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Posthumanism, Post- This paper examines Brave New World through the philosophical lens of
Anthropocentrism, post-anthropocentrism, a critical dimension of posthumanism that
Humanism, Anthropos, challenges the historically privileged centrality of the human. Drawing
Technological Reproduction, upon conceptual shifts described in contemporary posthuman theory—
Subjectivity, Dualism, such as the destabilisation of the Anthropos, the movement beyond
Brave New World Cartesian dualisms, and the reconfiguration of selfhood through

technological and cultural forces—the study argues that Huxley’s novel
anticipates the posthuman critique of human exceptionalism. The World
State’s systemic deployment of ectogenesis, genetic engineering, and
neo-Pavlovian conditioning transforms the human subject into a
technologically mediated entity, dissolving the metaphysical autonomy
traditionally associated with the rational individual. In Huxley’s dystopia,
life is not the outcome of natural evolution but the product of deliberate
design, thereby undermining the hierarchical distinctions between human
and non-human. The paper contends that the novel’s representation of
standardised bodies, mechanised consciousness, and socially engineered
hierarchies exemplifies the philosophical displacement of the human
from its classical position of authority. Through this post-anthropocentric
reading, Brave New World emerges as a critical exploration of the
dissolution of human centrality in an increasinglytechnologized world
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Introduction

Posthumanism emerges as a philosophical, historical, and cultural response to the profound shifts that
have unsettled the traditional category of the human. Far from being a stable or universal notion, the
human is a historically specific construction—one that privileged rationality, autonomy, and
individualism while systematically excluding the non-human, the non-living, and those who fell
outside dominant cultural frameworks. Francesca Ferrando identifies posthumanism as a
constellation of evolving intellectual movements, observing that —philosophical posthumanism is
flourishing ... _post-s‘: from postmodern to post-postmodern, from postcolonial to post-capitalist,
from post-feminist to post-racial, from post- democracy to the hyperbolic post-truth, and so onl
(654). Her articulation reveals both the breadth and internal dynamism of posthumanism, which
refuses reductive categorisation or disciplinary confinement. A central task of posthumanism is the
deconstruction of anthropos itself. Historically, the term did not refer to all human beings but to a
culturally sanctioned subset. The ancient Greco-Roman concept of anthropos allowed inclusion only
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of those who were human but not divine, Greek or Roman but not —other,l and educated or
paideia-trained—thus establishing a strict regime of belonging (130). This exclusivity fostered
hierarchical binaries that later manifested as racism, sexism, ethnocentrism, and speciesism.
The embeddedness of these biases is illuminated through historical examples such as —Rome
versus the Visigoths, Ancient Egypt versus the Hyksos, Aztecs versus the Spaniards,| where the
designation of

—civilizationl and —barbarianl shifted depending upon who held cultural dominance (89). Such
hierarchies reveal that the human has long been defined by exclusion rather than universality.
Posthumanism challenges this legacy by rethinking consciousness, identity, and being beyond
anthropocentric limits. The philosophical shift is marked by a turn towards relational and collective
forms of existence. The concept of autopoesis raises two critical questions—whether material
embodiment is necessary for life and whether hierarchies of quality or class can be sustained.
Posthuman philosophy answers the first in the affirmative and the second in the negative,
extending the notion of life to non- biological entities. As Ferrando explains, posthumanism
—attributes _the notion of life to non-biological being as well‘l (2934). This shift dismantles
species boundaries and redefines life as a spectrum of interrelations rather than a fixed biological
essence.

Such rethinking of selfhood is further deepened by Merleau-Ponty‘s notion of the —Enworlded self|
which dissolves the division between mind and world, and Husserl‘s transcendental ego, which
merges with embodiment. Donna Haraway advances this relational ontology through her concept
of —sympoesis,| meaning —making-with,| explicitly rejecting any model of autonomous self-
production: —I do not think | should ever use the notion of self-organization, because that cannot
be the case. Operationally it is impossiblel (2969). Francisco Varela reinforces this view by
asserting that cognition is —not to be understood as a representation of the world out there but
rather as an ongoing bringing-forth of a world, through the very process of living itselfl (2969).
These ideas collectively demonstrate that posthumanism reframes being as co-emergent,
interdependent, and situated within a network of material, biological, and technological agencies.
The movement from humanism to posthumanism is therefore both a critique and an evolution. It
emerges through engagements with postmodernism, structuralism, and post-structuralism, which
dismantled notions of fixed centres and universal truths. Rosi Braidotti captures this multiplicity
when she describes posthumanism as —the convergence of resonating causes and issues; a zigzag
patternl (218). The destabilisation of human-centered discourse gives rise to questions concerning
the future of humanity in technologically saturated worlds. Indeed, the anxiety of modernity is
vividly captured in the recognition that —[f]ear ... is the very basis and foundation of modern life.
Fear of the much-touted technology which, while it raises our standard of living, increases the
probability of our violently dying. Fear of science which takes away with one hand even more than
what it so profusely gives with the otherl (37).

Within this conceptual terrain, literary dystopias provide fertile ground for exploring the
philosophical implications of posthumanism. They dramatise the dissolution of human autonomy,
the rise of technocultural systems, and the collapse of anthropocentric certainties. It is in this context
that the present study positions Aldous Huxley‘s Brave New World. By interrogating the novel
through the lens of post- anthropocentrism—a core dimension of posthuman thought—this research
asks how Huxley‘s imagined society destabilises the centrality of the human and anticipates a future
in which the human becomes one figure among many within a broader posthuman continuum.
Brave New World presents a dystopian future governed by the World State, a global regime that
achieves stability through scientific control, technological reproduction, and psychological
conditioning. Natural birth has been abolished; human beings are artificially produced through
processes such as Bokanovskification and the Podsnap Technique, ensuring a predetermined
number of identical embryos and an inflexible caste hierarchy. From the moment of conception,
individuals are engineered to occupy social positions—Alphas at the top, followed by Betas,
Gammas, Deltas, and Epsilons—each biologically and mentally conditioned to accept their allotted
functions without question.

The society maintains order through neo-Pavlovian conditioning, hypnopaedic instruction, and the
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widespread use of soma, a state-distributed drug that eliminates emotional discomfort and
suppresses independent thought. Pleasure, consumption, and conformity are cultivated as civic
virtues, replacing individuality, familial bonds, spiritual life, and intellectual depth. In this
meticulously engineered world, history is erased, art is sterilised, and personal agency is dissolved
into collective stability.

The narrative follows Bernard Marx, an Alpha who feels alienated due to his physical and
psychological deviation from societal norms. His growing sense of self-doubt and dissatisfaction
leads him to the Savage Reservation, where natural life persists in stark contrast to the World State‘s
sterile artificiality. Bernard encounters John, —the Savage,l who embodies values of individuality,
suffering, and moral introspection shaped by Shakespearean literature. When John is brought to
London, his inability to accept the shallow pleasures and mechanised existence of the World State
exposes the profound ethical and existential void underlying its apparent harmony. Ultimately,
John‘s rejection of this civilization, and his tragic fate, underscore the novel‘s powerful critique of
a society that sacrifices humanity for stability.

Through its exploration of engineered bodies, controlled desires, and mechanised social order, Brave
New World offers a chilling meditation on the consequences of subordinating human complexity
to technological and ideological imperatives. The technological and ideological order imagined in
Brave New World reveals a civilisation that has decisively abandoned the humanist conception of
the autonomous, self-determining individual. Post-anthropocentrism becomes central for
interpreting this shift, for it interrogates humanity‘s long-standing assumption of centrality and
examines how new biotechnological and cultural conditions displace the human from its privileged
philosophical position. The novel presents bodies not as natural organisms but as artefacts of
industrial procedure, —one egg, one embryo, one adult— normality. But a bokanovskified egg will
bud, will proliferate, will dividel (6). This mechanisation of reproduction dissolves the biological
uniqueness once associated with humanity. When the Director proudly announces the efficiency of
mass production——Standard men and women; in uniform batchesl|

(5) —he frames life not as a natural emergence but as a reproducible commodity. Under post-
anthropocentric scrutiny, this mechanisation is not merely a scientific development; it represents
the collapse of human exceptionalism. Life is no longer sacred or privileged but interchangeable,
scalable, and subordinate to the needs of the State.

The novel‘s system of conditioning further illustrates how the human is transformed into a
programmable entity rather than a moral agent. Infants subjected to —Neo-Pavlovian conditioning]|
(20) develop emotional reflexes engineered to ensure conformity. Books and nature provoke fear;
machinery and consumption trigger pleasure. In place of interior moral development, the State
manufactures responses that align perfectly with social utility. A theoretical insight clarifies this
transformation: —anthropocentrically, a character, by birth, may be the _subjective I° but, as he/she
grew up, the circumstances, the cultural impact, and his/her consciousness build up the objective
I/self, and this is what is called post-anthropocentrisml (2944). In other words, consciousness is not
the sovereign expression of a rational soul but the contingent result of environmental and ideological
shaping. Post-anthropocentrism thus illuminates how the State‘s conditioning apparatus erases the
metaphysical centre of the human subject.

This erosion of autonomy is reinforced by the ubiquity of soma, the State‘s biochemical regulator
of emotion. When Lenina remarks, —A gramme is better than a damnl (55), she demonstrates how
deeply the drug has replaced emotional resilience with chemical pacification. The population no
longer suffers, reflects, or questions; discomfort is neutralised before it can crystallise into
introspection. The theoretical warning that —Rational thinking means rejecting blind faith and the
passive, comfortable thinking that leads to dogma, conformity, and stagnation... Rational thinkers
accept no final intellectual authorityl (Moore 210) becomes inverted in Huxley‘s world. Here,
comfort itself becomes a mechanism of conformity, and the absence of suffering ensures the absence
of moral or intellectual striving. With soma erasing emotional depth, the human collapses into a state
of passive contentment, perfectly aligned with post-anthropocentric critiques that reject the
privileged centrality of the human mind.

The caste system marks the next stage in the dismantling of anthropocentrism. Humanism
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historically insisted—at least philosophically—on a shared human essence. Huxley replaces this
with a taxonomy of engineered types. The Director explains Epsilons with chilling precision: —We
predestine and condition. We decant our babies as socialized human beings... as Alphas or
Epsilonsl (13). Their bodies are deliberately stunted: —Epsilons don‘t need human intelligencel (15).
Under a post-anthropocentric reading, this engineered hierarchy reveals that the category of the human
is neither stable nor universal; it is subject to ideological design. Aristotle once divided souls into
vegetative, animal, and rational, privileging the rational as uniquely human. Such a framework
supported centuries of anthropocentric hierarchy. But in Huxley*‘s world, the —rational soull is no
longer a natural attribute but a prescribed function; even Alphas possess no autonomy, for their
intelligence exists solely to maintain the system. The State‘s intervention in biology makes clear that
what humanism called —rationalityl is here nothing more than a state-assigned capacity,
reinforcing the posthuman insight that the human is a contingent effect of structures rather than a
metaphysical truth.

Mass replication further dissolves individuality: in one image, workers in the Hatchery describe
—the ninety-Six identical twins working ninety-six identical machinesl (7). This vision of
industrialised uniformity undermines the humanist belief in the person as a unique moral and
intellectual entity. When existence is reproducible at scale, and when consciousness is conditioned
into sameness, individuality becomes not an essence but an anomaly. This aligns with Ferrando‘s
insight into posthuman ontology, where the —post-anthropos is a condition of _one/many,* ... a
pluralistic monism or a monistic pluralisml (2938). Huxley‘s world enacts this multiplicity
negatively: individuality dissolves not into a rich diversity of forms but into interchangeable
sameness. The plurality is not ontological richness but manufactured uniformity.

Bernard Marx emerges as a figure whose deviation exposes the fragility of the humanist subject.
Engineered as an Alpha yet physically smaller and psychologically hesitant, Bernard senses a
disjunction between his assigned identity and his lived experience. When he confesses, —I am I, and
I wish | weren‘tl (64), his crisis reflects the collapse of a stable, coherent self. His sense of isolation
IS not a manifestation of metaphysical individuality but a malfunction within the States system of
production. Bernard‘s ambivalence toward pleasure, his discomfort with communal norms, and his
desire for solitude mark him as aberrant. His deviation reveals that identity in the World State is
valuable only insofar as it contributes to social stability. Individual interiority has no worth beyond
system functionality.

The theoretical framework reinforces Bernard‘s significance. The claim that the self is neither
fixed nor singula——That the self was not the same; / Single nature‘s double name / Neither two nor
one was call‘dl (160)—echoes posthuman critiques of essentialist subjectivity. Bernard‘s instability
thus exemplifies post- anthropocentric identity: fragmented, contingent, and shaped by forces
beyond the self. His failure to embody the State‘s ideal form exposes the system‘s dependence on
uniformity and its intolerance of deviation. Bernard does not represent a triumphant return of
humanist individuality; rather, he poses a structural threat that must be corrected, contained, or
neutralised.

John, the Savage, intensifies this crisis by introducing alternative conceptions of humanity‘s
purpose. His reading of Shakespeare fosters an understanding of life grounded in suffering,
consciousness, and ethical striving. Through him, the novel confronts the philosophical question of
whether human flourishing requires more than comfort and stability. John articulates a deeply non-
anthropocentric perspective when he insists that —the purpose of life was not the maintenance of
well-being, but some intensification and refining of consciousness, some enlargement of
knowledgel (154-55). In posthuman terms, this reflects the possibility that consciousness may
evolve beyond utilitarian structures, embracing complexity and uncertainty. John‘s resistance
reveals the limits of a society that denies the human the right to evolve intellectually and
emotionally.

The novel‘s treatment of nature further destabilises anthropocentric assumptions. Natural
environments, once sites of human meaning and spiritual renewal, are rendered obsolete. Citizens are
conditioned to reject the countryside, as —they would never be attracted by naturel (22). Nature is
redefined as economically and ideologically inefficient; it offers no consumption, no predictability,
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and no control. The States hostility toward the natural world embodies a profound philosophical
rupture. Vital materialism challenges anthropocentrism by insisting that non-human entities possess
agency and vibrancy: —vital materialists ... treat non-humans—animals, plants, earth, even
artefacts and commodities—more carefully, more strategically, more ecologicallyl (Bennett 2010).
Huxley‘s regime does the opposite. It annihilates any bond between humans and the non-human
world, replacing organic complexity with engineered environments.

This erasure also extends to death, once a profound existential moment that affirmed human
vulnerability and dignity. In the World State, death is sterilised: —Children are death-conditionedl
(199), taught to associate dying with comfort and distraction. The humanist reverence for mortality
dissipates. Death carries no metaphysical weight; it is merely the termination of a functional
organism. This trivialisation exemplifies the post-anthropocentric critigue of human
exceptionalism: if death holds no more meaning for humans than for machines, then humanity‘s
existential privileges evaporate.

The ideological apparatus of stability consolidates the displacement of the human. As Mustapha
Mond asserts, —People are happy; they get what they want, and they never want what they can‘t
getl (220). His claim——No civilization without stability. No stability without individual stabilityl
(36)—expresses the philosophical foundation of the State: happiness replaces freedom; conformity
replaces curiosity; predictability replaces moral striving. The critical observation that —science and
technology... had been made for man, not as though man were to be adapted and enslaved to theml
(Huxley, Foreword xliii) is reversed in this society. Humanity has become subordinate to the
systems it created. The tools invented to serve human needs now define human existence.
Post-anthropocentrism thus clarifies the stakes of Huxley‘s dystopia. The novel does not merely
depict the loss of individuality or the dangers of totalitarian control; it portrays the metamorphosis of
the human into a posthuman condition devoid of depth, autonomy, or transcendence. The
philosophical critique that

—_being® ... means existence or _human beingness‘; a human beingness is like a parasite that kills
and destroys everything in its path over timel (2958) finds ironic embodiment in the World State.
Humanity has not transcended its destructive tendencies but has replaced older forms of
domination with subtler, more pervasive ones. The human is no longer a moral or intellectual centre
but an engineered vessel devoid of spiritual or existential weight.

By merging biotechnological power, ideological conditioning, and engineered emotion, Brave New
World presents a world in which the humanist framework has been replaced by post-
anthropocentric dynamics. The novel enacts a civilisation where the human is neither sovereign
nor unique, where life is designed rather than lived, and where consciousness is regulated rather
than cultivated. This transformation demonstrates the full implications of decentering the human:
once humanity relinquishes its privileged position, it may become indistinguishable from the
technological systems that shape it.

The world imagined in Brave New World reveals the full philosophical implications of a society
that has relinquished humanist assumptions in favour of technological determinism and systemic
stability. By transforming reproduction into industrial procedure, conditioning consciousness
through behavioural engineering, and dissolving emotional depth with biochemical intervention, the
World State dismantles the foundational premises that once elevated humanity above other forms of
life. The resulting civilisation embodies a post-anthropocentric order in which human
distinctiveness no longer serves as a meaningful category. Life is classified, modified, and assigned
according to utilitarian imperatives, and identity becomes a function of design rather than an
expression of inner autonomy. Bernard Marx‘s troubled sense of self exemplifies this shift: his
deviation exposes the fragility of individuality in a world where the value of the person is defined by
systemic coherence rather than inherent worth.

The novel‘s eradication of nature, intimacy, suffering, and existential reflection further signals the
collapse of the humanist subject. When the natural world becomes irrelevant, when relationships
lack depth, and when death itself is trivialised, the human loses its privileged metaphysical
position. Huxley depicts a civilisation that has replaced the complexities of human experience with
a sterile harmony grounded in predictability and pleasure. This transformation illustrates the
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consequences of a society that embraces the technological capacity to shape life while ignoring the
ethical dimensions of such power. A post- anthropocentric reading thus reveals Brave New World
not merely as a dystopian narrative but as a profound meditation on the future of humanity in an age
of escalating technological influence. The novel confronts the possibility that once humanity
relinquishes its centrality—biological, moral, and existential— it may be unable to reclaim the depth,
richness, and vulnerability that once defined human life.
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