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Annotated Bibliography—Troilus and Cressida 

Greene, Gayle.  “Language and Value in Shakespeare’s Troilus and Cressida.”  Studies in English Literature.  21 (1981):  270-285.

Value is a question of major concern in the play, but it is usually disassociated from the intrinsic qualities of an object or person.  Likewise, language is frequently dissociated from reality, and the two themes play off of one another.


James, Heather.  Shakespeare’s Troy:  Drama, Politics and the Translation of Empire.  Cambridge:  UP, 1997.


Since Virgil the Trojan legend has been used to justify and establish various national identities, but the myth is used by all of its poets in ambiguous and self-contradictory ways.  Shakespeare’s use of the legend highlights the inconsistencies among his sources, making value a primary concern to question the value of the heroes and the myth when related to modern political situations.  Troilus and Cressida is purposely fragmentary to highlight his multiple sources.  The merchant metaphors make the Trojan legend a commodity, available to every man for a price, rather than a political tool available only to an established few.

Kermode, Frank.  “’Opinion’ in Troilus and Cressida.”  Teaching the Text.  Eds. Susanne Kappeler and Norman Bryson.  London:  Routledge, 1983.  164-79.

Ulysses’ use of the word “opinion” traditionally has been seen as a positive attribute.  He encourages Achilles to respect the general opinion of his failure to act, and the audience is encouraged to accept society’s opinion of characters in the play.  However, the word had a largely pejorative connotation in Shakespeare’s day as a standard in opposition to truth, and it is this valuing of opinion over some universal standard apart from society’s judgment that is in part responsible for the play’s decadence and destruction.

Kleinstuck, Johannes.  “Ulysses’ Speech on Degree as Related to the Play of Troilus and Cressida.”  Neophilologus.  43 (1959):  58-63.  Reproduced in Gale Literature Resource Center.  Scarborough Library.  Shepherdstown, WV.  www.shepherd.edu/libweb.  17 October 2005.  

Kleinstuck takes issue with Tillyard’s isolation of Ulysses’ speech and argues instead that it can only be understood when related to the whole play.  Ulysses is a politician, not a philosopher, and as such his speech has a pragmatic rather than universal purpose, which is to gently criticize Agamemnon for his lack of leadership.   Ulysses contradicts himself by violating degree in suggesting Ajax take Achilles’ place.  Ulysses’ contradictions prove to us that “a statement may be true in general, yet the generalization may not hold good in an actual emergency” (60), casting doubt on the value of social hierarchies rooted in opinion.

