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ABSTRACT

Obijectification is unacceptable in any civilizedninan society, in fact the modern society encourdgeslictum
of individuals and focus on individual rights agsircollective will fast overruling the subjectivitd the human race.
But the present study elucidates a disturbing discp of the pathetic nature of man observed froeahalysis of George
Orwell's 1984 and Suzanne Collins’s The Hunger Garshallenging the ambitious narrative of the indial.
Dystopian authors play the significant role of foasters who warn on the destructive tendenciebérsbciety to realize
and adopt emergency remedial measures upon pregalticiopolitical cynicism in society but their adtcautioning also
falls under the critical suspicion of subjectivityloreover, this study focuses on relating the pngbcase of man’s

objectification as pervasive for his harmoniousiabexistence contributing order and stability incsety.
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INTRODUCTION

The dictum of sociology on the differentiation midividualism and collectivism is quite contradigtoin a
dystopian perspective. Individualism defines indial as an independent entity of the human sodieityking on its own,
taking decisions and being responsible for it; whil collectivism the individual is bound by thentking of the various
influential groups and are forced to get along. weer, the critical reading of dystopian novels dsaattention to a
different perceptive with regard to the real natoféndividual and existence of individualism. Thikilosophical inquiry
is the very purpose of the dystopian protagonists undertake a journey of finding one’s self ang tnature of existence

against a state of oppression and humiliationeahtimds of the totalitarian regimes.

Dystopian novels, always set in the future wagerst the horrors of totalitarianism, conditionimganipulation,
oppression, and the various socio-political idei@sghat pave way for the victimization of masdbg; warning stems
from the fear of the present rightly poised forl@eli future. The dystopian authors lament the plgjhihe individual who
is mostly ignorant of the scope of individual rigtsind is lost in the social rituals which are adated as habits, to form
the very persona. The compromises one willingly esakn the words of a dystopian author, is the ipassxistence of

humans manipulated or conditioned by the totafitaforces.

The present study looks at the nature of collestiviand individualism on account of two selectedtapian
novels, George Orwell'sl984 and Suzanne Collins’'The Hunger Gameso understand and relate the scope of

individuality in a rather collective world. The pdsophical theories put forward by Louis Althusser “Ideology”,
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“Individuality”, and “ldeological State Apparatusesids in substantiating the research problem. ddgtof these two
dystopian novels and the philosophical theorieslavdelp in identifying the relevance of the exigtinotions on the

paradigm of individuality and thereby facilitateshaping a radical judgment on the fragile natdnd® existing ideology.
Political Dystopia in 1984

George Orwell’'sl984is a chilling account of political despair thatigtrated him throughout his life and career.
Born in British India, he started his career a#iter of the Imperial Police in Burma where haltmdilemma over the
superiority of his race maintained against the htligf the natives and the blind indoctrination bé tpopulace who
themselves justify the coming of British as forithgood. Orwell always had this struggle of righisness which he
couldn’t easily solve and was a lifetime chaseid@ological stability precipitated through his Wwirgs speaking volumes
on the individual crisis which he identified astbke whole humanity. The Spanish civil war and thiated political
treachery also left him socially and politicallytkzed, though he was ignorant about the largeitigall conflicts of
powerful nations involved in it. Orwell once wrate his essayWhy | Writethat “every line of serious work that | have
written since 1936 has been writtenagainsttotalitarianism and for democratic socialism” (@HyWhy | Writep.6). He

was basically a humanist also, as identified framnarratives of his fictional and non-fictional nks.

1984 published in 1949 draws the picture of a post-apgdic England, “Airstrip One” where the citizease
subjected to atrocities of the state. The postading “Big Brother is Watching You” (Orwell984 p.3) assures that the
citizens are under his mighty care however remigdite constant surveillance for which the “telesafeis in place. This
dual essence is there with the ideology of the faimistries of the State Oceania; the slogans efarty; the rituals; and
other ideological institutions. “The Ministry of @ith, which concerned itself with news, entertaintneducation and fine
arts” is concerned mainly at rewriting history, whéVinston Smith, the dystopian hero works, the iMig is primarily
focused on the creation of a new language “Newspedled at minimizing the use of words and therdfiing the
significance of language itself. Education is imeliwith the requirements of the Party, where childare taught to spy on
people including their parents. “The Ministry ofdee”, is concerned about war. “The Ministry of Loweaintained law
and order” and the Ministry of Plenty was respolesfor economic affairs” where thriftiness was ahd “and made sure

about the rationing of essentials” (Orwédl984 p.6).

Winston knows that everything is wrong and life cantainly be better, but his likes who realize thal state of
events are a few. The majority population are fReles” who are living in blissful ignorance, poyeand suppression,
the government of Oceania, one of the three pregirad Airstrip One providing them cheap entertaintnbave let them
almost free, certainly at times make them awarehtiteors of the war the state is defending by docas$ droppings of
bombs and havoc; the droppings obviously in thetepston of enemy. Orwell pities this condition dfetProles,
“The masses never revolt of their own accord, &y hever revolt merely because they are oppregs@udivell, 1984
p.216). The proletarians, “Left to themselves, thall continue from generation to generation andnir century to
century, working, breeding and dying, not only with any impulse to rebel, but without the poweigadsping that the
world could be better than this” (Orwel984 p.219). Most of the Outer Party members, the sedable population, are
just like Mr. Parsons who upon his punishment imistry of Love for “thought crime” where he was tasted by his little
daughter for saying “Down with Big Brother” in hé¢eep is remorseful “Yes | said that! Said it ogad over again... Do

you know what | am going to say to them when | gdbefore the tribunal? ‘Thank You, I'm going to s&hank you for
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saving me before it was too late™; moreover Mrrdoas is proud of his daughter, her action shows tite father has
“brought her up in the right spirit” (Orwell,984 p.245)

And then there are people like Syme who openlycaxé the Party to “vapourise” one fine morning andbe
declared an “unperson”, one who never existed.984Winston one of the freethinking men like Syme ine@gcia dare
writing a diary of his thoughts, very much like Gathwho was writing an account against totalitariandencies in world
politics in the first half of twentieth century. &@hmasters of Oceania are the inner party membkes Qi'Brien,
who rule Oceania in the name of Big Brother. TheelnParty members are “held together” by the adioeréo a common
doctrine” (Orwell,1984 p.217), who are insane about the doctrine andesgpothers to follow it because the reasoning
capacity and logic of the inner party member isficmu merely to the doctrine. The ideology of thatl put forward by
O'Brien in his dialogue with Winston in the Minigtof Love are utterances of deep ideological indoation where the
person on the other side, the sane, wonders howotovince this lunatic who poses as equally readenab
O’ Brien preaches Winston on “reality”: “Realityists in the human mind, and nowhere else. Noténitldividual mind
that can make mistakes, and in any case soon psriginly in the mind of the Party, which is colieet and
immortal”’(Orwell, 1984 p.261). Orwell’'s panic on collectivism is apparémroughout the novel and surfaces as party
opinions in the conversation between O’'Brien anchdMin: “The first thing you must realise is thatyeo is collective.
The individual has power in so far as he ceasdsetan individual. You know the Party slogan: ‘Freedis Slavery'.”
(Orwell, 1984 p. 276-77)

The Hunger GamesA Young Adult Dystopian Fiction

Suzanne Collins, the daughter of a Vietham Warraetestarted her career as children’s writer, latere she
switched to serious writing througthe Hunger Gamegpopularized as a new type of novel belongindhetYoung Adult
Dystopian Fiction”, the author easily assimilathd trend to follow with two more books to the serie make it a trilogy.
The victimization of Katniss, the main charactettia novel and the author, Suzanne Collins expuse¢lated dystopian

settings, one real and the other imaginary.

In the “Reaping” for Hunger Games, Katniss volundéeberself as a tribute replacing her younger rsiste
Prim. Reaping is “both a time for repentance aria for thanks”, ‘repentance’ for the uprisingtbe districts against
Capitol, seventy five years ago, and ‘thanks’ fbe tlives spared to suffer in hunger and horror led games”.
(Collins, The Hunger Game®.19) Katniss is soon alienated from her peoptéldie of District 12, now she is a tribute in
the Games, she acquires a new identity, a challéargehich one derives untapped energy, enthusiasth strategies.
Katniss’s individuality and personal dispositiorifshfrom one to another; from that of a poor sebj@a District 12 to an
important pawn of the Capitol in the Games and@nstcontender of the district to bring riches teetthe appetite of its

people.

The Games in the novel is a fictitious version afdern day television reality games just like tharivor” a
U S series in CBS; but coupled with inspirationnirikoman Gladiator Games and the Greek myth of Munmoand
Theseus. From the myth Collins draws the themmmdifidual will compromised for the collective witf the society,
where the tributes are forced to participate or districts are forced to send their young onestfair sustenance,

through the ritualistic lottery practice inspiretbrh Shirley Jackson’s short story, “The Lotterytofh the Roman
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Gladiator Games Collins drew the archetypal sefwchman to indulge in deadly adventurous games lwihiave a so-

called civilized form in the modern day reality si®) the author is awestruck, realizing the neglgiifferences it make.

Neither the Capitol people nor those in the didricave any scope of free thinking; their indivililyaand
self esteem seldom get a chance to evolve. Thatmigthe districts is survival, they just wantftdfill their basic need,
and are incapable of any agitation against the tGlapihe Capitol people live a life of “distractigh through
entertainment, often undergoing cosmetic surgeidesappearance and are victims of “Capitol life”passive to the
predicament and killings of the tributes, in fawy look forward to the annual entertainment jik&t the Romans awaited
and cheered the Gladiator Games. Both in the Qaguith the districts people take the Games as nanotahinking about
any possible alternative ways of life and existerices when she volunteers herself as a tribuéé¢ Katniss applies some
reasonable thinking about the possible changesctirabe brought to the life of her likes. She tta@s up an individual

rebellion against the Capitol just like Thesues whoided to put an end to the annual sacrifice itwohdur.
Objectification

It shall be a common understanding that generaligrye human considers other humans as objects unless
something is required from these “objects”, theh&wt. This is how the inner party members like GéBr considers the
outer party members like Winston and Syme; andéstengly both inner party and outer party memliei the Proles as
objects, a large number of people living an anistalilife. This has no difference the Hunger Gamealso, the people of
the Capitol consider the inhabitants of the dir&s objects, and in the perspective of peoptaerdistricts the Capitol
citizens watching the Games are objects impassigelrutal torture of their likes. The “objectstriwut to be “subjects”
when they endorse an ideology;1ii84 Winston is realized as a subject of the ideologlfprward by the revolutionary
leader, Emmanuel Goldstein when he recounts higwewf Goldstein’s book, “The Theory and PractideOdigarchical

Collectivism:

The book fascinated him, or more exactly it reasgunim... It said what he would
have said, if it had been possible for him to setseattered thoughts in order. It was
the product of a mind similar to his own, but enously more powerful, more
systematic, less fear-ridden. The best books, heeped, are those that tell you what
you know already. (Orwelll984 p.208)

Interestingly this is the right example of an @bje transition, transformation and identificationto a subject
best explained by Orwell in his novel. An objectegothrough experiences from his premises to asgenitertain
ideologies to identify his new form of subjectivitgne could have been an object or subject beftiehadepends on the
social, economic, political, cultural, religiouggional, physical, psychological and similar backgnds he belong to.
It is then Winston realizes and dares to writeiswdiary the dual stand of the Party which is ict fr the suppression of
all its members including the likes of O'Brien thigh ideological indoctrination. He shockingly idiéies the terrible
nature of objectification of the masses in Oceaniahe collective personae and psyche. The realizahe book of
Goldstein provides is a realisation of liberal lilewarless world, which promise more food, pransior state permitted

sex and scope for self-development and conterifeof |
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The case of Katniss Everdeen also is not differemt and the people of the poor districts liverimigive life,
hunting for food, bartering the hunt for other edgids which nature hasn’t got in readiness. Wken she is dragged into
the scene of “Hunger Games” she identifies herdiliigation by the Capitol, realizing her as a béthe districts and a
pawn set by the Capitol in the Games. But she woes to be an object in the hands of the Capit@naghe is proud
about her appearances and the impact she has matie audience as a strong contender. She alomgReieta slowly
challenges the Capitol through their actions butmfrse sustaining the scope of entertainmentexfism and a newfound
passionate love. Bthe Hunger Gamesilogy also goes from one form of subjectivitydaother where President Snow
of the Capitol is replaced by a new ruler, the mgjaf the population is kept in darkness upon itbalities on political
shifts and bombings; Katniss is leading the revoiytshe is the “face” of revolution, once agaipawn, now of the
revolutionaries, shifting between an object andilgiect or from one form of subjectivity to anoth&he case of Suzanne
Collins also is similar, when she is a mere objectthe hands of her motivators, proven from thet fd@at she
acknowledges her as a writer for Young Adults, bridging the serials to form a trilogy, more fotenmainment than for

information and empowerment against ideologicaboidnation.

Now let's analyse and evaluate how the statuseifigoan “object” is differentiated from being a bgect”.
“Object” and “Subject” are two different perspeetivof the same existence. Every human consideesdther” as an
“object” till the object is required for somethingor example, the common man consider prisonemer® objects,
when they complain that the government is unneciésspending so much money on them facilitatingrthwith shelter,
food, counseling etc and making them live bettdélr dat of our money). Parents consider childrenoagects for the
accomplishment of their aspirations and dreams; swsider woman as an object, full of life, whileeking sexual
pleasure. Objectification of woman has been widbscussed but the present study proposes to wiinspectrum of
application of the theory of objectification. Taginhe case of children, they are trained and cameitl by parents,
teachers, elders, institutions and society at |dogewvay of rituals, practices and notions that fzbituated and make the

personae. Every person identifies his self as ddrftom these habituated practices.

Religion can be taken as one of the most appanmstittition in history that habituate, make humaljescts of the
religious ideologies to lead a set way of life.hird person perspective of an atheist or an aniagon even a subject of
another religion may find the devotees who obséizarre practices of a particular religion as otgeghile the person
who follows them find themselves as subjects of itteplogy and those who are champion practitiorsees original
subjects who make sure of the allegiance of theroflubjects, and the subjects who once in a wheleoime over
conscious of their own practices and find themselabenated from “real nature of reality” considbemselves as
individuals, like Winston Smith and George Orwehavrealize there could be better ways of life bbtatvand how is
unknown. One human considers “the other” or thejeot as a “subject” when he really wants sometHirogn him to
follow his ideology of one nature or another. Litdy man cannot help himself from becoming a subjetess he became
conscious of his real nature of existence and ttierbreality of habituation which seldom peopl¢éaat and adhere to,
however the realization can only facilitate a db&at life in a collective world, which shall providelfilment for the

person and suspicion for others.
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CONCLUSIONS

The present study discloses the curious case @élsaccord against dystopian agony. The dystopiatihors
lament the oppression of individuals at the harfdetalitarian authorities and they cry for fredlwind right to expression
for individuals. But what will happen if everyonasthe right to have free will and free expresstben humans shall
need their own territory, then to whom shall thepress, so society is inevitable, obviously ma isocial animal, a
society will be of total chaos if it is of free in@luals, so there is regulation for harmony, thaises the question of rights
and equality; inevitably authority is needed topiement these, the authority prefers hierarchysfocial order; and
hierarchical practices and ideological indoctrioa$i of various institutions established by the anities for practice and
execution of power facilitates objectification ihetlong run. Social accord or social harmony Bvitable for the
sustenance of human society, so totalitarianismhtrégrface occasionally when a society is goingugh deep political
trouble or when there is a political disillusionmesr sectarian tensions threatening to lead to nummaplications.
These are the times when some kind of a new idgoldtch is best expected to solve the problemsweasto bring social

order. History stands witness of such evolutionsleblogy which bring more harm than good.

To summarize, dystopia is essential for sociakégrdithout social order the world won't be a hapggcure place
to belong to. So what is a man’s requirement fopia, it could be a dream where the elements ofeggion are minimal,
however any “individual”, if any, would find utop&so as a dystopia with too many rules to obstrvead a monotonous
uniform life amidst a possibility of vast diversitsthough it would be fine for the “subjects”. Liéan only be beautiful if
there is diversity in existence and these divasitivhen turn out to be oppression, exploitation arahipulation of
“the other” can lead to dystopia; unhappy and unsature of existence. Social agreement of celdais is inevitable in
any society for harmonious existence; so the hapebe in a diverse society with less dystopian efgmwhich facilitates

better scope for humanism.
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