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William Golding’s Lord of the Flies, first published in 1954, follows a group of British schoolboys
stranded on an uninhabited island after an aircraft crash during an unspecified wartime evacuation.
With no adults present, the boys attempt to organize themselves, maintain a signal fire, obtain food,
and create rules. Their society gradually divides between Ralph’s imperfect commitment to rescue
and civic order and Jack’s increasingly authoritarian rule based on hunting, fear, spectacle, and
violence. The original essay argues that the novel deserves its place in literature classes because it
addresses universal concerns about human nature, government, power, loyalty, and civilization. That
argument remains persuasive, but the book should not be reduced to the claim that every person is
secretly savage. Golding presents a more complex interaction among individual choice, group
pressure, fear, institutions, and historical violence (Golding; Kinkead-Weekes; Tiger).

Golding served in the Royal Navy during the Second World War and participated in military
operations, including the Normandy campaign. The war challenged optimistic assumptions that
education and civilization automatically prevent brutality. Lord of the Flies transfers that historical
anxiety to children who have been formed by British schools, imperial culture, Christianity, and
wartime society. Their descent into violence does not occur outside civilization; it reproduces patterns
learned from the adult world. The naval officer who rescues them represents order, yet he arrives
from a warship involved in a larger conflict. The ending therefore prevents readers from treating the
island as an isolated experiment in primitive behavior.

Why the Novel Is Considered a Classic

A literary classic continues to generate interpretation because it addresses enduring questions
through a distinctive form. Lord of the Flies remains widely taught because its plot is accessible while
its symbolism and moral questions are complex. Students can follow the conflict over shelters, fire,
hunting, and leadership while also analyzing democracy, authoritarianism, masculinity, fear,
conformity, scapegoating, and violence.

The novel’s continued relevance does not mean every reader must agree with Golding’s apparent
view of human nature. A classic can be valuable precisely because it invites disagreement. Students
may ask whether the boys fail because civilization is thin, because their institutions are poorly
designed, because adults have taught them violence, or because particular individuals manipulate
fear. The novel becomes educational when it is treated as an argument to examine rather than a final
scientific demonstration.
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The Island as a Political Laboratory

The island initially appears beautiful and abundant, but it becomes a confined setting in which the
boys must create political order. They have food, fresh water, wood, and the possibility of rescue, yet
survival depends on cooperation. Their difficulties are not caused only by material scarcity. They arise
from disagreement about priorities, responsibility, authority, and recognition.

Ralph proposes assemblies, shared work, shelters, and a signal fire. These institutions are fragile
because they depend on voluntary obedience. The conch can call a meeting and symbolize the right
to speak, but it cannot enforce decisions. Jack offers a different form of authority: meat, excitement,
protection from the imagined beast, face paint, and punishment. His system becomes attractive
because it converts uncertainty into a simple division between loyal members and enemies.

The island is therefore not a literal study proving what all children would do. It is a symbolic
environment that magnifies political tendencies. Golding removes adult supervision to ask whether
inherited rules have become internal commitments or remain habits maintained by authority.

Ralph and Democratic Responsibility

Ralph is elected chief partly because of his appearance, confidence, and possession of the conch
rather than demonstrated leadership skill. He represents civic order, but he is not an ideal democratic
leader. He can be impatient, insensitive, and dependent on Piggy’s ideas. His authority weakens when
meetings fail to produce action and when he cannot compete with the excitement of the hunt.

Ralph’s strongest insight is that rescue requires long-term discipline. The signal fire offers no
immediate reward, and maintaining it is repetitive work. Its importance is therefore political and
moral: the boys must cooperate for a future benefit that may not arrive soon. When the hunters allow
the fire to go out as a ship passes, private excitement defeats the common good.

Ralph develops through failure. By the end, he understands the seriousness of violence and the loss
of innocence more deeply than he did when leadership seemed like a game. His tears acknowledge
both personal fear and a broader knowledge of human cruelty.

Jack and Authoritarian Power

Jack begins as the leader of the choir and expects authority because he already possesses rank within
an institution. After losing the election, he seeks another source of status through hunting. His first
inability to kill a pig causes shame, and he responds by becoming increasingly committed to violence.
The transformation is not sudden. It develops through repetition, group approval, face paint, rivalry,
and the discovery that fear can produce obedience.
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Jack’s leadership offers immediate experiences: meat, chanting, punishment, and belonging. He does
not need to solve the boys’ actual problem of rescue because he reframes the central danger as the
beast. By claiming that his hunters can protect the group, he creates dependence. Authoritarian
power often grows in this manner: a leader magnifies a threat, presents himself as uniquely strong,
and treats criticism as betrayal.

Jack also controls resources and symbols. The theft of Piggy’s glasses gives his group the means to
make fire. He distributes meat publicly, turning food into political reward. His authority becomes
theatrical as well as coercive.

Piggy and Rational Knowledge

Piggy represents intelligence, memory, scientific explanation, and procedural reasoning. He
understands the conch’s purpose, the need for names, the importance of the signal fire, and the
practical value of his glasses. Yet the group repeatedly mocks his body, asthma, accent, and social
manner.

His treatment demonstrates that useful knowledge does not automatically gain political authority.
Piggy can identify problems but lacks social status and physical power. Ralph often uses his ideas
without giving him full credit. This relationship allows students to examine how class, appearance,
disability, and masculinity influence whose expertise is heard.

Piggy’s death coincides with the destruction of the conch. The scene joins the loss of reason, speech,
law, and individual life. Roger’s act is not an accidental eruption of generalized savagery; it is a
deliberate use of power after social restraints have disappeared.

Simon and Moral Insight

Simon is quiet, compassionate, and capable of recognizing that the feared beast may be part of the
boys themselves. He helps younger children, seeks solitude, and does not pursue authority. His
encounter with the pig’s head, called the Lord of the Flies, gives symbolic form to the idea that evil
cannot be defeated by hunting an external creature.

Simon discovers that the supposed beast on the mountain is the body of a dead parachutist. He
attempts to bring factual truth to the group but enters their ritual during a storm and is killed. His
death shows that truth is powerless when a crowd is organized by fear, rhythm, anonymity, and
emotional intensity.

Simon is often read as a Christ-like figure because he withdraws into nature, receives a disturbing
revelation, brings truth, and dies at the hands of the group. The parallel is useful but incomplete.
Golding’s symbolism does not create a direct one-to-one allegory. Simon remains a child whose
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sensitivity isolates him from the others.

Roger and the Removal of Restraint

Roger’s development is among the novel’s clearest demonstrations of social restraint. Early in the

story, he throws stones near a younger boy but deliberately misses because the habits of parents,

school, police, and law still surround him psychologically. Later, those invisible boundaries weaken.
He tortures others, sharpens a stick at both ends, and releases the rock that kills Piggy.

Roger suggests that institutions matter because people do not rely only on private goodness. Rules,
accountability, relationships, and consequences can limit cruelty. When Jack’s group rewards
aggression, Roger’s capacity for violence becomes a source of status.

The Conch

The conch symbolizes assembly, speech, legitimacy, and procedural order. The person holding it is
supposed to have the right to speak. Its authority depends entirely on shared recognition. Once the
boys stop believing in the rule, the object becomes only a shell.

This symbolism is educational because it shows that institutions are both real and constructed. A
constitution, election, or court has power because communities organize behavior around it, yet such
institutions can produce genuine protection. Calling law socially created does not mean it is
meaningless. It means citizens must sustain it.

The conch’s destruction during Piggy’s death marks the end of argument as a recognized political
method. Jack’s rule no longer needs to pretend that opposition has a right to speak.

The Signal Fire

The fire represents rescue, connection with civilization, technology, and collective responsibility. It
also carries destructive potential. The boys’ first fire spreads out of control and likely kills a younger
child. Later, the fire used to hunt Ralph creates the smoke that attracts the rescuing ship.

This irony complicates a simple distinction between good and evil symbols. The same technology can
support hope or destruction according to purpose and control. The boys are rescued by a fire
intended to kill one of them.

The fire also measures political priorities. Ralph thinks about a distant future, while Jack focuses on
immediate status and appetite. Educational discussion can connect this conflict with public goods that
require sustained cooperation despite delayed benefits.

Copyright © 2026 Academic Master. | 4



@ ’ACADEMIC

The Beast

The beast begins as a child’s fear and develops into a political force. Different boys imagine it as an
animal, a sea creature, a ghost, or the dead parachutist. Jack uses the fear to strengthen his
authority, while Simon understands that the greater danger comes from the boys’ own capacity for
violence.

The novel does not suggest that fear is imaginary in the sense of harmless. No supernatural beast
exists, but fear produces real actions. It changes alliances, justifies hunting, and makes ritual violence
possible. A false belief can have true consequences when people organize around it.

The dead parachutist links the island to adult warfare. The boys mistake a victim of civilization’s
violence for a monster, while the actual danger is created by human conflict.

The Lord of the Flies

The title refers to the pig’s head placed on a stake as an offering to the beast. Flies gather around it,
and Simon experiences an imagined conversation in which the head confirms that the beast is within
the boys. The phrase also echoes Beelzebub, a name associated with demonic evil.

The symbol joins physical decay, sacrifice, fear, and internal corruption. It does not prove that every
person is equally evil at all times. The boys make different choices: Simon helps others, Piggy argues
for rules, Ralph struggles to maintain order, and Samneric experience fear and coercion. The symbol
identifies a capacity rather than an unavoidable identical outcome.

Face Paint and Anonymity

Jack’s face paint allows him to feel liberated from shame and individual responsibility. The mask is not
merely camouflage for hunting. It creates a new social identity. Once painted, the boys can act as
members of a group rather than accountable individuals.

Golding’s treatment resembles later psychological discussions of deindividuation, though the novel
should not be presented as experimental proof. Uniforms, masks, chanting, and crowds can reduce
self-awareness under some conditions, especially when leadership rewards aggression. They can also
support positive solidarity. Context and norms matter.

Group Violence and Simon’s Death

Simon’s death occurs during a storm as the boys chant and move in a circle. Fear, darkness, rhythm,
and group participation blur individual responsibility. Ralph and Piggy later struggle to describe their
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involvement. They want to treat the event as an accident because acknowledging participation
threatens their moral identity.

The scene is valuable for teaching responsibility within crowds. Group influence can explain behavior
without excusing it. Individuals retain moral responsibility, but social conditions affect what becomes
thinkable and permitted.

Freudian Interpretation

The original essay mentions Freud'’s psychoanalytic stages. A more common classroom interpretation
connects Jack with the id, Piggy with the superego, and Ralph with the ego. Jack seeks appetite,
domination, and immediate gratification. Piggy represents rule, reason, and internalized restraint.
Ralph attempts to balance practical needs and social order.

This framework can clarify character functions, but it should not be treated as the novel's complete
meaning or as current psychological science. Characters exceed the categories, and Golding did not
write a clinical demonstration. Psychoanalysis is one interpretive lens among political, theological,
historical, ecological, and postcolonial approaches.

Masculinity

The island society is composed of boys who repeatedly define strength through hunting, toughness,
emotional control, and dominance. Piggy is feminized and mocked for bodily vulnerability, while
Simon’s gentleness is marginalized. Jack’s power grows through a performance of aggressive
masculinity.

Because no girls are present, the novel cannot establish that boys uniquely descend into violence. Its
gender choice reflects its dialogue with earlier British adventure stories about schoolboys and empire.
Teaching should examine the historical tradition rather than assume the plot predicts how all male
groups behave.

Empire and British Civilization

The boys initially take pride in being British and believe their national identity guarantees order. The
novel undermines this confidence. Their language, hierarchy, and assumptions come from an imperial
society already involved in war.

The island setting recalls colonial adventure stories in which British boys supposedly bring civilization
to an empty landscape. Golding reverses the pattern: the boys damage the island and fail to govern
themselves. A postcolonial reading can ask how the book critiques imperial confidence while still
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treating the island as available for British use and giving little attention to Indigenous presence.

The Naval Officer

The officer’s arrival stops the immediate hunt, but his presence is deeply ironic. He is surprised that
British boys have not behaved properly, yet his ship participates in war. Adult civilization has
produced uniforms, rules, and advanced technology without eliminating organized violence.

Ralph’s tears therefore concern more than personal rescue. He recognizes the death of Piggy, Simon,
the destruction of the island, and the loss of innocence. The officer restores adult authority but cannot
offer evidence that the larger world has solved the problem.

Educational Value

The novel is suitable for literature classes because it supports close reading of symbols,
characterization, narrative perspective, irony, allegory, and structure. It also encourages
interdisciplinary discussion of political legitimacy, social psychology, ethics, war, environmental
destruction, and group behavior.

Its language is generally accessible, but the content is not simple. Violence, bullying, death, and
dehumanization require careful teaching. Students should have opportunities to question the novel’s
assumptions about gender, childhood, and universal human nature (Frank).

Teachers should also avoid presenting the book as a factual experiment. Real cases of children
surviving isolation have often included cooperation, and human groups do not inevitably follow one
pattern. Fiction creates a concentrated moral argument rather than a representative dataset.

Why the Novel Still Matters

Contemporary societies continue to face misinformation, fear-based politics, attacks on institutions,
group polarization, and charismatic leaders who promise security. The beast remains a useful
metaphor for threats that may be exaggerated or misidentified to justify power.

The novel also warns that democratic symbols require practical support. Meetings without work, rules
without enforcement, and values without courage can collapse. Ralph’s good intentions are not
enough because he struggles to organize, persuade, and protect vulnerable members.
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Limitations and Criticism

The novel’s pessimism can appear to treat violence as natural and civilization as a thin cover. This
risks minimizing the social conditions that encourage cooperation. The boys are already shaped by
hierarchy, war, and competitive masculinity; they do not arrive as neutral human beings.

The representation of Piggy’s body and disability can also reproduce the cruelty it criticizes, though
the narrative clearly shows that his exclusion is unjust. Students should examine how readers are
positioned toward him and whether the text fully escapes the prejudices of its characters.

Conclusion

Lord of the Flies deserves continued study because it combines an engaging survival plot with serious
guestions about authority, fear, responsibility, and violence. The boys are stranded after a wartime
aircraft crash, not intentionally placed on the island as a social experiment. Their society develops
through choices and institutions rather than through one automatic revelation of human nature.

Ralph, Jack, Piggy, Simon, and Roger represent different relationships with power, reason,
compassion, fear, and restraint. The conch, signal fire, beast, face paint, and pig’s head allow
students to examine how symbols organize political life. The ending’s naval officer exposes the
contradiction between adult civilization and adult war.

The novel’s educational value lies not in teaching students that everyone is secretly savage. It lies in
asking which conditions support cooperation, how fear can be manipulated, why knowledge may lack
authority, and what individuals owe one another when institutions weaken. Its status as a classic
comes from the fact that these questions remain unresolved and urgently recognizable.
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