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Human socisty is like a glacler: it looks like an
immovable and eternal field of ice; bubt it is really flowing
like & river; and ths only effect of its glassy rigidity is
that its own wnceasing movement splita it uwp into crevazses
that make it frightfully dangerous to walk on, all the more

by whitemash in the shape



PREFACE



s

Tha purpose of this study is to analyse Shewls attitude
toward four institutions with which he often sanifests = concern:
the medical profession, marriage, war, and religion, Many bio-
graphies and oriticel appraisals have been written about Shaw but
sonie of them has trested his sttitude toward these institutions
with thoroughness. Chesterton, for example, devotes three pages
to Shaw's views oo merriage. Nob only 1s his mberdial inadeguate,
bt it 1s Wﬁly subjective; note, by way of illustration,
Ghesterton's ammﬁmw his remarks on Shawta views of
mayrisge: “Shaw :’i-_a; wrong sbout nearly all the things one leams
sarly in life and while one is still simple,” Burton has a chapter,
"The Social Thinker," in which he makes brief reference to Shaw's
views on the famlly; his discussion
tm, It thers is no sttempt to show Skmw's attitude toward
Christianity. Hrrris devetes a chapter to Shaw's religion; but
it is an accepted fsct that, in addition to being unfamiliar with
much of Shaw's work, Harris ie notorleusly imaccumts, somstimes
making up a story just to add interest to his book. Hesketh
Peayson's book is almost etralght biography and devotes 1little
space to a discussion of the opinions of Shaw to be deslt with in
this paper. Henderson's chapter, "Artist and Philosopher,” treats
quite fully the philosephy of Shaw which is included in this study;
howsver, it is hoped that by bringing in Shaw's sttituds toward

Cheistianity and combining it with his falth in crestive evolution,
the chapber will have s separate valus from that of Henderson.
o that sometimes arises when one deals with a writer




of satire is that of deciding when the wrlter 1z reslly sericus.
Shawts pamoar of presentation, iz deliborate sffort to shoek
people so that they will listen to him, makes it evan more dif-
ficult to objectively determine his resl views on s subject. In
a singls play, of course, it is possible to find entirely oppos-
ite opinions volcsd by the leading oharacters. Becauss of this,
a casusl reader might easily Jift lsclated statements from Shaw's
writing and use them to substantiate a persomal and wwarranted
apinion of Shaw.

I have trisd to overcome bhis diffieuity of detsrainiug
wmmmuwﬁm&mmmm@mm,
by resding a substantial portion of his work, ond neting 211 of the
m of ideas on s certain subject. It was possible by comp-
arison of the basic similarities of these idees to detarmine which
of them wore valld representstions of Shaw's opinions. Isolation
of these ideas, and subsequent detsaliled disoussion of them,should
lsad us to a better understanding of the man and his plays.

I have ammmm only Shaw's writings and have or-
ganized the mterial withowt esnsulting the opinions of obher
writers. The secondary sources referred to in this paper were
for the most pert consultsd after Shaw's works had been read.
¥hen corments of othor writers are included in the discussion, they
are always of secondary lmportance to the materisl presented from
Shaw himself.

Three specisl poirnts noed wention here. One, no appresisble
development or change in Shew's ldeas was discovered; hance the



adenion of oy detalled attantion 1o chrennlogy. Ywo, Shew tikes
individaal libertios with panctuabion, znd thes materisl quoted
Trom Shaw eantains the apisiual peuctwition. Thres, sn avhrevisted
foctnete form hus been used, the elwmation of which ewn be found

oa tis follewing page.
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CHEOROLOGICAL TABLE COF SHaw'S PLAYS Id TIEIn
OhER COF Qﬁfﬁﬁﬁiﬁiﬁl

This table has two purpeses: to give a chronological
perspactive of Shaw's dramstic works which were consulted during
the writing of this paper; and to indicate the volumes in which
the plays are collected in order te fuocilitate z slmrtened foot-
note form. The brackets indleste that the plays enclosed ars
published in the samo volume, Dxcept where othourwise indicated,
the title of the book will begin with the Litle of the Tirst
play in the collection.

Volume Play __Date

{¥idowers! Houseas 1892
{The Philanderer 1893
{¥rs, Farrents Profession (:@} 1893
(Arms and the Man (WP} 1894
{The Han of Destiny 1895
{You Never Can Tell 1896
- (The Devil's Diseiple (i) 1896-7
for Furit: {Cassar and Cleopatrs (WF) 1398
1 {Captsain Pragsboundts Conversion 1298-9
The idmirable Bashyille 1502-3
Man and Superman (¥7) 1503
{John Bullts Other Island 1904
{How He Lisd to Her Bushand 1505
{¥a jor Barbara 1505
{The Doctorts Mlamsa 1506
{Cetting Married 1908 (pPreface 1910)
{The Shewing Op of Blanco Poanet 1909
Press Cuttings 1509

1, These dates can only be considered as approximsts. They
represent an effort to reconcile the sometimes couflicting
reperts of many sources. uherever possible, intermsl evidance
in the plays and prefaces was used.

2. P indicates that the }ayisgmtmthemmmm
and wss resd in that wolume.



Yolume

Play .

ate

3. The title of this volume beging with Heartbreaik louse.

| éﬁisﬂ.liance

The Dark Lady of the Sonnats
{Fanny's First Play (¥pP)

;émlss and the Liom (BP)
%mliaa

{Great Catherine
{o*Plaherty, V. G
{The Inca of ?aﬁmalm
(Augustus Does Hig Bit
{Heartbresk H

{ knna fanska,

Back to Methuselah
Saint Joan (NP}
The Apple Cart

{Too Truse To Be Good
{The Yillage woolng
{On the Boeks

{The Simpleton of the ﬂ*:axpecmd Isles
{Zﬁm 3ix of »aiaa.s

Rt

1910 {rrefsce 1914)
1910
1911

1912 (preface 1915)
igi2
izla

1913
95
1915
1516
1917
i917

1921
1923
1929

1531
1933
1933

1934
1934
1936
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Before presenting the main matter of this paper, these
three aspects of Shew's thought must be understcod: his genersl
cancarn with a reform of soclal institutions; his theory of the
drame as a vehicle for the preszentation of social problems; and
his socialism. This chapter will be devoted Lo a discussion of
these three points. -~

1f we are to live with one another in s complex society,
we must have institutions by which we can expedite the carry-
ing out of everyday effairs. However, says Shaw in his Intelli.-

gent Yoman®s Gulde to Sociallem and Capitaliam, “We cannot make

perfect institutions beecnuss we sre not perfect ama}.w&:ﬁl ge
must remember that conditlions change, and we must adapt our ine
stitubions to those changing conditions. This idea seess guite
comronplace, but 3haw thinks that we have not yel prasped it

he speaks, for example, of "the faney with which we all begin as
children, that the institutions under which we live ., . . are
natural like the saatm‘*ﬁz He says that we pretend "that our
institutions represent abstract prineiples of justice instesd of
being mere social seaffolding,” and that such a pretense is
dangerous, bscause "persons of s certain tempersment take the
pretense seriously,” and when they find that our institutions

fail to give them justice, they suffer unnecsssary disillusiomment.

1. 7The Igtelligrant Yoman's Guids to Sociallsm and Zapitalismy pe 4.
P mdq 3 Do 1. .




Instead of being founded upon *abstract principles of justice,
our institutions ars often founded won idesls which have no other
basis than cur instinctive pagssions. Shaw feels the insdeguacy of
such a foundstion: hs fesls that institutions should be founded
upon & sore solid besis. He makes this point clear in the preface
to bis Plessant Plays (1898):

To me the iragsdy and comedy of life lie in ths consequences,

gomet.imes terrible, sonetimes ludicrous of our persistent

attempts to found our ma‘tiﬁtﬁﬁmﬁ on the ideals sugpested

to our half-satisfled pass i‘w instead of on a genuinely
scdentific notural history

Shaw not only disapproves of ocur blind agcceptance of institu-~
tions, he also disapproves of modern conceptions of porality and
artifieclality in conduct. A man who defines morality as "the substi-

tution of custcm for canscimm“&

leaves little deubt s3 to his
position in this matter.

Shaw attaches zrext lmportance to hia ideas of socisl reform.
His concern with thess ldeas shows itsslf in his books and prefaces,
and just as= gteﬁéil;f in his plays. Thiz use of the drams a3 s prop-
aganda vohicle owes much to the influence of Ibsen.

Into the decadent theater of the lator ninetsenth century,
which manifested itself in Encland by such sentimental melodrams

a3 The Drunkard and in France in the artificisl wellemude play of

Dumss~fils and his contemporaries, Ibsen injected & new spirit of

3. !{?, j 2 121,
he Ibid., p. P47,



hopes in his hands the drams once again bscame a subject for
sevicus thought. Ibesn believed “that soclal progress takes ef-
foct through the replacing of old institutions by new ones.
His sost daring thesis, howevsr, as 3lmw states 1%, was "that the
m}uﬁamdmbamytet&mavm;n.,»ﬁé
Tbaen's ides that a play must deal with a social problem, that it
mst be didactic, was immedistely adopted by Shaw, Shaw alwsys
gives full credit to Tvsen for establishing this "new drume.® In
his preface to the first plays he published, the Umplessnt Plays
(1£98), he etstes that "The New Theatre would never have gome into
existence but for the plays of Tbeen."’ But his interest in Tosan
was evident long before this: Iindeed it was Shaw who helped to
popularize Thsen in England by the publication, in 1890, of a 1ittle
Ibsen's plays met with smch epposition when they were first
presentad in England. However, there were Englishuen besides Shew
whe were not unsympathetic to the pew movesent in druma. Hobertson
M?MMmmmmmmﬁmmumm;s
and in 1889 Charlss Charrington and Janet Acharch, with thelr pro-
duction of i Doll's House, struck whsi Shaw terms "the first really

go M 2L
?‘ E ¥ Pe ?&?9

2. See William Archer, The Old Drama and ihe Hew, for &« discussion
of the new drama in England.” '
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mast uyp dt. I really cannot help 1. In nis praface to his

Dramatic Opindons snd Essays he refers Lo the theatre as "the Chureh
whors tha oftener you lsugh the better, because by laushter only ean
you destroy evil withoul malice," and maintains that the theatre must
take "itaelf sericusly 335 a faetor of thought, a prompter of consci~
ance, an siveldstor of social oonduct . oL

Ve have seen that Shaw's purpose in writing his plays is a
gorious one, However, becsuse he attacks soclely by using satire his
seriousnass may not always be immediately spparent; yet it is present
only a 1ittle below the surface of the most asusing scenes and dlslogus.
Keegan, who is Shaw's raisonneur in John Bull's Other Island (1904),
makes an ironic statement which indicates this wnderlying se

of purpose: “Hy wsy of joking is to tsil the truth, It's ths fune
niest joke in the world."™ Ridgeon in The Doctorts Dilemma (1906)

says that “life doss not ceass to be fumy when people dls any more
than 1t cesses to be serious when people }Mtgh;"ls And one of Shaw's
He-incients (the Anclents are supposed to represent the highest stage
of intsllectual achievemsnt that msse can evolve into)} in Back to
dethuselah (1921) says: “dhen a thing is funny, sesrch it for a hidden
6

truth.”

Shaw's most succinet discussion of his views on the purpose of

iz2. fﬁ?, P» 1536.‘
3.
1.
i5,
15, Bosk to

3, Vol. 1, pe xxiil.
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social theory in detall: The Intelligent Foman's Cuice to Socialism
and Copltalise (1528) and Everybody's Politicsl 'hat's rhat? (1914).
In the fall of 1382, Henry George, whosse Progress und Poverty

was enjoying great popularity ot th: time, delivered an address in

¥emorisl Hsll, london. One of thro membe:

“ young Bermard Shaw, whe, hearing OGeorge for the first tinme, felt

that his 11fe had taken a new direction, 7inee his arrival in London
in 1876, Shaw had spent his time in writing five unsuscessful novels
and in desultory reading at the Pritish Museun. His income was not
gven sufficient to keep him in food, and, at the age of 26, he was
st11l being sapported by his mother. Inspired by the new ideus of

Henry George, Shaw immedistely read Progress znd Foverty, snd soon

after atiendad a meeting ol the Democratlc Federstion, which Zidnay
Webb refers to za the *first definitely socialist organizaticn in
Zngland, #17 3 ceorat ing to Henderson, Shaw was told that as a novice

in the field of economics he must read Marx's Des Xapitel; consequently,

Shaw read Marx, only to find "that his advisers were awestruck, as

they had not read it thmlvm.f}s fiis interest in sconomics snd
socialism grew steadily until, in September 5, 1284, he was elected

& memher of the newly formed Fabian Society.

Pease, ir his History of the Fablan Soclety, muintains that

Henry Ceorge should be credited with "the sxtraordinary merit of

17. &idney ¥Webb, ::z:c;mhsm in zagland, as citad in 7. A. Koowlton,
The 4&%1& Theor of George he Shaw, D« B.
. hrchiba. erseg:'%m Shew: His Life and Works,

pe 153,



recognizing the right way of soclal mlmtisaa”}'? which ths new
Fablans adopted. The Harxiasts were talking of revolution, and nen
| like Hobert Owen had tried to establlish isolated aacigl communities,
tut Georgs believed that the will of Lhe people could be moulded by
proper perswasion, that social evelutlien could be accomplished
through the ordinsry channels of political muneuvering, The Fublans
adopted Georgels method of converting people by educating them. They
realized that this process might take a long time; lt, like Fubius
Juntator wiwse name they adopled, they weare willing to wait until
comkditions were right for the couplele acceptance of thelr doetrines,
‘i‘ha};’ wers determined to carry out thelr "gradual trainsiiien io Zeelal
Democracy” By such psacelul means a3 "a gradusl axtension of the
franchise; aud the transfer of reat and interest to the “tate, not in
one lump sws, but by instalments. 20

A3 the Fabiains were not very radicsl in thelr methods, so alse
they were not very radical in their desands., The basic tenets of
thelr Leaching can be found in Fablan Trast Kumber 2, a sunlfesto

published in 1884: every individual in & nuticn has 2 right to an
equal share of its weslth; land should be mtiénalissasi; revenue
should be raised by a dlrect tax; the Stalts ghould see that children
are properly brought up, taking them away from incompstent parents

if necessary; men and wowen should have squal rights; every man

19. E. K. Pease, The Hist of the Faublan Society, p. dﬁ‘:o
b £ S&w,ﬂmi&im,ﬁm in Soelal i._g?;a.
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Iﬁ

Through his leong period of drammtie writing, Shaw is often
concerned with s reformation of the medicul profession. ﬁis two
most detailed statements on thls subject are nis preface te Ths
Doctorts Dilemma (1906) and chapter xxiv, “The dedical Man,” of his
Everybody's Political ¥hat's What?(1944). However, the following

discussion representa a bringing together of pertinent idees from
& large body of materizl,

Shaw strongly objects to the attitude of blind credulity and
trust with which many pecple regard the modicsl prcfezmisn,l He com—
plains the people bellieve thut doctors, beeause of ths nsture of their
wori, tend to have excaoptional moral consclence. Doctors, says Shaw,
are just like other men; it isn't sensibls to expect in them an ex-
cepitlonal propensity tomard right action,

But much worse than our attlitude towsrd the consclence of the
doctor is our faith in medical infallibility: +ihat is, our belief
that the doctor can muke no mistakes. This notion, says Shaw, is
pure bosh. No one knows better than the doctor himself the extent

of his failures. In The Doctor's Dillemma Shaw gives this idea voice

through an eminent doctor, 3ir Patric Cullen. puring one scene in

1. This attitude of blind credulity is not merely an cobjecbicnable
abbritute in respect te the mediesl professien. Indeed, in his
preface to The 3impleton of the Unexpected Isles (1934) Shaw spesks
of u "law of the Jonservation of Oredulity,” malntaining that it
applied first to our belief in religlen, snd, when that fzith was
gone, to our belief in sclence.




which aaveral doctors ars grouped topether an accusation is made by one
of them to the effect that a patient hes besen killed by the faulty
treatment of anothﬁr‘g Tha other doctor is offanded, bt Sir Patrick
gives him 1little opportunity %o dwell on the sublsct: "Come Comel

¥hen yvouve both killed as many neople 83 I vve in my time youll feel
humble enouph aboul it.”B Howayar, though doctors zdmit misiakes
smong themselvea, before the publin they pregent 2 united front, For
this they ean hardly ba blamed; bot the esin ooidnt, apain, I3 that we
realize "Lhe effact of this stote of things is to make the rediesl pre-
fersion a consniracy to hide I%3 own shﬂrtﬁﬁmiﬂgﬁ.”k Tt must be rememb-
ered, however, that thi: censpireey sgainst the laity Is not ¢ speedal
attribute of the medies]l rrefession. Indeed, the professzions

are sll eonapiraclsa agesinst the loity; and T do not supgest

AT

that the medicsl conspirucy iz either betier or worse than
the militzry conspirser, the l8sml consplirzery, the sscerdotal
beﬁspisucys the pedupogde conspiracy « » « But it is less
susnpected,
It is precisaly baecsuss Shew faels the medicel profession
less suspecied of conspirzey than others thut he so shronply fights

tha doe of sedieal 3af=1Xipility. Towmard the ond of his "Proface

en Docters® he supgpests n wethod for stzwping out this dorma:  Hake

3..»
'7
te ]
%
[
o
i
©
B

it commuldacry Por o docter veling a brass olite to have

it, in 2dditicn te the Jetters indlesting hls cunlifiertions, the

e The Doetorts Mlerrs, rp. 901,
Fe %?zd., Te Gle
Le Indd., oo oxve

5. LQC; Qitv:




words, ‘Homazmber that T tuo an mortsl.t v

4 second attitude =zhich Shaw attacks is our munifest desive
for useless operstions: many woople want an operatlon for no olher
roason than Bessuss thet rarticulsy eperstion is fashiamizbh;? in~
deed, Thaw thinks this »unis for oprrations is sometines cansht up by
the dostors themzelves, so thit they too believe in ths eurstive powers

of foolish operstions, Doctor Qutler ¥Walpole in The Noctorts Dilemme

hne oome te Ltho cemolusion that "Sinety-five par cent of the human
race 2ufifeor from chronie bloodepoisonineg, and die of it,f’g How
vnloole hus discovered somawhers in the human body a potent little
organ enewn &8 the muelform sae, "fall of decaving metisp-—undicested
feod and waste rroductse-rank “tw;ims.*’? Sinee this mischievous
organ czn te removed with 1ittle difficultyr, Yelpole's cry has become:
"It11 remove the ;%a.c:.”l(} dpparemtly the only penple who can esecape his
knife zre the other doctors who know better and the lucky five per cent
of the nopulstion who, according to ¥Walpele, are not dving from blood

rolsondng. 1

X“’ido, e }A’bia

7. In his preface Lo Androcles zad the Lion 193.2} 3haw discusses
Lo npvt ohiioh Tmebicons 3};1:; Tr Wi'&? w’v»wm 5 een*v-fa’l *“p’lfra{:im‘;

t@ thi i @&in {:‘aﬁ'}’ pt ,}’?3 &0 t}
2. Thg D Pile

9; :ﬁa cit.
e, Irid,, . 76.
11. This i:s & good exampls of Shavian satire. Alihough treating &
sabjact on vhlel ks 1y desdly serious, Shew s careful Lo stesr clear
of invzetive, ien 1llke Walpele are ix‘ ranlity anything but funny.
Howaver, Show pregents bis wlthoet moliiga-—in fact, with o kind of
tandernags——and t*v:er@ferc #e laugh &b ¥alpole. 4And the wonderful part
is that tihe leughter is far more effective than scorn.

-




‘The influence of monotary considerstion on the practices of

the medical profession is an important one. 3haw polnts out that

Y

it is ugeless for s doctor Lo prescribs « changs of clinale ami a
rast to » poor werking mon who could never £11l such = prescription.
Horeovar, the doctor himself may nvec moneyj he muy be & society
dostor %,5- his t‘r&tﬁa&:}cm expansss In Liepling uwp eppsarances, sod
cannot very 3:{;.33; be expacted to ©811 the Liuth Lo 3 weslthy hypo-
ci:m;«iriéc yz.haﬁ the potisnt would bs happlar if glven an wipensive
proscription and chorgsd a fel fes. Then too the succewsful dsctor
i "_pi{:i‘:‘iip seae cudck monsy by & uselass Af hirrless eperstion,
And he often belps moke ends mect by sunning = nursing Lwiie—=in
%éality 5. & fashlonable hetel. It is little wonder, then, that,
sceupied with a1l these consldsrutions, the doctor often fails to
do his bost work.

» In addition to these considerations, Shew maintalns thet it
iz of the uimost importance that Goctors be scisntists, .nd further,
indly sclontists. ilowever, he docs rot balleve Lthat doctors wtb
prossnt wre sciantists; Lo his notion, thay ars prizarily artists,
practising zcience only Lo eara thelr btresxd. In the first place,
thoeugh doctors mey perform experimcnis, mseny of them are nob tiwined
in gethering dsta properly. And more lmportant still, they are
inczmuble of properily sveluating the duta when once gathered. Shaw
points oul the technical difficulty involved la caloul:timn. For
erampie, ho menlions the work doue by irofessor Karl Fearscn in bioe

logical statistics and the Professorts “immense contempt for, and



indignant sense of grave soclal dengsr in, the unskilled guesses of
the ardinary mmﬁgm:@ﬁ And, of sourse, Shaw would add “doctors,®

Then, ton, thors is the aapest of statistisal illusions, of
false impresasices pained {rom statistics blindly interpreted. The
Pastour iastitube serves as an sxzample. Hany people not treated by
s Pastsur institwte may recover {rom hydrophobla, says Shaw, but we
de not hear of those easss,. Jonwversely, many people who are treated
may not recover bub, in a like manner, we hear little of those cases,
Howsvar, if one persen w#hw is treated doss recover, the recovery is
Limediately attributed to the trestmert, whereas in reslity the re-
eovery may lave bean accldental, In general, we oftes fail to si-
tribute decrsese in dlasnse to tmo very roal fastors: the increass
in sanitary measures; and the increase in sttention to disease, the
one good resull of cuwr wwarrasted soncern with wacelination, vivi-
section, and imncculation.’

In addition to defects in its use of statistics, Shaw says
that the medicsl professism falls badly in its use of the sclance
of bacteriology. e balieves thmt the simplest way to kill germs
is the application of fresh air snd sunshins, a method wiich he
faals has bewn neplected. e find him very much concerned with
this matter in his "Preface on Doctors® (1906). And this concern

12. The Joctords Dilaws, p. lxix.

13. Fhen demonsiraling nis points about the fault-use of statistics,

Shaw oceasionally gebs carried away. Note for instance his hypotheti-

eal sousple of vaccination statisties in a small village. (Ibld., p. lxiv.)
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Other subjects related to bacteriology are vaccination and
innoculation. It is not necessary to read much of Shaw in order to
discover his violent opposition to these practices. Ha justifies
his denlal of the value of lmmunization by giving several arguments
concerning the dirt, the danger of disease, the cost, and the dif-
ficulty in the administration of vaccines and serums. He also
points ocut his econviction that a strong reason for the dontorst
advocacy of vaccination and inmoeulation is their sconcmic depend-
ence on them as a gource of income, He even gives an alternmative
to what he feels must be the otherwise necessarily complete rejection
of these methods, the aiiemtiv? of a sclentifically organmized publie
program in which the process will be striectly watehed; and he maintains
that "the advance of scientifie therapeutics is in the direction of
treatments that invoke highly organised laboratories, hospitals,
and public institutions gensrally . . .18 S5till it is diffieult to
belisve that, even if this sltermative were accspted by the publie,
Shaw would change his mind about the efficicacy of vaccination.

His statement about this altermative occured in the "Preface on
Doctors® {(1905), yet thirty-sisht years later, after many advances
had been made toward improvement in administration of vaccines, we

find him saying, in his Everybody's Folitical ¥hat's What?, that
19

"yaceine is now killing more children than small pox.®

18. The Doctor's Dilemma, p. xxxv.
19. Everybody's Solitical What's What, p. 216.
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Shaw is also opposed te vivissetion, His second play (The
Poilanderer, 1893), although desling chiefly with Ibsenism and
marriage, contains in the sheracter of Dr. Paramors an effective
satire on the vivisector. Paramore 15 exiremely proud thet, after
experimenting «ith thres dogs and & monkwy, he has discovered a
new liver diseass. His joy hardly knows houafia when he thinks he
finds that very disease in one of his pat«im;:s,, Colonel (raven,
Craven, convincsd that he is to dis guiie soon, assumes with s
certain sstisfaction the rels of the noble sufferer. Then the
worsh happens. Pararore dizcowers that his liver disease has
bsan proved nonexistent. The fault lles, he complains, in the
"wickedly sentinentsl lawe of this country."”. & Frenchmn who
refuted his thecry was permitted to use 200 monkeys, 300 dogs,
and camel®s Jiver at 60 degrees below zero; and zn Italisn wes
given govermment grants to buy animals. FHow could be compste with
men who regeived so smch assistance from thelr govornments?

Paramors reveals the news with the uluncst distress to Cravea
who has suffered to mo avail all alsng. Poor Craven slmost bresks:
"Row, upon ®y soul, Faramore, I'm vexsd st this. I dea't wish to
be unfriendly;: but I'm extremsly vexed, r&alii;suﬂzl Paramore, far
from apolegizing for & mistaken diagnosis, refusss to admit defest
to the extent that he denies his own beliefs: "But please remember
that it iz doubtful-—extremely doubtful—whether anything can be

20, The Fidlanderer, p. 125.
2. Los. otk
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who does a cruel thing unconscicusly is just as culpable ss the one
who does it deliberately. 3Shaw's poilnt in this ecsse-—and we shall
discover the sams sentiment when dealing with the other lnstitu-~
tions--is that we must croass the routine acceptanece of any practice
out of our minds; we wmust constantly be examining all of cur habits
and evaluating their usefulness,

The remedy for this false belicf in vivisection, says Shaw,
is more knowledge on the part of the publie, for the vivisection
eraze, like the vaccination eraze, was given impetus by public en-
thusiasm., The veople, who are always seeking a cheap remedy for all
diseases, seired upon these practices in the hore that in them their
dreams had at last been realized. Needless to say, they were wrong.
Thelr search is a futile one, they are seeking something that does
not exist. )

¥ith the previous criticisms of the mediecal profession in mind,
aspacially the treatment of Dr. Paramore, one night easily draw the
conclusion that ‘haw is a2 erank who refuses to grant ecredit where it
is due., This is»net. true, however. In one section of his "Preface
on Doctora” Shaw points out some of the doctorts virtues which he
feels mwany people are apt to forget :zi}w must treat 2 patiemt,

whether or not the patlent can pay; he is constuardly exposed to

25, Shaw's discussion of the doctor's virbtues in his "Preface on
Doctors® {1906} represents a more carefully thought out judgmert
than he provicusly showsd., Role for example his remark in *The
Revolutionistts Handbook® (1903): “the physician is still the
credulous imposter and patulant sclenmtific coxcomb whom Moliere
ridiculed.”!%;’?, p. T17.)



disenso; he must respond to a sleck esil any hour of the day or nigt;
and, in order ts eat, he must keep working--that iz as much a3 to say
that a doctor cannot sit baek and let his money work for him, like &
landlord.

It =must be apparent after considering this material that show
foels ihe medical profession is in o lamentable conditicn, ¥hst then,
it will be asked, is his solution to the problem? Of course, he has
a sclution, ome that is inevitable to anyone sho is faxdllar with
Shawwmsocislliam: |

Until the mediesl profession becomes s body of man irained
and pald by the country to kesp the coutry is health it
wiil ’rm}ia _‘ﬁhﬁ% it’ i; at ;rmz & ggtss;im&y 1o sxpicit
populay credulity and homan suffering.
There is no technieal medical probiem imvelved in the carrying out
of such a plant
if there were, I should not be cospetert Lo deal with it,
48 1 am not a technlcal expert in medicdne: I deal with
the subjest as an miatﬂs politiclan, and a citizen
exercising xy common sensae.
However, the transition muet be & gradusl ome. For a time it smay
be necsssary to pretend the effiescy of obsolete treatments, such
as‘the burnlng of sulphwr in sick rooms, before the poopls as a
shele can be persuaded te follow gepuinely sclentific guidance in
sanitation. And certain adjustments must eventually be made in
our social thinking, for instances
Tha theory that overy individusl alive 1s of infinite wnlue




is leglslatively lupracticable . . . the man who costs wmore

than he is worth iszgam by aound hyglene as inexorsbly ss

by sound sconomics.
But these considerations are minor ones. The Important point is
thst Shew thinks of sceislization of medieine as the panncea for
21l the decudonce snd inefficlencey of the medieanl professicn. Umder
soclslised medicine the doctor need never worry about his income, he
nesdn't bg & slave Lo patients, am!, as & puﬁlit: officer of health,
he would depand mors raspect than an officer in the arny or navy.
ind private practice need not be sholished; the doctor might still
heve the clhemetive of private patients If he chose.

To swrarize, these idezs on the medical profession have been

brought, out in this section: Shew's atiitwde townrd blind credulity,
fashion, monetzry problems, scienee, and cruslty-—snd his solntion

to the _yoblam, namcly, the scciazlization of modicine.

28. This statemant, which demonstrates the Shavian tendency to
¢carry an argument a step too far, is a pood example of the kind
of thing which right provent cn objestlive ponsideration of Shawts
over-all position on a subjest. (Ibkid., p. xeii,)



vt Bis writing eareer vith a
cerned with the m&m!arwl In his prefsoce %o his
asent Slays (1898),” the first voluss of plays given to the
Mm;m:afmmwam *an institution shich society
grown but, not w&m«a In his prafase to Setting Yar-
Méiﬁ@ mmzag Sour marriage lus is inhomss and o

mﬁm»»aamm

Shaw appended to his publicatlon of Yan and Suparman (
states thet merrisps has two functions: “rezulating conjugsbion and
supplying & fors of mmzwﬁ : ns that we greatly

pe the importance of the first of these functions, that
of regulating conjugstion. In his preface to Gebting Marzied (1910)

nality of Sex.” Shaw Yhinks 1%

i« This concern reflscts the influence of Shellsy, a man whom Shay
deeply admired. For a brisf dlacuselon of what Shaw thinks about

Shulleyts views on mmrriage, see the prefacs to Setting Married,

pr. 124 ot pec. ‘
2+ Shaw termed thes unnlessan they face unplessant facta.”

The plays deal with sivm | m, sarriage; snd prostitubion.

) ,’}h;



vafertunate thet people thisk of marriage in terme of sex. The sax
drive, or "reproductive appetite” se he texws it, %s held in common
by all living thinge and is entirely impersomal. Indeed, satisfactory
wamh‘wmﬁmg@smmmtm
h&u}mm;m,wmimkm Shaw feals that the
m;mM!sM;ratm

Shaw's impersonal view of sex is definitely reflescted in his
plays, making hisz treatment of the sexumal drive a eold, mechanical
Mmm«f%hiagfwgrame{msémammm
Warren, and Ann Whitefield--nione of them manifests genuine affestion,
In his sarlier writings Shaw refers to this relaticnship between the
wmmﬂmm;ﬂmmmmmmam
the affair between Gloria Clandon and Valentine in You Hever Csn
Tell (1296). Howsver, in Man snd Supermss (1903), a play "in which
spring of the astion,®’ we find Shaw using & new temm for the sex
drive: hmmwﬁuamﬁmmm,wm

wtmmmwsmmmﬂammagnem,

6. ,Xam,mmdﬁmmmsmwmmm
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nineteenth century, its treatment has always been dull. Indeed,
Shaw minuinam that it was Ibsen who successfully demonstrated
fthat from Francesea and Paolo down to the latest guilty couple of
the school of Dumas fils, the romantic adulterers have all been in-
tolerable 'mm.*n He further asserts that Moliere's plays, Visctorian
novels, and sven Don LJuixzote are sexless: our attention is not con~
centrated upon the sex play in thess works, it is centered in the
action the sex convention may bring about. 3haw himself followed the
tradition of the light-hearted treatment of sex, He bslievsas that
sex should be discussed seriocusly on the stage; but his play
Cverruled, which deals with marriage problems, is a farcical comedy
because "We are permitted to discuss in jJest what we may not discuss
in mﬁ.”n

Thus we ses that sex is an important part of lifs even though
its importance as an aspect of marriage is exaggerated. Although
thers should be a law by which socliety provides for any consequences
which might arise from a sexual union, it is ridiculous to demand

that
a young man or woman marry because he or she has satisfisd & momentary,
flesting iz@ulse.ls In Shaw's opinion, this sexual freedom will not
ancourage promisculty, it will only bring about impersonality in
sexnal relations. He bellieves that it is g rule in nature for people

12, HNote that this statement bolasters the contention that Shaw's
plays ars passimlass.

13. Cverruled,
oy Peo 671
15. f. Den Juan's speech in Man and Superman: *The confusion of

marriage with morality has done more to destroy the conscience of the
hman race than any other error.” (K, p. 633.
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to desire only one mate. This problem of promisculty is & minor one
and should not lead us astray frum the principal point: thal we
must not think of marriage as & requisiie for conjugation, we sust
not demand
that when two people are under the influence of the most
violent, most insane, most delusive, and most transient of
passions, they . . . swear that they will remain in that
z?;t:i%%m’ and exhausting condition until death de
Until this restriction on conjugal love is removed, marriage will
continue to bs for many people simply a form of sex slavery.

Hention of sex slavery brings into the plcture the economie
problems involved in marriage. Here we cun see Shaw the socialist,
who seddom falls to consider the economlc aspect of a question.

Shaw looks at the economic aspeet of marriage from the standpoint

of both the woman and the man. When discussing the economic slavery
of males, he insists that we mmst fuce the fact that many young men

of marriageable age simply cannot afford to marry, particularly profes~
gionel men and aspiring business men. A few men solve this difficulty
by marrying weallhy wowen; however, in the majority of cases this is
impossible. Furthermore, the bachelor is prohibited by sociesty to
make love to his friends' wlves or daughters. Thersfore, because

all other feazible outlets of his sexual drive are taboo, the bachelor
turns to the anlv other solution besides celibacy, a "cheap, Lemporary

substitute for mrriage,“l? The case for the woman is qulte similar,

16. Getting Marvied, n. 136.
17. Ibid., pp. 187-8.



Uriless she has money or telsol to assure her sconomic 1
18 ; mnifestation of the gensral regard of
the hushend a3 an coonowie nscessily cau be scen In the shameful
antios engaged in by the purents of marrisgesbls
ice of women on man ls abolished,

unless there is scuslity of incoms betwesn malz and femle, in short,
wilesa we live in 2 socialistie sociely, we shull find that Lle young
men who iz inclined Lo sesk a cheap substitule for marriage will bave
noe diffioulty in fioding o young woman who ls
living by providine that substifute. Bub & woman need not bHe driven
sctually to sall her body in the strest io be s prostitute:

it vresext[ihe econamic dependence of wssn on menreduces

the aifference between marrisge mm&mmmm dife

fm Mm ?raﬂs taioniss and worganised caswsl laber:

5 dlftersans, oo o a0 Lo crier and confrt, bnk

-

Shew deals »1th the prolilem of prostitution in ¥rs. Harrea's
Profession (1894). lNrs. Bsrren the protagenist of the play, philoso-
phiges about her livelibood thus: *The enly wsy for s woman to pro~
vide for harsolf! decently is for hey to be good ic sowe man that can
afford to b good to her," C Shaw's thesis in the rlay is that it is
sible for Lhe instilution of

ahe must get a huaband.

12, ©of. preface to lan and t  "the ordinary man's business
is to get mesns to leep wp timam!nhiwﬁfamlma
and tha ordinury m&'smimsiaw@etmriaée' (s, p-&%}.

i5. Getilng Sarried, p o Yohe
;m’ j gﬁﬂ -



prostit: tione 2 He faces the problem sguarely, and through the 1ipe
of EZitty ¥Warren he strikes out at what he fesls is the fzlss, hypo-
eritical attitude of muny people: ®It's not work thal any woman
would do for plaasure, goodness knows; though to hear the pious people
talk you would suppose it wos 5 bed of msam*ﬁz ind when, in a moment
of great sxcitment, she blurts out, *Ch, the hypocrisy of the werld
makes me sickl w2 she voices Shaw's sttituds cm},atal,}n& However,
Shaw maintains that although the fupndamental cause of Eitty Zarren’s
corruption was poverty, she kept on working because of g&sﬁ.zﬁ It is
pracisely bscauss ¥rs, farren insists on continuing her work after
sha iz no longer sconcmically eompslled to do so, and not because she

was once o prostitute by nseessity, that her daughter leaves her and

21l. In his preface to the Unplessant Plays, Shaw aays: “I sust,
however, ®arn my raaders that my attacks are directed againat them~
selves, not against my stage figures. They cannet too thoroughly
understand that the guilt of defestive soclal erganisation does not
lis alone on the peopls who actuxlly work the comrercisl mekeshifts
which the defects meke ineyitabls . . . but with the whols body

of citizens whose public opinion, public action . . » zlone can
replace . . « Bra, Sarrents prolession with honorable industries . . "

(gp, pe Xxviy
- Ibid., p. 68,
2. loo i,
2h. Cf., 3haw's remark in his "Hote on Modern Prizefighting” appended

toc The ééairabls Bashville: ™Ais long =3 scciety is sc orzanised Lhat
the destitule athlste and the deatituts besuly are forced to choose
between undarpsid drudgery as industrial producers, and comparative
self-respect, plenty, and popularity as prizafighters and mercemary
brides, licit or 11licit, it is idle to affect virtuous indignstion
at thelr expange.” 5. ?}..

25. Shew might easily have put the words of Holl Flandars inte the
uoubh of Eitty ¥srren: “as poverty brought ms in, so avarice kert
we in, till there was no going back.” There is a striking parallel
between ¥oll Flanders and Hrs. Warren. It would be interesting to
know whether the aimilarity between the works of Dafos and Shaw ia
codneddontal or whether Shaw is definltely indebted to Defos.




precipitates the tragie ending of the play. Shaw's view of prostitutien
=ight bo suwmmed up in this statement whieh he mekes in his preface to
his Unpleasant Flays (1898):

I believe that any soclisty which desires to found itself on

& high standard of integrity of charscter in iis units should

organize itself in such a fashion as to maike it possible for

all men and 31l women $o maintain themsslves in reasonsble

comfort by their i%stry without selling their affections and

thelr sonvictions.
And this statemant would apply not only to actual prostitution, but
alac to sex slavery in marriage.

The second function which Shaw attributes to the institulion

of mayriage is that of “supplying & form of domss
of domesticity whiech marriazge suppiies, of course, is the institution

icity." The form

of the family. 3Shaw cannot tolerate what to him ave empty cliches
such as Ths Home, 3 Mother's Influence, a Father's Care, Fillal Plety,
Duty, iffection, Family Life: *The Llat fact is that English home
1ife today is neither honorable, virtuous, wiwlesowe, sweot/or)

clean . . ’ﬁ;g? In fact the state of family life 1s so mnhappy that it
has produced a revolt which is evinced by the popularity of sueh
Nterary profligates as Tom Jones and Charles Surface. And when an
funserupulous libertine® appears he enjoys tremendous popularity
among girls brought up In the best of homes. A good example of such
a libertine is Charteris in The Philanderer. One of the specific

&o %; ?jp. m“miw
27. Qetting Married, p. 131.



things which Shaw cbjects to In family 1ife is its supposed "atmos~
phare of love,"” He lashes out at such an idea: ‘
Ho ﬁealtmrmermmliawmpiodﬁtkminmm
for more than a very small fraction indeed of the time he -
devotes taWs 8 and to recrestion wholly unconnected
with love.
In his preface to Misalliance (1914) he states that too mmh af~
faction is just as harmful, if not more harmful, than physical
torture of the child.”’

Ancther element of family life whieh he objects to ia the
notion that old people and young people should combine within a famlly
to form & social unit, He believes that older people are physically
and memtally incompatible with younger ones.

Finally, Shaw attacks the notion thut consanguinity alone
Justifies the existence of strong affection. Hot thit a brother and
a sister, for example, may not get along well togethsr if allowed to
“fo)low their own bent,” but "the danger lies in assuming that[ihey]
shall get on any better. a0

Because of the present miserable state of fomily lifs, it iz a

crive, Shaw says, that a womsn must marry in order to have children.

28, Iﬁid«., Pe m?

29, ¥hen discussing physical toriure Shaw sights ths case of a man
who sald that "the only thing he beat his children for was failure
in perfect obedience and perfect truthfulness . . . A8 one of them is
not a virtus at all, and the other the atiribute of & god, one can
imagine what the lives of this gentleman's children would have been
if it had been possible for hisn to live down to his monstrous end
foolish pretensions.” (i%isalliama, pe xvil,)

39‘ I., Pe xeix..
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gertial Tul zeedeby no longer demnd meredsgs o8 ¢ reulsits Jor
ehild-boaring beesuss many of our most ilnlelllpent and able wOmDe
thersfore, the best mothors—refuse fo tolsrate 1ife with » uusband,
and yeb desire children. lla shows us o ssanpla ol Guch & womar,

Lesbis Grantham, in nis play Gebling Hurvliad. Lesbis ila pursucsd con—
? & b * ?

stantly by General HSridgoncrth, wie wanlz 10 naery her. In answer to
Bridgenorthts spicited question, "Hang it &1l, Lesbiu, don't you want
31

a masband?™ T ghe repilas:

do. I want ebdldren; aad I woal to devolo mysell amively

to my children, and not to thelr fathoer. The law will not

allow ms Lo do thaty g0 I hevyg made up oy ~dad Lo have

neither husband nor ehildren,”™

Up to this point, brief reference nus been mads to children as

a part of a larger unit, the fanily. Yow Jet us tuwrn our attention
to the child ivsell. OGhaw devoted one of nis longest prafacws, the
one preceding disallience (1910), to a discussion of childrants
problems., It will be necessary to raly heavily on this preface on
Parepts and Children' for a detailed picture of lhaw's views, bew-

cause litile moterial on this subjasct of children can bs found in any

. 35
of bis plays.

31. Getting Herried, p. 120,

32, Lge. gib.

33, This is a generslization. There are several chlidren in Lhaw's
plays, llke Ptolemy in Jaesar and Clecpalra, but thelr parts are
minor ones, and thelr shuracters are nol earefully developed.
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Fhaw thinks of childhood as "a stayge ld Lhe progess of chal
conbimaal ressafuctura of ths Llfe Ltull Wy which Lhe nusen raos
iz ;f:ﬁz'zr{e‘ﬁxiz;tmi.”% To him children are & wwillestation of bhe vele
eologlec) affort of the Life Force towsrd perfection, the poal of
gvolution, In adaditlion te usveldlag the exlremes of affecilon wud
punisitsent already monticnsd, we ought Lo be psrfscily hoewst and
zodest toward childran., The sost unpardonsble error of the adult
in dealing with 2 ehild iIs to sed himsell wp 23 an axwspls to be
fallowad, Whal ha ougil to do, Lhaw 8ays, is Lo hold E‘é;es;sdlf up Lo
the child as & warning. OShom cxanot tolarate the hypooritical adult
who foals suparior to = child.

Tha adult manifests hypoerisy In anothar wy: he refuses to
adadt that children are nulsances, that {helr comvany cuwmel b
toleratad for mors than & short period of time: “im fiuet Lhe evidence
ghews that 1t 1s sssler to love lhe company of 4 dog than timtr ef a
comsonplace child between the agos of six and the beglnnings of con~
trolled maturity . . ..f"‘}5 There is wudenlable proof thul parents
do want to get rid of thelr children al lsast part of the tisme,
and thet oroof 1ies in the exlstouce of the school.

On the subject of adweation Shaw is perticularly bitiar. He
speaks of his own schooling in biting terms:

I was taught lying, dishonorable submission to tyrsany, dirly
stories, a blasphesces habit of tresting love and meternity as

34, Misallianee, p. ix.
35. bidﬂ, pl mq?v

K i—————



obscene jokes, hopelessness, evasion, derision, comrdice,

and all the blaekguapd's shifts by which the coward intimi-

dates othsr cowards,
He particularly objects to the incompetence of teachers, caused
partly by thelr dissatisfaction in having to teach subjects in
which thoy are nelther interested nor properly trained; and he
objects to their cruelty. 7o the child a school is nothing less
than a prison in which he is foreed to asainilate unwanted know-
ledge from textbooks written in a thoroughly dry and incompetent
manner, Shawts attitude toward our present system of formal ed-
uweation is so bitter that hls sugpested alternstive, a proposal,
with a few cualifications, that children be allowed to roam abouk
without direction or restraint, does not come as a surprize. There
are certain btesic subjects that a child should be taught in order to
prepare hiz to live with his fellowman in soclety; he should be
taught “"reading, writing, and enough arithmetic tc use money honestly
and accurately, together with the rudiments of law and order . . .33?
Rature has given the child the attribute of docility so that he can
easily be foreced to learn these fundamental things; however, soclisty
wust avoid the egregiocus sin of abusing that doecility. Shaw, of
course, balieves that children should have access to more formal
education; but he is indefinite as to when that education should take
place, for after the child has learned the three r's he has & right teo

f3llow his own inclinations; there is to be no more ecepulsory schooling.

36. Ibid., p. xxxha
37! m‘,, Po ixxfi,
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Shaw's solution to the problem of the relationship between
the adult and the child can be summned up in the following ststement:

If adults will frankly zive up their claim to know betier
than children what ths purposes of the Life Force are, and
treat the child as an expsriment like themselves, and pos—
albly s aore succesaful one, and at the same tlme rsiinguish
their monstrous parental claims to personal private ¥y
in children, the rest must be left to comsion sense.

ind his belief that the institution of the family, wiich is soclety's
attempt to establish soms form of domesiicily, is) “a hmbug and a
nuisggee*’sg is aqually clear. His exact sclution to the problem of
a family substitute 1s vague, but evidence would lead to the belief
that Shaw might advoeate Plato's suggestion for state controlled
bringing up of children :ﬁﬁ
Shaw does not recommend the abolitlion of marrlage by sccisty.
Hor does he recommend that the individusl should ignore that in-
stitution; he states that it is evident that illegitimste matches
will not work out, that all laws should be stronger timn the ine
dividual, Under our present system of social organization marriage

is inevitable; our task is to make it degcent and reasomable. The

38. Ibid., p. lvii,

39, Tbid., p. cii.

4. In his preface to Getlting Married Shaw has & section of "what
is to become of the Childrent” (p. 198 et seq) In it he states
that since the welfare of the child is & concern of the nation, a
parent should be reqyuirsd to conform to certain regulations in
bringing up its chiid, But many parenis would be too poor to
properly follow the rules; therefore, such a selution is not st
present possible. Thus, Shaw falls to solve the probles of whatl
is te be done with the child, sayring only that "however we settle
the guastion, we sust make the parent Justify the custody of the
enild exsetly as we should make a stranger jJustify it.»



first step in ihe reformation of our marrviage law is a careful exam-
ination of its present state. Az is the case with our other institu~
tions, we have taxen it for granted and falled Lo think abowt it.
Consideration of the problems of marriage wust lead to the conclusion
that it canno! be contracted on a for-better-onfor-worse basis; it
rast be diassolubls. 4nd a cheap divores should be grunted simply
becuusa a person desires it, no questions asked. Granting divorce
on such grounds will not lead to chaotic promiscuity. He believas
that monogasy, under o favorable balance of males and fepmiss in
the population, will proteet itsslf. He mentions ag = case in point
the story of fandida, in which the Bsverend Morrel realizes that
gither he or Eugene must go. In addition, once the sense of bondage
is lifted from wmurrisge he belleves thai people +ill not be zo de~
sirous of seeking a divores.
At any rate, we must glve this solution s iry. W%e must not be
afraid, for every advance that civilization has made has frightened
"honest folks.”
This is & pity; but if we were to spare their feolings we
should never improve the worla at adl. To let them frighten
us, and then pretend that thelr stupid timidity is virtua and
purity and so forth, is simply morsl cowardice.

Marriaze, as 21l cur other lmstitutdons, must be adazted Lo human

nature.

41l. Getting Harried, p. 186,




11%.

Ths institution of =ar presents a diflezrent problem from the
institutlons of marriage or of the medical professiong which are in
z deplorable zomifition becauss they are managed by people who de
aot understand them. People do understand war, chae insists. He
’ mag be ripht; nevertheless, let us look at his definition of war
in order to see if we understand the same thing by the torm as he.

In his Everybody's Politlical Zhet’s Hhat?(1944) he terms war "a

primitive bleood sport that gratifies human gaugmcity."i This slatee
ment 1s practieally a paraplrase of a rewark he made thirty-four
yeers sarller in the preface to ¥issllismee (191C): *“war ls funda-
mentally the spert of hunting and fighting ths most dangerous beasts
of pm;n”g
In his writing, Shaw often manifests a conmcern for wer. In
Han and Superman (1903) he has the Devil say:
~I tell you that in the arte of 1ife aan invents nothing;
but in the arts of death he ouldoss Haturse herseslf; and
produces by chemlstry and muchigery all the slaughtsr of
plagus, pestilence, and famine.
And & little later in this same scene Don Jusn remarks cynically:

“Phe survival of whatever form of eivilization can produce the best

rifle snd ths best fed riflemen is asaureﬁ,'*”‘ Thse same oonosrn is

1. Everybody's Yolitlsal Fhat®s Fhat?, op. 1ll:=3,
2, iisalliance, p. ixve

3. P, p. 619,

Lo Ibid., p. 625.
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present in 3ack to
syzbel represemting sl war and all killing. Shaw's haired of wmr
is implisit in Caints passionste love of his ceoupation of warmaldng:

elal (1921}, im which Shaw usea (ain as a

1 have imagined a glorieus poem of many men ., » . I will divide
theis inte two greal bhosts. OUns of thes I will lead; and the
other will be lead by the man I fear mest and desire to Tight
apd kA1) wost. And esch host shall Ury to kill the other host.
Think of that! A1} thess multitudes of men fighting, fizhting,
killing, killingl The four zivers running with bloodl That
will be life indsed: 1ife lived to the very marrow: bLurning,
overwhelming 1ife.”

Eve adequately puts inte words an ldes which occurs often throughout
the plsy when she says, “Through him(Cainfand his llce, desth is
gaining on 170,70

Shaw complains thut people do not carsfully sxauine the in-
stitution of wer: paople do notl faee the fruth that "war depends
onn the rousing of all the murderous blackguardiam still latent in
Mﬁms’? To & man 1ike Shaw, whoe iz not ispressed with the high-
zounding ideals by which people seek to Justify the wor they wage,
the commsnt of Burge's in Back Lo Msthuselsh, "You cannot win wars
by grimi;g}.as,ﬁg hae complete validity.

Refusal to faew the truth is a direet resull of what Shaw
torms vomantie Imoginetion, In his preface to ilsaliiance (1910)
he defines this term: he clalxs thet we uss ihs word daaglnation

in two entiraly different szenses. %hen ons 1s able to imegine

5« Bagik bto Methuselah, p. 2&.
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rodernization of warfare and the conszoguent separaticn of ths {ighter
from direct contact with ths victis of his brutalitiss, there is a
correspondingly eusisr burden on hls conselsnce. Toclety can never
begin to solve its problem of war until It casts asids the supere
flucus and fzlse accoutrements of military glory and patriotiem,
until pagsuntry loses its tlack mupie und we cun see it for what it
truly is, coamely, 2 form of pretending,

The successful »ilitary man, according to Shaw, hus rothing
to do with romantic imsgination: he is an arch-realist, und 1t is
hils rexlism that enables tin to see through false protenses, to

arrive at rroper decisions, and thus to control the soldiers under

E

hiz. FTven the ordinary soldier is without romantic delusions. Im
Evarybody's Politiesl “hat's What? {1944) Shaw says that it is the
civilians and the women who preserve the iradition of military glcry.n’
Bravery and courage are mere legends to ths trus ailitary mun—he is
awars that cowardice is a fundamental characteristic of human nsture
ard, as such, there is no stigrs atlached to bt it 1is merely a=
attribute nxture has Instilled in us in order to enabls us to better

pretect ourselves. In Back tc Hethuselsah, the wiseman, Confuclus, says

to Durge-iubin, who has declded not to risk mkinp a certain move:
“You hzve st last become prudent: yeu are no longer what you call a
sportwaan:  you are a sensible coward, slmest a grown-up mn,“ls

Later in the play ons of Zhaw's inclents explains to a short-livere

Lo Wim Whatls #hat?, p. 129.
150 Hsthy b’ Fc-m-

t0
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ons whw has not lived long encugh to underatand the problems of the
world--how the "psuedo~lhristian” civilizstion prectically destroyed
itsalf by war; however,
'm last clvilized thing that happansd was that the statam
iscoversd that cowardice mas s great patriotic virtue; and
agx&lﬁsm&mﬁm mwmxzsmmemﬁm
ancient and vary fot ssge called 3ir Jolm Palstaff,

But man will not adedt this obviouns attribute of cowmrdice:r indeed

in ¥an and Superman Dont Jusn says that man "will face death to oute
face that stinging truth . . » Yot all his civilizstion is founded

o his comardise, on his abjeci tamaness, whieh he ¢alls his reaspecti-
*aility.“i? It xust not be thought, howsver, thet Shaw does not re~
cogrize ths value of military discipline. MHe asserte definitaly that
the world ¢annot bs controlled, csnnot atcomplish anything, unless it
is well organized: and silitary diseipline iz a good means to that
sod. He fully recognizes that a natlon which is to survive at preset
cannot do without the soldlar. ¥We can understand the military man for
what he 1z, we can control him, we can use him ag a toocl; bub we need
not idealize him as the great bawfactor of mankind.

How 18t us exanine ene of Shaw's plays that deals with the
stupidity of sar and note how the essential points in the above dis-
cusaion are included. Arms and the Man, a satire on patriotiss and
war, was writien in 1894, is sany other English playwrights from the

1. Idde, pe 210.
I.?. E" Pa 621,



days of Ben Jonson had So do, Shaw set his satire in 2 distunt country,
Bulgaris, The background of the sction is & war in which the Bulgars
with Russian officers arve fighting the Serbe with fustrian officers,
Shaw's satire iz imedistely sppareni when we realize that most of

der through the play complelely ignoring this
amentally ridiculous sitwations in fact, ¥ajor Petkoff ( a

“gonventional stagg soldisr®) one of the Bulgsrisn officers, says,
with a good deal of sstisfaction:

We shouldnt have bsen abls to bogin fighting if these foreigners

hadnt shows ws how %o do 1t: we knew nothing about it; and

neﬁ:l;afséiﬁ the Serbes. Fgad, Lhere'd have besn no mar without

The women in the play are the ehief upholders of romsntic

ncblons of pabrictism, HRaina, the heroine, waxes ecstalic ovar the
success of her fiance in the wer; in a momest of passion she fells
her mother that "the world fs really s glorious world for women who
can ses its g}mmﬂmwm can act its mma&“l‘; Sho and her
mother, Catherine; carry on the romantic traditions. The mesm in-
volvad in the fighting rocognize war for what it is. Sergius, Bainats
fiance, tries Lo rid Catherine of her glorious delusions about war

wiwn he tells her: "Soldiering, my dear madame, iz the coward's art
of attacking mﬂmsly when you are strong, and keeping out of

hars®s Wy when you are mke‘f‘w

33-# R . gﬁ m -
m» g ‘.g # i&; 152 &



The character in the play who wvolces more of Shaw's opiniong
than any other 1s ihe here, hll. 3lew tells ue in the preface
that Blumtschli "is not s comveriional stage soldier'Zhand it mwt
be remembersd that he ueusdly uses the word gogventional derogatoril
Bluntschli, es a represertstive of the Shavian iﬁe&i of the success~
ful military man, is a thorough-going realist. Ner for him is merely
& say of making 2 living; be has no delusions abowt it. He shocks
 Baine by telling her that "nine out of ten soldiers are bom fools. >~
He ia terribly searsd when he thinks he iz going to be captured sad
mummﬁm@‘mm And when 3t comes to a deciaion as to
whether or rnot he shall carry foed or ammunitlion in his pocket, hs

chonses food, chocolates al that.

Wm sareer as a playwright Shaw has created char-
acters that reflect his ideas of the military men., 4 few of the more
important ones are Ceneral Waa,ﬁ lassar, Ceneral Hilchener,
Private C'Flsherty, the Kalser, and Private Meok, The oune that he
seema to bs most izpressed by is Bapolson. HNapoleon figured ss the
protagonist in Han of Destiny (1895) and is o rether important char-
seter in Back to Hethuselsh (1921). In addition, there are numsrous
references to Nepoleon In wany of Shaw's books snd prefaces, Shaw
looks at Hapoleson as a man whoss genius lay in military tactics, and

2l. Ibid., p. 119.

22, I8, p. 332

23. Shaw's refersnce to Burgoyne (WP, p. 347) is an exact repetition
of what he said three years ssrlier about Hlentsenli: hs “is nmot a
conventional stage soldier.”
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attitwes.“zr[

Shaw was dissatisfied with the peace terms and felt that they
could only lead to ancther war. This dissetisfaction is evident in

his prediction of World War II in Back to Methuselah (1921) R

The new propaganda phased Shaw not an iota more than the old. In

1933, six years before World War II, hs wrote On the Rocks, in which
one of his characters, Old Hipney, says to Prime Minister Bashem:

“You cant frighten me with a word like dictator."? Soon after the
outbreak of the war Shaw wrote an article, "Uncommon Sense about the
War," which was published in the New Statesman and Nation for October 7,

1939. This article contains many of the same ideas as "Common Sense
about the War." Shaw claims the real reason for the war ias the old
balance of powar ecmaapt, but this time the propagandists have in-
alsted that the war was to stamp out "Hitlerism," a new term for an
old excuse. He states his hope that "the world will have bad an im-
mense gratifieation of the primlitive instinct that is at the bottem
of all this mischief: to wit, pugmacity, sheer pugnacity for its omn
sake.’C 1In Everybody's Political What's What? we can find the same
sentimenta: that the war is "fundamentally not only maniacal but

mnaensical,“ﬁl and that Hitler "cannot be defeated by Wm,ﬁ%}?

27+ "Common Sense about the War,"” p. Gl.

28, (f. Zoo's speech in Back t¢ Methuselah, p. 209.

29. On the Rocks, p. 261,

30. TOncommon Sense about the Wwar,® The Rew Statesman and Nation,
XVIII (October 7, 1939), p. L8L.

31. M@ﬁti&l Whatts What p. 2.
32. bid., p. Cf. the remark o Pe 37) and
tement of Shaw in "Common Sense ﬁbﬁub the % " ar’ {(zupra pe 44).




Shaw's attitode tomard sport is a gorollary to his atiitude
toward war, In 1842, Shaw wrots ths novel Cashel Byron's Profes~-
sion whieh deals with prizefighting. TYears later, in 1¥1, he
mmmu,m the form of & burlasgue play in blank verse:
to it he sttached a "Note on Modern Prizefighting.” He says that

fighting, like prostiletion, should not ’ba tolarated in o elvil-
izsd socioty; but its practictioners are not respomsible for its
existenvej unless soclety ¢an make it possible for poopls Lo earn &
good 1iving io 2 »ove acoeptable wanmer, soclsty must blame itself
of such institubions. OShaw considers pugilies
ry of the soelal W to live and lst

book”® {1903) he asserts that “Sport is,
as it has alwsys been, murdepous excitesment; the impulse to slaughter
1s universsl,"’® ind lady Chavendsr, a charecter in On the Rogks (1933},
complaing that the volers know nothing about government and dlsparages
them begause:

Pootball, prisefighting, war: that is what they like. Ang

they like war becauss it ian®t real to them: it¥'s only a

cinema shosw. %riarml%m;a%ih&eﬁ,asmxw

woman to whom it is real hates it

The necessity of brutal war must have disheartensd Shaw.




' war are we gapable of changing

&7

Thers iz evidence thei Forld War I hed such an im’lum, for six-
teen years after pesce had been declared e wrote 4 play callad

The simoleton of the Unexpested Isles in which one of his char-
acters says, “we shall make wars bseause only under the strain of

the world; It the changes ocur wrs
will make will never be the changss we intended them to mke‘*!}é

The only good effect of war is that It sometiwes brings about

temporary socialization of government in erder tu imcreage af-
ficlency of operstion: it is unfortunste ihis sape necessity is
not rocognisable in peace tinme.

Shewts soclalism is his one hope for eventual salvstion
from werts destruction. In "Common Senss aboul the Tar? hw muine
talins that socialism "loathes war,” that socislism e&lla for better
sducation which would help to prevemt future war.>! Ho has so much
dyts Politicel Whatts
¥hat? thot the only war thai could have 2 moral justifisstion would

falth in his scclslise thst he states in Py

be a wyr for spelity of im:ma.:

Byl the bad resulis of wur far oubtwelgh the incidendal good.
And thers does nol appuar to be much hope In the imsediste futurs,
Indead, Shaw states that we must face the fact that war camiot be
abolished for sometime to come; our only hope for the present is in

36. The S lat.ﬁn of the Unexpected lale
33.! oy _3 W&i@ w i‘*ilﬁi’-?, ps 126




its supranationsl control by an intsraational poliecs force., 4is long
&5 we contime "to found owr institutions on ths ideals sugpested to
our imaginutions by our half-sztisfied passions, instead of on

genuinely selentifiec matursl history, w39 war, as wall as other evil,

will persist.

39. HP, p. 121,
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meaning to it,"? shaw does not trouble himself particularly about the
authenticity of the gospels., He considers it enly natural that man
shouyld postulate a God to explain the operation of physical pheno-
mena; it is also natural to postulate & doer or doers of evil, Man
tries to propitiate the evil doers and, in doing so, fears that he
has incurred the wrath of the Cod whom he considers a Judge. He
therefore tries to allay the anger of his God, to corrupt him, by
offering gifts and sacrifices, 3Jhaw strongly cbjects to this whole
idea of propitiation and points out that by donations and charities
a form of this attempted corruptions is etill going on, He explains
the Resurrection by reference to mant's primitive feith in the hare
vest, and in the seed which never seemed to die, Frimitive man came
to believe

that God is in the seed, and that God is immortal., 4nd thus

it became the test of Godhead that nothing you could do to it

could kill it, and that when you buried it, it would rise

;g:a.h: !:W life and beauty and give mankind eternal

Some of the concepts of the Androcles preface oceur in Shaw's

plays. In The Simpleton of the Unexpected Isles (1934) Shaw uses the
legend of a final judgment day. The play, which is pwre fantasy, is
wimri}.y a social satire. During the course of the action, the day

of Judgment arrives, and Shaw has great fun showing the reactions of
certain people on that day. The leaders of the British Empire
strongly chject to the fact that their empire is belng judged by a

2. Ibid,, p. €33,
3. m.g Pe Sldie
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group of angels and not directly by God. And the first people teo
disappear sre four young characters zho have stood symbolically for
love, pride, heroism snd empire. But there is also a religicus imter-
pretation which may be given to the play. As 3haw pubs it in the
preface, "In a living soclety every day is s day of judgment; and its
recognition as such is not the end of all things bul the beginning
of a real t:ivilizatisn."g’ Cr, as Hyering says in the play itself:
*Fhat we have learnt hare today is that the day of judgment is not
the end of the worid but tho beginning of real human responsibility."”
The idea of vunishment and revenge is brought out in many
Shavian plays and prefaces., In "The Ravolutionistts Handbook® (1503),
which he appended lo Man and Superman, he has this to say on the

subject: *The Christian doctrine of the uselesanszs of punishment
and the wickedness of revenge has not, in spite of its sisple common
sense, found a single eonvert among the nations . . .*'6 His views
on prisons, & practical corcllary to his ethical ideas of punishment
and revenge, may be found in his preface to a book called English
Prisons under local Government, by Sidney and Beatrice ¥ebb. He

believes that 1f any man i3 teo dangerocus t¢ be permitied to go among
hls f2llow men at wlll, it is a nonsensical waste of time te require
that useful ma snend their time walching him. Undesirable criminals

ought to be killed, This opinilen, stated with such bluntness, often

4« The Simplet n of the Unexpected Isles, p. 14.

Se zhigo, Ps 32:
6. #F, p. 715.




b

cccurs in Shaw's writings.! He fesls that the idea of punishmant san
e explained psychologieally in & way thst not only accounts for man's
apparent desire to punish other men in order thal they alone for thelr
sin, but slse indlestes a possible postulstion of "One great atonement
and one great redeemer to compound for the sins of the world omce for
all o o ¢

Such ldeas of Judgment and Atonement are not important ones to
Sham, however. He ls not even muach concoerned wilh the matler of the
divinity of Christ, the point upon which rests the whole basis for
acceptence of Christisnity ss a religlon. Shaw calls the debste over
the divinity of Jesus sn idle conbroversy. The secalsy teschings of
Jesus are the important cansiderstion. In order to determine what
Jesus really taught, Shaw, in the "Praface on ths Prospects of
Christianity,” exwiines with care Lhe Gospels of Matthew, Mark, lLuke,
and John, and comments on the treatment of Jesus in each Gospel,
pointing out similarities and discrespancies, He concludes that
although the Bible may be an example of *flagrant jerry-bullding® it
still contains mach wvaluable doei;riz;s.?

The teachings of Jesus which he feels ars of vital lmportance
he swsmarizes in four points. Point one derives from Jeasus! statement
thet the kingdom of heaven is within man, God and man are cne; thare-

fore, man cannot harm his fellow man withowt haraing hinself. Podnt

7. 3se particularly the prefaces to Misaliiance, p. liv, and The

g@%&:ﬂia{ the Unexpected Isles, p. L/»
’ P:&Z

9« HP, pe 919.
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two is an ismpordant one. Money and property should be abollshed,
Here wo can s6¢ how Shaw concelves of Jagus as a prescher of com-
sunism. This comuunistic interpretation of Jesus! teachings is
evident throughout the preface. Iin one section, "Jesus as Zoonomist,n
Shaw says that Jesus preached iLhe right $o equality of income, %o an
equal share of the natlon's wealbh: "Decldedly, whether you think
Jesus was God or not, you must admil that he was a first-rate politi-~
cal economist ,3’*1{‘} Shaw feels that the pure communism which Jesus
adwocated cannot in the present state of things be Lumedistely
realized., Thers will still be, for some tims to coae, "regions of
sugply and demand in wilch men will need Lo use money or individusl
credit, and for wilch btiherelore they must have Iniividual lncames.®
Shaw suggesis that "The modern practical form of the communism of
Jesus is therefore, for ihe presant, egual distribuliocn of the surplus
of the national income that is ush absorbed by siumple m&zéxmiw.“w
Shaw's third point is "Get rid of Judges and punishment and revange. i3
AndHs fowrth point is "Get rid of your family eﬁtz&agzmr;ts&*u
#hen we get over the ldolatry of Christ and begin to take
seriously Lhe doctrines he preached, society will progress. 5o far,
civilizstion has not followed the preachings of Jesus: "Barnbbas is
triwphant everywhere; and the final use he mokes of his triumh is

lead us 21l to suicide with hercic gestures arnd rescunding lies.“ls
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to The Shewing-Up of Blanco Pesnet (1%09) he wanted to dramatize the

life of Eﬁamﬁ.,m but, as he had already had diffieculty with the

sensors,}‘9 he hesitated to undertake such an arduous task. Hesketh
Pearson maintains ihat Shaw's eventual choice of Joan of irc as a
subject for s play was delerzined by a casual suggestion of ¥rs.
Sl‘mf.zG This may be true, but it can be shown that Shaw was interested
in Joan mch earliar.ﬂ The historical Joan epitomized the kind of
militant prophet whom Shaw aduired, and who he folt had besen wnjustly
ireated; she wes an idsal subject for & sermon on toleration. The
theme of the play is, as Cauchon puts it, thal "wortal syes cannot
2

distinguish the saint from the heretie.” And, Shaw adds in the
preface:

Unless there iz a large liverty to shock converntionmal

people, and a self-informed sense of the valus of ori-

ginality, individuslity, and eccentricity, the rssult

will be asparent stagnation covering a repression of

evolutionary forces which will eventually explode with

extravagant and probably destructive viclence,23

Now let us sum up briefly Shaw's attitude toward Christianity:

he does not believe that Jesus of Baszareth was the Son of God; he

was, rather, a great prophet whose ethical and soclal teachings could

18. Ihs Shewing-Up of Blanco Posnst, p. 360.
19. Altogelher, three of Shaw's plays met with censorship difficulties
in Englamaz Jrs. Warren's Profession, The Shewing-Up of Blaneo Posnet,

‘..n" Pres s,
ﬁ%&h Pearson, G.B.3., pe 340.
;2.;.; éae %ﬁocmr's Dilemma, p. lviii, Getting Harried, p. 138,
s Pe .
2. ¥P, p. 146,
23. Ibid.«, pe 1021,




be applied with advantage by presemt-dsy socliety. However, one
gualification should be made: before we can practice Christlanity
we must reduee its principles to modern conceptsg we must test the
validity of its secular doctrines by applying the sclentific criteria
mv;a‘g:bf?ﬁi %‘ Qz ‘;ﬁi;@lgﬁg ﬁf m@m; &ﬂé gf Wlﬂ@* .fﬁ!‘
To pretend that a fleld preachsr wnder the governorship of
Pontius Pilate, or even Fontius Pilate himself in eouncil
mammésemasm, conld have worked out appli-
caticnz of Christisnity or any othar system of morsls for
the twentisth m is to simi:m the sﬂhm m ef-—
fectually than
30w LA m ﬁ@iﬂg

¥e now know Shaw's secular lrterpretation of Jesus' teachings,

his sanction of Christianity zs a sccisl and sthicsl creed, 3ince

he rejects the institution of the Christian ehurch as a religious
organization, let us axamine the relizion which Shaw das adopted in
ils place,

Shaw'*s philosophy of creative evolution, which he accopts as
a religion, emerged full-grown in Han and Supermsn (1903). It is
true that in Back to Metimselah (1921), which has as its subbitle
#5 Metabloloriesl Fentateuch,” Shaw added some details to his phile

osophy, but its important points are all stated in the sarlier play

It is important to know some of the men Lo whom Shaw is indebled
in order that it be clearly understoed that the philosophy he adopted
was not his own. For the basic thesry of creative evolubion as a

2so Mu’ ps 881,
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scientific hypothesis he is indebted to Samuel Butler, who in turn

is indebted to Lmrck.zﬁ 3chopenhauerts treatise The World as will

{1819) Shaw refers %o as

the metaphysical compliment to Lamarck's maturzl history,

it demonstrates that the driviug force beuind Svolution i& &
will to live, and to live, as Christ sald long before, more
&bﬁﬁd&nﬁh o<

Hietzsche is the direct scurce for Shaw's conception of a 3a;aemm2?
And the over-all influence of the French philosopher Bergson has been

suggested. Bertrand Russell in A History of iestern ihilosophy

maintains that Back to Hethuselah is “pure Bergsonism;” but he makes
no furthsr mention of Shaw, and he makes no effort to show the tenets

,
of Bergsonisa in Hack to %iab!mseiah.“s

shaw, like Voltaire, recognizes the necessity of 4 God; bub
_nis conception of the Diety difiers greatly from the commonly ac—
cepted one., His God is surely not anthropomorphie. In his preface
to androcles and the Lion (1915, he insists “"that God is not &
plcture of & pompous person in white robes in ths faudly ible,

bub a spirit; thal it Is through this spirit thil we evolve Lowards

25, Of Samuel Butler, Shsw says: anyone who wanls Lo know whal
it ws like to be & Lamarckian durlng the last quarter of the
ninetessnth century has only to read Mr. Festing Jones?s memocir
of Samuel Lutler to learn how complately even s man of genius
could isolate himself by antagonizing Darwin on the cne hand and
the Church on the other.” (Back to Hethuselah, p. xlviii.)

26, Ivid., p. xxiv.

27. Shaw himself coined the word superman to tranalate the Gurman
word rmensch which Xietzsche used.
28, . Hussell's chapter on Bergson (pp. 791-810) is a good

short summary of the philosopher's views. He describes Bergsonis
philosophy a8 a part of the revolt against reason which began with
Housseau. It is a philosophy which has a pragmatic motivation, a
philosophy which belleves that action iz the supreme good.



Wﬁm’lwﬁfﬁgﬁSﬂ“gﬁ The word evclwe ls an impertant

s, Ghaw recogndzes Lwo Nundsmentally differant theorlies of evalue

tion: %the Ltheory which i3 most closely sasociated with Dareln and
whieh holds thet selestion is sirewsstantisl; and the itheory which
iz most oftan sssoclated with Lamapdk snd smphassises that selection,
thaush prrheps subsonselious; is not accidental It the pesudl of &

areative impulze of Lhe uill'%

In his preface to Bagk to Methuselah,
Shaw tries to clarify the difference betwesn the twmo theories of swilv-
:‘.x m

Dareinian and Lasaveldsn egplanations wideh sdpid be given for the

tion by grestly sigplifyins the prineiples and using ss an e

loag noeck of the plmile, The Lamaridams would madnbaln that the

giraffa sequired his long neck slmply by wishing strosgly sor It by

trving to will $t. The Garwinian would madinteln that the giraffets
long neck iz the raanlt of 2 struzgsles for swwival, If gimffﬁa

munbers srently increased, it wuld bs sesaible that all the lsaves
up Yo & given belet would eventually ba saten. i3 & result, only
the taller ziraffes would be sbls to continue sating, and the shorter
ones would soon dis oubt. The taller plrafies which remained would
by necsssity mste among themselvss, producing offspring whileh would
resomble them in bodlly propertions. Thus, the glraife's long nack
wald ovolve, nol according to consclous will, but becruse of food

sapply.

e gﬁ‘}, Pe 3
30, Of. the prefoos to Baek Lo Methuselsh, passin.
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Shaw is opposed to the Darwinian theory, chisfiy bescause of
its element of Determiniam, "representing mun as a dead object driven
hither and thither by hls environment, antecedents, circumstances . « .”31
On the other hand, Shaw does not belleve that sll men posssss complele
freedom of will: indeed it is socioty's insistence that all men can
refrein from comuditing crimes whon they wish to do so thst iz re-
sponsible for our abominable criminal lsws. But he does belisve that
there is an slement of will in evolution. If Darwin's theory is trus,
Shaw believes that there is little bops for human improvement because
improvement can only come about by acelident; and if statisties de
right, a favorable accldent is likely to be counter-balanced by an
wifavorsble one.

Into his play Man and Supermsn Shaw intruded an sct in which he
used ithe Don Juan legend "in its Hozartian form and made It a dramatic
parable of Creative Evolution.n 2

iIn this act Shaw speaks of his idea that *Life is a force which
hes made innumerable experiments in organizing itself;™- that Life
(and he alwys capitalizes the word) is "driving at brains,"* brains

that shall see, nol the physical world, bub the purposs of Life,
and thareby enable the individual to work for that purposs in-

stead of thmarting and baf'l%gg it by setting up shortsighted
personal aims as at preseant.

3. WP, p. 852,

32, ngm‘ﬁﬁahﬁh P» 3he
. W, v, 626, '

3‘3‘ e«p P» 6270
35 ﬁu: Pa 628,



»
This Life Force, "often called the Will of Cod,"° is an lnstinctive
driving toward perfectlon which msn is powerless to stop. This may
appear to be deterministic, but thers is an element of free will:

man can desire s means of improveman

, and the power of his will
e accomplish that desmire is recognized. The duty of man, his mis-
sion in life, is to try te

stand the purpose of the Life Force;
nis "brain is the organ by which Hature tries to understand itself.»37
The idea that Life msy not have 2 purpose is inconceivabls to Shaw;

if this were truc there would be no reason to live,

Shaw believes that the whols universe is in the zrip of a tele-
ological Life Force striving to perfect ilself, s Force which has fin-
ally evolved man us 1is most successful experimenmt thus far. But man
is still far from perfect., Civilisation is at present decaying snd
wiless man ean remedy the situation man will be replaced by sncther
experiment: ﬂ?bepaw;pmt produced Man when the monkey was not up
to the mark, can produce a higher cresture than Man if Man does not
come up to the mark."3® How is man to correct his failure, to mske
a better world? He must evolve iato a superier kind of man, & man
who, with superior intellesctusl power, can aclve the problems of
eivilization; in short, a Superman. This evolution of the Supsrman
is to be achleved by highly selected breeding; it is to be achieved
by willing to live better, whether that will be conscious or sub-
conscious. Imdeed, the theme of Man and Superman is the pursuit of

leigallls
37. EP, p. &5,
38. Back to Methuselah, p. xwii,



& man, John Tanner, by & woman, Ann Whitefield, who is driven merci~
lsssliy in her pursult by an uneonsciocnable Life Forse which ie striv-
ing to breed & superior race, Unless Lthat superior race is bred,

the world mmst remalin & den of dangerous animels among whom
cur few accidental supermen, our Shakespears, Coethea,
Shelleys, and their ilke, must live as precariously as lisn
tamers do, taking Lhe bhumor of Lhelr situstion, and the
dignity of thelir superiority, as a s £ to the horror of the
one and the lonelinesz of the olher.

An idea of what ihe 3uperman may be like gan be gotien from

ation of the eyclie of five plays which 3haw included under
the title of Back to Methuselah. The subtitle, "A Metablological
Pentateuch,” gives an idea of 3haw's purpcse in writing the cycle.

In the prefuce he offers his play as & eontribution to the starting
of & "Bible for Creative Evolution,"™® feeling the need of a play
sbhowt his religion in which the attention to the theme iz not ine-
terfered with by over-embellishment as it is in Man and Supersan,

The first play in the group, "In the Beginning,” tukes place in the
Garden of Eden. The characters are idam, Eve, and the Jerpent. adam

eomplains of his boredom with 1ifs and i3 appalled at the thought
that he must live forever. The subconsclous Life Force within him
compels him te desire improveseni, The serpent tells him that he
sy heve death if he so wills it becsuse anything thet one wills

or desires strongly enough can be created. Therefors, Adam arbitrar-
ily chooses one thousand years as the length of his lifebime, 3But

39. !@, Ps 121e
40+ Baek E mm&hh, Pe cie



before he can have death he must learn how to perpetuate human life;
the serpent whispers the seciel of reproduction into Svets sar and
she communicates it to Adas. Thelr first chlld, Cain, nol only
marders hils brothar Absl zs in Genesls but also bocomes the symbol
of all war snd all killing. In cur last glimpse of the Carden of
Eden we {ind idam and Eve and Caln in sadness. Hve racognigea that
her progeny are dying "before Lhey have gease enough te liw;am
that they learn how to dig and {o fight; that they learn how to
feed themsslives; bub

¥an need not always live by bread alons, There is something

else, We do not yet lmow what it is; but someday we shall

find out; and then we will live on that zlone, and there

shall be;&o more digeging nor spinning; nor fighting nor

killing.

The setting of ths second play, *The Uospel of ths Brothers
Barnabuas,” is contemporary. Conrad Barmabas, a noted biologist,
and his brother, Franklyn, a former minister--nocte the combinatien
of a biologist and a theslogian to formulate the gospel of a new
religlon-decide that civilizaticn is destroping ilself. They
attribute Lhe cause to ths fact that man doss not live long encugh
to really grapple with ths problems of th: world, He diss when hs
is 81111 % child mentally. The only remedy for the situwation lies
in s greater life span for man. Careful study loads the brothers
to the conclucsion that man should have a life aspan of at lesst 360
years, and thay raise the batlls cry of "Baeck to Hethuselah,”

iblw im«:, D 37.
&2.!: @); P. 31&@
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deatiny he iries to achieve is to become lmmortal, and he feels that
*The day wiil come when thers will be no people, only thought . . o
And that will be 1life eternal.wh3
These are Shaw's supsimen; this is Shaw's Utopia, the logleal

outgrowth of his philosophy of crsativse evelution which 18 his re-
liglon, There is no mention of soclalism in “As Far as Thought Can
Heaeh,” This does nol mean that Shaw has discarded his faith 4in
the efficacy of 3 socialistie scclety. IL marely shows that seclal~
ism is to Shaw but « means Lo an end. The Anclents in Bagk to
Hethuselah had advanced to the stags where they no longer needed &
government at all. However, ws know that there must have been an
intermediate stage, during the evoluticn to the world of the Anclents,
in which socialisn was practiced. In Shaw's religlous allegory The
Adventures of the Klack Girl ia Her Search for fod, thsre s a char-
acter known only &3 "the Iriehsan," who in reallby is 3haw himself.
Shaw says this about the Irishman:

But nothing would ever persusde him that Cod was anythlig mors

s01id and satisfactory than an eternal but as yet unfulfilled

eere nel, sids = "‘;Z“"“’gai?; Boperl by Soclaisa (HaTtee

aot in the origi

Shaw is not forcing his religion intc the minds of zn umwilling

public:

it is & view like any other view and no more . . » & way of
looking st the subject which throws into the familiar order
of cause and effect a sufficiant body of fact and experisnce
to be interesting.’?

ﬁzo Ibid z;rigca
ST §ﬁé 3 L85 333’5& % 3}3!@ 3’ P» 285.
L5. ﬁ 5 P ﬁ.
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He believes, as Voltaire and many other heterodox thinkers have
believed before him, that the need of a religion is inherent in
man's nature:
I had always kmown that eivilization needs a religion asz s
matter of life or death; and as the conception of (reative
Bvolution developed I saw thal we wmere at last within reach
of a faith which complied with the first condition of all
the religions that have ever taken hold of humanity: namsly,
that it %st be first and fundamentslly, & seisace of psta-
b’.@lﬁ@ »
Thus we can see how Shaw, dissatisfied with the established institu-
tion of the Christlan church, evolved a religlon of his own out of

modern scientific and philosophical theories,

46. Back to Methuselah, p. xeix.
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a superman, and a sociallstic soeiety is necessary for that evolution.
Shaw's ideas show little development or change. However, a
mare thorough study would bring out a change, not in ides but in tone;
as Shaw progressed in years his writing sobered. In 1934 we find him
disparaging his early ecredulity; we find him speaking of ™the fatheaded
stagnation of accursed Victorian snobbery which is bringing us to the
verge of ruin.* Thers is no satire here. There ls only bitterness,
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