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Etik Beyan 

 

Van Yüzüncü Yıl Üniversitesi, Sosyal Bilimler Enstitüsü Tez Yazım 

Kurallarına uygun olarak hazırladığım bu tez çalışmasında; 

 

 

 

 Tez içinde sunduğum verileri, bilgileri ve dokümanları akademik ve etik kurallar 

çerçevesinde elde ettiğimi, 

 Tüm bilgi, belge, değerlendirme ve sonuçları bilimsel etik ve ahlak kurallarına 

uygun olarak sunduğumu, 

 Tez çalışmasında yararlandığım eserlerin tümüne uygun atıfta bulunarak kaynak 

gösterdiğimi, 

 Kullanılan verilerde herhangi bir değişiklik yapmadığımı, 

 Bu tezde sunduğum çalışmanın özgün olduğunu 

 

 

bildirir, aksi bir durumda aleyhime doğabilecek tüm hak kayıplarını 

kabullendiğimi beyan ederim.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

Yunus Emre DEMİR 
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Özet 

Tarih boyunca insanlar çalışmış ve ihtiyaçlarını karşılamışlardır. Ancak bazı zamanlar 

insanlar başkalarının çıkarları için çalışmak zorunda kalmıştır. Karl Marx ve Frederich 

Engels kendi toplumlarındaki ayrımcılığı ortadan kaldırmak için işbirliği yaptılar. Onlar 

çokca bildiri yayımladı ve nihayetinde kısmen amaçlarına ulaştılar. Komünizm veya 

Marksizm toplumun sosyal problemlerini göstemek için yazarlar için bir başlık haline geldi. 

Charles Dickens ve Cengiz Aytmatov o yazarlardan bazılarıydı. Ingiliz Edebiyatından 

Dickens ve Kırgız Edebiyatından Aytmatov, baskı altındaki insanların haklarını savunmak 

için kalemlerini kullandılar. Sanayileşme ve Sovyet rejimi toplumsal huzuru tahrip etti, böyle 

bir atmosferde insanlar siyasal baskıdan dolayı rahat davranamaz oldu. Sanayileşme insanları 

kötü şartlarda yaşamaya, Sovyet rejimi insanları, kendi koydukları kurallara uymak zorunda 

bıraktı. Kol gücü kullanmanın imkansız olduğu durumlarda, kalemin gücüne başvurmak 

zorunlu olur. Charles Dickens ve Cengiz Aytmatov döneminde insanlar hükümetlerin 

zalimliğine karşı koyamıyorlardı ve bu yüzden bazı cesur insanlar kendilerini sorumlu 

hissedip sistemin kontrolündeki insanların sesi olmaya başladılar. Dickens‟ın “Zor 

Zamanlar” ve Aytmatov‟un “Gün Olur Asra Bedel” eserleri bu açıklamalar için iyi 

örneklerdir. Her iki yazar kendi dönemlerinin hükümetini eleştirdiler ve işçi haklarını 

savundular. Onlar edebiyatı Marksizm‟in gölgesi altında kullanıp işçileri desteklediler. Bu 

tezde, öncelikle Marksizm açıklacak, ardından edebiyatın tanımlarına ve alanına yer verilip 

yazarların eserleri incelenecektir. 
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Abstract 

         Throughout the history, people have worked and met their  needs. Karl Marx 

and Frederich Engels collaborated to liquidate discrimination in their societies. They 

manifested a lot and finally, they partially reached their aims. Communism or 

Marxism became a topic for authors to indicate their social problems. Charles 

Dickens and Chinghiz Aitmatov were some of those authors. Dickens, from English 

Literature, and Aitmatov, from Kyrgyz Literature, used their pens to protect 

oppressed people‟s right.  Industrialisation and Soviet regime destroyed social 

coherence, in such an atmosphere people could not move freely because of political 

enforcement. Industrialisation forced people to live in bad conditions and Soviet 

regime compelled citizens to obey all rules that set by Soviet government. During the 

age of Charles Dickens and Chinghiz Aitmatov, people could not resist against 

cruelty of the government, so some brave people felt themselves responsible for this 

issue and they became voice of people who were controlled by the system. Dickens‟ 

Hard Times and Aitmatov‟s The Day Lasts More Than A Hundred Years are good 

examples  for this explanation. Both writers criticised their times‟ government, they 

protected workers‟ right. They used literature under the shadow of Marxism and they 

supported workers.  
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Introduction 

It is not easy to mention Marxist theory without its connections to history, to 

comprehend marxist criticism and to interprete literary works through a marxist 

theory require a proper knowledge of historical progress of the movement. “To give 

an account of a Marxist critic like, say, Georg Lukács without examining the 

historical factors which shape his criticism is clearly inadequate”(Eagleton, marxism 

and literary criticism, 1976:6). Because Marx and Engels experienced a great amount 

of problems during their lives, Eagleton asserts that without analyzing their lives‟ 

progress it is not enough to write on their movement. Marxism is not a theory it is a 

system to give a speech to proletarians against capitalist mind-set. “(…)its theory 

was formed entirely on the basis of bourgeois culture both scientific and political, 

though it declared a fight to the finish upon that culture” (Trosky, 1924:177) 

Marxism, mostly known as a political movement, had been founded as a 

literary theory to show readers the way of comprehending literary products. 

Although the sphere of it is politics, founders of the movement were actively 

engaged in literature. “there are many people in this world who think as 

revolutionists and feel as philistines‟; but Marx and Engels were not of this 

number”(Eagleton, literary theory an introduction, 2003:8). Because Marxism is a 

theory in which there should be literature, and also because The Movement is 

concerned to politics there should be social matters in it. The movement hugely 

highlighted political issues, however, seperating literature and politics from each 

other will be an unfair approach to the movement. Marx and Engels aimed to show 

integrity of both. “Marxist criticism is not merely a „sociology of literature‟, 

concerned with how novels get published and whether they mention the working 

class. Its aim is to explain the literary work more fully;(…)”(2003: 9) From this 

quotation, it can be obviously understood that circumstances in which working class 

struggles are the main issues of the movement. 
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  Expressing thoughts requires a good way of utterance and a writer can reach 

his/her aim with a good ability of utterance. Literature is a way to serve for reaching 

this aim. Both literature and the movement are used for the same aim: literature 

enables its readers to comtemplate the future of the character and to evaluate what 

will happen  throughout the next pages by doing this, author has a chance for 

warning the society. “(…)that simply means that he has not thought about it, that he 

has not decided upon anything. The future is then a blank page,(…)” (Sartre, 

1988:51). Sartre‟s assertion is about a literary work and its writer and finally the 

readers of the work. Sartre asserts that a writer is not able to evaluate its writing after 

finishing it, but readers are the only community to evaluate and take lesson from the 

work. “To make it come into view a concrete act called reading is necessary, and it 

lasts only as long as this act can last. Beyond that, there are only black marks on 

paper. Now, the writer cannot read what he writes,(….)” (1988:50) Sartre aimed to 

state that no one can give the meaning to the literary works but readers. 

A writer is able to analyse society‟s circumstances and manifest them through 

a literary study. Untill the writer sets its study s/he is able to change and develop the 

procces of writing, however, after finishing the study, s/he is not able to make 

anything different on the writing because it is not his/her study anymore. As it is 

understood from the quotation above, writer cannot make differences on the study, 

the more a literary work is read the more it can reach its aim. After finishing the 

work, reader is the one who can evaluate and interprete the work. Therefore, reading 

is necessary for a study. For this point, to read a literary work properly and to 

interprete it perfectly, reader needs to follow some methods because reading is not 

enough for interpreting. 

 While reading, readers should care about something special like author‟s 

past, the environment of the society in which writer wrote the work, and etc. what 

should a reader do? And how can a reader evaluate the work? Eagleton asserts that 

“if there is such a thing as literary theory, then it would seem obvious that there is 

something called literature which it is the theory of” (2003:12). Eagleton‟s response 

shows us the way of reading a literary work; theory. 

Literary theories and literature cannot be thought seperately because both of 

them back up each other. There is literature to explain/display people‟s 
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circumstances and on the other hand, there is theory to examine a literary work 

comprehend the hidden message. Since literature is a way to manifest society‟s 

situation, readers should know how to analyse it. It is true that all books do not 

include their times‟ problems, there are plenty of books written to entartain people. 

On the other hand, there are a huge amount of books to give information about past 

events or their times‟ problems. Therefore, if a reader has a good information of 

theory s/he is able to distinguish types of the books and the message they hide.  

  There are a lot of literary theories but in this study only one of them will be 

analysed: Marxist theory. However, it will be examined in terms of both literature 

and politics. Hitherto Marxist theory and literature are explained, and now the theory 

will be applied to some authors and their works. Marxism and Marxist theory have a 

unique concept: although other literary theories are only theories, Marxist theory is a 

social criticism. It criticizes social problems so society is its keystone. It is concerned 

with social coherence instead of individual coherence. Additionally, Marxist 

criticism rejects socially oppressed situation of people, it manifests this position of 

men throughout its principle. Karl Marx,founder of the movement, asserts this issue 

in one of his studies. He states that 

Man makes his own history, but he does not make it out of the whole cloth; 

he does not make it out of conditions chosen by himself, but out of such as he 

finds close at hand. The tradition of all past generations weighs like an alp 

upon the brain of the living. (Marx, 1897:7) 

This quotation from Marx‟s study gives us a way to contemplate the keystone 

of the movement. The founders of the movement aim to display the position of 

people who are under control of the others. Marx and Engels pay their attention to 

social problems of societies to indicate their lives standards. Marx states that people 

are able to make their own history but they do not do that for pleasure or for their 

own desire, they do their history throughout the circumstances they encountered. 

Shortly, their history is not their desire, it is their fate. In accordance with this 

approach of the movement to the people‟s situation, it will not be hard to make such 

an interpretation about the theory: Marxism is concerned with the concrete side of 

people, so it is not engaged in imaginative issues. Therefore, if a reader wants to  use 

this theory while reading a novel or work, this novel must include social problems, 
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otherwise, Marxist critism can not be used. There will be two different authors to be 

analysed in the light of Marxist criticism: Charles Dickens from British literature and 

Chinghiz Aitmatov from Kirghiz literature.  

Since Marxist criticism is engaged to social matters, author,chosen to be 

examined, should be engaged to the same issues. This is the reason why Dickens 

And Aitmatov have been chosen. Both of them were concerned to their times‟ 

problems and they manifested these within their works. 

Chinghiz Aitmatov is a Kirghiz author who mostly highlighted oppressed 

people and their lives. Ahmet Ağır in his essay, asserts this issue and he states; “(…) 

on the other hand, developed policies for destroying or taking under control of these 

native people‟s religious and national values by Soviet regime force Yedigey to 

make a decision.” (Ağır, 2013:2-3). This quotation from Ağır is about Aitmatov‟s 

one of the masterpieces entitled A Day Lasts More Than A Hundred Years the life 

standards, manifested through this work, portray oppression of the system upon 

citizens.  

Since Marxist criticism is engaged to reality of the world, the main topics of 

this paper should be fitted to the Marxism. Chinghiz Aitmatov depicts the reality and 

even the harsh reality of his epoch. This attitude which he possesed while writing or 

manifesting gives some information about another side of his ability or point of view: 

Chinghiz Aitmatov shows the reality of the society within his studies and he also 

mentions misleading points of the system. Due to the fact that Aitmatov has a 

Marxist point of view, he is expected to write in accordance with such a mode. 

However, this also displays the signs of the “Socialist Realism” aspect of Aitmatov. 

It is known that Marxist criticism bases its doctrines on both society and reality, it is 

not possible to find a small piece of imaginative issues in a work which was written 

in a Marxist perspective. Seval Korkmaz in her dissertation makes a connection 

between Marxism and Socialist Realism. She states that: “Socialist realism, was 

based on materialistic world view and formed through Marxist ideology” (Korkmaz, 

2013:5). Socialist, realist and also Marxist Chinghiz Aitmatov is one of the most 

appropriate authors for this dissertation to be analysed. While reading his works, a 

reader can obviously describe the situations characters  experience and also one is 

able to conclude that writing or using art/literature is the means of manifestation of 
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oppressed society. Almost in all literary studies of Aitmatov, the examples of 

oppressed society can be seen. In following pages it will be explained in detail. 

The second main figure of this paper is a British novelist who lived in 

Victorian Period, Charles Dickens. During the life of Dickens and the reign of Queen 

Victoria, country was affected by industrial revolution. Even if there was an 

industrial development, people-mostly peasants- suffered from poverty.  Therefore, it 

can be easily said that Dickens is an author of the time in which society suffered 

from poverty. Aydan Turalı expresses this issue in her thesis. She states that; “The 

period in which Queen Victoria ruled (1837-1901) and in which Charles Dickens 

wrote his novels is marked by enormous economic and social changes caused by the 

Industrial Revolution” (Turalı, 2010:1). 

As he lived during industrial revolution, Charles Dickens witnesed many 

difficulties directly. He was one of those who suffered from oppressions of upper 

class. Despite the fact that Dickens was one of the citizens of Industrialized Britian, 

he never thought to give up fighting against this misleading ruling system. Because 

he was an author, he gave a huge significance to this issue in his studies. He showed 

this attitude in one of his works named Hard Times which portrayed the situation of 

the country while british people were experiencing the Industrial Revolution. 

Dickens expressed that “ „Now, what I want is, Fact” (Dickens, 2012:3). This 

sentence welcomes the readers very beginning of the novel. One of the main 

characters states this sentence to express his thoughts about the life but it can clearly 

be concluded that this speech  belongs to the author of the work: Charles Dickens. 

Mr. Gradgrind, character of the novel, highlighted what he is looking for throughout  

his life, and indirectly Dickens displays his own thoughts about the life. On the other 

hand it is obvious that Dickens benefitted from Marxist theory whether he did it 

willingly or not, it can be interpreted from this qoutation. 

 The facts and the reality of life are his main issues. Therefore, Dickens is one 

of those who used Marxist point of view while writing. He paid his attention upon 

social matters and he made his studies just for the sake of the humanity. The 

relationship between  Dickens and Marxism will be analyzed in detail in following 

pages.  
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Hitherto, the main topics of this thesis have been introduced shortly at the 

very beginning of this thesis. Afterwards, it will be continued with chapter I in which 

the theory and historical development of the Marxist criticism will be introduced. In 

chapter II, Literature and generally art will be defined through views of philosophers 

and theorists. After defining it, there will be sphere of it, and the importance of 

literature upon society and then upon people. In chapter III biography of Chinghiz 

Aitmatov, and literary side of his life will be written then the connections between 

his works and Marxism will be discussed. After that there will be the biography of 

Charles Dickens and literary side of his life wil be mentioned. Then there will be 

comparison and contrast between both writers and their theories. Here, both writers 

and their works will be analysed in terms of Marxist criticism. Comparisons and 

contrasts among them will be defined and then they will be argued through Marxist 

perspective. Finally,a general review about all the issues will be discussed in 

conclusion part. 
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CHAPTER I 

MARXIST THEORY 

1.1. Significance of Literature 

Starting with utterances of Ernest Fischer wil be better; “Authentic art, as 

Ernst Fischer argues in his significantly entitled Art Against Ideology (1969), always 

transcends the ideological limits of its time, yielding us insight into the realities 

which ideology hides from view” (Eagleton, marxism and literary criticism, 1976:8). 

Here, in a general sense, indispensability of art, specially literature, is seen 

obviously. Eagleton through speech of Fischer states this side of literature and he 

wishes to demostrate how important the literature is. People are such creatures that 

they are able to encounter many difficulties throughout their lives; however, their 

memory is not strong enough to remember all things all times. In this sense, writing  

is the best way to recall any issue important for one‟s life. Literature paves the way 

for this purpose and it gives a chance of noting memoirs. On the other hand, an 

individual aims to be a part of his/her society, for this reason, that person chooses 

literature to himself/herself as a whole and also as a representer of the society. 

Fischer‟s another masterpiece The Necessity of Art he argues this matter in this 

novel: “Evidently man wants to be more than just himself. He wants to be a whole 

man” (Fischer, 1959:5). 

As Eagleton and Fischer have mentioned the importance of literature upon 

societies, throughout the history, literature was vital for people. Since very early 

times of literature, it has been used to make people be aware of the reality of the 

world. Even though at the time when it was used orally, it was concerned with real 

events of their epoch. Ronald Charter and John McRae depicted this matter in the 

first pages of their book entitled The Routledge History of Literature in English, they 

argued that the first literature, no matter where it has been done, was oral. Works 

were produced through words and speeches. They summed up: 

It starts with words, and with speech. The first literature in any culture is oral. 

The classical Greek epics of Homer, the Asian narratives of Gilgamesh and 

the Bhagavad Gita, the earliest versions of the Bible and the Koran were all 
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communicated orally, and passed on from generation to generations…(Mcrae, 

2001:2) 

As this quotation suggests, literary products may include real events and they 

are excepted to be the means of scream of oppressed societies. As it was mentioned 

in previous pages, literary works become valuable just in case of being read a lot. 

Besides, being read is more crucial than being written for a literary work, because it 

is the reader who gives the meaning to that work. Therefore, the most crucial duty is 

on the shoulders of readers, they are supposed to both read and interprete the work. 

While examining an art in such a way, it can be understood that it is not just an 

action for pleasure, it is an activity to deliver some messages subliminally and it is an 

action to make audiences be aware of the reality of the world. Then, art has some 

priorities instead of casualities. For this perspective, art is not for the sake of art, it is 

for the sake of society. On the other hand, society must know how to read, and 

society must be encouraged via art. Society must be aware of the reality to change its 

atmosphere if it is necessary. Ernst Fischer stresses this issue in one of his works, he 

asserts that 

Brecht points out that in a society of class struggle, the „immediate‟ effect of 

a work of art demanded by the ruling easthetic is to suppress the social 

distinctions within the audience and thus, while the work is being enjoyed, 

create a collective not divided into classes but „universal human‟ (Fischer, 

1959:6). 

This indispansable role of art forces readers to enchance their knowledge 

about reading or analysing a work, therefore, they can figure out the sublimimal 

message hidden in the work. The powerfulness of art, in other words, art‟s strength is 

a weapon for all people to be used for specific aims. This theory shows us the real 

purpose of art: it must serve people in terms of altering their worlds, it should give 

the chance to protect their rights against superiors. Art is also an area in which 

people are able to develop themselves in terms of comprehending issues that they 

encounter during their lives. Fischer illuminates this thought perfectly in his work: 

This magic role of art has progressively given way to the role of illumination 

social relationships, of enlightening men in societies becoming opaque, of 

helping men to recognize and change social reality. A highly complex society 

with its multiple relationships and social contradictions can no longer be 

represented in the manner of a myth. (1959:8) 
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1.2. Historical Process of Marxism 

Self interests, being greedy and desire of getting wealthy are pecuilar to 

aristocrats in previous ages. Capitalist mind-set and imperialist thought in ancient 

times limited people‟s life standarts, people were controlled and employed through 

wishes of those greedy aristocrats. Both money and power were in hand of them, 

therefore, people especially workers were not able to reject or object  their tyranny 

attittudes. As it was explained above, there was a way to interpose to their 

inacceptable behaviours: art. Imperialism and capitalist mind-set served for the same 

aim; it was controlling the societies for the sake of their desire. Emile Burns mirrors 

capitalist mind-set in her work, she introduces this community to people. She states 

that; 

Production for profit required two things: someone with enough resources to 

buy means of production (looms, spinning-machines and so on); and, 

secondly, people who had no means of production themselves, no resources 

by using which they could live. In other words, there had to be “capitalists,” 

who owned means of production, and workers whose only chance of getting a 

livelihood was to work the machines owned by the capitalists. (Burns, 

1939:17) 

People and machines of the time were the means of capitalists to reach their 

desires. While controlling them, capitalists enriched their  territories and strenghted 

their power. This is the emerging point of Marxism, it was founded to resist against 

to this mind-set and to protect workers‟ life rights and to supply their certain wage in 

accordance with their exertion. Emile Burns makes a present of this movement 

Marxism is a general theory of the world in which we live, and of human 

society as a part of that world. It takes its name from Karl Marx (1818-1883), 

who, together with Friedrich Engels (1820-1895), worked out the theory 

during the middle and latter part of last century. (1939:6) 

Emile Burns, through this explanation, impels us to biographies of founders 

because the best way of effecting people is to illustrate real experiences within a 

work. Both Marx and Engles were citizens of the capitalist society. They were 

effected by its oppressions. Particularly, Karl Marx was effected most, because of the 

financial problems, he was in need of  a loaf of bread. Before examaning the theory, 

it will be better to introduce both founders.  
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Franz Mehring describes Marx personality in his work in which he examined 

Karl Marx‟s biography. In this thesis, the birthplace and date of characters are not 

vitally crucial. Characters‟, chosen to be analysed, personalities, thoughts and actions 

which they did on behalf of their ideology are more important. Mehring depicts: 

As he once said bluntly, his hide was not thick enough to let him turn his 

back on " the sufferings of humanity", or, as Hutten has expressed the same 

idea, God had burdened him with a heart which caused the common sorrows 

of humanity to touch him more acutely than the others. No man has ever done 

so much as Karl Marx to destroy the root causes of " the sufferings of 

humanity". His ship ploughed its way across the high seas of life through 

storm and stress and under constant fire from his enemies. His flag was 

always at the mast-head, but the life on board was not a comfortable one 

either for the captain or the crew. (Mehring, 1962:15) 

As it is mentioned in this quotation, Marx was engaged with problems of his 

society. He was one of those who could cope with people in terms of solving those 

problems. Marx‟s effort was not special, namely, he was not an individual person, he 

was a socialist thinker who cares society more than himself. Therefore, he suffered 

from poverty not only individually but also socially. He was a sign of the whole 

society. Mehring‟s explanation shows that Marx sacrified himself to his society, he 

analysed all problems in detail and tried to solve or alter them radically. In the light 

of this quotation, it is easy to conclude that Marx‟s thoughts were mostly concerned 

with community. He was generally on the side of the oppressed people against 

oppressive aristocrats.  

Karl did not support a society in which people were divided into classes. It 

was his first aim to demolish such societies. Therefore, he started to be a socialist and 

to protect their rights. Marx believed in a whole and an equal society in which no one 

forces people to work for others‟ interests. However, the situation of his time was not 

as good as he wished. In one of his works, he states this type of society: 

Accumulation of wealth at one pole is, therefore, at the same time 

accumulation of misery, agony of toil slavery, ignorance, brutality, mental 

degradation, at the opposite pole, i.e., on the side of the class that produces its 

own product in the form of capital. (Marx, capital: a critique of political 

economy, 1887:401) 
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As it was mentioned above, Karl Marx is a German philosopher lived in 19
th

 

century. He and his family lived under the control of Prussian Government. Marx‟s 

father was a Jewish lawyer but then because of the enforcement of Government he 

adopted Christianity. Franz Mehring states that: “(…) in 1 824 he adopted 

Christianity, taking the name Heinrich Marx. He died in 1 838” (Mehring, 1962:1). 

Marx was not an ordinary child, his attitudes were sings of his brilliant future. 

Other family members especially his father and mother were aware of those 

differences of Karl. His father realized Marx‟s strangeness, because Marx differed 

from his father for his ideology. As it was explained above, even though Heinrich 

Marx [father] adopted christianity by enforcement, he trusted in Prussian Monarchy. 

Mehring mirrors: “His belief in the" genius" of the Prussian monarchy was not even 

shaken by the fact that the Prussian government would have compelled him to 

change his religion in order to save his bourgeois position” (1962:2). The positions 

of jews and their barbarian attitudes were main reasons to adopt another religion 

because Heinrich Marx did not want to be accused for something illegal. Due to this 

accusation, Heinrich and his family were in danger, therefore, he wished to adopt 

christianity. According to all these reasons, Heinrich Marx had to change his belief 

but he did not have to obey christian authorities. The main reason was oppresive 

authorities.  

Karl Marx differed from most of his peers, however, he was not aware of 

what he was interested in exactly. It is true that he rejected ordinary doings and he 

did not want to be a part of surpassed society. In his twenties, he realized his 

philosophy, the true path of his life was shown in the light of Hegelian Philosophy.  

Just as he was in his twenty, he met with Hegel and became a pupil of this 

philosophy. This meeting was not a simple one but anyway he decided to be a part of 

this movement. “Marx's first acquaintance with it was rather fragmentary and its " 

grotesque and rough-hewn melody" did not please him at all, but during a second 

bout of illness he studied it from beginning to end and soon after fell in with a club 

of young Hegelians(…)”(1962:12). As it is mentioned in this quotation, Marx‟s 

confrontation with Hegelian philosophy was fragmentary and he was not please 

about it because there were something unfitted to Marx‟s point of view.  
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Prussian Government arranged all things for being the super power upon its 

citizens. In that case, Hegelian thought which matched partially to Marx‟s 

philosophy was the system of the government and it was protected by authorities. 

That was not for the sake of Hegelian system, it can be obviously understood that 

government did it to protect itself. Dialectic side of this philosophy pleased 

authorities in case of governing society, because this philosophy was generally a 

supporter of them instead of supporting citizens. “At that time Hegelian philosophy 

was regarded as the Prussian State philosophy and the Minister of Culture Altenstein 

and his Privy Councillor Johannes Schulze had taken it under their special 

care”(1962:15).  

Hegelian thought was praising bureaucrats and it declared that these 

bureacrats were able to benefit from state‟s properties but limitedly. This approach of 

Hegelian philosophy willy-nilly made Marx hesitate on dialectic of Hegel. By 

studying this philosophy, Marx was about to point out his certain world view. 

Actually, Marx and his collegues from young Hegelians were happy to study and 

examine social matters. After a few years of joining this movement, Marx became 

one of the main figures of the movement. Karl Marx radically based his philosophy 

on materialistic side of reality, so in that case, there was a difference between the 

movement and him. On one hand, Marx had a materialistic perspective, on the other 

hand, Hegelian thoughts included imaginative issues which were not attractive for 

Marx. In this sense, Marx and Hegelian thought experienced a partial seperation. 

“The upshot was that Marx determined to examine Hegel's philosophy of law and the 

State as thoroughly as Feuerbach had examined his philosophy of nature and 

religion”(1962:52). 

In the light of this separation, suggessting the basic principle of Marx will not 

be too hard because of rejection ideological matters and being concerned to political 

issues will help us to conclude Marx‟s studying areas.  During both his education and 

studying for movements, Marx radically made a self-consciousness, hence he 

rejected supporting or studying on untouchable, irrational and unreal issues, such as 

spirit, nature or religion. Marx‟s tending to politics was not just for Hegelian 

dialectic, there were some other reasons but the most influential one was “The 

Rhenish Diet” which is the parliemant of his province in which rules were set for all 
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citizens. Karl Marx was strictly against this parliemant. Because bureaucrats paid 

regard to only their interests and they set rules not to serve people but to do their own 

business. Bourgeoisified Prussian State chose members from their supporters and 

they made everything rule whatever they need or want. This attitude of state did not 

please Marx, thus, he decided to study on politics and he aimed to demolish this fusty 

tradition of the state. Today, it is not important how Marxism is applied but in earlier 

times of this movement, it was founded to serve people and to solve their problem 

even if those problems were insoluble. I must crave the indulgence of readers to 

quote almost a whole page to illustrate this point perfectly. 

These precious bodies were protected very effectively from liberalist 

aberrations by the provision that the possession of landed property was a 

necessary condition of membership. The country gentry were to provide one-

half of the membership, the urban landowners one-third and the peasant 

landowners one-sixth. However, this edifying principle could not be put into 

operation in all its glory everywhere, and in the newly-won Rhineland, for 

instance, one or two concessions had to be made to the spirit of modernism, 

but always the country gentry provided over one-third of the membership and 

in view of the fact that all the decisions of the Diets had to be adopted with a 

two-thirds majority nothing could be passed without their approval. Urban 

landowners were subjected to the further limitation that their land must have 

been in their uninterrupted possession for a period of at least ten years before 

it conferred the boon of eligibility for election to the Diet. As a further 

precautionary measure the government reserved the right to veto the election 

of any urban official. (Mehring, 1962:36) 

All these issues paved the way for Marx to make his own way in other words 

his own philosophy. The basic principle of Marxism was emerged and its application 

area had been determined. 

Marx‟s philosophical development increased incrimentally, therefore, he 

started to write for magazines, mewspapers and etc. Marx and his collegues gave a 

virtual effort to halt or ignore the fusty system of State at least. While Marx and his 

co-workers were doing such things they were not inneed of money, in other words; 

they did not need money to satisfy themselves, they gave their all effort just for the 

sake of humanity. On the other hand, there was another man who shared the same 

ideology with Marx; Frederich Engels. He was a son of a factory owner and he was a 

rich man but anyway he rejected the forcement of aristocrats. Mehring touches this 

point point 
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Like Marx, he did not acquire his revolutionary opinions in the home of his 

parents and he was not driven into revolutionary paths by personal indigence, 

but by high intelligence. His fath er was a well-to-do manufacturer of 

conservative and orthodox views, and religiously Engels had more to 

overcome than Marx. (1962:88) 

Till this page, the philosophical basement of Marx has been written and 

process of which he passed has been mirrored. It is an ease to interprete Marx‟s 

philosophy now, but it is not all. It is known that the main problem of this movement 

is financial situation of proletariat. However, there is no any piece of this expression 

in this page. The reason is that while Marx was studying on political side of society, 

Engels, because of being a son of a manifecturer, was concerned to socio-economic 

position of people. They fullfilled their lacks by themselves. They met while Engels 

was about to go England and Marx was not happy to meet him because he supposed 

him to be an opponent of Marx. However, the reality was absolutely different, they 

were on the same side so they were proponents. “However, this first meeting was 

cool, for Marx was about to break off relations with the " Freemen", and he regarded 

Engels as one of their supporters,(…)”(1962:93).  

As if Marxism had been derived from Karl Marx‟s name, it is a collaborated 

movement, means both Marx and Engels studied together and established this 

movement. Even if they seemed to be rivals to each other in terms of ideology at the 

very beginning of their meeting, actually, they dealt on the same issue. When they 

were in Paris, they often came together and argued on the same problem. Two 

philosophers decided to publish their ideas. They worked and afforded most but they 

were not able to destroy effects of capitalist-mindset at first. Engels was richer than 

Marx so in socio-economical situations he had power to do anything they appealed. 

On the other hand, Marx had a significant politicals inteligence. They gathered their 

power to help the divided society, which is the main of the movement and the 

problem of the time.  

Karl Marx, as mentioned above the greater philosophical inteligence, 

believed in power of philosophy to diminish efficiency of power of muscle. 

Feuerbach and Bruno Bauer, Marx‟s old two friends, stated lack of philosophy and 

both agreed on liguidateing philosophy. However, Marx answered sharply in order to 
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liquidate it first, it should be realized. He claimed that one should fight against the 

weapon of criticism. He stated 

The weapon of criticism can certainly not supplant the criticism of weapons. 

Material force must be overthrown by material force, but theory itself 

becomes a material force when it takes hold of the masses, and it does so 

immediately it becomes radical. However, a radical revolution needs a 

passive element, a material basis. Theory is realized in a pf'ople only in so far 

as it is the realization of its needs. It is not enough that the idea should press 

forward to realization, reality must urge itself to the idea. However, this 

would seem to be lacking in Germany where the various spheres of society 

are related not dramatically, but epically, where even the moral confidence of 

the middle class is based solely on the consciousness that it is the general 

representative of the Philistine mediocrity of all other classes, where each 

sphere of burgeois society suffers its defeat before it has celebrated its 

victory, and shows its narrow-mindedness before it has had a chance of 

showing its broad-mindedness, so that each class is involved in a struggle 

with the class below it before it can engage in a struggle with the class above 

it. (Mehring, 1962:66) 

Two main classes; bourgeois and prolateriat, Marxist theory studied on them 

and it aimed to liquidate differences between them. Engels and Marx afforded on 

behalf of proletarians and these philosophers cleary demostrated their targets of 

fighting against them. Altough Marx himself was in need, he never thought giving 

up. This issue will be explained in deatil in the following pages.  

Karl Marx and Frederich Engels, two important philosophical figures and two 

virtually significant leaders of helping oppressed people to have chance for resist 

against cruelty, had different responsibilities. Marx himself was interested in social 

problems and he tried to find solutions while he was in the same position. 

Additionally, Engels was a supporter both financially and ideologically. Marx‟s 

financial position and also his health was not good to afford on behalf of prolaterains. 

But he never thought stopping work. Many times he was in need of a piece of bread, 

however, his friend supported him anytime he needed.  Marx, in one of his letters to 

Engels, he demostrated his financial situation. He stated that he was not able to live 

anymore because of an illnesses in his left groin and he added if he had enoug money 

to leave for his family and also if he finished his book he wanted to die but he neihter 

had enough money nor finished book.(1962:344) After this letter, Engels had to do 

his best because of being a best friend and he did: thanks to an hardly effort by heart 
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he achieved in finding an amount of money for Marx. Thanks to this support Marx 

was able to live in better conditions.(1962:305) 

Whatever has been written so far can help us to conduct life circumstances of 

Karl Marx because he was not an ordinary philosopher; he was a philosopher, 

experiencing situation which he objected. Marx was a worker in his society, and he 

suffered from starvation and also he was pennyless during trying to find a way for 

prolaterians to get rid of oppressive attitude of aristocrats. Therefore, Marx is not an 

ordinary one. He was not only a philosopher of his time also he was a member of that 

society, and he faced many difficulties in his life.  

My wife is ill. Little Jenny is ill. Lenchen has a sort of nervous fever, and I 

can't call in the doctor because I have no money to pay him. For about eight 

or ten days we have all been living on bread and potatoes, and it is now 

doubtful whether we shall be able to get even that (…) I have written nothing 

for Dana because I have not had the money to buy newspapers. The best thing 

that could possibly happen now would be for the landlady to throw us out, for 

in that case I should have the weight of twentytwo pounds back rent off my 

mind, but I doubt whether she will be so considerate. And then we are 

indebted to the baker, the milkman, the grocer, the greengrocer and the 

butcher. How on earth am I to get out of this devilish mess ? During the past 

week or so I have borrowed a few shillings and even pence from workers. It 

was terrible, but it was absolutely necessary or we should have starved.  

(1962:220) 

This is a situation in which Marx had to struggle while fighting against his 

enemies. Marx was not a tout of the system. Namely, he was not complaining about 

the issue, he himself was a part of the system and he both experienced and complaint 

about it. While he was in such a life standart, he kept going to write about worse 

standards in which workers had to live. He was not a selfish citizen, he was able to 

stop doing such efforts for proletarians and he could have lived in better conditions if 

he was not an anti-capitalist one, however, anti-democratic system forced him to be 

in this attempt.  

These life standards are signs of only one thing that causes people to be 

separated from each other and to live in the same area but with different possibilties. 

It is “class-divison” which in particular Karl Marx but generaly many other socialist 

writers hold at the centre of their fight. Marx thought it is the reason of poverty and 
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richness, it is the reason of pennyless. People gave more effort but earnt less than 

others. It is the main problem Marx examined in his movement.  

In order to annihilate this seperated society, Marx uttered that both classes 

“bourgeois and proletariats” are responsible to each other. They work together and 

require the other‟s existence.  

The productive relations in which it moves have not a simple and uniform 

character, but a double one : misery is produced under the same conditions as 

riches ; as the bourgeoisie develops so the proletariat develops to the same 

degree, and, as a result, the struggle between the two classes. The economists 

are the theoreticians of the bourgeoisie whilst the communists and socialists 

are the theoreticians of the proletariat. The latter are utopians who draw up 

systems and seek for a healing science to meet the needs of the oppressed 

classes so long as the proletariat is not sufficiently developed to constitute 

itself as a class and so long as the productive forces of bourgeois society are 

not developed sufficiently to reveal the material conditions necessary for the 

emancipation of the proletariat and the building up of a new society. " But to 

the extent to which history advances, and with it the struggle of the 

proletariat, it is no longer necessary for them to seek science in their heads. 

All they need do is give themselves an account of what is going on before 

their eyes and make themselves its instruments. So long as they are still 

seeking science in their heads and drawing up systems, so long as they are at 

the beginning of their struggle only, they see only misery in misery, and fail 

to realize the revolutionary side of misery which will overthrow the old 

society. From this moment on science becomes the conscious product of the 

historical movement ; it has ceased to be doctrinaire and has become 

revolutionary.  (Mehring, 1962:124) 

 In this moment, a society should be heterogenous –give the same oppurtunity 

to both bourgeois and proletariat- in order to have a good life standard people must 

live in the same standards. Because classes reqiure each other‟s existence, they 

should save each other‟s rights and back up each other. Human being sets its history 

by himself/herself but not with only his wish and imagination. S/he does history but 

in accordance with his/her past, the burdens of the old generations are on his/her 

shoulders. (Marx, the eigtheenth brumaire of louis napoleom, 1897:7) 

 Untill this point, Marxism and its historical connections have been analysed 

so far. It has been clearly defined through this paper. Marxist movement has been 

written in accordance with its founders‟ lives. However, the main aim of this study is 

to display the connections between Marxism and Literature. It is time to give 
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information regards their connections.  Historical development of this movement has 

been given in this chapter. It can be clearly stated that Karl Marx and his colleagues 

gave an important effort to make the oppressed speak even if they had been 

oppressed. This theory is not just a literary study to conduct from societies‟ 

behaviours or utterances, it is a movement of exact struggle against cruels.  

 Marxism has been written in terms of politics but now it should be written in 

accordance with literature. At the beginning of this study, a sentence from Fischer 

has been quoted to explain the connections between men and literature. He claimed 

that people, used art to exceed their burdens, wanted to make a whole person by 

using art. As it can be understood from the historical process of this movement, 

Marxism is a voice for proletarians and other people oppressed, it gives chance them 

to resist against cruelity and greed of factory owners. Literature is the means of 

showing resistance against all unwilling situations. Throughout the history, people 

mostly suffered from poverty which is not a destiny given them by God and greed of 

their patrons. Therefore, if an oppressed person has not got the muscle power to 

reject order, s/he has to have the power of a pen to vommit her/his grudge and let the 

next generations know about their past.  

In this sense, art especially literature is an irreplaceable means to do what s/he 

has to do. In the light of this explanation, another important philosopher, Adorno, 

gave place to Marxism in one of his masterpiece written with Marx Horkheimer 

Dialectic of Enlightenment. Adorno and Horkheimer mentioned this theory by using 

a mythological character “ Odysseus”.  Adorno and Horkheimer analysed Franz 

Kaflka‟s work The Silence of the Sirens in terms of patriarchy of men. In this story, 

Odysseus and his crews sailed in the sea and they came across to Sirens who had 

beautiful voice and whoever listens to them effected by that voice. Therefore, 

Odysseus wanted his crew to bound him to a mast thanks to that he could elude to 

this thread. There was a silence of Sirens, however, Odysseus was not able to be 

aware of this reality. He and his crew tried to bound him hard to get rid of Sirens‟ 

voice. Finally, ship of Sirens passed Odysseus‟ ship and he beguiled Sirens. 

It is impossible to hear the Sirens and not succumb to them: they cannot be 

defied. Defiance and beguilement are one and the same, and whoever defies 

them is lost to 1the very myth he challenges. Cunning, however, is defiance 

made rational. Odysseus does not try to steer a different course to the one past 
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the Sirens' island. Nor does he try to insist on the superiority of his 

knowledge and listen freely to the temptresses, believing his freedom 

protection enough. He cowers, the ship takes its preordained, fateful course, 

and he realizes that however he may consciously distance himself from 

nature, as  listener [Horender] he remains under its spell. He complies with 

the contract of his bondage [Horigkeit] and, bound to the mast, struggles to 

throw himself into the arms of the seductresses. But he has found a loophole 

in the agreemeht, through which he eludes it while fulftlling its terms. The 

primeval contract did not specify whether the mariner sailing past should be 

bound or unbound while listening to the song. (Horkheimer, 2002:46) 

In order to rationalize citizens‟ attitudes in their society, there are many 

concepts, such as economy, law and religion, however, culture is wider than all the 

others because it covers them. A cultural work, for example cinema, can display 

society‟s economical situation. Therefore, it is a well-rounded concept. Here, in this 

qoutation, the effect of hierarchical society can be clearly seen. Even if it is a literary 

work, readers are able to realize this situation exactly. This shows how important 

literature is for people to depict their circumstances in which they have to live. For 

this reason, particularly, Marxism and other literary movement can live long thanks 

to literature. From now on, the literary side of Marxism will be anaylsed. 

1.3. Marxism as a Literary Movement 

“Liteature is as old as human language, and as new as tomorrow‟s sunrise” 

(Mcrae, 2001:2) stated Ronald Carter and John Macrae. What we need to conclude 

from this qoutation is that; literature has a past as old as human being‟s past. 

Whenever the first man was created, literature has started with him. From past to 

today, literature has been the means of communication. People used it in many ways, 

such as orally, symbolically or by writing. But the aim of all was the same; 

expressing something. As both writers stated in the same page, the first signs of 

literature were oral. Epic poems for example; Homer, narratives of Gilgamesh, the 

earliest versions of Holy Bible and Qur‟an were all uttered orally.(2001:2) 

Additionally, these oral works are signs of old times‟ people‟s situations and it is 

easy to mention that literary works have some important clues from their eras. The 

aim of this study is that there is a connection between art and economy –as we all 

know Marxism is a movement  about economy- so there may be some effects of art 
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upon economy or in another word society. A literary critic named Berna Moran 

stated this issue in his work. He mentioned that historical materalism, productive 

powers and producting social are interrelated, and this cooperation reveals 

economical basement of the society. This basement determines superstructure of that 

society. This superstructure includes religion, law, ethics and art sympathy. 

Therefore, to understand the superstructure and features of that group, it requires to 

look at the basement of that society. (Moran, 2014:43) In the light of this 

explanation, the connection between art and economy is inevitable. In order to have a 

voice against unwilling situations or group, people may use art, so they will be able 

to object through art. Moran in the same work, quoted from Plekhanov. In that 

qoutation, Moran stated that Plekhanov is the first one who has analysed Marxism in 

terms of aesthetism. He used the basic concepts of Marxism which is explaining 

events through materialism and economy, to enlight emergence of art and 

cooperation between social classes and the art. To Plekhanov, work is the keystone 

of the art because activities like dance, poem, painting or decoration emerged after 

looking accomodation or food in old times.  For example, in old times, while 

knitting, carrying something or rowing people whimpered something and this 

whimping had a rhythm in accordance with their body movements. At that time 

people drew animals‟ pictures on the wall of the caves. The reason was that it makes 

hunting easy. Additionally, people danced at that time, it was for imitating animals to 

catch them. (2014:47)  In this sense, it is obvious that there is a tie between both art 

and social life. In the reference with Moran‟s explanation, art emerges social life, and 

social life feeds the art.   

As it was explained above, art and social life are interrelated Plekhanov states 

that the relation between both has been questioned in many literatures that have 

reached a certain level in terms of enlightenment. But there have been answered in 

two opposite senses. Some say man is not for rituels but the rituels are for man, and 

also society is not for the artist but artist is for the society. The function of art is to 

help man‟s awareness for the sake of improving social system. However on the other 

hand, the others say, art is a target in itself. Making it a means to reach any aim even 

the most noble one causes decreasing value of the art. (Plekhanov, 1912:4)  
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Art and social life determine social coherence in Plekhanov‟s opinion, he 

believes that if a literary work includes a social issue, it can be regarded as a literary 

work. He asserts: “(…)the merit of an artistic work is determined in the final analysis 

by the weightiness of its content”(1912:25). Then, he rejects the idea of a romantic 

writer Theophile Gauiter:  “Gautier not only maintained that poetry does not try to 

prove anything, but that it even does not try to say anything, and that the beauty of a 

poem is determined by its music, its rhythm. But this is a profound error. On the 

contrary, poetic and artistic works generally always say something, because they 

always express something” (1912:25). 

People have some power to resist against unwilling situations. Some do it 

with the help of their muscle power and some use their political power. But there is a 

third group of people using their pens to object anything what they are opponent of. 

This group of people is more influential than the others because their influence is 

endless and their objection can be seen by the other peope and also generations. 

That‟s why, both marxist movement and Plekhanov wanted people to use their pens 

as if it is a gun to stop violence upon citizens. It is a common sense that pen can be 

more mightier than any war equipment, due to the fact that gun kills man at the 

current time, it doesnot frighten next generation. On the other hand, pen is effective 

as much as it is read. It can affect next generations and also people are able to warn 

the others for any situation. Marx and other philosophers mentioned to protect their 

rights against aristocrats in their movement, they wanted people to live in peace and 

have the same rights. However, they didnot beneath the same air with them, they 

used their pens to warn people for such situations and they wished people to be 

aware of the circumstances in which all people are supposed to be a part of 

aristocrats‟ aim. For this reason, they prefered literature to speak and to express their 

feelings and also to reach many generations beyond their times. By doing this, they 

could help people even if they couldnot meet. Through this wiev, Plekhanov 

mentioned that particularly, peom, generally all literary pieces, may express 

something from the society.  

In this sense, till this point, Marxist thought has been analysed in detail and 

the connection between the theory and the literature has been defined. Marxist theory 

supports an equal life in any society and also philosophers like Plekhanov claimed 
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pen is people‟s sword to use against cruelity. From now on, in this study there will be 

two literary figures from different parts of the word: one of them is Charles Dickens 

from british literature and the other is Chinghiz Aitmatov from Kyrghyz literature. 

Their living areas may be different but their studying areas are the same, they both 

complaint about inequality of society in their way of writing. In following pages, 

they will be compared and contrasted in terms of Marxist understanding. Firstly, 

their biographies will be written to show how they grew up and  which situations 

they had to obey. But before writing about them, it is necessary to define literature 

and its sphere. 
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CHAPTER II 

LITERATURE 

Human being is a contemplating and discovering creature. Literature is 

his/her proudest activity of thought. In a sense, it is a miss of making life worthy and 

growing goodness, beauty and love within people‟s mind, however, in another sense, 

it is a way of uttering social matters and mirror people‟s problems. From generations 

to generations, there have been lots of books to explain its sphere, meaning and 

limits. Sometimes people dealt on the same thing but sometimes they opposed to 

each other. It has lasted for many years. It seems that it will continue, too. This is a 

feature of the nature of the literature. It has been questioned a lot, from old ages to 

today‟s generations, people have always tried to find the meaning of it. In this 

chapter, the meaning of the literature and its sphere will be analyzed. 

2.1. What is Literature? 

In a general sense, it seems as a description of human‟s specific attitudes. 

Since very early times, it has been studied in different perspective. The meaning of it 

changes by the position of the society. Literature was sometimes seen as a funny 

activity and sometimes seen as a way of conveying a love story and sometimes seen 

as the means of describing a social matter which had a harsh influence upon people. 

In old ages, great philosopher had tried to find the meaning of the literature. Plato 

had resembled literature as a mirror which reflects the life without changing it. On 

the other hand, Plato‟s student Aristotle put forward a new concept about the 

literature, he stated that literature does not reflect the world without changing. Art 

/Literature may reflect unusual side of the world, if it reflects the same it will not be 

art, it will be history. Literature may study on possibilities and necessities of man. 

(Moran, 2014:17-29) 
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These two perspectives kept their power upon writers for many years but they 

had always been questioned. Plato‟s description firstly was criticized by his student. 

Literature may not reflect any details of the world, it may make it worthy, and it may 

have its own taste upon that literary work. Author may recreate the reality which s/he 

obverse in the society, however, by doing this, author should not change the reality, 

s/he may only imply the reality through his own way of writing. Author is the one 

who can change the fate of his/her time, what s/he has in his/her hand is an important 

weapon. Apart from these explanations, in recent centuries, there have been some 

other theorists to find the meaning of the literature. Terry Eagleton studied on the 

fictional and real side of the literature. He emphasized that separating real from 

fictional from each other will not be useful for this explanation. Eagleton stated the 

social side of the literature, in his opinion, Literature is a concrete event in which 

author may convey the real events of that society. (Eagleton, literary theory an 

introduction, 2003:16)  

Berna Moran, in his novel gave place to a lot of literary theories. During 

describing the theories, he touched the literature. He stayed on the variety of its 

meaning. Moran highlighted every artist approach to the art in accordance with his 

way of evaluation. It is a way of interpretation which author applied while writing a 

novel. (Moran, 2014:301)  

A musician melodizes a song, an artist draws painting and an author writes 

novels through their feelings. This is thought of Jean Paul Sartre who believed that 

people wanted to create a new art. Sartre also stated that any literary work does not 

include the fear, anger or love of its author directly, it includes its taste, readers can 

figure out these feelings through reading the work. (Sartre, 1988:26) 

Emin Özdemir defined literature through his desire but when he defined it, he 

shortly criticized Plato‟s perspective. To Özdemir, the taste of life which authors 

remade while writing their works is a reflection of the real life, the new life is not 

totally a copy of the real life but it contains smell and color of it. According to his 

claim, making a new life depends on language ability of authors because Literature is 

an art of language. (Özdemir, 1980:11) 

Many literary figures defined literature through their understanding. Readers 

are able to benefit from these definitions but there is an important point which cannot 
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be set aside. Since very early period, philosophers like Plato and Aristotle uttered 

their thoughts about literature and apart from them, there have been many other 

writers who attempted to define it, all of them defined in accordance with their 

deepest tendencies. However, no one reached the certain definition, there is not any 

definition which can be regarded as the formal or exact meaning of the literature. 

Therefore, throughout the history, and even today people have decided to write about 

literature and also some writers like Sartre, used a fictional language while defining 

the literature. Thanks to this type of language, we can clearly state that it is an 

outcome of human‟s doing, the result of any activity of people can be thought as 

literature. 

 With the reference of Plekhanov‟s assertion, literature derives from work 

because people‟s behaviors are shaped with their actions while working. So in the 

light of this assertion and under the shadow of the definitions above, for literature 

there may be a conclusion, it is that there is human inside the literature and people 

should use their abilities to make literature. Sometimes there will be fictional works 

and sometimes readers will encounter with the smallest details of a society. And also, 

some other writers can use literature as the means to construe social problems. 

Writers‟ own interests determine the sphere of the literature. Approach of an author 

can give clues about the sphere of the work.   

Fictional or non-Fictional, funny or social novels, there are many types of 

literature which enables people to feel good whenever they wanted to apply it. As the 

sphere of this thesis is Marxist theory, the approach which helps me to use literature 

should be socialist. In this thesis, literature is used as the means of showing 

proletariats‟ position. In accordance with Eagleton‟s claim, Literature contains real 

events, so the inspiration point of it is social problems. This type of approach 

partially includes all the other definitions. Namely, author reflects real events, this is 

what Plato defined literature as a mirror. On the other hand, author through reflection 

of the event alerts people for other problems, therefore, this is the definition of 

Aristotle: author indicates possibilities and necessities.  

As Marxist Theory deals with social events, following pages of this thesis 

should include information about this approach. As it was emphasized above, 

literature has been defined many times by many different writers, theorists, and 
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philosopher. However, almost all of them defined it through their point of view, so it 

is difficult to find an exact definition for it. Any writer can use literature for any 

reason, no matter what topic he uses; fun or didactical purpose. Due to the fact that, 

in this thesis materialistic or socialist approach will be used the connections between 

art and social life, namely, the effect of literature upon the society will be analyzed. 

Because literature derives from human‟s activity, there should be collaboration 

between both.  

2.2. Literature and Society 

Every theorist has an important mission that is translating the whole text and 

its meaning into his/her own approach. Shortly, if a critic decides to criticize a 

literary work, s/he will try to determine clues of the approach which is applied to 

criticize the work. For example, a theorist wants to apply psycho-analytic theory, 

s/he should study on psychological situation of the society which is mentioned in the 

work. Here, in this thesis, Marxist theory will be used, therefore, all works should be 

analyzed in terms of socialism or materialism.  

Plekhanov states this issue in his study Art and Social Life. He asserts that 

social consciousness is determined by social conditions. It is clear that it mentions 

the mood and tendency of a certain or a classified society for anyone who accepts 

this view, every ideology including art and literature. It is again obvious that if a 

literary critic decides to analyze a work, s/he should firstly realize which sociological 

ideology has been expressed in the text. The mission of a philosopher is to criticize 

the message of a text in a philosophical perspective.  I as being a materialist will say 

that the first mission of the critic is to translate the idea of an exact text from art‟s 

language into the sociologic language. (Plekhanov, 1912:11)  

Literature and its effects upon sociology have been questioned by many 

theorists for many years. Like literature, it has not got a certain result, too. Theorists 

analyzed it in terms of both being for the entertainment and the society. This 

classification is studied by Plekhanov.  

The relation of art to social life is a question that has always figured largely in 

all literatures that have reached a definite stage of development. Most often, 

the question has been answered in one of two directly opposite senses. 

(1912:4) 
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Here, Plekhanov justified the explanation above and he mentioned on 

theorists‟ effort for defining the concept or sphere of the art/literature. After this 

explanation, he stated these two senses: 

Some say: man is not made for the sabbath, but the sabbath for man; society 

is not made for the artist, but the artist for society. The function of art is to 

assist the development of man‟s consciousness, to improve the social system.  

Others emphatically reject this view. In their opinion, art is an aim in itself; 

to, convert it into a means of achieving any extraneous aim, even the most 

noble, is to lower the dignity of a work of art. (1912:4)  

Unlike definition of literature, there is less choices for effect of it upon 

society. Writer should make a decision between only two sections: art is for its aim 

or art is for social system. Some believe in artificial side of the art, it means art may 

serve its own target and there is limitation in art that is art is not the means to transfer 

something different which is not about itself. Art should serve for itself and it must 

be used just for art itself. On the other hand, the others believe that art is for a social 

system where people live and sometimes have to live. Due to the fact that this thesis 

is a sociological study, it will be better and also it will be the only one section to take 

art‟s sociological effects into account.  

It proves a point which romanticists like Théophile Gautier would never agree 

with, namely, that the merit of an artistic work is determined in the final 

analysis by the weightiness of its content. Gautier not only maintained that 

poetry does not try to prove anything, but that it even does not try to say 

anything, and that the beauty of a poem is determined by its music, its 

rhythm. (1912:25)   

This is the thought of the second group who thinks art is the means of its own 

aim. Here, Gautier mentioned meaningless of the whole literature through poetry. 

There is only music and rhythm, he wished to declare that every literary work is only 

for fun or esthetics. However, the reality is totally different. Because for a socialist 

writer, literature is not only an outcome of free time activity, it is the only way 

oppressed can speak up. Therefore, literature cannot be thought as a meaningless 

activity. It conveys many lives, it helps people and it alerts generations. And also it 

guides them for their future by making them to take lessons from their ancestors‟ 

experiences. If there is a writing piece, it may have a certain event and it may have a 

message for readers and additionally, it may include an ideological content. These 

are Plekhanov‟s responses to the explanation above. Plekhanov claimed that this type 
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of thinking is exactly an error. If a critic analyses a texts through a certain view, at 

the same time, a writer should write through a certain view, too. As a response to this 

explanation, Plekhanov states that  

But this is a profound error. On the contrary, poetic and artistic works 

generally always say something, because they always express something. Of 

course, they have their own way of “saying” things. The artist expresses his 

idea in images; the publicist demonstrates his thought with the help of logical 

conclusions. And if a writer operates with logical conclusions instead of 

images, or if he invents images in order to demonstrate a definite theme, then 

he is not an artist but a publicist, even if he does not write essays or articles, 

but novels, stories or plays. All this is true. But it does not follow that ideas 

are of no importance in artistic productions. I go further and say that there is 

no such thing as an artistic production which is devoid of idea. Even 

productions whose authors lay store only on form and are not concerned for 

their content, nevertheless express some idea in one way or another. 

(Plekhanov, 1912:25) 

In this quotation, Plekhanov takes readers‟ attention upon the content of the 

art. He mentioned that all literary works contain something important within 

themselves. Art cannot be thought without content, it should convey a message. 

Expressing an idea is a mission of all literary genres, stated Plekhanov. Without any 

content, a literary genre is not a production of art. Devoid from giving a content is 

also an effort of giving a content, mentioned in quotation above.  

Literary genre, without any content, is a production of confusion which is 

seen among authors and the society. Many governments support this type of art 

because through this type of writing, they can indicate themselves different from the 

reality. The freedom of art which is stated by Gautier, is exactly not a freedom, it is 

an obligation for supporting government‟s activities. Additionally, writers, who 

support freedom of art, may have some sociological problems. Therefore, they 

devoid from writing for fun. Plekhanov exemplifies these explanations by describing 

Puskin‟s writing style. “This means that the never-to-be-forgotten emperor prized the 

dead poet not for the great things he had written in his short lifetime, but for what he 

might have written under proper police supervision and guidance” (1912:10).  

The certain and the sharpest thing, which determine the significance of an art, 

is its content. The concept of authors, who believe in freedom of art, is a result of 

their attitudes towards society. Although there is not any literary work without any 
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ideological content, however, it is true that all ideologies cannot be took place in 

literature. It is almost impossible. Literary brings people closer to each other 

emotionally, the more it is emotional, the more effectively people try to understand 

each other. Therefore, there should be an ideological content in literature. At a 

certain time, and a certain society or class, the root of idealistic beauty derives from 

partially biological development of human being, and partially historical conditions 

of that society‟s or class‟s emerge or experience. So, this idealistic beauty should be 

a depended content. This means that writers like Gautier, use their art for fun and 

beauty but this beauty cannot be separated from its historical and biological roots. 

There are always reasons of any kind of feeling. As art is a derivation of people‟s 

activity, as it benefits from people‟s behavior and also as it is a production of society, 

there should be ideological content within literature.  

Assuming art is the means of itself causes that reflecting not the real world, it 

will reflect an ideal world. Devoid from the reality, and being interested in artificial 

side of the art will cause people to have an imaginative psychology. When the reality 

is too harsh, there is no place for imagination an ideal world. Citizens should imagine 

their freedom from the situation which forces them to live an unacceptable life. This 

is a justification for that literature cannot have a content which is not about the 

society, in such a case, it will lose its value. Because writers close their eyes and set 

society‟s effort for renewing sociologically aside, so this attitude causes loosing 

value.  

Value of the art is supposed to be lost when the content is not about the 

society, but there is another effect of it upon society. A writer can make a whole 

society by writing about it, and s/he is able to be a voice of that society through 

his/her writing which contains social problems. As art is a production of human 

being, the content of it should surround the whole society. If a writer sacrifices 

himself/herself to his/her society, it can be regarded as a good literary work and that 

writer may be seen as a representative of that society.  

Evidently man wants to be more than just himself. He wants to be a whole 

man. He is not with satisfied with being a separate individual; out of the 

partiality of his individual life he strives towards a „fullness‟ that he senses 

and demands, towards a fullness of life of which individuality with all its 

limitations cheats him, towards a comprehensible, a more just world, a world 
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that makes senses. He rebels against having to consume himself within the 

confines of his own life, within the transient, chance limits of his own 

personality. He wants to refer to something that is more than „I‟ something 

outside himself and yet essential to himself. He longs to absorb the 

surrounding world and make it his own; to extend his inquisitive, world-

hungry „I‟ in science and technology as far as the remotest consellations and 

as deep as the innermost secrets of the atom; to unite his limited „I‟ in art with 

a communal existence; to make his individuality social. (Fischer, 1959:5). 

Fischer explanation described a whole individual who can embody social 

issues and reality of his/her time. However, it is the art which can do all things, it can 

save people from separated classes into a whole, integrated being. Art enables man to 

understand the reality, not only gives a chance him to stand to that reality but also to 

rise his understanding to make that reality worthier of all human beings. Therefore, 

art itself is a social reality, it represents the society where it was written. For this 

reason, society needs artist, it needs him because s/he will be mind of his/her social 

activities. Hence art and society requires each other.  

In previous pages, it is stated that art is a work of people, and it derives from 

their doings. In the light of this expression, art and people are in need of each other. 

Also art is supposed to be old as much as humanity, they-both art and man- emerged 

each other. “ART is almost as old as man. It is a form of work, and work is an 

activity peculiar to mankind” (1959:8).  

The subject of Literature is, therefore, man, from early ages, it had been 

observed that all genres included man as the main topic. As it was a topic during old 

times, even throughout the history and during almost all ages, man kept his/her 

position as being the main topic. The main inspiration points of literature are 

feelings, thoughts, desires, willing, doings and enjoyments of man. Shortly, the 

adventure of man on the earth, relationship between man and society feed literature.  

While contemplating about the function of the art it is necessary to think about its 

topic, too. No matter what kind of literature it is or which topic it mentions, all 

genres introduce man. It reflects conflicts between man and himself, man and the 

others, man and environment, and man and nature. This is stationary side of the 

literature.  

Different classes and social systems, while developing their own ethos, have 

contributed to the forming of a universal human ethos. The concept of 

freedom, though it always corresponds to the conditions and aims of a class 
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or a social system, nevetheless tends to grow int an all-embracing idea. In the 

same way, constant features of mankind are captured even in time-

conditioned art. In so far as Homer, Aeschylus, and Sophocles mirrored the 

simple conditions of a society based on slavery, they are time-bound and out 

of date. But in so far as, in that society, they discovered the greatness of man, 

gave artistic form to his conflicts and possions, and hinted at his infinite 

potentiality, they remain as modern as ever. Prometheus bringing fire to earth, 

Odysseus in his wanderings and his reurn, the fate of Tantalus and his 

children, all this has preserved its original power for us. Though we may 

regard the subject-matter of Antigone – a struggle for the right to give 

honourable burial to a blood relative – as archaic, though we may need 

historical commentaries in order to understand it, the figure of Antigone is as 

moving today as it ever was, and so long as there are human beings in the 

world they will be moved by her words: „My nature is to join in love, not 

hate.‟ The more we come to know of long-forgotten works of art, the clearer 

become their common and continous elements, despite their variety. 

Fragment joins fragment to make humanity. (1959:7) 

A clever and emotional person cannot be an audience of the civil war in a 

modern age. That person should get rid of restriction of upper class upon him and 

society. This can be possible through usage of art/literature. Man and art, man and 

his/her activities are seen as cause and effect, because both require each other. In all 

social classes, people try to recruit the art which is the most powerful voice of being 

a society. Therefore, the individualization came to an end for that society, because 

social problems force them to gather for the same aim that is to unit and become 

stronger.  

Hitherto, art and artist- literature and literary figures- as they derived from 

each other, they cannot be thought separately. In a society, if there is a problem it is 

seen as a social problem, therefore, that problem should be construed by the whole 

society. Artist is a person that s/he should forgets self-interests, as the main topic of 

art is human-being, artists should care about the topic. Literature may include many 

other topics to entertain readers, even if there is such an aim that literary work, reader 

can confront human in it or they can realize attitudes of human within that literary 

piece. Namely, no matter why literature is used, how it is used, human is always the 

main figure of it. At the very beginning of this chapter, definitions of literature have 

been given, it is obvious that there is not any certain and formal definition of it. 

However, what should be inside a literary genre is determined. People and their 
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activities shape the art, in another word, the sphere of art is mankind and his works. 

In following pages, this relationship between man and literature will have another 

dimension through a specific perspective which is like all literary genres interested in 

human activities. By describing this perspective, reader will encounter to the position 

of man in a whole society, how s/he is important for social problems. This 

understanding, for caring about “whole” instead “individual” can be seen a voice 

society where there are peasants and oppressed. This perspective is known with its 

founder‟s name who lived during the 19
th

 century. He was nobody but Karl Marx, 

German philosopher. And this understanding is “Marxism”.  

2.3. Marxism and Literature 

Marxism derived from its founder Karl Marx, this movement, as it was 

mentioned and defined in previous chapter, analyzed social coherence of people. 

Also it cares about situations of people in which they live and are forced to live. 

Marx and his friends tried to make a world where people have the same rights and 

the same life standards. However, their effort was to liquidate fragmented society, 

they experienced the cruel side of upper class which caused that fragmentation. Marx 

fought against capitalist mind-set which is an understanding of believing in giving 

importance to money is more significant than all other things, even humanity. Upper 

class had an important power at that time, so they managed the whole society by that 

power. Because of that power, people had experienced too difficulties, they forced to 

work with low and dissatisfactory conditions. Fischer‟s description will be better to 

understand the effect of that power upon society: 

Everything depended on individual skill, determination, mobility, cleverness 

– and luck. But the difference went still deeper than that. The landowner and 

his land did not confront each other as strangers; they were closely bound 

together, so that a piece of land was almost the extension of its owner‟s 

person. Everything came from the earth and was returned to the earth. The 

trader‟ relationship with his property was very different. They were alienated 

from each other. It was the very nature of that property not to remain itself 

but to be constantly exchanged, and therefore transformed. Never in the 

history of ancient world- which had regarded the incursions of money into the 

natural economy as an evil thing- had change value triumphed so completely 

over utility value as it did in the capitalist world. (Fischer: 22)  
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Hitherto Fischer recognized ancient world and the trade ability of that world, 

it is obviously seen in this quotation that properties, used for trading, had been seen 

only properties which enable merchants to exchange commodities. Fischer also 

explained that those properties had never been regarded as the most important thing 

in a society. Fischer continued his explanation and he compared old periods to the 

capitalist period in terms of trade and usage of properties.  

The concrete qualities of the exchanged object –whether it happened to be 

metal, linen, or spices- became secondary for merchant; its abstract quality – 

value- and the most abstract from property – money- became the essential 

things. But just because a product was now commodity, something detached 

and alien, the merchant‟s attitude to it was that of a sovereign individual. The 

depersonalization of property gave him the freedom required to become a 

personality. In the trading coastal cities of the ancient world we always come 

across the great merchant prince, the individual „tyrant‟, confronting the 

aristocratic families, defying the traditional privileges, and claiming his rights 

as a strong efficient, and successful personality. Wealth in its monetary form 

recognized no traditional bonds. It did not care for nobility or loyalty. It fell 

to the boldest- and the luckiest. (1959:22) 

Capitalism, manager of money, altered everything into self-interests. During 

the old times, people worked for determined orders but in capitalist world workers 

serve to unknown groups. Capitalism prepares workers for a race in trade, people 

work and produce more, and however, they lose their relationship with the others. As 

Fischer expressed above, money sets aside humanity and cares about properties. This 

type of trade makes dehumizing faster, people interrupted their social connections, 

and they are forced to work a lot. This invasion of property [money] and 

merchandise caused dehumanizing society. Citizens lost their connections into their 

societies, they mostly became interested in their works which are the ways of 

enriching landowners.  

Marxism is a literary movement, however, it generally focuses on political 

issues in a society. Because of the fact that politicians use their power to employ 

peasant with low wages and bad life standards, Marxism was established to fight 

against this understanding. Money enabled upper class to divide society into classes, 

because there were some who have to work and there were the others who force them 

to work. Fragmented society and this type of divided society had some results in 
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social activities. People stopped their connections with each other, they became tools 

of factory owners, and their first duty was to satisfy their patrons.  

The division of society in class system gave rise to two different classes: the 

upper class and the lower class or the rich and the poor. The upper class 

people, the aristocrats and the rich have always tried to exercise their control 

over the poor and the neglected class. Since the means of production have 

been in the hands of landlords, feudal lords, industrialists and capitalists, the 

workers and fanners' class has become merely a tool in the hands of these 

well-established people. In the system of production, these upper classmen 

have always tried to care for their own interests in selfish manner. They have 

made the labourers to work more and produce more. However, the income 

and profit which they would get at file cost of the labourers' physical and 

mental labour in producing a thing, was never distributed among the workers. 

In fact, the profit was expected to go into the pocket of the workers class. 

But-they were deprived of their due income and profit. It was but an 

exploitation of the working class. It was a greater injustice done upon them 

by the established class people. (Marxism in literature in general: 32)  

This is the situation of fragmented society, there are two types of classes; one 

is manager, the other is managed one. For the sake of their productions, upper class‟s 

members abuse poor, peasants and on the other hand, poor have to work for their 

future and they are in need of meeting their needs. However, this argument states 

something different that is workers are not aware of their situation, they do not 

realize the situation in which they are used for only self-interests of aristocrats. They 

are not aware of being dehumanizing, they do not realize that they are abused and 

they are regarded as a tool of giving products. They are deprived of their social 

interests, they are deprived of their income and profit. Soon after this method, 

peasants realized their position within their society. They spoke up and started to 

rebel against the system 

The workers, farmers and labourers got aware of their economic and social 

exploitation and they raised their voice against exploitation, injustice and 

oppression in order to make the society free from exploitation, injustice and 

oppression. These classes resorted to the weapons of struggle and revolution 

in the forms of war, morcha, demonstration, lock-ups, strike etc. All these 

movements and struggles of the oppressed class against the oppressors' class 

have been recorded in the books of different times and places, in fact, 

literature is a record of social, political and economic happenings. The 

different rebellions and movements have always become main topics of 
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discussion in literature. The works of Leo Tolstoy, the novels of Henry 

Fielding, the social plays of G.B. Shaw and some plays of Shakespeare 

represent the rebellious nature of man for his escape from exploitation, 

injustice and oppression. (Marxism in literature in general: 32) 

Power of peasant and afterwards, power of literature are given in this 

argument. Whenever poor and peasants became aware of the circumstances of their 

times, they felt obligatory to react against that system. This is the nature of the world, 

people speak up when they are dissatisfied. Due to the fact that there are two 

different types of classes in the same society and environment, these two different 

classes experience different sides of their environment. One class lives in good 

conditions when the other has to be in worse circumstances. 

In short, here we have to bear one thing in mind that Marxism is the scientific 

study of society and literature is a particular reflection of it. Therefore, 

Marxism has everything to do with literature. Literature is an outcome of the 

active participation of the writers in the socio-political, and economic life of 

the people. After all, a writer is a human being who has compassion and love 

for people. He gets moved by the sufferings of other men and reflects class-

struggle, revolt, humanism, social realism, sense of optimism for the rise of a 

new, happy world as the common feelings of mass society. (Marxism in 

literature in general:36) 

Literature and its sphere may not be absolutely clear and certain, because of 

the fact that literature and art are outcomes of people‟s works, it is hard to define it 

exactly. Meaning and sphere of those concepts may be changeable from societies to 

societies, even from generations to generations. However, the main figure within a 

literary piece is always the same: mankind. Literature –in general art- contains man 

and his/her activities. This is not a general view, it is a view of being a socialist 

writer. It is true that many literary genres include humans within themselves but, as 

the main topic of this thesis is Marxism, there should be socialist side of the 

literature. Marxism itself, in a general understanding, can be seen as a political 

movement, even if it had been established and today it has been understood as a 

literary theory, it was mostly concerned with the politics. With the references of 

these arguments, Marxism itself cares about society in terms of politics. However, 

this is not the only subject of the movement, it indirectly supports people for having 

the rights with the other people who have privileges in that society. 
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People, who trust in capitalist mind-set, believed in financial side of the art. 

Therefore, they did not care on art. Money and metals which have economical 

income are the main properties of that period‟s people. As being a greed community, 

aristocrats behaved all things in terms of having more benefits. Aristocrats, if there is 

a benefit for them, were only interested in what would bring useful to their world. 

However, they were not interested in art and literature because it did not any 

efficiently upon them. Fischer expressed that “ THE artist in the capitalist age found 

himself in highly peculiar situation” (Fischer, 1959:24). In accordance with this 

expression, capitalism expected that art or any other thing would have something 

important, namely, it should be a worthy thing, just in this case, they could be 

interested in that thing otherwise it had not got meaning for them. Fischer continued 

his explanation 

For the first time in the history of mankind the artist became a „free‟ artist, a 

„free‟ personality, free to the point of absurdity, of icy loneliness. Art became 

an occupation that half-romantic, half-commercial. 

For a long time capitalist regarded as something suspect, frivolous, and 

shady. Art „did not pay‟. (1959:25) 

In the light of those arguments and in accordance with the definitions of 

literature and its sphere, any literary genre may include social problems and it should 

be concerned to the society. Because of these quotations, artist or literary figures 

should support their position within that society. As the capitalist thought became 

enemy of its society, the artist should be a supporter of that society. Literature and 

mankind are interrelated so they should be at the same side, they should fight for the 

same aim. 

 Theorists‟ definitions, and Marxist‟s thought have indicated that artists 

should touch the problems of their times, and they are supposed to speak up and help 

citizens to speak up. Both literature and Marxist theory underlined the same issue, as 

a result of this chapter, we can state that the more writer gives place to social matters 

the more s/he can reach/address readers or the more s/he can be influential. 
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CHAPTER III 

A MARXIST ANALYSIS of CHARLES DICKENS and CHINGHIZ 

AITMATOV 

3.1. 19th and 20th Centuries 

These are periods of selected writers. The first writer is chosen from English 

Literature named Charles Dickens. He lived during the reign of Queen Victoria. The 

second writer is from Kyrgyz Literature, his name is Chinghiz Aitmatov. This author 

differs from the previous one in terms of experiences. He lived in 20th century when 

World Wars happened. These both writers will be analysed in following pages in 

detail. Here, in this page their eras and circumstances of those eras will be examined.  

Firstly, the period of Queen Victoria, she gave her name to the era because 

there was a domination of her upon the whole society. Apart from her effectiveness, 

there were something else more effective at that time. 19
th

 century is mosty known as 

the era of Industrilisation, mechanisation of Europe. During the reign of Victoria, 

England enlarged its properties a lot, and its territory reached the highest point.  

The term „Victorian age‟ is often used to cover the whole of the nineteenth 

century. Queen Victoria came to the throne in 1837, at a time when the 

monarchy as an institution was not particularly popular. But as the success of 

the nation reached its peak and then began to decline, the monarch assumed a 

greater and greater symbolic importance. Victoria, widowed in 1861, became 

Empress of India, and by her death in 1901 had come to represent the nation 

in a way which only Queen Elizabeth I had done in the past. (Mcrae, 

2001:224) 

The State enlarged its territories from England to the Asia “India”. It is an age 

of change in economy, during the period, people mostly moved to the urban for 

economic reasons. Land productions are exchanged with factors‟ productions. People 

worked in factories instead of their lands. The population of the country reached its 

peak at that time because of the migration from countryside to the center.  

A history of the Victorian age records a period of economic expansion and 

rapid change. If change can be measured by change to the capital city of a 

country, then the history of the growth of London during this century is 

revealing. When Queen Victoria came to the throne, the population of 

London was about two million inhabitants; at her death in 1901, the 
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population had increased to 6.5 million. The growth of London and of other 

major cities in Great Britain marked a final stage in the change from a way of 

life based on the land to a modern urban economy based on manufacturing, 

international trade and financial institutions. (2001:224) 

England was among those who were the first countries of industrialising, 

founding bazaar and to reinnovate the benefit in highest manufacturing 

developments. Great Britain was the keystone of Free Trade, and also it became the 

center of both technology and industrial inventions. The country was the working 

place of the world and additionally, because of its monetary power, it was seen as the 

banker of the world during this era. The country was at the its peak in terms of 

innovations because, during the reign of Victoria and a few years later, greatest 

inventions had been founded. The most influential invention had been seen in 

machinery which was invention of Stream Power. State used this power for railways, 

ships and printing presses. Except for these, industrial looms, and agricultural 

machineries benefitted from that invention. 

It was the age in which Dickens lived, and it was the reign of Queen Victoria, 

and also it was the period of industrialisation. There were many inventions during 

this period, mechanisation and profits of that inventions drew peasants attention to 

move to city center for having a good job. As it was written in quotation above, the 

populations of London dublicated as a result of migration. As being a workshop, 

London and the government should find places for migrated people. However, there 

were effective technologies for enriching properties of the State, there were quite bad 

conditions for workers. 

The contrast between social unrest, with related moves towards change, and 

the affirmation of values and standards which are still referred to as 

„Victorian values‟, is anessential part of the paradox of the age. „The 

Victorian compromise‟ is one way of seeing this dilemma. It implies a kind of 

double standard between national success and the exploitation of lowerclass 

workers at home and of colonies overseas; a compromise between 

philanthropy and tolerance (the abolition of slavery, 1833; tolerance for 

Catholics, 1829) and repression (the punishment of the Tolpuddle Martyrs, 

1834; the conditions of the poor). (Mcrae, 2001:224-225) 

This is the period of Charles Dickens when he had to both work and meet his 

and family‟s needs. Although there were many inventions both in technology and 

industry, there were bad conditions for people who afforded to profit from those 
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inventins. However, The State did not protect their rights, they had to work for their 

needs. People had to live in workhouse and in bad environment. Queen Victory 

enlarged the territory of the country but she set aside her citizens‟ interests and also 

their health. This is why Dickens reacted against them.  

20th century contains two huge wars. These wars affected people and 

countries in all terms: economy, politics, and religion. During this century, people 

suffered from the Wars but Russian government changed into Bolshevik 

Organisation. Almost in all periods, politics managed the society and it has more 

effect upon people than Literature.  The author, Chinghiz Aitmatov, was one of the 

politicians of that period. Both Aitmatov and his fahter were concerned to the politics 

a lot, they were members of the communist organisations. In following pages, 

biography of Aitmatov will have more information about this issue. Aitmatov is a 

Kyrgyz writer, however, he wrote his more than half of his novels in Russian 

language because of the invasion of Soviet Union. Due to the fact that the country 

was controlled by Russia, it has not got a large literary history.  

The Soviet Union existed for more than seven decades. Within these periods, 

it had played very important roles in world political and social life. The 

Soviet Union was an assembly of several republics; the central one was the 

republic of Russia. The other republics were Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, 

Ukraine, Belorussia (Belarus), Moldova, Georgia, Azerbaijan, Armenia, 

Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, and Turkmenistan. (Darraj, 

2010:75) 

Chinghiz Aitmatov and the other Kyrgyz writers were under effect of Russian 

Literature, therefore, they were not able to use their own language and they could not 

be able to write in their mother tongue. Consequently, Kyrgyz Literature was not 

able to be enhanced under these situations.  

Kyrgyzstan, like other countries, voted for independence when the Soviet 

Union collapsed. With various efforts, Kyrgyzstan managed to establish itself 

as a democratic country in Central Asia. After the collapse of the Soviet 

Union, the people of Kyrgyzstan elected their president. The first president 

was Askar Akayev. He was the only regional president to be elected. (Yılmaz, 

2013:44) 

After collapse of Soviet Union, Kyrgyz citizens gained their freedom 

politically, however, there were many problems especially economic problems 

bothered them a lot. During the first years of the freedom, the State needed other 



 

34 

 

countries‟ help, it means there was still a financial dependence. Country wished other 

country to help to get rid of these problems.  

Its unexpected independence left the country virtually helpless and in 

desperate need of attracting significant economic assistance and international 

support; primarily from the West. The government quickly realized that the 

primary means for getting financial aid was to move in the direction of 

openness, economic restructuring and democracy. (Hansen, 2000:14) 

Country gained its indepence in 90s, as it was mentioned, there have been 

problems nevertheless being independence is priceless. For a country, economy is 

precedes everything, however, there is an important thing which will help leaders 

and citizens to overcome peoblems that is literature. It enables people to be aware of 

situations and also thanks to it, people can find solutions by coming together. If there 

are literary figures in a civilisation, that civilisation will encounter modernity and 

freedom in all aspects, finally. There was Chinghiz Aitmatov in Kyrgyz Literature, 

though he did not write in Kyrgyz language, he contributed a lot by translating his 

novels into Kyrgyz language.  

Chingiz Aitmatov played a significant role in making his country an island of 

democracy as a writer and as a politician as well when he had served as head 

of the republican Writers‟ Union since the 1960s. Aitmatov had an important 

role helping in shaping the future of his country where he promoted Akayev 

as the President. (Yılmaz, 2013:44) 

Both Dickens and Aitmatov were symbols of their times, they afforded a lot, 

they taught the world what socialist writer is, how a socialist writer is. Economic 

situations and political difficulties forced them to use their abilities to reflect their 

times‟ problems. Dickens‟ experiences about child labour and Aitmatov‟s being 

fatherless can be seen in their novels. In following pages, their biographies, novels 

and literary characters will be introduced. 

As art has a connection with social life, there should be some important signs 

of social issues in these authors‟ works. Being a socialist writer requires being keen 

on social problems of society and being in struggle of finding solution. These two 

significant writers had important influence upon their times. Both Dickens and 

Aitmatov cared about their society and additionally, they mostly suffered from their 

times‟ aristocrats and their brutial management. Both writers experinced many things 

in their past. Due to the fact that they lived in an era when people had to obey rules 

without questioning, they used the power of the pen to resist against such cruelity. In 
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order to have clear information about both writers‟ past, it will be better to look at 

their life stories. Firstly, the biography of Dickens will be written then Aitmatov is 

going to be introduce through his life story.  

3.2. Biographies of Selected Writers 

Charles Dickens was born in a small town of London: Portsmouth on 7
th

 Feb. 

1812. There were eight of them and Dickens was the second of siblings. His father 

was a clerk and even he was a hardwoking clerk but he wasnot able to satisfy his 

family within his income. This dissatifaction caused many crises upon his family and 

also it menaces social insecurity. Due to his father‟s work, they had to move from 

place to place. During their immigration to Chatham, Dickens attended a school, 

managed by a Baptist minister. He recognised Dickens abilities and spent special 

attention on Dickens. In 1823, they had to move again and they moved to London 

and they came across with financial disaster, for helping out one of relatives of 

Dickens‟ mother offered Dickens to work in his company just as he was in his 

eleven. After a while John Dickens, his father, had been arrested for debt and soon 

the whole family, except for Charles who found lodgings, joined him in the Debtors‟ 

Prison. The double blow-his menial job and the family shame- gave Charles a shock 

which transformed him. In later years he told only his wife and his closest friend 

John Forster, of these experiences, which haunted him till his death. Three months 

later his father had been released and he withdrew Chrales from working and sent 

him to school. Charles after that started both studying and working. He worked at in 

an office of attorney then he worked as a reporter. Charles fell in love with Maria 

Beadnell, the daugher of a banker. Afterwards, Charles worked as a journalist and 

gave some writings at the magazines. Charles Dickens won a reputation and tarted to 

be a faomous person in this time then he wrote his masterpieces in time. (Dickens, 

david copperfield, 1984:9-10) 

David copperfield is one of his masterpieces in which he mentioned his life 

story. Dickens, through this novel, introduced himself and he wished to show how 

difficult his life was. Under the light of his biography, it is easy to understand the 

reason of supporting working class and being against upper class. Copperfield was 

born on Friday night with a caul “placenta”. Nurses alerted Copperfield to be careful 
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about his life because both born on Friday night and with a caul stand for bad luck. 

Therefore, David Copperfield namely Dickens would live a life which is full of bad 

luck.  

(…) first, that I was destined to be unlucky in life; and secondly, that I was 

privileged to see ghosts and spirits; both these gifts inevitably attaching, as 

they believed, to all unlucky infants of either gender, born towards the small 

hours on a Friday night (…) I was born with a caul(....). (1984:49) 

David Copperfield is a mirror of its author. The first letters of the novel are 

reflecitons of its author‟s name into a mirror. “C”harles “D”ickens reflects as 

“D”avid “C”opperfield. So it is obvious to comment that Dickens exlpaint himself 

within his novel and it is a biography of his own life. His life story was enough to be 

a socialist and to use pen as a sword against financial disaster. But there is another 

factor which forced him to work in his childhood that is situation of the period in 

which he lived. It is called Victorian Era, and it was the era of mechanisation. It will 

be explaint in detail in following pages while analysing Dickens in terms of Marxist 

understanding. Circumstances of the era, life experinces and bad luck of Dickens 

prepared such a difficult life and consequently, forced him to write upon social 

problems and mechanised people through his works.  

On the other hand there is an important writer from Kyrgyz literature called 

Chinghiz Aitmatov who lived in 20
th

 century and experienced second World War. 

Both writers differ from both their nationalities and eras in which they lived. 

However, there is a similarity between them that is suffering from specially political 

and generally financial disaster. So, this similarity paved the way to write regard 

social problems and financial situations of their times. Dickens‟ life story has been 

given and it is time to write about Aitmatov in order to have enough information to 

figure out the exact reason of being a socialist.  

Chingiz Torekulovich Aitmatov was born in 1928 in Kyrgyzstan. It was the 

period of the Soviet Union in Central Asia. So Kyrgyzstan was one of the republics 

of the Soviet Union. His parents worked for communism his mother served in many 

positions in communist organisation and his father had been selected as secretary of 

the community of poor. His father was an active politician, he joined Bolshevik Party 

just after graduation from high school. At that time Stalin governed the country so he 

ruined the whole family just because of being a part of communism. Aitmatov‟s 
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father and uncle had been executed by Stalin. Afterwards Aitmatov had to work 

when he was in his fifteen. Neither Aitmatov nor his family find father Aitmatov‟s 

grave till 1990s. As a witness of his father‟s and uncle‟s execution, Chinghiz was 

affected by these issues and his ideas and writings had changed. At that time there 

was a campaign throughout the country that is de-Stalinization in 1959, Chinghiz 

joined the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. After losing his father and uncle, he 

had to work from an early age. At the age of fourteen, he was an assistant to the 

Secretary of the Sheker Soviet Village. Later he worked as a tax collector and 

engineer‟s assistant. While he was working he had never set aside his education. 

(Yılmaz, 2013:94) 

Aitmatov studied many departments and he studied literature most. When he 

was in his teenages he started his writings first in Russian language and he wrote 

stories and novellas. Along his life, he was interested in literature a lot. He became 

chairman of many literary organisations. Additionally he was awarded firstly with 

The Lenin Prize and then he was given Great Soviet Literatue Prize in 1968. 

Aitmatov experienced major political events. The era of Stalin pushed him to 

experience the violence and terror in his own family with naked eyes, and the years 

of World War II. These difficult years affected his being unable to continue his 

education. Because of the war there was no one in the village. This forced him to 

work from an early age as a bookkeeper; administrator in the village authority etc. so 

his struggle with the difficulties of life changed his feelings and ideas towards life. 

Finding his early life events were obviously appeared in his works. Aitmatov had 

difficulty with getting rid of lost of his father. Aitmatov portraited his own life story 

in his writings indirectly. There are many signs of being fatherless in Aitmatov‟s 

works. Aitmatov tried to depict how difficult is being fatherless. (2013:94)  

He wrote many important literary works throughout his life and he depicted 

his own life within some of them. In White Ship there was an unnamed boy whose 

father and mohter moved to city to work and they divorced and get married again. In 

The Little Soldier the main character, a little boy lost his father in the war and lived 

with his dream. In the selected work of Aitmatov which is one of the main topic of 

this dissertation named A Day Lasts More Than a Hundred Years there were two 

children whose father tried to teach children, their father was arrested by Stalin‟s 
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army for being accused of making terrorist propagandas and he died by trying to 

escape and so children couldnot be able to see their father again. (2013:94)  

These depictions display Aitmatov‟s inner life and his psychological 

situation. Both Dickens and Aitmatov experienced many difficulties both financially 

and psychologically. They both lost their fathers in early age, and they had to meet 

their and their families‟ needs in their childhoods. Situations of those times affected 

selected writers‟ feelings, ideas and writings, so they gave a huge importance to the 

social issues within their works. Social issues and economical problems at that time 

directed social coherence. Living in a such society caused to feel oppressed and have 

to do something for getting rid of those problems. Both Dickens and Aitmatov were 

concerned to those problems and they never thought to give up writing about them.  

3.3. The Reason of Being Socialist Writers 

19
th

 century is known as the Victorian Era and also it is known as the age of 

industry. People, at that time, had to migrate from countryside to the city center in 

order to have a job to work. Industry brought many things to the country like wealth, 

and machines that make giving products fast. People moved to city and they were 

employed with low and injustice work conditions. They were not employed in 

accordance with time-set job, they were employed factory owners-set conditions. As 

they migrated from their homeland to the cities, they could not be able to find places 

to live, so it was an obligation to stay in factories‟ dorm. However, conditions of 

those dorms were not good and price of their effort was low, people stayed and 

worked there, and as a result of this situation, death rate increased just because of 

these bad conditions.  

The social impact of the Industrial Revolution was felt in the first half of the 

nineteenth century. In the nineteenth century, population growth became 

dramatic. There was a decline in death rates. One of the reasons of this 

decline was fewer premature deaths and the other was better nutrition. The 

number of deaths from famines, diseases, and war dropped. As there was a 

general increase in the food supply, the ordinary death rate also declined. 

More people could be fed better and they became more resistant to diseases. 

Although famine largely disappeared, there were dramatic exceptions in some 

areas where overpopulation brought out the problem of rural poverty. British 

government addressed the problem of poverty in the form of the Poor Law 
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Act of 1834. They established workhouses where jobless poor people were 

forced to live. (Şirinbilek, 2011:28)  

As it was mentioned in this quotation, these working conditions of people 

caused death of them. Şirinbilek also mentioned the age of the death in her thesis she 

stated: “In 1839 almost half of the funerals were of children under the age of 

10”(2011:28).  These circumstances disturbed Dickens and he felt he was responsible 

for doing something so that he could alert people about those situations. For these 

reasons, Dickens emphasized abused and laboured children in his novels. As it was 

written above in his life story, it can obviously be seen that Dickens himself had been 

abused and laboured. His father and other family members prisoned except for 

Charles, so he had to work and meet his needs. Bad conditions and workhouses 

disturbed him, so he decided to write about them in his novels. Dickens mentioned 

these issues because he experienced them himself and this way of writing recalls 

Marxist way of thought which supports right of workers and rejects behaviours of 

factory owners. Indirectly, both Dickens and Marx worked cooperatedly. 

Additionally, in 20
th

 century during the reign of Stalin, there were the same 

life conditions for poor people. As it was mentioned in his biography, both Chinghiz 

and his father had been a part of politics in terms of supporting communism. During 

the First World War, USSR was in danger of collapsing economically so a revolution 

happened by a communist group which named themselves as Bolsheviks led by 

Lenin. Lenin based this group‟s doctrines on Marxist theory so this movement 

changed its name into Communist Party later.  

The Bolsheviks, who were soon called Communists, had been organizing in 

Russia since the late 1900s, and wanted to establish a new government system 

in their country. Their philosophy was inspired by Karl Marx and Friedrich 

Engels, whose arguments were a state controlled by the workers. (Yılmaz, 

2013:31)  

In the light of this explanation, Lenin and his colleagues established new 

government system, Lenin‟s ideology spread toward whole continental of Europe. 

Many countries both supported and accepted his ideology and tried to apply this 

philosophy within their rolling system. This achievement took its place into 

Aitmatov‟s novels. He mentioned Lenin‟s ideology in his novel and he displayed its 

sings. In one of his novels Duishen whose protagonist is a teacher but an illiterate 

who was inspired by Lenin. The teacher wants to open a primary school for children 
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in his native village despite all resistance from villagers. (2013:35) These were 

seemingly good times for the country but after the death of Lenin, Stalin became the 

general secretary of the communist party. He changed some rules which made by 

Lenin and he made his own economic rules. Stalin‟s regime was seen as a totalitarian 

regime by many writers but especially by George Orwell who wrote 1984 to mention 

on this regime. Orwell stated an important understanding of this regime that is; 

totalitarian regime tried to control everything even emotions and thoughts. In the 

novel there is a big television in everyone‟s room, this means someone is watching 

you. (2013:36)  

Stalin changed the rules set by Lenin and he tried to be more productive, so 

he employed peasants to work for state. Stalin named his regime a collectivism 

which means to work together. This regime enlarged all regions and also peasants 

work on farms to product food for government. After that, Stalin used machines to 

have more and fast products and this step caused rebellion against government. 

Because machines took peasants place and they could not find any job to work. In 

such an atmosphere, Stalin became cruel and he showed violence against his citizens. 

Many citizens had been executed because of this protest. 5 and 10 million peasants 

died in agricultural revolution.  

After this revolution, everybody was seen potentially guilty who opposes 

Stalin. In Aitmatov‟s biography, it was stated that his father had been executed, this 

happened during this revolution, father Aitmatov was one of the members of 

communist party. Stalin had a secret police and he built a fear and horror upon his 

citizens through this police. No one was able to oppose him openly. If someone 

oppose, s/he is arrested.  

Aitmatov was one of the writers who studied this police. Aitmatov thought 

this police was very harsh and cruel in his novel. In the novel which is selected to be 

written in this paper A Day Lasts More Than a Hundred Years there is a teacher, he 

narrated his memoirs and after that he was arrested and finally death. 

Chinghiz Aitmatov was one of the writers who focused on how these Secret 

Police were very harsh and cruel in his novels. In his novel, A Day Lasts More Than 

A Hundred Years, one of the main themes was Abutalip Kuttybaev‟s arrest by the 

secret police because of a memoir he wrote and for collecting Turkic tales. By 
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narrating the cruel role of the Secret Police in his novel, he mainly opposed Stalin‟s 

Soviet regime. (Yılmaz, 2013:48) 

3.4. A Marxist Analyse of Selected Novels of Dickens and Aitmatov 

In this dissertation, Marxist theory has been analysed generally, however, the 

main aim is to analyse it through two important novels of both writers: Hard Times 

and A Day Lasts More Than A Hundred Years. These two masterpieces include some 

virtual signs of their times and additionally they display lacks of the government 

perfectly. Both Dickens and Aitmatov never thought to set aside underlining the 

issues they came across. In both novels, there are signs of their authors‟ life stories 

while they are including political matters of their times.  

Hard Times was written by Charles Dickens to demonstrate a mechanisation 

of a society. Dickens demonstrated industrial revolution in his era and impacts of the 

revolution upon citizens. Dickens established a fictitious place called Coketown and 

he set his story there. John Forster, writer of Dickens‟ biography, stated that if a 

person is interested in social questions s/he should study Dickens‟ works especially 

Hard Times  

But let us not lose the use of Dickens's wit and insight, because he chooses to 

speak in a circle of stage fire. He is entirely right in his main drift and purpose 

in every book he has written; and all of them, but especially Hard Times, 

should be studied with close and earnest care by persons interested in social 

questions. They will find much that is partial, and, because partial, apparently 

unjust; but if they examine all the evidence on the other side, which Dickens 

seems to overlook, it will appear, after all their trouble, that his view was the 

finally right one, grossly and sharply told. (Forster, 2007:359) 

Dickens‟ demonstration in this novel, people particularly aristocrats teach 

their children only the facts which means there should not be place for imagination 

and imaginative sides of life. The first speech of one of the main figures named 

Gradgrind justifies this issue. He states 

Now, what I want is, Facts. Teach these boys and girls nothing but Facts. 

Facts alone are wanted in life. Plant nothing else, and root out everything 

else. You can only form the minds of reasoning animals upon Facts: nothing 

else will ever be of any service to them. This is the principle on which I bring 

up my own children, and this is the principle on which I bring up these 

children. Stick to Facts, sir! (Dickens, hard times, 2012:3) 
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As it was mentioned above, pen is a sword for people to express their feelings 

against cruelity of the system. Dickens and Aitmatov used it for this reason too. In 

this novel, Dickens figured out the positions of children within their society, and he 

realised and also wanted to readers to be aware of that imagination is a keystone in a 

child life. He criticised especially this issue but in general he expostulated abusing 

child in working areas just for the sake of aristocrats‟ interests.  

The people around Gradgrind and Bounderby are adversely affected by this 

system. In Hard Times, most of the children of Coketown are abused in some 

ways. Their creativity is taken from their hands. They are products of the 

factory which is called “school”, where they are taught only facts by their 

teacher, Mr. McChoakumchild. Dickens criticizes the inadequate schools like 

Mr. Gradgrind‟s establishment which is totally misguided. (Şirinbilek, 

2011:65) 

Dickens never gave up to give products for children and he always believed 

in significance of imaginations in children lives. He underlined the danger of a life 

which has not got any sign of imagination so he alerted people to be aware of this 

issue through this masterpiece. Gradgrind established a school in which he took the 

enjoyment of children, he prevented them from all kinds of enjoyment. (2011:65) He 

grew his siblings up through this rule like a machine no thought no feeling and no 

emotion. Gradgrind and Bounderby, a teacher and a banker managed the society 

through their desire, teach and grow children as if they are robots. Therefore, 

Dickens decided to be a volunteer for saving them for such situations by writing and 

demonstrating their life standarts in his novels. The effects of this understanding 

within the novel will be explaint through quotations later.  

A Day Lasts More Than A Hundred Years is the materpiece of a Kyrgyz 

writer and a communist party member Chinghiz Aitmatov who lied in 20
th

 century 

which is the age of World Wars. As the age is full of wars, Aitmatov emphasised this 

issue in his novels a lot. Readers can obvious see the effects of war within his novels. 

It is a after war novel in which people still suffer from the war but they mostly suffer 

from their government that has a secret police to arrest people in case of opposing. 

Aitmatov‟s masterpiece set in a railway town and the story is narrated by protagonist 

“Yedigei”. He narrated his close friend‟s and neighbour‟s death during the world 

war. Through narrating this issue, he touched the rolling system of the age and the 
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lack of human rights reached the top at that time. Aitmatov resisted against this 

matter in his most novel.  

In the selected novels, they dealt with the same issues; lack of human rights, 

torture, inhumane treatment, crimes, racism in the totalitarian Soviet Union and 

authoritarian apartheid regimes. A Day Lasts More Than A Hundred Years dealt with 

the issue of Soviet political and social oppression on Central Asian people‟s lives. 

Even censorship of this novel showed one of these oppressions of Soviet policy. 

(Yılmaz, 2013:119) 

Life story of Aitmatov has shown the main understanding of the age which is 

managed by a cruel so called communist leader Stalin. He established his own 

system. Thanks to these rules, he was able to accuse anyone for anything. Yedigei 

narrated how he could bury his close friend when Aitmatov highlighted effects of 

secret police upon society through the story of one of his characters who was a 

teacher, sent many times to different parts of the country by force.  

Abutalip Kuttybaev was arrested because of his memoirs and collection of 

Turkic folklore which was assumed as anti-Soviet by the Soviet government. He died 

during the investigation, even though there was no evidence that he had committed 

any crime. Another breach of human rights reflected on Abutalip‟s family, who had 

difficulties during the investigation which would influence the future of his children. 

So due to the Soviet policy, Abutalip‟s family were deprived the human rights of 

personal security and an adequate living standard. (2013:120) 

Chinghiz Aitmatov a member of Bolshevik group, a socialist writer and a 

supporter of human rights, depicted cruelity of Stalin government in his novels. A 

Day Lasts More Than A Hundred Years is just one of them. Some important 

quotations will be guidance for readers to understand well. This novel faced a 

censorship nevertheless it has enough context to show this side of the government.  

The reason of being a socialist has been exemplified above, till now reader is 

able to know what and how both writers decided to be a part of this type of thought. 

Marxism and Marxist thought took place into their novels, writers mentioned on this 

issue through their novels sometimes directly and sometimes indirectly. Charles 

Dickens‟ masterpiece Hard Times and Chinghiz Aitmatov‟s monumental work A 

Day Lasts More Tham A Hundred Years  have some important clues about this 
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matter. Because Chinghiz Aitmaov‟s novel was censored, it was not completed so 

some parts of the book were written into another book: The White Cloud of Genghis 

Khan. 

The first section of Dickens‟ novel starts with Gradgrind‟s speech on the fact 

as it quoted above. The opening page of the novel gives us the main aim of the age. 

Throughout the novel, there are many signs of this undestanding so as to Gradgrind 

brings a marriage proposal to his daughter Louisa. The banker and manufacturer 

Bounderby aimed to get marry with her from her childhood. But this is not an 

emotional wish for him, he wants just for being logical. Father describes his daughter 

Louisa is not a romantic girl and her feeling does not manage her. She does 

everything through her mind. But Louisa asks a question to her father for love and 

father answers like that Bounderby behaves injustice neither to you nor himself for 

asuming himself and you are fanciful, fantastic or sentimental. (Dickens, hard times, 

2012:110) This explanation serves the real thought of the age about arisrocrats, 

through Gradgrind‟s view, it can be concluded that mostly, they create a new kind of 

human being who does not think, imagine and feel. People should move just by their 

logic and mind, just in such a case they could be successful otherwise they would 

fail. 

 Although Louisa is younger than Bounderby, even she was very cute, her 

father wants to make her get married with him. To understand the reason is not too 

difficult because both Gradgrind and Bounderby govern the city, one of them is 

responsible for teaching students only facts while the other is setting the rules of the 

city. In the same page Dickens made a small description of the town: “A window 

looked towards Coketown; and when she sat down near her father‟s table, she saw 

the high chimneys and the long tracts of smoke looming in the heavy distance 

gloomily”(2012:110). Dickens depicted the industiralisation and its effects upon 

people. 

Bounderby set the rules for the city and everybody should obey these rules. 

Rules in any areas set by him and obviously Bounderby is a representer of the whole 

aristocrats all over the world. Dickens made a dialogue between Bounderby and 

Stephen Blackpool:  

  I want t‟ know how? 
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„No how,‟ returned Mr. Bounderby. 

„If I do her any hurt, sir, there‟s a law to punish me?‟ 

„Of course there is.‟ 

„If I flee from her, there‟s a law to punish me?‟ 

„Of course there is.‟ 

 „If I marry t‟oother dear lass, there‟s a law to punish me?‟ 

„Of course there is.‟ 

„ If I was to live wi‟ her an‟ not marry her-sayin much a thing could be, 

which it never could or would, an‟ her so good- there‟s a law to punish me, in 

every innocent child belonging to me?‟ 

 „Of course there is.‟ 

„Now, a‟ God‟s name,‟ said Stephen Blackpool, „show me the law to help 

me!‟ (2012:85) 

This is the law system of the town which is set by Bounderby. At that time, 

divorcing was not easy and only upper class had rights for this oppurtunity. They 

were guards of the law and they made law so people had to obey that law even if 

they suffered from both law and situtaion  which they complaint about.  Aristocrats 

were such people that they chose their servants from middle class not from peasants 

or working class. Dickens portrayed that Mrs Sparsit who lives with Bounderby has a 

deaf serving woman and a light porter filled her kingdom. The deaf servant is 

thought to be died for her money because people thought she is very rich. (2012:133) 

Charles Dickens showed many sides of the country through this novel, he 

made a self-satisfaction by giving example for injustice situation of the time because 

he felt himself he had to do something for these people who were under control of 

upper class. Dickens criticised law, factories, approach of aristocrats to the others, 

and mostly, he complaint about education of children which was based only on facts 

and which set aside imaginative side of their world. In the section of “Men and 

Brothers” Dickens called worked through Blackpool there is sign of Marxist theory 

obviously. He stated that 

Oh my friends, the down-trodden operatives of Coketown! Oh, my friends 

and fellow-countrymen, the slaves of an iron-handed and a grinding 

despotism! Oh, my friends and fellow-suffered, and fellow-workmen, and 

fellow-men! I tell you that the hour is come, when we must rally round one 
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another as one united power, and crumble into dust the oppressors that too 

long have battaned upon plunder of out families, upon the swest of our brows, 

upon the labour of ourb hands, upon the strength of our sinews, upon the 

God-created glorious rights of Humanity, and upon the holy and eternal 

privileges of Brotherhood! (2012:159) 

Here, Dickens addressed workers through Blackpool and he wanted the 

readers to be aware of their circumstances. This speech is resemble a speech of Marx 

who wants all working class to come together. This is an exact example of Marxist 

thought and a socialist point of view.  

The last quotation from Dickens‟ novel conveys not only a message from 

political situation but also it delievers a message about industrialisation and effects of 

it upon people‟s lives. It is obvious that privately, Dickens and generally all poor 

people lived during Victorian Era experinced poverty and forced to live under the 

bad conditions. During giving information about Dickens‟ biography, it has been 

written that people were separated and they had to stay at workhouse in which people 

[mostly infants] died. Dickens was one of those people forced to experince bad 

conditions of the age through naked eyes. He forced to meet his own needs and for 

this reason, Charles Dickens again brought Bounderby and Blackpool face to face. 

During this confrontation, Mr. Bounderby wonders about the situation of rebellions 

whose president is Blackpool himself, so he asks their situations and Blackpool does 

not want to answer at first but soon after, he vommits his and his colleagues‟ grudge 

to his face: 

 Sir, I were never good at showin o „t, though I ha had‟n my share in feeling o 

„t. ‟Deed we are in a muddle, sir. Llok round town-so rich as ‟tis- and see 

numbres o‟ people as has been broughten into bein heer, fur to weave, an‟ to 

card, an‟ to piece out  a livin‟, aw the same one way, somehows, ‟twixt their 

candles and their graves. Look how we live, an‟ wheer we live, an‟ in what 

numbers, an‟ by what chances,and wi‟ what sameness; and look how the mill 

is awlus a goin, and how they never works us no nigher to ony dis‟ant oject – 

ceptin awlus, Death. Look how you considers of us, and writes of us, and 

talks of us, and goes up wi‟ your deputations to Secretaries o‟ State ‟bout us, 

and how yo are awlus right, and how we are awlus wrong, and never had‟n no 

reason in us sin ever we were born. Look how this ha growen an‟ growen, sir, 

bigger an‟ bigger, broader, harder an‟ harder, fro year to year, fro generation 

unto generation. Who can look on ‟t, sir, and fairly tell a man ‟tis not a 

muddle? (Dickens, hard times, 2012:172) 
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Chinghiz Aitmatov manifested his life into his novels. Readers are able to 

come across some important details about his life while reading a novel. Both 

Dickens and Aitmatov suffered from the situations which they felt obligatory to write 

about. For this reason, they influenced many generations from their times to today. 

However, readers will encounter that there is an interesting relation between both 

writers, their experiences and approaches. Dickens suffered from poverty even if he 

had not took part in politics, he was surrounded by political issues and when he 

decided to be a writer he mentioned and wrote anything what he experienced in his 

past through his novels directly. Additionally, Aitmatov also suffered from poverty 

and even he was a participant of communism party. However, he unlike Dickens did 

not underline political issues directly he used an eco-fictional approach. Namely, he 

wanted to focus reader on the environment while doing this, he criticised his 

government too.  

In his masterpiece  A Day Lasts More than A Hundred Years the effects of the 

war were seen obviously. The protagonist wants to go fishing but his pyhisical 

situation is not good for it. Aitmatov describes like that he sits on a stone, he lighted 

a cigarette though doctors banned it. He wanted to go fishing however fishing 

reqiures a good psychology but now he is not either good or disorder. Just before the 

war he was a talented fisherman but now(…) (Aytmatov, 2016:73) 

The story generally includes Yedigei‟s struggle for graving his life long 

friend Kazangap. But Aitmatov gives some important stories while writing about 

Yedigei. The most important story within the book is about a teacher who exiled 

many times just for uttering his memoirs. It was the age of Stalin and he set some 

rules and some secret police to protect himself and his government. Stalin blamed 

and executed anyone who he found as guilty. Kazangap‟s father was regarded as a 

richman, so he was arrested by Stalin‟s secret police but then, they realised that it 

was just a misunderstood and he was released, however, on his way to go back to his 

family, he died of torture. His siblings left from the town and seperated forever. 

(2016:84)  

Chinghiz Aitmatov served bad sides of Stalin‟s government through this 

novel perfectly. One of the main characters, Kuttubaev was a soldier during the 

world war and he was captured by enemies. Many years after the war, he contiuned 
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his proffession. He was a teacher and he tried to teach good things to his children 

with his wife. They were both teachers. Kuttubaev narrated his memoirs to his 

students during classes. But he was not aware of the danger of narrating. Kuttubaev 

was exiled many times, in any of them, he was forced to sign his application for 

moving to another school. He was blamed for gathering people for rebell. Therefore, 

he was exiled many time with his wife. (2016:131)  

At that time, people faced another huge problem which would cause a lost 

generation. Aristocrats or cruel people animilised children to obey them to be slave 

for them and this is called “mankurt” in their language which means a slave who has 

not got conscious. After a harsh torture, that person forgets anything and starts to 

serve for his masters. (2016:143) By creating such an evil, they aimed to make 

people loose their conscious and be a part of the system without questioning. In this 

novel, Aitmatov wrote a story from his homeland, through this example, it is clear to 

figure out how it is dangerous because there was a boy in that story and he killed his 

mother. (2016:167) This is a result of cruel side of the government. Stalin wanted all 

of his citizens to obey his rules without questioning. He had a strong influence on 

every side, even upon literature there was his influence. This masterpiece had not 

been completed because of censorship. At the end of the novel, readers can face with 

a note which conveys a message that missing parts of the story had been written in 

another novel named The White Cloud of Genghis Khan. This novel includes another 

story which can be conlcuded from the title, it is about Genghis Khan however 

Aitmatov wrote the whole story of the teachers in that book.  

In this novel, Aitmatov gave important information about Stalin‟s officers. 

Aitmatov mentioned on secret cases of Law and how educated people subjected. At 

the beginning pages, he stated that people were questioned in secret cases and most 

of them were well-educated people, they punished and prisoned. (Aytmatov, Cengiz 

Han’a Küsen Bulut,2016:64) This is a sign for teachers‟ story because they would be 

victims of the same Law. Officers of Stalin arrested anyone who they felt as quilty. 

Kuttubaev narrated his memoirs while he was a soldier but then he was accused of 

being a spy of enemies. He was seperated from his family and gone to be questioned 

but while transfering form one place to another he comitted suicide.  
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Both Dickens and Aitmatov reflected their times obviously. In order to have 

clear information about past of the writers even their times‟ circumstances reading 

their novels will be enough, because they were both victims of the system and also 

they are now voice of those people, suffered from a lot of problems especially 

poverty. Hitherto, readers have had enough information firstly, about Marxist theory, 

then historical proccess and lastly, a Marxist analyse of selected writers‟ selected 

novels. It is time to come to a conclusion for this dissertation.  
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Conclusion 

Aristocrats society is the most enhanced and complicated historic 

organization of production. In accordance with this description, this type of society 

takes its self-interests more privilige than anything. The real consept of Marxism is 

concerned to this issue, Marx and Engels set their all doctrines and effort for this 

aim. They wished to change this understanding, for this aim, they sacrified 

themselves. Marxism is not only a theory of past, it is also a political programme. It 

does not basically assumption of progres socialism, it is committed to socialism as a 

target and an ideal. Marxism is not only a theory, it is a movement which is an 

embodiment of whole working and oppresed people.  

As Eagleton stated in his work, there is a theory, there should be literature on 

which theory will study. Marxism is- before everything- a literary movement that 

cares about socially disturbed people. Therefore, first of all it should be analysed in 

terms of literature then political effects of it can be taken into acount. Literary 

theories enable reader to analyse a literary piece in accordance with many aspects 

thus, if a critic analyses a piece in accordance with Marxist perspective, s/he should 

have a good information of this theory. Firstly, it has been studied that almost all 

philosopers, theorists, and literary figures examined literature through their 

understandings. Some cared about reflective side of it while the others mentioned 

alerting side of the literature. After that examination, we have concluded that it is 

nearly impossible to define literature exactly, because of the fact that it is an outcome 

of people‟s activities, it can be defined changeably.  

Although there are many types of definitions of literature, it has been 

concluded that the sphere of it is the same that is environment of people. Literature 

includes activities of mankind, it consists of mankind and their activities. Literature 

studies on people and their works.  

Throughout the whole history, there had been many civilizations in which 

there were people to manage the society. In such civilizations and even today‟s 

societies, people were divided into classes in accordance with their financial power. 

The main aim of this thesis is to question this division then to look Marx‟ and his 

friends‟ effort for liguidate this division among societies. Even if he himself was a 

victim of this type of society, he struggled a lot. This thesis will help readers to 
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describe Marxism‟s shpere and it will advise readers to check their lives and alert 

readers to understand the problems among those classes.  In order to be aware of 

problems like how today‟s unbelieveable richness and poverty stay together, how 

people sell themselves just for a piece of bread, how nature is slowly destroyed on 

behalf of earning much more money, and how people become a part of machines 

look at places where Marx pointed.  

In the light of this approach, Marxist thought has obviously a huge effect 

upon working people, so they and the others who support their rights should benefit 

from Marxist doctrines. Marx and his friends wrote magazines, letters and published 

newspapers in order to aloud their voice against unfair attitudes of upper class. With 

the reference of this way of protest, people who are under the effect/controll of any 

class can use their pens to show their objections like Marx and Engels. Along the 

history, there may be many writers as an example for this situation but in this thesis 

two important literary figures have been analysed, they are no one but Charles 

Dickens and Chinghiz Aitmatov.  

Charles Dickens is an English writer who lived in 19
th

 century which is 

known as the age of Queen Victory. This term- Victorian age- is often used to 

mention on the whole of the nineteenth century.  Durning this period, there was an 

important expansion in the economic position of the country. This age is also known 

as the age of industry because industrialisation reached the highest level at that time. 

England in another word, Great Britain was among the first countries which aim to 

industrialise, to establish markets and to rediscover the benefits in farther marketing 

developments. England started to establish new understanding of Free Trade, of new 

technology and of maintaining industrial inventions. Being a centre of industry is a 

good thing for the country because it brings a financial relaxion to that country, 

however, alike all things, there are bad sides of this expansion too. People who have 

factories namely factory owners enriched their properties and they enlarged their 

working sphere thanks to this development.  

Dickens‟ most novels include mattters from his time. But these matters are 

not good things they are bad things of that time. Though there was an economic 

expansion, why did Dickens depicted it badly? There would be a problem about it. 

There was a bad behaviour of people against each other just for earning much 
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money. Dickens criticised this side of the industrialisation. Because it dishumanised 

almost all factory owners and this affected life standards of the others: peasants and 

workers. Hard Times is written for these times. This novel is Dickens‟s most familiar 

one, because it includes social matters as explained above. It contains a picture of the 

industrialised English Midlands which emphasises the dehumanising aspects of the 

Industrial Revolution. 

Hard Times is one of the selected works of this thesis, it is a masterpiece of 

Dickens in which he mentioned on this side of society. Dickens tried to show a 

certain aspect of the industry and impacts of it upon the whole country. In that book, 

he also underlined those factory owners behaviours towards education of children. 

The beginning section of the novel displayed this approach of Dickens. Students 

should be taught nothing but facts. Mechanised aristocrats wanted to mechanise 

children for their self-interests.  

The other writer of this thesis is from Kyrgyz Literature called Chinghiz 

Aitmatov who lived in 20
th

 century. Contrary to Dickens‟ life, he had a more political 

life. Both Chinghiz and his father took part in politics, they struggled for the sake of 

society. Aitmatov, in his many novels, gave information from his own life indirectly 

sometimes it may be directly. Aitmatov, like Dickens, ciriticised his own age in 

terms of economic approach of aristocrats to peasants, workers. Chingiz Aitmatov 

was born in 1928. In this period, there had been polarization in the world because of 

colonization. Aitmatov‟s experiences caused questioning rules of government. 

Aitmatov‟s father and uncle were victims of the system. Therefore, he started to 

question that system through his writings. 

It is known that Aitmatov had a significant experience of Soviet policies in 

his own family, however, as Aitmatov‟s father and uncle were victims of Stalinist 

Soviet policy, Aitmatov questioned the macrocosm of the world in the sense of 

relations between people and the government, the whole universe, and also 

humanity. After that event, Aimatov wrote his novels to oppose against soviet 

government. A Day Lasts More Than A Hundred Years is both an example for it and 

a selected work of this thesis.  

In A Day Lasts More Than a Hundred Years, which was published in 1980, 

Aitmatov strongly opposes any and every kind of ideological conditioning, tyranny, 
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and despotic oppression. He focuses on the legends of Mankurts as a symbol of 

Soviet authorities, because “Mankurts” is destroying one‟s consciousness which 

means everything that one owns. In this sense, according to Aitmatov the Soviet 

regime successfully made “Mankurts” of its Central Asian peoples and Aitmatov is 

the first person who uses the term – Mankurt in his book as well.  

Both Dickens and Aitmatov opposed against cruel side of their times. They 

became voice of oppressed people and people who have to work under the bad 

conditions. Even if they belong to the different times, they represent the same group: 

workers. Dickens‟ opposition is industrialisaiton and Aitmatov‟s is politics. They 

both used their pens to show their grudge against upper clas. When they opposed 

against anything they benefitted from Marxist theory which is a movement 

estabished for supporting workers‟ rights. Dickens worked in any type of proffession 

but rarely worked in political area. On the other hand Atimatov grew up in a political 

environment because his father and later he himself joined communist party. 

Marxism, Charles Dickens and Chinghiz Aitmatov collaborated to oppose against 

upper class‟s unjair approach to the peasants and workers.  
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