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TOPIC: 
THE DONWFALL OF CORIOLANUS! WHO IS TO BE BLAMED?

'An arrogant person thinks he is perfect' (Hanan Parvez, 2014). This I believe is a true representation of Coriolanus who is one the main character in the play 'The tragedy of Coriolanus' written by Shakespeare. Coriolanus though regarded as one full of pride and arrogance was a hero in his own right. Because of his ability and skills in fighting wars, Coriolanus is regarded as a successful militant. He made his name by defeating an army and defending Rome. Coriolanus was a Roman general and patrician of ancient Rome who was elected consul as a result of his military successes. This did not go well because he used tyrannical behaviour to oppose the distribution of corn to starving Plebians, who were considered lower-class people. Later, he was later exiled from Rome and joined forces with the Volscian army to fight against Rome. This did not, however, prevent his death by the end of the play, prompting me to ponder the following questions. What caused his demise? Who is to blame for his downfall? It could be argued that Coriolanus' demise was solely due to his pride and arrogance, but I believe there were other contributing factors to his demise that were evident throughout the play. As a result, this essay will attempt to analyze the various factors that I believe contributed to Coriolanus' downfall and death.
Throughout the play, there is evidence that Coriolanus was filled with pride and ambition, which his mother instilled in him. His ambition and pride were showcased when he was willing to put himself in danger for the sake of his country. This was evident in Act One, Scene One of the play when he responded to the news that the Volsces were armed by saying, 'He is a lion that I am proud to hunt.' This highlights Coriolanus' desire to protect his country, but it was also a way for him to feed his pride. Coriolanus' pride, according to Avdic and Arzanjic (2014), was both a cause and an effect of his downfall. They claimed that Coriolanus' pride stems from his arrogance and lack of humility. Coriolanus' downfall was caused not only by his pride but also by his inability to manage it (Avdic and Arzanjic,2014). Furthermore, Whitley (2020) argued that Coriolanus' pride and ambition work against him in the long run, as his inability to accept criticism and compromise leads to his demise. 
Coriolanus' arrogance was also on full display throughout the play, particularly towards the lower classes. For example, in Act one scene one when the citizens were complaining about how the Plebians are being treated his response was, 'what's the matter you dissentious rogues, that rubbing the poor itch of your opinion makes yourselves scrub?'. Another example of Coriolanus' pride and arrogance can be found in his interactions with the plebeians, who complain about grain shortages and high food prices. Despite their pleas for help, Coriolanus refuses to take any action and instead insults the plebeians, calling them "the mutable rank-scented meinie". These interactions bring to light his arrogance towards his people, particularly those of the lower class, which eventually led to his demise. Furthermore, Whitley (2020) argued that Coriolanus' pride and arrogance toward the lower class of people created tension between him and the lower class, which contributed to his exile. Furthermore, Koesdianing (2004) asserted that Coriolanus' downfall was the result of his pride and arrogance. He contended that his pride and arrogance caused him to refuse to show proper humility and respect, as well as to attend to the will of the people. Coriolanus arrogance towards the Plebians also highlights the division that was ongoing between the upper class and lower class which he refused to address which further added to his eventual downfall. Holster, (1983) argued that Coriolanus was the reason for the tension between the upper class and lower class due to his arrogances towards the lower class which resulted in not only his demise but also the destruction of the individual and the state. Moreover, according to Raspa (2018), Coriolanus is too proud to accept the orders of the plebeians, which leads to his downfall. He also argued that his pride and arrogance are seen as a threat to the established order, and as a result, he is banished from Rome. This lack of flexibility showcased by Coriolanus, combined with his arrogance and disdain for the common people, leads him to make decisions that ultimately contributed to his downfall. Pride is a powerful emotion that can be both a strength and a weakness and although Coriolanus’s pride was a source of his strength it also contributed to his demise (Avdic and Arzanjic,2014).  It is, therefore, evident that Coriolanus should take some of the blame for his downfall because of his pride and arrogance coupled with his self-centeredness as a leader.

[bookmark: _Hlk127095545]Another factor that I believe contributed to the downfall of Coriolanus was the relationship he had with his mother Volumnia. Throughout the play, Volumnia was portrayed as a strong and influential mother, one who wants the best for her son. For instance, in her interaction with Coriolanus as she encourages him to pursue military glory, 'sweet son as thou hast said my prayers made thee first a solider' to which he responded by saying 'Well I must do it'. Her persuasiveness and influence are also evident when she urges Coriolanus to show humility and commitment to the people, which he does and is successful in his bid to become consul of Rome. This emphasizes Coriolanus' relationship with Volumia and how persuasive and influential she was to him. However, it can be argued that this seemingly perfect relationship in Volumnia's eyes influenced Coriolanus' leadership style, contributing to his downfall. Furthermore, Shrank (2004) argued that Volumnia’s influence on Coriolanus is often overlooked in critical analysis of the play but her persuasive influence throughout the play affects Coriolanus’s ability to lead effectively. Koesdianing (2004), also argues that Volumnia plays a crucial role in the downfall of Coriolanus through her persuasiveness, through which she was able to manipulate her son and cause him to make decisions that ultimately lead to his downfall. This manipulation and persuasiveness of Volumnia was evident in her interaction with Coriolanus in act five scene three of the play when she convinces him not to war with the Volscians against Rome. Her message to him was ‘Thou shalt no sooner march to assault thy country than to tread, trust to it, thou shall not on thy mother’s womb that brought thee to this world’ (5.3.123-126). Her manipulation leads to Coriolanus deciding not to go to war, however, it leads to his death by the Volscians whom he betrayed. 
It can therefore be argued that Volumnia had a part to play in the death of Coriolanus. Furthermore, Koesdianing (2004) asserted that Volumnia also has a manipulative side, as she was able to influence Coriolanus to do her bidding by persuading Coriolanus to spare Rome, even though he is determined to destroy it which ultimately leads to Coriolanus' downfall, as he is banished from Rome. Furthermore, Walton (2020) contends that Volumnia's aggressive parenting style had a profound effect on Coriolanus' psyche, leaving him unable to express emotions in a healthy manner. He also claimed that Coriolanus' inability to express himself led to his exclusion from both Rome and the Volscian people, and ultimately to his death. Volumnia's persuasive influence, combined with her political views, played a significant role in Coriolanus' demise (Shrank 2004). As a result, it is clear that interventions in Coriolanus' life had a significant impact on his fate, and her powerful influence over him was a major factor in his downfall.  
The people of Rome and their tribunes also played a role in Coriolanus' demise. Coriolanus was clearly unable to connect with the people, particularly the plebians, throughout the play. As a result, he was rejected by the people, and he fell from power. For example, in Act 3, Scene 2, the people were furious with Coriolanus because he chose to deny their right to corn supplies. As a result, he was exiled from Rome. He would later join the Volscian army and perish. This emphasizes the power of the people and their role in his demise. According to Paster 1978, the citizens were the most important factor in Coriolanus' downfall. He contended that the citizens were able to use their collective voices to articulate their grievances and express their displeasure with Coriolanus' actions, which resulted in his exile. Fitzpatrick (2016) also claimed that Coriolanus' downfall was caused by the people's desire for justice and vengeance against him. Furthermore, Coriolanus' refusal to compromise with the people of Rome, as well as his obstinacy in pursuing his own goal, leads to the people using their collective voices and powers to create a political crisis, which leads to his downfall and death. It should also be noted that the Tribunes, or civic leaders, played a role in Coriolanus' demise. For example, in Act III, Scene 2, it is clear that the tribunes incited the citizen to demand Coriolanus' exile. According to Roberts (2017), the tribunes Brutus and Sicinius were able to manipulate the people of Rome, using Corilanus' own arrogance and pride to turn the populace against him, which ultimately leads to his downfall, as his refusal to compromise with the tribunes results in his banishment from Rome. Furthermore, Juru (2014) contended that the tribunes were motivated by their own political agenda and that they wanted to depose Coriolanus in order to increase their own power. They gained power by convincing the people of Rome that Coriolanus was a bad leader who did not have their best interests at heart (Juru, 2014). He also claimed that the tribunes used their influence over the people to sway them against Coriolanus, and as a result, they were able to turn the people of Rome against Coriolanus, resulting in his exile. People are the makers of their own fate, according to Zeeveld (1962), and I believe this was exemplified throughout the play by the people of Rome and their tribunes who used their powers to decide their destiny- Coriolanus Fate.
As a result, it is clear that the tragic end of Coriolanus was a collective responsibility of both citizens and tribunes. According to Juru (2014), the citizens of Rome drove Coriolanus into exile while the Tribunes provoked Coriolanus into attacking Rome, so both should bear responsibility for his demise. Cavell (1983) holds citizens and tribunes equally responsible for Coriolanus' tragic end. He contends that citizens and tribunes were accountable not only for their individual actions but also for their collective actions. The citizens, for example, were responsible for their collective decision to banish Coriolanus from Rome. Similarly, the tribunes were responsible for their collective decision to stand in the way of Coriolanus’ return to Rome. Cavell (1983) asserted that both the citizens and tribunes are equally responsible for the tragic end of Coriolanus. 

Alternatively, some authors argued that neither the citizens nor their tribunes should be blamed for Coriolanus' demise. It can be argued that Coriolanus' downfall was the result of larger political forces at work in ancient Rome. For example, Coriolanus is shown to be in a difficult position in Act III, Scene ii, torn between his loyalty to Rome and his loyalty to his family and friends. In this scene, he is under pressure from the Senate to accept a position as consul or be exiled from Rome. Given this option, one could argue that Coriolanus' downfall was the result of his enemies' political manoeuvring and that he was simply caught in the middle of a larger power struggle. Javanian (2022) argued that Coriolanus' downfall was caused by Rome's political climate. He contended that because the Roman political system was heavily influenced by the Senate, a body of aristocrats and wealthy landowners with great political power, Coriolanus, who was a patrician, had to consider the Senate's opinions when making decisions. This eventually leads to his demise. Furthermore, Rabkin (1966) contends that Coriolanus' fate is shaped by the political and social tensions of the time, reflecting the complexities of reconciling monarchy demands and citizen rights. However, Juru (2014) disagrees with the view that the political climate was not a cause of Coriolanus' demise, arguing that it was the people and their tribunes because if it had not been for their interference, Coriolanus would have lived much longer.
 
In conclusion, despite his military successes, Coriolanus failed as a consul, leading to his exile from Rome and, eventually, his death. But who is to blame for his downfall? Although one could argue that Coriolanus should be blamed for his own demise because of his pride and arrogance towards the plebians, it was clear throughout the play that he was a hero and thus should not be held solely responsible for his demise. Although Volumnia clearly instilled ambition in Coriolanus and desired the best for him, it is my belief that her persuasion and manipulation contributed to his downfall. Furthermore, in my opinion, I strongly believe that the people of Rome, through their collective voices and power, ultimately led to Coriolanus' demise. Besides that, it is also my belief that the tribune leaders, along with their political agenda, played a significant role in Coriolanus' downfall and death. Moreover, while some authors argued that the main reason for Coriolanus' downfall was the political climate in ancient Rome, I believed that if the people and their tribune leaders did not rise up against Coriolanus, his demise would have been avoided.
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