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THE COUNTRY IS INHABITED BY “TWO NATIONS”, now, as in the more

distant past. The educational system, that is, the organization schools,
is likely to be the factor which will lead to the division between the
“two nations” becoming increasingly distinct.

In the nineteenth century the clear-cut division in society was due
to the brutal fact of poverty. A large section of the populace really
were poor, and it is difficult to grasp nowadays the extent and severity
of the bitter material deprivation which was the lot of the mass of the
people. We have by no means abolished poverty today, but it is the
misfortune of certain minority groups today who must suffer as the
calculable by-product of certain aspects of social planning. Such
poverty has little in common with the essential poverty of the working
class of the nineteenth century. According to Marx’s thesis the capi-
talist-dominated society of his day would necessarily result in the
increasing poverty of the proletariat and a sharper division of society
between a small bourgeoisie and a large proletariat, the latter encom-
passing many marginal middle-class types and intellectuals.

We have seen that Marx’s thesis was incorrect. Precisely the oppor
site development has taken place; the proletariat became subject to a
process which has been labelled by the delightful term “‘embourgeoisifi-
tion”. The middle class has swollen, and the sociologists have had a
high old time analyzing its substrata in terms reminiscent of geology.
According to some sociologists, social mobility is the keynote of our
present society. However, this period of social movement may well
be a transitional stage leading to a stable (or stagnant, your choice of
adjective will reveal your attitude) form of society in which there are
very definite social castes which will become essentially separate, as
foretold in Huxley’s “Brave New World”, or Orwell’s “Nineteen
Eighty-four”.

In Marx’s time, and indeed in the earlier part of this century, the
degree of inequality of opportunity was very great. Many factors com-
bined to frustrate the upwards social mobility of individuals of superior
intelligence and ability who were burdened with working class origins.
Such individuals, being largely denied the opportunity of personal
advancement for themselves and their families therefore tended to
devote their superior talents to the emancipation of the working class
itself. Thus the impoverished and frustrated working class had a con-
siderable leaven of highly intelligent, forceful and competent men and
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women within it. Such a leaven raised the all round level of the social
and political consciousness of working people in spite of the degrading
influences of their general poverty. The early history of the radical
and socialist movement of this country is a tribute to the vision and
energy of numerous people of humble origins who had to struggle hard
for education and enlightenment. :

By contrast, the ruling class sheltered a far greater proportion of
incompetent dim-wits than it does today. It was often sufficient to
be “well connected” to occupy a position of considerable power and
influence. In the Victorian age when a somewhat vulgarized version
of Darwinian ideas about the survival of the fittest was being fostered
to justify terrible poverty and inequality, it must have seemed likely
that a ruling class which fostered so many nincompoops in office was
unfitted to survive in the face of any determined revolutionary upsurge
from the working class. :

It has been remarked that the prophesies of Marx have utterly dis-
confirmed. But so have the pipe-dreams of William Morris, beauti-
fully set out in his “News from Nowhere”. Will the trends of the
future lie more in the direction of social engineering by painless biologi-
cal and psychological conditioning outlined in “Brave Ney’v World”, or
by the sort of terror outlined in “Nineteen Eighty-four”? It is the
purpose of this article to suggest that both the ectogenesis and foetus-
processing of the former book, and the terror of the Thought Police
of the latter, are unnecessary. We already have the means of com-
plete social differentiation, and it is working. We already have the
means of producing hewers of wood and drawers of water who vylll
accept their humble role in society, clerks who will aspire to nothing
more than clerkhood, research physicists who will research into nothing
else but physics, and in fact all the limbs and organs which make up
the great body of Leviathan. Oh individual man with your individual
spirit of enquiry, of longing, of discontent and unique aspiration, where
will you be? Will such groups as produce and read this journal become
a mere cancer in the body politic, and as a cancer, be cut out or cured?

The means which we have for effecting stable social stratification
is of course the screening process of the schools interacting with the
social effects of such screening. Note that here we have a process in
which neither variable is pure cause or pure effect, but that cause and
effect enter into each. To observe the process at an age no earlier than
seven, we can look at the average Junior School. Here these seven-
year olds are labelled A, B or C, which in the context of the average
school stands for brighter, dimmer and dimmest. The criteria for the
“allocation to these three streams are (1) the report from the Infant school,
(ii) the apparent level of education of the child’s parents. Both these
criteria of selection are in fact good rough and ready means for separat-
ing out the children on the basis of their probable future academic suc-
cess. Sometimes we may go to a school where the headmaster declares
that there is no streaming. He has 90 children aged 8 who are divided
equally between Mr. X and Miss Y. and how is the allocation effected—
by tossing a penny? Well no, by suitability. Then we find that Mr.
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X is a reasonably competent teacher and has some chance of getting
a few children up towards the 11+ pass level, so he gets the A stream,
whereas Miss Y is herself a dim-wit so she gets the dullards, and helps
to make them duller by her mis-handling of them. Some people point
out that it is discouraging to a child to label him “C stream” at an early
age, and so it is, but even the dimmest child learns the meaning of being
allocated to Miss Y’s class. In a certain English town there is a Junior
school known to me where there is “no streaming”; Mr. Z’s class is
known on paper by his initials, but is known in speech as “the riffraff”’.
Children often live up to the rdle which we assign to them.

I need hardly dwell much further on the continual screening pro-
cesses which go on throughout the child’s life at school. The 11+
exam 1s the most critical for the child in determining whether or not
he is to become a hewer of wood and a drawer of water. But let us
not lose sight of the fact that screening within the school system is not
an entirely independent factor. Educational status largely determines
future social status, but again, the social status of the parents largely
determines the future educational status of the child. Thus in the first
generation, parents of low social status will have a large percentage of
their children attaining only poor educational standards and therefore,
later on, achieving only low social status themselves. The small per-
centage of their children who are really bright will be creamed off, given
opportunities for higher education and, later on, a place in the occupa-
tional and social structure that brings with it a way of life which
effectively cuts them off from the family of their origin. The second
generation of children of low social status will tend to marry among
social peers and hence produce children who are, on the whole, even
dimmer than their parents. The percentage of really bright children
to be creamed off by the educational system will be even smaller in the
second generation, and so the process of creaming off the brighter
children from parents of low social status goes on. What is achieved
is the same as the result of the selective breeding of plants or animals.
Intelligence is being bred out of the working class. This process must
result in their becoming stupider and stupider from generation to
generation.

I do not suggest that this inevitable degenerative process of the
working class is in any way a consciously intended policy. It is the

by-product of a system which has been put forward by many well-

intentioned reformers. Talent and the capacity for hard work in chil-
dren is being rewarded by making opportunities for more advanced
education open to them—their humble origins are no longer held against
them if they are bright enough to compete with children of more
privileged background. Where is the harm in that? If we are to
criticise the inevitable result of it we must criticise the whole system
of differential rewards and the competitive structure of our society.
As the process of the breeding out of intelligence from the working
class has been mentioned, certain questions concerning genetic inheri-
tance, and the nature of human intelligence must be considered more
closely. The first is the question of the “biological regression to the

















































