
In David Malouf's historical retelling of the Iliad, Ransom, and Stephen Frears' biopic film, 
The Queen, the consequence of avoiding change are explored. Despite being set in vastly 
different time periods, both creators agree that resisting the new can be damaging. But, the 
texts also agree that change is not always necessary, as refusing to accept innovation 
allows for the beauty of the known to remain. However, in a distanced perspective, the texts 
overall show that change is constant, and thus resisting innovation is pointless, as it is 
inevitable.  
  
Malouf and Frears' agree that refusing to evolve can have detrimental consequences. In 
Ransom, men are defined by their male ancestors in society, generating a large amount of 
family loyalty, and in turn a traditional cycle of revenge. When a son dies, it is the father's 
duty to avenge them by murdering their killer, and thus Achilles' decimates Hector's body 
'like a dead man,' waiting for something to 'assuage his grief,' as he killed his 'other half.' 
Hecuba parallels Achilles' grief, wanting to 'tear his heart out' and 'eat in raw' for his crime 
against her 'flesh and blood.' However, through this, Malouf accentuates that revenge is not 
the answer, only causing further pain for both parties, as Hector's body continues to be 
harmed. Thus, the idea of 'chance' Iris plants in Priam allows a way to overcome the 
situation, hindering the harm taken out on Hector. Frears' parallels Malouf's notion of 
needing to change, through the Queen's inability to escape the people's demands. Despite 
the public's serious need for change, the Queen continues to hide in her castle 'safe from... 
The press.' However, the demand for the new haunt her through the media, with 
newspapers being in her study on Wednesday, yet creeping into her bed on Thursday, 
highlighting how her resistance to change is invading her personal space, having serious 
consequences on her emotional health. Thus, both texts suggest that holding onto the 
known is unproductive, having a detrimental effect. Hecuba is 'full of tears,' unable to uphold 
her duties as she is lost in her pain, like the Queen. Whilst Elizabeth 'doesn't reciprocate' 
emotions like Hecuba, her ability to live her life in peace and uphold her 'constitutional 
responsibility to advice, guide and warn the government' is hindered. However, Ransom 
illustrates that only the leader needs to change in order to avoid the detrimental effects, as 
Priam is alone from his 'royal sphere' in his journey, with Hecuba never needing to break 
tradition as it is all Priam's idea. Opposingly, The Queen suggests that change needs to be 
universal, as all the royals went out to view the flower arrangements, not just Elizabeth. 
Thus, both texts agree that refusing change can have serious consequences.  
  
The texts acknowledge that whilst refusing to change can result in harm, it can also be a 
positive thing, savouring the old and upholding the beauty of what is known. Two-months 
after the 'traumatic' week following Diana's death, Blair arrives at the palace for his weekly 
meeting with the Queen, perfectly carrying out the protocol that is required whilst in 'the 
presence' of her majesty. By 'bow[ing] from the neck' and never showing his back, Tony's 
actions show that certain protocols will never need to be changed, and thus will remain the 
same. Despite Cherie, and '1/4' wishing for the monarch to dissolve, the Queen resisted their 
demands for change, refusing to completely modernise,' and thus maintains the monarchy - 
a beautiful reminder of British history. Likewise, Somax refuses to embrace the name 
Idaeus, as Somax is the name he 'recognis[es].' Whilst he agrees to Priam's name change, 
in his heart he defies it, never associating Idaeus with himself. Through this, Frears', like 
Malouf show that change is not always necessary. Somax does not need to forsake his old 
name, and the Queen does not need to abolish her formalities, as they are already good, 
and hold their own beauty in society. The Queen follows Blair's advice, giving the speech to 
Diana as 'a grandmother,' embracing the new. But, like Somax with his name, in her heart, 
she does not agree, silently walking out after the television address ends. Even though they 
temporarily conform to change, both characters ultimately retain what is known in regards to 
Somax's name and the Queen's protocol. However, Somax remains unchanged over the 



whole journey, returning to the 'simple' life after Hector's body is restored, whereas the 
Queen does change permanently in some areas. Thus, Malouf and Frears' agree that giving 
into change can be harmful, and thus resistance is sometimes necessary in order to avoid 
detrimental consequences. Therefore, resisting change does not always result in horrible 
consequences, but rather depends on the situation.  
  
Ultimately, Malouf and Frears' come to the same consensus that change is constant and 
inevitable and thus resistance is always temporary, as society slowly evolves from 
generation to generation regardless. Malouf connects the nature of change with the stream 
in Ransom. The 'high and swift-flowing' water changes and turns, destined to go forward 
despite the ripple a single mortal makes. Through this, Malouf accentuates that regardless of 
the progress one makes in society, it is eventually 'reduced to rubble,' pointless to resist in 
the end. Frears' supports this notion through his own stream. On Thursday, the 'roads 
become rougher and narrower' highlighting how the Queen's adhere to 'duty first' is 
becoming less and less supported, with the people desperately wanting her to 'wear [her] 
heart out [on her] sleeve.' Despite her ability to 'skilfully negotiate the challenge,' she 
eventually hits a rock, representing that over time, the new must be embraced, as the 
current changes and no mortal can resist it. Frears' and Malouf further mirror one another in 
the inevitable nature of change in their character choice. The Queen compares various 
generations within and outside the royal family. Phillip and the Queen mother are both 
heavily bound by tradition, whilst Charles and Blair are 'modern men.' This juxtaposition by 
Frears' emphasis that regardless of a single person's resistance to change, long term it is 
inevitable. Thus, they can manage the harmful consequence in their lifetime, but eventually, 
someone will embrace the new. It is just a matter of time. Malouf agrees, but takes his 
analysis a step further. Contrasting various characters of different ages and different roles, 
he shows the pattern of life, comparing their perspectives on change. An Elderly king is 
accustomed to 'ceremonial stillness,' like the elderly in The Queen, whilst a young warrior is 
more abrasive and willing to change, like Blair - the youngest prime minister in over 300 
years. It is this contrast between the old and young that Frears' and Malouf use to show how 
over generations, change occurs, and thus any resistance is only temporary. However, from 
another perspective, the permanence of change is explored differently in the respective 
texts. The Queen takes on a positive outlook, suggesting that change is linear, continuously 
moving forward, as Elizabeth learns to modernise in the necessary areas. But, Ransom 
upholds a different ideology, suggesting that change is not linear, but rather goes back and 
forth between thousands of years. After Priam's massive growth, Troy is reduced to dust, 
with life reverting back to 'chaos and lawlessness.' From Frears' perspective, once one 
modernises, they never go back, whilst Malouf suggests that change is constantly random, 
not just moving forward. Therefore, overall, change is inevitable, and thus resisting it at a 
high cost is not only detrimental, but wasteful.  
  
Ransom and The Queen explore the consequences of resisting change. In some cases, 
resistance has negative effects, resulting in harm. However, refusing to give into the new 
can also be good in some situations, upholding the beauty of tradition. But ultimately, Malouf 
and Frears' come to the conclusion that change is constant and inevitable, and thus resisting 
change can be pointless, particularly if it comes at a high cost.  
 

 


