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A Juxtaposition of Lord of The Flies Against the Hart and Fuller 

Debate 

-Tanisha Choudhary* 

Abstract: One of the most contested ideas in the legal arena is that of the relation (or the lack of 

it) between law, morality and the need for the existence of laws. This article will first delve into the 

book The Lord of The Flies, and then go on to draw a parallel between the book and Jonnathan 

Hobbes’ theory of the ‘state of nature’ and the need for laws. Further, it shall examine the aspect 

of law and morality through parts of the Hart & Fuller debate on morality while simultaneously 

drawing an analogy to the evolution of laws in society with morality, to the evolution of the boys 

on the island. And ultimately highlighting the need for laws in a society for humanity to still exist 

and not disintegrate to nothingness.  
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“Aren’t there any grown-ups at all?” – “I don’t think so.”1 

Freedom is something everyone wishes for in one way or another; one may even wish for a parallel 

universe where no law existed and everyone was free to do as they pleased. For a child, being free 

from the supervision of adults can be a manifestation of freedom. Which brings one to wonder - 

is the law/regulation and supervision needed? Should the law be followed? Is the law affected by 

morality?2 What would happen if no laws existed? Such questions, among a plethora of others, 

plague us time and again; making us a question one of the most fundamental fabrics of our 

existence. Law has prevailed around us in some way or another at all times and is an integral aspect 

of our lives – one that is so ingrained in us that the idea of a lawless society becomes an alarming 

prospect. But what role does morality have in law, if at all it does? This essay will further explore 

these ideas in detail by juxtaposing them against William Golding’s novel Lord of the Flies.3  

 
* Tanisha Choudhary is a student at Jindal Global Law School. 
1 William Golding, Lord of the Flies (first published 1954, Faber and Faber) 
2 ‘Morality’ indicates uprightness, virtue, and justice 
3  Golding, n 1 
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First published in 1954, Lord of the Flies is in the form of a bildungsroman that traces the 

evolution of a group of boys stranded on a tropical island during a war.4 Largely influenced by the 

British Navy during the Second World War, it portrays a side of humanity that is often overlooked 

and swept under the rug. It begins with Ralph blowing the conch and the boys assembling to order 

as if they’re accustomed to doing so. Further, their first instinct is to assemble and appoint a chief 

– a way of remaining civilized. Although it is Piggy who finds the conch and it is Jack who has the 

physical prowess and past achievements (for such a position), it is Ralph who is appointed chief. 

A fair-faced English boy who the boys look up to and are charmed by the aura he exudes. They 

collectively decide to be governed by him and submit to his authority. After which they create a 

rule stating that only those who have the conch shall have the right to speak. Soon the conch 

comes to symbolize order and democracy. 

At first, the prospect of being on an island without the supervision of adults seems like a treat to 

the boys – an opportunity to do whatever they want. But as the novel progresses, they start to 

crave the presence of adults and the power that they exercise over them. From their initial carefree 

attitude, they go to understanding the need for food, survival, and shelter. From having a civilized 

conversation between a group of boys, they degrade to savagery where they are ready to kill one 

another and indulge in cannibalism. “Kill the beast! Cut his throat! Spill his blood!”5 This 

disintegration begins with the hunting of the pig and the painting of the faces – a need to conceal 

their true identity and the anonymity letting them become the barbarian that is within. Although 

games are supposed to provide entertainment and be a means of recreation, here, the game has 

much deeper connotations – the boys enjoy these games as they do not require rules to guide them 

to be savages. Jack’s face is painted red and, in some way, it provides him the unrestrained freedom 

to kill the pig and consequently hit Piggy and destroy his glasses. An act that would become easier 

to commit if his true identity wasn’t revealed; since his weren’t himself but someone else.  

Through the events, Golding tries to portray the complexities of human nature and the constant 

struggle between nature and nurture. Is good and evil inherently present in every human being and 

is there a choice that is constantly being made when one decides to let one side overpower the 

other or are human beings inherently evil? Although the children have come from civilized society, 

it is their inherent self that prevails – something that Thomas Hobbes calls the ‘state of nature’.6 

 
4 ‘Bildungsroman’ means – a coming-of-age novel 
5 Golding, n 1 
6 Thomas Hobbes, Leviathan (first published 1651, Penguin 1985) 
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An idea that shall be explored in further detail later in this essay. Which can be correlated to the 

constant tussle between Freud’s ID, ego and superego.7 The ID is a person’s innate sense of self 

and instinct; which can be seen in Golding’s words as to what the novel was meant to be: “an 

attempt to trace the defects of society back to the defects of human nature.”8 Implying that the 

defects of society stem from the basic unit of society – a human being. Further, children were the 

right medium to portray this as children are supposed to be “pure” and “innocent”, untouched by 

the corrupt ideas of society; therefore, the defects in them would be the defects that are inherently 

present in human nature; unblemished by anything else. Where they could have retained their 

moral ideals and the idea of civilization, as they spend more time on the island, they revert to more 

primitive ways of being and eventually lose their innocence. By the end of the novel, there is no 

semblance of a civilized order or state of being; it is now symbolic of anarchy with Jack taking the 

lead and commanding everyone, and the death of three children.  

A complete loss and death of innocence take place with the death of Simon: someone who is 

supposed to be a biblical representation of goodness and purity, the Christ-like figure of the novel.9 

As if the boys were afraid of his knowledge and insight and killed him for it. In the end, Ralph 

weeps for all those who he has lost and the loss of innocence. But at the same time, he can be seen 

in a precarious situation of whether or not he should give in to his innate self or cling to his morals 

and moors of civilization. Although he takes cover in the burning fire covering the island in the 

moments of his indecision which might ultimately engulf him, it is this same fire that comes to 

their rescue. A passing ship then sees them, and the boys are rescued. However, once the boys see 

the naval officer approaching them, it’s as though they wake up from a nightmare and start crying. 

The reality of their actions finally being made aware to them.  

There is an evolution of sorts that is taking place in this duration. Where the boys are trying to 

find themselves, to be who their innate self needs them to be; while still attempting to retain a part 

of their old selves and civilization. The same kind of evolution takes place in society and in the 

laws that govern us. As times change and moralities change, even the laws that govern us, change. 

The boys began with the ideas of morality as perceived in Britain, but they consequently let go of 

 
7 C. George Boeree,’Sigmund Freud’ (Personality Theories, 2009) <https://webspace.ship.edu/cgboer/freud.html> 
accessed 10 October 2019   
8 Nicola Presley, 'Dystopia, Lord Of The Flies, And Politics - William Golding' (William Golding, 2017) 
<https://www.william-golding.co.uk/dystopia-flies-politics> accessed 11 October 2019 
9  Santwana Haldar, William Golding’s Lord of the Flies (first published in 2006, Atlantic Publishers and Dist. 2006 

https://webspace.ship.edu/cgboer/freud.html
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that and the world, that understandable lawful world, slips away.10 While still trying to cling to 

some initial idea that had been the basis of governance on the island. An example of which can be 

seen in the Indian Constitution through the Basic Structure Doctrine wherein the court has the 

discretion to strike down an amendment that goes against the fundamental ideals that the 

Constitution has been built upon and to ensure that the Constitution does not suffer a loss of 

identity.11 Hence, while on the one hand, it is a ‘living’ document and changes with time, it still 

retains its authentic character; without which it would be easy for the Constitutional values to 

disintegrate.  

The probabilities of the way the book could have ended had the children not been rescued hints 

towards the possibility of a society disintegrating to a ‘state of nature’ as formulated by English 

philosopher Thomas Hobbes.12 Where man is ‘solitary, poor, nasty, brutish and short’ since he 

hypothesizes a world without a government and without any rules. Further, he contemplates what 

would be the outcome and how men would fare in such a scenario. According to Hobbes, it is 

empirical for each individual to give in to one authority that can control everyone or at least have 

some influence over their actions. Something formulated by Hans Kelsen as the ‘grundnorm’.13 A 

presupposition that provides authority to everything else. People have to voluntarily submit to this 

entity for the larger good and peaceful coexistence. In the novel, the conch can be seen as the 

grundnorm initially as all the children submit to its authority and abide by it unanimously. 

Moreover, the boys believed that rules were all that they had. Although Hobbes’ views have been 

considered as pessimistic by certain sections of people, Hobbes relies on what he believes is at the 

core of all human beings: the need for self-preservation. Every individual, no matter how 

charitable, will always fear death and would choose to preserve themselves over anybody else.14 

For instance, if one had to choose between dying themselves or killing their companion, they 

would most likely do the latter. The person’s ‘state of nature’ is to preserve themselves. However, 

if there are no rules, then there is a greater subjectivity of what is right and what is wrong. Since 

there would be no one to mediate disputes, to help in maintaining a peaceful environment and to 

distinguish between right and wrong; it would be akin to a state of war. As each would be acting 

 
10 Golding, n 1 
11 Kesavananda Bharati v. State of Kerala (1973) 4 SCC 225 
12 Garrath Williams, 'Hobbes, Thomas: Moral And Political Philosophy' (Iep.utm.edu) 
<https://www.iep.utm.edu/hobmoral/#H4> accessed 11 October 2019 
13 Hans Kelsen, General Theory of Law and State (1945), Part One: Section I, II,IV Section X 
14 Garrath Williams, 'Hobbes, Thomas: Moral And Political Philosophy' (Iep.utm.edu) 
<https://www.iep.utm.edu/hobmoral/#H4> accessed 11 October 2019 
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according to what is right as per their morality. Therefore, unless there is a social contract among 

all in the society, anarchy and the exercise of brute force are highly likely to exist.  

On the other hand, one might say that humans have an inherent morality that would prevail even 

in a situation where there were no laws, but what is morality? Every individual in the society is 

affected by the religion they follow (if they do), and the ideas that their parents believed in. If 

morality is to be something that a person believes is right or wrong, then it becomes something 

entirely subjective instead of being objective. In which case, what person A might consider to be 

moral or ‘correct’ may not be so according to person B and vice versa. If everyone would then 

start to act according to what they thought was morally correct while being in contrast to everyone 

else in the society, how would there be a state of peaceful coexistence? Because at the end of the 

day, as stated earlier, everyone would be correct. According to Hobbes, morality would not exist 

in such a framework at all! This is in direct contradiction to what is held by legal philosopher, Lon. 

L. Fuller, who believed that every law has an ‘inner morality’ that guides it.15 That law does not 

have to be influenced by morality as morality is inherently a part of it. Further, there are eight 

components to this inner morality, something that can be seen as the conscience.16 Fuller believes 

that laws have an internal morality because he believes that if the laws are inconsistent with what 

the people believe in, and what their morals are, the laws are less likely to be followed, since they 

will not have any legitimacy. And if the laws aren’t being enforced and followed the way they 

should be, then it would be equivalent to having no laws at all. If the law in question does not 

abide by even one of the eight aspects, then according to Fuller, it is no law at all.   

This idea has been contradicted by legal philosopher H.L.A. Hart; who claims that these eight 

principles only make the law effective and are unrelated to morality.17 Morality is an external factor 

that may or may not influence the law but isn’t directly related to the law. As, if a person does not 

abide by the moral standards of society, s/he cannot be penalised for it but if a person does not 

abide by the legal rules that govern society, s/he will most certainly be penalised for it. Therefore, 

while the law seeks only to interfere in the external behaviour of the people, a person’s morality 

seeks to interfere with the internal and external morality of the people as the internal morality may 

 
15 Lon. L. Fuller, The Morality of Law, 106 
16 The eight principles are: sufficiently general, publicly promulgated, prospective, at least minimally clear and 
intelligible, free of contradictions, relatively constant, possible to obey, and administered in a way that does not 
wildly diverge from their obvious of apparent meaning 
17 Nicholson, Peter P. “The Internal Morality of Law: Fuller and His Critics.” Ethics, vol. 84, no. 4, 1974, pp. 307–
326. JSTOR <www.jstor.org/stable/2380144> accessed 14 October 2019 
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ultimately manifest as external behaviour. An aspect of which can be seen in the novel when Ralph 

and Piggy are trying to bring order on the island with the help of the conch but Jack digresses 

from it and does what he wishes to. The authority being provided by the conch no longer exists: 

“the conch exploded into a thousand pieces and ceased to exist.”18 And Jack can be seen to revel 

in the authority he commands: “Jack turned to Ralph and spoke between his teeth. ‘See? They do 

what I want.’”19 While Jack’s morality has its bearings in self-preservation and the need for 

individual survival, Ralph and Piggy are the voices of reason, who try to emulate their adults and 

think of everyone’s wellbeing: “what’s grown-ups going to think?”, Piggy says to the boys for their 

foolish behavior (letting fire out, hunting pigs, etc).20 It is an external manifestation of each of their 

moralities in how they act. Which is why, although it involves murder, if Jack’s ideas fulfil Fuller’s 

eight principles, then it is still valid law. The reason it’s being termed as ‘law’ here is because as 

time passes, what Jack believes in is eventually being followed by most of the boys. And the law is 

a system of rules that are recognized and followed by them.  

The popular example used to demonstrate the contrast between the ideas of Hart and Fuller is 

that of the decision a post-war German court.21 Where a wife had reported things said by her 

husband against Hitler during the war and he had been sent elsewhere for service instead of a 

death penalty. After the war, in a reconsideration of the case, he was convicted since the laws that 

prevailed in Germany during the war didn’t align with the basic human rights that a person has. 

As while in Nazi Germany the persecution of Jews was the law, in the times that came after, the 

same was no longer applicable. While the court’s decision was in tandem with Fuller’s ideas, Hart 

believed that the wife had done nothing wrong since, at the time of the complaint, the Nazi laws 

were the laws in force and did have legitimacy. Hence, a person should not have been punished 

for being patriotic and following the law. This change in ideas of the court was influenced not only 

by the moral fabric of society that prevailed but also the shift in the politics of the nation. As 

Hitler’s regime ended, even the laws created by it came to an end. Which indicates the causal 

relationship that exists between law and politics even though one is supposed to be free from the 

other.  

 
18 Golding, n 1 
19 Ibid 18 
20 Ibid 19 
21 The Enabling Act of 12 July 1934 passed by the German Reichstag amended the German Constitution 
by permitting Hitler to issue decrees inconsistent with the Constitution 
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What Fuller takes for granted is that all people are inherently good, are morally upright and have 

a conscience that believes in the well-being of all. It doesn’t account for the fact that societies are 

a culmination of various kinds of people and each’s morality may agree with that of the rest. Just 

the way Chinese mythology states that everything has a good aspect and a bad aspect – the yin and 

yang, its which aspect of it influences one more than the other that determines how a person would 

act.22 Jack’s inner morality tells him to hunt – “bollocks to the rules! We’re strong- we hunt! If 

there’s a beast, we’ll hunt it down! We’ll beat and beat and beat!”23 Although it would abide by 

Fuller’s desiderata, it would not be morally ‘upright’ or inherently ethical.24 This is why there can’t 

be a system of laws that abide by everyone’s morality; due to its extreme subjectivity. Moreover, 

‘morality’ may not always connote something inherently ‘good’; since morality in Nazi Germany 

permitted the persecution of Jews and that does not abide by the idea of everyone’s well-being. 

Also because they change over time and aren’t in perpetuity.  

In conclusion, had the children conformed to what their ideas of morality were and considered 

the welfare of all, they would have survived by cooperating. In their unconscious quest to find 

themselves, they lost their ability to reason in a rationally and even came to forget their identity; as 

can be seen when a boy tries to introduce himself to the officer but does not seem to be able to 

recall his name. They no longer remember how many they are. Furthermore, their sentences stop 

short when they try to narrate the chain of events. Although Ralph wants to tell the officer the 

truth, it is difficult for him to come to terms with it as saying it out loud, would make it more real. 

If humans were inherently philanthropic, there would be no wars. If no entity existed which would 

provide the laws, then even if people had moral claims, who would they be claiming these rights 

against? Morals may exist and rules may be made but unless there is an entity to claim them against, 

they would have no basis. An example of which would be refugees: although they have basic 

human rights, they don’t have a country to which they belong and hence, nowhere to enforce these 

human rights.25 So while they have these rights, they are hollow and without any means of 

enforcement.  

 
22 Robin R. Wang, 'Yinyang (Yin-Yang)' (Iep.utm.edu) <https://www.iep.utm.edu/yinyang/> accessed 12 October 
2019 
23 Golding, n 1 
24 Morally ‘upright’ here indicates a person behaving according to the standards of what is right or good as per the 
society 
25 Holzer, Elizabeth. “What Happens to Law in a Refugee Camp?” Law & Society Review, vol. 47, no. 4, 2013, pp. 
837–872. JSTOR <www.jstor.org/stable/43670361> accessed 16 October 2019 
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Therefore, I believe that a definite set of rules is needed if society is to progress and not end in a 

wreckage as society evolves. This is not to say that the world will certainly degrade to savagery one 

day but that a set of rules in any given circumstance would ensure that there is a common thread 

of morality that prevents destruction and anarchism on a large scale.    

 


