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Orwell Politics And English Language

Introduction: Why
Orwell’s Warning Still
Matters

In 1946, George Orwell published one of the
most enduring essays on writing and public
discourse: “Politics and the English
Language.” Although the essay is nearly 80
years old, its central thesis has never been more
relevant. Orwell argued that the decline of the
English language was closely tied to the rise of
political dishonesty. He claimed that sloppy,
vague, and euphemistic writing allowed corrupt
political thought to flourish, and that by cleaning
up our language we could also clear our minds.

When we  examine  modern  po l i t i ca l
communication—from social media slogans to
government press releases—it is impossible to
ignore the echoes of what Orwell warned about.
The phrase Orwell Politics And English
Language  has become a shorthand for
understanding how power manipulates words to
obscure reality. In this article, we will explore
the key arguments of Orwell’s essay, reveal the
"bad habits" he identified, and examine why his
advice remains essential for writers, politicians,
and citizens alike.

The Core Argument:
Language as a Political
Tool

Orwell begins by stating that the English
language is "in a bad way," but he is less
concerned with grammar than with the
corruption of thought. He believed that bad
writing habits—such as using dying metaphors,

pretentious diction, and meaningless
jargon—were not merely stylistic flaws. They
were symptoms of a deeper problem: a
reluctance to think clearly. When political
leaders rely on ready-made phrases instead of
precise words, they can hide uncomfortable
truths.

For instance, Orwell’s famous examples include
phrases like "pacification" for bombing,
"transfer of population" for forced relocation,
and "elimination of unreliable elements" for
murder. These euphemisms allow the speaker to
avoid moral responsibility. The connection
between Orwell Politics And English
Language is that language is not neutral; it
shapes what we can think and say. When
language is degraded, political oppression
becomes easier.

The Six Rules to Fight Bad Writing

One of the most enduring parts of Orwell’s
essay is his list of rules for clear writing. He
offered these as a corrective to the vague,
passive, and cliché-ridden prose that dominated
political discourse. His rules are:

Never use a metaphor, simile, or other1.
figure of speech that you are used to
seeing in print.
Never use a long word where a short one2.
will do.
If it is possible to cut a word out, always3.
cut it out.
Never use the passive where you can use4.
the active.
Never use a foreign phrase, a scientific5.
word, or a jargon word if you can think
of an everyday English equivalent.
Break any of these rules sooner than say6.



anything outright barbarous.

These rules are not just for aspiring novelists.
They are a direct challenge to the habits that
make political language opaque. For example, a
government statement that says "collateral
damage was incurred" breaks several of
Orwell’s rules: it uses the passive voice, a jargon
term, and a long phrase where "civilians were
killed" would be clearer. The connection to
Orwell Politics And English Language is that
such  l anguage  obscures  agency  and
accountabil i ty.

The Five "Bad Habits"
That Corrupt Language

Orwell identified five common stylistic faults
that he believed were destroying English. He
argued that these habits were not accidental;
they were often deliberately cultivated to avoid
thinking. Let us examine each one and relate it
to modern political communication.

1. Dying Metaphors

These are metaphors that have lost their
freshness and are used without thought.
Examples include "the hammer and the anvil,"
"a rift within the lute," or "hotbed." In modern
politics, we hear "hitting the ground running,"
"pushing the envelope," or "thinking outside the
box." These dead phrases add no real meaning
and prevent the speaker from forming a precise
image. They also make the audience’s brain
lazy.

2. Operators or Verbal False Limbs

Orwell criticized the habit of replacing simple
verbs with cumbersome phrases. Instead of
" c o n s i d e r , "  w r i t e r s  u s e  " t a k e  i n t o
consideration." Instead of "decide," they use
"come to a decision." This inflation of language
is a hallmark of bureaucratic and political
writing. A press release might say "we are
undertaking an evaluation of the situation"

instead of "we are checking it." Such padding
hides confusion or a lack of real action.

3. Pretentious Diction

When writers use big, scientific, or foreign
words to make their statements sound
important, they create pretentious diction.
Orwell pointed to words like "artefact,"
"societal," or "phenomenon" being misused. In
today’s politics, we see terms like "inclusive
stakeholder engagement," "paradigm shift," or
"synergistic outcomes." This jargon excludes
ordinary citizens and creates a class of insiders
who "understand." It is a form of power through
obscurity.

4. Meaningless Words

Orwell argued that many political terms are
used not to convey meaning but to evoke
emotion. Words like "fascist," "democracy,"
"freedom," and "justice" are often used without
any clear definition. In modern discourse,
"woke," "socialism," "patriot," and "elite" are
similarly empty vessels. A politician might say
"we defend freedom" without ever specifying
what freedom means in policy terms. This
allows the speaker to appeal to a crowd without
being pinned down.

5. The Passive Voice and Jargon

While the passive voice has its uses, Orwell
noted its prevalence in political writing to avoid
assigning blame. "Mistakes were made" is a
classic example. Combined with jargon, it
creates a murky fog. Government reports often
say "the decision was taken to withdraw
resources" rather than "we decided to cut
funding." The passive voice distances the
speaker from responsibility, a key element in
the relationship between Orwell Politics And
English Language.
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Relevance Today:
Politics in the Age of

Spin

Orwell’s essay predates the internet, 24-hour
news, and social media, but its insights apply
even more today. Consider the language of
political campaigns, corporate sustainability
reports,  or foreign policy statements.
Euphemisms remain rampant. "Enhanced
interrogation techniques" means torture.
"Revenue enhancement" means tax increase.
"Ethnic cleansing" means genocide. The words
are chosen to make ugly actions sound
acceptable.

Moreover, the speed of modern communication
has made Orwell’s warnings even more urgent.
Tweets, soundbites, and headlines are often
built on clichés and emotional triggers rather
than careful thought. Politicians use "talking
points" that repeat dying metaphors and
meaningless words. The result is a public
discourse that is polarized and shallow.
Understanding Orwell Politics And English
Language helps us recognize these tricks and
demand clarity.

The Decline of English or the Decline
of Honesty?

Some critics argue that Orwell’s essay is too
prescriptive or that language naturally changes.
But Orwell’s main point was not about grammar
for its own sake. He wrote: "Political speech
and writing are largely the defence of the
indefensible." When we use inflated language to
hide morally questionable acts, we are not just
writing badly; we are thinking badly. To reverse
this, we need to reconnect words with reality.

For example, the phrase "tactical withdrawal"
sounds better than "retreat," but it also obscures
the fact that lives were lost and ground was
given up. By calling it a withdrawal, the speaker
avoids facing the failure. Orwell would suggest

that anyone who uses such language is complicit
in the deception. His essay is a call to fight back
with clear, direct, and concrete language.

How to Apply Orwell’s
Principles Today

As writers, citizens, and readers, we can follow
Orwell’s advice to improve both our own
writing and our critical literacy. Here are some
practical takeaways that connect directly to
Orwell Politics And English Language:

Question every euphemism. If a
politician says "downsizing," ask if they
mean "firing people." If they say
"collateral damage," ask if they mean
"dead civilians."
Avoid jargon in your own writing. Use
simple, direct words. If you can say
"use," don’t say "utilize." If you can say
"help," don’t say "facilitate."
Prefer active voice. Instead of "It was
decided that..." use "The committee
decided..." This holds people
accountable.
Cut unnecessary words. Orwell said if
a word can be cut, cut it. Reread your
sentences and remove padding.
Define your terms. If you use a word
like "democracy" or "justice," explain
what you mean. Do not rely on emotional
associations.
Read critically. When you see a news
article or a press release, pay attention to
the language. Do you see dying
metaphors? Passive constructions?
Meaningless words? That is where the
manipulation often hides.

Conclusion: The Ongoing
Fight for Clear Language

George Orwell’s “Politics and the English
Language” is not a style guide for pedants. It is
a political treatise on the relationship between



language and truth. When we allow our
language to become vague, metaphorical, and
euphemistic, we also allow our politics to
become dishonest. The phrase Orwell Politics
And English Language reminds us that every
time we choose a clear word over a fuzzy one,
we are making a choice about accountability
and honesty.

In an age where “post-truth” has become a
buzzword and deepfakes blur reality, Orwell’s

essay is more necessary than ever. Writers,
journalists, and ordinary citizens can reclaim
power by refusing to use the language of
evasion. By following Orwell’s rules—thinking
before we write, cutting the dead wood, and
calling things by their real names—we can resist
the political manipulation that corrodes
democracy. The war against bad English is also
a war against bad politics, and it is a war we
must each fight, one sentence at a time.


