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ESSAY ON SHOOTING AN ELEPHANT BY GEORGE ORWELL
Introduction
Shooting an elephant is one of the literature works done by George Orwell. Orwell in his essay, he describes the experience of the English narrator Orwell who was called upon to shoot an aggressive elephant while working as a police officer in Burma. The locals of Burma expect him to do the job, as the elephant had killed an Indian. Orwell does it against his better judgement and his anguish increases when he sees the elephant slowly and painfully dying. Although his elderly colleagues agree that killing the elephant was the best thing to do, the younger ones believe that it was worth more than the Indian it killed. Orwell without hesitating shots the elephant to avoid seen as a fool in the eyes of the many locals who had gathered to watch.
The most central theme addressed by Orwell in this work is the fundamental moral corruption of imperialism. This theme is portrayed in the act of shooting the elephant. The Burmese people disguise him because he represents the violence and arrogance colonialists wo definitely have power over the inhabitants. The elephant storms through bazaar and accidentally kills a man and the natives demand that the narrator who is a colonial police officer to shoot the elephant. At this point, Orwell is placed in a situation that highlights the corrupting influence of imperialism. He does not want to kill the animal, which has already calmed down and regained its peace but he also recognizes that in order to placate the crowd, he must do so, that is, he must be the violent fashion that the crowd links with imperialism.
The narrator's situation throughout the essay is one of little prominence. He comments on how, even though he is of the ruling class, he finds himself largely ignored by the natives and hated. He remarks in the first sentence, "I was hated by large numbers of people the only time in my life that I have been important enough for this to happen to me." He adds to say, “Only with the expectation of performing an immorality that is, killing do the locals find him momentarily worth watching. As a police officer, he describes how he was often a target for ridicule from the locals, as was any European who provided an easy target.
In contrast, he describes the natives as "little beasts", and labels the elephant as a "great beast", suggesting he regards the elephant to be at a higher status than the locals do. This is contradictory, however, as the narrator's own job is demeaning and forces him to see "the dirty work of the Empire at close quarters". The narrator singles out "young Buddhist priests" to be "the worst of all" and comments on how he would gladly "drive a bayonet into a Buddhist priest's guts".
Having killed the elephant, the narrator considers how he was glad it killed the "coolie" as that gave him full legal backing. As the essay finishes, the narrator is wondering if the locals will even understand his motive for having killed the elephant as he merely wished to salvage his pride. The narrator's conscience plagues him profoundly as he finds himself trapped between the hatred of the empire he served and his rage against the evil-spirited little beasts (locals) who tried to make his job impossible. He claims that he is all for the Burmese and all against the British- the colonialists and goes on to say that such feelings like his were the normal by-products of imperialism; ask any Anglo-Indian official, if you can catch him off duty." By these words, he creates a sense of empathy from the imperialists for the natives, but as they treat their conquerors badly, they start to feel less guilty and so treat them badly once more and repeat this severally.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Conclusion
Orwell endured overwhelming bitterness and hatred of the natives because of his British heritage, “the meeting faces of young man that met me everywhere, the insults hooted after me got badly on my nerves”. He sums up his feelings of guilt coupled with his reaction against hatred. It is vivid from his work that, all he knew was stuck between his hatred of the empire he served and his rage against his evil- spirited little beasts who tried to make his job impossible. 
His work shows that the imperialists have achieved everything meaningless in Burma. Although his work is provoking, it is also equally soul shaking. He truly proves that the poisonous fruits of imperialism have choked and suffocated all including its perpetrators.

