
 

 
1. How is the personality you have chosen represented in Julius Caesar? 
 
Julius Caesar, a play by William Shakespeare 
 
Personality: Brutus 
 
Shakespeare represents Brutus as having malleable beliefs, questioning his initial standpoint of 
being entirely honourable and thus causing him conflict. In the play, Brutus is seen by himself and 
those around him as an ‘honourable man’ who is lead by pure intentions and desires for positive 
change for the Roman public. This is a feature which gives Brutus a strong sense of identity yet 
exposes a fatal weakness Cassius exploits in order for Brutus to join the conspiracy. The primary 
dialogue between each man occurring in Act I, Scene II demonstrates how Brutus can be swayed to 
follow against his nature by seeing a new perspective on the character of Caesar. Cassius details 
how ‘[Caesar] had a fever when he was in Spain;/... this god did shake:/His coward lips did from 
their color fly;/ And that same eye/ whose bend doth awe the world/Did lose his luster.’ This 
description rids of the notion that Caesar is mighty and powerful, as the supposed ‘god’ is seen to 
fall to human failures like every other citizen. This challenges Brutus’ position on Caesar, seen in a 
soliloquy in Act II, Scene I which provides insight into his changed mindset. Here he describes 
Caesar as being ‘a serpent’s egg’, symbolizing his potential to become manipulative and dangerous 
to the Roman public. To prevent this, they need to ‘kill him in the shell’, meaning to act pre-
emptively. This transformation of ideas signifies that Cassius has succeeded in placing a 
counteractive viewpoint into Brutus’ mind, one which follows the murder plot. However, he suggests 
later in the act that they ‘be sacrificers, but not butchers.../...stand[ing] up against the spirit of 
Caesar’ which indicates that he has only been partially swayed by Cassius. In spite of this, the fact 
that he has been swayed by Cassius to a considerable extent means that he is not truly a man of 
honour as he and others claim. This leads to internal strife and self-justifications to maintain his 
initial standpoint and ignore the political reality. 
 
Word Count: 335 
 
2. How is the personality you have chosen represented in the text of your own choosing?  
 
‘Dr Jekyll and Mr Hyde’, a cartoon by Alan Moir 
 
Personality: Tony Abbott 
 
Moir represents the central figure of Tony Abbott through two conflicting personalities to 
demonstrate how outside forces alter his public image. In the cartoon, Abbott is represented through 
two caricatures that Moir has labelled ‘Dr Jekyll’ and ‘Mr Hyde.’ The former personality symbolizes 
absolute moral virtue through various visual elements such as the bible and halo. Coupled with the 
flowers and suit, it shows that he is an authoritative figure capable of compassion towards the 
public, more so as he smiles directly at the observer. The latter, however, compromises this 
representation as ‘Mr Hyde’ symbolizes his natural immorality. This side counters his benevolent 
demeanour by becoming aggressive, as seen by breaking the window, and irrational through 
spouting nonsensical dialogue. His wholesome image has also left him due to the loss of the halo 
and suit. This version of Abbott is also caricatured as Popeye through his clothing which 
demonstrates how his inner, dishonest character is enhanced by the spinach. Spinach is a play-on 
of the term spin, an element of politics which is used to mislead the public into gaining their trust. 
This counters the righteous actions of ‘Dr Jekyll’ who uses compassion to develop their faith in him. 
However, this requires the repression of his natural flaws, rendering him to present himself as a 
figure of total altruism. The Jekyll character still depicts a red shirt near his pants, suggesting that 
Hyde is still a key feature of his personality, but is only partly shown until the spinach transforms 
Abbott entirely into the extreme ‘Mr Hyde.’ This means that Abbott is not a man of pure integrity  
  



since he possesses a nature that allows him to be manipulative and irrational. These extremities in 
personality then signify that Abbott is struggling to balance out two separate natures which conflict, 
leading to juxtaposing representations of the same man when an outside force is presented. 
 
3. Compare and contrast the conflicting perspectives of the personality you have chosen 

presented in both Julius Caesar and the text of your own choosing. 
 
Texts: Julius Caesar, a play by William Shakespeare and ‘Dr Jekyll and Mr Hyde’, a cartoon 
by Alan Moir 
 
Personalities: Brutus and Tony Abbott 
 
Conflicting perspectives are represented in both Julius Caesar and ‘Dr Jekyll and Mr Hyde’ through 
the effects outside forces have on each personality. Both betray their internal natures in order to 
gain the trust and acceptance of their audience, yet compromise themselves in order to achieve 
this. Brutus changes his honourable nature in order to perceive Julius Caesar as ‘a serpent’s egg’, 
symbolizing a potential threat to the Roman populous. His nature is challenged because this is only 
a potential threat, meaning that he may be murdering an innocent man. Abbott, however, represses 
his dishonourable nature by becoming the ‘Dr Jekyll’ persona, a character which represents total 
benevolence and good-will. Coupled with offering flowers and smiling directly at the observer, he 
presents himself as solely altruistic and a man of compassion. This indicates that each character is 
fundamentally different yet outside forces have the ability to change them in order to gain their trust. 
However, the levels in which they transform differ between each personality. Brutus’ transformation 
is not absolute, as his suggestion of Caesar being ‘a dish fit for the gods’ suggest that he still 
maintains a strong level of admiration of this leader. Abbott, however, is transformed entirely into an 
irrational being, the persona of ‘Mr Hyde’, indicated by the nonsensical dialogue used for fear-
mongering and the intimidating act of breaking the window. This indicates for Brutus that although 
the outside force of Cassius convincing him to shift his perspective on Caesar succeeded, Brutus 
still upholds Caesar in high regard. Abbott, on the other hand, once in contact with ‘spinach’, his 
true features are enhanced and dominate the image that he wants to project. For Abbott, the 
outside force result in the loss of control of who he wants to become, and does not make him lose 
who he actually is. Brutus, however, loses his fundamental moral standpoint which causes his 
internal strife since the change does impact on his personality. This means that Brutus does change 
who he actually is as a result of Cassius’ manipulation of his identity, whereas Abbott loses control 
of the image of his personality, but does not actually lose him-self. 
 
 


