The comparative analysis of two or more adaptations of the same source text. - Dracula 

Bam stokers' Dracula is a 1897 gothic Victorian novel that people have found interesting since its first publication. The story has variety of different element with in it that makes the novel a perfect statement to the genre and time it was written. The Victorian gothic novel has a number of differences to modern stories such as  the 1897 novel is very much plot driven when nowadays we rely on mostly character driven stories.

[bookmark: _GoBack]The original plot of Dracula follows Jonathan Harker a English lawyer who travels  to Transylvania  to help a wealthy count Dracula move England.  Harker finds out that count Dracula is a vampire and barely escapes with his life.  Dracula still makes it to England and starts  to kill and kills mina jonathans wife friend Lucy.  Though all this Jonathon is stuck in Budapest with brain damage,  Lucy becomes a vampire and the whole other friends and family unite to killer and eventually decide to kill Dracul.  But Dracula infects mina creating a bond between them where he can control her and unless Dracula is killed mina will become a vampire. A group of vampire killers try to kill Dracula  with holy things from the church Dracula try's to flee back to Transylvania. There a big fight between the vampire slayers and Dracula gets killed and mina is healed.

This is the basic plot of Dracula and though this book has been adapted numerus  times over the years this plot has stayed relatively the same one of the most early adaption of Dracula  is nosferatu. Even though its not called Dracula nosferatu is  an adaptation of bam stokes Dracula novel. The Dracula character is called orlok and there are some obvious differences been his appearance and Dracula's appearance in the novel in the novel Dracula is suave aristocrat that can also be classed as sexy womanizer. In nosferatue we see that orlok is complete different to the humans in the film, he is portrayed with big vampire teeth that are visible all the time also we see that he has  extremely long fingers and nails and his bald head gives him look surreal and  completely monstrous.  Another difference in the adaptation is in the novel sun light doesn't not kill Dracula it only hurts him but in nosferatu the sun light instantly kills orlok. This didn’t catch on with the other adaptations of Dracula  niether did the appearance  in the slightly later version  Dracula 1931 adaption directed by tod browning we see Dracula  as he was intended to look in the book. Tod browning deiced to stay to the book with his represention of dracula  by casting bela lugois he created the pitcure of dracular we now think of everythime we hear the name the tall dark and hansome  vimpre that is now a steryopype of dracula both nosferatue and dracular 1931 bot films protray dracula as the antagonist   and a monsters dvil like creature that bring terror wherever he goes  in both films they create terror by the use of suspence and clever ways within the script and suggestions by the actor instead of using special effect that modern day dracula adaptations tend to rely on in dracular 1931 we never see dracular drinking blood it is only ever sugessted in the  script or by actors reactions  this the same as the book its only ever sugessted dnevr directly decriped "With his left hand he held both Mrs Harker's hands, keeping them away with her arms at full tension; his right hand gripped her by the back of the neck, forcing her face down on his bosom. Her white nightdress was smeared with blood, and a thin stream trickled down the man's bare breast, which was shown by his torn open dress."Bram Stoker, Chapter 21, Dracula

In the more recent adaptions of draclula such as dracular 2000 bram stoker's dracular and dracular 2006  all of these versions tend to focus on  two main themes religion and sexuality  they all stay  faithful to the theams of the novel by keeping fidelity  and immigration  
One of the most well known adaptions of dracular I the 1992 film bram stokes dracula directed by francis ford  coppola  this film had  the tag line "love never dies" this could easily be protrayed as the love between jonathan and mina and their fight to keep loving eachother thoughout  the book  and they will there love survive aspect  but in the 1992 adaptation there is a  newly created sub plot within the film that suggest that  mina is the reincarnation of draculars love elizabetha   we are introudced to elizabetha  in the opening  sequence of bam stokers dracula we start in a setting of 1462 which is completely different to the original setting of the victorian era  and dracualr is called vlad tepes  and he is an othodox christan  the film explaines that he renouces his  faith after  his wife elizabetha is fooled in to thinking he had died and she ends  up comiting suicide  dracula cant cope with  the fact that is with is eternaly damed and cant pass on the heaven in the film they use a somewhat direct qoute from the novel  "blood is life and it will be mine"  this simbolises that dracuala never looked back from that day forward and  that his wife dieing made him the monster that he is  this is a contrast  in the dracula novel dracular is protrayed as an ainmal like creature that’s only consered with his urgers to feed in a primal sort of way this is completely different to coppolas verison of draucula were the new sub plot takes place this means that in this adaption Dracula is a passionate  lover and  he is practically completely human with every emotion this gives the audiences the impression that Dracula can become this monstrous creature and isn't always after "blood"    this gives off the impresson that the is more of man traped inside a monters  body   in the book the the teame of suduction played a bit part but in the novel it is only seen as a primal sexual force with emotion in bram stokes dracula film the theme of sudecution is still there but it is met with emotion and real human love   this gives off the impression that the book is all about sex where coppola reimagined this in to making the whole story about love in his adaption  another diffrence between the 1992 film and the novel is that  the charcters have been dumed down due to the change in the plot to make mina the love intrest coppola wannted he completely changed her character from the strong wille insperational monster hunter female she in the the novel in the  the steryotypical indangered princess type role   whos is confused and conflited about who she loves  in the film there is even a scene where she holds up a gun to jonathn to save dracualr as she has fallen under his spell and will do anything to be able to save her love from the past in this adaption van helsing becomes the clear protagonist in the film  the writing diffrences with coppolas work and the novel are different   the book definutly has a higher complex level than the film  wilst righting his book stoker  it lots reaserch in the subject and so did coppola  but unlike where stoker only had to deal with a liner structure   and  a no added pressure of production where coppola  with making the film more suible for audiances nowaday and  to  makes the starie more up to date that is why he added in the love love staorie as love slls in hollywood where a book can have more fredom and can be a lot more imaginitve there are a few times within  the film where coopola is trying to covnay just possible oneor a few sentances from the book and he turned them in the minutes of screen time this ment that in his adaptaion lost qa lot a suspence from the book on it way to screen
The novle of draualr has been adapted so mant time and changed is some from each time due to the damands of hollywood and the idea of the dracla being the montrous creater has been lost thought the adapations and this is due to the fact that special effect are nowadays expected on a film or a tv show so the idea of just implaying something is completely lost as audience would expect to see something not try to work something out also driectors over the years have tried to find new and exciting twist of the dracular stary  but that’s an on  obvous state ment becuse thats what addaprions is all about if every director made to same film in the same way with the same story there would only ever be on adaptation of the book all the others would just be remakes 
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