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In literature, when a character embarks on an epic journey, it is often assumed that this journey will teach him or her a valuable lesson or change them in some substantial way.  If the main character does not undergo any major transformation due to his or her journey, many people would argue that the journey, and even the no
vel, is entirely pointless.  However, Lombardo’s translation of Homer’s famous work, The Odyssey, clearly disproves this notion.  Throughout Ody
sseus’ journey (comprised of ten years of warfare at Troy and an additional ten years lost at sea), he did not learn any important lessons nor did he change in any significant manner.  This, however, does not make Odysseus’ journey or The Odyssey meaningless.  Instead, The Odyssey conserves its meaning by focusing on a variety of valuable themes, such as the potential consequences of excessive pride and the power of belonging to a loyal family.


Upon reading The Odyssey, it is clear that Odysseus’ journey was merely phys
ical.  He simply wants to get home, and lessons and change are not a part of his journey.  It’s easiest to view the lack of change within Odysseus by analyzing his actions throughout his journey home.  Early in his journey, Odysseus met with Aeolus, the “keeper of winds.”  To aid Odysseus, Aeolus puts all of the wild winds into a bag (except for the west wind, which would lead Odysseus home), and gives the bag to Odysseus.  Odysseus graciously accepts the bag, yet he does not tell his crew of its contents or why it cannot be opened.  When the ship was close to Ithaca and sleep gets the better of Odysseus, the crew opens the bag to try to get whatever treasure Odysseus is hiding from them and releases all of the winds, sending themselves far from Ithaca (Book 10, 78-79).  Had Odysseus explained the contents of the bag and how crucial it was that the bag was not to be opened, the crew would not have ventured to open it and would have made it home at that point in the journey.

Though lack of communication led Odysseus far from Ithaca in Book 10, he does not learn his lesson nor change.  When Circe later advises Odysseus about his future trials on the way home, she warns him of the temptation of the cattle of Thrinacia and says that eating them will make his travels home much more challenging.  Odysseus once again fails to clearly communicate this information wi
th his crew members, so they end up killing and consuming the cattle of Helios (Book 12, 118-126).  After watching his lack of communication lead the crew far from Ithaca once it has finally reached their sight, he made the same error with the cattle and again has to face the consequence of a longer, more difficult journey.  Odysseus’ lack of communication with his crew is a one of his most constant mistakes, and he never learned his lesson.  If Odysseus was to undergo any drastic change or learn any lesson on his journey, it would most likely have been corr
elated to this particular fault.


Odysseus’ lack of communication and cooperation with his crew helps to convey a major theme of The Odyssey: actions based upon excessive pride lead to negative consequences.  Odysseus’ overinflated sense of pride can be attributed to his status as king of Ithaca, his rank as the most cunning mortal, and his ability to directly communicate with the gods.  Odysseus simply likes to be special, and therefore intentionally excludes his crew from most of the exclusive information that he gains from the gods.  This is clearly demonstrated in both of the previously discussed episodes, along with the episode in which Scylla’s heads swoop down and eat the six strongest men on Odysseus’ ship (Book 12
, 121 and 122).  Some may argue that, in this situation, Odysseus’ pride helped him by keeping the crew from panicking.  However, had Odysseus ignored his pride and at least warned his strongest men, he may have saved their lives and facilitated his own homecoming.  

Aside from the dangers of pride, The Odyssey also foc
usses on the value of having a loyal family to return home to.  In fact, Odysseus’ primary reasons for returning home were 
reunited with Penelope and being a father to Telemachus.  Had this not been his goal, he would have never had the drive to leave the islands of both Circe (Book 10, 90) and Calypso (Book 5, 33).  When the warrior Agamemnon returns home from his time fighting in Troy, he is murdered by his impatient wife’s new husband (Book 4, 27).  On the other hand, Odysseus is cautiously accepted by both his loyal wife and son (Book 23, 221).  Had his family not been loyal throughout his twenty years of absence, Odysseus may have returned to a fate similar to Agamemnon’s.  If Penelope had not been loyal or if Telemachus was power hungry, Odysseus
 may very well have been killed upon his homecoming.  If Odysseus had not truly loved both Penelope and Telemachus, he would have entirely lost his desire to return to Ithaca.  In either of those cases, it could be argued that his journey home and the entire poem was meaningless.  Since this is not the case, however, readers instead learn of the power of having strong, dedicated family values.

Odysseus did not personally gain any knowledge or change for the better throughout his journey.  However, The Odyssey still holds tremendous meaning.  Instead of centering on a typical journey theme, in which the main character drastically changes, it concentrates on more important and relatable lessons.  By focusing on the dangers of excessive pride and the power of a devoted family, The Odyssey remains a meaningful epic poem and can relate, in some way, to all who read it.  Although Odysseus’ journey provided him with little insight, readers will learn of the dangers of pride and the power of a dedicated family for years to come.
�Careful – a novel is a particular genre of literary work.  Your discussion is more general.  Moreover,  the Odyssey itself  is not a novel.


�Better:  use “his” here and put “Odysseus” instead of “he” in the main clause of the sentence. 


�Does saying the journey is “merely physical” mean that Odysseus's intelligence is not involved?  That is clearly not the case.  Or are you trying to say that Odysseus moves from place to place but stays the same person.  This could be clearer.  


�I think “communicate to” rather than “communicate with”  would  better here since you have both a direct object (the information) and an indirect object (the crew).  


�Why is that?  Are you saying that people do always learn the lessons that they need to learn the most?  Or that authors make sure that is true of their characters?  I think both of those claims are much too optimistic.   


�In the passage you are citing here, Circe is actually telling Odysseus that there is nothing he can do to keep Scylla from taking some of his men.  She (Scylla) is immortal and evil, and even if Odysseus tries to save his men  there is no way he can prevail.   After hearing that, his decision in lines 231 and 232 not to say anything to the crew takes on a different meaning, doesn't it?


 


�Spelling is “focuses” 





Also “the value of having a loyal family to return to” is kind of obvious.  The more interesting question is why Odysseus' wife was loyal and  Agamemnon's wife was not.  Does that  come back to something about the character and personalities of the two men or their wives?  Or is it just their different fates?   


�Something is missing here, maybe “being?”


�Katie, 





   Your paper on the Odyssey is mostly quite good.  You have a clearly stated thesis and you maintain a good focus on that throughout. But  I think there are some aspects of your argument that are a bit weak (especially the discussion of Circe's warning about Scylla and the role that probably played in Odysseus's handling of his crew when they encountered her (Scylla).  Your writing is generally solid.
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