
Excerpts from Anticipations (1901) 

by H. G. Wells

[Prefatory note: Wells’ vision of the future, Anticipations, looks to the year 2000 when the world will be governed by a global-state or ‘New Republic.’  In this book, he speaks of two masses that will be phased out: 1) the growing throngs of poor or ‘People of the Abyss’ and 2) non-European populations.  The state, says Wells, that ‘most resolutely picks over, educates, sterilizes, exports or poisons its People of the Abyss’ will triumph over others.  Other peoples, the ‘swarms of black and brown, and dirty-white, and yellow people’, do not keep pace technologically or scientifically, and therefore ‘will have to go’; it is ‘their portion to die out and disappear’.  Source: The Faber Book of Utopias (1999) edited by John Carey]

It has become apparent that whole masses of human population are, as a whole, inferior in their claim upon the future, to other masses, that they cannot be given opportunities or trusted with power as the superior peoples are trusted, that their characteristic weaknesses are contagious and detrimental in the civilizing fabric, and that their range of incapacity tempts and demoralizes the strong.  To give them equality is to sink to their level, to protect and cherish them is to be swamped in their fecundity . . .

The ethical system of these men of the New Republic, the ethical system which will dominate the world state, will be shaped primarily to favour the procreation of what is fine and efficient and beautiful in humanity—beautiful and strong bodies, clear and powerful minds, and a growing body of knowledge—and to check the procreation of base and servile types, of fear-driven and cowardly souls, of all that is mean and ugly and bestial in the souls, bodies, or habits of men.  To do the latter is to do the former; the two things are inseparable.  And the method that nature has followed hitherto in the shaping of the world, whereby weakness was prevented from propagating weakness, and cowardice and feebleness were saved from the accomplishment of their desires, the method that has only one alternative, the method that must in some cases still be called in to the help of man, is death . . .

The new ethics will hold life to be a privilege and a responsibility, not a sort of night refuge for base spirits out of the void; and the alternative in right conduct between living fully, beautifully, and efficiently will be to die.  For a multitude of contemptible and silly creatures, fear-driven and helpless and useless, unhappy or hatefully happy in the midst of squalid dishonour, feeble, ugly, inefficient, born of unrestrained lusts, and increasing and multiplying through sheer incontinence and stupidity, the men of the New Republic will have little pity and less benevolence.  To make life convenient for the breeding of such people will seem to them not the most virtuous and amiable thing in the world, as it is held to be now, but an exceedingly abominable proceeding.  Procreation is an avoidable thing for sane persons of even the most furious passions, and the men of the New Republic will hold that the procreation of children who, by the circumstances of their parentage, must be diseased bodily or mentally . . . is absolutely the most loathsome of all conceivable sins . . .

The men of the New Republic will not be squeamish, either, in facing or inflicting death, because they will have a fuller sense of the possibilities of life than we possess.  They will have an ideal that will make killing worth the while; like Abraham, they will have the faith to kill, and they will have no superstitions about death.  They will naturally regard the modest suicide of incurably melancholy, or diseased or helpless persons as a high and courageous act of duty rather than a crime . . .  All such killing will be done with an opiate, for death is too grave a thing to be made painful or dreadful, and used at all in the code of the future, the deterrent will neither be death, nor mutilation of the body, nor mutilation of the life by imprisonment, nor any horrible things like that, but good scientifically caused pain, that will leave nothing but a memory . . .

The conscious infliction of pain for the sake of pain is against the better nature of man, and it is unsafe and demoralizing for anyone to undertake this duty.  To kill under the seemly conditions science will afford is a far less offensive thing.  The rulers of the future will grudge making good people into jailers, warders, punishment-dealers, nurses, and attendants on the bad.  People who cannot live happily and freely in the world without spoiling the lives of others are better out of it.  That is the current sentiment even today, but the men of the New Republic will have the courage of their opinions.

1) In these excerpts, what is Wells’ anticipation of future society?

2) How does what he says reflect ideas popular in 1901?  Be specific.

