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A Step Too Far: The Dangers of Scientific Advancement and Human Hubris in Robert Louis Stevenson’s The Strange Case of Dr. Jekyll and Mr. Hyde and Stephen Spielberg’s Jurassic Park
****[introduction]***

***body paragraph 1 on J&H**** paragraph 3 follows – body paragraph (same argument / similar topic sentence) on JP

In Jurassic Park, director Stephen Spielberg also depicts the guardians of traditional science who warn of going too far beyond the realm of conventional technology.  At the start of the film, Dr. Alan Grant, an eminent paleontologist, balks at the new computer-based equipment that will soon replace the customary practice of digging for dinosaur bones.  Groaning that he “hate[s] computers”, he then questions, “where’s the fun” in no longer having to dig for bones (Spielberg).  Holding on to the old-fashioned and more conventional practices of his work, Grant represents the cautious and cautionary scientist.  Much like Stevenson’s Lanyon, Grant appreciates the work that is required to earn any knowledge that can be gained through his scientific discipline and does not welcome the quicker and easier advancements that the computer-age has provided. Grant’s desire to preserve tradition echoes in the words of Dr. Ian Malcolm, a mathematical chaotician, who also warns against going too far.  He criticizes Jurassic Park’s creator, John Hammond, for resurrecting dinosaurs, a species that “Nature selected […] for extinction” (Spielberg).  Essay continues….Please see the text box below for VERY important information!

To the left is the MLA heading; double spaced.  Note the pagination in the upper right hand corner with your last name and page number.  Download the MLA Formatting sheet from the website to learn how to do this.  Finally: below, you see a title for the essay.  This includes a cute title followed by a focus on your central argument.  Note: there is only basic double spacing – no extra lines in between.  Set your spacing for double and don’t do any extra hard returns (hitting “enter”).





What I’ve been noticing is that many of you, as you employ and embed your quotes, take the Jane Schaeffer model so literally that you fail to actually explain what is happening.  You MUST establish context and this is included as part of your CD (concrete detail). 





In my model above, the red ink is my topic sentence (note the transition from the previous paragraph), the blue ink represents the CD.  Notice that it is MORE THAN ONE SENTENCE! You must provide some explanation of what is happening at the time the quote was said.  





I introduce the characters, provide a brief but important appositive explaining who they are, and then lead into the quote.  NO sentence began with quotation marks; every sentence began with my words.  The purple ink is commentary 1 (CM1) and the green ink is commentary 2 (CM2).   When you quote the film, in your context, write down who is speaking; your citation should be the name of the director, NOT the speaker of the quote.





If you change any part of the quote to make it grammatically fit your sentence, you place a [  ] around the altered word(s) or letter(s).  For example, in the movie, Grant actually says, “I hate computers”.  That would not work in my sentence grammatically; therefore, I changed it to “hate[s]” in order to agree with the subject of the sentence.  Malcolm’s line was that “Nature selected them for extinction.”   That didn’t exactly fit my sentence, so I removed “them” and used an ellipse (…) inside of the brackets […] to indicate that I physically removed words from the original quote.  You may do this for books as well as for movie dialogue.





Use your MLA Handbook for more tips on embedding quotes, adding lines, etc.  It is all in there!








