
Charity Gibson 

Intro to College Literature 

1/28/08 

Think Piece # 1 

  

Too Many Complicated Angles? 

 

Being a very opinionated student, I just could not help but express my views concerning 

the conclusion of the Invisible Man. To put it quite simply I was extremely frustrated with the 

ending situation of this book. I had hoped that it would end more positively than it actually did. 

(I should have known better considering the hints in the prologue.) I didn’t think I was alone in 

thinking that the last couple of chapters were about as pitiful and depressing as they could 

possibly be. The only thing that could have been worse would have been if the narrator had 

actually died. However, after hearing the opinions of other students (and Ms. Mitchell) I realized 

that I was being a little too critical in my evaluation of this book.  

 I re-read the last chapter and the epilogue to examine the mood and the messages that 

Invisible Man contained. First of all, I still could not ignore that this book most definitely has a 

bleak and dark sort of ending. However, the second time reading it I did realized that the narrator 

does reach a point of realization, and also that he eventually accepts his invisibility. The signal of 

his acceptance is when he burns all of his possessions symbolizing a new beginning. It is like he 

is admitting that his life has meant nothing. That to me was the darkest, most negative part of the 

whole book. It was at that point that he had hit rock bottom so to speak. 

 The real argument is whether or not the scene of the epilogue is better or not. To me, it 

seams like the narrator’s life really doesn’t get any better. It just goes from one dark and dreary 

scene to yet another lonely and dark scene. He is invisible when he interacts with the world and 

he is still invisible at the end of the book. How is that any better or worse than how he lived 

throughout the book? My answer is that it isn’t any better or worse. He is still the same person 

living with the same problem. However, one definite difference that I notice was that throughout 

the experiences of the narrator’s life, he is without a doubt used by a number of people. When he 

begins living in the basement, he is the one using other people. For example, he is taping into 

Monopolated Light and Power.  

 Perhaps the concept of the narrator being used and then in the end, using other people is 

supposed to be the triumph at the end of this book. Perhaps that is the positive and satisfying 

message that we are meant to receive. But, a person could argue that point too by saying that in 

turning the tables of use and abuse, the narrator has committed himself to an act of revenge upon 

those who made his life the mess that it was.  They could argue that revenge is not the answer or 

they could be proud of him for (in a sense) standing up for himself. It all depends on the views 

that a person tends to have. That is why this book is so frustrating to me. It has so many angles 

and different ways to look at things. A person could drive himself/herself crazy trying to 

interpret the complicated and somewhat contradicting messages of Invisible Man. I realize that 

even my own thoughts towards this book and its’ conclusion are kind of contradicting. I feel like 

I am arguing with myself. (If that makes any sense at all) 

 The question that remains is whether or not the narrator’s life gets better at the end. Does 

he triumph or does he accept and submit to his invisibility? I have decided that this is a forever 

open-ended question because it is based on a person’s views and opinions. I tend to lean towards 

the idea that the narrator is submissive and accepting of his invisible state, but I would like to 



hear other sides to this issue. What do you think of the conclusion? Does the narrator triumph? 

Does he submit? Does his life really get any better (or worse) at the end? What do you think? 

  


