
 
The relationship between the seemingly interlinked notions of suppression and retaliation are 
explored intensively by both authors of Stasiland and Never Let Me Go, who both use the 
fictional and historical experiences of individuals under such regimes to highlight the 
complex nature of humanity’s inability to survive under oppression. Funder’s Stasiland 
depicts the greed of humanity for power, and how it leads to the oppression of one’s own 
people, eventually resulting in the collapse of the regime. Ishiguro’s Never Let Me Go, 
mirrors Funder’s commentary on the nature of the suppression of autonomy that the clones 
face contrasting the all-controlling Stasi with the deeply entrenched desire of individuals to 
maintain their individuality whilst facing such oppression. At its core, both Funder and 
Ishiguro reflect on the inability of humans to deal with having their individuality and freedoms 
stripped from them.  
 
To achieve their desired outcomes, both governing bodies employ surveillance and 
propaganda as a means of control. In Stasiland, Funder highlights the intrusiveness of the 
psychical surveillance, through facts that there is “one Stasi officer for every sixty-three 
people” and about “one informer for every 6.5 citizens.” What makes the GDR perhaps one 
of, if not the “most perfected surveillance state of all time”, is its high involvement by not just 
the authority in surveillance, but also the general populous. This overt knowledge of the 
constant spying is starkly contrasted with Ishiguro’s representation of a more discreet form of 
surveillance in Never Let Me Go, where the confrontation between the authority and the 
clones, is often avoided. This is demonstrated by the lack of books like Sherlock Holmes, 
where the “main characters smoked too much.” Therefore, rather than the clones, being 
aware of them being watched, as opposed to the citizens of the GDR, Ishiguro, paints the 
authority of Hailsham is far more implicit in its surveillance, in comparison to the Stasi and its 
network of informers. In addition to the surveillance, both authorities utilize propaganda, as a 
means of quelling sedition. In Stasiland, this is again, overt, and many of the citizens are 
aware of the use of propaganda where people like Von-Schnitzler and Herr Winz denounce 
capitalism and praise communism. With claims of how capitalism is “exploitation… unfair 
{and} brutal” and how there is “no unemployment” in the GDR, the Stasi aim to restrict 
autonomy and indoctrinate East Germans into believing these statements. The guardians 
however, employ a different use of propaganda, however with the same intention of 
restraining autonomy. The use of euphemisms throughout the Clones lives, with phrases 
such as “donate” and “complete” serve a strikingly similar purpose as in Staliland, where the 
authority wants the people to act in a particular manner restraining individual thought and 
curbing sedition, in order to extend the longevity of their individual regimes. Although not as 
rudimentary as the outright lies told by the Stasi, these euphemisms, serve to indoctrinate 
the clones on a much more subdued manner than the Stasi. 
 
The result of the surveillance and the propaganda of both regimes, both residents, in the 
short term endure the trauma, in desperation to survive. In Stasiland, where the citizens are 
those subject to constant suffering from the torture and the intrusion into their lives, they 
have no other option than to conform to the needs of the regime. This is seen in no greater 
detail than in Hagen Koch, when his “world br[eaks] apart” when he sees the divorce papers, 
from his wife, that the Stasi made her sign. Despite this emotional torment, when finding out 
she was forced to sign by the Stasi, Koch re-joins the Stasi, to avoid any further “disciplinary 
proceedings.” In a similar fashion, yet to more of an extent. The clones choose to live out the 
lives set out for them, by society, with no signs of rebellion, unlike in the GDR. Kathy’s 
passivity to the notion of donating her organs, is a representation of all of the clones, in that 
it is what they “were supposed to be doing”. As a result of the aforementioned indoctrination, 
this only “fe[els] right” to the clones, and they accept their fate. Those in the GDR that don’t 



conform, have different methods of coping in the short term and when they are forced into a 
position where their only means of survival is to suppress their memories and “rework their 
past”. The deliberate changing of the “grit that rubs in you” until it is as “smooth as a pearl” is 
how the citizens of the GDR act to forget the horrific suffering that they endure. Unlike the 
citizens of the GDR, the clones, don’t rewrite their memories, but rather opt to live out 
fantasy lives, where they pretend as if everything is fine. Kathy chooses to accept the 
“invisible reins” from Ruth and live in her “fantasy” making it last “as long as possible” as a 
means to escape the mundanity of life at Hailsham. 
 
The ultimate result of such regimes when they restrain human autonomy is rebellion. Funder 
detains Miriam’s memories of her 16 year-old rebellious self with her attempts to “climb the 
wall”, in which it was made in a direct response to the stark oppression of freedom. She 
justifies these actions by claiming it is “hard to live in a society if you can’t subordinate 
yourself to authority”. Such actions taken by a teenager in the face of a powerful regime 
such as the Stasi, only serves to explicate the lengths that humans will go to when their 
freedom is suppressed by others. While actions of rebellion were far more physical and 
outright in behaviour in the GDR, Never Let Me Go, demonstrates a subtle approach to 
rebelling. This is done through their “dream of being able to defer.” Whereas, people like 
Miriam act against the authority in the GDR, with her own intention, the clones believe that 
they need permission to act against the path that was chosen for them to donate. As a 
consequence of these two types of rebellion against the suppression of autonomy, some in 
the GDR succeed in escaping, while the clones still become “donors” failing in their attempt 
to escape their regime.  
 
The severity of the impact that the suppression of autonomy has on people depends on the 
extent of the suppression by the regimes themselves. Despite a similar desire to control the 
lives of their residents both the Stasi and the authority in Never Let Me Go employ slightly 
different methods of control. The purpose of the surveillance to maintain power and control 
in the regimes are demonstrated as succeeding in the short term in both texts. However it is 
the more overt oppression of human authority in Stasiland that drives its citizens to 
desperation to leave and is eventually a key to their success, contrasting drastically to the 
more implicit control in Never Let Me Go, that does succeed in the suppression of clone 
autonomy. 


