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| | ABSTRACT
L . , ' .
Tﬁis‘study is ‘concerned with George Orwellfs,ideas on the re- -
; - - - .
= lationship of social class and education in England in the .inter-war

~—

= . . -

period. TN : o o
S o @ * <Y . . '
. "~ Before embarkitg into a‘étgfz~3f:the three major social classes’
'as'they appear.fromIOrwell‘s'w;ifiﬁgs, it was neceifary to aﬁtempt a
o a : ’ Yol ’ . . . . .
b;ief over-view of Orwell's life and.times, .Chapter II is concerned ) o }
with just such an: over-view. '

7.
EERN

. In’Chapﬁer III the upper class is analysed frdm an educatioﬁél

. perspective, that is, from the point of view of the home environment

and schooling of the child. These factors are seen to directly influéntanlj‘f

-

the character of the ruling class. Orwell's descriptions ‘of his own

childhood in upper class prépératory and ﬁpblic schools proves to be -

oot o . o
~of interest in this regard. . , (: T o
Chapter-IVvis cpnéernéd with fhose middle clasé groups qixh--’j

which Orwell was intimately familia throughout his 1life. His.kgpﬁléﬁgé 
’ . o L) . SR T

primarily.of'thé”declining but resp ctable’middle'claséég'she&s;liéhfl{C‘

5

experience in cheap private schools‘g ves added.weight_tbvhié comments
-. , .. . N > \ ) B : '.
on this cl much tH¥ product of the _education.it gives

_its children. R o R

Orweli»isgyell known for ‘his compfehehsiﬁe observatiénéioﬁ-downf

and-out' and wprking7claSS life. Chabter'V analyses the working elass-

~ from the poinﬁcgf'yiew ofgits home CultUre and’séhooling. The prime

N

iv &
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. » ‘ ' ‘ %
.educational influence proves to be the home culturéd, since the schools
s R LLu proves . ie cushure g

.5 offered an entirely alien value system which was, as Orwell noticed,
N

3 . /.

¢ 1sted by the worklng class. R .

v’.y 0

°,“

%, Orwell was not only 1nterested but actlvely 1nVolvEd in the major”
LY \7,. E— . N
w2

.evegts ‘and issues of hls time. Chapter VII discusses Orwell's view of

rthg'mmerglng new mlddle class' whlch was to become a. 31gn1f1cant social
'a

o QJ-. <

‘group in post—war England In*the early War‘period, Qrwell‘offered'his

own solution to what he saw to be a social‘chsis, and his proposals -
A

are also dlscussed in thls chapter, partlcularly the recommendatlons

e

for educatlonal reform., It is suggested th’t ‘these proposed reforms

- . ” o

TR ¥
would have posatlvely a551sted the. evolv1ng new’ mlddle class, and were

;intended to- help establlsh a merltocratlc soc1ety . Presumably, at the

itime, Orwell felt»that'meritdcracy was preferable to the class society

it was supposed to replace, although he seems to have reconsidered this

ld . 2

point Au the time of wrltlng ‘Animal Farm and Nlneteen E1ghty —Four.

Chapter VII draws together the major conclu51ons of. the study,,i

and observes that, desp te his very .considerable persod/l blases,,Orwell s

A

B unlque experlence of so wide a range of social classas makes hlm a par-
ticularly valuable contributor to the record of edpcationalﬂpractice in

-the England of his times.

e
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" CHAPTER I , =

INTRODUCTION

-«

The purpose of -this study is"ro:present aﬂ'apalysis of.toose
writrngs of;Georg;'Orwell which deal with the questions of sociel class
and éducation. Interest in- Orwell ‘S wrltlngs has grown steadlly 51nce
his death 1n 1950, w1th the result that almost the entire body of’ his
writings which 1ncludes.novels, essays, journalism reviews andvletrers,

'”is nodefor‘rhe rirs; time availeble‘to_a wi&e readership;v This growing
';interest-in the OrwellrliteretureAHaS'also affected lfreraryieritics,.
whq;hAve produeed aod_are still producing grea; numbers oflsrﬁdies related
to Orwell, his {ife and ideés;. -

However, although Qrwell’s personality end writings heve been
examiqed from many aspects, he has oot”yet Eeen studied-from the point'
of view of his contribution to edocational thought. Thisvis perhaps

not very extraordlnary,,51nce educétlon Ber se is only a mlnor -theme

of his writings.  Yet on 1ook1nq more deeply 1nto the’ questimn /1t can

be notieed that Orwell $ educational‘contrlbutlon is_far more lnteresting_

tﬁan its volume might at first\iodicate. |
it iS(of course difficult to deal with Orweil's writingsAon’ _

e&ucation in‘isoiation; Orwell s descriptlons and analyses of educatlon ;

v o v
- in England, as well as his proposals for educatlonal reform, are so closely

tied to his notions of social class that it becomes neceésary to take
into'accoUnt this aspect of his thought when discussing his ideas on

o1
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education. Nor is 1t particularly surprlslng that social class should
-

have figured so hlghly among his concerns. England has now, agd ﬁ%d
alspo in Orwell's time, an extremely well- defﬁned class system whlch has

only"been muted‘and certainly not destroyed with~the passing of the'»

¥
years. In contrast with most Western countrles, notablﬁﬁthose otder

-~

nations Wthh go to make up Great Brltain, social classes in England f).

e,
R4

can still be falrlv well deflned in terms of pccupatlonal pattem eco-
: L)

) v
nomic and soc1al status, and attltudlnal characterlstlcs. -Social classes,

-/

moreover, correlate strongly with educatlonal background, since the

different classesrhave dlstlnct chlld—rearlng customs and send their
chlldren to different klnds of schoq@s.' This is still true today, but

- 1tewas even more true in Orwell‘s trme.’ Consequently the observat;ons ‘
of‘thisiperceotive'wltness of’the iﬁter*war scenerare interesting not
only'fromﬂa_historiCal bolnt of'vieu but also,gecause they:proyide an

interesting background to a ys;yetontemporary debate.
The particular value of Orwell's contribution lies in. the fact

: thatball his comments'and observations are based directly.on personal

"experience. His youthful exper}ence of colonial police service in Burma
. N R - . ) f’\‘f/ B
: _ L . . _ o
resulted in Burmese Days, while the years spent as a part-time tramp. are '
recorded in D. .. ind OQut in Paris and London.” Several months spent.on

the'Spanish front.ﬂrovided'thewmaterial for Homage to Catalonia, and

his famous book on the depression, ThefRoadﬁto Wigan Pier, was the result
. . - ) . B . g ..

of two monthS’spent n the industrial north. Similarly with regard to

'educatlon, Orwell onl .recorded 1mpres51ons whlch had been gathered

flrst—hand. His early years at an expen51ve preparatory scﬁool resulted

in a‘long essay, Such, Such Were thefJOYS ‘while his two years of teachlng

4 o
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~

.ga. R .
Q& ‘ .

) N
in a cheap private school is recordeﬁ -f directly in his novel A Clergy-

- N . .- . 45_

: man s Daughter. Qrwelllalso has a great dea%rto say about the dlfferent

)

home cultures of thef;;r%ous classes; all of7which;was Basedvdirectly

on his own experlence, and he was certalnly ope of the flrst to recognise

the ex1stence ‘of the popular culture of the working classes,)and ta appre—

5
-t

.ciate its merits.

Interestlng as grwell}s comments are, however, they cannot be o
~ . ‘ -' ’

taken as unblased and sh}giklve ‘accounts of Cl&SS‘ind ducatlon in his - -
time. There are certaru, f_flcultles which must be overdome w1th reg@§d
to the material he- prov1des. Tﬁe first of these difflculties is that
Orwell‘s experlence in the various sectors of class culture and schoollng

\

was by no means uniform,,nor was it entirely complete. It will be noticed,

- for'example, that hefhas a great deal to say about the upper class school

system and’ comparatlvely little'to say about upper. C1»¢ home life; while )

- in the case of the worklng class the sityv tion is reVerSed and one flnds

that -he has a great deal to say about working class home cuy§ure and

- almost nothing to say about the schools thetchildren.attended...Even

s

in the case of the middie classes,SOrwell knew little about grammar -
: . : v ‘

schools,_which catered'for a large proportion of the children of this .

class ,_' and -he seemsto have imagined that thesg” schools slaVi‘shly imitated:

-

public school format. This incompletenessfmusq‘he acknowiedged.' But¢1 '

. at ‘the same, time it does not follow that Orwell's contribution is there~

-

\ IR ("

fore meaningless; on the contrary, his experience. encompasses a far

greater spectrum than the vast majority of observers, and for this reason -

‘alone his éoncquions shduld not be oyerlooked.'

, lLa_ter examples would be“Richard Hoggart and Raymond Williams. ™
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' /A second diff:cultysone encounters when faced with the body of -

' *

Orwell s writings is’ one of credilility, for even the most cursory readiAg\
& ~ ,

of ngell's works‘reveals ‘the man to’have been emotionally deeply/;nvolved
.in the issues he discussed His writings weré“ébove all the result of
‘experience, and experience forfOrwell meant paSSionate 1nvolvement. S
Fortunately, howeyer, Orwell's'biases are.immediately.obvious, and fami-
liarity with 6rwell's life and.personality are sufficient to put bis
vagarieS'into-focusl | ;
A final area of difficultygwith regard to Orwell'S-educational
-writings.inwolyes the hanges’ofuopinion which he underwent during;his

. twenty years as a w tér. The most significant of these changes&was his

&
o S

gradual weaning away from soc1a1ism, ,thh he seems to have only super-

ficially espoused in the first place. A more dramatic ch ge* yas his

(4',

tsb/e_g.un, even/f/

/ conversion to the war effort once the Second World War ha\

. - -‘1

_ though, a few months previously, he had been firmly anti-war in attitude,.
hoping fo% a unlversal rejection of the capitalist war.\'For the most
p@gt these changes do not substantially affect the quality of Orwell s

\

observations on such issues as education. ‘But they do serve to indicate

that his.analy51s‘of the_political scene was not precise enough to be-f/?ﬁ'
. ‘ < B

B

T R : LA
able to provide him with an accurate. vision of the future. However,\
> i ’ ’ T K

at thig;point of»time; it 'is relatively easy to perceive the areas where

Orwell's observations and predictions are less than reliable, and when’

these are gleaned from ‘his work there is still a quantity of valuable
and’ illuminating material remaining, all gatheredrat first hanﬁ Despite

the difficulties that must be faced Orwell's contrlbutions on the ques-' .

tions of social class and edhcation are suffic1ently 1nteresting to merit

- P

consideration. ‘j L o o L ' : . Y K

EO S
W

v .
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As has'been mentioned Orwell has been the subject of consider- : ..

SN

able analysis, both in periodica articles and books. The articles for
L __,,.

» the most part,‘are concerned with various literary aspects of Animal :f, S
s 3 ¥, . »t y
v . Lo

Farm and Nineteen Eighty Four, or alternatively with. Orwell as a,gmn

S
‘;,r.

of integrity, a rebel or a socialista Orwell seems to hayg worn the

.
i L

e
respect of a number of well—known figpres who have written articles on,

:: N o
" f 7 . ) ” : e -

' him, notably Arthur Koestler Bertrand Rdhsell ‘and Sean O Qésey. ': '%A ‘»7% '

In addition to the articles there eXists an 1mpreSSive selection -

~ .. S , L \

of books, many of which ‘have employed a~topical approach dealing Wiﬁb e 3

\
Orwell's socialism, his experience of Empire, or: hlS down—and—out life
' ':»g; .
i ‘
His attitude to social class has occagionally been mentioned but’ ne%er

- ~ ﬁ &3 L s

in relation to education. ﬁyhe literary works on OrWQll can be broken '
"' ‘_ lu
down into several categories:_ literary biographies by those who kne@\.

>

o
Orwell personally, literary biographies by those mh?/did not know him,«v 1‘_3
' RS

and lastly studies that are topically orientated N

. Thgee examples of the first category deserve special mention( , o t%

¢ a

One ‘is George Orwell,by Richard_Rees.(l961) who was a life\long friend

. and benefactor'of Orwell.. This warm and sympathetic portrait of Orwell ‘4 _t
) {, v J A . 3
carefﬁlly'overlooks the’ fact that it was Rees who was, satirised as the

- . o "

Lpatron Ravelston in Keep the Aspidistra Flying : There is an interesting

chapter in this ‘book where Rees recalls Orwell athe knew him.‘ Another,

° life-~long acquaintance_was,ChristopherxHollls who wrote and‘himself Lo e

published A Study of George’@rwell (19569 Hollis waé a»contemporary

of Orwell aE@Eton ahd he drew on his Eton memories as well as Cyril

J..

Connolly s memories of St. Cyprians (the preparatory school attended i

s e o A
_ by Orwell and Connolly) in order to reJect some of Orwell &\more - Y

i o ;
SN . *
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:‘of others. ) ;) . :G . . : '.3

e
g

ﬁextravagant statements about discrimination within these schools. A

friend of erell's in the‘latte art of his life was George Woddcock,y

now a professor at' the Univexsit}y of British Columbia, who publis*éd

' The Crystal Splrit (1966) Professor Woodcock found it'impossibl; to

n .
) proceed thh his study of Orwell s themes, politics and literc v dtyle

‘withOut first setting down hlS memories of the man on paper. The anuc—
dotes and general 1nterpretatlons he prov1des amplify, but do not sub-

stantiafiywahange, the image of the man as. he emerges from the descriptions

-

5

¥

. : R ‘ . '. 1 ,‘:‘;:
Not‘a%l the Titerary biographies of Otwell. are writteﬁ“ by acquain-

tances. @hose that ar&aum can be d1v1ded 1nto two groups,‘thosc at

are chroaological and ‘those that are topic—oriented The older studies

tend to be chE?nolog1Cal. The'flrst of these criticisms to be publ?
14

‘was Laurence Brander s George Orwell’(l954) -and John Atkins George Crwell

)

(1954) Both these studies examine “the development,of Orwell s views ?~

through a chro ological’examination of those of his writings which were

then avallable,,and they tend to"@upllcate each other.” Three subsequent |

studies examine Orwell s life and views from. toprkksuch as s001alism,u'

N

T o

: poverty arid class ¢these%are B T. Oxley s George Orwell (1967), Edward

Thomas s Orwell (1965) and Rayggnd Wllliams George Orwell (1971).

: Rlchard;Vorhees, in The P~ -dox of George Orwellf(l96l) has approached

Orheilfs life~and‘times.F"" .ne aspt:t of the apparent contradictidn» T
En‘his,views. o ' g ‘ S

ﬂ~Ail’the book* _entionedgsoytar havelbeen concerned withlorwell’s
ideas and_personaiit7 as'eXPressed.through his éritingslandathrough

"personallrecoilections; Only recently has'Orwell been made the subject



’As a collectlon of essays by people whoA'

\ educatlonalﬁthought has been a neglected area. - ;'/

‘ . ah 0

of a dlfferent kind of study In 1965 Jenni Calder publlshed Chronicles

; -~

of Consc1ence which is a comparat1v9~study of Orwell and Arthur Koestler

Another original type of . study is The Maklng of George Orwell (1969) by

UK81th Aldritt. / Thls book attempts to explain Orwell yé terms which are

‘exclusively'literary. One might criticise such an approa&§$for its-ore-

sidedness, Orwell was after all a man.of action who.saw himself as a

polltlcal Journallse more than as a novelist. A more recent'contribution

- . i
to the Orwell shelves is erlam Grosggr The ‘World of George Orwell (1970).

t ﬂ

# Orwell at the varlous stages
o e R L

of his llfe, or who could prov1de -an 1ns1ght 1nto one of: the perlods,

-

“it makes highly 1nterest1q€ readlng, altkough the centre of 1nterest is

_ Orwell the man rather than pJ; works.. In 1972 &Wo Americans, Peter

Stansky and Wllllam Abrahams brought out The Unknown Orv 11, deallng

with Orwell s early llfe up- till the time when he was cOmm1s51oned to !

o
rite The Road to ngan Pier (1936). This book has come closer than

X

any other book - to wr1t1ng the blography that Orwell requested in h

-

will should not be writfen. The -authors have gatherednﬁhelr materlal

‘meticulpusly, and presented it in full detall with the rESult that the

‘

¢ ¢ Uohn Wain commented that 1t regds llke an "enortous footnote‘v

'fu-f‘

T is a ook that is of 1nterest only to those. who seek to demythologlze

- ,n‘ »",

Orwell, and it seems to have dlspleased Orwell s widow, Sonia Brownell
Orwell who has 31nce decided to. authorlze the definitive blography
Bernard'Crick has been commissioned to write this book, whlch shoqld

L
appear some time in 1974§‘ To date, then, Orwell's contrlbutlons to

5 VU

2 e

4 R
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This thesis will proceed with an outline of Orwell's life and

tlmes in Chapter II. Chapters III, IV, and V are,concerned with Orwell's
J

perception of the upper class, middle classes and the working class,
examined from the p01nt oI view of the educatlon the respectlve classes -
offer their children, -béth within the home and in the schools. Chapter

VI is concerned with Orwell's visiom of the future and his view of'the

evolving 'new middle class.' This chapter also deals with'Orwell's K

recommendatlons for educatlonal reform, and the educatlonal 1mp¢1catlons

which can be drawn from Animal Farm<‘\ﬁ Nineteen Elght Four. Chapter VII

o . «

pffers ‘a conclusion. LA

I
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L CHAPTER 'II

€
S ““\__A WORLD APART
. Ny - 4

Childhood Isolation o .

was his family background. He was boin into a typical Anglo-Indian

, i : . .
//ihd major part of Orwell's life was lived 'in unusual isolation

/

.f:Qm the Emgland of his period. It was not until well intbﬁthe thirties

o

that he became fully involved invthe events ‘and social questions of

; < : o . :

his day, and even then his involvement was curiously individualistic.
. ~ : .

Jrwell, whose real name was Eric Arthur Blair,;is best judged,

-

therefore, { -om the context of his expefieuce rather than from the éoq—

- text of the times in which he lived. Of priﬁe impbrtanéq‘iq this'reSPeCt

- A

>

family which'had s%fﬁed in India and the far East over several genérations.

His mother's family was orlginally French, and had made a modest fortume

~invtheltimber trade im  Burma. His father,gRichérd Blair, had already

served a long and inconspicuous term with the Opium Department of the -
- . N ‘&
Indian Civil Service in Bengal, when hés only son Eric was born. Eric

o

v . ‘ . v : : /
Blaiy“was born in 1903, in Motihari in Bengal. The young Orwell had two/

sisters, Marjotie, who was five years.oldér, and Avril, whé. was five
years younger thanvhimSelf, and who-was born after the family had moved
back to England on,thé fetirement:of Richard Blair.

on moving permanently to England in 1907,'£he Blairlfamily led
| ’ ‘ . O B ‘ ;

‘the kiﬁd of 1ifé typical of_theif;élass. Théy were rather rootless,

' continually moving from one houseé to”another, although for most of ~=— -~

9

/
/

y

7



G

)

‘1921) in 8umeth1ng of a hot—house atmOSphefe, cut off from the world at

Y . ) .o . . ’ . "
Orwellls childhood the Blairahhme was in the Henley—on-Thames area.
{
The children attended an Anglican convent school in their early years,

\

although by 1911 1t had been dec&ded that Orwell was to attend St. Cry-

.
prians, an expensive private school in E%stbourne, Sussex. th;é;_' ard

‘ oo R : i
Blair's income was strictl- licited, a fortunate agreement was arrived /

at by whizh‘thf“h6§KWas zaken on reduced fees on the.unders;andin@yéh;l o

.

)
Q‘yl

he would prove to be intelligent énough to win a scholarship to one of

the better public schools. Orwell‘s

~.

will be discussed at length in the next chapter proved ‘to be quite for-

xperience of St. Cyprians, which

.ﬁh.

! P

. mative, and the obv1ous discrimination to'ﬁhich he was subJect on account ‘

.:,

of his ﬁelatiVe*poverty served to intensify ‘the feeling<of isolation’

to which the child was already pre- dlsposed on account of his Anglo--

N ' e I ' s
Indian backgroun%b ‘ R p S

: ]
. ‘ (7 o

Follow1ng his years at the private preparatory school Orwell

spent almost flve yeang ‘at Eton College to. which he had been fortunate
. et [ \ N
S -
enough to win a Kings Scholarship. Since Eton is a boarding §chool{ T

\e . L ' ¢

andfsince it has a higher status than any other public school in England,

'Orwell can be ghjely said to have spent the five years (from 1911§§nt11

1

1arge. é.general 1dea of Eton at this time can be acquired from C;%ll SN

. GConnolly s Enemies of Promlse (1939) Connolly-was-a close frlend of

Orwell's, both at st. Cyprlans “and at Eton, but he differed from Orwell
in being much m&re 1nvolved in Eton\life than Orwell ever was. As he
emerges from Connolly's memories, and alsb. from those of other contem-

_ "raries, Orwell appears“to have been very much of a 'loner' =at Eton. ST
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The first recorded evidence of Orwellfs.concern with the world
outside Eton was a rather doggerel-like poem entitled "Awake! Young men

of England" which was published in the Henley and South Oxfordshire

Standard in 1914. ‘The poem did not have any- lite_ary merit - in fact
feﬁhof Orwell's poems‘ever did - but it showed}that Orwell shared an

“atiltude to the.war whlch was .common to young men of his cla

poeny was carefully studded with'c;iches referring to the '-olllty of

-

honour ehd pétriotism within the context oftthe just'war.

| ~In 1940 Orwell wrote hisfﬁemories of the,First World War in

an essay ehtitie&'fMy Count¥ Right or Left." He.makes the statement
that the wer\inhfect had no reality‘for him at the time: -’ S

If I honestiy sort out my memories and disregard what I have

, learned since, I must admit that pothing in the whole war
moved me sO deeply as the loss of the Tltanlc h'ad ‘done a few -
T] years prev1ously SV :
He goes on.to admit that his chlef memory of the 1ater war was margarlne.

yed

"It is ‘an instance of the horrible selfishness. of chlldren that by 1917 -
the war had almost .ceased to affect-us-except through odr stomachs.

* It 1s extraordinary that Orwell ‘was so out of touch w1th the
realltles of the war,.since his father actually served in- France. Orwell
never seems to have meptroned thli:fact to his frlends at school, but}J
this was,prohebly because he did not have a close relationship with his

'

: aging'and rather withdrawn father.a

Y

1George Orwell "My Country nght or Left " in Collected Essays,
Journalism and Letters, ed. by Sonia Brownelil Orwell and Ian Angus (Har-
mondsworth Mlddlesex. Pengu1n Books, 1968) I, 587.

2Ibld., p. 588. ' L ' S e

Ry .
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Buring hislast years at Eton Orwell became ﬁore politically

. A
conscious, 'but his opinions were formed from within the Eton framework,

\

© and his views had more ‘in common*with those of a few of his schoolfellows

=

than with the radically-minded outside the school. In the yedrs imme<:.

{

‘diately following the war the prevailing mood ‘among Etoﬂ Collegefs (that

- is, the Kings"Scholars),"wasjmﬂdlyvanti—apthoritarian.' Orwell himself’

was something;of a.sceptic, with a tendency to be cynical, if the reports
of his co temporaries are correct. He readily fell in witn the general

,mood and was in.some"respectS'a leader of the movement. A particular

:'l

*butt for hls rather sardonic WLt was the Officer Training Corps (O.T. c. )

'

.“ which Eton scholars, and all other publlc schoolboys, customarily JOlned

It was understood that in time of war the publlc schools could prov1de

: o -
a reserve of trained officers,;who would take a position of command in

the i forces over men of inferior social class. -

“In the years immediately following the war, the¢ Etonians who

had just‘ﬁissed'active service tended to debunk th O.T}C. in muchxrhe
same way as they derlded the off1c1al Angllcan faith. -Christopher Holli;;"
who was at Eton ‘at the same tlme as Orwell records .an 1ncident which 1llus-
trates Orwell S attitude with regard to rellglon. Describing\a scene on .

. ' k]
the p ing fiéldnghen‘Orwell approached a new stude t with‘a pencil
N o

and aper in hls hand HOlllS relates the following diylogue:

7 Blair: - ' é?llectlng the. religion of the new s. Are-you
: a Cyrenaic, Saeptic, Eplcurlan Neoplafonist, Confusican /
or Zo\goastrlan" J :
Blakiston: I'm a Christian.,
,Blalr”h (gravely) Oh, we haven't had that before.

Y o B

iand Carter, 1956), P 23.

1Christopher Hollls, A Study of George Orwell (London. Hg%lls
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The anti-authoritarian attitude of Orwell's Election, or year
group, found expression in the reforms they earried’through when they !

reached the top of the schogl. Much was done' to liberalise the harsh

FaNd
/

discipline of the school inuthe years 1920 to 1921.

s

~.

. _ a
Although the mood in Eton in the immediate post-war period was ’
in some ways afproduct of thefpoliticai situation outside, being largely

. ; . & '_ ".A L
a ‘response to the conclusion of the war, it does not follow that it

was identical to the mood in Britain as a whole. The Etonian reaction
g o - . SRR .
was as much a rejection of the enforced militarism, discipline and reli-

IS

gion of the school itself, as a response to the political situation in
the couﬁtry as a wéele. Yet Orwell does not seem to have pereeived,the
aifference between the adolescent "rebellion' of Eton boys, and the new
mood among the rest of the nation, who were hoplng for a new deal with
the return of the forces from Europe. This tendency\of Orwell's to
identify the two things is witnegSed‘by his wuse of the word "antinomian"
to describe the sitﬁation in Britain after the war:
For several years it was the fashion to.be "Bolshie," as
people then called it. England was full of half-baked
-antinomian opinions, pacifism internationalism, humanitari-
anism of all kinds, feminism, free love, divorce reform,
atheism, birth-confrol ~ things like these were getting a

"better hearlng than they would get in normal tlmes.1

‘ As well as’ show1ng Orwell s essentlal conservatlsm, this passage shows

-

%
that Orwell ‘equated Britain w1th Eton, 51mp1y by hlS use of the term

antinomian. Etonlans, in common only with themselves, redeflned thlS

"

word whlch in general usage refers to the belief that faith and God—glven

-

{

lGeorge Orwell The Road to ngan Pier . (Harmondsworth Middlesex:
Penguin Books, - 1970), p. 121. ' ) . , =
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grace relieves the believer from subjection to

} law whatever, to
‘mean a general rejection of aut:hority.l That Orwe i should use a word
totally unfamiliar to his non-Etonian readership - and ..can be found
on severgl occasipns th;oughouﬁ his works - indicates that his backgrdund
-in‘Ehe sheltered Eton of the immediate post-war period had l@gﬁle in .-

common with that of most Englishmen of his time. For this reason one

[

5o
5ot

Doal
[ans

[ .twenties. Statements such as the following present an exaggerated picture

2 ust doubt the validity of his statements about the Britain of the early

!

of the post-war mood:
But those yearé, during and just after the war, were a queer
time to be at school, for England was nearer revolution than
she has been since or had been for a century earlier. Through—
out almost the whole nation there was running a~ ve of revo-
lutionary feeling which has since been revers - it ‘forgotten,
but which has left various deposits of sedlment behlnd 2

> ‘ ) ) '
It may well have-been true that Eton was "nearer revolution"
than at any other tlme in its hlstory, but this was har%ii the case in

. England at that time. Probably a better way to describ he mood would

be to'suggest‘thag the immediate post-war years. were a tiﬁe of elation?
for‘mdst.people who‘ekﬁécted an.immediéte elevation in thé stéﬁdard of
living. Whgn this faiied.to materialise, and when cartain segments of tﬁe
labour force - ﬁarticularly those'centred around héaﬁy indﬁstr&»— began
to feel the effects of'fecession, the .prevailing mood became one 6f

“disillusion. The 1926 General Strike was not the ?otential revolution

Ny ) '
the ruling class’expected it to be, and it was marked by over—reaction

L 1See Peter Stansky and William Abrahams The Unkndwn Orwell
(London: Constable, 1972), p{ 103. :

20rwe1},,Wigan Pier, p. 120. ' : A
‘ T o . B

Y
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" those Engllsh who neveribe,

to hate imperlallsm you Qﬂ"

&
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on the §§i£ of the government who put down the strike with an.unnecessary
show of force. Throughout the thlrtles the behav1our of the unempTOyed
was ccmstantly misinterpreted and seen by the :uling class as 1ncip1ent
revolution. Orwell, as far as he was 1nvoLwed, pT obably mlsconstrued

‘working class motives in much the same way.

-h@eﬁalEﬁle

. g ’ .
After a short interlude spent with his parents, who were living °

" in Southwoeld, Sussex, at the time he left Eton, Orweliistudfed for and

. “:\

-passed the examination for entrance into the .ndian Imperial Police.

: Hay{ng passed this screening, Orwell chose to, go to Burma where his

mother's family. had connections, and where his grandmother was stiil

’

living. InFOctober 1922 -he set sail for Rangoon.' Orwell stayed a full

five years in Burma, and those years wer#! sufficient to glve hlm the
J u’ .
1mpression that Imperial rule was esseﬁtlally tyrann1ca1 He seems to

have been left w1th ‘an acute sense Qﬁvguilt after this perlod but it .

oq

is a guilt that he felt to be shar.. by all Anglo-Indian off1c1als.'

\'"‘"

OrWell points out that thlS sen

3
Lom

sof gullt is totally unintelllglble to -

Al

Qi%rlxvolveduln Imperial rule: ”In the free_ :

air of England that k;nii" g@&ng is not fully 1nte111g1ble. In order
\got to be a part of et S
Once again, a case can_be made to prove that Orwell's experience

-

was essentially different from that of the vast najoritycof English,

and‘that‘thé.problems‘he faced were not the same as thosevfaced‘by the

libid., p. 126.
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rESt of the nation. He describes his experienceszandffeeling of guilt

°

at length.

Seen from the outside the British rule in India appears -
indeed is - benevolent .nd even necessary; and so no doubt
are the French rule in Morocco and the Dutch rule in Borneo,
for people usually govern foreigners better than they govern
themselves. But it is not possible to be a part of such a
system without recognising it as an unjustifiable tyranny.
Even the thickest-skinned Anglo-Indian is aware of this.
Every native face he sees in the street brings home to him
-his monstrous intrusion. And the majority of Anglo-Indians,
intermittently at least, are not nearly so complacent about.
their position as people in England believe. From the most.
unexpected people, from gin-pickled old scoundrels hlgh up ¢
in the Government service, I have, heard such remarks as
'0f course we ve .no rlght in this blasted country at all.
Only now we're here, for-God's sake let's stay. here.' The .
truth is that no mode man, in his heart of hearts, believes
“that it is right to invade a foreign country and hold the
' population down by force.l

;
7

¢ 1 L , .
For some, such as the doctors, engineers and forest offlcers,

-

this onus of guilt was not so'acute; but Orwell felt that as a policeman

.he had been f%fced to carry out the 'dirty work® of Emplre,' doing tasks'r
which 1nvolved brutallty, which caused him to feel desplsed by .other
Europeans. Yet the experlence of police work proved t0'be useful for
Orwell, since it prov1ded hlm with some useful materlal for essays in
later years.\ The sensitive and revealing essays "AE “glng (1931) and |

"Shooting an Elephant" (1936) were the results of tHis eyperience, as

well as the best written of his novels Burmese Days (1934)

4

: Altogether it was a lonely life that Orwell led in Burma, being

moved from place to place, often being the only European for miles, w1th

the isolatlon‘of authority forced upon him. Stansky and Abrahams Kave

Ibid.
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managed to draw up an almost day-by-day account’ of Orwell's experiences.

v

research proves to'be a rather meaningléss exerciSe. All the material

serves to do is to underllne Orwell's 1solat10n during this perlod, for

v

' he was cut’ off not only from the natives but also from his fellow Euﬁo—
k)

RALIENESURERT IV

peans,_and he made no close friends. ‘

Orwell's profound sense of guilt with regard ta the Burmese might

e

A
—

.. appear to be an example of emotlonal over—reactlon, were 1tfnot for the

fact that Burma in Orwell's time was im a,state‘of agitation‘and dis-

satisfaction‘with British rula. The'aétual degree of native-British

y .
friction emerges clearly from Maung Htin Aung's article "George Orwell

“

In it he argues: "Before 1919 the-English and the Burmese

~and Burma.'
werehfriends, and after 1930 they were merely polltlcal.oppodent§; but
in the dark period between 1919 and 1930 they were bitter en,emies.v"2
This wae'avperiod_of violent'peasant uprisings and equally violent're—-

pression by. the British, who were. firmly resolved not to make any con-

cessions to Burmese desires for greater self—determination. ,The'Burmese_'/

.“ 3 -

haa been greatly offended by. éhe 1ncorporation of Burma as a prov1nce
. of India, since they had a long history of 1ndependence under their

dkings‘ and even more they resented the implied insult of the Governmént

of India Act which left Burma'out'of,the reforms whioh‘were to be'carried_

‘out in thé'other proyincea.'.;"'b\:\f o | Y N ',1 o -
y s :

'-d/)vﬁ - : f I Y:'_*‘

1Stansky and Abrahams Unknown Orwell Part 3.

. 2Maung Htin Aung, George Orwell and Burma,' in eriam Gaoss .
(ed ), Tne World of George Orwell (London’ Weldenfeld and Nlcolson, 1971)
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This period, therefore, was a difficult one for imperial adminis—
trators and it must have come as ‘a shock to the young Orwell whose family
"connections w1th Burma belonged to an altogether different" period Yet-
Burma gave Orwell a iot to think about.‘ It appears from his writlngs
that he had> a love—hate reﬁationship with the country "and its people,
and he‘seems to have been haunted by his memories of Burma for many
years. Yet’this exﬁerience was altogether different\fro%‘that of the

.

average Englishman, so once again Orwell's experiences set him apart.
(\;

In The Road td ngan Pier he makes the claim that his time spentvin

_Burma made hinbconsc1ous of "an immense weight of gu11t that I had got to.

Bad . ‘«, P

expiate,"1 and one learns that thls explation took the form’ of a descent
7 .
into the very lowest orders of English sOciety, 1n_order to personally

.experience the humiliation of social degradatidn.
- ) A \ - .
SR o | - . . 4

.

Vagabond Years‘ \

1

When Orwell returned to England 1n 1927 and re51gned his commis51on,

the twenties were almost over. He~claims to have returned with.a newly—'

(

awakenedrsoc1al consc1ence .but it must be acknowledged that he was very

much out of teﬁth with the-real situation in Britain at n e time. ‘Indeed,
the maior event in thF history of England 4in’ the twenties - the General
1

Strike - was an event wigh whic Orwell was': barely famillar, and which

he never discusses anywhere in hms‘publlshed writln.gsv Throughout the .
.'twenties Orwell was out of;contact not onlyiwith-soc1adistrandhwork1ng

 class movements, but also with theworld of?intellectJals and writers..

n10rwell, Wigan Pier, p. 129.



book ; and-it seems likely that it prov1ded h1m with a starting-point . -

af e . : . o

Orwell was extremely anxi:ous to become a writer himself, even

thdugh his early efforts in this direction had proved to be less than

_ auspic1ous. However, whatever he may have lacked in native talent he
- made up for with curiosity. The social: condltlons under whlch the maJority
of the populatlon lived was not the first subJect that 1nterested Orwell.

It was not even a cur1031ty about the working“class as’ such that_ahsarbed’“

P

“'him in the years immediasé Ly follow1ng Burma - although from his auto-

- N
l.biographical account’in TAe Road to Wigan Pier, that is what he would R

havé-us- believe. In fact,\for reasons more apparent to the psycholpgist°

o T

than the historian, Orwell khose to experience and explore the world of

that tlny portion of the pophlation that lived dt the very bottom of
LY

30ciety. What he found 1n _that world was a- form of life that had very y
2 t -

‘little in common with the wor d infwhich he moved Ihdeed.it‘had more

to link it with the London umderworld of the past than with the»modern “

world.

Between 1927 and 1932 Orﬁell made several expedltions into the

- underworld of tramps, oetty crimlnals and destitute. Heaexplored the -

common lodging houses frequented by such people the Salvation Army

hostels, and other meeting—places of £ e- hom less poor. Most of this

activity took place in the East End ‘ Lo’don. . ;k_

0rwell's first experlence of vagabond classes was . very ob-

-

viously modelled on the similar exp101ts of Jack London, described in

9 .

People of the Abyss (1903) As a boy Orwell°had been 1mpnessed by this ?"

E— »oel
[

for his adventures.

_11b‘idv.‘-_." B S IR
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By early 1928 Orwell was anxious to explore a: little farthe_

=d tébgo to: Paris. Since his mother 8 family was French

~—

and he _ec.

he was inzsome respect returnlng to his origins,q~ia—&ﬁch the same waf*

©

- .as he had done by choosing to‘go t6 Burma - but he seems to have av01ded

- ”

'_taklng advantage of family connections, and barely v1sited his favourite

Ty o )

aunt who was llv1ng in Paris at ‘the time. ‘The life he led in Paris was’

’ once again the' life of the very poor, Wthh he describes at length in

Down and Out in Paris and London.__working sometimes asla&ﬁplongeur -~

GalSworthy, tramp life and the French press'which appeared infboth French

' school near London.. He still continued to:wrlte,dand ‘his flrst book )

‘-spent‘in'hOSpital-with prleumonia. . ) e i

f - : e .

the dishwasher and lowest in the hierarchy in the Paris restaurant busi-

‘ness -~ and sometimes being tnable to find any work at all, Orwell was
B often close to starvation. Yet he seems to have found these-unpleasant

- conditions stimulating, for he apparently completed two novels and several

-

short stories during his Paris stay, although all these works have 81nce

:

been ost. 'He seems to.have had greater success with the kind of jour-
o . ' Y T -

nalism at which he later'excelled; for he produced several articles on

7

4

© and English publicationSa Not surprisingly, given his physical weakness

for whichkhesrarely made any allohances, he was at,one point taken into
hospital Like all Orwell's experiences, even this was put tr'usé, pro-.
viding the material for the mov1ng essay "How the Poor Die"‘(l946)

On returnlng from Paris Orwell. worked as a tutor in Southwold

and in April 1932 took a Eull—tlme teaching post 1n a decrepit private

'.'Dcwh and Out 1n Parls and London (1933) was published at the time when

/
he was completing the manuscript for Burmese Days (1934),  In 1933 he’

'moved to another school, but his stay here was cut shortlbp a period

P i

L i
) - .
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Orwell's Ewo years of»teaching, therefore, was his first‘exp ri-:

. " LA ‘ , , SN
- ence of English'life as it was led by a large section of the population.

Qrwell does not seem to have beéen’ favourably impressed_by the meanhess

is particular section of the middle class, as appears . from his

Pl A Clergyman's Daughter (1935). He saw more of this section of
society, however, when he worked in a London bookshop in 1934, and he

describes his memories of this in Keeﬁjthe Aspidistra Flying (1936).

\

During these years Orwell also bégah to develop his abilities'as;a re—

'~ viewer, writing regularly for the New English Weekly.

5
e ‘ BT
)
v The Road to Orwellian Socialism

N - : _ S :

By 1936 Orwell had established something of a reputation in the

-~

'literary‘world, and it was on the strength of this reputation and*his

T T

vaguelylleft—wing sympathies that his publisher, Victor Gollancz, sent
.him on a mission to the north of England to collect informatlon for a‘

book which was to be pub]lshed by the Left Book Club under the title

o R J‘-,4

The Road ta ngan Pier. ThlS was the flrst encounter Orwell had had with.

-~

Lv -,-

the Depre531on which had radlcally affected the industrlal "c*klng class -

' since the early twenties. Orwell.s book_happened to cainc1de'w1th a

Iy

vgeneral mopd which was begiuniug to favour social.surveys and ahalysis.

“o

"The year 1936 was -the year of the Bardow Reportﬁfhfofthe,Distressed"

Areas, and it was also the year when the BlShOp of York headed an 1nqu1ry’

- - -

Ly

" on behalf of the Pilgrlm Trust.into the vastly dlfferent areas 1n Brltaln

]

which had been,hit by the unemployment;fw . o ) .<’>> h -

v
I

Orwell's book was guaranteed a g«qd market when it was publlshed
but Gollancz was obv1ously rather uncertaln abcat publlshing so unorthodOX'
. 3 . . . " .4 _' .

b ;
1
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a work under the aegis of the Left Book Club. In fact, it was only afte*
having added his own extended Foreword in whlch he’ p01nted out the weak-
nesses in. Orwell s argument as he saw them, that he allowed the book ‘to
be published at all. From this Forewo*é one learns that Gollancz (and

- also, inc1dently, Johﬁ Strachey and Harold Laski the other members of

the L.B.C. committee who agreed with Gollancz s criticisms) resented

~ ‘ ) ’// . ’ : .
Orwell's flippant .dismissal of the majority of Socialist”and other eccen—
) ‘ . . ‘ -

‘tr;cs who swelled the ranks of the Left. Gellancz also resegted Orwell's
c:gdemnatlon of the U.S.S.R. which he’ felt set an example to the rest of

the world with 1ts successful communist ownershlp of the meads of productlon

.

Xhe contrast between Gollancz s views and Orwell s attltudes as S
they appear in th1s volume, reveals a good deal about the "Socialist"

' Leftﬁof the time. One suspects, for example, that Orwell was in the

'minority with his reJectlon of Moscow, and fr Gollancz s apology at

the beglnnlng of the book one assumes that a greater number of the fashlon~
vable intellectual Left who made up the 38 000 membership of the Left Book
Club were of the vegetarian—femlnlst—blrth control fanatlc mould‘which

Orwell so vociferously insulted. At the same time one 1s not wholly

' -
)

convinced of the- efflcacy of Orwell s’ own brand of socialism. On this
. E—- Fo . L e
point, Gollancz § eriticisms are va11d " S L : .

It is indeed sfgnificant that so far as I can remember (he . .
must forgive me if I am mistaken) Mr. Orwell does not ®nce .
define what he means by soc1allsm, nor does he explain how

the oppressors oppress nox even ‘what he understands by ‘the
words "liberty" and "justice." ‘I hope he will not think I .
am quibbllng, he will not, I thlnk, if he “xremembers that the
word "Nazi" is an abbrev1at10n of the words "National
Socialist"; that in its rirst phase fasc1sm draws its chief
strength from an attack on "oppression" - oppre531on" by
capitalists, multlple stores,. Jews and forelgners, that no
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word 1is commoner in German speeches today than ‘justice'; "
and that if you "listen in" any night to Berlin or Mumich,
‘the chances are that you will hear the "liberty' of
3 _totalltarian Germany --''Germans have: become a united people
~ compared with the misery of Stalin's 'slaves.l’

V Gollancz was of course, quite right on this point. The transi—
tion from. Soc1alism to Fasclsm was not a difflcult one to make, partl—
‘cularly when the_ind1v1dual 's origins did not lie ‘with the oppressed
This transition had been made by Oswald MoSley who had been born into

» the upperlclasses, had entered Parliament as a Conservative, and moved
over to the Labour'benches, eV(dtually r1s1ng to be a well—respected
member of Macdonald s government. The frustration that followed the

‘ Cabinet and Party reJectlon of the Mosley Memorandum whlch offered an

original almost Keyne51an solutlon to the country s economic ills, drove
A

Mosley into the arrogant stance of assuming he’ could form a party -

-The British Union of Fascists - which would offer a. viable alternatlve

to parliamentary democracy. From the widespread support'Mosley‘won

from the audiences which had previously cheered him as a sociallst,

H‘( .

-1t appears that ‘many of the working classes themselves were similarly

1

: able to make the.logical glissade from Socialism to Fasc1sm without
realising what they were d01ng.A

Mosley S betrayal of the Left and Orwell s 1ndef1nable socialism
RN .
were very much signs of the times. When a Labour Government could overtly

betray the princ1p1es of the Labour movement, and when most of the in—

-tellectnals‘of the Left could do little more - ~than eulogize the U S.5. R

the possible emergencevof-any left-wing alternative was unlikely.

7 T B RN

s lVictor Gollancz Foreword to Orwell Wigan Pler.

,‘u



o ﬂaarrival in Spain was JMst_such a place; but his enthusiasm was 300n

Orwell himself lived a hand-to-mvuth kind drﬂsocialism, andfhls‘responses

td various issues were largely instinctive, dependent as much upon his’
emOtional.reactions as his intellect. His ideoldgy included a vigorons
rej;ct1on of war agalnst the fascists, ‘which was, comblned with' a thaorough
dislike of paciflsts, and a compa331onate interest in the 1mprovement of
working.class.condltlons,.,Even the~mpst'sympathetic readinguof Orwell
'_cannqt.reveal'any:consistent sccialist nhilcsophy. |

» Illustrative'cf thé nature‘of_drwell's sccialistic cbmmitment _
is the period he spent in Spain.frcm 52ce£ger'1936_untlliluly'l9é7.
Iargely.as a resnltiof cnance that ne enrclled with the anarchist milltia;

-

the P O U.M., and was sent to the Huesca frcnt inwcatalonia. Although
« - 5

T

‘this contlngent fought bravely agalnst the Fasc1st forces,- it neVértheleSS
becamefthe target of inter-necine rivalry between the Compunists and -
Trotskylsts. Since the‘f.O.U.M. was a Trotskyisteanarchlst militia it:

soon found itself the v1ct1m of the more powerful ﬁBEcow—Communist faction

centred in BarcelOna.

By the summer of 1937 the P. O . M. was llquidated

‘and Orwell was' fo ced to leave Spaxn.

OrwelA was deeply affected by his Spanlsh experlence, and his.
. o s
indignation both with the Communlsts,and with the English press who
. o . ] : o ) o ) .
systematically mis—reported the news .in favour of the'Fascists is amply

: expressed in his book ﬁomage to Catalonia,(1938), From this:book cne;g

Tearns that Orwell . ad been 1n1tially exhilerated to find that a near-

. -

egalitarian soclety was possible, for the Barcelona of thé time of hlS{

replaced with disappointment with the raﬁid return of the class society
; _ , o e : .

N . . # - -  .a
. . ..
in Barcelona.
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' Orwellls faith invlefg;wing movements .

I, 301.
: "
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The Spanish experience was certainly not caiculated to strengthen

o

o, M

more strong1y about his own kind of socialism, declaring in a letter to

P

'CyriILCbnnolly: "At last I feally‘believe in Socialism, which I never

" l . - . ) 3 ) -
did before."” Unfortunately he does not seem to have acquired a more

"precige notion of the kind of Socialism he now believed in, and one is

s

«led to assume that it was a socialism of the Utopian, romantic variety’

where everything is shared, and people treat one- another as brothers.

" The early days in Bafeeléna_would probably provide the médel for the o

ﬁew.society which Orwell eﬁvisioned.

The Spanish‘CivilfWafbdféstically affected thevconstitQtioﬁ of
the Left. For some; ;pcﬂ as Gollancé and;St;aéhéylkit"prévided the
iﬁpetus for a swing to tﬁé right, which gas further intensified after the
révelations of fhe @olotév—Ribbentrop agreemént which finally‘déstrqyedl

the myth of Russian communism. For'Orwell,'herified by the treac-ary

‘4in°Spain where hevhéd come s6 close to sacrificing his life (he had been

shpt through‘the neck in Mayi1937); a swing to the'right’was also in-

evitable, although his'profoundly moral outlook prevenped him from being

2

- influenced by Fascism, By the time the war had broken out his socialist |,

) guisé‘had been replaced by a healthy patriotism.‘

- . N - 1

"

The Patriotic Englishman

The thirties had‘certainlylbeen a period of peréonaiity—shattering

’ éhanges for'Orwell,”just as it had been for the whole of his genefétion.

-

”

lLetter to pyril Connolly, 8th June 1937, in Collected Essays,

N . - o
".\' N

Yet he seems to have come to . feel” -

-
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The values of the past which had seemed incorruptible were, by the end
|

of the deacde, utterly decomposed, and people whose. qualltles had earlier

seemed admirable had now offered their services to an evil foe Orwell,

in his inimitable style, summedfup the thirties as follows:

What a decade! A riot of appalling folly that suddenly
becomes a nightmare; a scenic rdilway ending in a torture
chamber. It starts off in the hang-over of the 'enlightened'
post-war age, with Ramsay Macdonald soft-soaping 'into the
microphone, and the League of Nations flapping vague wings

in the background, and it ends up with twenty-thousand %ﬁ :
bombing planes darkenlng the sky and Himmler's masked execu-—
tioner whacking women's heads off with a block borrowed ‘-

from the Nuremburg museum. In between are the politlcs of
the umbrella and the hand—grenade.‘ The. National Government
coming in to 'save the pound;' Macdonald: fading out like a
Cheshire Cat, Baldwin winning an election in-the disarmament
ticket in order'to rearm (and then failing to rearm), the
“June purge, the Russian purges, the glutinous humbig of the
Abdication, the ideological mix~up of the Spanish war,
- Communists waving Union Jacks, Conservative M.P.'s cheering
- the news that British ships have been bombed, the Pope blessing
. Franco, Angllcan dlgnitarles beaming.at the wrecked churches
of Barcelona, CHamberlain stepping out of his Munich aeroplane
with a misquotatlon from Shakespeare, Lord Rothermere pro-
claiming Hitler as 'a great®gentleman;!- the London air-raid °
sirens blowing a false alarm as the £irst bombs drop on Warsaw
« + . Mixed up with the buzz of conferences and the crash of
guns are. the day—to—day imbecilities of the gutter press.
'Astrology, trunk murders, the. Oxford Groupers with their
'sharing' and their praying-batteries,- the Rector eof Stlffkey
. e e photographed w1th naked female- acquaintances, starving \
in a barrel and flnally devoured by lions, James Douglas and’
his dog Bunch, Godfrey Winn with his yet. more emetic dog and .
his political reflections ('God and Mr. Chamberlaln - for I
see no blasphemy in coupling. these names'), spiritualism,
" the Modern Girl, nudism, dog racing, B.O., hallt031s, night
starvation, should a doctor tell? :

o

It is'not surprising that Orwell should have found the:period

EY R . . .
so bewildering. It had been, for him, a time.of disillusion with the

»
»

: Orwell, "The Limit of Pessimism," a review of Malcolm Mugger—
) idge s The Th1rt1es (l9ﬁ0), in Collected Essays, I, 587.

| : : . . A ', .
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one causeito which he felt in any way attachedv— namely socialism. The
final disapp01ntment came ‘with the outbreak of war, when he at last
realised that a 'rejection of fascism and war was no longer possible,

“and that it was neceasary to make a stand. He chose to support Britain

. and the war she had decided to fight, and almost immediately offered
his services to the recruiting boards 'However,'a.man with such a-poor
medical history, w1th chronically weak lungs who had been seriously
wounded in'Spain, was not considered suitable for actlveoserv1ce, and

" he was"to his dismay, rejected ' Hiséyife Eileen, whom he had married

- in 1936 was given a Ministry poeltionAand was’required to live in London,
joining her husband at the small store.they were running in Hertfordshlre

only at weekends.,

Orwell still continued writing. The tone of his writing had
. V . ’ ' :
entirely changed however,

qusing the metaphor (which as hardly. éocialist one) bf:
with the wrong members contr014 nl. One assumes therefore that the .
war crisis had brough to llght the real Orwell - .the patriotic Engllsh—

“man - who, when the

~— '
rather than some vague political conv1ct10n.

runch came, would prefer to defend his native land .

- The year 1940 was the beginning of a literary connection which

was to last most of Orwell's remaining years.  He began to ‘make contrl—
e
butions to Tribune, and in 1942 became literary editor'of that left—

-

wing publication, which ‘at the time was under the general edltorship of

.

o lOrwell, "The Lion and the Unicorn" (1941), in Collected Essays,
<. 11, 88. co . o : 77



y Anrﬂrinﬁbeyinﬂ By all accounts he
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for a struggllng rev1ew§r to. publlsh rév1ew% that weréﬁsecond—rate.

{'“!

’v’

. W o
of the India section of t%é’ﬁ,ﬂ*C,, ‘a post he- had b@ d' sinte, the beglnnlng
' . R :

eat deal of talent Ta. ﬁééparlng programmes

Prior to taking this litegaxy edétorship he had been ﬁ%@%g%froducer

*'xx@

of the war. Orwell showgd%
&

K suitable for a'nslnd,:i'an audy’ ”ﬁgﬂyho required‘ a fairly hJ gh academlc level

2

~

without too much e%patiation of the 1d/§syncrac1es of English llfe.

Also during these early war years Orwell contrlbuted a London letter
» : -

to an American left—w1ng publlcatlon, Partlsan Rev1ew, and also wroté

occasionally for the Observer. Altogether his llterary output durlng
the war years was substantial although it consisted malnly of Journal1sm;
The.war was not an easy period for‘Orwell. Both he and his 'p | 'v 2 3
wife were heavily'involved with work' and'they had'the added burden of: '%”{t
&\*\§ g, an adopted SOmn. They were also bomb-d out of thelr London apartment
In 1945 Eileen Blalr died unexpectedly, and although Orwell did not allow
~ his feelings to be expressed in front, of hls frlends, there is good

reason to believe that he was deeply_dlsturbed by the event. Probably‘

to.ease his shock, he decided to visit Europe on behalf of_the Manchester

¢

Evening News and the Observer, and was-able to send back valuable dis-

patches, from Paris on V;E. Day, and from prisoner of war camps in Southern
: ~\

Germany, where he witnessed Jews treatlng Germans w1th much the same . -

v

brutality as they themselves had ‘been treated before by the Germans.l

1

Orwell;‘fRevenge is Sour," (1945), in'Collected Essays IV, 22.

3
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.. Although he had a,tendquy

29

It is typizal of Orwell's uncompromising moral stance that he should

have condemneéd such behaviour in the same way as he had condemmed, just a .

few years earlier, Nazi- treatment of the Jews.
In 1945 Animal Farm, Orwell's fable .depicting the?totalitarian

direction of all revolutions, was finally published. ' It had been written 

‘in 1943, but had not found a publiSher at ‘'the time because of the war-

R .
time alliance with Russia, which the book was commonly held to satirise.

This hork, which'will be discussed aﬁ length.in Chapter VI, revealed a
definité pessimism on Orwell's part with regard to the trenﬁ of socialist” .’
revolutions, éhd finaliy settled the question of his political.affiliétioné.
It was clear.that his eﬁéerience ;f the thirties aﬁd fofties had left
brwell'with the conclusion-that nothing could be egpqcteigaitconvéntional
socialist mgvements, although he seems to. have retained a glimmer of'

hope for the future.l

Orwell seems to have broadly concurred with the reférms brought

" about by the Labour Government aftér the war. Many of théﬁLabour Party

'policies héd, in faﬁt, been recommended by Orwell during Ehe early part

of the war in his ‘essays "'The Lion.and>the Unicorn" (1941) and ""The

English People™ (1943). All Orwell's recommendations involved more &

eqditahle discribution of wealth énd services within the nation, which

AN

he fefﬁfcould be brought .about without violentAfeGOlutibn, -This was

vefy mu¢h “the general'direction of the post—waf government.

By this time, however, Orwell had no longer much time to live.

oward tuberculosis of the lungs he nevertheless
’/ T ” . . - . . B :

ot

s

: Vo P
1 ‘ i o2 R N,
For further discussion of this'point,‘see'Chapter VI.

[}
‘&’ -
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Ldtook a house on the Scottish island oﬁ Jura, far‘from“roads or cengéss
of population; end-for three years, until his health fir-ily co;lapsed,
AJura became-his summer home. 'The.sgartan coﬁditions were obviously
g detrimental to his health, but he eeeme to hete enjoyed the life.
t . :
‘ Jura was- the setting in whichIOrﬁell wrote his final work, Nine-

teen Eighty—Four (1949). _Again the predominant mood was one of %essimism

B

‘ with’regerd to political trends; and the final yictory ef totalitarianism
. over sOcialism. Much o&ﬁ;hevpeesimism of this book can bejattributed
| to Orweli'e failing health; for example the physical‘effecté of torture
on Winston, which made him appear premattrely aged, could well be a_f»
description of Orwell's ewn physical decline.
Although he contineed.tp wfite reviews in 1948 and 1949, Orwell
wes becomlng 1ncrea31ngly unwell, and he was forced to spend most of
his time in sanatorlums His defiance of his phy51tal condition and
' his 1nev1tabléﬂearly death showed itself one last tlme when, in October

1949 he marrled Sonla Browﬁell “an edltorial assistant in the maga21ne

Horlzon. Three months later, on 2lst January 1950, a few days before
his planned departure for a Swiss sanatoriur:, Orwell.died ih University

College Hospital efter a sﬁdden relapse.
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CHAPTER III

THE UPPER CLASS

3 ’ .

The Nature of the Class

The upper . class is that tlny proportion of the populatlon in% o

whose hands the greater part of the wealth and power of the nation is q

2

concentrated. Although 1t is possible to dellneate this class by refer—

-

ence to the cr1teria_of wealth, power and status, in this study the class

'will be defined primarily in terms of the education it gives its children.

oo N
LN

A glance at the English“social structure will bepenouéh‘to indicate

that there is a strong correlation between expensive preparatory schools .«

and public schools, and between public schools and the rulﬂnﬁ—class,l

The life of a fairly typical upper c¢lass 1nd1v1dua1 wouldistartﬁnithc \?\<
e » ’ o

.aboutgfive years at a preparatory school, succeeded by a further fiye

years at a well—known_puhlic school. . Entry to the higher echelons_of

government; the professions, .and industry is then comparatively simple,

particularly:if education was‘concluded'at either Oxford or Cambridge

L

"University; promotion is facilitated with the help of the Old.Boy net-

\

I

‘ - , . . , _ L ’
true in Orwell's time. Orwell has a great dejl,to cOntributeagn the

" works, which strengthen class ‘solidarity in adulthood.

ﬁIf this situation is still true today, then it was even more -

“To cite an example of this fact: there were as many 0ld Etonians
in the House of Commons in 1965 as there were.in 1865, and Macmillan's

government consisted almost entlrely of this group. _ _/;/,f

- .31
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| at reduced fees at the fashibni:iiu:reparatory school St. Cyprians becaus
—he was‘ scholarship fodder. ¥ ately, he was able to satisfy h1s

-

the education it affords its children. In addit on,vthe materlal he~

offers does muchito throw light on his ' standp01nt4w1th regard to

L)

enquire first of all into the nature

class, and secondly to make a note of\the biases which, resulting from

: ¢
" these experlences ‘would 'be likely to ender his azal?sis~l§ss objective. o
o . o | S _ e
Orwell's Experlence of the Upper Class Co L S ‘
’ " N
Orwell is particularly well—qualified to discuss the upper class el

[

since he was educated flrst of all in a fashionable and experisive prepara—

“

tory school and afterwards at the mos t famous of all public schools, g

Eton._ ‘He was therefore 1n a. position to make pertinent comments both on
P

the upper class boys who attended these schools, and gn the schools them—

”selves.f Moreover hls comments have an 1ﬁteresting dimen31on since o

“Qrwell's family was not in fact upper class. ‘Orwell hlmself assessed

:§§§ class ‘as being 'lower upper middle class, and‘he.was 1n_fact accepted'

\ . \

school by w1nning a scholarship to Eton where,{%sﬂa Klngs Scholar, e
was also required tOrpay less fees. : - L , ;' To \ﬁ\
) M

Orwell's criticism of the upper class is therefore not from the.

vpoint of view of someone entdrely committed to that class, yet at the

A

same tlme his apparent obJectivity has certain weaknesses. _These weak-"
nesses resglt from the fact that his parents relative poverty was Seen ST

<

by Qrwe}l as the:reason for his being victimfsed.; The humiliation seems



. \ - - - " ».'\b . i ,.‘h . . . " . _
. to hayefpermanently affected.his perSonality. Orwell himself admits:

"My own positlon was complicated, and in- fact doglnatgd by ‘the fact that

" I had much ‘less money than most of the other people aroxh . Con~

temporarles of Orwe%ﬁ at Eton have tended to suggest that his sensitiV1ty

‘regarding‘his poverty was’ unnecessary, andithat‘he exaggerated his yic—

timisation. “The writer and publisheerhristOpher Hollis, for example, '

has made the follow1ng comment on thls bias in Orwell S wrltings.
- J
'Probably the great cruelty one can infliet upon a child'
wrote Orwell in Keep!the Aspidistra Flylng, 'is to send it
_to schoolj with children ‘richer than itself.' It is an absurd
exaggeration. , To onegwho sees thlngs in propogtion, it is’
, not by any means.an xed e to be broughty in suffi-
__.-¢ienéy but in the ‘company of/richer

There is of'coursZgi-certain”el nt of truth in what Mr. Hollis has

_to say, but it should be zdded that he hlmself came from a much -richer

- ~

) family and therefore could not have fully apprec1ated the pressures to

*, which a chlld such as the young George (Orwell was subJectéd - Justi= -

§§._ fiably or- not, however, there:ls no doubt that thig: sen31tivity, acquired

-

at upper class schools, remalned with Orwell throughout hlS life. An .
incident related by Richard Rees.illustrates thls:

One day in 1948 when I had kn0wn him for eighteen years, :

I incautiously used the 'Tyg,"' ,and although he was . -
~ too polite to say anyth'ng, e w1nced as if I had trodden

on his tenderest corn. : :

N . . L . v ' .
. N : . ° N o . v
» . . . . L . .

- ’lLetteréto Cyril Connolly, l4th Dec.; 1938, Collected Essays, I,
L 400.: k . o ‘ o

2HolIis, A Study of Georgeﬂdrwell,.p.‘Zl

o 3Richard Rees, George Orwell (London. Secker and Warburg, 1961),
s p. 142. , )
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The word fthg'.ﬁere refers to the "togas' that used to be worn by’KingS'J,,}
%éhofafs at Eton. Orwell obvipusly felt sensitive to the fact-that he

S " , R o
was not paying full fees like the Oppidans who, as their name suggests,

lived in the town. There was quite a social difference between Kings'

Scﬁolars who were separately housed in Eton College,_gnd the rest of

the school. T _ . 2

Being a Kings' Scholar would not, on its own, have been sufficient
to create this acute sensitivity. The real cause of, this musﬁ“bé sought

in Orwell's early‘sCh051 years at St. Cyprians. This school was attempting

to make a ﬁamelfor itself5among the upper classes, since it had only

recently been estéblished. It managed to achieve its goal by winﬂing

scholarships to famous pgblic schools for its pupils, whichlproved that

-1ts standards were high.' The 'school was, therefore, a convenient means

for the upward mobility of the nouveaux riches, as well as for those
families, such as Orwell's, which had been downwardly mobile in the

past, but which had nevertheless retained an upge; class faith in public

4
1

Uschool'education. It was an active policy of thé school, however, to

 treat ﬁﬁpils in accordance with their wealth, which means that a child

S ¢

'such'asfﬁgeaﬁoung Orwell was gi%énﬁg difficult time. Orwell relates

‘that he wég constantly reminded by the Headmaster and his wife of his

' e 0 ;
: . dé R ¥ . : . )
poverty. r‘They discouraged?f@m to take "extras' such as carpentry and
. o . . ~ i ¢P ‘. " . .
0 1’ N 4 '
shooting, and dismissed his request for a cricket bat with the stark

‘
-

comment "Your parents cggld not afford it."l When he failed to work

RSN ’ ' ‘ : R
AN S L ‘ -
s | .

lOrwell,;HS$ J{/Such“Were the Joys'" (3947), in Collected Essays,
i . o g - AL

i
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hara enouéh he wasuthéea;ened with the Uneﬁﬁiéble future éf being "a
little office boy at forﬁy pouﬁds a year," a horrible possibility which
apparentiy would hav%hbéeﬁ‘unthinkable had his éérents been richer.1
~Th%§ 'weathxénobbery; éEJSt. Cyprians was not the only factor which
cogspiréd to make Orweil's'?tep-éch;ol days a misery. His hsme back-
gr@ﬁnd was, to a large‘ekfeﬁt, in conflict with the =school, sincé'Qrwell’
~héﬁ been used.té.a qlose family_relationship with his méther and éiste;s;
_wﬁﬁcp wouldvhgve beenﬁless 1ikel§ had he beeﬁ brb#ght up in an upper
“ciass‘family Yith»plenfy of servants.‘VThe first few days at the school
Qérg therefore tradmatic for the sevén-year old ﬁoy. The shock expressed
itself in bédwegﬁing, punished Wiﬁhka floggihg from tiie‘Headmaster,2
spmething‘which,Orwéll never quite ougiivéd, for it made him conséious
%f his isolation and his'diffgrencé f;om.the'other boys‘arbund hi@.
. This, theq, is Orwell's experience of upper class educatign.

it is limited almost entirely to expétienée of upper classfschools,
'since he never saw much of upper class domestic childéigaripg custéms.l
This is not,bhowéver, a seripus'deﬁiciency, sipce the upper class cus-

tomarily delegated such tasks;'firét to. the nanny, and s lsequentl§?to

thglschool, Orwéll'syvritings show.himvto be an isolated individualist,

,-/’ Q

over-sensitive to some practices he witnessed in upper class.schools,
‘but nevertheless perceptive of details of the upper class and their -

schools which would ndtibé noticed By others who felt more at ease in

. those surroundings.  Admittedly, Orwell's comments, are in no way 'objec—

o

tive,' on the contrary, . .they are totally personal. But this fact in

- Libid., p. 391 o . . I

vt
. < -
Y

’Ibid., pp. 380-383. o ' -



no way invalidates them. These comments, as they relate to upper class -

L

home culture, schooling and. the resulting ruling class, can now be con-

sidered, although they must be seen from within the context of Orwell-S"

personality.

Upper Cldss Home Culture

Upper class home life and cylture do not belong to an area where °
OrWeil hadbmuch experience, but he did realise that the upper ciass notion
of'family‘was in essence Aifferent from that of the middle or working
class notion of 'nnclear' or.'extended' family. Family to the upper
class,‘today as well as in Orwell's- time, implies a continuity with past
and future, symbolised by the family name, which is often assoc1ated
with property. The upper class is highly bureaucratic;1 everyone; in-
cluding servants, haye a role to play, and their activities do not.bring
them.intO'much pereonal contact with one another. The child that is horn
~into such a family is immediately relegated to a 'nanny.' After the
age of about seven .there is nobody snfficientiy qualified to take oner
‘the superv131on and education of the child, and for this reason, upper
class parents decide that the time is rlght to send ‘the Chlld away from
home to a boarding preparatory school which will prepare the child for
entrance into a public school. The upper class habit of sending thelr
| children - partlcularly the boys - to boarding schools, is central to

their child—rearlng habits, and shows that the upper class in fact only

J

lIan Weinberg, The English Public Schools (New York: ‘ktherton
Press, 1967), p. 173.

)
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.fdlly accept .their chlldren when the schobls have formed them, and they

"are a?proaching adulthood. ihe schools serve the purpose‘of‘tUrning

fboys into ﬁen as fast as possible Orwell himself recognised and thoroughly .

disliked this habit, as is ind%fated by his statement: :
‘Boardlng schools are worse than day school . A child has

"a better chance with the sanctuary of its home near at

. hand. _I think the characteristic faults of . the upper and
middle classes ate partly due to the practice of sendlng

. children away from home as ly as. nine, eight, or even .
seven.l o ’ '

B T .\'/,;2;,7 ) - "

"Upper Class Schooling ‘ -

On the subject of'uppef classvschools, Orwell had'considgrably
- more to say; His,comments’on‘preparatory schools can be found almo

v exclusively‘in-his,longhessay "§uch,45uch{Were the Joys;" whil
'ﬂcoﬁmedts:oh public schools are considefably less ¢ D>sorate since he

did not write a corresponding essz orn his feelings about Eton. - His:
_comments oalpcblicﬁschools’haVe to be;collecced from thrOughoqt.his
works, add on the whole thef dOvnot.manifegﬁrthévsame klﬁd of bitterness
-thatvcah he sedsed;from hls memoriesfof;St. Cyprians.- Cyril Connolly
has made che-coﬁﬁehtifhat’%rep ~‘Ia.torif;r schools'
| have all the faults of publlc schools .without any.of the
compensatlons, without .tradition,. freedom, historical
beauty, good teaching or communication between pupil and

teacher. (They are) one of the few tortures confined to
the ruling classes from whlch the workers are free.2

u Y

« -

z 1

: ' Orwell, "Sdcha‘Such Were the Joys," in dollected.Essays,'lV,.
421. R ST ‘ —

: Cyrll ‘Connolly, Enemles of Promlse (Boston thtle Brown and
Co., 1939), p. 206
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Orwell, writing to Connolly on the subject of the 'book , from which this
comment was taken,vseems to.haVe agreed with this attitude, as his con-
cluding eomment indicates: “I've always held that publib schools aren't
so bad, ~bﬁéh;é6p1e are wrecked by those filthy private schools long
'before the? get to publlc school age."l T |
Yet although there was a tremendous qualitatlve difference be-
tween‘the two types of school; there nevertheless were a good ﬁahy simi—~
leritieé. Private schoo;s tenMled to take their model from the public
echools, ano'imitated their digkiplinaryestructure - investing euthority
g ih the Sixth Fofoe - as well as imitating public school corrieolhm, which
emphaeised clessical'soudies. | | |
Since‘thejschools have so much in common, they will behdealt
\\f\\mlth %ogether,’although it will he neCeesary on occasion to pointeout"
the differehces between public and oreparatory sehools, as theyaeme%ge
from Orwell's writings. One'conveni%nt method for breaking dowh tHis
wide topic is to consider; suecessiveiy,‘the areas thaf might broedly
be termed the climate of the school, the corriculom, and thé"teaching"
methods. Once these various.espects‘have-been discussed, it will be
possible to make some gene;alisaﬁions'about_?rwell‘s.attitude to upoer
class education. | |
iThe general heading of 'school.climate encompasses a number of
different considerationsj- notah&y the conventions of the schools which

follow from-the;r single-sexed nature. Also worthy ofg on81derat10n

)
ol

&

1Orwell ‘Letter to Cyrll Connolly, 14th Dec. 1938, in Collected
,Essazs, I 401 _ . . ’
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vi§l£he snobbery of the schools, of which Orwell was particularly'con—
'scioﬁsg the enforced stoicism and ﬁinally the organisation of diSCiplige'.J
- and hierarchy within the schools. . All these important aspgcts of;upper
class schooi life merit consideration. B
It 1s inevitable that pfoblems'should arise as a result of upper
:5clasé‘s¢hoéls béing '"boarding' institutions, and élséﬁééxualiy\exclu;ive._
It has Béenﬂalready'méntidned that Orwell resqntéd the fact that the vést
majérity of upper élass‘schogis were boarding schools. ‘He was caréful
© to seié%p da;AQChpols for his son Richard, and finally opted to send
him to;Wéstﬁinéteévpublic school wﬁich wds exceptional in bqiné'a day
school;liyfh? féét that upper class schoolé are for the most part boarding.
schools tends td bring about a very strong peer—groﬁp consciousness T
among the boys,‘and‘this bén& fdrms an emotionélréﬁrrogate for‘miséed
family bonds. In public schools, aé Orwell himself experienced, the
p;er group Qas intensified by meaﬁ; of the election,‘or!year—group,
pfinciple, whefeby each election moved up the school together, developihg
a sfrong in—grpup ;oyalty, even.though4some individuais‘— such as Orwell -
held themselvés sliéhtlf aloof. The loyalty to the eléqﬁion survives

even aﬁter the boys have left school,; and old boys‘Bften help each other?

in latéf‘iife;l Even Orwell kept 1g\contéct with more of his contem-

poraries than ﬁould_be expected of a persén,éducated outside. the public

k4 .

~ school system.

v

Both kinds of school, both preparatory and public, as well as .

the schools to which upper class girls are sent, are'traditionally

L4

/0

, : 1Orwe11,.Lettér to Julian Symons, '16th June 1949, -in Collected _”§
. Essays, IV, 565. ' . ‘ S

-
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single~sexed. ‘There‘are obvious>administrative reasons for this, al—‘
though the real explanation is probably that things have always been
that way. For most of the yvear, therefore, an upper class bo? is deprived
almost completely of female company, while at the same time he 1s en—

couraged to develop strong emotional bonds w1th his péer group. It is-

not surpr1s1ng that these conditlons should often result in latent or
i

concealed homosexuality, which is a theme Wthh has . been much discussed
by ex—public schogl’English writers.- Connolly, who; it will be remembered,

was at both the SChOOlS Orwell attended gives a rather precious and

-

- affected account of his various love—affalrs, 1nclud1ng that with a

~, o
certain rather ineffectual 'Nigel' who was presumably at Eton i Orwell's

1

Orwell hlmselfvmakes'some 1nteresting comments on thls aspect
of boardlng school lbfe He was somehow caught up in a’ scandal in St.
Cyprians, although he was in fact quite inngcent and totally ignorant
of what homosexuality involved. As he describes the:incident, the main
offender, Horne » Was flogged for a quarter of an hour‘before'being ex-

pelled while all those others who had been 1mp11cated were given a

. severe lecture. As OrWell recalls:

. Guilt hung in the air llke a pall oI smoke. A solemn black-
haired 1mbec1le 0f an assistant master, who was later to
become a membex of Parliament, took the older boys to a
secluded room an elyvered a talk on the Temple of the Body.
'Don't you realise what a wonderful thlng your body is?'
he said gravely. 'You talk of your motor car engines, your
- Rolls Royces and Daimlers and so on. Don't you understand
that no engine ever made is fit to be compared with your.
body? And then you go and wreck 1t, ruin it, for life!'’

1Connolly, Enemies of‘Promise, p. 2.
. .
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He turned his cavernous black eyes on me and added qulte
sadly: 'And you, whom 1 d .always believed to be’ qulte a
decent person after a fashion - you, I hear, are one of the
worst.' ot .
A feeling of doom descended on me. So I was guilty too.
I too had done the dreadful thing, whatever it was, that
wrecked your life, body and soul, and ended up with suicide
or the lunatic asylum . . . '

The scandal apparently went on for several days, and Orwell's

i

class, which was by then quite high up in the school was. quite unjustl—

'accusations were made by the Headmlstress (nlcknamed Fllp)

f 'Have you.looked in the glass lately, Beacham° said Flip.

'Aren t you ashamed to go about with a face like that?
‘Do you think everyone "doesn't know what it means when a’
boy has black rings round his eyes?' 2

Orwell. only learned later that this was a sure 31gn of a masturbator,

but at the ‘time he was worried bythese in31nuat10ns, and he carefully
examined hls face 1n the mirror every day, looking for the fatal marks.

The method used by the staff of St. Cyprlans to deal with the

problem of homosexuallty was, and is, typical of schools ‘that sort.
‘.In a boardlng school it is 1mposs1ble for the staff to malntaln full—

" time superVision of the boys' ‘activities, and therefore homosexuallty

fiably held responsible for 'leading“the younger boys astray.' ~Strange -

has to be punished on the scapegoat principle.?- No doubt it often occurs,

as in this case, that the 1nnocent are punished with- the gullty From

his other wrltings it appears ‘that Orwell thoroughly dlsapproved of

homosexuality, both as it ex1sted in upper- class boarding schools, and ..°

as it ex1sted'in the hostels and lodglng—houses of the down—and-outs.'

1

21bid., p. 405. )

3Weinberg, Public Schools, p. 108.

Orwell, "Such, Such Were the:Joys;" in Collected Essays, IV, 403.
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L3

Orwell seems to have reseanted this consequence of the structure
of the schools, and was hoping to avoid those weaknesses as far as the

. education of his son was concerned. An excessive emphasis on the peer

group and the .consequent homosexuallty of the upper class schools seems

™ to have offended his sense of 'common decency, and his fﬁ&th in the ///)//

institutlon of the family.

<A factor of public and preparatory: school life which was perhaps
just as 1nevitable was the snobbery whlch-pervaded the schools. This-
was an aspect of upper class’ schools that Orwell thoroughly disliked,
as appears from his accusation that the schools were "festerlng centres
of snobbery.r}ﬁ This snobbery, as descrlbed by Orwell, took.two forms,
the snobbery of rank, and the snobbery of wealth In a newly establlshed
institution such as St. Cyprians, rank—snobbery/was the more significant’
of the two, since the school lacked pedlgree. St.'Cyprians was anxious

to attract the patronage of the more establlshed upper class, as can be

2 e

seen from Orwell!s descriptions of theﬁalmoet reverential treatment by
 the Hea%mistress of ‘the two titled boysﬁin/%he’school. Orwell points

out that"Fli;' was a_ways careful to~addreSs_these boys by their titles’,
‘espeéially if VﬂPWt* s wete present.; Unfortunately there is nothing
\\\o\}ndicate that these llttle ‘aristocrats were partlcularly _worthy of

" such prestlge, for they were not partlcularly impressive 1nd1v1duals.

One of them, as Orwell descrtbed him, was particularly patheth,& 'a

wretched drivelling little creature, almost an albino, peefing upwards

lOrwell, "The Lion and the Unicorn" (1941), in' Collected Essaye,

R

2
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‘oﬁt‘of weak eyés, with a long nose, ‘at the end of which a dewdrop always
seemed to be trembling."l |
Orwell himself wés obvi&uéiy ﬂét very.impressed with tﬁe aris-—
ﬁocrgcy Egz.gg, .He was,‘indeed, unwilling to spare his rééﬁers the
rev;iting farce of'this,alﬁino child having a choking fit.over ﬁis dinner
plate, which was dealt with by.the Headmisfress in.thé 'bpys will be
boys' spirit, whilé, Orwell assures us, "anywléééer peréon would have -
been called a dirty little beast gpd ordered out of the room instantly."”
Connectéd with this snobbefy;of renk was the Scottish cult, al-
though it seems ligelf théﬁ thiéiwaé a particular idiosynpracy of St.
Cypfians. Orwell relates that Scotland was ,-at thot timé, a fasﬁionablé
place for spending summer vacations, and.the Headmistress, who claimed
\ééatzish ancesfry, eﬁcouraged the Scottish bq&s.to wear their ancestral
kilts.3 Once égain, ;his.waé a éaprice that drwell théroughly disliked,
and it probably-exélains hig apparently irrational dislike éfchotland 4
in later life.4 Tﬁe Scoétish‘cﬁlt, like s6 many other fqibléslﬁf St.
. Cypriéns, permanently affected O#well's outlook on 1life.
~ This snobbery of r;nklﬁould probably not be quite so official
at Eton where, in any case, the titled nobility Qould not be so thin

on the ground. Orwell has no comments to make on this point, but his

CIi;ics, notably Hollis, have argued that such snobbery was minimal

T
B

1Ogﬂell, WSuch, Such Were the Joys," in Collected Essays, IV, 384.

“21bid. - e

3bid., p. 409.

'4Orwel~, Letter to Rayner Hempenstall 16th Aprll 1940, in

Collected Essays, II, 37.
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in Eton. As part of his argument to prove this point, Hollis hasﬂmade
a statement in uhich he involuntarily seems to suggest that snohbery '
in fact took on a different auu new form:

Eton is about completely classless a society.within
itself as caﬁ/iz imagined., The Etonian of my day was
childishly arrogant about anyocne who was not at Eton -
Marlburians, Hottentots, barrow-boys, Americans;, and what-’:d
have-you were beyond the pale. But his arrogance meant > -
that anyone who was at’ Eton was, accepted

v . :
This form of snobbery, the Etonian sense of superiority, is not speci—

fically referred to by Orwell, although it s-ems likely that-he would
Y L) \
have argued agara;ﬁ Hollis's assertion that everyone in Eton was accepted."

The second form 3ﬁ snobbery discussed by Orwell was.the one that
‘greatly affected his self-image, .namely that of wealth snobberyc However,
the fact that he himself had been so humlllated because of his relative

poverty does not mean that his descriptions of the cruel treatment of

v‘\ M

less wealthy children was ﬁg&pssarily fictitious. There is no reason
to assume that interrogations such as the one described below did not.
actually take place.

'ch much a year has your pater got? What part of London

do you live in? Is that Knightsbridge or Kensihgton?

How -many bathrooms has your house got?  How many servants

do your people keep? Have you got a butler? - Well then-
*  have you got a cook? Where do you get your clothes made?

How many shows did you go to in theé hols? How much money

did you bring back with you? etc., etc.2 :

Orwell describes how an eight-year-old boy. tried to lie hieiwayvtﬁrough
such a catechism:

[%

“Lgol1is, A Study of George Orwell, p. 21. =% - ;
2

S Orwell, "Such, Such Were.the Joys,' in Collected Essays, 1v,
410. , ' : :
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'Have your. people got a car"

"Yes'

'What sort of car7" ' . °
'"Daimler' . = : Co
'"How many horse power?.! . '
(Pause and leap in th@ dark) 'F1fteen ; : -
'What kind of lights?'

The little boy is bewildered. oo

"What kind of lights? Electric or acetylene?'

(A longer pause and another leap in thg.dark) 'Acetylene'
'Coo! He says his pater's car got acetylene lamps.

They went out years ago. It must be as old as' the hills.'l

“

This snobbery of wealth was consc1ously encouraged by~ the Headmaster and .

his wife, who dellberately humillated the poorer boys by scolding them
publicly if they attempted to buy expensive things. Even-pocket money

was- used as a means/to dlffezentlate the rich from ‘the poor, Orwell

recollects.
iThere was also the question of pocket money ‘which we took
out in sweets, despatched by Fllp from a large table. The
millionaires had sixpence a week, but the normal sum was
threepence._ I and one or two others were given twopence.
My parents had not given instructions to this effect, and
 the saving of a penny a week could not conceivably make
any difference to them: it was a mark of status.2

N
This official patronage of wealth snobbery was so successful that, as

Orwell recalls, it affected almost everyone in the school ; [
Even if I had not learned it from Flip and Sambo, IS would
have learned it from the othér boys. Looking back, it is.
astonishing how 1nt1mately, intelligently snobbish we all
were, how knowledgeable about names and addresses, how

. swift to detect small differences in accents, manners, and
the cut of. clothes.3

At Eton there was . obviously no such official patronage of wealth

\ o

' snobbery, but since Eton was so much better established as -an- upper class -

2

— ) & o ’
libid, |  %1pid., p. 389

~ 4 3mbid., p. 408,
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school it had no need to overemphasise wealth, since such an obsession‘”

“

“Q

is probably far more'of a middle class charadteristic. Snobbery, there—

fore, ap(@ars to be an.aspect of the climate of upper class schools Whlch

takes ‘different forms in d1fferent»1nst1tutions. - o
A;third sub-category of the climatefof‘the gchool which merits

consideration is stoicism which, in contrast to snobbery, would appear

to remain qualitatively the same in all upper'class . ols. Stoicism

i -

as described by Orwell, takes two forms: emphasishon sport, and enforced

asceticism with regard,to food and general living conditions. The justi—

fication cited for this suoicisn is thathit cultivates'physical toughness

§

in the boys, who, under a regime of dull food and cold showers, are sup—;

posed to soorn the soft life. Sport is claimed to be the means of iurh
pressing upon the boys the virtues of team spirit, and-the importance
of leadership' Orwell relates that snort at'St. Cyprians was a dail

ritual which was carrled on under all kinds of conditions "There was

the daily nlghtmare of football - the cold, the mud the hideous greasy

c

~ -

'ball that came wh1221ng at one's face, the gouging knees and the trampllng

boots of the bigger boys. ; e ' o e f.

Public school games are characteristically rough Rugby foot-

ball was, after all first played in a public school and Orwell hlmself

at Eton, excelled at the singularly rough game known as the Wall Gamie.

The rules and aims of these games have been descrlbed by Stansky and

“

o
\ o

Abrahams 'It con31sts of: o . ‘ 63.”;

a kind of scrimmage or rough house ‘played between two’ teams
interlocked in deep mud alongside a‘brick wall, 110 yards

. Q
S ‘;,':'

Libid., p. 396.. . L
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in length - the actual playing area is 120 .yards by 5, the
object being to score goals at one end throwing the ball

against a garden door, and at the other end against a mark
on a tree.l

% Goals are apparently qulte rare, since any defensive tactics are allowed
" s0 it was quite an extraordlnary event when Orwell actually made a goal

in 1921, although it is characterlstlc of him that he should never have

referred to thls trlumph in his wrltlngs. Every public school has its

- " own sportlng tradltlons, comparable to that of the Wall Game, and quite

e

probably the games are unlversally rough Since Orwell voluntarlly

.h . ’4part1cipated in this game it is 1mp0551b1e to suggest that he might
‘ have heen hostlle to sport in prlnclple,.although from-hls comments on
' the enforced games at St Cyprians it would appearhthar he wis angered

by the way the health. of the boys was put in Jeopardy. 'Ailments suchc

- as colds often resulted in bad weather, and were partlcularly dangerous
A .

for children such as the young Orwell who had congenltally wea?\lungs.
There was very little sympathy for the boys, Who happened to fall ill

after such‘act1v1t1es.- Colds and "wheez:ness ‘ were e1ther dlagnosed
. 3 ’ \}z‘
as "imagination" or were lcoked uponas essentially 'a moral disorder
. . R ‘)1; _ : ‘_ ’ T,

caused by;over-eating. 2 ; ”“g”m”'“if. ' L ‘
: Theuother form of.stoi'ﬂsm.was the deprivationjenduredbby thev
,'pupils,'hoth from‘the point of v::w of the foodpthey‘were glveniand .
’the.general living'conditionsf It is‘suspiciohsly likely that~the real
.reason f- this wasthe desire on the'part\ofvthe school tousave' “

f

money but _eaving aside such speculation, there is no doubt that St.

oo : . : ’ : k!

lStansky and Abrahams The Unknown Orwell, P 99, ; o ‘ f‘

o - TOrwell, "Such Such Were the: Joys," in Collected Essays, IV 396.
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. such as Orwell h: to flnd alternatlve - often 11licit - means of sub-

- sidising their diet:

. :\\ ) . ] . . .
\ . . : ‘ 48
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, .

”'Cypriehé.was an excéedingly uncomfortable place. - As Orwell remembered:

A characteristic memory of St. Cyprians is the astonishing
hardness of one's bed on the first night of term.  “Since
this was a1 expensive school, I took a social step up by .
"attending it, and yet the standard of comfort was in every
way far lower than in my ‘own home, or, indeed, than it would
have been in a prosperous working class home. One only had:
a hot bath once a week, for instance. . . . It is not easy
for we to think of my schooldays without seeming to breath
,  awhiff of something cold and eVi% smelling - a sort of com-
{ pound of sweaty stockings, dirty towels, faecal smells blowing
~ along corridors| forks with old food btetween the prongs, neck -’
of mutton stew, and the banging. doors of the lavatories and
the echoing chamber pots in the dormltorles

' The - cold barren conditions might have seemed less off2951ve if the

..2 bt

"food had been ‘good, or at least tolereblem ThlS wes‘hardly the case,

and'>rwell, who seems to have had a particularly vivid memory as far

\

as this was concerned, conveys an impression of the school meals to

his readers with the use of careful detail: "The porridge‘itself con-

tained more luﬁbs, hairs. and unexplained black things'thah ohe would have

&

thought possible,“unless someone was putting them there on’pefpose."2

Not only was the food unappetlslng{ 1t was also 1nadequate, and pupils

-

a

}

ot

The food was not only bad, it was insufficient. Never
bgfore or since hazve I seen butter or jam spread so
thinly on bread. I do mot think I can be imagining the
fact that w¢ /ere underfe when I remember the lengths .
we would go co in order to steal food. On’a number of

occasions I r¢ ~Her creeping down at two or three o'elock
in the mornin. ‘ough what seemed like miles of pitch
. dark stairways .d passages . . . to steal bread from
. the pantry. = ' co
libid., p. 398 | | 2 1bid.
- -3

Ibid., p. 397.

N
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. from time to time. Most of ‘the. beatlngs would have come from'the senlor

f

Life at upper class scheools was made unpieasant'not only by

~ the snobbery and stoicism, bu% also by the strict discipline. Rules

. / ‘e + * ’ ' by )
were numerous and the punishments for infringing them were corporal,

usually involving a beating from the Sixth Form or the Headmaster. The
Sixth Form at St. Cyprians - that is; boyé of -about twelve or thirteen -

had the right to beat younger offeoders. Indeed, the leadmistress

. threatened the young Orwell with a béating from the Sixth Form if he |

o .1 .
persisted with his unfortunate bed-wetting. As it turned out, Orwell's
continued offences in tﬁis\regard were pun-:hed Ly no less a person than

'Sambo, ' the”HeadEaster, and the experience, as Orwell describes it,

)

was a humiyiating one:

" Sambo- kﬁéw of course, why I had been sent to him, and had
already taken a bone-handled rldlng crop out of the cup-
board, but~at was part of the punishment of reporting yourself
that you had to proclaim your offences with your own lips.
When I had said my say, he read me a short but pompous lec-
ture, then seized me by the. scruff of my neck, twisted me over . e
and began beating me with the riding crop. He had a habit of C
'cont1nu1ng his lecture while he flogged you, and 1 remember
thie words 'you dir-ty lit-tle boy' keeplng time with the

. blows.. The beating did not hurt (perhaps, as it was the
first time he was not hitting me very /hard) and I walked
out feeling much better. The fact that the beating had not
hurt was a.sort of victory, and part ally wiped out  the
shame of the beq—wettlng.2

* \

: erell has left no record of bis experiences of corporal punish-
. o : N \" c\ v . N . .
ment;at Eron, although ithis cer@ain that as a 'fag' who was Tequired

~y .

~

to ruh%errands-éor the older boys, he wouldvhavefﬁgg eaten by them

*x&

M, 0. T
. zlbidt, p. 381 o ' 2 SN

o wet L
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election, since, as Connolly informs us,l the masters did not have the

'right to beat the boys — they could only punish them with detentions.
Although Orwell has not written of his obJectlons to the princ1ple of

“beating as 1t was practiced among the boys (and which has' an obyious

4link with homosexuality), nevertheless it would dppear from the descrip-
\tions3of Orwell's schooldays as recorded by his contemporaries that the

young Orwell favoured a liberalisation of discipline without any actual
. . -J‘, .

: abolition of the disciplinary structure. When his election reached the

- and Abrahams 1llustrate this point ‘with a quote from a member of Orwell s

.top of the”school hierarehy, it carried out ‘a policy of leniency'and

_liberal rule, uncharacteristic of the regimes before and after. Stansky

(R

election:

When I was a fag it was cons1dered a poor night for the seniors
if no-one was beaten, and wantings [that is, summons] occurred
every night, whereas this last ‘half it does not happen to have
been necessary to use corporal punishment at all, scarcely a

- dozen or twenty: wantings in the whole half. . . . It is early
yet to judge the: success of these experiments, and the univer-
sal prediction,; of the old men may be verified, but I can at’ )
least honestly ‘record that College has been in every way happie
this year than at any time in the iast six years.

10

Orwell certainly played his part in this 11beralisat10n process, but one

nevertheleds’searches in vain in his-writinqw to find a condemnation

of the princ1ple of flogging, although the - cing of one boy by<another;
withdthe concurrence of the school authorlties, would be regarded w1th

;fgorror.by people outside the upper class sdhool system.

. ]
;
|

k ldohnollystnemies ofIPromiQL,'p. 233.

L)

2Stansky and Abrahams, The& Unkrfown Orwell', p. 111,
. o ) : . 4
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In upper class schools, bhy51cal pug&shment is incqrporated into
the hlerarchlcal school structure 1 Orwell has . falled to comment on

'this subJect but the very absence of comment by a writer who, in other

Qircumstances, was' so conscious of exploitat;on'of one man by another,

.may prove to shed 1ight on his basic attitude%.'.

'the boys for leadershlp in a. class—structured soc1ety, serves some rather -

BN

.»4

The upper class school hlerarchy, wh1ch in 1tself mlmlcs the B

Ho
Ve

social structure of the world out31de, and whlch consequently tralnsr

3 obvious-functlons.. Prlmarily,rthe hlerarchlcal'system admlnlstered by

[ ‘"

the senior students relieves the administration of ‘a good deal of respon- -

sibility, while at the: same tlme it 1ntegrates potentlal trouble—makers

[

by providing them w1th qu1te con51derable power. .Eton and the other

¥

.famous puhlic schools have had their hierarchical structures aid dis-

ciplinary systems imitated, although modified, by oreﬁaratory schools,
™~ B N - .
ture is‘so.closely tied to the concept of elite-education, and since

<

;Cdnnolly describes Eton;College society in the following way:
The seventy Eton scholars (i.e. Kings' Scholars) lived together
in a house, part Victorian, part medieval, where they were ruled
by the Master in College who had under him the Captain of the
School, and nine other members of the sixth form, who wore
stick-up collars, could cane and have fags. The boys were.
divided into elections, ‘according to the year in whlch they
won their scholarship; the: elections moved slowly up the school
en bloc,’and each represented a generation. : :

Below the top twenty came another thirty boys or so, who.
formed the bulk of college, and then the bottom twenty, about
fifteen of whom were doing their compulsory year of fagglng, .
and who, while the others had rooms, lived in cubicles: in Cham-
ber. The whole school, run in theory by the- 51xth form, and
the Captain of the School was governed by Pop, or the Eton.
Society, am ollgarchy of two dozen boys who, except, for two
or three ex officio members, were self-elected and could wear .
stick-up collars,‘coloured waistcoats etc. and caneboys from

and indeed by the educational system as a whole. Since the rigid struc— -

o
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Orwell was so oeeply committeobto the cause of 'ciasslessness' - at-least | .
. in the years-berore and just ef%er the outbreak‘of war - his failure
to comment on this aspect of upper class school life can be seen to
be quite signiﬁicant. |

Not only»does'Oroeil nakevinteresting<comments on the climateﬂ_ £®5
of upper class schoole, he also offers some pertinent criticisms of .
curriculum and teaching methods in upper class schools. One-aspect
of the curriculum which Orwell saw as being of special importénce was
religious-training. He describes tnebreligion teught in St. Cypriansf
as "low church Bible Christianity" which preeched_fsex puritanism,
insistence on hard work, respect for academic distinction,-disapproval»
of self—indulgence."l. This oarticular.form of Enristianity conforms-
: yery closely witn what has,cone to be known as the fProtestant work
ethic,' usuelly aesocieted with thermiddie class. It is not surprising A
thatJSt. Cyprians should, in this respect be middle class, since it \
had only recently been establlshed and its pupils came from the rich
»middle classes, although these puplls, by v1rtue of their educatlon,
would in later years be accepted into the upper class. Orwell descrlbeq\
the special make—up of the school 1n the follow1ng way:
Most of them were the Children of rich parents, but on the
whole they were the un-aristocratic rich, the sort of people

who live in huge shtubberied houses in Bournemouth or Rich-
mond, and who have cars and butlers but not country estates.

any house. The masters could not cane . . . In practice - T
Eton was not a democracy for the system was feudal.
’ (Connolly, Enemies of Promise, [pp. 232- 233

1Orwell; "Such, Such Were the Joys," in Collected ESgays, IV,

407,

21pid., p. 384
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In its religious attitude, as also in its exaggerated wealth-snobbery,
t.”Cyprians still bore the traces of its middle class originﬁ@) Its

rather paradoxical position revealed 1tself in an ideology which comblned

‘a d1stinctly mlddle—class rellglon with an upper4class empha51s on status,

descrlbed by Orwell as a

contempt for braininess, and worship of games, contempt
for foreigners and the working class, an almost neurotic
dread of poverty, and, above all, the assumptlon not only
‘that money and privilege are the things that matter, but
that it is better to inherit them than to work for them.l
Orwell qulte JUStlflably felt that "the various ideals . . . cancelled

" although he was correct in assuming that what mattered, for prac-

tical purposes, was not what you did, but what you were.

\

Public schools, which had a cioser;.more iong—standing association
with the upper class than schools such as St. Cyprlans, did not manifest

such a confllct of 1deology The Chrlstlanlty that Orwell encountered

in Eton was of the high—church variety, which had a convenient in-built

<£endency:to sanctify hierarchy and the»atatus'quo. .Sermons . preached

{Jin Eton Chapel would have conformed to the pattern‘still common today,

taking inspiration from such passages as: "So then, brethren, stand
fast, and hold to the tradltlons ‘which ye were taught."z_ Orwell was
evidently not particularly impressed by this kind of nxeaching, and
was at no time in-his life particularly religipus. It'is‘particularly

1

significant that his only substantial discussion of religion comes in-

.lIbi’dv‘ , p. 407.

2Actually preached by ‘the Bishop of LlChfleld at the 1962 Cour
memoration service at Shrewsbury public school, quoted in Welnberg,
Public Schools, p 56. :
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a novel concerned withfthe loss of faithi He obv1ously did not approve

BRI e “y '»ﬁﬂ

of the’ establlshedlwhnﬁab in all its manlfestatlons, although, like so >

) many Anglfcarts; he.was unw1lllng to denounce the church out of hand . K
- and he certainly did not ‘take issue with the form religion took in public
schools; | \ |

With regard to the.central features of upper class school,curri—
culum‘F'namely,,the classics.—'Orwell was, on the other hand, prepared

to make firm'criticisms. The core of upper class academic training,

‘ln preparatory schools,‘public:schools, and in Oxford and Cambridge,

"had been the study of Latln'and Greek language and literature. This o
course of study provided the upper\c%ass with the useless hut prestiglous
accomplishment by'which pertinent Latin or Greek quotations could be

cited at every occasion, at a garden party,'in a novel, or duging a

“House .of Commons speech. Orwell himself obviously hated clashical studies,
Vhas is indicated by his descrlptlon ‘of hlS satisfaction on di scoverlng

. that the Callph Omar destroyed the llbrarles of Alexandr1 % he was, to

quote his own, words, ""filled with enthus1ast1c approval It was ‘'so many

less words to look up in the dlctlonary. n2 Yet Orwell did not ceendemn

the teachlng of cla331cs on the grounds that it adds to the 'stique

of the upper class.. He criticism was altogether from a dlfﬁﬁ ;

he felt that the time spent in teachlng dead languages could be more

usefully spent in other ways. As he p01nted'out,

1A Clergyman s Daughter (1936)

f 2Orwell "As I Please " 7th July 1944, in Collected Essays,
‘III 210 .
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~out of touch with the real,world, as far asyp
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Classgical educatior is going down the drain at last, but
even now there mus: be far more adults who have been flogged
through the entire extant works of Aeschylus, Sophocles,
Euripides, Aristophanes, Vergil, Horace, and various other
Latin and Greek authors than have read the Engllsh master—

4‘ pieces of the eighteenth century.l : SRR

Those who took classical study seriously were; by definitiony

gt . |
rwell was concerned. He

-

makes this point'with.the’charatterisétion of Porreohs, the retired

- : 5 " » : ’
classics master, in his novel Coming Up for Air.  Porteocus is a rather

» endearing bachelor, liﬁing in lodgings,.having spent his lonely life -

;teaching in public schools (masters were not encouraged to marry), and

J

.d~ass1cal literature. George Bowling, the hero

of the novel, found Port ous in some rather 1mportant ways an unsatis-

factory confidant, since he could see the present only as a rather poor

imitation of the wvibrant world of Greece and Rémé, and was unable to

'

appreciate the seriousness of “the international situation in the nineteen-
thirties. Bowling summed up Porteous' attitude as follows:

Hitler and Stalin will pass away, but something which Porteous
calls the 'eternal verities' will remain. This, of course,
- is simply another way of saying that things will always go
-on exactly as he's known them. For ever and ever, cultivated
- Oxford blokes will stroll up and down studies full of books,

quoting Latin tags and smoklng good tobacco out of jars with
coats . of arms on them.?2

'.Orwell felt that classical education-was Out“of'date, and should

be replaced by more modern concerns suddh as English literature;, or science.

Yet science, as far as public schools.were concerned, had always smacked

E]

of the lower orders;>being deemed merely pracripal training; only the

a

Libid.
2

Orwell, Coming Up for Air (1939), p. 161. - : s

&
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class%‘pro'vided true educat:ion.:L é\rwe‘ll himself had a lifetime in-

£ . . B
terest 1n gature mdy and sc:Len%whilch seems to have had its early
manifestdflons in St.h 5 "”.wherg,he ‘was occasi? ly 'able to escape

. . e Y ‘F o LRy
@ : R .

"ﬂhonnof butterfly huntlng on a,

’ nearby common The memories of thesefexpeditions are some of the few

. happy recollectlons of St Cyprians that Orwell records

The ride of . tw&er three miles,on a. lOnely llttle branch
line, the afternhoon of charglng to and fro with large green
nets, the beauty of the enormous dragonflies which hovered
over the tops of the gras@es, the sinister killing bottle
with its sickly smell, and then tea in the parlour of a
pub, with large slices of pale-coloured cake!?2 ‘

As might be expecﬁed; these expeditions were not favourably'received

in school and ‘were often the subject of sneers from the Headmistress:

'And haVe you been catchlng llttle butterflles7' she would .
. say with 'a vicious sneer when one got back, making her voice
as babyish as possible;, From her point of view, natural
history ('bug-hunting' she would probably have called it),
was a babyish pursuit which a boy should be laughed out of
‘as soon.as possible. Moreover it was somehow faintly plebian,
it was traditionally associated with boys who wore spectacles ‘
. and were no good at games, it did not help you to pass exams,
and above ‘all it smelt of’ science’ and therefore seemed ‘to
menance c1a531cal education.3

/ ;
1An illustration of this attitude can be found in Thomas Hughes's

Tom Brown's Schooldays, in the portrayal of Martin, nicknamed Madman, who
‘collected all kinds of birds and animals, and conducted often violent

~ experiments in his study. "Martin was one of those unfortunates, who
were at that time of day (and are I féar still) quite out of place in
a public school. If we knew how to use our boys, Martin would have ,
been seized upon and educated as a natural phllosopher. He had a passion
for birds, beasts, flowers.and insects, and knew more of them and their
habits than anyorie in Rugby, except perhaps the Doctor, who knew every-—
“thing:"  (Thomas Hughes, Tom Brown's Schooldazs, p. 223) -~

: 20rwe11, "Such,.Such Were the Jaoys," in Collected'ESsaj§; IV,

395,

3Ibid. ' -
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When he e~tered Eton, Orwell opted to take the science course,
v .
which was the option generally taken by the less intelligent; the more

prof1c1ent took the classical course. Orwell did not excel even w1th
this ch01ce, prebably because he did not make the necessary eff;rgy
but neverthgless he retalned a llfe~long interest in science, particularly
natural séience, ‘as can bé7§een from his é;ﬁsitive and ex;remely well-
iﬁforﬁed article entitled "The Common Toad."1

Aside from questions of curriculum, Orwell also had criticisms’
to make of the tEachiﬁé methods employéd in such schools as St. Cyprians.
Since thé pupils Qere entered for pub;?c examinations, it was necessary
“to force;@he bo&s to learn as many facts as pbssible%yalthbugh this Qés

e . ;
done with very little concern for what was taught. As Orwell describes:

Who plunderéd the Begams? Who was beheaded in an open boat?
- Who caught the,Whigs bathing and ran away with their clothes?
Almost all our history teaching was on this level. History
was a series of unrelated, unintelligible but - in some way

o that was never explained to us - 1mportant facts with resoundlng
’ phrases attached to them.2

Orwell quite clearly ‘made the assumption that a reform of upper class

school curriculum wduld have to be combined with a reform of.teaching

4 )

methods.

’ . . , :
From his comments on these various aspects of public a. .- -

: : : . I ‘
paratory school life ~ the climate of the schools, the curric = anc
"the .teaching methods =" a general picture of Orwell's overall slings
‘towards thesexschools begins to emerge. It is a picture whi: “:cludcs

1Orwell,r"The~Comm6ﬁ Tdéd," in Collected Essays, IV, 171.
. 2 . !

Orwell, "Such, Such Were the Joys," in Collected Essays, IV,
386. - v
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a good many'unplcasant, even vulgar, aspects of school ljfe, but at
the same time one that is drawn with a certain sympathy. Orwell could
not have had too much hostility to public schools, since he chose to

send h{g sonlto oné.- His article "For Ever Eton,"l written a year df//
so gefore his death, similarly sﬁow§ that he had ns regl quarrel witﬁu
the public schoﬁls; éor in ;hat article he étates that his only regret
. was that Eton had noﬁ movéd with“the times (it still retained its special
dress). Hé congratqlaﬁes the school for its presefvatiOH of'student
freedoms, which allows so much indiyiduality to be gxpfessed. From

this article, and indeed from all Orwell's writings on upper class schools,

it is difficult to make the inference that Orwell had any objection to

th&principle of the'existence of speciél upper class schools.

The Upper Class as a Prdduct 6f Education”
o [} .
H P !

treatment of the‘products of the schédls, namély the upper class itself{

Orwell was careful, in this regard, not to equate the upper or ruling
classes with aristocracy: -

England has no.real aristocracy. The race difference on B J
- which aristocracy is usually founded was disappearing by

the end .of the middle ages, and the famous medieval families

have almost completely died out. The so-called old families

are those which grew rich in the sixteenth, seventeenth, and

eighteenth centuries. Moreover, .the notion that nobility

exists in its own right, that you can be a nobleman even if

you are poor, was already dying out in the age of ‘Elizabeth,
.a fact commented on by Shakespeare.2 ' '

a

/

10rwell’;"p5r Ever Etdn,ﬁ-ﬁbserVer, Aug. lét, 1948.

Ofwell,:?The.English"People,"'in Collected Essays, III, 34,

\
1

‘This sympathy for upper class\schédling is.evideﬁt also in Orwell's‘.
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But it did not follow from the fact that thefe wéévno aristocracy in

England that there was also no ruling class, as Orwell was careful to

£

point out: |
And yet, curiously enough, the English ruling class has
never developed into a bourgéoisie plain and simple. It

has never become purely urban or frankly commercial. ’
The ambition to be a country gentleman, 'to own and adminis—
ter land and draw at least part of your income from rent,
has survived eyery change. So it comes that each new wave
of parvenus, instead of simply replacing the existing rullng
class, has adopted its hablts, 1ntermarr1ed with it, and
after a generation or two, become 1ndlst1ngu1shable from it.

It was this very process that was taking place in St. Cypriams. Only

by adopting upper class habits and ideology could-the school'ever»~win
the ptestige it sopght. ;

Accordlng_to Orwell, the opper class asSetta it's pawer by con;
‘trolling the éovernﬁeht aod finance ofothe»countrp:rl'

In England it is not merely ‘the ownership of property ‘that
. is concentrated in a few hands.. It is also the case that
all power, administrative as well as financial, belongs to
one class. Except for a handful of 'self-made men' and
" Labour politicianms, those who ‘control our destinies are

the product of about a dozen. publlc schools ‘and two unlver- :
sities.2 :

?‘This.situation badffunctiohed well in the past ‘for Orwell felt that,

N K

‘partlculaer at the helght of the. Emplre - before the telegraph revolu—

.’; (v
' tioniSed Imperial administration - ‘the rullng class had functioned qu1te
effic1ently. Howeveg, since that time, changes had‘taken place, and

" the ruling class, unable‘to adapt, had survived with its power intact

~but no longer with any ébility.to rule; to put this -in Orwell's words =

lIbid;

21bid., p. 50.
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one of the dominant facts ofvEnglish,léfe'in the last three quarters
- : -~ - o R Y
of a century is the decay of the ability of the ruling clgss.f%-fip hi

A

|

w

*

» characterisé@tally extravagant way, Orwell denounced the rulers of §
, Sk L
. ;

Britain: N
And yet somehow the@fuling class decayed, lost its ability, -
its daring, finally .éven its rutlilessness, until a time
came when stuffed shirts such as Eden or Hglifak could stand
out -as men of exceptional talent. As for Baldwin, one could
not even dignify him with the nameé of ‘stuffed shirt. He was
simply a hole in the air. The mishandﬁing'of England's
domestic problems during the ‘nineteen-twenties had been bad
enough, but British foreign policy between 1931 and 1939 is
~one of the wonders of the world.2 ' ' C

>~

A
Despite these accusations, Orwell does not sedém to have hated

J"the upper class with the fervour of a fevolutionary. Ebftrayéls of

%

- the upper class in his novels seem to sﬁgggst‘an\éﬁusediﬁympathy, perhaps -

T L . o ‘ : ) gt ©
begt illustrated in his characterisation of Sir Thomas Hare in A Clergy-.

- ‘than's Daughter:

Sir Thomas Hare was a widower, a good-hearted, chuckle—
headed man of about sixty-five, with an obtuse, rosy face

%ﬁz " and curling moustaches. He dressed by preference in checked
g{ e overcoats and curly-brimmed bowler hats that were at once ¢
; D, y : .

‘“dashingly smart and out of date. At a first glance he gave

oo . the impression of having carefully disguised himself as a

e . cavalry major of the nineties, so that you could hardly look

‘4t him without thinking of devilled bones with ab and an s,

and the tinkling of hansom bells, and. the Pink'Un in its ‘great

'pitcher'days, and Lottie Collins, and 'Tarara-BOOM-deay.' ,

But his chief characteristic was an abysmal -mental vagueness. ///,

He-was one of .those people who say 'Don't you know?' and

'What! ‘What!' and lose themselves in the. middle of sentences.

‘When he was puzzled or in difficulties, his moustaches seemed -

to bristle forward, giving the appearance of a well-meaning

byt exceptiemelly brainless prawd.3 : o
i B ‘ . o o

o A

‘$ :10rwe1l, "The Lion and the Unicorn," in Collected Esséys, II, 89.
21pid. .-

- D%Or@ellé AtCleggymah”s Daughter (Harmondsworth; Middlesex:
-, Penguin Books, 1971}, -p. 1707 . o '
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Sir Thomas represents all %he 1nbred, comical incompetenFe of

c s

the ruling class, and yet Orwell's portrayal of him is hardl] vicious.
In fact, in Orwell's analy51s of Engllsh politics thére seems to, be a EE

constant assertion of .the moral 1ntegrity of_ the rullng cbass, whlch

; { .
co—existed with its 1ncompetence the ruling class can t;>in'my opinion,
produce a totalitarianism of their own.' Not to:put‘it on any other

.grounds, they are too stupid "1 Orwell knew the upper classes too in-

timately to want to accuse it of total moral corruption. Whenever he

o

- knew anything Oor anyone well,,he was unable to give just one side of "

the picture; only when he was unfamiliat with a cause or an individual

“could he‘make a wholesdle condemation. .. s

-
. . o . ] . ~ .
‘

o -

It appears from this brief surVey of, Orwell s attitude towards

,the upper class, théir home culture .and their schools4 that Orwell was

,not fundamentally, hostile to these instltutions.‘ This is shown in ’3

the light—hearted way in “which he treats his subject and the criticisms

he makes, which are essentially concerned with superficials, and which

do notvquestlon the fundamental fdecency (a very'important concept
for‘Orwell) of the'class. For example;‘Orwell felt thatfhomosexuality
could be cured s1mply by~ nmklng upper’ class schools Lnto day establish—.
ments. He had a cons:Lderable amount Lo say about snobbery, but only

the internal snobbery of wealth and title‘ he had nothlng to say . about

the snobbery of public schools over other schools, He‘fiercely critlcised

e,

\

3 ’
-~ B

1Orwell,l'._'The Lion. and the Unicorn," in Collected.Essays, II, 145.
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cthe;Bad food and poor condgfioné of st. Cyprianms, But he made no réal |
criticismi?f tﬁ;t other aspect pf publicvschpol stoiéism;.thé sport | e
e;hip. 'Apart,fr&ﬁ‘hié~description of the flogging he received‘from the -
Headmaster for Bedﬁwetfing (whi;h he‘admitstseeﬁed to”have cured him),, N
'he had nothing.tp.saybabout the widespread use of corporal punishment
administered by’seﬁior boy§. ‘Similariy, ﬁe had nathing toAsa§ about
‘the hierarchicai“syStem in preparatory and public’schoolé, ﬁven“thﬁugh

it often led to exploitation. At the end of his essay ''Such, Such Were

the Joys,ﬁ-after having described the full horrors of his -life 'at St.

) ijrians; e takes the force out of his arguﬁént.by acknowiedging thét' - ;
since his time there ﬁad bggp“”a véstvchangé of outlgok"fwhereby many

of thé unneqe?sary impOSitioné haa beeﬁ ;eméved - all in.ali, "the}whqle
status of childfen{has’vgstifyimprﬁvéd.”l Eyven official reiiéion,vby

the pineteéﬁftbirtieé was'less iﬁfluentiél: “r;ligiéus beiief has lgrgely
vanished, draggiqg otherﬂkiqu of nonsense,éfpér it.le It was quite
"obvious'alsb that cléssicalléducation vas graduall? loéiggiground; to;

' ,
. o » . .
be replaced by a more modern curriculum; anc in the same way it must

o

have been clear to Orwell that the'criticisms he made of upper-class

- teaching methods were also :ending to become rather dated by .the time

he wrote his -essay. ‘
\ ‘ ’ o v
Just as his criticism of education is strictly superficial, so

. ‘ : P :
also is Orwell's criticism of the upper class itself not an attack of

any real sigﬁificance. He nowhere challenges the principle of uppér—ﬁ

;Orwell, "Such, Such Were the Joys," in Collected Essays, IV,
418, ' ‘ \ T - i
’Ibid. - s
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class rule and his only complalnt is %hat the upper ciass was no longer'f
y _\‘i s "L )
rullﬁg eff1c1ent1y, hav1ng become sometﬁing}*ﬁla carqcature ofr@ts former
ol <
selfz In sum, it appears from the ev1dence th,t ‘hds. baan colleqxgd on

I ‘
. -

n'f
this subject, that Orwell wa§‘unable to dlssoc1ate hrmself suff1c1ently
from the upper class in‘order to copdémn either‘the clasg, or ‘the edu-

v . “

cation by which it maintained itself.

p
g
¢
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CHAPTER IV

THE MIDDLE CLASSES

. The Nature of the Class
L= e
Since Orwell's times there have been some substantial changes

[} I3

in the'eonsﬁitution of the middle elass. 'Teday the middle class is
commohly'assumeﬂ to ehcompass the greater part qr so%iety ~ particularly .
in North America - to the extent that it dominates not only the polltlcal
but‘also the cultural life of the nation. The middle class in England

i~ Orwell's time,'during'the inter4war years, wasflesslabSolute. Ad-

" mittedly, the 'new middle eless' of the pest—ihdesrrial worid was be-
I : . - ’ : ,

ginning to eﬁerge; indeed Orwell can be credited with‘recoghising the:

. potehtial of this»claSS‘at a tihe when it was only a minor.social force.
Orwell reallsed that this.class had very little 1n common w1th ‘the old
middle classes; and for this reason dlceu531on of this neW'afass will
be deferred ‘until Chapter VI, whlch deals with the future as Orwell
env1sloned';t. R ;‘ ' B |

A point which strikeenthe obéeryer of the middle.elasses of the
inter-war period is the number of diveree grbepings whigh_qualify ror \

*’middle elass' status. These groupszexisred independently of one another,;

sharithin common lit?le more than their ihtermedrate secialvstending.

'Orwell certainly appreciaﬁed-rhe differences between rhe veriousngroups,
since he-was alWajs careful to differeﬁtiatevbetweenArhem. Fer instance:

swhen_he-referred‘k6 hiis owh class asr"Lewer'uﬁﬁer middle class.“r'.

-

[ A 64
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Because thi¥ gﬂgial section seems to have lacked the homogeneity of the
B 5 ’
uppergqghss or even that of the lower class, it will he referred to in

the plural in this study. «

Although the middie classes encompassed so many different social
groupings, it is nevertheless possible to divide the groups into two o

/

major categories, which.will be termed in this study upper mlddle "

li

and 'lower ‘middle.' The _upper middle will be understood to 1nclude

the professions, Indian and other‘imperial civil servants, the army,

"..the clergy, the intellectuals, and those doanardly-mobile individuals

"can most eas1ly ‘be fouhd in a pr6v1nc1al town

“

whose families had been better off in the:past; but who“still retained
the oeneral attitudes‘of'péople more;wealthyvthah,themselves. It does

not include the category whlch Orwell on occasion referred to as 'rich

bourgeois.', 31nce this term obv1pusly referSvto the very rich 'captains
. R‘. F'.'_ [N i, S

- industry 'class who by v1rtue of thelr power, can be allocated to

the upper class.- The lower middle class w1ll be understood to include

B

f)

"the auburban cleﬁlcal class, and the shopkeeper and tradesman class that

,

L o o

g . 4 St cot . .

! o L o : . PR
K N

Orwell s Experlence of the Mlddle Classes ;)

Orwell s experleDCe of the mlddle classes was con31derable,

Vot

ralthough, understandably, hlS experlencg_dld not cover every p0551ble

“

oup; the hotable‘exception.being,the affluept‘professionals‘in medicine
or (aw about whom Orwell has almost nothing to say. dis experience and
comments. are largely concerned with the declining middle classes - those

that would soon find themselves replaced by the technocrats, engineers

and businessmen of the 'new middle class.' Despite this limitation -
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the neglect of the one prosperous section of the middle classes - Prwell's

/

observations of the middle classes are full and, once again; entirely

based on.what he had seen for himself.

The class of whichAorwell had most experience was that of the

. Indian civil servants,. also referred to by him as the impoﬁerished officer

Belng born in Indla 1nto a famlly of Indlan civil servants,

-

>ence by hlmself spendlng five years in the Burma pollce , His knowledge .

of the clergy can be specifically traced to his friendship with a clergy-
man while he was teachihg in the London é%garbs, while_his contact with
intellectuals was inevitable, glven his choice of career. Orwell was -
also guite famlliar with the lower mlddle class. His-ofteh restricted_

income, and his parents' fairly straightened circumstances whea'he was

s

a child ‘meant that his contact with the provincial shopkeeper class

.'COntlnueo throughout his llte.‘ At one time Qrwell and his wife ran a-

b vill ge'store of thelr own on Hertfordshire, in order to supplement

R
e 2

- their 1ncome Qrwell s contact with the suburban lower middle class,'
_jf" meanmhlle, dates from his exnerience of teaehing‘in Hayes.-
| 6rmell's perception of the mid@le elasses‘was therefore the
perception‘of a man who at one and”the same time vaguely ideritified
hlmself w1th them, whlle fully apprec1at1ng the falllngs of these groups,
| He could never‘be credlted with belng completely objective on thls subjectf
but he was nevertheless able to utlllze hls personal experiences to o

make an honest and illuminating'comment on the middle classes of his

time, and the education they gave their children.



67

Middle Class home Culture

Orwell's knowledge'of the various sections of the middle class
was suff1c1ent to provide a certaln 1n51ght into the home life which was
so formative in the edlzitlon of the chlldren of these groups. From
Orwell's writings it appears that there was quite a considerable dlfference
hetween upper middle class home culture and that 'of the lower middle‘class,
¢

and for this reason they must be treated separately.

- The upper middle class had a special notion of family whlch*
pimpliedva defensive solidarity against a world that was largely-gefting s
the better of them. A great deal of‘pressurepwas put on the individual

to preserve and enhance the 'good name' of the family. An iliustration

of such an environment can be found in Orwell's descrlptlon of the Comstock "’

’

.l famlly in heep the. Aspldlstra Flylng Grandpa Comstock’ had made a great
.deal of money out of industrial enterprlsés in Victorian tlmes, and had
been v1gorous enough to produce eleven children. Symptomatic of the
» subsequent decline of the family. (as far as Orwell was concerned) was
the fact that these eleven chlldren produced only two offsprlng between
them. After the death of Qrandpa,_the famlly began to slowly-frltter -
away its wealth, since none of the-children had the "gift' of being
-able to make.money; Yet the family preserved a shabbv—genteel appearanceg‘
‘ i

¢
v

even thoughﬁthls .appearance concealed a great deal of mlsery

The Comstocks had lost thelr vitality and thelr wealth but

A3 .

the more their’conditions worsened, the more flercely they retained

' lOrwell commonly assoc1ated fertility with-vitality. From his .

© letters ome learns that it’ was .a matter of sadness for him that he was
unable to praduce a child of his own. In- common with many of his con-
temporaries, he was hostile to birth control, and felt that England’ s
future was -being threatened by the declining birth-rate. -

\d .
5
. ;



68
thejr claim to 'respectability. Ihls 'respeCtability' was expressed

in the tremendous sacrlflces made by the famlly 1n order to send the .

youmg Gordon to an‘ "imitation publlc school f; ld drder to pay the fees,v:
” his w1dowed mother. had to glve muSlcvlessons‘that ruined her health,
and his.51ster deprlved of an educatlon’hgrselt had to‘Work 1n a tea;

shop. . So 1nvolved was . the famlly ln Gbrdon,s careenw for whlch they
. \ X, ‘, :,:g‘
had made so many sacrlflces that the young man £l refusal to take up a

good Job' w1th an advertlslng concern was. seen as .a dlsaster - .Gordon

was’ bombarded w1th despalrlng letters from hlS aunts and .uncles, and his

sister Jullagturned,grey with anxiety.% _,_;y')~ -
. L - v
Keep the Asgidistra Flying.is’strictl 'speaklng E! worL of flctlon,

- "“

but, llke all Orwell's flCthn, it has a substantLal element of auto— S

blography 1n it. Orwell s famlly were also 1mpoverlshed upper middle M

class, hav1ng a great faith in symbols of respectablllty, such as PUbllC ~%
school educatlon.' Orwell hlmself had to bear the palned dlsapproval of
hlS family when he resigned his comm1551on w1th the Imperlal pollce,

and announced hlS de51re to become, of all things, a writer Like Gordon,@
. .

- Orwell was’ 'betraylng hlS famlly to some extent by falllng to llve , /
'up to thelr expectatlons after- they had 1nvested so muchsln his educatlon._

Orwell reallsed that the enormous 1nvestment in educatlon by a relatlvely

poor family placed unnecessary constralnts on the Chlld in later life:
What a fearful ‘thing it is’, this incubus of educatlon"
It means that in order to-send his son to. the right kind-
of school (that 1s a public school or an 1m1tatlon one)
" a mlddle class man is obliged to live for years on end 1n
‘la style that would be scorned by a Jobblng plumber.l

lOrwell Keep the Aspldlstra Flylng (Harmondsworth Middlesex:
Pengu1n Books, 1970), p. 46. e

- v SR <o ‘ | . : S
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Having witnessed the'sacrifieeS'made by his .amily, the child would
feelithat e was under;greet pressure to juetify the investment.

| Side-by-side with this upper-middle class iteistence on a 'good
education' for the ehildren (especially the boys), was a concern that
the ehiiéten shehi&Aﬁpt 5s55¢iate with children of a lower class. Orwelllv,
himeelf was restricted in Sueh a way: §

it was not long before I was forbidden to play with the
plumber's children; they were'common' and I was told to
keep, away from them. This was snobbish, if you like, but
it was also necessary, for middle class people cannot
afford to let .their children grow up with vulgar accents.

Upper middle class child-rearing can therefore be summed up as Lo

o

a concern with respectability, which affects the child insofar as he ii//fk

-

expected to do his bestAto preserve the family status, ard justify:the{

. great sacrifices that the family was prepared to-make for his education.

T

-

”The hemehcﬁlture of the lower middle ciasses difiered markedly
from that of the upper middle class. The difference was most noticeable.
in theWSUburbanhﬁiddle class, which as far as Orwell was concerned, was

extremel§“narrow4minded and ignorant. Orwell was not of course intimately

-a¢§uainted hith'the home culture of this class, but he was well acquainted
:;with therpétents of the childreh he taught &t Hayes. At home the children
‘-?,wete reiseh oh=the pare the rod and sp01l the Chlld' basis, partlcularly A

. pfﬂy-lf the famlly was of the non—conformist petty shopkeeper mould. ‘The

. paren?sjwere laf%ely 1nsen51t1ve to the needs of the ¢ ildren.  and were -

~..over/concerned w1th the enforc1ng of morallty Amor ¢ © things,

‘thls ;nvolved awtotal.avoidance,of the,teachlng of the 'Facts of Life,'

W

1o£§¢113frhe.Réad to Wigan Pier, p: 110, ’

y
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o

at least until the child was in its twenties. Orwell‘illust:ateikthis

kind of attitude in hisfhovel A Clergyman's Daughter.

- Not all suburben lower middle class'families’cohformed to this

/
!)

image. In Coming UP For Air (1939) Orwell s descrlption of the family

J

Tof George Bowling, an 1nsurance agent, shows that there were exceptions

to this_narrow—minded, non—conformist pattern. :Bow ng had a genuine
: LR ,,"” 2 ) .
affection for his children (particularly when they were asleep), -although

heppy family’lierQas mede‘imposeible oh;éceount of Bowling's nagging .

wife. The children were bio&ght up -in an estate of terraced 'villas'

which were being purchasedfby the oCCupieis by means of infinite mortgages.

When the estate was first.hoilt, it.had lopked'out'ohto-fields'where .

the children were able to;plai, which it was understood would be allowed

to remain, Inevitably,,howevef; thege .fields soon gave way to yet more .

suburban villas.
The childrenjof the provincial shopkeeper class were not con-

strained by parental values and physical environment in the way their

counterpaftsTih the‘suburbs were constrained. Admittedly, the evidence

- L Q
one mus t draw on 1n thlS case concerns a family setting ‘which ex1sted

before the Flrst World War (that is, George Bowling's family as a chlld),

but itkiSureasonable to assume tha_/such families could still be found

in-the'inter—wariperiod -for not all of‘the provincial shopkeeper class

i‘ . !

‘would have ‘been forced out of bu51ness, 'nvthe_Way Bowling's parents were,

" by the~new department stores.

" The family ovaowling's chﬂidhood'was altogether more warm and

agreeable;than surburban lower—middle class families as Orwell‘depicts

~ H . . -

, them. 'Mother' in Coming Up For Aiir was a large, homely woman. " She was

b el
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'common decency,' which Orwell admired so much.

'Mothe;’ was almost a working class ‘figure as Orwell portrays her. She

was the pivotlof the family, with a tdtally'un—puritanical attitude to
life. Most of her time was spent in the kitchen, cooking enormous meals:
"boiled beef and.dumplings, roast beef and Yorkshire, boiled mutton and

capers, pigs head, apple pie, spotted dog, and jam roly-poly -/with grace

before and after."t ' ’ ) A

~

'Father' was a less prepossessing figure, who kept a seed shop,

and was unable to enforce discipline with his children:
The $1d ideas about bringing up children still held good,
though they were going out fast. Inctheory children were
still thrashed ard put to bed on’bréad and water, and
certainly you were liable to be sent away from the table
if you made too much noise eatlng, or choked, or refusad
something .that was 'good-for you,' or answered back. In™
practice there was not teoo much discipline in our family, \
and of the two Mother waé the flrmer 2

it would be a mistgke to assume that-this class,'as presented
by Orwell, was so different from other‘sections of the midale class -,
that it éid not concern itself with status symbols. These peqple also
ﬁgﬁded to place a value oﬁ.séhooling, aé much for its status Qalue as
iﬁs'useﬁﬁiﬁess. ‘George Bowling and hié brother were sent fir$t to the
1ocaiidéme school, and afterwa;ds to the local Grammar School where,
to quoté Bnging,'"you'gt;yed unfii you were sixteen just to show ﬁhaf

e

" you weren't a prole."3

lOrwell Comlng Up For Air (Harmondsworth, Middlesex: Pergu a
Books, 1971), p. 50.

Ibid. \ | 3bid., p. 67.

T
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From the descriptions Orwell gives of both upper and lower middle
class life, there appears to have beern . great deal of varietyAin the

quality of home life; for some childyer *“t was mean, cold and restribtive,
while for others it was warm and reass .g. The one common factor
shared by all types of family was a concern for respectability, for

which certain sacrifices had to be made.

Middle Class Schooling . . n o

The most important way of asserting respectability was through
the schooling of the children. The schools chosen by this class were
outside-thé free stage system, §p conséquently they sgtisfied’the'paréﬁts'
dgsiré for'status since they imitated, as far as was possible (or desired)

the upper class schbol organisation and curriculum. At the same time

v

thé& allowed the parents a great deal of control over schoolbpoliéy,,

and what actually was taught.
. ) } A\
Al though schooling was tJ such a large extent under the controll

- \

qu the pafents?'the schools ne&egfheless had>some.independeﬁt pharac— 1
teristics which need tolbe considered separa;ély. Perhaps it'will theni'A
be‘possiﬁlé to assert that certain qualities of thf middle claéses were i.
‘traceable direﬁtly to the‘schobis which tﬁey patronised;:

The schocls to which,thé upper mi-ddle claés‘chilaren,wefe'sent
differéd‘fr;m thoéématten&ed;bé lowér middle class children ig the Level
df_fées charged. For e%amplé/ tﬁe "cheap public -school' attended‘byb

Gordon Comstock cost %120 a year, while Mrs. Creevy's private school

in A Clergyman'é Daughter cost under %15 a year. The typical uppef'

middle'cléés school was a preparatory ¢r public school of the calibre . -

I

5
oA
Y

o5

-

2y



of St. Cyprians, or worse. If the parents were willing to make large
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sacrifices, a scho~1 such as St.\Cyprians would be chosen, whichAmight_
perhaps open the possibility for attendance at'a‘good public school later
on - if the child was able to win a scholarship which would help to reduce

rd

the enormous burden of the fees. An upperéniddle class ohlld therefore
- had the chance of upwardmmobility if he was” able and willing to make
full use of his/opportuni?ies. Orwell.himself succeeded inAtnis respect,
by wlnning”a schola:ship to Eton. But he did:not follow up this snccess
by qualifying for Oxford or Cambridée. ‘The majority of the impoverished
upper middle class did not even\meef with this measure of succeas. Like
Gordon Comstoek, theyvnonld probably naVe.gone no;a cheap_public school,
and f%om thence moved on to a careef of éreater or lesser obscurity. |
Orwell'éideécription of the school attended by Gordon is not _‘

oarticularlyfilluninating since.it centr-s primarily on Orwell's familiar
‘eomplaint that everyone else'in fhe school vas so much richer. Im revenge
agalnst his own- v1ct1m1sat10n, -like’ Orwell hlmself' Gordon cultlvated
an unconventlonal manner which involved readlng books denounced from
the pulpit, and defending subver51ve 1deas -which consisted largely
of hatred of the money god.'b Altogether, the. descrlption of Gordon's
school years reads very much llke Orwell's own school .memories, 4€fhough~/
Eton was obviously a far more'expenaive;“and thereforelauvegy diffefent,
.institution; | |

d The lowér middle class, ”tooapoor’tO‘afford the fees of a'decent.

school and too proud tOfsenditheir children to a-council'sohool"lgusually

Y

lQrwell, A Clergyman's Daughter, p. 212.
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decided upon one of the numerous small and ill-equipped 'private academies'
s ] | T B .9 i . -
which could be found almost everywhere in the suburbs. On this subject

Orwell speaks with authority; since he taught in two such schools in

Hayes, Middlesex. The first of these, "The Hawthdrnes,” was closed down

~after a widely-publicised scandal, while the second, '"Frays College" is

still in.existence.l Orwell therefore speaks‘from experienee_when he

states: \

- There are, by the way,. vast numbers of private schools in
England. Second-rate, third-rate and fourth-rate (Ringwood

' House was-an example of a fourth-rate school), they exist by
the dozen and the score in evezxy London suburb and every:

_provincial town. At any given moment there are somewhere in

. the neighbourhood of ten thousand of chem, of which less than

- a thousand are subject to Government inspection. And though
some of ‘them are better than others, and “a certain number,

" probably, are better than the council schools with whjch they
compete, there is the same furidamental evil in all of them;
that is, they have ultimately no purpose except to make money.

- Often,; except that there is nothing illegal about them, they

~are started in exactly the same spirit as one Would start a
brothel or a bucket shop.2 ’ ) v

Orwell was appalled by the way totally unpr1n01pled and unquall—

: fied‘people could setyup private sdhools. Mrs. Creevy, who ran Rihgwood
- : S ‘

House, is described as never having read and book ' 'and was proud of it. "3

Yet she was very. shrewd when 1t came to maklng money, the school as

far as she waS'concerned had only one purpose as. she herself explalned

A

\

"it's the fees I'm after, not developing the'childfen‘s‘mlnda.

' T

The present headmaster, Mr Henry Stapley, was a Jun r master
at the time and remembers Orwell ‘as '"'a very quiet person, he used to spend

+ much of his time typing in his room. . In those days teachers were glad

to have jobs-and none of the staff ever dared to smoke until Blair came.
But he took no notice and always smoked his daﬂ\shag” (Hllllngdon error,-
Dec. 26, 1967, p. 10). , : : 2

! 2Orwell A Clergyman s Daughter, p. 212. s o :

31b1d., p. 191. Lo “Ibid., p. 208.

v
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: R . : - »
. The children were kept clearly aware of this fact, for Mrs. [Creevy had

~divided the girls into three groupe which the. new teacher, in this case. -

[

’Dorothy, was obliged to learn by heart.. Mrs. Creevy explained the lists

asffollows:

Well the parents of that lot are what I call ‘the good payers.
You know what I mean by that? They're the ones who pay cash .
on the nail and no jibbing at an extra half-guinea or so. now T
and then.  'You're not to smack any of that lot, not on any.

account. This lot over here are the medium payers. Their '?;vQ'

parents do pay.up sooner or later, but’ you don't get the money
out of them without you worry them for it pight and day.

You can smack that lot if they get saucy, but don't go and . ., o7

leave a mark their parents can see. If you'll take Ey_adv1ce, B
j ng with children is to twist their ears. . '
er here are the bad payers. Their fathers_are ' .
x_d already, and I'm thinking of ‘a SOllCltOr s = ’
't care what you do with thHat lot, well, short

ourt—case naturally.l

Y

At dinner

-

in the serv1ngs of food they were given. The’ good payers got a good

1

éerving,‘the’medium payers got a bad serv1ng,_while the bad payers got -

nothing at all.

. ‘¢
a

Another way Mrs. Creevy found to save'money was by paying the

teacher (in thlS case Dorothy) as little ‘as p0851ble. Mrs. Creevy was

s

».certalnly dellghted when Dorothy bought textbooks for the girls out of
" her own money, but the delight was not sufficient to justify her paying @
Dorothy's wages through the summer holidays. It was Mrs. Creevy(s custom

to dismiss her teachers at the end of the school year rather than 'pay

them for doing nothing.

_Altogether, Mrs. Creevy was totally obsessed with money. - But

hers was a very special kind of avarice:

o

ltbid., p. 182.

~1me, the status. of the three kinds of pupll was made clear }
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LI

It meant ‘more to her to sdve 31xpence than to earn a pound

So long as-she could think of a way of dockLng Dorothy's

dinner of ancther potato, or getting her exercise books a,

half—penny a dozen cheaper, or .shoving an unauthorized hal»-
+ +  guinea on-one of the good Dayer lels, she was happy, after
% . her fashion.l

- d . ] . - v

¢
.

Only oné sentiment waslmore dmportant to Mrs. Cree&y than making

. L4 LY i - )
for boys next deor. There was no real reason for thls feud, but that -
‘ ‘ -
d4d mot ioiroat Meas el £l o L il Lot ol s £ SR ot a7
LR Y . 1—';".\,}! —lL LLLQ. oo v j r WLt LTl 15 (S S~ lch&lLLD v DkJ_LQL_{». Lual

i : 4 st
. 5 S

orghsm' by throwing wet dshes over Mr. Boul”er's tulip bed. She was’

even preparbd to go to th lenwths of actually purchg51ng a whole t1n
k4

rof weed 1ller to flﬁish of¥ Mr. Boulger's plum tree, whose roots had 2

crept-udderbthe'dividing.wall{ - o ) S . g “ 0

= Although “the raison, d'etre.of private schools such as Ringwiod

money, and this was her hatred of Mr.- Bouloer. who ran Lha private school

House was to make money, it was very ‘important that a pretense of 'status’

S

ﬁidp,ﬁfor thé parénts' Sake;'K;t was essential, on thé one hand,
, Y . S L ' ,
Lhat the school p*ospectus '5ve the lmp ression of 'Class_iness,T whilz on”

-

,Lhe other hand it was impof tanL to keep rn‘glnd the exigencies. of 'prac-

a T 1

icall education.~,Mrs. CﬁéeVy“éxplained how this-was to be managed:

c

L&

. N01e of our. parepLs d wgnt thelr chllerH to. waste time o
over Lﬁtlh4~ But theymll e ta, see it on the nrospoc;usc %
TIE looks c1as>y ®Ff. codrse th\re 5 .a whole. Iot oL QUDJCC
“that we ear tPQCtua;l} teach, vDuwae have’ to advertise

i ‘athem 21l the same.’ ooh—”eOpLu"‘ana typing-and shor: hand . '
fo; 11§\Szce° besides mUSLC and d;nc’ng IL,aLl *ooky Loll

_»  on:the- specLus 2 v : - i : oo 4

. ' - A S “: f "f i ~ ’?L“,-

“he Snobbishness of‘the parents was %hus caLered for, while at the sahe

. ; St . S . ol .

x - , . . ! . ¢

time their demand four.'practical edugation" was met. oo
- ’ v

’ . . . . . <. 4 »
- B
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)

g
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A

As understood by the parents, "practical education'.consisted -

almost eAclu51vely of hand-writing and money sums, _Notebooké were care-
rULly tli&id with 'copies' - handwriting copied from the blackboard -

in the neat? copper—plate style that impbressed the parents.- Meney sums

also satisfiéd them, sinct this was a talent théy understood and appre-

ciated. Any attempt at teachlng any other klnd of mathematlcs bewildered
¥
/
them and aroused thelr anger, ‘fhls hOStll’tW is apparent from a lettet

~

Dorothy received, very probably based on one Orwell himself received

when teaching;
. - ‘ \ . R .
Desr Miss = Would you please give Mabel a bit more arith-
metic? I+feel that what you give her is not practacle
enough. “All of these maps.and that. .She wants practacle
work, not all this fancy stuff. "So more arithmetic please.
And’ remain, R o
Yours Faithfully"
Ceo..Brvggs :
P.S. Mabel .says your talking” of starting her on something
call decimals. . I don't want her taught dec1mals. I want
. her teught arithmetic. 1 -
T SO : o 4
anddrl cing and monev sums were t e moqt important subjects in
) ‘ oY 5
.the "practicalf education of;schools such as Ringﬁéqd House. Neverthe-

.

R
.y

", less a few other ' disciplines' made an a earance in the form of eo—
s L ) p € P =

-

] - 4

graphy and history;,but theyvéonsistedaentirely'of long listé ofﬂcapitals

K C . \ .

and cdates that had‘tobbe iearned oLf by hear;. Dorothy, 1n her 1n1tla1
vl . p I

enthu51asw Aorfteaca1ng,_declded to makefce taln.1nnovatrons.1n\order
- . e, ;. PR . o
. . e oy ‘ ' o - : . e

‘thgrlorten clae§room lrre anekrehedy the chi's ren7@'abysmal ignorance, '

B‘Ym‘ R : . L y i e
As & SUbStltLLe forﬁtﬁe lists of Capltals she succeedeo in getting the

By
.

gitls to reprbduce;a boacour map of Eurﬁpe in plasticene,’Withfthe help
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of an atlas. She also managed to give them‘a better sense of hlstory

by making a chért which she hung along the walls and divic off into
. 9

LduLUfldb, llluStratlng 1t in the approprlate places with d- aw1ngs of

ancient Britons, cavaliers and v>undheads. Small enough innovations,
but Mrs. Creevy was immediately suspicious’, particularly when Dorothy

, a >
‘took books from the library to teach 'the girls with. Typically, Mrs.

Creevy's immediate concern w:- -ith the parents' view of this new kind

of history.» As she 'said: ' /'

— . N
v .

I cpencd one of th cge books the other day, and the first
thing I saw was a pieceé where i% said the English had been
beaten in some battle or other. That's a nicething to go
teaching children! The parents won't stand for that kinc
-of thing, I can tell you!l : ‘
a

- Far more popular w1th Mrs. Creevy was a 1i Ltle book celled The

Hundred Page Hlstory of Brltaln, prlntec in 1888 Drwell q@&;es an

'

extract from the.book, which presented an altogether more cheerful, if

L)

Iimited,"peﬁspective,on English history, !
- 3 M '
After. the Frep h evolutlon was over. the self-styled Emperor
. Napoleon Buonapa“te dqxempted to sex up his sway, put, LhouOh
“he won a few v1dtor1es agginst continental troops, he soon 2,

found in the tncn red' line he had more than meL\hls match. S

Conclu51ons were tried at the fiéld of Waterloo,whare 50,000
Brltons Jput to fllght 7¢,000 Erenchmen, for the Dru581ans
Qur allles arrived 'too late for fhe ba:tle.® With a r1ng1n0 e

78

~ British: cheer our men charged down fhe slope and til&~enemy: .
fled.: We now come to the great Reform Bill ot 1832, the
K j‘hflrst of those éenexlcent réforms which grave : -pade, Bgltlsh B A
 liserty w%MPAﬁ; is* and” mafkedn & off’;rog the. lessjroptuna@elo C
-, @ationg. .i. o g A ~ S :
Tt seems likely that this Was an q~tual text thzt Orwell had crme across:

while teaching at Hayes.

9

Ybid., p. 210, 7

“Ibid., p. 187. ’ o :
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Not only did Dorothy try to avoid this kind of teaching, she

LN

also rearranged the classfoom, getting the girls to work in groups.
She also substiltuted the parrot-like teaching of Trench (''passez-moi

le beurre" "le fils du jardinier a'perdu son chapeau') with grammatical
Lk )
instruCtion. The atmosphe~, of the classroom improved tremendously,

I
and the children acqulred a new enthu51asm for thelr work

- Orwell hnmqeLf when-* renchwno at "The Hawthornes " %oa ms to have

tried much the same kind of experiment. In his letters to friends at
At ’ R . T ' : N . :
Southwold he asked for eggs of -puss moths to show to the boys, since he

could nof,find'any in Hayés. -He had aqlife—longv%nterest in fishing,

v -

o it is not egrpriging that he chose to keep an aquarium in the class-
o 558 L » | . . 1 -
M";ﬁ 3 room, full of tadpoles, newts and caddisfligs. Just before Christmas
o . . , v N
1932 Orwell egtually put on a school play which-he had written ‘directpd
) - ‘ . X _W
andﬁﬁade theﬂcostumes for himself. ulgnlflcantly,_ffom that tlme ZRt/l pL
. N ‘ Ci f
‘he flnlshed tEachﬂng he made no mention in his letters of havwng made
"a ~ o . . :

"~ .any further attempts_at enlivening,tﬁe,curriculum; making‘bnly negative
. ; : ¢ - . : ' ’ : : v o = ‘ -
VoL : Ao : : . P, R .
. ‘commer ts ébout his teaching 1ifen“§ _;g T X
vk Perhaps Orwell S sudden loss Qﬁ lnterest is ex 3léined by an

}d' 1nc1de1t sométhlng @ike the one descrlbed‘ln A Cf/j&yman s Daugbten,.

B

whlch flnally put and end to Doroth S rather nalve enthu31asm., The
- ‘.‘,‘A y ."-. > A."?l-‘ h ) . . . o ;’4{ .

troublefgame when Dproﬁhy staftede:eading gecbeth with the“girls.. From

v - K - - v

the beginhing, the parents weve sceptical. 'Dorothy received one letter

- . -

pfvhich was’ worded as follows:

T ®

_ lOﬁwell, Letter 'to ‘Eleanor Jaques, l4IJune:i932, in Ccﬁilec’ted_‘~
v - Essays, I, 106.. = : : L




*  the development  of the novell However, «those fgctotsx

edugationalist. lt*is»@bvious that'the seetion_on Ringwood'ﬁouse was -

80

— 2
. - -

(I) have heard that this Mr. Shakespeare was 4 writer of
stage-plays and is Miss‘Millboréugh quite certain that he
wasn't a very immoral,writer? For (my) own part I have
never so mich as been to the pictures in mv life. let

~alone to a stage play, and T feel that even in readlng a
stage- play there was grave danger.l

T i< typically non-conformist (in Orwell s use of that term) and purl—

tanical parent was at first mollified by the information that Mr‘ Shake*

speare was in fact dead, but the doubt still’remained, and a full—scale{

. ) o ,.(‘;:.'-,
scandal blew up when the word ‘womb' had to be explained to the giris.

A deputation of irate parents came to the school to watch Mrs. Creevy

pthicly reprimand Dorothy for her 'immoral' conduct. At this point -

. [

e

N

Dd%othy capitulated and untll she left the school she taught the glrls :

in the way they. had always been taught She finally won the grudgiqg

‘acceptanee qf Mrs. Creevy and the parentsﬂ"ut at the cost of the hatred

[N

of the girils.-

litorary merit Orwell

[

Ac 2 novel, A flergvman’s Daughter lazks

R oIS v o mQre g e - Ty T e Tt

realised this fact himsélf ,- and evén'wenx\around buying up copies soon ~

- .

b \ . 4 .
ﬂfter it had meen publlehed\ The bbok &an be*dritfcised forﬁbeing dis—

G .

301uted but 1t is also weakened by'the dldactlc pasaages whlch Orwell

¢

-ncotporates ‘a various places in the book, which do 1ittle to advance
A\ S , ¢ i :
hich Qetract

. x"

E

R . e, v

iooraphl ll pass ges - ‘®re prec1se v those that, are of intarest to the

.-

5 B I

’lerWell, i GClergyman's Daughter, p. 201. o

o

n,.frbfn‘th'e. Work’ as ga QOVPl - ard ‘ﬁartie:ulé«.ﬂy the’ th’ihly'%di's'guiséd auto~ 7

in' fact Orwell's attempt at 'working through' His feelimgs of frustration .

B
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acquired while teaching. One might ask, therefore, whether or not there

) o ‘ ' o ,
was any substantial exaggeration in Orwellfs description of cheap private

schools.

A3

A letter from Orwell to his publishers, written jusf before

the book was published, provides an answer to this question:

I am v7lllng to admit thht the part about the school, whlcd
seems to have aroused people 1ncredullty, is overdrawn,

" but not nearly so much as ppople think. In fact I was rather

amused to see that they say -"all that was ‘dene away with 30

or 40 years ago." ‘As to this part, it is possible that if

Hr. Gollancz agiees, a little 'toning down' wmay weet the biiil.
' ) : . v v

vE 'y therefore, had already been 'toned down,’

' accqunt‘of ‘the type 9f;schodls_éttended by the lower middle classes of .

the

e o

suburbs.

. . b

- ~ o . . 5 :

In.small provincial towns, the lower middle class was almost
» - . [ .

’ - , B JR—
as copscith'df.status as their suburbanfcounterparts. Orwell states

that there existed a socq’a1 dlstlnctjon bprween the shonkeeoers sons

-

and

" were reinforced'by the difierent schooling given to the childr%n, the

¥

Lt

, .
@= S n;»of laboaLers and farmha“' .” . Soc1al class dllrerences‘

2 J “ -

o

Ay

shopkeepers sending their childrerd to the Iocal dame gchool-.and later

LA Lo ) S . A
to the gismmar school, while the working class sént their<“children to
£ .

1

free state schools. In Coming Up For Air

D

~~daméfs;hdol*keﬁt”b&“Mié.;Howzettf A e s

ke B R S I
‘ Most of the shopkcbpers children were sent there, to save
. them from thevshume and come-down of going to the beard
+ v ,.
. schtool, Lhougn everVOu% knew that Mrs, Howlett' ras, .an, old
imposter, and Warse’ than’ Useless as a teacher. . Bhe wa
. over. 5eventy, gne was Very deaf she cou%d hardly see through
. ' -
1o : . - E ‘
' -~ "Orwell, Letter to Leonard “oore, 1l4th Nov. 1934, in Collected
Essays. I, 167. . o & o ' B

“Oriwell, Coming 'Up For Air, p. 56.

, Bowling describes the local .
. 4 - "
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her spectacles, and all she owned in the way of equ1pment

‘'was, a cane, 2" blackboard, a few dog-eared grammar books, -
.and a couple of dozen smelly slates.s She could just manage

the girls, but the boys 51mply 1aughe% at her and played

<

Lruaiie as \.).LLCLL a5 l.LL!:_y Lt:..Ll_ lJ..:.\t_ 1T

-

S

On leaving the dame school, the shopkeeper's child in a fown like Loweg

Binfield usually went to the loeal.grammar school. Bowling poiqﬁs out

the social"differencs between the shopkeeper class and the 'proles,'

and-between the grammar schools and public schools:

You went to the Grammar School and you stayed there until
you were sixteen, just to show you weren't a prole, but
school was chiefly a place that vou wanted to get away from.
“ou'd no sense of ‘loyalty, nog goofy feeling about the old

grey stones (and they were ol<

right enough, the school had .

been founded by Cardinal Wolsey), and there was no 0ld Boy's
You had your half-holidays
to yourself, because games weren't compulsory and as often

tie and not even a school song.

-as not you cut them. We played football in braces, and though
it was considered proper to play cricket in a.bhelt, you wore
" your ordinary shirt and trousers. 2

Orwell seems to approve of this less formalised kind of education,:since

it allowed a certain freedom.for individual growth, the quality for

which Orwell praised Eton.

'\.

Qrwell's;descriptidh.of grammar school life in Ceming Up For Alr

is not particularly extensive, prdba&%y because he felt he was ndt quali-

fied to discuss the subject‘ Nevertheéless,

e .
the private schools. Bike
IR - N

e

° X ’ N : . . K
Gustoms as much. as p0551ble9,and 1f

.

y R LT 4 “’~ -'<4H-
dimitating,” chen- they apprgacned,the'tolefable.

Eﬁ schools, tHey'emularea hli

"

1

thete is no v~ o Lof  ug=

esting -baL Orwell saw grammar schools as esséhtiall di_ lerent fro
o - ;

AN e)
=

hey wvere not too rlgoroue .Aeir

They ofLered a bettcr



K

qua11t§ educatlon than sucﬁ\places as Rlngwood House, but at the same
time Iltted 1nto'the contlnuum that stretched From public. schools at
the toh down TCo the meanesc tourth—rate'scuool. ' .

“ _ From this analysls'of middle class~schooling,:it appears that
the ‘main features which domlnated the schools were hypocrlsy and snobblsh—
ness;- In schools of high status among the mlddle classts, such as St.

'3 Cyprians; thére was a_conflict between upper class and middle.class 1deo~-
logy it\that the -upper class disdain for moneyfmaking'Was‘combined with
the working pi “losophy that wealth was really the‘thing1that mattered.

‘ » - ‘ - : . ) . ’ = - . A .
A: tfhe other eitrems, Ringweod House made a pretense at providing an

H
b3

upper class—type curriculum innits prospectus, whilefthe parents’ desires
were met with what- wvs in facL 'practical' educationu This hypocriSy
was even \}y:hl@tlﬂ Lowe? Binfield, where the strlctly llmlted teacnlng
, abilities SI Mrs. ﬂowlett vere well—known, although no“ middle class
parent wouli have subjected hls child to the better educationlofiered
the board school, ihe parehts in_diddle‘class families, it‘appears,

were determlned to Day fees, whatever the. . consequences, the only restr

&7

cion: belno the - amount they could reasonably af%{?d Only by paylng feesv‘

}’» N Y '
\ T * ST . . -
could the —iddle classes expregs thein» soc1al status.

. ’ : . .

. . . B i . . ~ .

L i [N ! lr- ' “"' o

! “r ) ) » ': ‘ ‘.>'.’- e : - B “ . y

The Middle Classes as a Prjductyof~Educatlon R T A

It is pot, surnrlslng that the adults WhO emetoed,from the edu—
tlonal rocess should have manifested the same klnd of hypocrlsy as

was ‘evider : in the-schools and homes where they grew up.. All the mlddle N

c_ass g oLS discﬁsseEAby'Crwell exhibited hypocrisy.

. . . o ,
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Among the upper middle class groups, most individuals combined

/",,théi; proclaimed high station with a well—c9ncaale%:poverty. One such

\

impoverished group was the clergy, who had suffered from the declining

‘ supprrérof'the‘Church'of England. Orwell describes thenRectbt in A

Clergyman's_Daughterg;n‘these termé. The Rector liad obviously no de=

vofion to his vocatiogy and spent his life being disugreeable to everyone

(especially his d&ughﬁé%), running up debts, and alienating his parish-
joners with his high-handed-attitﬁde. His particular hypocrisy consisted
o ¢

. , ) '
of an;absolute refusal to recognise his financial situation, for although

he owédﬁa great deal to 1ocal'éﬁqﬁkeepers; heApefsistedﬂinvwasti%% away

— . ni i in ) ”éﬁglmanner, investing in hopeless enter-

\

re Bad—tempered. If he had not

T

played &t being what he decidely was not - that is, upper class -~ he

.'5might F?ve sucéeeded in winﬁing the affection of his.ﬁarigh, and holding
Aifgiﬁtg.his fo%ﬁune; ; o & o RS

| A'similarly iﬁppverished‘groﬁpuwhich Orwell kﬂew_é littié betﬁey
was the ¢ivil ser&gnf and office£ class, retufned\from'lndié or othexr
parts of the Empire. These pé&plé, énd.Ofwéll'§ familynwgre ﬁo exception,

.

had little or no fortunes, being required to live on their pensions.

Sy e S ' . . ¥ : ~ '
© »They .rarely owned their own homes, .and often had great difficulty in ..

ST v s - <

"~ PR coe e o . ( < e

I settling down,in one” place on the&ir return to Britain. Crwell's parents,

- Co o~ i r N ' . ) . .

. andsindeed Orwell himself spért their lives moving from place to place,
o | SR ‘ - .. g ' ke .
liﬁing in rented accommodation, and never, owning a car.

~From all accounts, Orwell was fond of iis family, but this did

not prevent him from giving an unflattering pi. :72 of ¢a similar family:. '

-

in Coming Up For Air:



Do you know these Anglo- Indlan families?- It's almost
impossible, when you get inside these peoDle s houses,

to remember that out in the street it's Engl Fin-the
twcntleth cenﬁury . As you set foot inside the front door
you're in Iudia: ol -Lue eightics. Ygu kuow the ind of

atmosphere. : The scar¥ed teak furnitdre, the brass trays,

the dusty tiger-skulls on the walls the Trichonopoly cigars, -
the red-hbt pickles, the yellow phbtographs of chaps in'sun-
helmetg, ‘the Hindustani words you're expected to know the
meaning of, the everlasting anecdotes about tiger—shoots
- and what Smth said to Jones 16 Poona in '87. It's a sort

of little world they've created, llke a kind of cyst.l

It is not surprising that such familiés should have preferred

to. live in the past rather th#n the present. Life in India represented

®

affluence,‘servants, and evégizgs atvthe Club. Even those of modest
means could play at being'aris ocrats. In his best-written novel, Burmese

XS’ Orwell makes a copvincing study ‘of colonial life. None of the

English at Kyauktada had an upper class background, jJand yet they all
behaved as if theydhad,'%reating the Burmese with sgarcely concealed

disdain. The women were, if anything, more racist than the men, shame-

’lessly pursuing the Hoporable Verral, the only genuine aristocrat to -« :

make hls appearance in that outpost of Empire. ~ Orwell seems»to have .

years without learning a word of the language.

. ) The fundamcntal hyp0cr15y of this cu ess wvas- l?%ly revealed on
A ." . N . e, 3

.

‘returning tOvEngland. Hllda Bowllng 5 famllV' lar(:y re i e

foo

. India, lived its rather pathetlc, nostalglc ex1sténce‘wi 1OUcI°V§r ;éff
Lo . o . . ,_ o . W A B
.apknowledging its real financial status. They were more thcﬁf

to see their daughter married off fo an insurance‘salesman,

lQrwell, Coming Up For Air, p. 134/ gl R
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had a pious respect for everything that went by the name of ‘business,’

of which they were, needless t&=ay, quite ignorant:
To people of that kind, 'business,' whether it's marine
> insurance of selling Deanuts, is just a dark mystery.
All they know is that it's something rather vulgar out
of which you can make money. 1 L

Money, of course, was the commodity such families lacked. To

" keep up - the appeafance of‘affluence, countlese small sacrifices had to

be made in everyday life. After a cereein length of time, such mannerisms
became second nature to these people; Bowling,‘for.example, was shocked
by ﬁhe sudden change that'came‘over his wife once she merrled, frem o oit-

=5int on she spent her life in continuz \agonles over the. prlce oi .ood,,

eking her only recreation in attendlno Unlntelllglble lectures, which

she considered worthwhile because they were frec.
] \ . .
Morepathétic was the pretense practised by‘a_similar class of

des .
oo

o) 1th in thc recent past. 2 2nd had lost all
eucept thelr respect for economic status. Gordon Comstock's Aunt Angela,
for example, lived in her own home, but was dependent for her survival

on the gtale buns her niece_Julia would occasionallAmbring from the tea—
co ‘ ‘ _ AR
S A . .
shop wherejshe worked. DBoth the women knew the rzzl state of affairs,

’Dut it was an Lpspoke1 rule Lhﬁt neither should admit to the‘ﬁruths and '

'S v

Julla would elwvays. dismiss the'giﬁgsas,someﬁhing which otherwise would

have beer thrown away. BT

.4

The civil-servant, officer class (occasionally referred to by

rwell as the BlimRs)lhad a #endency to turn up in the same familiies

3 : N
*Ibid., ». 135.
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as that other upper middle class group, the intellectuals.. According

”
-

to Orwell: ‘ ' S

Thoce two seemingly hostile types, svmbolic opposites -

" the half-pay colonel with the bull neck and diminutive
brain, like a dinosaur, the highbrow with. his domed fore-
head and stalk-like meck - are mentally linked together
and constantly interact on one another; in any case they
are born to-a considerable extent into the same families.™

‘Orwell obviously was not partlcularly endeared to either type. His

dislike of the intellectual is 1nterestlng, because although he was
undeniably an intellectual’ hlmself he often exhlblted anti- 1ntellectual

tendencies, respecting the man of action over and above the man of in- .
tellect. Orwell s Da*tlcular argument w1th the majority of 1ntellectuals
S

concerns thelr espousal of fashionable left—w1n° oplnlons.

It should bEcnoted that there is now no 1ntelllgent31a oo e
that is not in some sense 'left.' Perhaps the last right-
wing inteliectual was T. E. Lawrence. Since about 1930
everyone describable as 'intellectual’ has lived in a
state of chronic discontent with the existing order.
Necessarily si:, 1~~ef‘e"'=e society as it dis constituted has
no room for him. In an Ewpire that was simply stagnant,
neither belng developed nor falling to pieces, and in an
England ruled by people ‘whose chief asset was their
stupidity, to be 'clever' was to be suspect. If you had
had the kind of brain that could understand the poems of
T. S. Eliot or ‘the theories of Karl Marx, the higher-ups
‘rould see to it that you were kept out of an important
job. - The 1ntellectual could find a function for them-
selves only in the-literary reYlews and the left-wing
political part;es.zv . ST -

L .
This alienation of the intelﬂectuals dﬂd not ‘improve' then,

] : - -3
and Orwell, borrowing his ‘deas on this Subject from Gissing:3 felt

lOrweii, "The Lion aud>the Unic&rn;” in Collected Essays, LI, 93.

2. S
Ibid., 2. 94.
. . i< \ o

3Orwel1 had read GlSS"ng in depth, and Keep the: Asmldlstra Fly;gg ;
is closely medelled on Gissing's HNew Grub Streat. Glsclng could be sald
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P . _
that a great deal of talent, which could have been usefully employed

e ‘ Ay, : 88

N :
had been wasted and gone sour. The kind of socialism which the intellec-—
. v

tuale were forced inte did not requive a genuinae commitment: it was

v

essentially a hypocritical, a cover-up for-fruétration, This hypocrisy

could at times be very blatant, as for example in the case of Hermione,

in Keep the Aspidistra Flying, whose commitment to socialism reached

L its high -point in her comment:

: Y .

Of course I know vou're a socialist. So am I. T mean,
we're all Socialists nowadays. But I don't see why you ;/,,_,’/////
have to give all your money away and make-friends .with ' .
the lower classes. You can be a Socialist. and have

good tlme, that s what I say. 1 g
.»!"

. Ravelston,'HErmione s_boyfriend, was not so ove 1y g ccriticali

I

Orwell sympath SPd with hvm because he was at leastf aware ol his dilemmé,

: ., . .
and was dlsturpéd‘by it. He realised that it was Nather strange for him
to be 'slumming it' on %800 a year, while the averake working man was

supporting a famiiy on %200, and therefore he went out of nis way Lo hef
. . - -, /- -
unfortunates like Gordom Comstock. Ravelston was, however, an exceptio

for eon the whole the intellectuals,;ai fé;ués Ofwell wasgconéerned,

pefsistently failed to face the paradox, or even admit to a vague feeling
of guilt. The average bourgeois intellectual, Ovwell says,' took his: . \
. oy , . ' o ' ‘
cooﬁexy‘froﬁ Paris and his opinions from Moscow, mouthing id2ologies :
Y - o A N , -
~.he’did not really feel in his heart: ' : /

k3

to be in the same anomolous class position as Orwell living most of
his life in dismal. CAndltlons, descm.blm7 the draary lives of writers
who reLused tQ\ sell out' to hack joarncllsn. A review of his work bv -
Otrell can be found in Collected Essays, IV, 485-493.

"Orwell,‘Keep the Aspidistra Flying, p. 106.
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“Above all, the intellectualSclass (intor whj

89

—~  He would be ready to die on the barricades, in theory anyway,
but you notice that he still leaves his bottom waistcoat
‘" button undone. He idealises the proletariat, but it ‘is’ re-
markable how little his habits resemble theirs. Perhaps once,
oat of sheer bravedu, hie has snoked a cigav with the band con,
but it would be almost physically impossible for him to put
a bit of cheese into his mouth on the point of a knife, or

sit indoors with his cap on, or even drink hlS tea out of the-
saucer. R .
. . ’

'
'
/

Some of thevbitternées of this indictment comes from the fact
Q ) ’ : :

fhat Orwell himself had an instinct}ve horror of dirt, and, even more,

\7&}:,

of unpleasant smells. His exp101ts among the lower classes were to some

\ o
L
~ extent an exeércise in overcom;ng these e u131nns : When others were ‘

'not'prepared to make: a similar‘effort, Orwell tended to become 1mpat1en£

and was unwilling to remain silent over their hypocriey. , The other moti~

vation behind his critique of the intellectuals was a polftical one; .-

Orwell felt that ‘the cause of. a %ruiy English Sociali%m Was being under-

1
o

mined.by the insincere kind of socialism which was in!vogue in the thirties. _

ch b&b,ﬁe.YaS anxious to place

'thoroughly‘unpatrieticy?ﬁ,

its socr’alism, choosing to follow the Moscow line; which Orwell fe%ﬁ -

_ S~
sure would discredit the spciaIist cause. As ﬁeijt iﬁ, . /
We have reached the stage when the - very word'ﬂSoc1ailsm /
‘calls up, on the one. haﬂd a picture of aeroplanes, tractor’,f‘ .
and huge glltterlns actorles of glass and concrete; and ooy ¢ ¥
the other, a plcturg«of Veoetarlans STwith wilting beards', .
of Bolshev1c commissars (half .gangster half gramophone,,"f‘ e
earnest ladlcs in sandals, shocb—Headed Marxlsts chewing g/P oly% -
_syllables, escaped Quakers, birth- control fanatics, azZ/ o -

Labour Party backstairs- crawlers.  Socialism, aﬂ least /on .

this -island, does not smell gny longer of revoluLlon and over—

throw of tyrants; it smells df crankishness machlne’"orshﬂp, .
and the stupid cult of Russia.? : Z, S— . S

v Lorvern, Wigan Pier, p. 119. © “1pid., p. 190.
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P :
From Orwell s ev1dence 1t appears that the upper mlddle class
B ‘\\./ ’
were not alone «in thelrzhypocrlsy, the lower. mlddle class were gullty

of them succeeded 1quevng extremely dull as well . The most dlsmal of

all the lowef mlddle class groups was the suburban clerlcal—shopkeeper

. [

class, descrlbed in 1ts ldeal form by Gordon Comstock . .\

e . .pthe typlcal llttle bowler—hatted sneak - Strub‘ i
" man - the little docile «cit who slips home by the, 51£$ ifteen
to a &upper of". co;tage pie and stewed tinned pears half an
hour's llstenlng—ln ‘to. the "B.B.C. Symphony concett’, and_ then

»

perhaps a'spot of licit sexual 1ntercourse "if his w1fe feels .?‘

'in the mood. 'l

e

1
i}

. X . - . L - . ) \
Orwell had very little'patience for this class which he associated

. exclu31vely with non—confgrplsm and aspldlstras. Chinz curtains and
. : 7 <
aspldlstras symbollsed for hlm, a so-called respectable way of life,

- which in reality was mean and dceary.

g ~ There was only one section- of the lower middle class for which
}

Oxwell had any sympadﬂy, and thlS was the old shopkeeper class: of ‘the

small prov1nc1al towns, personlfled in- the form of Bowllng S parents.

i

‘Admittedly, thlS couple had certain 1deassabout respectablllty ‘and were

fussy about the schools thear.chlldren attended But thlS did not- stop ,'

»

. ﬂ‘them from retainlng a genu1ne warmth, which can only elsewhere be found

) in Orwell's wrltings when he 'deals with the Wo;élng class. Bowllng QP

descrlbes a typlcal Sunday afternoon scene in the follow1ng words.

) . : v
(}”\ Mother on one 51de of che flreplace, startlng off to read the
latest murder, but’ greiually falling asleep with her mouth
~ open, and Father on the other, in slippets and spectacles,
worklng hls way slowly through yards of smudgy print. And

~

¥\ . 1Orwelli~Keep the‘Aspidlstra.Flying, pa'53. v o

-+ - L "

,"

- also, in thelr‘own way Not only were the-- hypocrltlcal but a good many

Nz o4 S

B

l.'(’\‘



< ‘ . .
the soft feeling of summer .all around‘?%u, the geranium in
 the window, a starling cooing somewhere, and myself under
the table 'with the B.OZP., making believe that the table is x
23 a tent.t . o ‘ S . ‘
B ) » * . . .
‘There is an extraordinary resemblance between tkis' passage and'
. A ~3 : .o -

L . . ) .
that which describes a similar scene in a working class.home, which can .

be found in The Road to Wigan Pier:

On winter evenings, after tea, when the fire glows in the
open range and dances mirrored in the steel fender, when
.Father in shirt sleeves, sits in a’ rocking chair on one
side of the fire reading the racing finals, and Mother sits
oni‘ the other with her sewing, and the children are happy .

"with a pennorth of mint humbugs, and the dog roasts himself
on the rag mat -~ it is a good place 'to be in, provided that
you can be not only in it but sufficiently of it to be ~
taken for granted.2’ - o

Orwell'is‘talking here, %erx fomantically, of a world from which he @

felt éxcludéd, but a world whiéh‘he deeply‘respected and, in- a way,

A -

yearned afﬁer. Thé‘lower ﬁiddleﬁclass familj\of George Bowling was

. 3 ' 3 ’ -
-much the same, and its virtues were those which had been carried over

_ = J . .
from the working class, where the family had its origins. Unfortunately,

‘there was not mufh of a future for small sHopkeépers like the Bowlings,

\ - k4

who were too scrupulous and too umimaginative in their business dealings.
. B ) (53 , . . . .

Théy were soon” to be taken over, or squeezéd out by the new, streamlined = -

A .degér medt‘étores. 3Whenlthis eventuallyncame about, such people weyé
[ o . . L L ¢t : R ’
v faced with the choice either of dropping back into the working class

;whOSe culture'they shared;”o: adapting iﬁ the way George Bowling adapted

to the déminant middle class life-style. ® - ‘ .
‘\ © "Orwell, Coming Up For Air, 'p. 46. _

' T , T . o
| ZOrWell,JWigan Pier, p. 464..‘ _ . E
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The middle classes which Orwell.described wer: a particularly

vital social group. The 0ld middle classes were d00med,_and one impor-
tant reason for the threat’to-their existence was their hypocrisy. ‘Hypo-

°

crisy, and an unnecessary concern for appearances, had prevented them

from examlning thelr situatlon ratlonally. To a large extent the schools

£

they patroniged were respons1ble for this condltlon In the case‘of

e

‘the upper middle class schdols, an elaborate imltatlon of the good publlc

schools was the rule, even though the pupils could not be guaranteed

* ] h -

upper—class careers.» The boys must have been aware that the educatlon

they were rece1v1ng would not help them to earn a 11v1ng in later llfe,\

”

and'yet.they‘were'forced to conform with' the pretense. The lower middle

class prlvate schools also made an attempt at 1m1tat§/g upper classqﬁq .

)
l \

\_\

'school currlculum, at ‘least 1n theory Even the grammar schoolr were -

not free ot this tendency - _ " o P

A remarkable consistency can be found, also, between the home
cultures and the schools of the various grouns of thebmlddle class.
The decllnlng yet pretentlous upper mlddle class patronlsed pretentlous

schools, whilé children of(narrow—mlnded and ignorant famllles attended

~_ .
\schools whlch were much the same. .The regime in th gremﬂ@r school

~.

was less- opp&e351ve but - then 50 was that of the families of :he‘pupils
who attended these schools. If Orwell was Justifled in giving his readers

this impre551on, then “the qualitatlve variatlon between dlfferent cate—.

o

. gories of the middle classes 1s not difficult to explaln. And 1f the .

middle classes - at least those groups whlch Orwell describes - were in

decllne, it is to the chlld-rearing habits and the schoollng patterns of
these classes - that one must look for an explanation.

A
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THE - WORKING CLASS®

The Nature of the Class : e L T ] R .ﬁ //()

.

.

The-wdrking-class, as it will be defined in Ehis chapter;'cem;

’prlses that vast sectlon of the populatlon who.occupy the skllled and

mnskilled occupatlonalfsectors of society. In his dlSCuSSlOn of Brltaln-
: ) . : ® . « b .
" in the thirties, Mowat has arbitrarily claSsified’as.workihg classithat

v -

section of the wage—earhing populatioa'whp were brlhgihg'hoﬁe 1ess than
£4 a week, Using-this rcugh guidelihe, hore.than'threeequarters‘of -
the populatlon could bé deflned as worklng class.l Alse includea in~
this class was the outcaste group of tramps and vagranrs, who, because
of thelr poverty, can be con51dered to be part of the worklng class.
_Orwell seems . to 1dent1fy the two gro wps, for 1n hlS book The Road to
ngan Piexr he dlscusses the worklng class from the perspectlve of hlS -

[+ ks
Town experlence of the outcaste group, and refers to this section of the K2

population as "one sub—caste of the working class. n2 For these.reasonsbf‘
the two groups will be dealt with rcgether, althoughlit will be necessary °
~occasionally to contrast them.-.

3

LY.

Charles Mowat Brltaln Between the Wars ?Chlcago. Unlver51ty
_of Chicago Press, 1957), Ch. 9

2

Orwell ngan Pler, P 133 f% R ' - ‘ .

-
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The working class was not equally dlstxrbuted throughout the

cbuntty,u&n)lw south and east it ex1sted in close phy51cal proximity -
“ - S .

with the %i@dle and upper'cfasses'(Orwell once claimed that there was

[ v

"hardly anywhégc in the souqh where: one could throw a stone w1thout hlttlng

\

the niece of a blshop), whlle in the 1ndustrlal mldlands ‘and north ‘the

: popnlatlon w@%@admost\e;ctss;vely worklng class."In areas of dense

,‘ - Lo 3
A
populatlon in thé‘industrlal areas the mlddle classes were almost .non-
ey ] . Coe ) . ’ .
existent. ) I o ' ) v : T

- This unequal-geographical'diStribution necessarily- contributed -
to'cultural differencesibeﬁﬁeen the northern and the»s?uthern worklng
‘¢lasses. Orwell can’ be cgeditea with hav1ng notlced that there wére

9 “

such differences; the northern:0ccupational'category of working class.
_being mOre culturally'distinct‘than°its southern counternart‘

In the south of England, at any rate, it is unquestlonable
tHat most worklng class people want to resemble the upper
classes in man' ‘s and habits. ghe traditional attitude

¢ of 1ook1ng dcm on the upper classes as effeminate and 'la-
di-dah' surv. s best in the heav1ly 1ndustr1al areas.l‘

; Espec1ally in the case of the southern worklng class a/certaln drlft

u

towards mlddle class attltudes was ev1dent partlcularly among the ‘better

E

- paid workers.

:Orwell's Experience of the Working Class .= Tao '1 ' _.'?3
‘ ' e e - > I

As 1in the case of the upper and middle clasSés; Orwellfsacomments

¢ ;

.on the worklng class were based Qn his personal experlences. Hls know-

ledge of trampsand outcastes was the result of extended perlods spent

n

;Orwell, fThe,EnglishiPeople," in ‘Collected Essays, III, 37.

3
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- with these peop;;/'describeg“follyin his'book Down and Out in Paris

’ ¥
_and London - (193

95

4 .
Ea—- -

-

‘and in parts ofAA-Clergymanfs_ﬁaoghter (1935). 'He
also descrioes outcaste life im various essafs: notably hThe Spike"
(1931),_”Hop—P1ck1ng" (1931), "Common Lodglng Houses" (1932) andv"Cllnk"
(1932) Orwell glves as his reason for his" extraordlnary 1n%erest in

L

thls sectlon of soclety his feellngs of gu1lt acqulred in Burma.l Bot

¢

,there was- motre to it'than'that; for Orwell had an almost clinical fas—

‘1 o B X \\

‘cination with life in a totally alien'culture,/and seems to have been

. constantly on the look-out for Vinteresting experiences."

N
It was comparatively easy fo&‘Orwell to become immersed in out-

casne life. As he statés, "You can become a tramp 51mply by puttlng on

’3
the rlght clothes and going to. the nearest casual ward. " Even a Very“

obvious upper—classvaccent did not impede his assimilation into the

:.D,. . S | ' o -

‘.group, for‘tramps=came from all over the British Isles and were used
J : : - : ;

N

-

to hearing.strange, unrecognisa,le accents from their‘feIlows.a Ohly
occasiona 1y was Orwell glven sﬁbc1al treatment on account of his back-.
ground and this was always by peoPle‘who , being of a hlgher c’ ‘han
the tramps, recognised that Orwe-l had somehow come down in the world f

% JJ
On one occasion, on enterlng a casual ward (known as a splke') the

vTramp‘Major, 'a gruff soldierly man of forty, who gave tramps no more..

. ceremony thao”sheep at\a.dipping’pond" examined Orwell closely and asked

10rwe11 Wigan Pier . 129.

2Orwell, "Cllnk " in Collected Essays I, 119.

3Orwell Wigan Pier, p. 136.

l*Ibi<-:1.,.p'.'135.' ' i . ‘ '”*f\



'qoi-skill/ (a watery oatmeal‘broth), bread and tea.l ot \gvf" . gi,. -

Gy

5vix

W himfsympathy, Orwell managed’ to: live very much as the outcastes did them—}

VN
: - . - .1

u'i: ifrhélﬁas a gentleman. Orwell replied*that'he suppoSed'hefwas;h -

"Well thatls bloody bad.Juck guynor."'
v e 2 : ‘.

the‘&orkhouse meals in the adJOining bu1lding, which meant he was - given
. q’* N 7# '?-

& good meal in contrast with the tramps wh o receivedvthe' casual ﬁiet’

3

. !a
o, ;;‘ .
%xgept for the rare occa31ons when hls soc1al degradation brought

LN .\.~

e

N pe" S
"eiyes. In Paris'heﬁtook_the mos t despised job of all, that ofzthei';w

. . H . ] ' i . R Q
! washing dishes and running errands in the disgusting Kitchens
?Afashic aole restaurants. 'In‘Englandvhe almost starved on agnuﬁber_

J

p,
ﬁe\ewen trod the roads to the hop flelds of Kent, described by Jadk[London

"Jthi&ty years earlier.3 .On one occasion he experimented with breaking

i

i/
e law by getting himself drunk, and uas greatly disapp01nted when his‘fg

“

A

wcase before the~magistrate was dismissed, since that meant he did not

get much of a chance to see the 1n51de of English JallS, hav1ng only S

r . Soo-

been in custody for a few hours. Altogether, he managed to samﬁle a goo&

“many aspeits of'outcaste life. Yet jat no time did he really identify

with the down-—*

—outs, he always as the server in some°sense at

R

least. From a letterQhe wrote to a frien it appears that Orwell objected

lOrwell' "The Spike,"~in Collected Essays, I, 59. ' e

v

2Orwell A Clergyman S Daughter Ch. 3.-

33ack London, People of the Abyss, Ch. XIV.

7 .

,xbegging w1th other tramps, E&d sleeping in Trafalgwgl%quarefz‘?g

A\

‘i‘



to his first book beihg'titled The Confessions of a Down and Qut; to
put his objection in his owniﬁpﬁgs5 "I am protéstingvagainst this as

. . X | _ 1 . c -
I don't answer to.the name of a down-and-out.'”  Orwell's mbtives were _-
§ . ' o s '

o

,always that of the writer who wants to see how things really are. To

write with conviction, he felt,_reéﬁired experienée, preferably unusual

,egperieﬁce.v; ‘f . I
Althoughvone ‘s admiration for Or&e‘l s 51ngle—minded perseverance o

’_ may be muted by the dlscoveﬁ%\\¥at rho e {orays were dellberately con-
trlved, at the same tlme Orwell must be credited with® hav1ng an aItogether:

unusual sense of purpose 1n hlS self- 1mposed tasks. At any t1me he could
,% ‘|_.- o o, Ly °
have escaped from the hunger and dlscomfort he could have coggected
Cg .

'f\;f ,bis aunt in Paris, or his friends and famlly 1n Englend when hefwasiéeﬁni;’
. 531555 and“bﬁngrx. Yet he reéis}ed the'teﬁptation, te which Jack Londeﬁ;haa
‘ o sueeﬁﬁbed. London,.gfter a niéhtfspent outsi&e,witﬁethe,homeless, had =
o ‘b;ugﬁf himself a .good breakfast with.a sévereign kept fef emergeﬁcies,v
B : - . s t . : : .
lénd had returned at once-toblodgings Qﬁe;e a bath andiéhange of clothes

' 2 - !
° wwere available.” | -

- - There was ‘little of this quality of 'total immersibn"in/O:we%}'s
experieﬁce of the working class proper.- In-fact‘most of‘his‘eﬁperience

of ordinary workingﬂclass life came in a trip to the north which lasted
y v . ey :

. . \‘ N
for barely two months. Gollancz‘had'commissioned'Orwell'to write a ,

book _for the'Left.Book Club, and advanced ﬁim/%SOOYfpr expenses. (%)

v lLetter-ﬁomEleanor Jaques, I8th Nov. 1932, in Collected Essays,
T, 130.° IR : ; .-

2andeﬁfiPeople_of the Abyss, p. 85. - - S A
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_'The fact that OrWell expected the book to do well explains his rather

brusk,. business—llke manner in approachlng the ‘task - a manner which
: o !

) e . -
“‘contrasts sh 'y w1th his attltude to- the down—an@~out’exper1ence.

y

Giver th-'s attltude, it is not surprising that Orwell was unable

" to fit in very well with the northern_worklng class. As he hlmself
v o e LA WOER & ‘
confessed (exaggerating therlength of his experieﬁce).
For some mériths1 I lived entirely inrcoal—miners' houses.
I ate my meals with the family, I washed in the kitchen
sink, I shared my bedrooms with miners, drank beer with
them, played darts with them, .talked with them by ‘the hour
together. But though I was among them and I hope and trust
that they did not find me a nuisance, I was not one of them,
and they knew it even better than I did. However much you
‘like them, however interesting you find thedr. conversation,
there is always' the accursed itch-of class dlfference, llke ¢
the pea under the princess's mattress.2 ‘ 4
In his "Road to ngan Pier Diary" Orwell descgibes -a similar experlence

v‘ﬂ

‘at the shelter of the National Unemployed Workers' Movement (N.U.W.M.).

The men were anxious to supply Orwell with the information he sought,
but; Orwell eomplaihedg_they would not treatlhlm as{an'equel, and inslsted .
oh callingfhim 'Sir' or lComrede.ﬁ

It was perhaps rather premature of Orwell to put down thlS séﬁ§e

of non-acceptance to lnfranglble class barriers. At least part of the

explanation must'lie with his oun attitude: he was in a hu ‘to return-v‘

to London,'to'the”prospect of literary success, marriage (he married
a c0uple of months later, in June 1936), and the v111age store which

he .was running in Walllngton. From the account glven by Joe Kennan,

€ o o )

1Wt1ting'in 1947, this two months' -experience had become "many
months'" (Preface to .the Ukralnlan edition of Anlmal Farm, Collected
Essays, III, 456).. '

20rwell, Wigan Pier, p. 136. | DR



\ . . .v_.-. ) .“. ‘ ) 9' ..\.-
who went to great trouble to show Orwell the,northern way of life, and- S
who "even arranged to take him down a coalmine, it seems that Orwell .
. " ,‘ . E‘
was 1n some, important respects indifferent to his hosts.
Several of the .boys real%y on the Left doubted Orwell s .
sincerity. Because he was very cynical and ‘certainly v . .
never expressed any thanks for anything that was done ' -m‘ ‘ SN
for him. For instance he had one full meal, he had ' . .
several snacks on other occasions. But he never showed -
.any apprec1ation of hospttality, or anything like that.
_ He was kind of up in the air and a snob in some ways,
and was -trying to come down to earth and find-what things
wuemdhlm&y' ‘ -/

Kennan was rather disapp01nted and hurt by the fact that. Orwell did not

‘send hlm a copy. of The Road drhW1gan Pier as an acknowledgement of his
assistance. '

f s _ o

There is consequently a touch of both detachment and complacency

P . in Orwell' attitude which occas1onally comes to light in his reportage

in The Road'to Wigan Pier. Certalnly there is-still strong ev1dence .

o

in the book of his old curiosity about. Ii?eJin a different culture, and

a c>gree of outrage at the bad conditions, but there are sections in
the book where Orwell s disinterested\cqr1051ty overrides\hls natural

compassion. In the "Diary," for examule,imnd also in_ the book, he/dés~

'.cribes an occasion when. ViSiting\\‘\unemployed family who had been 5

‘served a notice to quit by the landlord the woman looked to Orwell
8 ’ \ - *
the gentleman—observer, for help.. It dld not appear ‘to cross Orwell's

J)‘

"mind that he might j this case have used hlS 1nf1uence to help the

~

' . / S
family; he was-so epmpletely involved in making an accurate'ohservation o
. : . ) , R .

of their way of 1if : .

0y
B .

1Joe Kennan, "The Road to the Left," T v. script, 1970, quoted
by Ian Hamilton, "Along the Road to’ Wigan Pier," cited by Miriam Gross
(ed.), The World of George Orwelly p. 59. .

2

Orwell, "Wigan Pier'Diary,‘_infCollected-Essays; I, 199,
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On carefully reviewing the ev1dence, 1t isfﬁg?’p0881ble to glve

" a particularly flattering 1nterpretation of Orwell‘s moti?es in studying v

th working class.‘ In the case og—\is exp101ts among the' outcastes,
b
" the driving force seems to be as much a self 1mposed test of his phy31cal

stamina -as an anthropologlcal enquiry into social condltions; whereas

in the case ofvthefnorthern experience Orwell was unnecessarily‘anxious

to play the part of a newspaper repofter,,whose one concern was to. complete

‘his task and depart as soon astpossihd“digﬂowever, Orwell' ~fa§ling,

in this respect do not undermine’théff;
2 still prove to be a valuable analysis, of wonking class culture and edu—

‘ : : e A .
cation. ' , RETE - :

"~ Working Class HOme Culture

A study of the Engllsh working class, llke any anthropolo,:

‘must make its point of departure with' a description c” the familyfand '

itsvrole in working class’cUlture. As far as Orwell waS’concerned

th& WOI'klI T tlass were blessed with a kind of family that had little

or nothing in common with the typlcal middle.class famlly. The middle
classes, OrWell asserts, had a eoncept of famlly that was: almost tyran-i

nical, the middle class man had "the deadly welght of fam;ly hanglng |
round his ‘neck like a mlllstone ; he had- "scores of relations nagging -

_.lhim and badgering him night and day for faillng to’ get ona-d‘ Above all;

.the male of the aspidlstra class was cursed w1th a nagging w1fe.1 :The

workingkclass man, says Orwell had none of these things, and therefore :

must- have been fairly happy with his’ famlly life.z

VE L

lorwell, Wigan Pier, p. 103. - 21bid. "

o . 100 :
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Orwell does not sesm to have got closer to his subJect than this. -
- - v / ‘
‘e noticed %he obv1ous fact that there was a Vﬁry strict definition of I
7b L

sex roles among’ the northe working class, and that the ary Ann husband
o 2

-

1
who dld too much around the house was somewhat despised This observation
cannot, however, be taken to be valid for all situations; indeed contem-
porary sociological-research_seems.to suggest that’ the working class

mother is in fact the dominant personality in the- family,2 and not'the~'

4

N . »
_working class man as Qrwell suggests. . -The man' s status w1th1n the family
seems . to depend. very much on his capacity as a‘breadwinner, and in‘the .
. C _ : _ ~ .

) eventuality of unemployment or etirement, he tends to lose his status,
O

becoming a rather diminutive figure. - Richard Hoggart, who was brOught

up in the working class industrial north quotes hlS own experience t

'support further the soc1ological theory that working class families |

essentially matrifocal, the mother #n’ middle age, being ‘the pivot of *fj?:'.
her home‘and ektended'family.B
| Giyen the li%itations of his‘exnerience, it is perhaps‘surprising‘
bthat‘0rwellfz.observations;shouln not‘haye strayed further»from the g.
'facts. '0bviously his.study7lacks the preciSion'of-a novel such;as Love
on the Dole by Walter Greenwood, who came from the working class him;
self; Written 1ggthe Depression perlod, this novel brings out detAils

of WOrking class life that are conspicuously absent in Orwell's obser-

yations.n It shows, for.examole, hou\dependent the_working class of the

NI vv oo

lOrwell "Wigag\Pier‘Diarf," in éollected'Essays; I 'l99
B .

. 2See Michael Yaung, Family and Kinship 1n ‘East London (London.:
Routledge and Kegan Paul, *1957) : .

N 3Richard Hoggart, ‘The Uses of Litora_y_(London ‘Chatto and Windus,
1957), p. 38. _ _ o <
o AR o S
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~tak1ng a walk. in the working class end of town As he explained

IS iy .
~ad .
. s i - . ’ Ca o0 lozb
AR - « < 2 . ” . Ce
< - ’

perlod were on, pawnshops, where clothing was taken on Monday and returned\

d

on Friday, or on clothing clubs whlchtprt 1ded clothes 'on t1ck ! ang'

T

‘;gr0cery stores whlchﬂsupplied food bn credlt Orwell did not realise‘

‘<
.-the extent of, this dependence, which led to a high degree of explolgatlon.

4
7 5%
From Hoggart s ev1dence,kit appears that thlS tendency of the workibg

»‘f

class to resort -to cre - may well have surv1ved the war. . Tﬁese aspect

. IR W . . jf

of working—class llfe—style dld not come into Orwell s pexsonal experlence,<

© P4

so-he did not devote any tlmb to them - even though he had certalnly.-:l

s }
B o B

read Love on the Dole and seen the stage play.l \_ ;‘ -

Orwell then was not suff1c1ently knovledgeablgnto be able to

give an, accurate portrait of worklng ‘class life. Nevertheless, he made .

~ ]

' k-3
up for his inexperlence by being perceptive in other ways. He meallsed

- via

3 N '
for example, that the working class were profoundly 1nfluenced by the

newspapers and magaz1nes they read, so he consequentfy ma ngfcareful
B

N study of working class readlng'material He was thus able to make. some’

'valid 1nferences about worklng class. life and attltudes¢ R N
There was nothlng co%plex about the way he set about these. re—‘
/ B

\searches _ Heéfound he could accumulate a wealth of information by 31mply

¢ » -

'3

'»,Y0$ never walk through any\poor quarter xn any b1g town ' P

. without coming across a small newsagent' 5 shop. The general
appearance of these shops is always much the same® a few
posterstﬁor the Daily Mail and the’ News of .the World outside, .

. & poky: little window with sweet bottles and packets of Players,

- -and ‘a dark,interior smelling\of’ﬂlcorice allsorts and festooned’
from floor to ceiling with viley printed twopenny papers;

~ most of .them with lurjd cover illustrations. in three colours
« o + Probably the. contents of these shops 1is the best indica- -

\

AN

s

tion of what the mass - 6f. the English people really thinks and ‘ T ‘

2
feels. oy _5 L N . .
" l . : ’ . - ?'\
; Orwell Wigan Pier, p 77.. L . &Y

f : o 2T

P _ZOrW§}1 nBoys Weeklies,?‘in Collected Essays, I, 505. -, - .-
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From women's- magazines such as Peg's PaEer, the Family Star
b
and the Oracle, Orwell reallsed that the main concern of working class

women was domestic life. ‘The‘magazines' sfories centred exclusiyely

”around dbmestic events, presented in an idealised sort of way: °,
: The short,'complete storles, the spectal features of these
» papers; are generally of the 'came the dawn' type: the
her01nexnarrowly,escapes losing her 'boy' to a designing
rival, or the 'boy' loses his job and has io postpone
marrlage but’ presently gets a better job.

Even t crimes trea 'd‘in such stories were,ddmestic crimes, such as
. bigamy, for%ery and murderw

. The maga21nes were unreallstlc 1n thelr portrayal of worklng
Q ' - 4 °
class life in other Ways, for example, since they always preSented a’

standard of 11v1ng that was apprec1ably:§fgher than that of thelr reader— )

’ship, and always aV01ded the stark’ realltles of unemployment or work in '

o
-

the factories and mines.’ The‘papersl ’catered for working class fantasies,

2

in much the same‘way;as the comic postcards to be_found at seaside resorts

-catered for the specialiced working class sense of humour. By far the

i

A

' ~ - St . R
most hard—worked‘theme among these cards was (and still is) sex, but
_this did not mean that nothing was taboo.’ Achraing toxérwell
) . ~__
“First favorite is probahly the illegltlmate baby. Typlcal
captions. 'Could you exchange this lucky charm for a

‘baby's feedlng bottle?' 'She didn't ask me to the chrls—

tening, g0 I'm not golng to the wedd¥ng..' Also newlyweds,>

old maids, nude statues and wamen in bathing dresses. All

of them are ipso factodﬁgany, « mention of them being

enough to raise a laugh. The ¢ . .dry j :e is rarely »

exp101ted and there are nc rz  onces to nomosexualit:y.2 ‘ e
1 : : _ B

Ibld., p..527 -
- . N o J .
‘ZOrwell "The Art of Dona_c McGlil L 1n Collected Essays, 11, 786.




In a way, these postcards reflected the importance, even sac~

, e tity, of family life' to the worki&g class. l}n this respect,~working

\

class 'decency' contrasted with the Frehch working class humour, with

which Orwell was equally familiar, \ //

i

~.

The liaison, the illicit but more or less decorous love w
affair which used to be the stock joke of French comic

papers, is not a postcard subject. And this reflects,v

on' a comic level, the working class outlook which takes

it as a matter of course that youth and adventure - almost,
indeed, individual life - end with marriagg.l S

The few days spent at the sea—gide were not the only occasion\
. b}

i

‘for frivolity in working class life.
could be alleylated by llttle extravagances, ‘which, Orwell reallsed

_dwere absolutely essentlal, even thdkgh they totally prevented any klnd
of deferred gratification or investmdnt in the future. ’

When you are unemployed, which is to say when you are
underfed; harassed, bored and mlserable, you don't want
o . to eat .dull, whol~rsome food. You want something a bit
'tasty.' There is always something cheap and pleasant_-'
to .tempt you. Lets have three pennorth of chips! Run
out and buy us a twopenny ice cream! Put the kettle on
and lets have a nice cup of tea! That is how your mind
works when you are at the P.A.C. level.?2

i

Equally well, although Orwell did not discuss this alternative, you
¢ﬁ§ght‘g0'don o the local bettlng shop and put a shllllng on a horse
Greenwood. £ :ms t 1ndicate that the_working class were addicted to

. . i
‘betting, which tended to be jusﬁganothEr form of exploitation.3

1

'lIbid.i p. 189, 7
2Orwell, Wigan Pier,’p. 86@&

3See Greenwoodb Love on the Dole. The bettlng shops descrlbed
> . in this book were run by the local profiteer.

4
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The tendency to live from day to day was not, as the above passage might
suggest, the exclusive.life-style of the unemployed; it must be remémbered

"~ that Unemployment benefits and Public Assistance Committee payments

-

(P.A.C.) had to an extentklevelled upfés well as levelleé'down the‘incomes
on which families were‘liying;lingeed during the Depression men with‘
larger families tended to be?'if,anything; slightly better off than they
had been befcte if their wages had been particnlatly low, since benefit'
payments were made in accordance with.the'size of'fanily.l

v'Otwell understqod; therefore, the psychology behind the need
for cheap luxnties.' They helned to make iigggmore tolefable,for thei
~pocr, giving them goods\tobwhich they had previously not had access.
He realised, to put.it in his own words, -that &the psychological éﬁjﬁst— ‘

ment wh1ch the wor.ing class are visibly maklng is the best they could

n2

make under the circumstances. .This is not to say that he approved'

of the kind bf'goods'that ﬁere.flooding the market, for he,felt them
o * N

“to be of unforglvably low quallty .

Orwell respected this psychologlcal adJustment in much the

 same way as he respected the phy31cal stamina of the miners: "By ns
; ')
conceivable_amount of effort or training," he admitted, cquld I become

‘a‘coal miner; the work would kill me in a few weeks."?wae also

-

AY

1Publlc ‘Assistance Committee paymeéts céine 1nto effect after
six weeks' Transition Beneflt, to which the insurance paying worker '
was entltled by right, was exhausted. While under Unemployment §551s—
tance Board payments the rate for a single man was.15 shillings a week
while the man. qn the -'charity' of the P.A.C. received 12 shillings, -
plus allowances for each child in both cases. : '

0

2Orwell Wigan Pler . 80:

RO 3Ibid., p. 29. :

P
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appreciated the facets of working class life that are ust 1y _ooked

upon with.a certain degree of condescension by people of is cwn class

’

and background‘ "the pub, the football match, the "ice cup of tea,'"}

érwell appréciated these thlngs himself taking

.\

like good strong tea and solid English cooklng.2

1

pleasﬁre~1n simple thlngs
e
The warmth of 4 working

class fireside scene, described in much the same way as he descrlbed

.the Sunday afté//oon scene of Bowling S childhood 3 seemed to evoke an

.ektraordlnary melancholy nostalgia for Orwell.

This nostalgia is in-

teresting because it concerned experiences whlch Orwell himself could

never have known

N

1

'Theﬂvoﬂ. 1g class family, inter locked as it was w1th the other .

central features . of xorklng class life was, as Orwell saw it _unlquely

'decent. ' The working class had p¥oved its decency by rts common-sense

E
) -

resistance to Fascism once the war had begun (although on occasions 1n

the past it had allowed 1tself to be manlpulated by Mosley), as a result

Orwell saw it as the. guardlan of : the 1ntegr1ty of the nation. He,contrasts

the working class with the nation's rulers, making the sweeping comment:

'"It is universally agreed that the working classes are more moral than

A

the upper classes. né It can be questioned whetﬁér any such consensus //

o
i - v

y.

' : . - //

.

lIn the late forties Orwell wrote a series of articles praising

in turn English cooking, the 'nice cup of tea'
disliked the working clase habit: of stewing tea

(Orwell seems to have
» but he recommends . that

it should be drunk strong, like the working class drink it) and the

English pub.  These articles can be found in Collected Essays 'I1I, 56- 68

ZIbid o
)

4Orwell,«"The English People," in Collected Essays, III, 25.

For a' comparison of these two scenes see above.p; 61.
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2 i L S
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U S ' _ S
Eor a comparison of these two scenes see above.p. 61.

4Orwell,«"The English People," in Collected Essays, 111, 25. L : Lo
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Orwell found much the same klnd of 'decency - among the outcaste
group. They had, he found, a strict code of honesty and loyalty, and
it .was the rule for a tramp to be generous to his companlons, sharing

‘'with them in times of good fortune, and passing on useful iaformation.

-

The touching conclusion to Orwell's essay ''The Spike" comes after the
description)of a nlght in a casual ward, where Orwell had shared his
smuggled tobacco supply (smoklng in casual wards was prohlblted an@
tramps were searched on entry), w1th a tramp called Scotty. In the -

morning, when the tramps were scatterlng in various directions, Orwell .-

—

was Startled bffa tap on the shouldeﬁ\\

It was little Scotty, who had run panting after us. He-
pulled a rusty’tin box from ‘his pocket.” He wore a frlendly
smile, llke a man who is.repaying an obligation.’
+ 'Here y'are mate,' he said cordially. 'I owe you some
" fag ends. You stood me a smoke yesterday. Fhe Tramp Major

give back my box of fag ends when we come out thls morning.
One gool turn deserves another - here y'are.'

And he. put four sodden, debauched loathly clgarette ends
into my hand.l

Not all the tramp pompanions Orwell described had. Scotty s v1rtues,
-but certalnly the vast maJority were endearlng ind1v1duals, who could al-
ways be relled upon to help those less adept than themselves.» Just such

a person, a th1ef but generous and gay, “was Nobby, who escorts the destl—

tute Dorothy in A Clergyman s Daughter, and appears again in O: w2ll's

memories of his hop-picking days. Nobby would also help out a friend

in need even if it meant-steallng to do so. In short, Nobby and others

s

like him had the same klnd of 'common decency' that Orwell attributed
/

to the worklng class' both had the generous, careféee attitude to 11fe

15’

that Orwelllso»much admired.fr o ,'3' - | N

\ ) ) @

1

Orwell, "The Spike," in Collected Essays, I, 66.
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It is not difficult to deduce, from Orweix s evidence, the effect
| working class cnltural background would have on the\child. First of all _

the firmly—bondedw?amily with the strong mother—flgure would prov1de a

deep sense of security. It has been left to social- observers 51nce

Orwell's time to study the strong bonding between individuals in the

. -family, particularly between mother and daughter,l which ispbiwfarlthe,v

R

most intenSe‘and influential human relationship that exists in well-

established-worki:g class families. The tendency tovpurchase on credit
(again not a theme much discussed by Orwell) would instill in the child

'V'Ha total disregard for the mlddle/class philosophy of paying one' s way

“

and deferrlng gratification, which would likely be preached to little

f

effect in‘the schools. From.Orwellrs‘atudy of working class reading

. ‘ _ e o
matqgial, particularly ‘his essay "Boys' Weeklies,"z_one realises that

the working class child reading Gem or.Magnet the youngrnwoman reading -
. . e ; D .

.Peg's Paper was encouraged to fantasise about a world where’ conditions

were better than:they vere in reality, but whicﬁ till‘retained the
fairly'rigid working.class morality. ,Tnis concept of morality mould
be further 1mpressed upon -the child by ‘such things as comic postcards
The total-effect of thlS env1ronment would be one of 'decency. .~ The
child would be encouraged to eee 1tse1f as a part of a distinct culture
' that expected him to behave in accordance with a certaln prescribed
code of conduct, .and which é?couraged him to look upon himserf as part
ofian organic community whloQ.hadvbeen bu1lt up over generationS'by o

Y k4
¥ .

Vthe interaction of static family groupings.

N

ey

- wlFor development of this theme see Michael Young s lz and )
Kinship in East London. - = : , G

2Orwell, “"Boys" Weekiies," in Collected'Essays, 1,1505—531.
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So far the discussion has been limited to the positive aspects

of working class culture, but there was a darker side to working class

.culture that Orwell also was preparedlto'discuss. The most de-humanising

factor, as Orwell realised, was the severe poverty that had to be endured

s

. . N
by so many. Occasionally, on his trig to the north, Orwell came across

households wh?ch were extremely degégerdte; as a result, at least in
1 . LT .
part, of poverty.ﬁ A notorious example of this, taken from the pages

oflfhe Road~to Wigan Pier was the Brookers' establishment where Orwell _

.A)"

stayed as a lodger. Mr. Brooker,did-mbst of what was done of the house¥

work,.andAiirnas he who was largely responsible for the dreadful food,

. and totally responslble for the big black thumb-print that hall-marked

every slice of bread and butter. Mrs. Brooker, his wife, a supposed

"inValid, spent her life on the sofa, endlessly piling Up around her

soggy pieces of newspaper and moanlng "It does seem ‘'ard, don' t 1t now?"

;Npt only did the Brookers keep lodgers, but\they also carrled on a moderate_

c

trade in decompesing 'black tripe' which they stored ‘wncovered in the

~cellar and sold to their unemployed'nelghbours.1 Of course it is very

-

much an open question whether the BrookerS' and other such households -

conld haye been inproved lf their inCOmes had been any_higher. |
Degeneracy‘of this kind was not exclnsively the result of poverty

and a lack of cleanliness‘ 1t was also the result of bad management;

In another home where he 1odged Orwell complled an 1nventory of the

food left in' the kitchen, ‘and recorded it 1n hlS diary.r .‘ v .

 “One morning when washlng in H's scullery T made an inventory
. of the following food: A piece of bacon about 5 pounds.

»

- Yorvell, Wigan Pier, pp. 5-12.

e
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About. 2 pounds of shin of beef. About a pound and a half
of liver (all these uncooked). The wreck of a monstrous
meat pie (Mrs. H when baking a pie always made it in an
enamelled baskin such as is used for washing. up in. Ditto
‘with puddings). A.dish containing 15 or 20 eggs. A number
- of small cakes. A flat fruit pie and a 'cake—a-pie' (pastry
with currants in it). Various fragments of earlier pies.
6 large loaves and 12 small ones (I had seen Mrs. H. cook .
‘these the night before). Various odds and ends of butter, (9
tomatoes, opened tins of milk, etc. There was also more '
food keeping warm in the oven in the kitchen.l

«aFO&H.wastage in this household was undeniably excessive. Orwell also

‘noticed that the diet was not a balanced one.. The fact that:the working

class were ignorant of dietary principles was of course not g&eir fault,

however, and Orwell appreciated this.

A much better example:of household manégement was prov

the miner's wife whom Orwell met later on his trip.2 The woh

gded by
#;éave
Orwgll an account of the mbﬁey she spent every week and Orwell found
that the only improvement he_cbﬁld suggest was.thét the carrots and
vegetablesvcould,haV% been eaten raw, thus conserving both fuel angd
the gbodnes%;of ﬁhéhfood. This family Yas.living_on an unemployment .

assistancevalIOQance'that gave them thirty-two shillings'a,weekg‘and

although théy might conceivably have managed on slightly less, Orwell

was probably correct in assuming that, had such economies been made
by the working class uneﬁbloyed, theii allowances would have been cut.
Poverty, as it affected the working class, could either, there-

' fore, lead to degeheraey,»or it cbgld be sﬁcteésfully combatted if the

&

) hogggwife'waé Ttesourceful enough - and even then not without a great

1w

10nwel%, "Wigan Pier Biary," in Collected Essays, I, 204.

N

20:’»@11,; Wigan Pier, pu 83. . - . A,
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deal of difficulty, since there was no margin for extra expenses or

>

medicine. The total general effect of poverty was de—humanising and
Orwell not only reallsed this, but was able to express it in a concise
and touching form. The gllmpse he had of the woman and the drﬁlnplpe'

is an often—quoted passage, but it expresses: all the. degradatlon of

N
o

,poverty
At the back of one of the houses . a young woman was kneellng
. _ on the stones, poking a stick up the leaden waste-pipe which
Ly - ran from the sink inside which I suppose was blocked. I
" had time to see everything about her - her sacking apron,
her clumsy clogs, her arms reddened by the cold. She lcoked .
up as the train passed, and I was almost near enough to catch
her eye, She had axround, pale face, the usual exhausted.face
of the slum girl who is' twenty-five and looks forty, thanks
to miscarriages and drudgery; and it wore for the second in
_ which I saw it the most desolate hopeless expression I have
. ever seen. It struck me then that we are mistaken when we
_say 'It isn't the same for them as it would be fon us,'
and that people bred in slums can imaglne nothlng but slums.
.For what 1 saw in her face was not the ignorant, sufferlng
‘of an' animal. She knew well enough what was happenlng to her -
understood as well as I .did how dre dful ‘a degtiny it was to
be kneeling there in the bitter cold,\ on thedslimy stores of
a slum backyard, poking a stick up a oul %g;alnplpe.l
°‘ (

The poGerty of the northern uorking cl s was being perpetuated

)

' by a depression which was allow1ng a grow1hg‘ ”osperity in other sectors

of the economy.  Orwell real;sed ".kfﬁaégghsed a‘soc1al threat, since

'self—respecting working people‘wédgi
vthe'same time he felt, on‘balance,:ta
xnciass would allow themselves to be pushed into the social categorybpre-'
'
viously only occupied by vagrants and outcastes; worklng class culture
and working class soc1ety was Suff1c1entiy strong tozllde out the storm.

"The old communal way of life has not yet broken up, traditlon is still

<y

lorwell; Wigan Pier, p. 16.
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strong, and almost everyone has a family - potentially, therefore, a
. - < v
honie,"1 Orwell declared. =}n this resbe“t the north appeared more stable
K
than London, where the unemp&oyment sitvation was in fact much less serious.

For London was different "London,ls the sort of wh1r1pool which draws
derelict people towards it . . . you tan go to pieces as you could not
'boSsibly do in a place whefe you had neighbours who knew you;“z For

Orwell, therefore, complete social disintegration seemed unlikely in
the north. It is interesting that he completely ignored the possibility*«

df"active ﬁiiitancy on the part of the deprived unemployed, although

this was the time of the hungef marches which were’causing panic in”.
* London. ' o ' ) - 4 ' e C
The outcastes- t8o were weakened and debilitated by their poverty.

Physically most tramps and vagrants werejabsolyte wrecks, as Orwell

realised when he was subject, along with the other inmates of the ﬁépike'

e
2

to a medical examination:
. .
“We stood shivering ndked to the waist in two long ranks

in the passage. The filtered light, bluish cold, lighted

us up with unmerciful clarity. No one can imagine, unless

he has seen such a thing, what pot-bellied, degenerate’

curs were, looked. Shock heads, hairy, crumpled faces,

hollow chests, flat:feet, sagging muscles - every kind of

malformation and physical rottenness were there. All

- were flabby and. dlscoloured as all tramps are under their

deceptive sunburn.3 .

-

Not only were the tramps ill—fed and thoraughly unhealthy, they

- 'were also.cont;nually humlllated by a system which took pains to show -
: o ’ S . S . i

‘

T 8pia., e 10 | = :
' 2ibid., | o o

S ) 30fwell, "The Spike,"hin Collected Essaz§; I, 61.

)
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that'it despised such people. Most of the humiliation was tdtally un-

necessary - for example, the boredom whlch was forced onto them. For
6the entlre Weekend at the Splke, the tramps were Cbnflned to a room

where they were not even allowed to smoke. Orwell’describes'stewhat

T

condescendingly, the acute boredom which was suffered:

Most of the tramps spent ten consecutive hours in this

dreary room. It is hard to imagine how they put up with _

it. I have come to think that boredom is the worst of -

all a tramp's evils, worse than hunger and discomfort, s N
. worse' even' than the constant feeling of being soc%ally

disgraced. It is a silly piece of cruelty to confine an

ignorant man all day with nothing to do, it is like chaining

a dog in a barrel. Only an educated man, who has consolations’

within himself, can endure confinement. Tramps, unlettered

types as nearly all of them are, face their poverty- with

blank, resourceless fminds. Fixed for ten hours on a comfort-

less bench, they know no way of occupying themselves, and

if they , thlnk at all it is to whimper about bad luck and .

pine for work.l — ; v » J

The treatment to which tramPS‘and vagrants .were subjected was
del1berate1y callous, as can be Seen from Orwell s descrlptlon of the

food wastage after the' Sunday dlnner in the adj01n1ng workhouse.
The wastage was astonlshing, great dishes of beef .and pucket—-
fuls of’bread and vegetables, were pitched away like rubblsh
and then defiled with tea leaves., I filled five dustbins to
overflowing with good food. .4nd while I d1d so my fellow
tramps were sitting two hundred yards away in the splke, ~ L
their bellies half filled with the spike dinner of everlasting
" bread and tea, and perhaps two cold boiled potatoes each in
honour of Sunday. It appeared that the food was thrown away
from deliberate policy, rather than it should be glven to

‘ the tramps.z. o _ ) s

~

Orwell felt that such a pollcy was Victorlan d. unnecessary,‘ghd ;;;}\f

8eSGed that the casual wards should be provi/ed with kltchen gardens
,lxbid.,“p.“ez. S o . . '_,‘ SEE

. “Ibid., p.63. " R e
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where the tramps could work in return for a reasonable meal, thus sav1ng

their self—respect.l As things°were, tramps spent their miserable lives

L1

wandering from spikes (where they could only stay one night), to chunih

-~

halls and Salvation Army hostels, always the victims of miSSionary zeal
“d

~

As Orwell commented "It is curious how people take 1t for granted that

-

X ‘
they have the right to preach at you and pray over you as soon as your

. ‘

“income falls .below a certain level n2 ~\J»

- The twentieth century it seems had brought with 1t numerous
—1mprovements in social Welfare that/had benefitted the maJority of~the-a
working class, who now..had greater security than ever before, but the

5‘ tiny sub group of the working class that comprised ‘tramps and vagrants

’
3

had benefitted little by the. progress made elsewhere.

Poverty was: therefore at the root of those negative aspects

LY ‘(:

of working class culture that surrounded the child. The fact that adult -
o life was so hard was perhaps the explanation behind the characteristic
working class indulgence towards children. Yet, at the time Orwell

was making his observations, the children were undoubtedly suffering, ﬁ

!
. > \ S

their case being particularly unfortunate if they belonged to a home

>

which was’ badﬂy—managed The poverty 0 the'outcaste roup would notw v

have substantially affected the children, incevthére wereifew'women .e

and fewer small children among thlS group. Yet the wretchedness of
" 3

the outcastes formed a background to working' lass life, constantly

reminding adults and children alike of the depths to/which it was p0551ble

r

™

‘to sink so very easily

} , _ B /.
1Orwell Down and Out, p. 183 : ‘

Ce 2Ibid., p.. 161.
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B Working Class Schooling

been regarded as a calculated attempt to'limit working class family

116

The fact that working class children attended school until;four— .

teen or fifteen,years'oldcdid not mean that‘the working class was par-
',ticularly concerned'aboutvthe education.their children were reéeiving.

Among' the WOrging’class of both industrial and agricultural areas, goVern- '

ment legislation with'regard to compulsory schooling had'traditionally

pas]
I~y

;incomes. It was clear ,to this class that the‘ever—increas1ng number

of. years which a Chlld was expected to spend in school did not féad to 'J

a proportional 1ncrease in 1ncome on leaving school. For)this-reason,

P

the working class had no real faith in schooling, and would rarely have

o

con51dered paying fees for it.: Orwell cons!dered thls attitude-to be

) almost a definlng characterlstic of the worﬁing class.l

Y

The working class therefore _sent their children to state. schools,

, which were compulsory, free and. manned exclu51vely by th iddle classes.l”

it is not difficult to-imaginA the conflict of values that ex1sted w1th1n\‘

these schoolsx for educatlon, as instituted by the middle classes was‘

competitiveness, ‘both concepts which were essentia_ly ‘alief to the workfng‘

class as Orwell described it. The w0rk1ng class had> of a Darwinian;

. l__i____l)
~

and more. of an organic view of - the society in which they llved which

as they saw it depended on family loyalty rather than’competrtion.

’ Orwell s observations on the stat of'WOrRing class schools are

«Vlotwe11, "prs’Weeklﬁfs;" in Col\lected Essays, I, 511.

e —~——>
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schools, was non—egistent. He did, 'however, have a shrewd idea ab@ut/‘

vorking class atti . =c to formal éducation,-as appears from thiy pas~

-,

) ) .‘ N - "f‘~77 ;
o And again, take the working-class attitude t®& 'education.'
How different it is from ours, and how immensely sougder!
Working people oftert have a vague reverence for learning
in others, but where 'education' touches their own lives
they see through it and reJect it by a healthy instinct.l

The enforced education of the school never won the support‘of;the Wkang

classes, least of all from the adoleScents, who, as Orwell.descrﬂ§e$,
- 'l’ - . [

K3 . - (/ﬁ‘
-were anxious to prove their manhood in the outside world:

There is not one wdrkiné class boy in a thousand who does
not pine for the day when he will leave sg¢hool. He wants

tc oe doing real work, nmot wasting his time on’ridiculous
- rubbish like history and geography. To the.working class,

the notion of staying at' school until you aremnearly grown—,
‘up seems merely contemptible and unmanly L

- : N

Since this was the attitude of the worklng class to the thQDlQ

/

._ which they“were<: llged to attend, the schools couldﬂhave only_had a Jery

.0

:vminor 1mpact on - the development ci the children, and therefore vaeli g

lack of experience in thlS respect is not so very unfortunate. YQt i

\\l

making the'statements that he §id, by approving of working class Ye jeetion

" of schooling, Orwell was touching on an inportent'theoretical prgblﬁﬂ

4

' Pilgr1m Trust entltled Men Wlthout Work

o lOrwell ngan Piexr, p. -103. . Self—educatlon ‘must be dlsykn\
guished from Grwell's, concept of schoollng Illustrations of thy sqff~-
educated working man can be found in- Greenw00d S Love .on the. Dolgﬁin
the. figure of Larrx. A discussion of the tent and. importance 05 self~
education particularly as it was organised by the Welsh and Northylwmherland
miners during the Depression can be foﬁnd in the 1933 report to (Ne

. 2Ibld A further 1llustration of this. attltude can be fahnq in
Greenwood's Love on the Dole,'where the young Harry feels that hyg hgys tO
reject the security of a"scrlvener ‘or clerical job in order to Joip

the ranks of the factory workers, even though he- knew they were bQ1n5

, lald off. The factory workers, to hlnlwere 'men engaged. 1n men 9 WQﬁk
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thé} has still not been solv¢? today. He does not seem to have thought
. - N ‘r .

throughihis attitude on this issue. There is no doubt that he despised .-

the tgééég“ﬁgrﬂtheir mentél vacuity and:lack'of education which he sgg?osed
madeja man 'tesourceful,'.and'yet his only. comment'on‘working»class A
schooling was thatgit.was a waste'of time. In his descrlptions of children
at ‘'work in the’ ‘hopfields, for example, with reference to the tiring work )
the Chlldren had to do he commented "I don t suppose it dld them more

‘ 1

harm than scheol."™ All one can infer from’this evidence is that he

zfelt that,the'schools as constituted had nothing to offer the working

classes, presumably he felt that .they could be restructured more appro-’

3 . o l/

priately, E\f he offers no guide- lines in this respect.

e

' The Working Class as=a-Force for dhange

‘In the case -of the upper class and middle classes it was possible
to consider the class ‘as "a result, in part, of the edueatlon it had
received at home and in schodl. Certain particular pharacteristics of
these classes seéemed :to bexdirectly the result of the structure and policy.

‘ G
. of their schools. In the case of the working class it is not p0531ble

at least from the eV1derce Orwell prov1des —- to see such a causal relation—-
ship. The working class was too differentrfrom their schools to be sub—
stantially moulded by them. They did not pay for their education,'and
conseqﬁently they did not have any control ovet it. TheA%orking class,_

therefore, is almost”ekclusively the product of its own home culture,

and the impact of this on the child-has already been discussedf

B
{

lorwell, "Hoé.Picking," in Collected Essays, I, 87.
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Orwell, "Hoé.Picking," in Collected Essays, I, 87.
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Ofwell_saw this'attitude as deference to those in authority, and to
iilustrate it he qﬁotes.an experience he had in'Sheffield when he had
mentioﬂed to some companions that he wished to obtain 'some statistics

from the Town Clerk. Urwell describes his companions as being "much:

more fDrcible characters' than himself, and he was therefote astonished
to fiﬁd that the men wereftoovshy to accompany him to the office.. On

the suﬁgect of the statistlcs, Orwell s companions sald "He mlght glve

nl

them 0 you, but he wouldn't to us. Such a sense of inferiority vis-

a—vis Fhe authorities must have raised dovbts in Orwell's mind as to the

likelifood of the working class emerging as a dynamic force for change.

T Orwell also'had donbts about WOrking4class 1eaders. "As soon

as a wOrking Han. gets an 0ff1c1al post in the Trade Unlon or goes into-

Labour bolitlcs, Orwell commented, "he becomes middle class whether

" he will or no, i.e. by fighting the bourgeoisie he‘becomes'bourgeois."2
As an @kample of thlS process Orwell glves a descriptlon of Wal Hannlngton,
1eader of the National Unemployed Workers' Movement whom he heard speak

at a pdblic mEetlng. rwell was not very 1mpressed and 1abe11ed hlm

7 u3

®as a "Vourgeois Communist. The fact that Hannington was an official

Moscowfllne c0mmunist was not llkely to endear him to Orwell but it

is quite likely also that Orwell resented the man's m11itancy, for essen-

e LT

tially - OrWell was not very revolutlonary—mlnded

i

Drawing on his knowledge of history, Orwell points out that the

- . ' : : \
working classxhas rarely been led.by worging'class_men; its leaders have

A

— e —

Torvell, "Wigan Pier Diary," in Collected Essays,’I, 324.

. I»id., p. 198. < SO1pid., pe 201,
' . o 3 o ) .." .
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of forelgn ‘habits."

was prepared

”}211‘
‘usually been middle class.intellectuals., He'refera to the suppressioﬁ;
of the Paris Commune, when the troops were rounding up the leaders to Bé‘
shot. Not knoﬁing who the ring leaders were, it waa decided by the
anthorities that those of better class anould be picked‘out, on the -
principle that they must have,been rhe leaders.l |

Orwell was also disappointed at the lack of international con-

sciousness among ‘the working-class. He castigates them, for example,

for failing to express solidarity with the "coloured working class"

of the Empire.z He also accuses them of being xenophobic with regard

to'foreigners; as he states: "the English are outstanding in their horror

. T
.

All these factors tehded to shake Orwell s confldence in the

working class as a force for change in the inter-war period. Bearing

. : _ v ‘ ' o
in mind the fact that he was an avowed socialist, it is interesting

to contrast the "Wigan Pier Diary" with The Road to Wigan Pier as it

VaS'published; From the comparison one learnsuEhat Orwell was "in fact

far%more sceptical about the potentlal of the working class than he

admit to the Left Book Club, One finds, for example,'

in the _eSCripcion of a Mosley rally ne'attended in Barnsley

~

which<does not present the working class in _a particularly flattering

light: S : S
After the prellmlnary b001ng the (mainly) worklng class
audlence was easily bamboc zled by Mosley speaking from
. “, LY

1Orwell, Wigan Pier, p. 44 ;

2Letter to Jackaommon,.Dec. 1938, Collected.Essays,'I, 407.
3

Orwell, "The Lion' and the Unicorn," in Collected Essays, II, 85.
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on. Gissing he chastises that writer for his lack of a sufficiently liberal

outlook: ‘
/

In a mild way his outlook is reactionary, from lack of fore-
sight rather than from ill-will. Having been obliged to .live
among them, he regarded the working class as savages, and
in saying so he was merely being intellectually honest; he
did not see that they were capable of becoming civilised if
given sllghtly better opportunltles.l

™

_Similarly, elsewhere, with regard to worklng class taste, Orwell commented:

But the solution is not to congratulate ‘the ord,nary man
on his bad taste. The solution, ‘E}klmately, is through
the education which Mr. Agate 'dis elieves in.2 . -

r )
. . . o . .

One finds, therefore,vthat'Orwell's opihiohs regarding working
class ootential_for‘changiﬁg.the social order has come a full circle.
Starting wlth ah‘attempt at sympathieing with working class culture ahd
life—style, ahd hdping,:presumablj, for a socialistie revqution.that
would bring these people to atmdre influential‘positlon in societfg
~Orwell had “moved over tova typlcally middle”class attitude by the’time
_ the warlhad broken out. yery probably.these’attltuaes‘had been:playing

in his mind all along.

" Evaluation -
It has been ééén in this chapter that Orwell has a great deal
, to say on the subJect of worklng class culture - the culture that does so

much to form the child. The warmth and security of working class’family

»

~and communlty_life, tempered to some extent by poverty, ehcompasses almost

10rwellv "?eorge Gissing,b in Collected Essays, 1V, 491

*

2"A controversy. Orwell Agate,’.ln Collected Essays, III, 294,
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~ the entire range of influential forces affecting ‘the developing child N

As Orwell appreciated, the school was not a signlficant factor since

the child had little in common vith his instructors, .not sharing their
.- .
{

value system.

The necessity or otherwise of providing schdoling for the working

. class therefore emerges as a'difficult problem. Orwell himself is not

much help in this. regard since his own position was ambiguous, and changed

7 .
over'time. On the one hand - and this was partlcularly in his socialist'

period in the thirties - Orwell was sympathetic to working class rejection
of schooling; yet on the other hand — and this is an attitude that emerges

D(A

more and more clearly wath the passing of the years— Orwell seems to

: have thought that the working class needed instruction from their betters.

>

The tramps in the spike had "Blank, resourceless minds,"l Mosley's '"unedu-

cated audience were ea31ly bamboozled 2 But the WOrking classes could

be improved, they are "capable of being civilised if given slightly -

better.opportunities."3- Even working class("badvtaste" which Orwell

himself had earlier defended, could be remedied: "the solution'lies in
K

'education." ‘One is forced to conclude, therefore, that Orwell's ideas

on working class education were incon81stent, and as muchvthe'result of

the traditional preJudices of his class as of his socialist persuasions.

W

: Orwell "The Spike," in Collected Essays, I, 1. . . . .

2Orwell "ngan Pier Diary," in. Collected Essays I, 231. "

-

3Orwell‘ "George G1331ng," in Collected Essays, IV, 491.
4.

"A controversy Orwell: Agate," in Collected Essays III 294,
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THINGS Ta fOME
L. . “{; w},

A Missed Opportunity .f ' 3',v ‘ ,3; :
It has been seen that although‘Orwé&ﬂ was’ oriented towards
socialism for much of hlS lif@ he was never aovery conv1nc1ng socialist. -
Indeed, he(was to move away from that philosophy in his later years. _g
It w1ll be the main concern of this chapter, therefore, to: trace Orwell s
changing expectations for English society over the last years of hls~
life, from the\early war years until his death in 1950. The slow shift »”
in his attitude will be seen to be an unbroken trend, since nothing
to be found in his last approach Wlll appear totally unrelated to his
ideas aswthey were>expressed in the thirties. / |
Crwell's‘opinions about’the direction of current trends at the f
loutbreak of war was fairly optimistic.A He anticipated and desired a
better societv where class distinctions'would somehow be abolished.
» How exactly this was to be achleved was not spelled out; but there isv
1itt1e to suggest that Orwell expected a revolution. Once the war had
started his attitude changed slightly Believing that a revolution e
.,was now p0351ble, he expected the middle class to JOln with the. working
class in order to overthrow the existing government and 1nstall a
eocialist'government. The reason why he hoped for and expected_this

eventuality was to be found in his attitude to the ruling class which

‘as has been_discussed, he felt to be incompetent. Orwell describes

w g

YRR
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to Partisan Review of January 1941:

in'such a revolution as he describes.

the revolution he favoured was ‘not the typlcal Marxist overthrow of

In the summer (of 1940) what amounted to a revolutionary
situation existed in England, though there was no one to
take advantage of 1t. After twenty years of being fed on .
sugar and water the nation had realised what its rulers were
like, and there was a widespread readiness for sweeping eco-

~-nomic and social changes, combin®d with an absolute deter- .

mination to prevent invasion. ' At that moment, I believe,
the opportunity existed to isolate the monied class and

swing the mass of the nation behind a 3 _policy in which re51s—l
‘tance to Hitler and destruction of class privileges were

combined. Clement Greenberg's remark in Horizon, that the
working class is the only class in England that seriously :
means to defeat Hitler, seems to me quite untrue. The
bulk of the' middle class are just as anti-Hitler as the
working class, and their morale is probably more reliable.

" The fact which Socialists, especially when they are looking

at the English scene from the outside, seldom seem to me to
grasp, is that the patriotism of the middle clasgses is a
thing to be made use of. The people who stand up for 'God
Saving the King' would .readily transfer their loyalty to a
Socialist regime 1f they were handled with the minimum of
tact. However, in the summer months no one saw the oppor-
tunity, the Labour leaders (with the possible exception of
Bevin) allowed themselves to be made the tame cats of the

-government, and’when the invasion failed to come off and the

alr raids were less terrible than everyone had expected the
quas1—revolut10nary mood’. ebbed away . 1 -

-

126

 this mament of near-revolution (once it had passed) in his London Letter

Orwell himself would have been more than anxious .to participate ,

It is interesting to note that

the bourge0131e by the proletarlat but an alliance of the middle and

e

with thevUtopian socialists‘than with

. -lower classes to defeat the government and replace it, mos t likely,

:‘ with a Labour Party type of 1eadership. Orwell s use .of the word

ost\rezolutionaries.-
o

a

'revo-

lution' is therefore misleading, for his ideas. have far more in commion

t\t‘t@ ]

lOrwell ‘London Letter to Partisan Review, 3rd Jan. 1941, in

Collected Essays, 11, 67. . , ke

L 2
K
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The:revolution;'however, did not cbmerto pass, and O£We11'once
again'paésiveiy accepted the ptesent state ofﬁ;ffairs,as é starting N
point for his pfoposgls. He haa“behéved in much the.same way immediétely

before the war, when he had rejected military confrontation with the '£;f '

fascist powers not because he was a pacifist (he was not), but because

4

-he hoped for an international movement to overthrow the national govern-—

— kS

ments and so prevent war. ,Thié was the same untealistic faith,fhat»had
' . : (R ‘
been held by so many at the outbrei& of the First World War. As soon

as war had broken out, howéver,.Orwéll was anxious to offer‘his services

to the nation, making the comment "Now we are in this bloody war we have

got to win it and I would like to lend a'hand."'1 As in the case of thé

missed 'revolution,' Orwell allowed his patriotism to dictate his opinion

- on events, and, given the new state of affairs, was prepared to argue

“the case that England was, after all, one‘nation, lovable in her eceen-~

3,

tricigiesg‘ Orwell describes English society using the reassuring analogy

of the family, although he admittéd it was a rather‘badly—rtn‘family:

England is not.the jewelled isle of Shakespeare's -much
quoted message, nor is it the inferno depicted by Dr. -
. Goebbels. More than either it resembles a family, a
rather stuff Victorian family, with not many black sheep
in it but with all its cupboards bursting with skeletons.
It has rich relations which have to be kow-towed to and
poor relations who are -thoroughly sat upon, and there i%
a deep comspiracy of \silence over the source of the family
~income. It is a family in which%he young are generally
thwarted and most of the power is in the hands of irres- '
ponsible uncles and bedridden aunts. Still, it is a family.
It has a private 'language and its common memories, and at
the approach of the enemy it closes its ranks. A family
.with the wrong members’ in control - that, perhaps, is the
- nearest one can get to describing England in a phrase.?2

lOrwell,'London Letter to Parisan Review, 3rd Jan. 4i, in -
Collected Essays, II, 67. ' ' ‘

- &!; ‘ ‘ . ‘q‘\,

i)

2Or'v&ell,“'»'The Lion and the Uhicorn," in Collected Essays, II, 88.--
Y, A _ : i P
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- By the beginning of 1941, therefore, Orwell can be s?éd to have

fully completed the transition from sOc:Lalist5 to patriot. His fun-

damental . conservatism had at last fully established itself ‘ To date;

"he had not proved to be very accurate in his predictions, but this d1d

‘.

- not deter him from continuing to analyse the political scene and making

suggestions for improvements.

-~

The 'New Middle Class' of the Future °

-classes already discussed because it was'manifestly of.the new order,

N b..(,\,'
Most of Orwell's ideas of the early war period which relate to.
his anticipations of the future can be found in his 1941 essay, "The

Lion and ‘the Unicorn. In this essay he outlines his 1deas about the

'new middle class' which he perceived to be emerging (although he did not
. ' A G ' R \ :
give it this name): N ' SO C
“One of the most important developments in England during the
' last twenty years has been the upward and downward extension \*J\\
of .the middle class. It has happened on such a scale as to .
make the old classifications of society into capitalists, - NN
proletariads and petty bourgeois (small property owners)
almost obsélete.l :

~

This 'new middle.class'<was different from the declining middle

T

and likely to survive. It cannot be equated with the healthier sections

o of the old middle class (that 1s, the better—paid proflssionals whiczs\”J
\ _OrWell has failed to comment upon) because its occupational status w

not that high' Being the technologists and engineers of. the new society,

1
°

-they tended to occupy an 1ntermediate social p051tion. ell does \L\\

not seem to haxe had any real 11king for thlS class and its culture,

‘as-appears from ‘the following extract:

 ibid., p. 96: K o e ]



fof Huxley s'Brave New ' World.

It is a rather restless, -cultureless life, Centring round
tinned food, Picture Post, the radio and the inte€rnal. .
combustion engine. It is 2 civilisation in which children
grow up with an intimate knowledge of magnetoes and in
complete ignorance of the Bible. To thgg civilisation
belong the people who are most at home in and most definitely
‘of the’ modern world, the technicians, the hlgher ‘paid skilled
workers, the airmen. and their ‘mechanics, the radio experts,
film producers, popular: Journalists and industrial chemists.
They -are the indeterminate stratum at which the old class

distinctions are beginning to break down.l ///// \\‘o-_lg;

OrWell probably felt at odds with this class because he himself was not.

"of the modern world " remalning untll the end of his 11fe just a little.

old fashioned 1iving in spartan conditions, and never owning a car.

He was moreover, closely in touch w1th the past espec1ally the 11terature
of the past, and had little understanding of technology and its potentlal

This becomes apparent in his portrayal of the 1984 world,,which resembles"

bombed-out London in appearance rather than the technological wonderland

\ v

n&gll states in "The Llon and the Unlcorn" that-the neWJmiddle

Class firstégade its appearance after 1918 This was the f1rst occa81on'bz'

o .
when people of indeterminate class, the\sirt of people who'éould'not'

be "Placed in ‘an instant by clothes, mannkys and ac_cent,"2 made’ an appear-

Cance. The new class, Orwell noticed tended to gravitateﬁﬁowards the

new’ townships, the light industry areas and/the arterial roads on the

OutsklrtS of major’ cities where, inc1dentally, 1t had ‘been noticed by

J.'B. Priestleyg who made a trip round'England "{n 1933. Like Orwell
. AR < ST »

\

. . Priestley had recognised this class to be the class of the futnre.3

!

y -

R . . ) ﬁ . Lo N

e

1ibia., p p 98. 2

p3J B. Priestley, English Journey (London. Heinemann 1934)

.

Ibid

<
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‘The new egalitarianlsm of life—style, clothlng and consumption patterns

-

'which Orwell had noticed was ‘making a marked impact on ~the’ working class,

. was essential to the existence of this new class Orwell admltted that

life inlsome form. . T

there were "Wide gradations of i%come"'within this-class, but.mass produc-.
tion' enabled even the poorest members to purchase the luxuries of modern
"Not,pnly did this new class benefit from industrial mass produc—

tion but 1t also found 1tself benef;ting from the inter-war bu1ld1ng

; _boom. Orwell does not men%ion this p01nt but the new middle class was

iyt

the group that acqulred most of the, fo&' and a half milllon hoqﬁ thit :
. LA

- were built by private contractors and local government dnrlng this perlod

The urban poor, for whom the h mes had orlglnally been 1ntended, acqulred

the accommodation vacated by the new class.1 :

The new mlddle class, therefore provlded a formula for a new
classlessness as 0rwell called 1t,‘wh1ch found 1ts ul@iﬁate expression

in the 'naked democracy.of the sw1mm1ng pools. 2' In prlnciple, Orwe&l

°approved of this new classlessness since it marked the end of the "old

class distinctlons," but he could not help feeling that there had been

a cultural loss. Orwell, whf/had been one'of the foremost.crltics of thé :

'class system of the past, now was beglnnlng to appreciate the more positive

,aspects of\thelqld social,classes, which the new,mlddle class did not

. . share.’

-

1Mowat, Brltain Between the Wars, Ch 9 . 'p_- v ; . _ '

20rwell,."The Lion and the'Unlcorn5f in Collected Essays, ‘11, 98.
. / . - ° . . " .
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Recommendations for Meritocracy

T Al&hough it is true that the new middle class presented Orwell

4

with a dilemﬁa, heralding as it did some changes of.which‘he approved

and some of which he disapproved, this did not mean that he was un-

¢5willing to finally make'soﬁe kind 6f,cdmmitment, either with the'old or

ywith the new.

His final decision would seem to be with the new. In,,

this same essay, he put forward his recommendations for social reform

which ﬁndoubtedly suggest that he was prepared to facilitate the path .

.of "existing trends. The cause for which Orwell stood was his own ﬁar—

oo

o - = &

ticular brand of "English Socialism' which he wanted to see implemented.

He drew up these'proposaié in the summer of 1940 when he was. writing

o,.

t@e draft Of "Thé}Lion and the Unicorn," and therefore the proposals

XY

7

‘can ‘bé seen to be an attempt to inspire the 'revolutionary' mood which

Orwell felt was then sweeping Britain. His pfoposéd progrémme is summed-

fu? under sixvpoints, the-abbreviated form of which follows:

I suggest that the following six-point programme i. the
"kind of thing we need. The first three points deal with.
_England's internal policy, the other three with the

Empire and the world: '

1.

3 ‘ 2.

Nationalisation of land, mines, railways, banks and
major industries. "

Limftation of .incomes, on such a&Scale that the highest
tax-free income in. Britain does not exceed the lowest
by more than ten to one. . ¢

Reform of the educatlonal sysxem along democratlc
lines. |- \f.

Immediate Dominion status Ebr Indla, with the power to
secede: once the war is ove® %

Formation of an Imperial Council, in whlch the coloured
peoples are to be represanted .
Declaration of an alllagte w1th China, Aby581n1a and all
other victims of Fasc;ﬁ§Apowers.

The general tendency of this / rogramme is unm1$takable. It

aims quite frankly at turZ?
 war and England into a’Sodi

'‘this war into a revelytionary

‘thé‘simplest person’. could not

alist democracy. I have deliberately
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understand and see the reason for, In tie form in which I

/ have put it, it could be put on-the front page of the Daily
Mirror. . ' ' ' '

This last. comment indicates Orwell's confidence in-the feasibility of

('._H

his programme It is 1nterest1ng to notice, however, that only three
af the points are concergg% with domestlc pollcy, of which only one -

that concerned with the limitdtion of incomes - was' .in any way radical.

4 N

The eduéatlonal recommendatlon which should be quoted in full, did not
;recommend changes that would seriously threaten ex1st1ng structures ,and

trends: :
: ‘ (3N
3. Education. In wartime, educational reform must necessarily
E be promise rather than performance. At the moment we are not
) in.a position to raise the school-leaving age or increase. the
teaching staffs of elementary schools. But there are certaln
steps that we could take towards a democratic educational
system. ¥#e could start by abolishing the autonomy of the pub-
lic schools and the older universities, and flooding them with
state—aided pupils chosen simply on th- grounds of ability.
At present, public. school education is partly a training in
class prejudice and partly a sort of tax that the middle
‘ classes pay to che upper class in retiurn for the right tc enter
the professions. It is truec that this state of affairs is
altering. The middle classes have begun to rebel against the-
expensiveness of education, and ‘the war will bankrupt the
majority of public schools if it continues for another year
or two. The evacuation is also producing certain minor changes.
But there is a danger that some of the older schools, which =
will be -able to weather the financial storm the longest, will®
survive in some form or other as festerlng centres of snobbery.
As for the 10,000 'private schools' that England possesses,
the vast majority of them deserve nothing but suppression.
They are simply commercial undertaklngs, and in many cases
their educational level is ‘actually lower than that of the
N elementary schools. They merely exist because of the widespread
idea that there is something disgraceful in being educated by
the public authorities. The state could quell this idea by
declaring itself responsible for all education, even if at .the
start this were no mdre than a gesture. We need gestures as
"well as actions. It is all too obvious that our talk of
'defending democracy' is nonsense while it is a mere accident
of birth that decides. whether a glfted child shall or shall
‘not get the educatlon it deserves.2

Mbid., p. 119. .  2Ibid., p. 121,
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Some of these points from Orwell's educational programme have been brought
up in previous chapters, but it is nevertheless apptoptiatevat this noint
to notice once again Orwell's desire to abolish.private schoole, While
preserving public schools, which he envisions as working,within a.state‘
system. A differentlal secondary structure would, under these conditions,
be preserved, the notion of equality of oiucatlonal opportunity being
defined within the parameters of a qualitatively varied educational
structure.

‘To ose‘a term that has only come into use in’recent yeats, Orwell's
view:ofveducation as he would have it implemented by.English Socialiem

was essentlally meritocratic. The criterion of clase was to Be'replaced fb
,by that of 'ability.'- In recent years, ftom research into sociolinguistics
and related fields by such people as_Basil Ber_nstein,l and from the findings
of several'post—waf educational reports, it has become clesar that these
two criteria, 'class' and 'ability,' are not. as clearly~differentiatedh
as they were previously thought to be. It has\been found that there is

‘a strong correlation betmeen high achievement within the educational
structure and'high socio-economic.status. Bernstein's findlngs even

¢
suggest that the cultural and lingu1st1c framework of class 11fe makes
it almost imp0581ble for a working class Chlld to fully exploit his
educatlonal opportunities.
Orwell can be fotgiven however,vfor not apnreciating tnis fact,
which only became apparent after a system 51milar to the one he was

_'recommending had been in force for some time. At the'point when he madé

@

. lBas1l Bernstein, Class, Codes and Control (London: Routledge
- and Kegan Paul, 1971). E S
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these educatlonal proposals her certainly seemed to be unaware of the

poss1bllity of a meritocratic system becoming even more rigid than the

class structure it was replacing, although, as will be argued later in

'this chapter, he seems to have grasped this p01nt towards the end of

quently lost some of h1s former buouancy of sp1r1t replacing it with

%

; more durable ‘than he had, prev1ously imagined -

calmer mood that came from the knowledge that no major socia :hange

hiswlife.‘
In 1943 Orwell was commissioned to §rite a second essay which
. .
was to deal w1th much the same kind of questions that had been examined

in "The Lion and the Unlcorn " ThlS essay, entltled "The English People"

" was in many‘ugs 51milar “to the earlier piece, but there were subtle

R
differences in his treatment of the questions related to ‘the .English

class structure and the p0331bllities for the future. By this time

the chance for revolution had deflnitely passed Orwell had conse~

4

could be expected

Avgreat part of;this essay is“taken up with a warm patriotic

. -

'»‘expose of the English naéional character, and the v1r§ues of the English

people, by Wthh term Orwell seemed to mean the‘working class. At this

<

point he seems to have felt that class di terences might prove to be

'

We are not Justified in assuming that class dlstinctlons

are actually’ disappearing.  The essential structure of "England
is .still almost what it was in the nlneteenth century. But
real differences between man and man are' OBV1ously diminishing,,
~and this fact is grasped and éven welcomed by people who only
a-few yeais ago were cllnglng desperately to their" soc1al
prestlge.

— ' c . Yoo

, 1Qrwell,'ﬁThe'English People;fiin ColleCted'Essays,;fil, 39.
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By this seemingly contradictory statement Orwell is making the same ¥
point that he had made before with regard to the change in appearance
undergone by the working ¢lass, with the increasing availability of
mass-produced clothing?and goods. Furthermore, he is now stating that
these changes are only superficial and can co~exist with an enduring

class structure.

Certainly, as the war progressed, Orwell became more and more

convinced of the inevitable persistence, in some form or another, of the

old class structure. "Towards the end of the war,. in his colums in

Tribune and Partisan Review, Orwell ‘recorded with an almost masochistic

delight the return of the old class status symbols, evening dress, first

* and third class on trains,l railings around city gardens (the metal

railings had earlier been commandeered for armaments), and even top—hats3

‘(Orwell was shocked to witness a Temple lawyer surreptitiously polishing

his top—hat_with obVious delight)

8

The six-point programme was not re—iterated in the second essay,

~ but Orwell did expand on his discussion of educational ‘reform In "The

English People," Orwell gives the impression that education was the
primary means by which he hoped to produce a new and better society.
He seems, however, to have been unwilling to examine the vast problems

raised by hisvrecommendations.

lOrwell "London Letter to Partisan Rev1ew, Fall 1944, in Collected
Essays, I1T, 227 -

2Orwell "As I Please," Tribune, 4th Aug 1944, in Collected
Essays, III, 225

.Orwell "As I Please," -Tribune, 6th Oct. l944, in Collected
ssays, III, 289 , : .
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\  >: Theré were, however, minor changes in his educational ideas,
which need to be commented upon. First of all, there was in the second
essay a greater concern with elementary education, which was a topic
that he had prev1ously neglected Orwell makes:the recommendation -
which'incidentally the richer>strata ofhsociety‘would never conceivably
sanction - that all chiidren'should attend the same elementary schools:

A completely unified system of education is probably not
desirable. Some adolescents benefit by higher education,
others do not, there ‘is need to differentiate between
literary and technical education, and it is better that
a few independent experimental schools should remain in
existence. But it should be the rule, as it is in some
countries already, for all children to attend the same
scheols up to the age of. twelve or‘at least ten. After
‘that: age it becomes necessary to separate the more gifted
children from the less glfted but a uwniform educational
-~ . system for the early years would cut away one of the deepest
roots of .snobbery.l :

.Once.again, it appears, that one of Orwell's greatest concerns is with
snobbery. Thus, significantly, in this essay he recommends the rather

'extraordinary-measure of teaching all children what he cal% a "national

accent." This accent was to be truly national, "not merely (like the

accents of B.B.C. announcers) a copy of the mannerisms of'the'upner

classes." Indeed,hOrwell makes the suggestion that it ehog;& be based

on something dlstlnctly lower class, "a'modification of cockney, perhaps,
. - P I

.

or of" one, of the’ northern accents. . Orwell felt that if this could be

achieved, the stumbling block which he had found irritating all his

-

life - that of his accent - would be removed for future generations:

"It should be‘impossible,las it is in the United States end'SOme European

. countries, to determine anyone's status from his/accentr"

Vi : o .
1Or_well, "The English People,”in Collected Essays, III, 51. "

21bid. - : - o



137

This indeed‘was a radidal proposal, as was hisbrecommendation_'
that.all children should attend the same elementary'schools. Orwell
nevertheless revealed a typically English educational ourionk when he
stated that he would like to see a diversifiedvsecondary system ;hich
allows for improvisation by independent sehools. He is typically English
in h;s.rejection of the common school'principle at the secondary level, . -~
and in hie feeling that differences in‘ability manifested by ghildren
required differe%g types of school. The same, very English, attitude
‘explains the'provieions"of the 1944 Education Act which established
three types of secondary school: grammar,‘technicalvand secondary-modern.
The outlook of the compilers of this Act, and indeed of the compilers
of most of the twentleth century Educatlon Acts,_was conditioned largely ’
by the research into intelligence initiated by Cyril Burt. Orwell tacitly
seems to have'agree& with thielvieﬁ that children are born with a'fixed
1evel of 1ntelligence‘wh1ch can be accurately gauged by testlng

| Orwell makes further educatlonal recommendations in "The English
'People,' which again relate to elementary educatlon He realised that
ah'improvement in educarional methods wasvabsolutely eesential:

- -

But there is still a need for conscious effort at national
re~eddcation. The first step towards this is an improve-
-ment in elementary education, which involves nc: only
raising the school leaving age but spending enough money’
to ensure that elementary schools are adequately staffed.
 and equipped. And there are immense educational possibilities
in the radio, the film, and - if it could be freed once and
for all from commercial interests - the press.l

Orwell's eddcational proposals may have been vague, but theﬁr

played an essential part in his vision of a 'new and better England.

llbid., p. 54.

P ®
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Education was, for Orweil, the key meahé by which the constrictions of

the class society  could be removed, thus allowing Britain to become a.

! -

dynamic and optimistic nation which-w7uld pdtentially be an example to
the rest of the world once the war was over. Orwell no longer expected

revolution; but he still actively hoped that the 'classless society'
! ) .

could be achieved.

K}

Animal Farm andathevInevitable Failure of101asslessnes§

Theée exists an oﬁvious ambiguity in Orwell's concept of the
'classless soéiéﬁy," He uses the expressioﬂ bbth in the sense of 'the
society which no ionger has traditional classes,' and also hiéhe genéé
of 'the tofally egalitaxién'socieﬁyf' Orﬁeli seems to have used the’
. two meanings interchangeably, élthough it is clearly possibie.thét a
‘society without hereditary-glasées could nevertheless be hierarchically
structured. 'Class' in the normal use of the word refers té social
_ groupings,which aré largely‘décided by parentage, aﬁd are déf%péd in
‘terﬁs;qf socioéecopoudc stétus. A ﬁef%;gc;acy, in this sense, is tbére;
fore a.'élassless society' since status is deciaed by intellect and
échievemeﬂf. However, sucﬁ ;.socieéy'céh imply éﬁ“éven more rigidly

N
hierarchical social order than the class-structured society.-

‘The educatibnal‘system bléys a far.m§rg imﬁbrfant'role in the '
_.meritdcratié'§ociety?thanvit doeslin the class’society,nsince it is
responsibleufor_status—alloCationf >Sinpe Oxwell placed_great emphasis\
rén the.educatiénal'system és an impiéﬁent'qu_change,wanting status
i to be defined in terms of'ability, he cén be cailed merito;raticuin

his outlook.
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However,‘the idea of meritocracy to some ext-nt conflicted with
his utopian ideas for a totally egalitarian society, and it was therSfore
to be expected that he would at gome point become aware of this, and
attempt to work the problem through. Orwell's two famous books, Animal

Farm~and Nineteen Eighty Four can be seen to be just such an endeavour.

Both books are an attempt finally to resolve the dilemma by proving the

egalitarian society to-be impossible and the meritocratic society both
) - ‘inevitable and distasteful The remainder of this chapter will be con-
; ;cerned'with an 1nterpretation of these works w1thin the context of this
U particular train of thought.

. In. 1943, the year when Orwell publishef "The English People,

he also wrote Animal Farm' however he was unable to flnd a publisher for

-
Nl

‘the book wmtil 1945 for no one was w1lling to publish a book whlch was
5?&% obviously a parody of/the Soviet Revolution at a time when the U.S.S.R.

was- an ally. Orwell himself had never been a friend of Russia. Indeed,

s
’

thrdughout the thirties he had been one\of the few leftist writers who.

—t —

5 / pory

. 'was - fully awaké to the vecalities of tﬁe’affiliation of—Western European

— ==

leftTwing movements w1tn Moscor . He realised that the socialist and

communist movements of the West were to a large. extent merely the agents

of Moscow foreign policy. Orwell suspected the U. S S. R of totalltarianism,
and was quite w1lling ‘to make such allegations even during the war period
It is not surprising, therefore, that the numerous literary critiques

of Animal Farm should have concentrated on the ant1—Sov1et aspect of the
workt Nor is it partlcuarly surprising that when the book eventually

came to be publlshed in 1945 it should have immediately become a best—

sellér in the West." Onevsuspects that this was largely’because it could

"y

} . ) o o .
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be interp:eted by those smugly confideat in the capitalist system as
a parody applicable exclusively to the. history of the U.S.S.R. This
rather over—worked interpretation is not relevant to the present dis-
cussion. More significant is that aspect of Animal Farm which iévcoﬁ_
cérned with those questions of social orgaﬁisation which seem to have
preocctpied Orwell at the time.

There is a strong case for suggestiﬁgﬁthatEAnimal Farm patodies
not only the‘Russian Revolution, but also social caange as it occurs
within any sdciety;‘ At the bagiﬁning of;the‘ffairy story," as Orwell’
sub-titles it, the autocrat of Manor Fafm,’Mt. Jones, is ‘described as
having fallenﬂon evil days, in a way remarkably similar to tte- upoer
class of English society, who, it will be remembered, were vilified by _
Orwell as ntylonger worthy of rule. The main reason for 3ones'3'bad—
management, Orwell axplains, was hia 1oss‘Af morale, and his propensity
to drink: |

In past years Mr. Jones, althoagh a ﬁard master, ha&’bé
a capable farmer, but of late ‘he had fallen on evil. days.
He had become much disheartened aftér ‘losing money in a

law—iuxt, and had taken to drlnklng more than was good for-
him,

The revolution by the animals was précipitated by an act'ofv
gross negligence on Jones's part. One Saturday nlght he got so drumk

_ that he did not get back. to the farm untll Sunday midday The men,

T

meanwhile, had gone out rabhitlng w1thout feeding the-animals,_and jones

\

. himself immediately fell asléeb on the sofa*with_the News of the World

¢

lOrwell Animal Farm (Harmondsworth Middlesex: Penguin Books,
1966), p. 18. : }
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over his face. The animals ~ who had already had the idea of revolution
suggested to “them by a:wise old pig who:had since died - were so angry
that they deeided tovrebel:' Orwell had ekpeeted much the same kind of -
.. rebellion from the English people at the beginning of the uar,«when they
were similarly overwrought hy'thair incom;itent rulera. Itvtranspired,
however, that they were not sufﬁiciently.overwrought‘to desire reydlution. -
. i
The revolution in MaﬁBr Fa;m was successful, the men were thrown
Vout, and the animals_decided to TN the farm themselues in.future._ The
.social change that had taken place was syﬁbolieéﬁ”by'the change in the
farm's name; it was nou\to be called Aninal Farm. ﬁoweVer, right from
the beglnning, a potential oligarchy was evident, 51nce the revolutlon
.had been 1nspired and led by the plgs, who were intellectually superior
- to the other animals on Jones's farm. Just as in more conventional
revolutions the proletarlat tends to Es_led by the 1ntellectuals, so .
‘1n the case of the: animal revolution the leadership came from the pigs.
| As in all revolutions,‘the interests of thelleadership and the
. masses beganlto diverge once thebcommon enemy’had vanished. This diver~
gence.became apparent almost immediately on Aninal'Farm.~ Thevpigs were
shrewdly able to commandeer the cow's mllk and apples for their mash,,
glving the explanation that they were engaged in braln—work and there—

. .
fore required the best food. . The other animals, in their innocence, "2_3 _ﬁ?‘

-

did not see in this the elements of exp101tation. They were unable to iWF

see through the revolutionary rhetoric of the pigs or to realis

s

they were working towards oligarchy. In some respects the pigéiwere ; :'

. - H
o : : S v : 3 o
more skilied than their predecessors, for they were able to use:rrhetoric ?
J . v X . K " . . B .

for their own ends, and by ayoiding'crude force in their adminiatration
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(at least in‘the.early stages) ‘were able to get far more work out of the .
rest of the animals,lwho now naively believed'they were working fdr themr
selves. When things sent‘wrong, the glgs Qere clever epough to find a
scapegoat on whem to blame everYthing;/'This scapegoat was Showball, who
at the beginning of the :évolutioh was the rival of ahother doéinant pig
'called Napoleon.. Eventﬁallf Napoleon eontrlved'by theiése of his terri~
.fying bsdyguard of tralned dogs to drlve Snowball‘eff thehfarm.
Once he.was fteehéf-snowball, NaboleOn was able tohestablish
his dictatorshiﬁ dvet the farﬁ, and whenever‘anything was found to go
vwronf‘;, the blame was lald‘on the absent Snowball who was said to skulk
around the farmgdélng mlschlefhat nightjr Needless to say, the rest’'of
the animals belleved_these”lies, and accepted the dictatorship of Napoleon.
“ vSo-fat Orwellvwas‘berrowing his ideaS'from'James'Burnham;.whose

writings he was interested 1n, and who, in his well—known book The Mana-

gerial Revolutlon, suggested that a proletarian revolutlon of the Russian

»~.fkind led inevitably to oligarchy of an elite group. At this p01nt, hav1ng
N
established an oligarchy on Animal Farm, Orwell proceeds to utllize the

Actonian theory that absolute power corrupts absolutely. In fact, the
pigs (now living in the farmhouSe) manifest those' very vices which had
led to the downfall of Jones. The story continues:

It was a few days later than this that the pigs came updn a
case of whisky in the cellar of the farmhouse. It had been:
overlooked at the time when the house was first occupied.
That night there came from the farmhouse the sound of lo
singing, in which, to everyone's surprise, the strains of
- "Beasts of England' were mixed up.  At.gbout half past nine
Napoleon, wearing an old bowler hat of . Jones's, was i
distinctly seen to emerge from the back door, gallop rapidly
round the yard, and disappear indoors. again. .But in the
morning a ddep silence hung over .the farmhouse. Not a pig
appeared to be stirring. It was nearly nine o'clock when

7/
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Squealer made his appearance walking slowly and degectg%fy,
“his eyes dull, his tail hanging limply behind him, and with
every appearance of. being seriously ill.  He called the .
animals together and told them he had a terrible piece of
news to impart. Comrade Napoleon was dying! .
A cry of lamentation went up. Straw was laid down* out— = :
side the doors of the farmhouse, and the animals walked on
tiptoe. With tears in their eyes, they asked one another
what they would do if their Leader was taken from them. A
rumour went round that Snowball had after all contrived te
induce the poison into Napoleon's food. At eleven o'clc
Squealer came out to make another announcement. As his lasc
act upon earth, Comrade Napoleon had pronounced a solemn
decree: the drlnking of alcohol was to be punlshed by death

Fortunately/for Napoleon he nevertheless survived, .and llved
to drink again. Yet this degeneracy and corruptlon necessarily affected i
the effic1ency of the farm, and it was not long before the rest of the
animals_were,worklng_far harder than they had ‘in Jones's day: and.for
less Treturns. Gradually theyJwere reduced to total serfdom; their
passive subordination to the pigs was a source of envy for the nelgh— ’
: bourlng farms The seven commandments which had been draw up for the“f
guidance of all the anlmals at the time of the revolutlon was white—'
: washed off the barn wall and replaced with the captlon that has since
become a household proverb "all animals are equal, but some are more -
equal than others. , |

The circle of'events.was completed by the'final transition of
the‘pigs into men. They learned to walk on two legs, carry whlps, and
began to. soc1alise w1th the nelghbourlng farmers.‘ The rest of the animals

were ama;ed at the transformation which took place at a dinner party

at the farmhouse. Mr Pllklngton, a neighbour had congratulated the

lorve1l, Animal Farm, p. 92.
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pigs on their achievement, and Napoleon stood to answer the toast:
"Gentlemen," concluded Napoleon, "I will give you the same
toast as before, but in a different form. Fill your glasses
to the brim. Gentlemen, here is my toast: To the prosperity
of Manor Farm!" ' . . : . -
. There was the same heé&ty cheering as before, and the mugs
- were emptied to the dregs. But as the animals outside gazed
-at the scene, it seemed to them that something strange was
happening.  What was it that had altered in the faces ‘of the
pigs? Clover's old dim eyes flitted from one face to another.
Some had five chins, some had fo@r, some had three. But what
wa~ it that seemed to be melting and changing? Then, the
ar .ause having come to an end, the company took up their
cards and continued the game that had been interrupted, and
the animals crept silently away. o b -
S But they had not gone twenty yards when they stopped short.
"~ An uproar of voices was coming from the farmhouse. They rushed
back and looked through the window again. Yes, a violent -
quarrel was in progress. .There were shoutings,ybangings o1
the table, sharp suspicious glances, furieus denials. - The
source of the trouble appeidred to be that Napoleon. and Mr.
: Pilkington had each played an ace of spades simultaneously.
5 , ‘Twelve voices were shouting in anger, and they were all
-alike. No question,now,”what had happened to the faces of
the pigs. The creatures outside looked from pig to man, and + = N
from man, to pig, and from pig to man again; but already it

’f;nwés impossible to say which was which,1 \i-
-~ } "-.;.'4 - . - T’

nts have come a full circle, and, one supposes, it will not be

gccount of their

Aty
it

Sghigne
T

s

i@?fpge'thé pigs alsqélqse céntrol'of the farm on

ﬁg&ion and‘oBseSSion with oﬁtside felationships%
" The events de®cribed in Animal Farm are cyclical, for

¢

.th§y é6n¥ 
stitute just one 'revolution'_ofuwhat mus t béla cycie;thét hﬁst.fofevér'
répeat itself. _Révolutibnary democracy would ﬁe replécéd by éutocracy;
éutécrééy by degene and degeﬁer%tixby revoluﬁion. In his analysis

_ L B . . o
ofzthé middle class, . well had,no;icé& that this étraga cdnétantiy

infiltrétes.@ndbreplaced th = upper class by adopting upper claéé, : iv; 

3

Ytpid., p. 119. . s
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matnerisms and values, a process similar to that which had taken place
in Animal Farm. RevolutidA“had been p0331ble on the farm because the
animals had been enlisted . means of skilful ptopagandaf hut once it
"had taken place it became evident that the proletariat of the animals
had been betrayed and the revolution had been merely ( o use Burnham s
term) a managerlal revolution. Almost by definition the~proletar1at
’lacked_the talent to assert its rights,mor evenbto.bring theitv‘common

decency' to bear on the new order. Reiterating Burnham's thesis, Orwell
portrays the‘proletariat'as simply the serf population-who labour to

sk,

keep the ruling class in comfort, and who, on occasion, can be'recfuited
™

by some rising star to help carry through what turns out to be a palacel

3

revolution.

Nineteen Eighty Four and the Evils ofﬁMeritocracy

So far in this chapter it has been argued thét Orwell's ideas

on the practical p0531b111ty of achieving the classless soc1ety were

5 ‘
undergoing constant re—appralsal during the last years of his life.

. N

It has been suggested that Orwell's earlier utopian ideas about an egali—'
) tarian’society were checked by his own convict¥on that men here naturally
unequal, 'He.could not“auoid'the conclusion that-since men were naturally
‘unequal, it was inevifable.tnat the'lcwer _lass would be exploited. The
-question now taised ;; whethe" evertually petceived'that the merito-
‘cratic society which hetsc7°h .0 establish nas potentially just as.

1 immoral'as the society it replaced. ' Certainly, from Animal Farm éne -

. : : . s . : : , _
is led to believe that Orwell fully concurrac¢ with Burnham in expecting
the proletarﬁﬁf to be exploited no matter what form of social organisation

%

7 predominated. ’ o ‘ . o . , >
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There is aifurthef development of this trainxof thought in Orwell's

last work Nineteen Eighty—Four/(l949). This novel seems to suggest that
the model projected'in Animal Farm was not in fact of wmiversal apnli—
cation, ‘since under certain circumstances the endless cycle could be

broken. The society descrlbed in Nineteen Eighty—Four confirms. the hypo-

thesis that this cycle could in fact, under.certain circumstances, be
, 7 |
fixed permanently at the point of total hegemony by an all-powerful olir

garchy. Theinovel supnnses a‘world where-thc three main super—powersr"
have‘discovered thé formula for keeping society static; in many ways
the formula resemhles that usedbby the pigs td gain and «eep control,
withfa)few moditications. 'Orwell postulates that the:oligarchy came

to power by,way of English Socialism, renamed in Newspeak 'Ingsoc', which

Q

. ironically seems to parody the very social remedy that Orwell had himself

offered England in the early forties., Borrow1ng once again from Burnham,

Orwell hypotheSises the 1dent1ty of oppos1tes, soc1a1ism and fascism,

5

showing both 1deolog1es as tendlng towards centralisatlon and ultimately

totalitarianism.

! 13

1f one supposés that .every oligarchy or ruling class has essen-

tially two threats touits continuing existence, the threat of degeneration

“from w1th1n and the threat of revolution or war from.w1thout, then it

can be seen that the Oceania soc1ety (and 1nc1dentally Eura51a and Easta51a

f * {) ?q-n
societies "so) had managed to so arrange things that neitHer of” these

.. two threats ex1sted. The threat fzom withln was eliminated by allow1ng

. X
the- necessary amount of 'permeability (to use a mode}_';igiologlcal

¢ 'b

_term) of the ruling class. ' The soc1ety, therefore was in some degree

o~

a meritocracy:v31nce theoretically at least, an 1nd1v1dual reached theA
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limit of his potential. The process is described in the forbidden book

<

Written by the.heretlc Goldsteln (the Nineteen Eighty—Four equ1va1ent

of Snowball) which Wlnston, the hero of the story, is given to read:

Between the two branches of the Party there is a certain
amount of interchange, but only so much as will ensure that
weakllngs are excluded from the  Inner Party and that am—
bitious members_of the Outer Party are made harmless by
~allowing them to rise. Proletarians, in practice, are not
allowed to graduate into .the Party. The most gifted among
. them, who might possibly become nuclei of discontent, are
u’simply marked down by the Thought Pollce and eliminated.
'.vBut this state of affairs is not. necessarlly permanent, nor
is 1t a matter of prineciple. The /party is not a class in the
old sense of the word. It does not aim at transmitting power
~to its own children, as such; and if. there were no other way
of keeping the ablest people at the top, it would be perfectly
prepared to recruit an entire new generation from the ranks
.of the proletarlat.l

The threat from w1thout meanwhlle was countered by the con-
tinuous state of war which gave the masses of the Outer Party something
on whieh to vent their anger. Borrowing his ideas once again from Burn-—

- ham, Orweill describes a situation'where war continued unceasingly between
: . ‘ - )
. the three‘major powers. But the ‘results of war were never allowed to

. ’\,x
@ Y

be dec1sive, the ultimate mllltary weaqons never employed. Goldsteln

.. o - {
wdescribes the warfare‘as:fbllows:

* The war, therefore, if we judge it by the standards of
previous wars, is "merely an imposture. It is 1ik. ti-=
hattle betweeh certaln ruminant animals whose horr - :-e
set at such an. angle that they are 1ncapable of hurting
one another.ﬁ But though it is unreal, it is not meaning~
less, It eats up the surplus of consumable goods, and
it helps to “preserve the special mental atmosphere that
a hlerarchlcal society needs. War, it will be seen, is
now. g purely internal affair. In the past, the ruling
groupsof all countries, although they might recognise

.-

A
S

Kl

MRS 1Orwell N1neteen Elghty—Four (Harmondsworgh,-Middlesex: Penéuih
Books, 1972),, p. 167 : : e
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their common interest and therefore limit the destructive- "
ness of war, did fight against - one ahother and the victor
- always plundered the vanquished. In" our own day they- are
not fighting against one another at. all. The war is waged-
by each ruling group against its own subjects, and the
object of the war is not to make or prevent conquests of . ,

: territhry, but to keep the structure bf society intact; R

Goldsteln himself was also used as part of the technique to

ellmdnate the threat from without. It could be that Goldstein in fact

<

did not exist at- all nevertheless his image was used to symbolise , gf
treaehery-and to explaln anyvmalfunctlening.of the system.

,«‘ In other minor ways the tyranny of the" Inner Party had been ;A
senhistibated over time.“ Just as thefplgs had acqu1red the milk and
apples,_so also the,Inner,Party,,11V1ng‘1n comparatlve luxury?fmade
quite certain thatvthe disnarity between. their ;h;le of lifeland that
‘of the Outer Party:and broles corresp9nded te their prestige. * Orwell
.seems to be re—iterating“a_hoint madeionjseveralfoccasibns'tHroughOut(
his writings, that statuslsymbols are/anﬁeSSential.part:of social
domination. 'The return"pfvtheiéhp—hats,at.the end of the warlmeant
the return of the classfsystenr‘d

Another newly—discoveredﬁagentfferdcontrol was Newspeak; the -

~

official 1anguage/of Oceania.“ The virtue of this language (which demon—

language) was that. it

AN

had a constantly_decreasxng'yocahulary which meant,-theoretically, that

stratestrwellf ’interest in:the phllosophy of

eventually it would be possible to eliminate frbn the-language every-
thing that conflicted w1th the off1c1al 1deology ' , Once thls was achieved

all 'crimethink' would be imp0351ble.

1pid., p. 180.
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N The ‘life of the proles in Oceania deserves some mention. They
were living at a standard very similar to that endured during the Depres-

sion, beicg.obliged to live in decaying Victorian terraces ana tenemente.
Winston;was acﬁtely disappointed to find, on Yisiting a pub while on a
"dangerous expedition into a prole etea, that those very individuals who
alone helduthe key to the true past were umable to meke use of it. He

found an old man, almost eighty years old - far older than any member

of the Outer or Innet Party since most peéﬁie of those stratas were
eliminated before reachlng such an age - whom he attempted to questlon
about the past. Yet the old man always replled at cross—purposes to
Winston's qﬁestions, and W;nston tegretful;y concluded that the old

man's mind was "a mere rubbish heap of detéils." There was nothing to
o . P L '
be expected from the proles, and Winston was deeply disappointed:_

Winston sat for a moment or two contemplating his empty glass,‘

and hard’y noticed when his feet carried him. out into the

street agaln. Within twenty years at the most, he reflected, ',E
the huge and simple question 'Was life better before the - ' |
Revolution than it was now?' would have ceased once and for

all to be answerable. But in effect it was unanswerable even -

now, since the few scattered survivors from the ancient world -

were incapable of comparing one agenwith another. They remem-

bered a million useless things, a zﬁarrel with. a workmate,

the expression on a long-dead sistet's face, the swirls of

dust on a windy morning seventy years ago: but all the rele—

vant facts were outside-the range of their vision. They were

like the ant, which can sce epall objects but not large ones,

Wiﬁston still had faith’inbthe proles, but it was a faith that totally

defied all the evidence. it was obViouglthat'the proles:were co threat
‘to the state. Tﬁey continued tc'leadeathoughtless, debased existence,

1osing'whatevet leadets they ﬂad to thL Thought Police; ey woﬁld

Ybid., p. 7. ', o f
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Ay

continue to be taken‘in by the open fraud of the Lottery, they would
3

coﬁlipue to read the novelettes and sing the .songs that had been created.
wh

by some vast machine in the Mlnlstry of Truth. There was not much hope

for change inloéﬁénia.

Orwell's novel Nineteen Eighty-Four therefore postulates the

creation ot a totally static‘society,”fixed 4t the point of ultimate
tyranny. .To quote the'interrogator-O'Brian, nTf you nant a picture
of the future, lmagine a boot stamping on a human face - for ever."
This extremely pessimistic outlook was Orwell's final statement, for
he died shortly after completing.the book.

AS

An Obstinate Faith

It has been suggested in thls chapter that Orwell's attitude
to society and partlcularly his expectatlons for the. future, changed
radlcally 1n the last years of his life. The central issue around which

this change xevolved was the practlcallty and desirability of merito~

3, u
e kht

o cracy, the“soc1al format Whlch requires the educatlonal process ‘to insti-
. tutionalise social selection for ‘the creatlon of a,hlerarchlcal society-
based on 'ability.' From his educational proposals written in the early

war years it appears that Orwell keenly hoped for the re-structuring

of the Engllsh educational system along meritocratic llnes. And yet,

from the novels Animal Farm and Nineteen Eighty—Four, 1t is patently

clear that he grew to be deeply aware of the dangers of merltocracy.

~

A Admlttedly, 1nternat10nal concerns dlstracted Orwell from re-evaluatlng

W

4

llbid. , p. 215.
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his educational-prbposals' but it seems reasonable. jsuggest that he

] \«"'
would have been anxdious to foréstall the creation of a full—blown meri—

Vit

g -
tocratic England. It,is difficult toximaglne what he mlght have suggested,

for'there seems to be no third alternative, that is, one which avoids

.

both the_énpbbishness of class-structured education and the elitism of

- a'meritocratic system. - ’ -

In the'end, one suspects, Orwell would have given up on the questiom

L}

For ultimately, and perhaps irrationally, he still hoped for the.egali—

. tarian society, although he had no clear idea about how this kind of

world could be brought about. It might be argued that this vague hope

did not-remain with Orwell to the end, since Nineteen'Eighty—Four_is

far from'being an'optinfstic novel. "Much of 1téspes51mlsm, however,

=

can be explalned as the result of Orwell s sense ‘of hopelessness at

his advancing T.B. Desplte hlS valiant attempt at maklng a pew future

by marrying again, in hospital, three months before his death, he spent
ave been

most of his last few months in sanatoriums, where he must

aware of his physical degeneration.

>

Yet even in Nineteen Eighty-Four there'are glimmers of optimism.

_ Winston appteciated that all.the-facts were against the possibility‘of_

a prole uprising, and yet he Stlll retained a stubborn faith. In an £,

article written in 1946 ana1y31ng James Burnham's 1deas, Orwell hlmsele
asserted that 1rrat10nal,fa1th could 1tself be the explanatlon of its

qwn'fulfilment. ‘He quotes thetexampie.nf the’faith’in victdry‘held By ‘

, : _ - ' .
.the common people in 1940 in total contravention of all existing evi-

dence:



Suppose in 1940 you had taken a Gallup Poll in England,
on the question 'Will Germany win the war?'  You would
have found, curiously enough, that the group answering
'Yeg' contained a.far higher percentage of intelligent
people - people with an I.Q. of over 120, shall we say -
than the group answering 'No.' .Th'e same would have been
true it the middle of 1942. In this case the ‘figures
would not have been so striking, but if .you had made
the question 'Will Germany capture Alexandria?' ogpmdi i1]
-the Japanese hold on to.the territories they havexw,o—
tured?', then once again there would hébe been a Very
marked tendency for intelligence to concentrate in the
'Yes' group.  In every case the less" gifted éerson would
have been llkeller to give the right ‘answer.

t

Orwell is once*again showing his disdain for'intellectuals in this pas-—

sage. Latet.he astiibes all the defeatism of the British nation during

the war to them. Yet he is.also shy
i
faith by the majorlty in v1ctory, a&

ing that v1ctory ‘can result from a’
splte the- odds. Orwell proceeds_

" in the artlcle‘to criticise ‘Burnham, from whom he had borrowed so much,
for his failure to acknoWledge that an existing'ttend“could.be reversed.
He quotes examples_from Burnham's writings where his proghoseé at dif--
ferent times have totally cohtradlcted each other 51mply because they
were 'based on the state of affairs of the moment. In contrast to Burn-.
ham,. Orwell wishes to assert a belief in the unlikely and the_irrationalt
ﬁe.acknowledges, as he'has to, that Burnham's theOries about the inevi-
tablllty of oligarchy and world totalltarianlsm are very cenvinc1ng,
and yet he makes the important reservation that man is fundamentally -

moral: : : : ' 1 0
Obv1ously;,human beings have impulses whmch are not selfish.
Man ‘therefore, is an animal that can acti morally when he
~acts as an 1nd1v1dual but becomes unmoral when he- acts
collectively : _ ’ . 1

o i

¥

lOrwell "James Burnham and the Managerial Revolution" (1946),
" in Collected Essays, Iv, 206. '

2

21pia., p. 210.
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The portents for th uture are bad, Orwell agreeé; but at the same

4 N
. timelopportunities for ﬁgalitaﬂ&&nlsm ex1st ndﬁ%?s they have never existed
¥ \\ "' £ , ‘ . '
before, "The justificafion for ¢l ab' s} tions, if there is ay i

(A

fication, is “TLO lbnger Ehe same, becauée“there°ls jb chanical‘reason ,

why;the average human belng should contlnue to”be a'grudge.

" In the face of his approaching death Orwell had shocked his

- Ao

' friends by marrylng again in Nihﬁ&een Eight- Four, through the medium

of Winston he 'asserted a faith in the proles in deflance of logic, and

when confronted by Burnham s convincing proﬁbuncements Orwell continued

to affirm his faith in the essential decency of man, which in the end

1]

would_make ntopia possible. .

14

There was no final resolution-to Orwell's‘fears for the future.
He had started in.the thirties'with a humanistic concern to establish
a better society\along Vagnely socialist lines. By the time war had
broken out.he had becomeﬂaware of the'growing.new middle class, which
he felt was destined to destroy the old classés of.the past. Althongh
he had reservations about a. future controlled by such a class, and doubts’
about 1ts cultural quality, he nevertheless nas prepared to sponsor 1t
to the extent of making reco;mendations for soc1a1.reform which he felt
would 1nev1tably strengthen it., -Most particularly, he w1shed,to recom-
mend the creation of a totally merltocratlc educational systen,’on the
understandlng that snch a system would flnally dlspose of old class v
priv1leges and’ d1v151ons. There was no logical reason howener, for

\

his assumption that a destruction of the old classes would mean that

" the future would be classless. Yet Orwell only became fully aware that

Libid., p. 211. ¢
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a meritocratic educational system could under certain circumstances lead
, v .

to an even more hierarchical social structure some years later. The

g'could actually happen struck Orwell with copsiderable

&

discovery that thi
force and.was_expfessed in §s full horrof in his 1aét novel Ningteen
Eiéh§¥4Four.' Yet the\apparent hopelessness of this last work does not
nééessarily imply_£hat Orweli'ﬁadbabandoned'his'obstinate faith in a

befter world for the future. Glimpses of this faith can even be found

in Nineteen Eighty-Four.

Orwell héd unconsciousiy betrayed his own hopes for a claSsleés_

I _ I . , .
soclety byladvocating a meritocrati¢ educational structure in the early

- war years. He had doie this because he felt that education was, iin the

last resort), the only means by which a better society could be achieved.

At the end éf,his life he was still clinging to this faith in a better

society. Unfortunately he did no ‘have a clear enough notion of the

structure of such a society in order to be able to devise an.educational

_system that might bring such a society into Eeing.
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o | CHAPTER VII -
. cONCLUSION % . o -/

There are two main strands in the discussion of Orwell's inter-
A _ . v o
prétation of class and education in England which need to be drawn to-

i

gether in a conclusi . One of these strands concerns.Orwell's general
. A -

~

orientation to the problems he discusses; the other is concerned with
the actual relationspip between class and education as it appeafs'from
OrWell's writi&@sQ. It is impossible»to make a final ju@gementvdn'this
last qqestion, however, withﬂgi;first having understood Orwell's general
orientation. | |
In the search for an assessment of Orwell's generel outlook,

‘Raymond Willlams prev1des a useful point of departure. lSﬁggesting that
Orwell belongs to a recognlsable romantic tradltlon, he explains Orwellvs
behaviour as a result of "the paradox of exile, L The cpncept of exile
is an intereeting‘one to apply in ﬁhis case since ip iﬁpliesveﬁclueion
" from a group to which an individual has';e some degree belonged in the
past. Beiﬁg excluded from the gequp, the individual is both attracted
and repelled by the'groep at the same time. | |

| ‘This would _seem to flt Orwell s case very neatly From his

writings it appears that he suffered from,a sense of social anomle wh1ch

was ‘the result of being unable to 1dent1fy w1th any soc1al class. This

%

lRaymohd Williems;'ﬁulture and Society, p. 279.
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was not the result of having lived his lire outside the social'system;
on.the’contrary, it was theé5esult.of a series of failed attemnts to
»gain admittanceiinto, or-feel at ease in, any oneJof a range of social
groubs.‘ In this_sense OrwellAWas indeed an‘outsider. As a result he’
retained ambiguous feelings towards the various social groups into which,
at various p01nts in his life, he attempted to gain admittance.

If Orwell's autobiograpéical account of his schooldaysbis to be
‘taken as a valid account, it would appear that his attempt to integrate
into the upper class was~doomed from the start.. Lacking the economic
*~  and social credentials,JOrWell's‘position among’the~upper classes.in
the schools'he attended was.extremely uncomfortable. From what his’
contemporarles recall of his days aﬁ}Eton, Orwell seems to have retreated
behind a mask of eccentricity and quietly cynical.rebellion_. For the

rest ofnhis life he spoke with an upper class accent, which put him

rather at,odds.with’the middle classes, but which nevertheless was not

= ék‘\ sufficient to 5ecure his acceptance into the upper class. ’ One finds,

w 4

’?j.., thereforef th%t Orwell presents a nseudo—revolutionary stand with regard

| "t this class,'condemning 1zﬁfor its: snobbishness but not for its

i; ’elitism° admitting thpt its rule had become careless and inefficient,
but unwilllng to. advocate v1olent revolution.

Or&ell s family was itself unambiguously middle class but thlS
did‘not make Orwell's 1dent1fication w1th-this class any easier. Spec1—
flcally, the Blairs belonged to the Anglo—Indian group, although they
had retired from the Indian Civil Service. Orwell seems to have been//

particularly'eager to-identify with this class, since he took the trouble

to pass the difficult exams for the Imperial Police,'rather than go to .

&
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;university.~v0n being accepted, he chgse to go to Burma, a 'less popular

.1

province, significantly because he had family connections there. Much
to his parents dismay,‘he chose to re31gn his comm1851on after five’
years,,disapproving of the bigotry of British rule at a time_of con—

v siderable native unrest. This/failuréfto adapt to the conventions of,

the Anglo—Indian group resulted in a certain cynicism towards the group

as ,a whole, an expression of which can be found in Burﬁese Days and in

[

the descriptions of Bowling s wife s family in. Coming Up For Adr.

Another middle class group with which Orwell had rather sfralned

relations were~the intellectuals. His bitterness toWards this group

' seems at first to be rather strange, since hemhimself was undoubtedly

’aﬁﬂintellectual The‘antagqnism in thisucase was the result of differences

Oy

of ideologi Commitment. Orwell's past had made him an individualist,

T

: somewhat out ‘of touch from mainstream English life; who was unable to

' .accept the kind of socialism espoused by the maJority of left~w1ng in-
&fzj?ﬁgctuals. Even during the Spanish Civ11 War Orwell found himself
"?it odds with the party—liners. Nevertheless he. had tried to Join left- |
45 .
h‘wiﬁg organisations;\for example he was for a time a participating member

.1 .

qf the Independent Labour Party. .I1f, therefore, he felt alienated from

the majority of intellectuals» it was not for want of trying.

Two‘years”spent teaching in cheap‘priVate schools was sufficient

’ toldemonstrate to.Orwellmthat,he had little in common. with the lower -

middle class. His portrayal~of 1ower middle class 11fe, consequently,

»

~ is harsh almost to.the p01nt of exaggeration. Orwell found that he

‘«.

- .dlsliked ‘the petty—minded aspidistra type of respectability almost as’

‘ much as he disliked the snobbery of the upper class.

- .4-,_‘ n
~ . W
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Orwell seems to have had a warm attraction to the working class,
their life-style and their culture. For the'first time;he was cqnfronted

by a class.which was totally unpretentious;‘and he foﬁnd thenencounter

R

”refreéhing; In a half~hearted way, in 1936, he attempted to live among

the worklng class as one of them, but it seems that by this stage in hlS
life he did not hold out much hope ‘of breaklng the inv131ble glass wall'
and'integratlng fully-with the workingvclass. As-his aequaintances\of '

the Wigan Pier episode testify, he did not ﬁake_any great effort to
endear himself to the ndrthernJWOrkera, Inevitably, once again, he

found himself 'exile'd.i Whether‘witi’justification or'withoot, Orwell

seems subsequently to have developed a derogatory attltude towards worklng
B :

class potential, and does not seem to have seriously considered the

poasibility of 'dictatorshipnof the proletariat. , ' S

s

P

i

- For seve{al years df his life,'Orwell ekp

and-out life, and his experienees resultedjin i

sympathetic descriptions of tramps and“ootcastes. This was the'only

social group which ﬁas;prepared_to accept him with,oo questions asked.

et Orwéll could never in his heart foilyvacoegt such a debased exis-
te;ce'— tramp life was fot'ﬁim the aopreﬁticeshioztor:a eateer as 3>.
“  writer. :He.info;med his ftiendé.that‘he "didvnotjaoewer'to the name
 of down-and-out," andboo occasion referred to the inteilectual vacdity
of the tramps in.a disparaging fashion. On establisodng himself as a ’
_‘wtiter,the 1eft$tﬁe_outca3te class ﬁot good. o
There ﬁas,poe-clasé not onl§ with whom Orwell had‘absolﬁtelf
‘nothiog:fo,eommoo,.but to which ﬁe never made.overthreeQ ;This-wés the o
o B

'new middle class' of the future, and Orwell félt antipathy towards. it

R

a5
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largely because he himself belonged so much to the past: His family
had well—established roots in a declining Empire, his own education had

been a very traditioral one, -and ‘as a writer he constantly expressed’
-nostalgia for the past, particularly the Edwardian period. He did not

like'the.idea of a future domlnated by the godless new men of the suburbs.

Having assessed the reasons for' Orwell's social exile, it is

possible .. proceed to a summary of the relationship”between social
class and education as it appeared to .this outsider.
In the case of the upper class, Orwell belleved that the famlly'

was a far less 1nt1mate structure than was, the case w1th other classes,

“and parents were far more w1111ng (ana able) to delegate chlld—rearlng,
first to a servant, and then to the preparatory and publlc schools

Orwell's description of these schools shows that thef re—inforced upper

-~

class wvalues both through the structure of the schoolé; and through the.
values which’ they dellberately enforced Since upper—class boys boarded
'at thelr schools, they tended. to develop strong in- group lOJaltleS
whlch substituted for absent famlly bonds.‘ 0cca31onally this led to

homosexuallty, in any case»the loyalties alWays proved useful in later

life. An attitude whlch, accordlng to Orwell, was. deliberately culti-
A.’vated was that of snobhishness,'both with regard to rank and wealth.

‘It appears that this condition was %worse in preparatory schools of lesser y

4

'status7_where»felative wealth played an exaggerated role in socjhal relation-

.ships. The curriculum of upper class schools, mean%hile, emphasised
classical‘Studies, which served the function of providing the upperV
class with a distinguishing characteristic marking it off from the rest

~of society, even though classical training’ could provide no useful tralning
‘ / ! - ) . . 3

-
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) dlngy world hf the lower mldd{e class,'who, in their narrow-minded ig-' .

o - . \\\7 |
ER B (1}

‘for rule. Orwell, belng -an out31der, criticlsedhﬁpper class school

P ,
currlculum for its outdatedness, and attacked the’ s&pbblshness and the

>
I ‘4ﬁﬁ$Wt.
.

enforced stoicism of the schools. But'Slnce he was at'th

n

attracted to the upper class, he refraidgd from maklng an attack gf

pr1nc1ple, even though, as a socialist, he might ‘have been eXpected to

attack these schools on account of their elitism,

- Similarly, when it came tp an analysis of the\products of upper

-

class education - the rulrng class itself - Orwell once again limited

. o . :
‘his criticisms to superficials. He' clalmed that, the 1ullng class was
out of touch with] the. present and was therefore governing 1neff1c1ently

Nevertheless ne'constantly maintained that-ﬁge upper class was,'and
always had been, "morally—sound."/ |
Orwell's analysis of the giddle’classes is concerned almost
. ; . -
exclu51vely with the decllnlng sectlons of those classes. He presents

-

an 1llum1nat1ng description of. the 1mpoverlshed upper middle class who

>

" and.who

made outragEOus sacrlflces 1n order to appear respectable,

r

. paid extravagant fees so thgk 7he1r children would ‘be able to keep up

the good name of the famlly prwell also described the unbelievably

~

."', 'e

norance, impoSed.thelr values/ on the.cheap prlvate -schools, which existed .

only for profit, and w1th abSOlutely no concern for the education of

- the children.

.Life for the provincial lower middle class child was, from - -

Orwell's evidence, far less oppressiye; Not only were tbese tthdren

v'alloWed greater freedom by thelr parents and by the open env ronment

in whlch they lived, but they were also less oppressed in the schools

they attended whlch were oiten long—establlshed grammar schools.

t r
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lumlnatlng description of. ghe 1mpoverlshed upper middle class who - oL

>

outragEOus sacrlflces 1n order to appear respectable,' and . who

r

extravagant fees so thgk 7he1r children would ‘be able to keep up

jood name of the famlly prwell also descrlbed the unbellevably

~

- world of the lower mldd{e class,'who, in their narrow-minded ig-'

; . ta’
.", . C.

ce, impoSed.thelr values| on the.cheap prlvate -schools, which ex1sted
for profit, and w1th abSOlutely no concern for the education of
hildren. a ’ . - e "‘,"’\ :

. Life for the provincial lower middle class child was, from ' - b l
1's ev1dence, far less oppre551ve. Not onl§ were tbese ch*ldren CoL N
ed greater freedom by thelr parents and by the open env ronment

1ch they lived, but they were also less oppressed in the schools : : 7_7j‘#;'

attended, whlchbwere oiten long—established grammar’schools.
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When they were first magewmthese §ﬁggestibns for educational reform were
' . . Wy : '
in fact a logiéakﬁt@sﬁlt of Orwell's utopian faith in a classless society.
L] . * .

In his last years, as' appears from his novels Animal Farm and Nineteen

- Eiglity-Four, Orwell seems tq have'bggun to doubt the possibility-of
achieving a classless society. Some individuals would‘alwayg be {ﬁefe
equal than others'; 'tﬁe unscrup'ulous would always expldit the’innocent.

It was even possible that a tyrannical regime might enforce its hegemony
indefinitely by means of, among other things, a metitocrﬁtic'e5ucationai
structure. The.faintgst glimmer_qf hopet—_the-possibiiity'of a’proietarian
revolﬁ;ion - could still be pe:geivéd‘bi‘the despera;é;'but:it Was;a

'life-1lie,' . a h«ope’iess faith that ;Eé_f_ied éaf:.ion.éwl'ityj.‘ o s
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