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Abstract

There are numerous interesting factors to be egglor J.R.R. Tolkien’s masterpiece,
The Lord of the Ring©ne of these interesting factors is the thenmfeerfdship, which
is an important underlying theme throughout thekisoén order to explore the theme, it
Is vital to examine what characteristics differgrgndships have in common in
Tolkien’s books. Tolkien himself seems to have edl@riendship very highly, and
there are certain elements which he seems to maphasised as important factors in
such relationships throughout his life. Thus by panmng Tolkien’s own views
regarding friendship to the relationships in theksothese factors are revealed.

All of Tolkien’s friendships inThe Lord of the Ringare grounded in honesty,
loyalty and mutual respect, but are also quiterdw@nd complicated. Therefore it is
important to consider how these friendships refat@male-bonding and homoeroticism,
master-servant relationships and the shared dtiestly, Tolkien’s past seems to have
influenced the friendships in his books, as theeedafinitely some similarities between
relationships and incidents in Tolkien’s life, argttain scenarios in the books.
Secondly, as critics have sometimes been apteqpirdt relationships ifihe Lord of
the Ringgn homoerotic ways, it is interesting to examineit arguments and the
possible explanations for intimate behaviour, maglether critics. Thirdly, some
master-servant relationships in the books are esdiaary and involve friendship based
on loyalty and mutual respect. Finally, there at@neples of relationships in the books,
such as Gimli and Legolas’ relationship, that séeffit almost perfectly to C.S. Lewis’
description of friendship ifhe Four Lovesas the members become friends through
their shared quest.

All the main friendships in the books, no mattewtdiverse and complicated
they are, share the fact that they are based @ loyalty and mutual respect.
Therefore the theme of friendship in Tolkiefse Lord of the Rings quite interesting

to explore in relation to these elements.
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1. Introduction

J.R.R. Tolkien’s masterpiecé&he Lord of the Ringsvas initially published in three
volumes in 1954 and 1955. At first, the story wagposed to be a sequel to Tolkien’s
earlier fantasy novel he Hobbit but eventually developed into a much larger work,
meant for adults rather than children. It is, witha shred of doubt, one of the most
explored novels of the 80century, as countless books, criticisms, essays#itles
have been written about the novel. There are numsdrderesting factors to be explored
in The Lord of the Ring®e it linguistic material, characters or genénaimes in the
novel. One of the most interesting themes in thekbas the theme of friendship, as it is
in many ways the characters’ love for one anothar $eems to move the plot of the
novel forward, and furthermore, Tolkien himselfmsao have valued friendship very
highly.

In order to explore the theme of friendship inKieh’s The Lord of the Ringst
is important to define what consists in the conadtiendship. When seeking
definitions it is customary to look them up in &teébnary, but it turns out that such
simple definitions are totally inadequate for thegose of defining the complex
concept of friendship. According to tMacMillan English Dictionaryfriendship is
defined as “a relationship between people whoreads” (“Friendship”), which is
obviously quite insufficient, as it leaves the cgpitcof friends open to interpretation.
Furthermore, the definition does not explain wialistinctive about friendships in any
other way. Therefore it is important to also lontoithe definition of friends, and
according to the dictionary a friend is “someonrat you know well and like that is not
a member of your family” (“Friend”), which indicatehat friendship is a relationship
between people who know and like each other wellvéler, this definition does not
include an explanation of why people grow to likel &now one another and eventually
become friends. Therefore, as these definitionsspégte inadequate for the purpose of
exploring the meaning of the complex concept @rfdship, it is vital to explore
Tolkien’s own feelings of friendship and what tlecept means for him.

It is evident inThe Lord of the Ringshat the concept of loyalty means a lot to

Tolkien, as can for example be seen in Frodo amafsSeelationship and in the
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relationship between Merry and Théoden. Furthernmargual respect seems to be an
important factor, as all the characters that avelired in a friendship of any kind, seem
to respect one another immensely. These are bctibréathat Tolkien seems to have
valued in real life, as he got to know loyalty thgh his war experience, and mutual
respect was most definitely apparent in his refeingps with his friends in the TCBS
and his fellows in the Inklings. Another factor Kiein seems to value highly in a
friendship is honesty, which becomes especiallyaggat in how he and his friends,
both in the TCBS and in the Inklings, loved toici#te each others’ work. Of Tolkien’s
friendship with Christopher Wiseman, John GarthesteThey discovered that they
could argue with an incandescence few friendshppddcsurvive, and their disputes
only served to seal the intensely strong bond batvieem” (5). Thus honesty, although
it can trigger an argument, strengthens the bohad®n friends. Moreover, Tolkien
wrote in his diary in October in 1933 that honesfs one of the things he valued the
most in his friend C.S. Lewis (Carpent&helnklings 52). Finally, Tolkien seems to
agree with his old friend C.S. Lewis, that in &frdship “no one cares twopence about
anyone else’s family, profession, class, incomeg i@ previous history” (Lewis 83),
which is quite understandable as Tolkien himsefhes from a lower class family. This
becomes quite apparent in his admiration for thenba of World War | (Carpenter,
J.R.R.89), and, of course, in the relationshipghe Lord of the Ringg hus it seems
that loyalty, honesty, mutual respect and disregésbcial class or previous history,
are among the things that Tolkien values in a @#ip, and the friendships irhe Lord
of the Ringsare grounded on those factors.

There are many factors to explore when discugbi@gheme of friendship in
Tolkien’s The Lord of the Rings-irstly, it may be interesting to look for similées
between Tolkien’s personal friendships and thogberbooks, although Tolkien
himself was against digging too deep into authpessonal experiences in order to give
meaning to their work (Tolkier,etters288). However, there are definitely some
similarities between relationships and incidentSafkien’s life, and certain scenarios
in the books. These similarities have partiallyrbeenfirmed by Tolkien, as he has
admitted basing certain characters on people frigrife. Furthermore, and more
concerning the theme of friendship, there are defgimilarities between how the

characters of the books deal with the loss of &f&emnd how Tolkien himself dealt with
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losing some of his friends in World War |. Thusgain certainly be interesting to
explore Tolkien’s experience in regards to the theifriendship inThe Lord of the
Rings

Secondly, as numerous critics believe they hauadavidence of
homoeroticism, primarily in Sam and Frodo’s relasibip, in Tolkien’s books, it is
important to explore the matter in order to find aether some of the friendships in
the books are in fact love affairs. There is noyilemthe fact that Frodo and Sam’s
relationship seems to be an extremely intimate as¢hey often embrace, stroke and
kiss each other, and is therefore open to homaeirdgrpretation. Nevertheless,
intimacy between friends is not necessarily evigesichomosexuality, and many critics
have found other explanations for their intimatedour. Therefore, it is of
importance to explore their relationship and coassttie so-called evidence for
homoeroticism and the arguments of those who aiexpbain their behaviour by non-
homoerotic means.

Thirdly, master-servant relationships are deflpitd the forefront of Tolkien’s
The Lord of the RingHut many of them seem to include something muaa & regular
relationship between a master and his subordindsters and servants are able to
become friends through the medium of mutual lowgalty and respect, as is
particularly evident in the relationships betweeade and Sam on the one hand, and
Merry and Théoden on the other. Tolkien forcesréfagler “to confront the breakdown
of social hierarchies by imagining a form of suboadion without exploitation”
(Kleinman 145), and thus a friendship between aenasd his subordinate becomes a
realistic possibility. Both parties certainly haa@art to play in their relationship, but
they are united in the love they share for eackrotfhherefore, it is extremely
interesting to explore those relationships, and @nt what it is that makes them
extraordinary.

Finally, C.S. Lewis has discussed, in his b®bk Four Loveshow a common
quest brings friends together and allows theinfiighip to develop while they
concentrate on a common interest. This seems éxde&ly the case with Legolas and
Gimli's friendship in Tolkien’s books, and what nesktheir relationship even more
extraordinary is the fact that they do not only éhke shift from strangers to friends,

but rather from foes to best friends. Thereforér ttievelopment is perhaps even clearer
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as they challenge ancient conventions of distrest/éen their races and come to
admire and love each other. In their relationshytual respect becomes very apparent,
and the loyalty between the two means that thep@meared to do anything to protect
one another. Their friendship is thus an exampleowd the horrors of war can produce
some positive results. Hence it is of importancexamine how their relationship
develops and how they are able to challenge olgardions as they grow to love one
another through their common quest.

Thus, all of Tolkien’s friendships ifihe Lord of the Ringare grounded in
honesty, loyalty and mutual respect, but are alst gliverse and complicated.
Therefore it is important to consider how theserfdships relate to male-bonding and
homoeroticism, master-servant relationships andliaeed quest. In section 2, it is
considered how friendships in the books draw orki€als own friendship, in section 3,
evidence of homoeroticism in the books is explonedection 4, the complexity of
master-servant relationships is examined, andlyimalsection five, it is discussed how

a common quest can bring friends together.

2. Tolkien’s experience

J.R.R. Tolkien disliked the fact that critics seen@ have an immense interest in the
details of authors’ lives, when criticising theiosk. In fact he believed that “they only
distract attention from an author’s work . . . @mal, as one now often sees, in
becoming the main interest” (Tolkiehetters288). Nevertheless, there is no way of
denying the fact that Tolkien’s own experience eesgly his war experience,
unsurprisingly had an enormous impact on his mpisteg, The Lord of the Ringsn
spite of his dislike of peering too closely intoauthor’s life in order to give meaning
to his work, Tolkien has, of course, never denfet tertain elements in the books are
based on his own experience. In relations toltbene of friendship iThe Lord of the
Rings he has for example said that the character of Gamgee, who is a part of
arguably the strongest friendship in the books)deed based on the privates and
batmen he got to know in the First World War (Catpe J.R.R89), as many critics
and readers had already guessed. However, theceramly more similarities between

Tolkien’s life and scenarios from his books which mteresting to examine in regards
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to the theme of friendship. One worth mentionmfow the inner structure of the
fellowship seems to be akin to the inner structiréhe Inklings, a literary group in
which Tolkien participated at Oxford. Another i®tloss of friends, which Tolkien
regrettably became very familiar with in World WaAlthough the main characters of
the books survive their endeavour, this type of lescomes apparent when Frodo
departs from the Grey Havens and leaves Sam béBndl 961-962). Thus, in spite of
Tolkien’s disapproval of looking too closely at amthor’s life in order to understand
his work and giving it meaning, there are mostrdefly some factors from his own
experience of friendship that are mirrored in hasterpieceThe Lord of the Rings.

First of all, the fact that the character of Sarbased on the privates and batmen
who Tolkien fought with in World War I, must be gfeat importance when talking
about the theme of friendship in the books, as &athFrodo’s relationship is arguably
the strongest and most important friendshiphe Lord of the RingS.he attributes
which Tolkien gives to Sam are extremely admirabkeis certainly a great servant, but
more importantly he is a true friend, as is disptain his loyalty and the love he bears
for Frodo throughout the novel. These attributeseasily be explained by looking at
how Tolkien talked about the soldiers he foughtwit the First World War. “My ‘Sam
Gamgee’ is indeed a reflexion of the English salddthe privates and batmen | knew
in the 1914 war, and recognised as so far supkriaryself’ (Carpenter]).R.R.89).
Therefore, it is apparent that Tolkien respectsauhdires his subordinates, not unlike
Frodo who seems to respect and admire Sam, arauighifirolkien was an officer and
thus supposed to be superior to the privates anbdddtmen, he did not feel superior to
them at all.

Nevertheless, Tolkien did not share a close fs@imwith the batmen or the
privates in the war, at least nowhere near as @sd&odo and Sam'’s friendship is in
the books. Therefore it is probably impossiblergue that the hobbits’ close
relationship is based on Tolkien’s own experiemcthe war, although Sam’s character
definitely is. However, it can be argued that Fradd Sam’s type of friendship is
perhaps an example of something Tolkien believeahissed out on during the war, as
Tolkien was not permitted to socialise or makenfie with men from lower ranks in the
army (Garth 149), and as a result he never expzrtea close war-time friendship,

based on loyalty and mutual respect, with his sdibates. On the contrary, Frodo
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never has these kinds of restrictions in the boag$ie has no superiors ordering him
with whom to socialise and is therefore able to enalgreat friend, who is in fact his
subordinate as his gardener, of a lower sociakclHserefore it is quite clear that
Tolkien built the character of Sam on the privated batmen he admired so much in
World War |, and it is also entirely possible thateast some part of perhaps the most
important friendship iMhe Lord of the Rings structured after a relationship that
Tolkien could imagine but never experience, duthéorestrictions of military protocol.

Secondly, the friendships in the books and tlenttships shared by members of
the Inklings seem, in some way, to be based oraimiinciples. Carpenter describes
how C.S. Lewis, who was without a doubt the ceatréhe Inklings, disliked groups
which are held together by lust for power rathantfriendship. He goes on to say that
the Inklings was in no way such a group “for frishigb was the foundation upon which
the group rested’The Inklingsl63). Similarly, desire for power has no placéhie
fellowship, as lust for power would quite obvioubly the very thing that would tear the
fellowship apart and make their objective imposstiol accomplish. That is exactly
what happens when Boromir has a brief moment okness and tries to take the ring
from Frodo (Tolkien,The Lord390), and the fellowship is eventually dissolved.
However it seems quite clear, that the Inklings dedfellowship share the trait, that
desire for power is not the foundation on whichgheups are built. Furthermore, it is
interesting that the members of the Inklings neseemed to discuss their personal
matters with each other and Carpenter even staats éwis “felt that it was not the
done thing for male friends to discuss their domestpersonal problemsThe
Inklings 164). This surely seems to be the case in mattyedfriendships ifThe Lord of
the Ringsespecially in Legolas and Gimli’s relationship,they rarely discuss personal
matters, but focus instead on their common quésis The friendships ifhe Lord of
the Ringshave much in common with Tolkien’s friendshipstwiis fellow members of
the Inklings.

Thirdly, Tolkien’s experience of the loss of friemdas many similarities with
Sam’s experience when Frodo departs from the Gesyehs (Smol 960-961). Tolkien
lost two of his best friends, G.B. Smith and Roks@h, in the war, and therefore only
Tolkien himself and Christopher Wiseman were |éfthe old TCBS (TolkienThe
Lord xvii). Although Frodo does not die the Lord of the Ringst can certainly be
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stated that Sam loses a friend, though not in xhetesame way as Tolkien. When Rob
Gilson died, Tolkien reported on having spent twghts in a row, alone in the woods
thinking about his lost friend and Anna Smol firgiimilarities in Sam’s reaction when
Frodo leaves, as he also needs time to think dbsubst friend (961).

But to Sam the evening deepened to darkness dsdka the Haven; and as he

looked at the grey sea he saw only a shadow owdlters that was soon lost in

the West. There still he stood far into the nigigaring only the sigh and
murmur of the waves on the shores of middle eartt,the sound of them sank

deep into his heart. (Tolkiefihe Lord 1007)

Thus Sam stares at the sea to grieve and think &lost friend, similar to how
Tolkien spent his nights in the woods, thinking atb@ilson. Moreover, both Sam and
Tolkien are left a task by their lost friends. @e bne hand, Frodo gives Sam his book
to finish, while on the other hand Tolkien is Igfe task of fulfilling the TCBSian

dream “of kindling ‘a new light’ at the world atrge” (Garth 254), by his lost friends.
Therefore it seems clear that the loss of Frodsaim in the books, shares some
similarities with how Tolkien lost his friends ihe First World War.

Therefore it seems quite clear, that although i€olkvas against scrutinizing an
author’s past in order to give meaning to his wonkny similarities can be found in
Tolkien’s experience and certain scenario$he Lord of the Ring$le has openly
admitted building the character of Sam on his felfyivates and batmen in World War
I, and the same character seems to deal with sisanarios as Tolkien was forced to
deal with in the war. Furthermore, Tolkien’s frihips at Oxford seem to share some
traits with certain friendships in his books. Thiislkien’s experience and past can
definitely be scrutinized in order to reach a bratitederstanding of his epic masterpiece,
The Lord of the Rings.

3. Homoeroticism

There is almost no physical tenderness betweenameénvomen irmhe Lord of the
Rings, and the love relationships that are intredysuch as the one between Aragorn
and Arwen on the one hand, and Faramir and Eowythe@other hand, do not seem to

be based on intimacy. This lack of physical intisnaetween the sexes is perhaps one



poroarson 12

of the reasons why critics have investigated whrdtiere is any trace of homosexuality
in the books. Some critics, such as David M. Ceaid Brenda Partridge, believe they
have found evidence of homoeroticism in Tolkiero®ks, primarily in Frodo and
Sam'’s relationship, which is undeniably a verynrate friendship, as they repeatedly
embrace, stroke and kiss each other. In contrast;dye, along with other critics, such
as Saxey and Bradley, also states that a closenammdite male relationship need not
necessarily be a homosexual one. However, if theseerotic interpretations are to be
refuted, some explanations are in order, as threreatainly some examples of male
behaviour in the books that at first sight, migétiitely be interpreted as homoeraotic.
C.S. Lewis states that “kisses, tears and embixreasot in themselves evidence of
homosexuality” (75), to which most people, exceptderhaps the enormously
homophobic, would probably agree. However, Samrando’s relationship seems to
be different from many other relationships in tle@ks in this way. Strokes and kisses
are for example not common in Gimli and Legolagridship, which does not seem to
be as physically intimate as Frodo and Sam’s wlahip. Moreover, Lewis also states
that “lovers are normally face to face, absorbedaoh other; Friends, side by side,
absorbed in some common interest” (73), and wha¢ description of friendship seems
to fit perfectly to Legolas and Gimli's relationphand most of the other examples of
friendship in the books, it does not quite seemitwor the complex and intimate
relationship that Frodo and Sam share. Althougi #ne certainly absorbed in the
common interest of journeying to Mordor, they adgem to be quite absorbed in each
other, which according to Lewis is the behaviopatern of lovers. Therefore it seems
important to explore their relationship furtherarder to see if their relationship can be
classified as anything else than homoerotic.

As mentioned before, there are certainly manyggess involving Frodo and
Sam that are apt to be interpreted as homoerdtie deéscription of Frodo’s sleeping
arrangements at the Stairs of Cirith Ungol is agexample: “In his lap lay Frodo’s
head, drowned deep in sleep; upon his white forelegaone of Sam’s brown hands,
and the other lay softly upon his master’s bre@Btlkien, The Lord699). There are
surely many other instances in the books wherédbits share such intimacy, but
some critics have offered the overall surroundiaigd the ongoing war in the story as

an explanation of behaviour that others might prtetras homoerotic. Esther Saxey
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points out, that traditions in Tolkien’s fictionawporld, such as Merry kissing
Théoden’s hand when he pledges his allegiance amegunt for and give “context for
Sam'’s continual holding, kissing and stroking abdfe’s hand” (132), as Frodo is, after
all, Sam’s master. Furthermore, “affectionate amdtonal displays are permitted, not
alone to women and children, but to men” (Bradlé9)lin Tolkien’s world, which can
be seen in multiple examples when the main chasaatail, weep or embrace each
other. Thus, Sam’s behaviour towards Frodo caeast Ipartially be explained as
customary and fitting for a servant paying homagkis master.

On a similar note, Brenda Partridge offers theoomgywar as a possible
explanation for the shared intimacy between Frab%am. She states:

War provides a context in which men can be accéptatimate because they

are at the same time being seen to live up todbiléy desirable stereotype

image of the aggressive male. Similarly, aggressioa smaller scale in games,

particularly rugby, is another means of promotiagially acceptable physical

contact between males. (184)
Frodo and Sam are certainly fighting a war, althotiggy are not in the middle of the
actual fighting, as the other main characters. Haneheir fight is arguably the most
dangerous one, as they seek to enter the stronghtie dark lord himself, and as they
get closer to their goal, and consequently clasgetil, they get even more intimate.
Partridge’s explanation that the war allows for enmtimate relationships between
men, would suggest that Sam and Frodo’s intimaayldveeduce when the war is over.
That is exactly what happens, for when the warver ahere is at least no trace of
physical intimacy between them that can be compi@réaeir close relationship during
the peak of the war. Thus, the fact that war chamgltionships and allows for more
intimacy, is a possible partial explanation for ithigmate male bonding ifhe Lord of
the Rings

Finally, it is worth mentioning, that Peter Jaak'sdfilm adaptations may have
contributed to a more homoerotic view of Tolkiehwoks, which may come as a
surprise, as the films certainly downplay Sam aratl&’s intimate physical
relationship. Nevertheless, the films make the ei@uestion the male-to-male
relationships more than the readers of the boaktheafilms draw romantic

relationships to the forefront of the action. Hoegthe male-to-male relationship are
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still of the most importance in the film adaptaspand therefore “the viewer may
notice how flimsy the heterosexual relationshigsiarcontrast with the male-male
bonds, how much more the men admire and owe ortbertigSaxey 135). Thus, by
reducing the physical intimacy between males, atrdducing heterosexual
relationships, the film adaptations may have niHge Lord of the Ringsore apt to
homoerotic interpretation.

In the main, there are many definite examplesetidviour that in some context
can be classified as homoerotic in Tolkien’s bodks,there are also numerous
explanations that can perhaps account for the @odentimate relationships in other
terms. It is as least highly unlikely that Tolki¢he devout catholic, would consciously
represent homosexuality in his works (Smol 967) ettibr he did so unconsciously
remains unsaid, because it is irrelevant to théraemeaning of the books, as “sex is
not central to the narrative; a sexual readingasl@noptional” (Saxey 133). It is at least
certain, that Frodo and Sam'’s relationship includetors that Tolkien valued highly in
a friendship, mainly honesty, respect and loyadttis likely that Frodo and Sam love

each other simply as friends, although there iessipility that they are in love.

4. Master-Servant Relationships

Relationships between a master and a subordin@senvant are quite common in
J.R.R. Tolkien’sThe Lord of the Rings-irst of all there are numerous examples of men
(or other living beings of Middle-Earth) fightingiftheir king or lord, and Merry is one
of those that experiences that first hand in higise to Théoden. Secondly, there is the
extraordinary master-servant relationship betweaeddand Sam, where Sam certainly
acts the role of the unselfish servant and Frodaale of the kind master. However,
many of these relationships seem to be based oa than social hierarchies, as they
seem to be inspired by love and loyalty, and pesteyen friendship. It is, for example,
difficult to deny the fact that Frodo and Sam’sateinship seems to have become
something more than a classic relationship betveemaster and a servant. Moreover,
Théoden and Merry’s relationship, although it ghart one, might also be interpreted

as more complicated than ordinary relationships/éen a king and his subordinate. In



poroarson 15

order for a master and his subordinate to becoimeds, it is vital that the master treats
his subordinate in an extremely kind and fair walgich seems to be the case with both
Frodo and Théoden. Therefore, Scott Kleinman sthggsTolkien “constructs a
scenario in which the reader is forced to conftbatbreakdown of social hierarchies by
imagining a form of subordination without exploitat” (145), which is exactly what
makes a friendships between a master and his snbtegossible. On the other hand,
the subordinate will also need to treat his mastdt and serve him loyally in order for
their relationship to become a friendship. Tolkigiines a subordinate rhe
Homecoming of Beorhtnoth Beorhthelm’s &arfa man for whom the object of his will
was decided by another, who had no responsibitityrdvards, only loyalty upwards.
Personal pride was therefore in him at its lowastl love and loyalty highest” (14).

This definition seems to fit quite well to Merrypchalmost perfectly to Sam, who seems
to be the ideal subordinate. Therefore, Tolkien @sdkiendships between masters and
their subordinate quite possible, by bridging the fetween different social classes
with mutual love, loyalty and respect.

Both Merry and Pippin enter the services of mighsn, the King of Rohan and
the Steward of Gondor, but for entirely differeeasons. Whereas Merry is “filled
suddenly with love for this old man [referring tbdoden]” (Tolkien,The Lord 760),
“Pippin’'s own motives for offering his service deelings of pride and indebtedness,
rather than affection for the recipient of his $egV (Kleinman 142). Therefore Pippin
does not quite seem to fit into Tolkien’s definitiof a subordinate imhe Homecoming
of Beorhtnoth Beorhthelm’s Saand unsurprisingly Pippin and Denethor’s relalip
does not resemble a friendship in any way. Memyth@ other hand, enters his service
because of the affection he feels for Théoden jatiterefore somewhat closer to
Tolkien’s definition of a subordinate, and moreqvigréoden inspires love in his
subordinates, unlike Denethor, by showing his &fbecto them.

Théoden and Merry’s relationship seems to inclumeething more than a
regular relationship between a king and his sema® and resembles a friendship in
many ways. Théoden expresses his wish to convetiseéMerry on matters, that do
neither concern Rohan nor Merry’s service to hirhewthe war is over, when he
invites Merry and Pippin to meet him in Meduseld aays: “There shall you sit beside

me and tell me all that your hearts desire” (TatkiEhe Lord 545). It is surely an
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honour to be invited to sit beside the king andvense with him, and it is definitely a
friendly gesture from Théoden. Nevertheless ittbase kept in mind that Merry and
Pippin have done a great service to the realmpanaaps this is only Théoden’s way of
rewarding them. However, Théoden’s kind gesturesitds Merry continue, resulting

in Merry offering him his service, which Théodemadjly accepts. “As a father you shall
be to me” (TolkienThe Lord 760), says Merry and the love between the two is
established.

Furthermore, the love that Merry bears for Théadestearly displayed as
“together Eowyn and Merry face and slay the Naziodih striking an enemy far
beyond their strength for the love of a father, dden” (Bradley 114). At this point it
may be uncertain whether Merry bears this loveltogoden as a friend or as the king
and a father-figure. Théoden was certainly a fafigeire to Merry, as he states himself,
and Merry surely loves him as his king, but Mermgaction when Théoden dies
displays that he was also his friend. “He said ke sorry he had never had a chance of
talking herb-lore with me. Almost the last thingdneer said. | shan’t ever be able to
smoke again without thinking of him” (Tolkiehe Lord825). If Merry had just loved
Théoden as a king, it is likely that he would myitilink of the loss that Rohan has
suffered, but he loves him as a friend and theeefpieves for the times they never got
to share at Meduseld. Similarly, Théoden’s lastdsatisplay that their relationship was
based on more than social hierarchies and subadiaiina

Grieve not! It is forgiven. Great heart will not denied. Live now in

blessedness; and when you sit in peace with yqa, phink of me. For never

now shall I sit with you in Meduseld, as | promisedlisten to your herb-lore.

(Tolkien, The Lord824)

He immediately forgives Merry for breaking his coamds, and like Merry, he grieves
for their friendship that never got to blossomtsofullest. Thus, it is quite clear that
although Merry and Théoden'’s relationship is a erasérvant relationship, it is based
on love, loyalty and mutual affection, which makigsossible for them to become
friends, despite their extremely different roledifie.

Frodo and Sam’s relationship is the most prominggster-servant relationship
in Tolkien’sThe Lord of the Ring&ind perhaps a paradigm of how a master and a
servant should treat each otherThnre Lord of the Rings: The Mythology of Powkrhn
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Chancer discusses how Bilbo and Frodo liked to ems®e/and surround themselves with
other hobbits, regardless of their social clasgylere considered queer because of
their interaction with ‘lesser’ hobbits, but Chanstates, that “the birthday party, in the
Shire, represents a symbolic paradigm for the iddationship between master and
servant, wealthy aristocrat and members of the lpgpli (29). Thus Frodo’s disregard
for social class builds a foundation on which he eater a friendship with his gardener,
Samwise Gamgee.

Therefore, the friendship between the pair becgmoessible, just as Théoden
and Merry’s friendship became a possibility becaafdbe kindness Théoden showed
Merry. Nevertheless, there are important differenoetween those two master-servant
relationships, as Scott Kleinman discusses in$sag“Service”.

The bond that ties Sam to Frodo is ‘queer’ in thatike the Germanic model in

which service is inspired by love, Sam comes te@ IBxodo through his service

to him. At the same time, Sam’s subordination toderis not based on any

formal oath of fealty or homage; ultimately, hd-i®do’s ‘man’ because he

admires him and he admires him because he is laig’:r{l.48)
Thus, whereas Merry offers his service becauskeo§tidden love he feels for the king,
Sam probably does not love Frodo when he enterselmgce, but grows to love him
through his service. However, Sam always seemsotoat himself as inferior to Frodo,
and although he loves Frodo, he seems to feehtbaiesponsibility towards Frodo is
first and foremost as a servant. This is clearbpldiyed in how Sam frequently
addresses his master as “Mr. Frodo” and Marion ZamBradley points out the fact
that the first time he drops his formalities is whee believes Frodo is dead, “although
after rescuing him he returns to the old deferéspaech” (120). When Sam believes
Frodo to be dead, Sam is no longer in his seraicd,therefore allows himself to
address him as his friend, instead of his master.

Although, Sam thinks of himself first and foremastFrodo’s loyal servant, it is
evident that his actions display something more tiegular devotion towards his
master. Frodo, certainly has a terrible burdenetr land “has known torment and agony
and terror, but Sam has endured them voluntariityy mo great cause to strengthen his
will; rather it was only for the sake of one hedswbeyond everything else” (Bradley

124). This is clearly not the type of love thaegular gardener bears for his master, this
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Is something much more, as Sam surely loves Fre@domaaster, but foremost as his
friend. Thus Frodo’s disregard for social clasgl his kindness and love towards Sam,
have strengthened Sam in his service to his mastdrmore importantly allowed them
to love each other and share a strong friendshgad-and Sam'’s relationship is
therefore not only a master-servant relationship réther a rare and true friendship
between a master and his servant, based on loyraisy,and mutual affection, not
unlike the relationships Tolkien experienced in Eirst World War, between the
officers and their batmen (Carpent&iR.R.89).

All'in all, there certainly seems to be somethimgre than meets the eye in
some of the master-servant relationships in J.IRofkien’s The Lord of the RingShe
reader is made to imagine “a form of subordinatiaimout exploitation” (Kleinman
145), and thus friendships between masters andgtieordinates become a possibility.
The elements needed for such a friendship ar@gimain, mutual love, loyalty and
respect. Therefore friendships between a mastehisrglibordinates are not possible,
when their relationship is ruled by social hieragshas in Denethor’s case. On the
contrary, Théoden and Frodo are the ideal mastérs both respect and love their
subordinates, who in turn love them back. Thuddhedation for a friendship between
a master and his servant is built, which resultsvim great friendships, between Merry
and Théoden on the one hand, and Sam and Frod® ather hand.

5. The Common Quest

A number of friendships in TolkienBhe Lord of the Ringare formed partly, or even
entirely, because of the common quest the chasastare. In no other friendship is this
more evident than in Legolas and Gimli’'s casehay hot only grow from being
strangers into friends, but rather from being fioés great friends, which makes the
development of their friendship more obvious. Uallkrodo and Sam’s friendship in
the books, Legolas and Gimli’s friendship seemfst tmimost perfectly to C.S. Lewis’
definition in The Four Lovesas they are certainly more absorbed in their commo
interest than in each other (Lewis 73). Througlirtileared endeavour a close

friendship is formed, as “the common quest or visihich unites Friends does not
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absorb them in such a way that they remain ignayanblivious of one another. On the
contrary it is the very medium in which their mutleve and knowledge exist” (Lewis
84). Thus their common quest allows their frienddbigrow, as they get to know each
other better through their shared endeavours.rdardo see how exactly Gimli and
Legolas make the remarkable shift from foes tanfig it is important to explore how
their relationship develops through J.R.R. Tolkserte Lord of the Rings

It is evident, first inThe Hobbitand then infhe Lord of the Ringthat Elves and
Dwarves have not been on friendly terms for mararyewhich makes Legolas and
Gimli's friendship a very remarkable one. This b@es apparent at the Council of
Elrond when GIléin remembers his imprisonment byEhes of Mirkwood and
Gandalf says to him: “If all the grievances thainst between Elves and Dwarves are to
be brought up here, we may as well abandon thisi€@i3Tolkien, The Lord249).
Therefore it is quite clear that past encountet&/éen Elves and Dwarves are not at all
likely to bring Legolas and Gimli together in frigship. It is interesting to note, that
there are perhaps certain similarities here witlki€a and Lewis’ friendship, as
Tolkien had disliked Protestants since his childghand “Lewis retained more than a
trace of the Belfast Protestant attitude to CatisbljCarpenterThe Inklingss51), and
thus Tolkien and Lewis also had to overcome thegjyalices in order to become
friends.

In the beginning of the fellowship’s quest, Giraid Legolas are quite wary of
each other, and it is clear that there is litthelbetween them. Gimli does for example
demand that Legolas will also be blindfolded inHlétien, which makes Legolas
angry, as he has long yearned to see the wondémne &rest with his own eyes
(Tolkien, The Lord339). However, Gimli’s attitude towards Elves seemshange
after his stay with them in Lothlérien. “You arenlliy hosts!” (Tolkien,The Lord360),
he declares at his departure, which exhibits therdshing of his distrust towards the
Elves. Furthermore, the parting gift Gimli receiieaim Galadriel, of three golden hairs
from her head, reveals his admiration for Galadriel the Elves. In fact, Armann
Jakobsson states that Galadriel’s gift to Gim&yimbolic for a new hope of friendship
between Elves and Dwarves (115), which seems thébease, as Gimli and Legolas’

relationship begins to develop into a close fridmplsfter their departure from Lérien.
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As their friendship grows, it becomes apparent tiwar affection for each other
is largely based on their admiration for each odgewarriors, as is often displayed
when they compete in Orc-slaying. When C.S. Lewines friendship, he states that it
is impossible to “find the watrrior, the poet, thHalpsopher or the Christian by staring in
his eyes as if he were your mistress: better tigiside him, read with him, argue with
him, pray with him” (84-85), and as warriors Girahd Legolas get to know each other
better by fighting beside each other. That is oataty that their relationship is solely
based on fighting together, for then they woulddhabe more than allies rather than
friends, although “a Friend will, to be sure, prdumself to be also an ally when
alliance becomes necessary” (Lewis 82). On therapntother factors of their
relationship are allowed to grow through their coomnguest, and eventually it becomes
evident that they love each other’s company araltlikconverse with one another on
matters beyond wars and fighting. Armann Jakobssen states that their friendship is
in many parts akin to typical friendships betweesnrn the northern hemisphere,
largely based on clever conversations, perhaps &kienin some ways, to Tolkien’s
relationship with his friends at Oxford (227).

The fact that Gimli and Legolas are friends, battmere allies, is crystallized
after the war, when they journey together to Fandgarest and the Glittering Caves of
Helm’s Deep to enjoy the wonders these places twagéer. Through their common
quest they have grown to love each other agaihetldk, and after the fellowship
breaks down they choose to stay in each other’'paosn Their friendship is indeed a
strange one, as is displayed repeatedly in thedbbgkhe amazement others have for it.
A great example of how surprised others are by fhiendship occurs when Legolas
asks Treebeard leave to journey into Fangorn withliG

'Hoom, hm! Ah now,’ said Treebeard, looking darkedyat him. ‘A
dwarf and an axe-bearer! Hoom! | have good wikEtees; but you ask much.
This is a strange friendship!’

‘Strange it may seem,’ said Legolas; ‘but while Giimes | shall not

come to Fangorn alone. (Tolkiefhe Lord571)

Thus the terrors of war can sometimes produceipesesults, as Gimli and Legolas
have overcome the strained relations between thegs, and truly become friends. This

fits well with what C.S. Lewis has said about fdship, that in such a relationship “no
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one cares twopence about anyone else’s familyepsadn, class, income, race or
previous history” (83). Gimli and Legolas have #fere overcome the racism and other
difficulties that have been evident in the relasidoetween their races.

In the main, Legolas and Gimli’s friendship is amkable, mainly because of
how strange and unlikely it seems. They have cotelyishunned old conventions, as
becomes clear in how others react to their friepdgind made an extraordinary shift
from foes to great friends. Moreover, they readhrtiriendship through their common
quest, and as they begin to admire one anotheewighting side by side, a close
friendship, based on honesty, mutual respect ayaltig is formed and they move from
being foes to allies, and then from being alliefiends. Therefore, unlike Frodo and
Sam'’s friendship, Legolas and Gimli’s friendshigse to mirror C.S. Lewis’ ideas
about friendship very well, as it is their focustbeir common quest that brings them

together and allows them to cultivate their frigmgs

6. Conclusion

All'in all, it is evident that the theme of friertdp in J.R.R. Tolkien’s'he Lord of the
Ringshas many interesting aspects to it, and is of gneabrtance when exploring the
novel. It is one of the most prominent themes aliboks, as examples of great, and
often quite unexpected friendships, are widesptieaighout the novel. In order to
explore these friendships, it is of importanceaket Tolkien’s beliefs about what
designates a friendship into consideration. He sdemalue factors such as loyalty and
honesty very highly, which is mirrored in the fréships inThe Lord of the Rings
Moreover, there seems to be evidence from Tolkiews life that he also valued
mutual respect and disregard for social classs apparent in his friendships in real life.
These values of Tolkien are evident in his books, thus allow for a number of great
friendships, which are often quite diverse and daraged, which makes exploring the
theme of friendship in the novel very interesting.

As The Lord of the Ringss such a large work, it is unsurprising that ¢hare
multiple different types of friendship displayedtive books. Firstly it is evident that
Tolkien has used examples of friendship from his dife in his masterpiece, where his
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great friendships with the members of the old TGBS8 the members of the Inklings
are of particular importance. Although Tolkien g¢lipeoved of peering too closely into
an author’s past to give meaning to his work, gugte clear that the loss of friends has
greatly affected him, and there are some defim@arities between how Tolkien deals
with loss on the one hand, and how his charaatefge Lord of the Ringdo so on the
other hand. Furthermore, some friendships in tlek&geem to share certain
characteristics with Tolkien’s own friendships. Téfere Tolkien’s past can be a vital
source of insight when exploring the theme of fdigmip in his books.

Secondly, it is interesting to explore the clamhsritics that believe they have
found evidence of homoeroticism in Tolkien’s nowad,such claims are certainly
relevant when examining the theme of friendshighédigh it is extremely unlikely that
Tolkien, the devout catholic, would consciouslyresgnt homosexuality in his works
(Smol 967), it is quite possible that he may haweedso unconsciously. There are at
least multiple examples of male behaviour, esplgdmegtween Frodo and Sam, that
seem to be open to homoerotic interpretation, &g tbpeatedly embrace, stroke and
kiss each other. However, critics such as SaxegdIBy and Partridge have offered the
conventions of Tolkien’s fictional world and thegming war as possible explanations
for the hobbits’ intimate relationship. Whether #mcand Sam'’s friendship has erotic
aspects to it, or is purely platonic remains unsamndl there are compelling arguments
on both sides. Nevertheless, it is certain that teéationship is based on factors that
Tolkien values highly, as it is based on mutuakldeyalty and respect.

Thirdly, there are extraordinary master-servalati@ships in Tolkien’s books
that break conventions and thus construct the lpiisgof a friendship between a
master and his subordinate. In order for this typieiendship to be possible, it is of
great importance that both parties respect onéhanenormously in spite of class
difference. This disregard for social class seenisetsomething that Tolkien valued,
which comes as no surprise as he himself came &rower class upbringing. Another
important factor in these friendships is loyalty,the subordinate needs of course be
loyal to his master, but similarly the master labé loyal to his subordinates in his
commitments. Both Frodo and Sam'’s friendship anélotilen and Merry’s friendship
are examples of this type of relationship basethatual love, loyalty and respect.

However, they differ in development, as Frodo aathS friendship was born out of
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their master-servant relationship, while both relathips seem to have started almost
simultaneously for Merry and Théoden. Thus Tolkias created a world where
friendships between masters and servants are staapuunlikely possibility.

Finally, the common quest of the members of thieviship plays its part in
developing great friendships in TolkieAse Lord of the Ring#ccording to C.S.

Lewis the common quest or a common interest allioMsdships to grow and friends to
get to know one another better as “it is the veegimam in which their mutual love and
knowledge exist” (84). This seems to be the casie @imli and Legolas, who have
little in common in the beginning of the story egtéor their quest. Through their quest
they come to admire each other and eventually oveecthe strained relations between
their races and become great friends. The facthiegtdo become true friends but not
mere allies is crystallized in their decision tmtoue to keep each other company when
their quest is over. Their strange friendship isnakely an example of how something
good can come of a terrible thing such as waheg have overcome racism and
ancient conventions and formed a friendship basdabnesty, loyalty and mutual
respect.

Therefore it seems that Tolkien’s views aboutifdighip are mirrored in his
masterpiecelhe Lord of the Ring®s the friendships in the books seem to be mainly
based on love, loyalty, honesty and mutual respdtth are factors that Tolkien seems
to have valued highly in his own relationshipsstypical for the friends in the books,
to value each other higher than they value theraselnd John Bunyan'’s description of
Christina’s friendship imThe Pilgrim’s Progresseems to fit almost perfectly to most of
the friendship in Tolkien’s novel:

They seemed to be a terror one to the other; &irthiey could not see that glory

each one on herself which they could see in eduodr.oNow, therefore, they

began to esteem each other better than thems§évey.
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