	Human Beings, and Therefore Myths, are Capable of Being Different


	In this abstract I will attempt to explain that Levi-Strauss’ structuralist analysis of Oedipus is a wholly unnecessary attempt to fit a complex work of literature into a formula. By fitting themes and events into rows and columns, Levi-Strauss effectively eliminates the intended nature of myths and instead tries too hard to make themes fit into his specified boxes. It is my belief that human nature is too complex to assume that every single thing can be broken down in the same ways. By doing this, you are bound to cut corners or neglect certain aspects in an intended message. The idea that each human may subconsciously create identical mental structures that can be traced across every myth ever written is unrealistic. We need to instead look at a more holistic and inclusive method to analyse myths in a way that allows stories increased and believable individuality and flexibility.
	One way to increase the plausibility of structuralism as an effective way to interpret myths is to eliminate the need for binaries. If something relevant comes up in a reading that is entirely separate from your previously defined boxes but remains important, you should feel free to extend the “rules” and place that item in its own box or column. If there in an outlier or plot twist in some way, do not eliminate it because it does not follow a defined formula. Instead, appreciate the varying aspects of human nature and/or story-telling and accommodate that change. By not doing so, there is a much higher risk of altering an intended message or misinterpreting something entirely. The need to accept that not all myths contain the same message or elements to an equation is the need to accept that all human beings are different and do not all think the same way.
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