
                                                                                                            J--- A----(11th grade)

                                                                                                           3/15/10

                                                                                                 Intermed
iate Writing



In the Scarlet Pimpernel, a novel written by the Baroness Orczy, the main protagonist, Sir Percy, an English nobleman
, happens to be the Scarlet Pimpernel who rescues French aristocrats from the revolutionaries’ guillotine. The main antagonist is Chauvelin, a representative of the revolutionary French government, whose assignment
 is to capture and execute the Scarlet Pimpernel. As Sir Percy is pro-monarchy and Chauvelin is anti-monarchy, they differ greatly in many ways. Sir Percy’s and Chauvelin’s  main differences are seen in their sense of justice, their views on the importance of noblesse obliege, and their love for Marguerite
.



Sir Percy and Chauvelin possess a lot of differences between them, one of which is their sense of justice.  Sir Percy does not seem to be vindictive in his sense of justice, as evidenced by his saying, “Do you want to make a hole in a law abiding man? As for me sir, I never fight duels?” 
(
38). He does not feel a need to take revenge on the revolutionaries. He illustrates his sense of justice by rescuing French aristocrats. However, Chauvelin, on the other hand, seems to be extremely vindictive in his sense of justice, especially when he talks about what he would do when he catches
 the Scarlet Pimpernel, At any rate, we could send him to the guillotine first to cool his ardour, then when there is a diplomatic fuss about it, we can apologize-humbly- to the British Government, and, if necessary, pay compensation to the bereaved family” (53)
.  He is extremely unforgiving and wants to destroy all the people who
m he feels are enemies of the Republic of France. Sir Percy and Chauvelin certainly differ extremely in their sense of justice.





Sir Percy and Chauvelin also differ in their views of noblesse oblige, which is the concept of the duty of the nobility to help the less fortun
ate. 
 Noblesse oblige is part of Sir Percy’s reason for rescuing the French aristocrats in the first place
. Also, Sir Percy rescuing Armand constitutes a further example of noblesse ob
lige
. Another example of noblesse oblige is when Sir Percy rescues the Count De Tournay and his entire family from the guillotine
. Chauvelin, on the other hand, does not seem to believe in noblesse obli
ge because he feels no sympathy for anyone who suffers, especially the aristocrats being executed da
ily, nor does he feel duty bound to help those who are beneath him in society. An example of Chauvelin’s contempt for noblesse obl
ige is when he calls the aristocrats, “Traitors to their country, and enemies of the people- to escape from the punishment they justly deserve” (page?).
 Concerning noblesse oblige, Sir Percy and Chauvelin differ greatly.


Finally, Sir Percy and Chauvelin differ in their love for Marguerite. Sir Percy seems to love her not just for her external beauty, but also for her internal beauty and for her wit. His love seems to be very real toward her as shown when he says, 
“I knew... all the time...  But, begad! had I but known what a noble heart yours was, my Margot, I should have trusted you, as you deserve to be trusted, and you would not have had to undergo the terrible sufferings of the past few hours, in order to run after a husband, who has done so much that needs forgiveness” (206). His love for her never changes
 at all. On the other hand, Chauvelin’s love for Marguerite in comparison seems false and insincere. While he did indeed love her, his promises seem hollow and selfish. 
In the end he fell more in love with power than with Marguerite, forcing her to co-operate with his plan to capture the Scarlet Pimpernel and blackmailing her by threatening the life of her brother Armand: “A precious hostage was being held for her obedience, for she knew that this man would never make an empty threat”
 (70). His love for her seems to change after she refuses
 to do what he wants her to do.
 In truly loving Marguerite, Sir Percy and Chauvelin differ greatly.


Sir Percy and Chauvelin share many differences, but the differences that stand out the most are seen in their sense of justice, their views of noblesse 
oblige, and their love for Marguerite. Their sense of justice is very different;
 Sir Percy is more about being noble and doing what is right while Chauvelin is vindictive and relentless in his pursuit of “justice.
”  Their ideas regarding noblesse ob
lige is completely opposite as Sir Percy rescues those doomed to the guillotine while Chauvelin sends more to be executed every day. They also differ in their love for Marge
ruite; Sir Percy’s
 love for Marguriete is more sincere and he loves her, even when he thought that she condemned the Marquis while Chauvelin blackmails Marguerite to further his political career. Sir Percy and Chauvelin might have a few similarities, but they are two vastly different men overall. When Sir Andrew says “Gladly would I, or any of my comrades lay down our lives for your husband” (132), it  tells what kind of man Sir Percy is and how he differs from Chauvelin. 

Overall—really nice development of ideas and mostly good support. Watch the spelling issues: you spelled “noblesse oblige” several different ways after spelling it correctly (as you also did with “Marguerite”). Your conclusion also contained a couple of comma splices. I know you finished this essay in a rush before leaving, so I can see how the little details got away from you. Just be a little more detail-conscious in the future, and you'll be fine. :)
Your essay was clearly organized and well-stated. However, at times you needed to more fully explain your examples. Yes, you may consider that your audience knows the basics of the story, but you need to point out more clearly precisely HOW your examples support your opinions/points. 
Overall, a strong paper—well-argued, well-supported, clearly expressed. Nice job, J---!!!! :)

--Susanne :)
�Should be: Introduction to Literature here—correct class title. :) 


�Using appositives here provides for clearer and more concise sentence structure.


�Solid introduction! Good work!!! :)





�Lovely thesis! Nicely done!


�Great use of quotation! 


�The use of “pg” is not necessary in current research formats. :)


�Keep verb tenses consistent—you're using present tense, so keep all verbs present tense unless referring to an event firmly in the past.


�Always place final period outside of page citations. 


�Use “who/whom” rather than “that” when discussing people. We use “whom” here as it acts as the object, not the subject (which is “he”). 


�Good clincher, J---!


�You need a new paragraph here.


�Good definition of the term-- definitely needed here. 


�Use only one space after a period, not two. 


�Why is this an example? Explain the circumstance more fully. 


�Misspelling: “oblige”


�You need to explain how rescuing Armand is an example of noblesse oblige


�Again, explain the reasoning behind noblesse oblige here


�Misspelling: “oblige”


�Misspelling: “daily”


�Misspelling: “oblige” (different misspelling than above)


�Other examples? Not a balanced paragraph—you need the same number of examples in each half.


�Keep verb tenses consistent.


�Example? You may certainly make statements like this one, but you need to support it from the book. 


�Good use of quotation. Nice support here. 


�Keep verb tenses consistent in this sentence.


�Example?


�Misspelling: “noblesse oblige”--my spell-checker is picking it up; I don't know about yours. 


�Comma splice here—use a semicolon. 


�Always place periods inside quotation marks.


�Misspelling: “oblige”


�Misspelling: “Marguerite”


�Misspelling: “Marguerite”


�Good work, J---!! Nice conclusion!!!






