
Humans tend to make the mistake of confusing a right as a wrong. In the novel Of Mice and Men by John Steinbeck, a mentally disabled man named Lennie unintentionally kills a woman by breaking her neck. Consequently, Lennie gets shot in the head by his own friend, George. George is not justified in killing Lennie because the murder is based on selfishness and George has no right to control someone else’s life.

One reason why Lennie’s death is an obvious murder is because it is meant to protect George rather than Lennie. Early in the story, George screams at Lennie saying “’ You can’t keep a job an’ you lose me every job I get’” (Steinbeck 11). George is more concerned with keeping his own job than Lennie’s struggles at every place they go to. Killing Lennie is already murder but doing so with a purpose of getting rid of his troubles is even worse of a crime. Furthermore, at the scene of Candy’s death, George tells Slim that “’… the guys might think [George] was in on it… so [he’ll] come along and make it like [he’s] never seen her’” (Steinbeck 95). While Lennie is lost, alone, and desperate, all George can worry about it how to avoid suspicion from Curley. He could’ve taken this time to go look for Lennie and help him escape before the men find out about the tragic incident. Through George’s acts of cowardice, his true selfishness is exposed, making Lennie’s death seem even more unjust than it already is.


Another reason why the death is wrong is due to the fact that George has no right to confiscate the life of another person. In fact, George is nothing more than a person who “’Lennie just [comes] along with’” (Steinbeck 40). It is never stated that he has any real authority over Lennie after Aunt Clara passed away. Authority or not, however, he still has no right to perform such a heartless task. No authority can make homicide acceptable. Not only does George sacrifice his best friend, he never even received Lennie’s consent in the first place to do such a thing. While Lennie is busy fantasizing about “’the fatta the lan’” (Steinbeck 105), “George raised the gun and steadied it… he pulled the trigger” (Steinbeck 106). The mentally disabled man is not warned once of his own imminent death. Through endless years that they have been together, George does not even say a short goodbye before the shot. Wouldn’t it be nice if Lennie gets to decide his own fate? Every human has a right to decide their own fate rather than having it lie in the hands of someone else.


Some may argue that George isn’t able to get Lennie’s consent because Lennie’s brain is “like a terrier” (Steinbeck 9) and cannot fully absorb the situation like a true human. Despite Lennie’s slight disability, he is still a human. Humans are born with rights that should not be violated by others. Some others also say that “…the euthanistic killing of Lennie is the only choice George can make to prevent Lennie from causing further harm to others” (Jones 2). The problem with this argument is that killing Lennie is the ONLY choice for George. He could’ve helped Lennie escape and start another fresh beginning. Shooting Lennie basically symbolizes that George has given up on keeping Lennie out of trouble. No matter how one puts it, George’s shot towards Lennie is an unjustified act. 


In conclusion, Steinbeck’s novel has spurred controversy concerning morality views on murder. Because George did what he did due to his own personal needs, it can be determined that he has no right to kill his best friend. Murder is murder; there is not any situation that makes murder an act of justice. Perhaps through George and Lennie’s experience, society can be able to distinguish between wrong and right and realize the consequences behind wrong acts. 

