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The people will feel no better if the stick with which they
are beaten is labelled 'the people's stick.'!
—=Michael Bakunin

There is nothing more absurd than for a Man to set up for a
Critick, without a good 1Insight into all +the Parts of
Learning.

—--Joseph Addison
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from a rejection of the exclusionary distinction between the

world and the text. In The Formal Method in Literary

Scholarship, Bakhtin/Medvedev argues that formalism denies

"the importance of [extrinsic] factors for literature, their
ability té directly affect the intrinsic nature of
literature... In a word, formalism is not able to admit that
an external social factor acting on literature could become
an intrinsic factor of literature itself..."3 Nor did
Bakhtin argue for a narrowly historicist approach; he
attempts to bring each adversary to terms with the other. In

The Dialogic Imagination, Bakhtin states his position

lucidly: "the study of verbal art can and must overcome the
divorce between an abstract 'formal' approach and an equally
abstract 'ideological' approach. Form and content in
discourse are one."4 He concludes with the reminder that
"verbal discourse is a social phenomenon- "3

Beyond this tension between different methodologies,
when we consider individual critics, we learn that the
preoccupations, and, as some would have it, the "ideologies™
of scholars, determine their approach to, and judgments
upon, the work in question. This attitudinizing approach
often neglects to consider the relevance of +the critic's
vantage-point to that of the author. Some scholars err in
making exaggerated claims for the inclusiveness of their
approach, or tacitly presume that the author they are "re-

presenting"” shares their preoccupations. A perusal of recent
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thesis will be an implicit
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one critic. This

of inadequate,
resulting from
of the author

critic. Despite

impossibility of attaining

objectivity, all viewpoints--even if we concede the premise-

—-are not thereby rendered equally "subjective," nor are we

prohibited from identifying

informed interpretations.

unreasonable,
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policy

of his own country, including the role

intellectuals in reproducing state doctrine:

My attitude toward the war in Vietnam was
based on the principle that aggression is
wrong, including the aggression of the
United States. There's only a small number
of people in American academic circles who
could even hear those words. They wouldn't
know what I'm referring to when I talk about
American aggression in South Vietnam.
There's no such event 1in official history,
though there clearly was in the real world.
It seems difficult for elite intellectuals
to believe that my opposition... was based
on the same principle that led me to oppose
the Russian invasions of Czechoslovakia or
Afghanistan.24

15

of the

This admirably exemplifies the position of the adversarial

writer,

in the tradition of Voltaire, Jonathan Swift, and

William Hazlitt.
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44
next section will investigate the influence of Russell and

the empiricist tradition on Orwell's politics.






46

not freer than if he were bought and sold.
His work 1is servile and without art; he is
paid just enough to keep him alive; his only
holiday is the sack... One cannot say that
it is mere idleness on their part, for an
idle man cannot be a plongeur, they have
simply been trapped by a_routine which has
made thought impossible.67

This prefigures one of the messages of Nineteen Eighty-Four,

that "orthodoxy is unconsciousness," which indicates that
the alleged "estrangement" from socialism that many scholars

choose to discern in Nineteen Eighty-Four 1is merely a

recognition of "the pitfalls of socialism," as elaborated in
Russell's essay of the same name in the collection entitled

Political Ideals. Russell responds to the assumption that

socialism is inherently 1less oppressive than capitalism

because the former will possess

no economic interests opposed to the wage
earners. But this argument involves too
simple a theory of political human nature--a
theory which orthodox socialism adopted from
classical political economy, and has tended
to retain in spite of its falsity. Economic
self-interest, and even economic class
interest, is by no means the only political
motive...

This is +the controversial message which Orwell
expressed in much of his writing, fictional and documentary.
Both Orwell and Russell held that the "will to power"
divorced from considerations of economic motives, could

explain much that Marxist theory ignored or insufficiently

emphasized. Orwell and Russell both agreed with Bakunin's





















53
context of education, he echoes Russell's position on this
topic: "a scientific education ought to mean the implanting
of a rational, skeptical, experimental habit of mind" (CEJL
4:27). The evidence for Orwell's adherence to the principle
of doubt 1is provided by Crick, who notes that Orwell was
dubbed by a fellow Etonian as "a strong arguer, he put
different sides of a case; there was his habit of worrying
whether he had seen all sides of a case that distinguished
him from many others then."81 The philosophy of systematic
doubt often requires, as we saw earlier, "facing unpleasant
facts," or, more generally, maintaining a distinction
between "fact" and "value." To disregard this distinction
is to commit an epistemological "sin" that neither Orwell
nor Russell can be charged with: the "naturalistic fallacy."
The next section seeks to know them by their enemies, and
examines the striking similarity of negative c¢ritical

reaction which their respective world-views have evoked.
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A Rhetoric of Force
"The opinion that art should have nothing to do with
politics is itself a political attitude."
Orwell: "Why I Write"
"The claim that knowledge should be 'value-free' is itself a

value judgment."
Terry Eagleton

The claim to authority in Orwell's rhetoric derives
from an empiricist model, the appeal to personal observation
of concrete data, which is communicated in the plain style
to de-mystify the abstractions of officialese. In this, he
and Bertrand Russell are at one. As essayists, both relied
in large part upon the claim to authority through direct
experience and "common-sense" argumentation. Russell employs
this rhetoric to mock abstract philosophic "creeds," while
Orwell uses the same to ridicule the misleadingly diffuse
statements and ‘"polysyllables" of (typically) bourgeois
socialists and Marxists. Orwell's view was that the English
intellectuals displayed a "marked characteristic... the
emotional shallowness of people who live in a world of ideas
and have little contact with physical reality" (CEJL 2:95).
Jeffrey Meyers has dubbed Orwell's technique "documentary,
empirical, and pragmatic, filled with statistics, essential
information, useful suggestions, and his view is, as far as

67







































80
to learn the facts, then express them: to be right, then

write.
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It's not that it hadn't occurred to Orwell
that the notion of objective truth could
easily be used to Jjustify the actions of
tyrants and Oppressors. But Orwell's
experience of Fascist and Communist
falsification of history showed how the
denial of the possibility of objectivitg
could also justify oppressive actions....15

Despite fashionable attitudes, there is no necessary
connection between the quest for objectivity and repression.
In the real world, as opposed to the "real world," a phrase
which suffers from the pose of ontological sophistication

that the presence of quotation marks are intended to confer,

there is no "tyranny of fact."
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