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10,000 BC (2008)

Great movie for a sci-fi flick., 31 March 2008
5 stars

Let's get real. This movie is not exactly one of the classics. No, it's not even
worthy of an honorable mention. Actually, | wonder if this movie is even
worth critiquing. The movie is crammed with special effects which is just
Hollywood's way of covering up a mediocre story and equally mediocre
acting (though that has much more to do with the material than with the
skill of the performers). When one considers the movies in the science
fiction genre, certain movies set the standard foe excellence. King Kong,
Alien, The Thing From Another Planet, Predator, The Day The Earth Stood
Still, movies that have become icons. This movie does not meet that
standard. It's flashy special effects cannot save it from its ultimate fate -
oblivion to DVD land where all mediocre movies quickly go after an
unsuccessful presence in movie houses. And let us reminder one thing,
movies are meant to be shown on BIG screens, not TV screens.

Don't believe the negatives reviews of this movie! This movie is great for
sci-fi. It is definitely one of the better films of the sci-fi genre. As a matter of
fact, this movie contains all the elements of a classic, with great acting,
excellent script, and outstanding special effects. The movie is part Jurassic
Park, part Lost World, part King Kong, part Indiana Jones, part Ten
Commandments and part every other sci-fi movie about prehistoric times
ever made. This movie deserves to be nominated for every award in the
movie industry. Everything about this movie is crammed with
entertainment. Wonderful movie; masterful example of cinema verite. This
movie is worthy of every accolade found in the English language.
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2001: A Space Odyssey (1968)

Pretentious, 31 July 2005
5 stars

*** Spoilers ***

When | first saw this movie years ago, | was so intrigued by the music and
special effects that | would have rated it a 10. But, alas, time marches on
and so does my taste in movies. Recently | happened to watch this movie
again and to my chagrin | found it BORING. What made the movie even
more unpalatable was the pretentious and muddled story ... or message ...
or cryptic allegory ... or whatever, that left me feeling profoundly annoyed.
What the heck is this movie about anyway? | liked the beginning with the
actors jumping around in monkey suits screaming at each and fighting
and, well, acting a lot like people, but when the movie introduced the
obelisk ... and then the space station ... and then the talking computer with
an attitude ... and then the astronaut growing old ... and then a baby in a
capsule looking at earth ... | knew that somewhere there was a message,
but it was a message not received by me because frankly, my dear, | didn't
give a hoot. The one character in the movie I liked, in fact the only
character in the movie that is worthy of the term "character,” was the
computer. If the movie had just been about the computer, and how well he
... or she ... or it ... sang "Daisy," | might have liked this movie a lot more.
This movie is an example of people getting in the way of a perfectly good
story. Let the computer explore space. People have more important things
to do.

2012 (2009/1)
Nothing on earth lasts forever, including the earth itself., 14 November 2009
8 stars

This movie starts out with very cheesy acting and some grotesquely inane
dialog, causing one to feel that this is going to be a very long, very tedious
cinematic experience. But somewhere in the middle of the movie
something happens. The writing, the acting, the directing, and the special
effects pull together as the story becomes more plausible and the movie
more watchable. The movie was able to sufficiently recover its cinematic
bearings to the point where it was telling an interesting and provocative
story. For the human race, it's pandemonium time and this movie pulls no
punches in showing the chaos that ensues as the world is literally coming
apart at the seams, caused by a mere fluke of nature. This movie shows
that nothing on earth lasts forever, including the very planet we live on.



21 (2008)

Good movie., 3 May 2008
8 stars

Thisis a ... (should I say it?) ,,, this is a ... (will anyone believe it?) ... this is
a...good movie ... yes ... a GOOD movie ... (I'll say it again) ... a GOOD
MOVIE!!! What | believed would be a typical Hollywood juvenile piece of
celluloid tripe was actually a watchable, engaging motion picture with a
good story, good acting, a credible script and ... a beginning, a middle and
an end. The movie glorifies the art of card-counting and paints a rather
cynical picture of the human condition but never sinks to the level of a
maudlin melodrama. The movie also is unpretentious and tells a story
without trying to moralize. One thing is for certain: if you are a member of
the Las Vegas chamber of commerce you will definitely love this movie
because this movie has to rank as one of the better movies whose setting
is Las Vegas.

28 Weeks Later (2007)

One of the best sci-fi movies in along long time., 18 May 2007
10 stars

| went to watch this movie with no preconceived notions regarding the
guality of the movie. In fact, | never heard of the movie, but what | watched
was impressive. It's not a horror movie. Rather it's a science fiction movie
that's based on a highly plausible premise. The action is fast-paced,
accompanied by a musical score that intensifies the growing sense of
doom as attempts to contain and eradicate a lethal disease unravel with
catastrophic results. The scope of this movie is reminiscent of The Body
Snatchers and The Day of the Triffids, the latter an excellent, and now all-
but-forgotten, sci-fi story. This is one of the best science-fiction movies in
a long long time and proof that when it wants Hollywood can present a
credible sci-fi movie that tells a story and does not insult the audience's
intelligence.




3000 Miles to Graceland (2001)

Very good movie, 9 July 2007
8 stars

*** Spoilers ***

This is a good movie with an imaginative story and great acting, especially
by Kevin Costner and Courtney Cox, who give really impressive
performances. As for Kevin Costner, he gives a great "bad guy”
performance as a psychopathic killer who believes he is Elvis Presley's
son. At first the movie seems to be a comedy, with a gang of guys posing
as Elvis Presley look-alike trying to rob a casino, but after the robbery,
which nets 3 million dollars, the story takes a far more serious turn as
Kevin Costner sets out to systematically eliminate everyone who directly or
indirectly had anything to do with the robbery. Kurt Russell plays one of
the robbers who ultimately confronts Kevin Costner. This is a good movie
and is worth watching.

300 (2006)

What about Pericles?, 30 March 2007
8 stars

This movie is about a great story, effectively told and acted. Gerard Butler
is impressive as Leonides and the special effects add to the drama
associated with one of the great moments in military history. What the
Spartans did was remarkable, their sacrifice profound and their legacy not
forgotten. Bravo for this movie, an outstanding cinematic accomplishment.

The Battle of Thermopylae is one of the major events in European history
and the victory of the Greeks over the Persians was a truly momentous
event, not only for Greece but for world history. The movie is about
heroism, determination, and sacrifice. Ancient Greece is associated with
the glory of Athen, with its Parthenon, and great political and cultural
leaders, such as Pericles, but Sparta had its moments too and this movie is
about one of those moments.




3:10 to Yuma (2007)

Excellent movie. Kudos for Russell Crowe and company, 22 September
2007
10 stars

For a remake of a movie that was made fifty years ago, this is an excellent
movie. Usually remakes are lemons. Not so with this one. This is an
excellent movie, with great acting, solid script and beautiful
cinematography. Russell Crowe once again proves that he is one of the
great actors and the rest of the cast give great performances too,
especially Ben Foster and Peter Fonda. Now regarding Mr. Fonda, his
presence improves any movie. What a wonderful actor. But what raises this
movie to a higher level is the story, which is part High Noon and part
Good,Bad,Ugly. Tuco would have been at home in this movie. If you like
well-acted, well-scripted movies, then this movie is for you.

61* (2001) (TV)

Don't tamper with my heroes., 19 March 2008
4 stars

Don't tamper with my heroes. Mickey Mantle and Roger Maris were two of
the greatest baseball players of the early 1960s whose accomplishments
on the baseball field is now legend and to portray these two great athletes,
these two great baseball players, these two great men who became legends
in their own time, these icons of American sports history, as little more
than spoiled, temperamental substance-abusers is outrageous. Mantle and
Maris had personal weaknesses? So what? Who cares? What counts is
what they did ON THE FIELD, in front of the ENTIRE WORLD!!! The year
1961 was one of the greatest years in the history of baseball. The Detroit
Tigers won 103 games that year yet failed to win the American League
pennant by SIX games because the Yankees won 109 games that year. Nary
a mention is made of that important fact in the movie. What the Yankees
accomplished that year was legendary and is talked about to this day and
cannot be ignored when considering what Mantle and Maris did that year.
This movie completely fails to capture the excitement and intense public
interest in Mantle and Maris's chase of one of sport's most sacred records
and further fails to place it within the context of the what was one of the
greatest seasons in the history of the American league. No mention is
made of the incredible pennant race between the Detroit Tigers and the The
New York Yankees, a critical piece of information that is essential to better
appreciating the circumstances surrounding the quest to break Ruth's
record. Breaking Babe Ruth's single season record of 60 home runs was



like breaking the sound barrier but this movie reduces the event to a hokey,
schmaltzy mess and strangely attempts to portray Maris as a surly chain-
smoking malcontent and Mantle as a temperamental, philandering
alcoholic. I don't need Hollywood to show me that Roger Maris and Mickey
Mantle were human beings with human frailties. | don't need Hollywood
cutting down my heroes. What Maris and Mantle accomplished in 1961
speaks for itself. Breaking Babe Ruth's home run record is something that
happened on the field, for the whole world to witness. How Maris and
Mantle handled it is best left to the audience's imagination.

Any treatment of the subject of Mantle and Maris must include a more than
just passing mention of the entire 1961 baseball season. The competition
to break Ruth's single season home run record was brisk. That year SIX
players in the American League and two in the National League hit more
than 40 home runs. Also a relief pitcher, Luis Arroyo of the New York
Yankees, had 15 WINS in addition to 29 saves, an incredible performance
that is all but forgotten yet actually happened. Any relief pitchers winning
15 games nowadays?

A Bell for Adano (1945)

Credible, 3 August 2005
7 stars

| know that the movie is a bit unrealistic in its characterizations. | know that
the movie is a bit heavy-handed in its stereotypical portrayals of the
Italians. | know that the movie is fiction, and that no matter how much you
try to sugar-coat the story, the fact is that Italy was a member of the Axis
alliance, was belligerent and fascist, and went over to the Allied side only
after it was thoroughly defeated. So any portrayals of Italians being
particularly passive or pro-American circa 1945 must be taken with a huge
grain of salt. All this being said, I still liked this movie. The movie brings
out, in typical Hollywood fashion, that the United States and the Allies DID
liberate Italy from fascism, and which prevented Italy from becoming a total
basket case like Germany and Japan became after the war. The pro-
American bias of the movie is unmistakable, but as a World War Two movie
what else could you expect? The fact is that the United States liberated
Western Europe from the scourge and Nazism and fascism, and movies
like "A Bell for Adono" serve to ensure that what the United States did to
help Italy and the rest of Europe is not forgotten.




About Schmidt (2002)

Jack Nicholson is "Schmidt", 17 November 2005
8 stars

What is one to do when they suddenly have to deal with the fact that their
life has been one big zero? This is the theme of this movie. A man is
searching for something, but what? He is a traveler without a compass,
wandering aimlessly, escaping from the nothingness of his existence but
with no place to go. This is not a happy movie; it's about loneliness
combined with insight that leads to awareness, but what to do with this
knowledge, that is the question. The main character, Schmidt, is traveling
through life and his journey is not a happy one. It's full of obstacles that
rob him of whatever little happiness he experiences. The people who
befriend him are social misfits. His daughter is a shrill. His son-in-law is a
buffoon. That's life. And Schmidt? He is a dud, a dullard, an insurance man
who made no plans for himself. He's angry, marginalized, rejected, and for
good reason: he has the emotional sensitivity of a rock. Okay, retirement
can be rough, but with Schmidt it becomes a struggle for survival. Jack
Nicholson gives a great performance as the wandering Schmidt. He
captures the essence of the character. Nicholson is Schmidt.

This movie is about a retiree named Schmidt who has lived in an emotional
shell all of his life, and after all of the props, his job, his marriage, and his
home, that made up his cocoon, disappear, he is left alone, now on his
own, to fend for himself in the big, scary world to which Schmidt has no
emotional connection. The only thing Schmidt has left is a mobile home to
which he beats a hasty retreat when things become too rough, too
depressing or too confusing for him. Only when Schmidt's driving his
mobile home does he feel a measure of security and sense of self. Schmidt
is like a lost little child who doesn't know where to go or what to do, and
whose life is so devoid of warmth and who is so strongly convinced of his
own worthlessness that his only fulfilling relationship is that of being a
foster-father to a young African girl with whom he communicates by mail.
For Schmidt, everything he has ever done has been a waste of time, a fraud
and heaped in futility. Jack Nicholson is excellent in this movie. He projects
a deadpan, flat expression along with droll speech that conveys the
emotional shallowness of the character. He was perfect for this role. Jack
Nicholson is "Schmidt."




Absolute Power (1997)

Was this movie supposed to be science fiction?, 26 September 2005
3 stars

Excuse me for asking, but ask | will: Are we supposed to believe that a
senior citizen is able to neatly sneak into a heavily protected house, break
into the owner's sanctum-sanctorum, and then witness the President of the
United States having a fist fight with a woman, who is then assassinated by
government employees? Are we REALLY supposed to believe that? Isn't
that stretching things a bit too far - even for a movie? And then after, we're
supposed to believe that the thief is really a good guy who really cares?
And that he's merely a retiree who happens to steal things - but has a
sense of integrity? Or that the President of the United States is screwing
his benefactors wife - in the benefactor's home? C'mon now ... this can't be
a serious drama. Maybe it was meant to be a science fiction story about a
retiree with some kind of special power to perform acts of magic that defy
any sense of logic, because this movie defies logic.

"According to Jim: Dana Gets Fired (#2.20)" (2003)

Not funny., 30 December 2008

What an annoying episode. The two lead actresses, playing Jim Belushi's
wife and sister-in-law, cackled and screeched in an unfunny episode. First,
someone is fired. Second, the boss had cause to fire the woman who was
fired. Third, Jim Belushi was not funny. His performance was flat and
uninspired. Plus his character is the one who gets the woman, his sister-in-
law, fired. Why the writers of this show would find this amusing is baffling.
The boss is upset and exercises his prerogative to let his employee know it
and warns her to improve or else. Okay, it's heavy handed but that's work
and that is the nature of our capitalist system. One is the worker, the other
is the boss. A story, even in a sitcom, must have plausibility in order to be
amusing. This episode is entirely devoid of anything that could generate
laughs. The fired woman is devastated, the birthday party for Belushi's
brother is ruined, Belushi is placed in an awkward position of having to
admit that he got his sister-in-law fired - by threatening her boss no less -
and then the episode ends with Belushi doing something really dumb that
in the real world would get somebody into deep trouble.




A Civil Action (1998)

Lawyers have feelings too., 12 May 2008
6 stars

This is a good if somewhat long dramatization on the pitfalls in the
American civil justice system. The problem with this movie is that the
plaintiff's case is so weak that it undermines the theme of the movie. Here,
the victims do not triumph until the federal government agrees to resurrect
the case. Hence, the movie should have been about the heroics of the
federal attorneys to compel the defendants, large corporations, to settle
and take responsibility. This notwithstanding, the movie still makes a
number of good points regarding the nature of litigation, especially as it
relates to its cost. However another problem with this movie is that it
portrays attorneys themselves as being victims of system that can quickly
bankrupt all but the largest and most well-financed law firms. The case
itself gets lost in the story and the actual victims, the plaintiffs, are
marginalized as the process itself takes center stage. The John Travolta
character is an attorney whose competence to handle such a complex case
is repeatedly tested with negative results making it difficult to have
empathy for the character who is basically simply messing up. He makes
mistakes that are so egregious that this movie could have been subtitled
How to Lose a Case Without Even Trying.

Alexander (2004)

Intriguing, Though Flawed, Movie, 27 July 2005
5 stars

The movie is too long, too wordy, the script muddled, at times even
ridiculous, and the special effects not particularly special. Yet, the movie
has some redeeming qualities. First, it depicts, albeit in a contorted way,
the life of one the most interesting and famous persons in history,
Alexander the Great. Second, Colin Farrell gives a strenuous, although not
entirely believable, performance, and what it lacks in quality, he makes up
for it in sheer determination. Then again, maybe it was asking a bit too
much from Mr. Farrell to play a Macedonian and to portray the character
not so much as a conqueror but as a person in conflict, with himself, his
companions and his family. Maybe the movie misses the mark by
concentrating more on Alexander's personal issues and less on what he
actually accomplished. For Alexander's accomplishments in and of
themselves could have provided more than enough material upon which to
base a drama. That Alexander is depicted as constantly bickering with his
companions and even having some kind of strange relationship with his



wife detracts from the fundamental premise of the movie - that Alexander
was a special person who accomplished a lot in a relatively brief period of
time. One should be warned that if you are expecting a documentary about
Alexander, this is not the movie to watch. Nevertheless, this movie is still
worth a look. It's not the greatest movie, far from it, but at least it will let
you know that Alexander DID exist, that he DID conquer almost all of the
known world and that what he DID still generates interest 2,500 years later.

Alien (1979)

Great movie., 17 November 2005
10 stars

With the possible exception of "Predator” this movie is the best and most
intense science fiction movie ever made in the history of Hollywood. This
movie offers everything a movie should have - a great story, excellent
acting, a simple yet compelling plot, empathetic characters and a creature
that is merciless, frightening and loathsome. Further, this movie stands the
test of time and is as watchable today as it was when it was first released in
1979. Every character in this movie has an important role and every line in
the script is taut with tension as the crew of the space ship, isolated and
alone in the middle of nowhere, try to figure out how to defeat a monster
that seems invincible and is hunting them one-by-one. If you haven't seen
this movie, see it.

All About Steve (2009)

Say hello to Sandra Bullock's worst movie., 7 September 2009
1 star

This movie takes the goal of appealing to the lowest common denominator
to a new low. Okay, this is just a movie and so expectations should be
adjusted accordingly, but even a Hollywood potboiler should contain at
least a smattering of something that approximates intellectual content,
something which this movie glaringly lacks. To watch Sandra Bullock
acting and sounding like a dunce was pathetic. Surely she can do better
than this. The story is so inane and unfunny that it is hard to imagine how
anyone would have thought to make it into a movie. The story contains
nothing that grabs or keeps audience interest. Ms. Bullock's costumes are
ridiculous and the supporting cast do nothing to detract attention from her
outlandishly poor performance. Thomas Haden Church provides what little



relief there is from the unfunny mediocrity that permeates this movie but
his efforts are too little to reverse the tide of banality.

All the King's Men (2006)

This movie just doesn't make it., 2 October 2006
4 stars

The sound track is awful and the movie's time frame is all wrong. This
movie is set in the early 1950's but contains no historical landmarks to
connect it with that period of time. By the early 1950s the populist politician
who was part rabble rouser, part priest and part charlatan stomping across
the countryside was already a thing of the past. It's post World War Two,
it's the Cold War, the "hicks" are leaving the country for the city, the civil
rights movement is already beginning to pick up momentum and television
is already on the scene. None of this is mentioned in this movie. Also, the
movie's main character, Willie Stark, is so utterly unlikeable that his exit
from the movie brings relief, not from the fact that he is deceased because,
despite his demagoguery Willie really didn't deserve what he got, but
because it meant that it was just a matter of time before this ponderous,
overblown movie would be rambling to its inevitable and inglorious end. If
you want to watch this movie, do so, but don't expect a classic movie
because this movie just doesn't make it.

All This, and Heaven Too (1940)

Barbara O'Neil's performance highlights this movie., 5 November 2010
9 stars

This movie has it all: a great cast, excellent direction, a powerful script,
superb cinematography and beautiful sets. This movie stars Bette Davis
and Charles Boyer and both give excellent, memorable performances.
However, the strongest performance is given by Barbara O'Neil. She
dominates this movie. Her portrayal of a scorned, rejected wife is one of
the greatest performances ever witnessed by this reviewer. Anatole Litvak
must have been overjoyed to direct such a great actress in such a great
role. Take away her incredible performance and the movie would still be
good but would lose much of its bite. One can only wonder why Ms.
O'Neil's role was not expanded, indeed why she did not get top billing, for
her performance was by far the strongest and most dynamic. Bette Davis's
performance is subdued, controlled and polished. Charles Boyer's
performance is somewhat more animated but he plays his role most



convincingly. The movie is reportedly based on a true event which gives it
a certain degree of credibility which is an important feature of this movie.

Although the movie is long, it does not drag, it does not lag, and it hits no
snags. This is a wonderful movie, definitely worth watching.

Almost Famous (2000)

Schmaltz job., 9 May 2010
5 stars

After attempting to watch this movie | just gave up. | admit it. The story
meant nothing to me. Frances McDormand's character meant nothing. The
whole rock and roll milieu thing meant nothing. There was simply nothing
in this movie that inspired me to want to watch it. Now, the movie is a
period piece but it fails to give one a sense that they are watching a story
from that period. And the plot and subplots are such that it soon becomes
apparent that the movie is really a touchy-feely story masqueraded as a
cool, upbeat contemporary comment on generational conflict and is a
schmaltz job. Now if one likes schmaltz, then go for it; but if one is not in
the mood to watch fluff, then this movie will cause you to ask yourself:
Why am | watching this movie? Isn't there something better | can do with
my time? Whenever a movie opens with the lead player having a scowl on
her face, it is time for the audience to beware. You have been duly warned.

Amelia (2009)

Solid biopic., 2 November 2009
10 stars

If you want to see a movie about a truly interesting person, this movie is for
you. Bearing an uncanny likeness to the the title character, Hilary Swank
gives a wonderfully balanced and believable performance as Amelia
Earhardt. The audience is given a chance to get to know Amelia and as the
movie goes on, we learn more and more about her and also about the men
in her life. However, what makes this movie dramatically strong is that
instead of playing up the intimate aspects of her life, it focuses on her
accomplishments as a pilot. That is the crux of the movie and the director
avoids transforming this movie into just another Hollywood soap opera and
for that we should be grateful.

The movie presents the life of Amelia without fanfare. For some, that could
make for a boring movie, but for others provide an unpretentious yet



informative glimpse into the life of one of the major figures in U. S. aviation
and world history. The way she and Mr. Noonan disappeared is so similar
to what happened to another beloved person, Princess Diana, whose tragic
death also impacted the entire world. In a way Amelia was royalty too, not
the formal royalty of an aristocracy, but a royalty based on character and
achievement and just like with Diana, everyone loved Amelia and when she
disappeared the whole world felt the loss. All Amelia wanted to do was fly.
Hilary Swank definitely deserves at least a nomination for the Academy
Award for Best Actress. This was Ms. Swank's movie and she makes that
movie happen.

This movie also raises a question. Why is this that persons like Amelia,
innocent, wonderful, loved by all, are taken from us so early? Just like with
JFK Jr. and Diana, Amelia had so much to give, yet at the blink of an eye,
she was gone, forever, leaving us to wonder - why?

American Gangster (2007)

Look out for the piano and try to cut out the middle man., 6 November 2007
8 stars

This is an excellent movie that once again showcases the talent of one of
the greatest American actors today, Denzel Washington. This is a DW tour-
de-force, another chapter in the illustrious screen career of this
outstanding star. There are no accolades that can adequately describe his
presence in this movie. Mr. Washington is part Pacino, part Brando, and ...
yes ... even part James Cagney. The only drawback to this movie is casting
Russell Crowe as a Jewish police officer. Mr. Crowe does his usual fine job,
but his portrayal as a "Jewish" officer was a stretch. This movie also
teaches certain facts about how to conduct a business, namely if you cut
out the middle man you can reduce overhead, regulate the quality of the
product and thereby greatly increase profit. That's a pretty good lesson to
learn. The problem is of course that the equation leaves out one factor, the
law. If you want to know what that means, watch the movie. By the way,
this movie also teaches how to use a piano to discipline employees and
why certain employees should not wear clothing. Of course, do you really
want your employees going about without clothing?

Regarding Russell Crowe being cast as a Jewish police officer, this is
another egregious example of the kind of blatant miscasting that can
destroy the credibility of a movie. Why would any producer want to cast an
actor in arole that the actor can in no way believably project? Mr. Crowe is
no more believable as a Jewish police officer then would have been, lets
say, James Cagney in a similar role. It just doesn't work, so why do it? By



the way, when was the last time a Jewish actor played an Irish cop? Get the
point?

American Movie (1999)

If this young man could do it, why not us?, 28 June 2010
10 stars

This movie provides an excellent insight into the world of movie making, a
world that requires no special training, just the desire to to do something
creative. Movie making is one of the few areas left where formal credentials
are not required. Case in point is the subject of this movie, a young man
who starts out with nothing and years later creates a commercial product.
It's really quite impressive. What | did not like about this documentary is
that the young man and his associates are portrayed as being marginal and
dysfunctional characters when in fact they are business people trying to
put together a commercial product, and just because they don't dress or
sound the part does not make them any less deserving of respect. Then
again, maybe that's a strong point of the documentary. Whatever the case,
this documentary should be a must see for anyone who has an urge to
create but does not know where or even how to start. If this young man
could do it, why not us?

A Mighty Heart (2007)

Raises questions., 5 July 2007
8 stars

This is a powerful, compelling movie, well acted, except for Angelina Jolie.
Ms. Jolie's performance borders on the macabre. Her performance is shrill
and evokes no sympathy. The possibility of her husband being abducted
should not have been a surprise. He had a dangerous assighment, and as
the Pakistani interior minister alluded, he put himself at risk, perhaps
unnecessarily. Why WOULD a U. S. based financial newspaper want to
interview a Jihadist in the first place? This would be like an Islamist
newspaper sending a journalist to the U. S. to interview a Christian
evangelist, and then disappearing. Questions would be asked. What is
particularly surprising is the revelation, according to the movie, that the
newspaper provided certain information to the CIA, thereby giving the
appearance of credibility to the accusations that their reporter was a CIA
spy. The point of all this is that the actual story has less to do with Ms.



Jolie's character, who suffers a personal and tragic loss, than about the
degree to which the news media may be implicated in covert government
activities in foreign countries.

Anaconda (1997)

Not a Bad Movie, 11 August 2005
6 stars

Okay, the movie is not the greatest, but it's not that bad either. The movie's
story features a an extra-large creature but instead of a huge gorilla, this
movie has a huge snake - and no Fay Wray. Now, the snake is angry, but
can you blame it? It's a snake, and man has infringed on its territory. The
acting is not bad and Jon Voight proves that he can transform a poor script
into something that at least is credible. And Jennifer Lopez proves that she
is a good actress. But Mr. Voight is the star of this movie and for that
reason, this movie is watchable. But this movie's message is clear: keep
away from the snake, and admire it from a safe distance because if you get
too close, it could ruin your vacation.

Angel Eyes (2001)

Another excellent performance by Jennifer Lopez, 3 August 2007
9 stars

Once again, Jennifer Lopez proves that she is a wonderful actress. Ms.
Lopez truly the star of the movie. Also, the story itself is good and there is
a strong performance by Jim Caveziel. This movie explores some very
sensitive subjects ... death, loneliness, grief ... as well as renewal,
restoration and redemption. At times the movie borders on sentimentality
but manages to avoid that pitfall as Ms. Lopez's fine performance
transcends any weaknesses contained in the script and transforms this
movie into something special. A man experiences devastating personal
loss, awoman has unrequited anger, both are alone yet both overcome
their personal issues to come together and move forward in their lives.
When managed correctly and respectfully, these themes are the
ingredients that make for a good movie and in this case it works.




A Nightmare on Elm Street (2010)

Keep your nightmares to yourself., 2 May 2010
4 stars

This is a horror movie that is more laughable than horrible. Why is this?
Because the genre is fundamentally weak. Ever since The Exorcist
Hollywood has been desperately trying to produce another horror
masterpiece but instead produces horrible facsimiles. As a result the bar
for this genre has been lowered practically to the floor, resulting in
laughable hokum. For a movie to succeed, it has to have a credible,
plausible story, something that will engage the audience, something this
movie fails to do. The more the characters talk about sleep, the more one
may want to take a nap. There is so much talk about sleep that after awhile
the subject becomes tiring. Insomniais a problem and should not be
trivialized, but this movie does exactly that. Nightmares are preventing you
from sleeping? Tell it to a psychiatrist. Take some no-doze. Have yourself a
drink, if that's your fancy. Take a walk around the block. Visit a library. And
if someone is coming after you with a long metal nails, call the police, but
please, PLEASE, don't make it into a movie. (Yawn) Some of the dialog is
witty and the acting is good, but the story is just too shallow to prevent the
movie from sinking to the level of pablum. However, the movie ends
strongly. It's just too bad that the first 90 minutes or so of this movie isn't
equally as good.

An Inconvenient Truth (2006)

Politician pushing a cause., 9 May 2010
4 stars

This piece of celluloid won awards? It's not a documentary, it's a political
diatribe in a documentary format. To be effective, a documentary has to be
be objective; that is not the case here. Instead, a disgruntled politician with
an ax to grind uses the documentary format to attack his political
opponent. Is mankind responsible for global warming? Maybe, maybe not.
Al Gore is not a scientist and is no more of an expert on this issue then the
next guy or gal, yet he is sounding the alarm, as if he's the only one in the
know. We don't need Al Gore to alert us about climate change. It's an old
story and one that he has co-opted to discredit his political opponents.
Well, he has aright to voice his opinion, but that's all it is, an opinion and
his carries no more weight than anybody else. This "documentary” claims
that scientists are unanimous in the belief that man-made global warming
is a fact, yet he neither cites any specific scientists nor does he provide a
list of sources backing up his assertions. Instead Mr. Gore expects the



audience to believe him. Beware of the politician who is pushing a cause.
Such activity always masks a hidden agenda, one that is self-serving. From
vice-president to environmental shill, that seems to summarize the career
of Al Gore.

Annie Hall (1977)

Excellent movie, 24 June 2007
10 stars

This movie is thirty years old but stands the test of time, meaning that after
all these years the movie is still watchable. Now why is is still watchable?
Because it deals with the nature of relationships, a topic which transcends
time. Also, the acting is wonderful, especially Diane Keaton's performance
as Annie. Diane Keaton has to be one of the best comediennes Hollywood
has ever produced, and Woody Allen goes the extra mile to show the
audience the fundamental absurdity and irrationality of romantic
involvements. Far from being some corny, superficial farce, this movie
presents an interesting character study of a woman who undergoes
emotional and intellectual growth while her partner struggles,
unsuccessfully, to cope with the change. If you want to watch a movie
about someone who changes for the better, then this is the movie for you.

An Officer and a Gentleman (1982)

Sometimes a guy needs a big brother., 15 October 2005
10 stars

This movie is about an adolescent who becomes a man with the help of a
big brother, who in this case is a hard-nosed, no-nonsense, tough-as-nails
drill sergeant. The adolescent is a wayward young man with no direction
and with no one to depend on except his alcoholic sailer father who
believes that the young man will never succeed at anything. Well, the
adolescent wants to prove his father wrong and does something most
unexpected - applies for Navy flight school and is accepted. Now the
question is: Will he succeed? For him to succeed, this adolescent will have
to change: become a team player, take on responsibilities, apply himself to
achieving goals, and complete an exceedingly difficult 12-week course that
will test not only his physical strength and mental capabilities, but the very
essence of his character. In short, the adolescent will have to become a
man. And there is only one person who cares enough to push him to
succeed - the adolescent's drill sergeant who does everything he can to get



the adolescent to drop out, which does not happen. This movie shows what
a person can accomplish when they believe in themselves and have a big
brother who cares enough to make them succeed. This is a great movie.

An Unfinished Life (2005)

Bart the Bear for Best Actor, 14 September 2005
8 stars

| liked this movie. True, there was some pretentious violence, like between
Einar and the boyfriend/stalker, and Jennifer Lopez seemed somewhat
miscast, but the theme of a man unwilling to come to terms with the death
of his son made for an interesting, though somewhat somber, movie.
Robert Redford proved once again that he is a great actor. But the real star
was Bart the Bear. Bart was incredible. Bart was powerful. Whenever this
movie started dragging, all the director had to do was bring in Bart, and the
movie immediately picked up in tempo and action. Bart roared, Bart
growled, Bart reared up on his hind legs, Bart was sad, Bart was
depressed, Bart was forgiving. Bart could have easily killed Einar or Mitch,
but what did he do instead? He gave them "a piece of his mind" in the form
of a lot of bellowing and roaring, as if to say "How could you have done
this to me?" or "I'm a bear! Deal with it!" and walked away, to reclaim his
place in the wild where he belonged. In fact, this is the best movie about a
bear since "The Bear," which is the classic movie about conflict between
bears and people. | would have entitled this movie, "Bart: The
Misunderstood Bear." This movie also confirms the beauty, strength and
majesty of bears, especially the grizzly bears. Also, Josh Lucas is definitely
one of the better actors. He was great as Lt. Ben in "Stealth” and he was
great in this movie too. | wonder how Lt. Ben would have dealt with Bart. |
believe they would have become real good friends.

A Place in the Sun (1951)

Appearances can be deceiving., 8 October 2005
10 stars

What's a mild-mannered, plain-looking, self effacing no-account guy, with
absolutely nothing going for him, in short, a complete non-entity, supposed
to do when he has a chance to get in with the rich crowd but can't because
of the presence in his life of a woman he not only does not love, but
downright detests? How does a guy with no resources and limited
intelligence deal with such a situation, especially when he is trying to hook



up with another woman, this one who is beautiful and rich, and is going to
be his meal ticket that will guarantee his "Place in the Sun"? This movie
suggests that one must be wary of judging people too quickly, and to resist
the temptation to be seduced by a superficially friendly or self-effacing
mannerism because the seduction may be motivated by secret ulterior
motives that render you a mere tool in their quest to satisfy their own
nefarious needs. What makes this movie so great is how the movie
captures how the guy completely fools everyone and is found out only after
after the guy himself commits a crime. If he had played his cards right, he
would have never been found out. But then again, if he had succeeded,
there wouldn't have been a movie.

Apollo 13 (1995)

Good movie., 6 January 2006
8 stars

Apollo 13 is a good movie. It's well acted, offers a compelling story, and
dramatizes how team work can achieve positive results. The problem with
this movie, however, is that we know what happened. Apollo 13 was not an
obscure historical event nor did the participants disappear into the pages
of history. Hence the movie does not offer any surprises. After the several
disasters associated with space exploration, it is obvious that space travel
is extremely risky, still experimental and not to be taken for granted. If
Hollywood insists on making movies about space exploration, however,
then why not make a movie about one of the spectacular successes, like
Apollo 11, or the dramatic events surrounding the flight of Alan B.
Shephard in May 19617

A Single Man (2009)

Incredible performance by Colin Firth, 11 October 2010
10 stars

*** Spoilers ***

Despair, hope, redemption. This is what this movie is about. A man is living
alie, forced to play arole forced on him by a society that would reject him
if he revealed the truth about himself. He is single, but not from choice but
because of the repressive nature of a society that is driving him to
contemplate suicide. Now, this single man is actually well liked, respected
and even admired, yet he is not happy and for good reason: he is an



emotional fraud. He lacks that courage to emerge from his shell and when
he finally meets someone with whom he can connect, it is too late. All his
plans are for naught; life plays a cruel joke on him. Just when he thought
that he had turned over a new leaf, had been redeemed, hope is renewed, it
is all taken away from him in a twist of fate that underscores our
vulnerability and makes one wonder whether any of it is worth the effort.
We worry, we make plans, we despair, we have hope, we hope for the best,
deal with our fears and in the end, poof! It's all gone. What a great movie.
Colin Firth gives one of the great performances as an English college
professor who is struggling to find a reason to live as he prepares for his
own death. This movie makes a powerful statement about life.

A Song to Remember (1945)

The music is the star., 13 October 2005
10 stars

This movie is about the life of one of the greatest, if not THE greatest, piano
composer in history, and Polish patriot, Frederic Chopin. Now, why should
someone bother to watch this movie about Frederic Chopin? Let me give
you one good reason: the Music. This movie has to be one of the greatest
musicals ever produced by Hollywood. This movie is permeated
throughout by the music of Chopin, and Chopin's music is wonderful;
indeed it is immortal and transcends time. This movie introduces the
audience to some of the finest music ever composed. In addition, the story
itself is interesting, not only because it's about Chopin and his relationship
with Georges Sand, played magnificently by the beautiful Merle Oberon,
but also because it poses the question that confronts all artists: Does the
artist exist to serve himself or to serve society? Chopin had to struggle
with this very question. But first and foremost in this movie is the music. In
this movie, the music is the star.

Anything But Love (2002)

This movie will restore your faith in humanity and maybe in yourself.,

25 April 2010
10 stars

This is one of the greatest movies ever made. Acting - excellent; direction -
excellent; story - excellent; screenplay - excellent; art direction - excellent;
dramatic intensity - excellent; in short, every element of this movie is



excellent. The movie deals with several themes - social pressure, artistic
integrity, personal integrity; courage; the demeaning nature of the audition
process and the purpose of art. The story is intense; character
development - fantastic and the characters both relevant and likable. The
music is incredible; and the beautiful Isabel Rose, who is the
personification of Kitty Carlisle, and the great actor Andrew McCarthy, who
plays a struggling musician, should have won every acting award for their
fine performances. What makes this movie even more of agem is that it is
entirely unpretentious, tells a story, has great continuity, is highly
watchable - and features the lovely Eartha Kitt. The story is neither corny
nor hokey; it's about pursuing your dream. It's about being true to yourself.
It's about love, real love - for a person, for art and love of life. This movie
will make you laugh and cry; it will make you feel good; it will restore your
faith in humanity and maybe in yourself.

Atonement (2007)

Commendable movie., 11 January 2008
9 stars

| don't believe it. Indeed, I'm amazed. This movie is actually good. A
Hollywood romance movie that is actually watchable. Amazing. Shocking.
Refreshing. | was expecting the usual Hollywood potboiler garbage - inane
love story, major historical events being reduced to mere cinematic
footnotes, laughable acting, ludicrous miscasting, etc. In other words, |
was expecting a piece of junk, but thankfully my expectations were not
met. This is a powerful movie with a compelling story and excellent acting.
If I can't bring myself to rag this movie, then this movie has to be good. As
a movie buff who has critiqued scores of movies, I've watched some major
cinematic clunkers, stuff that doesn't even merit a DVD, cinematic flotsam
that are a joke. This movie however is a work of art and warrants whatever
commendations it gets from the public.

Australia (2008)

Commendable movie. Once again Nicole Kidman shines., 27 November
2008
9 stars

December 7, 1941, a day which will live in infamy. Those ominous words
were spoken by President Franklin D. Roosevelt in his message to
Congress asking for a declaration of war against Japan in response to the



Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor. Yet Japan's attack on Pearl Harbor was
but one facet of a comprehensive offensive involving numerous targets
stretching from Hawaii to Burma, a distance of approximately 8,000 miles.
One of the targets was Australia, which was bombed by the Japanese. This
movie dramatizes this event and in doing so brings this event to the
attention of the American public, some of whom may not even know that
Australia was actually attacked. This movie effectively portrays this
historical event and does so in a way that fits well into the story.

This movie makes reference to a certain event in history: World War Two. It
is amazing that not so long ago Japan actually contemplated invading ...
Australia. Today such a thing would seem impossible, preposterous,
ridiculous, yes almost laughable but in the war-racked world which serves
as the backdrop for this movie, it was a distinct possibility. No matter what
you may think about this movie, its dramatization of Japan's militarism and
aggression is enough to make this movie worth watching. Japan's
offensive that started on December 7, 1941 was possibly the single largest
military offensive launched by one country in history. The attack stretched
from Pearl Harbor in the central Pacific to Indo-China and Australia, a
distance of several thousand miles. Such a momentous event alone is a
worthy subject for a movie, that is, a movie about the audacity of the
Japanese to conceive of, much less actually execute, such a bold and
reckless offensive. By attacking the United States and other countries
Japan guaranteed its own destruction. But at the time Japan did not know
that nor could they have known.

Once again Nicole Kidman proves that she is the best Hollywood screen
actress today. She is truly the star of this sometimes funny, sometimes
poignant, sometimes melodramatic, sometimes campy and consistently
entertaining movie. The movie is long but after a slow start that includes a
rather lengthy opening off-screen monologue, a device which never adds
to a movie, the pace of the story quickens and soon becomes an action-
packed adventure replete with classic Hollywood characters reminiscent of
those found in westerns, except this movie covers a far more expansive
time line and takes place within an historical context which gives the story
more depth. This movie is well-acted, engaging and exciting. But first and
foremost it is a Nicole Kidman vehicle and if you are a Nicole Kidman fan
then this movie is for you.




Avatar (2009)

It's hokey ... but it works!, 29 March 2010
10 stars

How does James Cameron do it? How does he manage to take a hokey,
transparent story and make it work? It is amazing. Just like with Titanic, Mr.
Cameron creates a great movie out of an old story. The movie is great
because it grabs and keeps the audience's interest. Also, Mr. Cameron
takes CGIl to a new level of sophistication, so much so that soon the CGI
and the real acting merge as one ... and it works! Having expected this
movie to be little more than a long cartoon, surprisingly the movie is a work
of cinematic art, and not just an animated feature with voice overs added.

The cast is superb, especially Stephen Lang, who plays perhaps the most
challenging role, and the always lovely Michelle Rodriguez who gives a
strong performance as a soldier with a heart. If this movie proves anything,
it is that Michelle Rodriguez is one of the finest actors in Hollywood today,
and beautiful too.

AVPR: Aliens vs Predator - Reqguiem (2007)

Incredible movie. Great sci-fi. The humanoids are the stars. Bring on
Godzillal, 25 December 2007
10 stars

Alien vs. Predator? Humbug! Predator wins all the way. Let's make it a fair
fight: Predator vs. GODZILLA!!!! Now THAT would be a fair fight! Or what
about Predator vs. the Wicked Witch of the West? or Predator vs. The
Terminator? Or Predator vs. that huge flying saucer from Close Encounters
of the Third Kind? Or Predator vs. the ghosts from Ghostbusters? Or
Predator vs. the Alien from the original movie which was the meanest and
nastiest Alien of them all? Or what about Predator vs. the Giant Mantis? or
Predator vs. the original Frankenstein creature? Or what about Predator vs.
Gort from the Day the Earth Stood Still? Or Predator vs. The Thing from
Another Planet? Or Predator vs. The Invisible Man (who also had a very
nasty disposition)? Or Predator vs. The Mummy? Or Predator vs. the giant
bugs from Starship Troopers? Or what about Predator vs. the Martians
from the War of the Worlds? Or Predator vs. T-Rex and company from
Jurassic Park? Or Predator vs. King Kong? King Kong would have
squashed Alien.

If anyone watches this movie with an open mind (that is, without any bias,
if that's possible), you will have to admit, albeit begrudgingly, that this is



actually a good movie. As much as you may want to rag it, make fun of it,
deride it, put it down, quash it, squash it, malign it, denigrate it, or belittle it,
as tempting as it might be, you will not be able to honestly do so. This is a
guality sci-fi movie. Accept it.

When | went to watch this movie | was expecting just another Hollywood
piece of potboiler junk, but | was surprised. This movie is actually good
and as much as | would like to rag it, | can't because the movie gives no
cause to do so. This movie is an action-packed science-fiction thriller in
which the humans are completely superfluous except when they get in the
way of the humanoids who have made earth their battlefield, and there's
nothing the humans can do about it. NOTHING! This may be the first sci-fi
movie in which the humans are completely helpless and rendered
incapable of fighting back. In other words it's an original story, and it's the
humanoids who are the stars.

This is an incredible movie. Earthlings, when the Alien and Predator arrive,
you're in the way! While these incredible non-human beings are going at it,
the earthlings are utterly hapless and helpless. This movie is the surprise
of the year. It out-Mists the Mist and it's even more compelling than the
original Predator, which is one of the great sci-fi movies of all time. This
movie is an example of Hollywood getting it right, where special effects do
not trump the story, which this movie actually has. The question posed by
this movie is: How do you get rid of unwanted humanoids from who-
knows-where that have infested your town? Although not human, they are
not animals nor mindless monsters. They are very human-like, especially
when it comes to aggressive behavior. They are utterly fearless, act without
remorse, are completely ferocious, extremely cunning, and in the case of
Predator, armed with an array of weapons, including laser and nuclear,
designed to destroy anything in the universe. They are not to be trifled with
and in this movie they are not. Although Alien is intriguing, it is Predator
who is most interesting. This is not a goofy movie. This is incredible sci-fi
story with great acting and excellent special effects. Remember, although
monstrous in appearance, Alien and Predator have certain human-like
characteristics which make them far more complex than your typical
Hollywood scary-monster. One thing is for certain: they have absolutely no
use for humans except as an occasional meal. Otherwise, don't get in their
way because they're unstoppable. And for goodness, sake, don't try to
break up an Alien-Predator fight. That would be a huge mistake.

In previous movies, humans initially are over-matched but still recover
enough to at least put up a fight. What makes this movie different is that in
this movie the humans are absolutely no match for the Aliens and Predator
who are vastly superior in terms of weaponry, cunning, stealth and sheer
power. They can be injured, they can be killed, but at a price that would
mean the eventual defeat for humans in an all-out war. Regarding the



Aliens, at first one might consider them to be merely highly vicious and
uncontrollable monsters without any intellect, kind of like the dinosaurs in
Jurassic Park and other similar Hollywood pulp, but that is not the case.
They are highly intelligent, capable of planning actions and acting in
concert to achieve for them the ultimate goal - to reproduce and at the
same time destroy everything around them. Okay, Godzilla wanted to
reproduce too, but unlike Aliens, Godzilla's intelligence was inversely
proportional to her (or rather its) size ... and if you don't know what the
term "inversely proportional® means, then that's your problem. Predator
would have disposed of Godzillain five seconds.

A Woman Under the Influence (1974)

A Candid Portrayal of the Devastating Effects of Mental Iliness, 27 July
2005
10 stars

At first | thought this movie was a comedy, but it certainly is not. Then |
thought it was some kind of touchy-feely movie with an offbeat esoteric
message, and likewise it is not. Then what is this movie? It is a candid
portrayal of the devastating effects of mental illness on a woman and her
husband who is trying his best to cope with his wife's erratic behavior. In
this movie, Gena Rowlands, in what is probably her greatest performance,
is awoman who is so repressed that she actually loses her ability to
communicate, which leads to numerous problems. Although her husband,
wonderfully played by Peter Falk, wants to help and is supportive, he is
clueless as to what to do. There are some comical scenes in the movie, but
this movie is pure drama about a serious topic, mental illness, and how it
can destroy an entire family.

Babel (2006)

"Crash" goes international, 16 November 2006
9 stars

If you like the movie "Crash" then you will like this movie too. This movie is
great and Brad Pitt proves once again that he is a great actor. Indeed, Mr.
Pitt is probably the best actor in Hollywood today. But getting back to the
movie, the director succeeds in presenting a story that builds to a climax
that is truly dramatic and which include characters with whom they
audience can empathize. Most poignant is the deaf mute Japanese girl who



cannot express her anguish and the Moroccan man who refuses to
abandon an American couple in their time of trouble. But most special is
the Mexican housekeeper whose innocent actions produce such powerful
and unintended consequences. With the one exception being the scene
where the American couple are discussing an intimate bodily function, this
movie is an excellent work of cinematic art and is worth watching.

Balls of Fury (2007)

Laughter abounds, 14 September 2007
9 stars

There are some who may look down at this movie with disdain and dismiss
it as just another lowbrow attempt to elicit cheap laughs. Well guess what?
This movie does exactly that, and that's great! This is an incredibly funny
movie, with goofy but likable characters, especially James Hong who plays
Master Wong. James Hong gives one of the funniest performances ever. He
was great. He made this movie happen. Also, Maggie Q was great. She is
the next Sandra Oh. And the the goofy story line also contributes to the
overall humor, and of course, one would be remiss if they did not mention
the performance of Christopher Walken who once again proves that heis a
great actor. His deadpan approach was absolutely perfect for this movie. If
you want to watch a movie that will make you laugh, then this is the movie
for you.

Barfly (1987)

Ludicrous+implausible=this movie, 29 April 2006
4 stars

Is this movie for real? Are we supposed to believe that that a broken down,
chronic alcoholic, who is disheveled, gets into fights, never bathes, never
has money, and does not work, is a gifted writer who could sell a story to a
publisher, who just so happens to be a beautiful rich woman, and further
that this wreck of a man is able to have sex not just with one but with TWO

scenario is so fantastically ludicrous that it borders on being science
fiction. Indeed, the implausibility of this movie is so profound that it can't



be placed in any specific genre. The movie has funny, witty lines, but it's
not a comedy. The movie has its dramatic moments, but it's not a drama
(the movie is too laughable), the movie has a detective in it, but it's not a
mystery; the movie portrays the problems relating to alcoholism, but it's
not a documentary. So, what kind of movie is this movie? It's a movie with
a message: that if you are a guy who drinks, smokes, doesn't work, doesn't
bathe, and lives in the flophouse, women will find you attractive.

Bataan (1943)

Commemoration of the U. S. Role in World War Two, 8 August 2005
10 stars

This movie dramatizes the U. S. decision to stand fast and defend the
Phillipines, a decision which in hindsight may or may not have been the
wisest, militarily, given the almost untenable position that the U. S. forces
found themselves in when the war broke out, but from a moral standpoint
represented the U. S. at its finest. The quality of the movie is not that
important; what is important is the story itself, a story of determination and
selfless sacrifice in the face of overwhelming odds that hopefully will not
be forgotten. Indeed, that China today is an independent state is due to the
U. S. decision to confront Japanese expansionism, at a huge cost to the U.
S., and to the U. S. Open Door Policy ... but that's the another subject.

Beauty and the Beast (1987)

Enjoyable movie., 24 May 2006
9 stars

If you want to watch a true work of cinematic art, then watch this movie.
This movie is proof that when Hollywood wants to, it can make a movie that
transcends the garbage that Hollywood usually dishes out. This movie is
good because of the acting of the two leads, Rebecca De Mornay and John
Savage. Their excellent acting ensures that this movie does not become
just another corny Hollywood contrivance or another twisted and distorted
interpretation of a classic story. Mr. Savage's interpretation of the Beast is
endearing for both children and adults and along with Ms. De Mornay's
portrayal of Beauty makes this movie something that all can enjoy.




"Ben Casey" (1961)

Ben Casey is the Captain Kirk of medical dramas., 14 December 2005

If you are looking for the ultimate medical role model, then look no further.
It's right here with Ben Casey. Dr. Casey is stalwart, resolute, ethical,
courageous and above all clinically competent. He is everything a doctor
should be. He's all business but he's compassionate too. Ben Casey is the
greatest medical drama in the history of television broadcasting. All the
other medical shows are in second place. One important reason for the
show's excellence is the star of the show, Vincent Edwards. Mr. Edwards IS
Ben Casey. Mr. Edwards took this character and made it into a television
icon. He is to Ben Casey what William Shatner is to Star Trek. Both
characters command respect, and earn it episode after episode. It's too bad
that Dr. Casey and Captain Kirk never served together on the Starship
Enterprise. THAT would have made for an interesting show.

Ben-Hur (1959)

Great Movie, 28 August 2005
10 stars

"Where's my mother and my sister?" The scene when Ben Hur confronts
Messala is enough to make this film worth watching. Charlton Heston as
outstanding in the title role, but the performance that really was
extraordinary was that of Stephen Boyd as Messala. Mr. Boyd's portrayal of
the sinister Messala is uncanny. In fact, if it wasn't for Mr. Boyd, this movie
would have run out of steam and become just another overblown
Hollywood biblical epic. Another wonderful performance is that of Jack
Hawkins as the Roman proconsul who is saved by Ben Hur and ultimately
adopts Ben Hur, which allows Ben Hur to return to Judea to search for his
mother and sister, who Messala had imprisoned out of sheer spite for Ben
Hur. Of course, this movie contains two classic moments: first, when Ben
Hur returns to Judea as the Roman proconsul's adopted son and in one of
the greatest scenes in movie history confronts Messala and demands to
know the whereabouts of his mother and sister; and second, the chariot
race where Ben Hur, wearing the Star of David and now hero of the people,
defeats Messala. This movie offers a compelling story and powerful acting,
and as such, is a great work of art.




Beowulf (2007)

Be gone, oh rotten movie! Hollowman and Alien vs. Predator! - you have
company., 30 November 2007
1 star

Remember when your English teacher in high school or college told the
class that one of their assignments was to read Beowulf? Not exactly the
most popular work of literature. Really, how many people out there actually
had, or have, any interest in reading Beowulf? Be honest. It would not be
unreasonable to say that Beowulf is not on the list of the world's most
popular literary works. Yet Hollywood, in its infinite quest for profit,
decided that this is the kind of story that can be transposed onto the big
screen and that there is an audience for this kind of story, with its heroes
and villains and monsters and ... well you get the point. So Hollywood
concocted this movie, part science fiction, part science fantasy, part epic
and COMPLETE JUNK. Welcome to the world of special effects. After
watching this movie, one can reasonably ask: Why have actors? Why not
just special effects and who cares about the story? If the story is idiotic ...
who cares? Just throw in some special effects. If the dialog is laughable?
Who cares? That can be cured with special effects. If the plot is ridiculous,
again, who cares? Special effects can do the trick. There are scenes in this
movie that provoke outright laughter. If this movie accurately portrays the
level of civilization in Europe circa 6th century A.D., then it is a miracle that
people actually survived. If you believe this movie, then the people,
particularly the men, were actually uglier than the monsters, except, of
course, for Beowulf who, of course, is an Adonis while all the other guys
are a bunch of overweight gin-guzzling jerks or skinny sniveling dorks who
are too stupid to do anything except let themselves be kicked around or
sacrificed for the hero, who, of course, has sex with beautiful women. This
raises another point: In the 6th century why are the men so ugly while the
women are so beautiful? It's like their two different species, with the men
being like links between Cro-Magnon and Neanderthal Man (except of
course for Beowulf who is perfection personified - duh!) and the women
being more like a bunch of giggling Aphrodites than poverty-stricken 6th
century females just trying to survive. (I wonder what kind of odors women
emitted in the 6th century? After all, bathing was not one of their priorities.)
What about the female of females in the movie, the super-Monster, who is
also a mother, yes, A MOTHER, played, surprise, surprise, by Angelina
Jolie! Some super-monster! There are mothers and there are MOTHERS
and Ms. Jolie plays A MOTHER!!! If Ms. Jolie's mother character is
supposed to be a monster, than bring her on because any monster that
looks like the beautiful and talented Angelina Jolie is the kind of monster
that one should have at home, or at work, or wherever. One other point:
There are parts of this movie where certain characters speak a language
that be best described as gibberish. It would have been helpful if those



parts of the movie had included subtitles. Then again, maybe the entire
script should have been in gibberish. As a matter of fact, this movie would
have been far more interesting if the entire script had been written in Old
English - without subtitles. Why have Beowulf speaking fluent English?
Why have Beowulf speaking at all? What it comes down to is this: this
movie is pretentious junk that tries to be part Hamlet, part Troy, and even
part Alexander (the latter two not the greatest movies but light years better
than this waste of celluloid) but actually is a hyped-up pseudo-cartoon
version of a medieval story that probably no person has read in its entirety
in maybe a thousand years but which someone in Hollywood believed
could be transformed into something that today's contemporary audience
would buy, meaning (must it be said? Yes!) - SPECIAL EFFECTS!!!! - and in
3D!!!! Hollywood made 3D movies in the 1950s - for kids and back then the
movies cost a quarter and nobody made any big deal about it. Now 3D is
supposed to be something special. Yeah, right. Leave Beowulf in the the
book where he belongs so that the lone person who decides to actually
read the book can use their imagination to visualize the story instead of
having to rely on Hollywood's version - which is crass, banal and guided
not by the quest for artistic excellence but by the quest for the almighty
buck.

This movie is so bad that it makes Phantom of the Opera (movie version)
seem like a 10-star classic. You can take special effects just so far, but
special effects cannot replace a story, no way. This movie is about
phantasmagorical events revolving around themes such as heroism,
selflessness and other high personal virtues. Okay, but the movie
approaches these themes by catering to the lowest common denominator
of intelligence to dramatize these points. If Beowulf is the best example of
English literature from the Middle Ages, then the middle ages were the dark
ages indeed.

Now here's an idea: Why not take Godzilla, King Kong, Rodan, Mothra, the
Giant Mantis, the Predator (with the infra-red vision and the a-bomb
strapped to its arm)and the T-Rex from Jurassic Park and put them on an
island with Beowulf and see what happens? All special effects. NO STORY
NECESSARY.

Anthony Hopkins's presence in this movie is a travesty, a joke. It's not his
fault. It's a gig and a paycheck, and he didn't create the role, he just acts it.
But to have this fine actor going about half-naked would have been like
Hamlet going about with his pants down while engaged in a soliloquy.
Please, be gone, oh rotten movie, go to DVD-land with all the other
forgettable rejects.




Billy Budd (1962)

Good movie., 23 August 2007
8 stars

When Hollywood attempts to tackle complex issues such as ethics or
morality, then look out! Journey with caution. Remember, it's Hollywood,
where the bottom line ultimately dictates quality. Yet this movie manages
address deeper, more profound issues without sacrificing quality. The
black and white cinematography was excellent. The performances were
superb, especially Robert Ryan's and Peter Ustinov's. Issues were candidly
discussed. The conflict between morality and duty, the issue of life an
death, the question of justice versus injustice are presented with clarity.
The movie gives a negative and disturbing portrayal of late 18th century life
in the British navy, especially its apparent policy of inflicting wanton and
arbitrary punishment by an uncaring and abusive officials who have to
compel the crew to perform through threats. This is a period of history that
perhaps requires further discussion.

Blades of Glory (2007)

Hilarious comedy, but with a message, 24 April 2007
10 stars

This movie is hilarious. Also, this movie is a great spoof on professional
sports, especially the self-centered narcissism that is the trademark of the
sport establishment. Scene after scene parody the pettiness and
ridiculousness of today's professional athlete and the fans who follow
them. Fairplay and honest dealing are out the window as the characters in
this movie do the most outrageous things to undercut and discredit their
opponents and win at any cost. What makes this movie even more
remarkable is that it successfully mocks the self-centered pomposity of
professional sports and the phoniness that makes it difficult to take
professional sports seriously anymore.

Some further comments. This movie highlights the fundamental pettiness
that characterizes professional sports today and how talented and highly
trained athletes are reduced to the level of buffoons for purely commercial
reasons. It is the buffoonery that produces the humor, but it is a buffoonery
that has some basis in historical fact which calls to question the integrity
of professional sports. Rivalries are nothing new in the world of sports, but
the question is: why have rivalries? What ever happened to the maxim: "It's
not if you win or lose, it's how you play the game?"



"Blind Date" (1999/1)

Nasty, 5 August 2006
1 star

If you like to watch a show that confirms the utter hopelessness and
emptiness of dating, and how dating brings out the absolute worst in
people, then this is the show to watch. This show is about how men and
women play games with each other and how dating is the ultimate waste of
time and is utterly devoid of any redeeming social value except as proof of
the hypocrisy associated with people trying to assert their dominance
through devious means. The men are invariably portrayed as fools as they
try to play up to the women who are arrogant, self-centered and
manipulative and absolutely not worth the effort. This show is further proof
that money cannot buy love as the men take the women to fancy
restaurants where they engage in meaningless talk which sets the stage for
the woman's rejection of her hapless companion. On this show every man
is portrayed as awkward and socially inept while the women are portrayed
as self-centered man-haters who basically have no use for their dates
except to use them as a means of acting out their contempt of men.

Blood Diamond (2006)

Good movie, 20 February 2007
9 stars

This is a good movie. The story is compelling and the acting is excellent.
The movie suggests that the fighting is instigated by outside forces that
want to control access to certain natural resources, a premise which makes
for a good movie. The movie raises certain questions. Is all warfare based
on the struggle to control natural resources? Is all warfare aresponse to
market forces that demand certain products and will prompt certain groups
to take extraordinary measures to ensure that the needs of the market
place are met? The analogy to oil and the Mideast crisis is obvious. This
movie is a powerful statement on what happens when greed runs rampant.
The results are catastrophic.




Body and Soul (1947)

The Best Film of its Genre, 27 July 2005
10 stars

When considering the factors that contributed to making this movie one of
truly great cinema classics, such as the story, the direction, the dialogue,
the pathos, the conflicts, the supporting cast, the one factor that most
directly contributed to making this movie great was that of it's star, John
Garfield. Here, Garfield plays Charlie Davis, a brooding, moody, cynical,
angry young man traumatized by his father's untimely and violent death
and determined to literally fight his way out of poverty, no matter what it
takes. Yet, Charlie Davis is likable, for despite the hardened exterior, he is
still fundamentally a good man who is struggling to do what is right despite
the pressure to cave in to those who merely want to use him. And although
Charlie weakens, he never breaks, and when put to the test, his basic
honesty and strength shine through, which makes him a hero and which
transforms this movie from just another boxing movie into a true cinematic
classic.

Body of Lies (2008)

Is the movie over yet?, 19 October 2008
2 stars

*** Spoilers ***

Maybe being a government bureaucrat is not the most glamorous way of
making a living but it's still a way to make a living. However, after watching
this movie, one may come away believing that every government
bureaucrat is a lazy, bloated, conceited, paper pusher who lives exclusively
to partake of his next lunch break. Not exactly a pretty picture, but this is
the picture that the audience has to endure when watching what is nothing
more than another tedious, noisy, overacted action movie. Just what the
doctor ordered ... right? How many more of these movies has Hollywood
made? One thousand? Two thousand? The formula for making these
movies is so beaten into the dust that by now it should be completely
unrecognizable. The locales change but the plots remain the same, and
with the same shallow character development and the equally shallow
acting as trained performers are asked to devolve into pseudo-cartoon
characters and act accordingly. This movie seemed to run-on interminably.
"When will this movie end?" | repeatedly thought to myself. Leonardo
DiCaprio was totally unbelievable as a CIA operative, but what has to be
one of the great gaffs of miscasting, an overweight Russell Crowe plays a



CIA bureaucrat. Please note that in this movie the on site operative is "lean
and mean" while his desk jockey supervisor is fat. This is called
stereotyping. What was the casting director thinking? Why not have Jack
Nicholson play an overweight office clerk? Or Nicole Kidman play a frumpy
department store saleswoman? And the story was so fantastic that no
amount of literary license could afford it credibility. An obviously non-Arab
American (Mr. DiCaprio) trying to pass himself off as an Arab ... speaking
fluent Arabic ... concocting all kinds of hair brain schemes that are doomed
to failure ... trying to out think and outfox real Arabs who are completely
unfooled by his laughable Arab masquerade ... trying to romance a
Palestinian woman while in the middle of conducting a highly sensitive and
complex espionage mission ... etc. By now you get the point. Next time try
casting an actual Arab in the role. Not even the most naive movie goer can
believe all that. There should be a rough balance between the protagonist
and antagonist. In this movie the protagonist is so transparent and
incompetent that it leaves the story in shambles. Next stop for this movie -
DVD land and oblivion. And one other thing. Don;t let this movie
discourage you from working for the government. The pay may not be
great, but the fringe benefits are excellent, a critical fact that this movie
conveniently omits.

Breach (2007)

Was Joe McCarthy that far off the mark?, 22 March 2007
7 stars

Okay. The movie is based on "actual events." So why make the movie?
Why not just show the newsreels about the guy who spied from the inside?
Whenever a movie stresses that it's based on "actual events" it means only
one thing - "BEWARE! You are experiencing this movie at your own risk.
Literary license here is running amok!". Who is to know why the spy did
what he did? And why try to figure it out? Why not just ask him? He did
what he did ... and it caused damage, so we are told. And what about the
other fellow sent in to spy on the spy? Yes, this movie is based on "actual
events" just like the movie Titanic and every war movie. But no matter how
creative the script and how skilled the actors, the fact is that something
based on "actual events" is not the same as the real "actual event" and
should not, and must not, be treated as such because the movie is a work
of fiction which may not necessarily conform with the facts. Nevertheless,
the movie is a credible work of art, with strong acting, especially from Chris
Cooper, and a powerful message suggesting that perhaps Senator Joseph
McCarthy's claims of subversion within the government may not have been
all that far off the mark. If you don't know who Joseph McCarthy was then
visit my review for Good Night, and Good Luck.



Bridget Jones's Diary (2001)

Stay away from this movie. You have been warned., 2 August 2009
1 star

This movie is so bad it is shocking. Renee Zellweger prattles on with what
has to be one of the phoniest British accents ever in movie history in this
vapid, mind numbing story. But what is worse is the character she plays -
an annoying, simpering, pouting, insecure, overweight woman whose sole
preoccupation is trying to keep relationships with men who obviously do
not care about her and should have absolutely nothing to do with her. The
character is so unattractive, indeed abrasive, that there should be no
surprise that she has problems maintaining relationships. But Ms.
Zellweger's horrible, phony British accent is just too much to bear. The
producer of this movie couldn't find an English woman to play Bridgit
Jones? They had to hire an American actress? Why not have Brad Pitt play
Hugh Grant's character? If you like movies which feature American actors
playing unattractive, piggish-looking people, then this movie is for you.
Otherwise, stay away! You have been warned.

Any resemblance between Renee Zellweger's character and any actual
British persons, living or deceased, is purely coincidental.

Brokeback Mountain (2005)

Ennis - the new hero, 1 March 2006
10 stars

I'm trying to figure out what is the purpose of this movie. | watched the
movie and afterwards asked myself: What is this movie about? What was
the director trying to prove? What new theme was Hollywood trying to
exploit to make an extra buck? Two men have the hots for each other? So
what? That they try to conceal it from their families and friends? What else
is new? That everyone in the movie kinda knows what's going on but really
don't say anything? Okay. So ... what's the point? Two pals ... who are more
than just pals. One dies ... the other is left to cope with the loss, a loss that
he cannot discuss with anyone because to do so will reveal the kind of
relationship they had, a relationship that was considered taboo. To me,
when the movie ends is when the movie should have actually begun.
Usually, I don't endorse the use of flashbacks because flashbacks tend to
muddle the continuity of the story, but here a flashback right at the start of
the movie would have been wonderful: a middle aged man looking out of



window, seemingly at nothing, but consumed by thoughts and feelings that
he cannot share, that must remain within him forever. What is he thinking
about? And why? Anyway, the movie is worth watching. Heath Ledger
offers a great performance as a quiet man who's in conflict with himself
and with society, a middle of the road rebel who must restrain his
innermost feelings in order to survive in an unforgiving society that will
reject him and ostracize him if he ever fully reveals his true self. Ennis is
the new hero.

Broken Flowers (2005)

There's Nothing Funny About This Movie, 8 September 2005
4 stars

*** Spoilers ***

Bill Murray is known as comic actor. But here Mr. Murray plays the main
character in a serious drama about a man who decides to confront his past,
and the confrontation is inconclusive, at times nasty and painful. The
women from his past are now middle aged ladies with lives of their own
and are characters that do not make this story a pleasant trip down
memory lane. The premise of this movie is that the main character is on
some kind of quest, prompted by a letter from anonymous source saying
that he fathered a child twenty years ago. But so what? Is an anonymous
letter a sufficient basis for a man to travel all over the United States and
impose himself on others? | don't think so. Indeed, one can reasonably
guestion why Mr. Murray's character would even want to bother. Plus, Mr.
Murray's character is not particularly likable, which makes the movie even
more unfunny. The movie is not funny, the characters are troubled and sad;
if you want to see a Bill Murray movie, rent "Caddyshack."

Battleship Potemkin (1925)

Great movie., 10 April 2008
10 stars

| expected to watch another tepid, dull, ludicrous, poorly Soviet
propaganda film and instead, to my huge surprise, | watched a great movie
that contained all the elements that elevate this movie to the level of a great
work of art. The story is told simply and straight-forward, has excellent
acting and provides a positive portrayal of people who act to protest their
mistreatment and assert their rights. It is almost unbelievable that this



movie was made under the regime of Joseph Stalin because the style of the
movie is distinctly un-Soviet and contains evidence of the kind of creativity
not associated with the Stalinist regime. That the movie is so-called silent
does not detract from its powerful story; the musical score is a
masterpiece. Watch this movie.

Brooklyn's Finest (2009)

Ethan Hawke's greatest movie., 5 March 2010
8 stars

*** Spoilers ***

This is a strong movie with powerful performances by the entire cast,
especially that of Ethan Hawke whose portrayal of a corrupt police officer
carries this movie and warrants special recognition. Richard Gere's
performance in some ways is reminiscent of Paul Newman's performance
in Fort Apache, the Bronx, that is, of an older jaded police officer who has
lost all hope yet perseveres. The movie relies on perpetuating all kinds of
stereotypes to move the story along and suggests a level of corruption and
violence that if plausible would render our society inoperable. Yet the story
works, mainly due to the great acting and the fast paced action which
manages to keep the audience's attention. One is kept wondering how the
various subplots will work themselves out and who will survive the
maelstrom that engulfs all concerned. Don Cheadle also gives a credible
performance as an undercover police officer and Wesley Snipes gives a
surprisingly measured and multifaceted performance as a street gangster.
All in all, a powerful movie.

Bruce Almighty (2003)

Excellent movie., 17 December 2007
10 stars

Yes, miracles do occur. They happen when often least expected, like when |
was channel surfing and came across this movie. So | watched it and to my
complete surprise actually enjoyed the show. This movie had humor, a
good story, solid acting and and overall endearing quality lacking in most,
or more accurately practically all movies churned out of the Hollywood
movie-making machine. Jim Carrey was actually FUNNY and Jennifer
Anniston was wonderful. Morgan Freeman was commanding and Steve



Carell was funny too. The scenes with Mr. Carrey and Mr. Freeman were
really excellent, well scripted and well acted, making for a compelling
movie worthy of positive attention. There might be some who may object to
the movie's portrayal of God, but those objections notwithstanding, it's a
respectful portrayal and one which helps the audience to better appreciate
the pitfalls as well as the benefits of divine power. Excellent movie.

Bukowski: Born into This (2003)

The great American poet, 21 April 2006
10 stars

| first became acquainted with Charles Bukowski's work about a year ago
and actually purchased one of his books. His poetry is of the nitty-gritty,
down-to-earth, no-holds-barred variety, that | find revealing and
fascinating. This movie goes beyond Mr. Bukowski's poetry to examine the
man behind the work, and does a credible job of presenting the life of this
extraordinary writer and artist. It shows how he overcame major social,
emotional and financial barriers to become a world famous author while at
the same time remaining true to himself. The movie tries to portray Mr.
Bukowski as a gruff man, which at times he was, but he was also a decent
man whose poetry gave expression to the thoughts and feelings of millions
and millions of persons whose voices are never heard, and if heard, is
never heeded. Watch this movie.

Bulworth (1998)

Great Political Satire., 12 August 2005
9 stars

A politician throws caution to the wind an speaks his mind without
pandering for votes. It's too good to be true, which is why this movie
works. For wouldn't it be refreshing if a politician leveled with the people,
talked to the people instead of talking AT the people? Wouldn't it be
refreshing if a politician decided to stop being manipulative and just
expressed what he thought? This movie is a satire of a political process
that reduces an elected official to the status of a burnt out relic of a former
time when idealism counted for something, and which has been replaced
by a cynicism that permeates through the political discourse. The scene in
which the senator is plotting his own demise because he believes his own
career to be a sham sets the mood of this movie, because it's only when
the senator decides to do himself in that he finally feels able to reveal his



most intimate and personal feelings about things that have been simmering
within him for along time. This in turn raises the question: What was he so
afraid of that he felt he had to repress himself for so long? When the
senator decides that he no longer has to be afraid, he then is able to level
with the people and with himself. There are few, if any, movies that deal
with the subjects of political and personal honesty and integrity more
effectively and compellingly than this movie.

Burn After Reading (2008)

A good movie but not a great one., 14 September 2008
7 stars

A good movie. A clever movie. A great movie? No way. Not even close. The
movie has a muddled story and is not particularly humorous. BUT there is
one aspect of this movie that saves it from DVD oblivion - the stellar
performance of John Malkovich. Mr. Malkovich makes this movie work. He
is actually FUNNY. This cannot be said for the other performers. Was
Frances McDormand funny? NO. Brad Pitt? NO. By the way, he was not the
Brad Pitt of Mr. and Mrs. Smith and Troy, two movies in which he excelled.
Brad Pitt playing a buffoon is an example of flagrant miscasting.
Nevertheless the actors give strong performances and the story does offer
an interesting take on the nature of bureaucracy and human irrationality.
There are movies in which casting top stars as goofy, cartoon-like
characters work, but this is not one of those movies. Casting Steve Martin,
Chevy Chase, Dan Ackroyd, Bill Murray, Jack Black, Eddie Murphy, Ben
Stiller, or Steve Carell as buffoons can generate laughs with the right
material but comedic acting can fall flat with the wrong cast and in this
movie, with the exception of Mr. Malkovich, it falls flat.

Capote (2005)

Beware of counter transference - it can warp your judgment, 10 October
2005
10 stars

In this movie a writer is assigned to cover a story of an entire family
brutally slaughtered by two men; the two men are apprehended,
incarcerated, tried, convicted and sentenced to death. The two men
committed a crime that was as senseless as it was heinous. These men
deserve no special consideration or attention whatsoever, except as it
relates to the horrible crime they committed. Yet the writer befriends one of



the murderers - in fact the one who actually did the killing - and now has to
deal with the fact that he now has an intimate relationship with a cunning
and deceitful mass murderer, who is so nasty that his own sister wants
nothing to do with him. The writer knows that yet he can't help himself. No
matter how much he tries, he can't stop thinking about this murderer. Well,
what does that say about the writer? The movie shows how the writer, who
is urbane, mild-mannered, well-liked, and respected, recognizes the
unacceptability of transforming this work assignment into something
personal, but he simply can't help it, and now he is stuck with having to
deal with the consequences for the rest of his life. For by writing an entire
book about these two no-account murderers, is the writer in a way really
writing about himself? Is the writer in a way condoning, glamorizing or at
least excusing, what these two men did? Indeed, the writer even goes so
far as to obtain legal counsel for these dangerous characters. This movie
shows what happens when a professional person who is expected to
maintain professional objectivity loses that objectivity and becomes
enmeshed in the subject matter that he is examining. Once the boundary
that separates the job from the personal is crossed, the consequences can
be emotionally devastating, which is what happens to the writer as the
writer, who was a successful and gifted author, never writes another book
and drinks for the rest of his life.

Captain from Castile (1947)

Good epic movie., 8 November 2005
9 stars

This movie is about the conquest of the Aztecs by Cortez. The central
character of this movie, therefore, is Hernan Cortez, brilliantly portrayed by
Cesar Romero. Nobody could have played the role better. In this movie Mr.
Romero truly is the star. True, Tyrone Power has top billing, but in reality
his role is secondary to that of Mr. Romero's. But more important than who
actually starred in this movie is the story itself. It's about the conquest and
destruction of an entire civilization and how personal feuds can fester for
years, even when the parties are separated by an ocean. An especially
powerful scene in this movie is when an emissary from the King of Spain
presents a warrant for the arrest of one of Cortez's soldiers for treason
against the king, and Cortez firmly tells the emissary that the warrant is
worthless and will not be honored since they are not in Spain and that
Cortez will not permit any feuds in his army. It's just too bad that the movie
did not concentrate more fully on the actual collapse of the Aztec empire,
because that's the real story, and one that perhaps deserves its own movie.




Carnal Knowledge (1971)

Control and Sex., 27 November 2005
10 stars

In this movie, the main character is a man, played by Jack Nicholson, who
hates women, but can't do without them. He's addicted to women like a
substance abuser is addicted to drugs. He hates the very thing that he's
addicted to. Yet to deny himself means agony. To him, women are the
enemy, to be used and disposed of, otherwise they could dominate him
and make him serve THEM and pay attention to THEM, in exchange for the
sex that he needs and craves. He covers up his weakness with a veneer of
cynicism that makes him seem strong and in control, but that veneer is
easily cracked whenever he succumbs to a woman's charms. For in this
movie, the Jack Nicholson character is weak and child-like in his
relationship with women. He needs women like a boy needs his mommy
and then pushes them away when he begins feeling smothered, sending
them double-messages that confuse them and in the process confuse him
too. Ultimately, he winds up being alone, his narcissistic tendencies simply
too powerful to be overcome by the obsessive drive to have have sex. This
movie dramatizes the conflictual relationship between control and sex and
how this conflict, unresolved, warps a man. This is one of Jack Nicholson's
greatest movies.

Casablanca (1942)

Don't make a remake!, 15 September 2005
10 stars

There's a saying: "If it ain't broken, don't fix it." This saying is especially
applicable to this movie. This movie is a timeless classic, which stands
alone and cannot be replicated. | know that countless words have been
written about this movie, so anything | say will probably be nothing new,
but I'll say it anyway. This movie could have easily become some kind of
corny and phony contrivance about some ex-patriot loser who is wallowing
in self-pity because some woman led him on and then gave him the old
"heave-ho." This movie could have easily become little more than just
another World War Two movie, with the good guys vs the bad guys, with
the latter getting everything they deserve. But this movie goes way beyond
that, and is a work of art. Now this may sound like a cliché, but it isn't. This
movie actually conveys a story that is both complex and compelling and
contains some really great acting which transforms the script into
something that the audience can actually listen to and follow without trying
to figure out what's going on. Many of the characters in this movie are



intrinsically unattractive and unlikable, but when mixed together, they
emerge as some of the most memorable characters in the history of
American cinema. | won't rehash this movie because anyone who knows
cinema has undoubtedly already seen it. But suffice it to say, this movie is
one-of-a-kind and should be treated as such.

Case 39 (2009)
Excellent psychological thriller., 11 October 2010
*** Spoilers ***

The power of suggestion. This what this movie is about. An eight year girl
terrorizes the people closest to her and nobody understands what is going
on until it is too late. After all, how could a cute eight year girl hurt
anybody? How could anyone so defenseless and so vulnerable be capable
of driving people to their deaths? These are the questions posed by this
movie. This movie is more of a psychological thriller than a conventional
horror movie. Here there are no monsters, except of course for the
monsters in our minds. Sometimes all it takes is a suggestion, a mere
mention of a few words, to conger up those demons buried deep inside our
psyches. And for us those demons are real, they terrify us and we will do
whatever we must to make them go away. At least that's what happens in
this excellent movie. Rene Zellweger is absolutely marvelous as the social
worker who becomes an unwitting tool for the eight year old girl. Bradley
Cooper once again gives another strong performance as Ms. Zellweger's
colleague and lan McShane provides yet another solid performance as the
police officer who belatedly learns the truth. All in all, this is an excellent
movie, well scripted, well acted and one of the better movies.

Casino Royale (2006)

A fallible and gullible James Bond, 2 December 2006
5 stars

If I've said it once I've said it a thousand times: "Beware of the hype." There
is an inverse relationship between the level of hype and the quality of a
movie, and proof of this is this movie. The opening title song is awful, the
story inane, and this James Bond is a far cry from the invincible hero of
films from the past. Daniel Craig gives a credible performance as a fallible
and gullible James Bond and the the leading ladies are lovely, especially
Vesper. But good acting and pretty ladies cannot save this movie from



what is a weak story. But that should not be surprise. After all, given all the
hype that preceded this movie, what else should one expect?

Cellular (2004)

Kim Basinger is wonderful in this movie., 19 October 2008
8 stars

Don't laugh when | write this: this is a good movie, well worth the time to
watch. (Are you laughing? If you are, STOP IT!l) This movie offers a fast-
paced story with strong acting and a lot of tense scenes. Maybe the story's
credibility is stretched a bit far, but isn't that why there's something called
literary license? Kim Basinger was great. She carries the movie. Terrific
acting job. Jason Statham is equally strong as the bad-guy and the entire
cast give excellent performances. The reliable William H. Macy gives his
usual engaging and entertaining performance. Also, Ms. Basinger is
absolutely beautiful and is a star. If you like action thrillers, and Kim
Basinger, then this movie is for you.

Changeling (2008)

Abuse of power - an old story but well told here., 7 November 2008
10 stars

*** Spoilers ***

Abuse of power can be ugly and creates lots of havoc and hurt lots of
people. But sometimes it also brings out the best in people as they marshal
all their strength and determination to confront and combat the abuse. This
movie is about one of those instances where one person, without
influence, with few resources but with indomitable will, stands up to a
corrupt system, draws a line, and makes her stand. In short, this movie is
about heroism and redemption. Cruelty is always repugnant but perhaps
never more so then when perpetrated by the very people who swear to
protect and defend us. We as members of society invest them with a
sacred trust which they in turn promise to honor. This movie is about one
of those instances where that sacred trust is dashed to the ground and
stomped into the dirt under the dubious pretension of enforcing the law
and protecting the public. And what can be more dastardly than the victim
being a young single mother? Who among us is more in need of protection
and care than a young single mother? What kind of community would even
think of wanting to crush a single mother whose only "crime" is that she



wants to find her son? This movie poses these questions and does so with
a quiet strength that is only equaled by the fundamental forthrightness of
the story itself. This story is not a melodrama; there are no hysterics.
Rather the story speaks for itself with an eloquence that is almost
nonexistent in movies today. Angelina Jolie's performance is outstanding.
She dominates this movie. She is the star and deservedly so.

Yes, the movie is a little on the long side, at times seems to drag out, but
so what? Here sensationalism takes a back seat to story telling. The
supporting cast is excellent and there is a good mixture of pathos and
indignation that contribute to keeping the story interesting. The "bad guys"
are actually bad because they knew that what they were doing was wrong
but did it anyway out of a crass desire to protect their reputations. How
pathetic. This movie is about what happens when one person refuses to
knuckle under and confronts the system with the only thing she has going
for her, the truth. This theme alone makes the movie well worth watching.

Charlie Wilson's War (2007)

Ugh! This is Julia Roberts' worst movie., 21 January 2008
1 star

*** Spoilers ***

Has Hollywood forgotten that the Cold War is over? That Russia is not the
enemy? That the Soviet Union was fighting the groups who today are our
enemies ... who hate us ... who call us infidels and other vile names ... and
who we're now fighting in Afghanistan? If anything, we should have helped
the Russians fight those maniacs posing as so-called freedom fighters.
Under the pretext of telling a story about an unknown alcoholic, glib
politician who miraculously develops a sense of duty to humanity ... while
in a hot-tub with coke-snorting prostitutes ... this movie takes direct aim at
the Soviet Union (i.e. the Russians). How dumb is that? Russia as the
enemy? Duh! Oh, they were communists? Was that the problem? If this
movie is some kind of anti-commie tirade, then the movie is way too late.
There's no more Soviet Union! Everybody happy now? Is the world now a
better, safer place? After the events of September 11, 2001, any country
that attacks those groups that hate us and want to harm us is our allie. We
would have been a lot better off if we had let the Russians stay in
Afghanistan. Better them than us having to fight those criminal fanatics.
Bashing the Soviet Union over their intervention in Afghanistan, which
borders in their country, would be like bashing the Soviet Union for their
actions in the Battle of Berlin in the closing days of World War Two. If the



Soviets had not been willing to administer the final coup-de-grace against
the Germans, WE would have had to do it and who knows how many
thousands of American soldiers would have been lost. That we actually
covertly aided and abetted groups in Afghanistan that openly hate us is
absolutely amazing. Ugh!

Also, neither Tom Hanks or Julia Roberts are particularly believable in this
movie. Tom Hanks as a corrupt, alcoholic Texas Congressman? | don't
think so. Julia Roberts as arich Texas Southern Baptist trying to sound
like a female Lyndon Johnson? | don't think so. If the movie works for you,
fine. But any movie that rags on the Russians is just missing the point.
Russia is not the enemy, and while they were involved in Afghanistan,
neither was the Soviet Union.

Whose idea was it to make the incredibly beautiful Julia Roberts look like a
grotesque, overly made-up, two-bit hooker?

Does Charlie Wilson EVER stop drinking?

By the way, | wonder how we would like it if certain radical groups were
located right across our border. In 1962 we were ready to start a nuclear
war over the presence of missiles in Cuba, and Cuba doesn't even border
on the United States. So why should the Soviet Union have acted any
differently? And now that we have troops and helicopters in Afghanistan,
do you think the Russians are now willing to help us?

Charly (1968)

It tries for greatness but doesn’t quite make it. 28 January 2008
7 stars

*** Spoilers ***

At the risk of revealing my approximate age, | will tell you that forty years
ago | considered this movie to be excellent and was greatly impressed with
the performances of Cliff Robertson and the beautiful Claire Bloom. Alas,
time has gone by and after watching this movie again my opinion has
changed. What | once considered to be a sensitive dramatization of the
plight of the mentally challenged is today little more than typical simplistic
Hollywood hokum. For this movie to be truly effective it has to have some
connection to reality, and here the movie fails. This movie asks the
audience to believe that a mentally challenged man is transformed into a



virtual genius and then mysteriously regresses but while in the genius
phase has arelationship with his psychologist who disregards every
ethical and legal standard of her profession to act out her counter-
transference fantasies. The question here is: who is more maladjusted?
The hapless patient who is a victim of a weird experimental procedure,
something that a Nazi scientist would have concocted and then goes awry,
an experiment conducted apparently without the patient's informed
consent, or his pathetic out-of-control psychologist who takes advantage
of her patient for her own personal gratification? Also the performances
themselves are unconvincing. Even in the "moron" phase Cliff Robertson
does not seem mentally slow enough or disabled enough to warrant
undergoing a radical experimental procedure and Claire Bloom's
performance as the psychologist borders on the laughable. Her behavior is
so erratic and irresponsible that | was waiting for the scene where
someone calls the state licensing board to demand the revocation of her
license. One of the lowest points of the movie is when Ms. Bloom's
character asks, no begs, Charly to marry her after they find out that the
operation has failed. It would have been better if Charly had said yes so
that in the next scene the psychologist could be shown acting out her
maternal fantasies with the now post-genius "moronic" Charly who is again
babbling like a child but at least now has a surrogate mother to take care of
him while they sleep in the same bed as husband and wife. Ugh!

The purpose of a therapeutic relationship is to help the patient improve
their functioning in society. The clinician is supposed to closely monitor
the patient's progress toward achieving certain goals, utilizing the most
effective and appropriate therapeutic techniques to achieve these goals -
all for the benefit of the patient, not the therapist. However, in this movie
the therapist's only goal is to have sex with the patient who has undergone
a remarkable intellectual transformation but is still a patient. Ultimately the
therapist's self-serving acting out hurts the confused and bewildered
patient who is permitted, indeed encouraged to act out his sexual fantasies
with his therapist. The movie provides a sensationalistic and completely
unfair portrayal of mental health services.

Cheaper by the Dozen (2003)

Zzz7z777777., 17 July 2010
5stars

When watching this movie one is reminded of the word insipid. This movie
is appropriate for pre-school age children who have absolutely nothing
else to do and would prefer watching images of kids and parents acting
silly. Yes, silly is another word that applies to this movie. It is light fare, so



light that it floats like a feather, going from one silly scene to another. Oh,
another word to describe this movie is cute. Cute is nice but is it
entertaining? Is it dramatic? Is it funny? The answer to all three questions
is an emphatic no. A movie that cannot be taken seriously is either campy
or a comedy and while this movie is not campy it isn't particularly funny
either. Other words to describe this movie are schmaltzy, hokey and corny.
This movie has the dramatic power of a fair weather cloud. Even Steve
Martin cannot rescue this movie from the clutches of banality which can
bring even the resolute movie watcher to the brink of boredom and even
beyond, to the world of sleep. Zzzzzzzzz.

Chicago (2002)

If It Wants to, Holly wood Can Still Make a Great Musical., 31 July 2005
10 stars

This movie proves that if it wants to, Hollywood can still makes a great
musical. In "Chicago" the producers of the movies utilize a cast who are
essentially dramatic actors and convert them into singers and dancers ...
and it works. In addition, the story is fast-paced, funny and literate and the
characters are likable and enjoyable to watch. Normally Richard Gere is
associated with serious dramatic roles, so | was amazed by his
transformation into a song-and-dance actor who sings and dances his way
through the movie, and does it as deftly as Fred Astaire. For this movie
would not have succeeded if not for Mr. Gere's remarkable performance.
But the movie does succeed, and one can now be assured that the
Hollywood movie musical genre is not a thing of the past, but has now re-
emerged after years of being dormant. Maybe this movie marks the start of
a new era of Hollywood musicals. Time will tell.

Cinderella Man (2005)

A Jewish boxer portrayed as a villain? NO WAY! What about Benny
Leonard?, 30 July 2005
4 stars

A movie about James Braddock? Why not? He seemed like a good man,
the salt of the earth, who overcomes all kinds of adversity to become the
heavyweight champion. Not a bad story at all ... but so what? But if
Hollywood is going to make a movie about boxing champions, how about



making a movie about the life and career of Benny Leonard, arguably the
greatest lightweight champion in the history of boxing? Or what about a
movie about the life and career of Carlos Monzon, arguably the greatest
middleweight champion in the history of boxing? Or what about a movie
about the life and career of Barney Ross, who was world champion in three
different weight classes and war hero? In fact, what about a movie about
the life and times of Max Baer, who is portrayed as the "bad guy" in the
movie, and who, by the way, wore the Star of David on his trunks, so how
bad could he be? In fact, if Baer was such a bad guy, how could he have
been the father of Max Baer, Jr. who played Jethro Bodine on "The Beverly
Hillbillies"? Any man who was the father of the actor who played Jethro
Bodine could not have been all that bad of a guy. Max Baer was a boxer,
boxing is a violent sport and naturally, and unfortunately, the contestants
do get hurt or worse. But to imply that Max Baer was gratuitously violent is
unfair, even for a movie. So, if you want to watch a movie about James
Braddock, then this is probably the movie to watch, but don't come away
thinking badly about Max Baer. Remember, if it wasn't for Max Baer, there
may never have been a Jethro Bodine.

Citizen Kane (1941)

Remarkable movie., 21 October 2007
10 stars

Citizen Kane is a remarkable movie. It has withstood the test of time,
meaning that the movie is not dated and presents a story that would
resonant with today's audience, in fact even more so that when the movie
was first released in 1941. The acting is great and the cinematography is
astounding. Who really was Charles Foster Kane? He had so much money
and was known as a man of the people yet was alone. The acting is great.
Dorothy Comingore's performance is especially powerful. Her role is the
key to the movie. Actually this movie could have more aptly been titled Mrs.
Citizen Kane because of the central role of Ms. Comingore's character. The
story is as much about her as about Kane. The movie is timeless, its
themes universal and contains performances that cover the gamut of
human emotions.




City Island (2009)

A must watch for every actor or wanna be., 26 May 2010
9 stars

Although the acting is a little cheesy and stagy and the story a little
contrived, this is an entertaining movie. Andy Garcia carries the story
about a man with a dream, a dream that he dare not share with anyone. It's
also about the acting industry itself, especially the audition process.
Anyone who has ever answered an audition call, every wanna be who has
ever waited on line for hours for their one minute shot at fame, will
appreciate this movie. Indeed, the scenes depicting the audition process
itself could have been made into a movie. Acting is one of the few
professions left where one does not need a formal credential to work. The
creators of this movie do a great job driving this point home. As for the
main theme, how the lack of communication can cause havoc in a family,
the movie seems to draw from Saturday Night Fever and any of John
Cassavetes' movies, particularly A Woman Under the Influence, to makes
its point. The movie comes off as a low budget fare but covers a lot of
emotional territory, all of which is set on an island, which condenses the
action. If this movie was made thirty years ago, it would have starred Peter
Falk and Gena Rowlands. Confusion reigns as a man is pursuing an
innocent dream but is doing it secretly. This results in misunderstandings
that sometimes are amusing but are also sad as conflicts escalate and
become violent. The message is clear: be proud of your dreams, share
them with others, show up for auditions, and don't give up becau

City of Angels (1998)

Unexpected love. One of Meg Ryan's better performances., 18 February
2009
8 stars

Meg Ryan. For a while Ms. Ryan was the number one female movie star and
in this movie she is at her best. She carries this movie, makes this movie
not only watchable but enjoyable as her character goes on an emotional
roller coaster ride, at times crying, other times consumed with joy as she
struggles with life issues. Nicholas Cage plays a great straight man to Ms.
Ryan and demonstrates a talent for maintaining a deadpan expression
during even the most fantastic and intimate scenes, but this is Ms Ryan's
movie and she makes the most of it. The story itself is somewhat contrived
and at times becomes overtly sentimental as the two main characters reach
out to each other, one believing that she is alone, the other trying to make a
connection. Yet the movie successfully avoids corniness and maintains an



even keel as she plies through the waves of emotion. Oh love, what a joy,
made even sweeter when it happens unexpected.

Clerks Il (2006)

Raucous ... Crude ... Great, 31 July 2006
10 stars

The movie is raucous. The movie is crude. The movie is cheap. The movie
is great. This movie makes a huge statement about people and about life. It
pulls no punches and tells it like it is. The characters are funny and
endearing. The acting is great; the dialogue is down-to-earth, unpretentious
and real. The movie can offend, but if it does, that's your problem, not the
movie's. This is the best movie since "Sideways." If you want to watch a
romantic comedy or some highbrow statement on life, then this movie is
not for you. If you want a movie that seriously explores the more esoteric
features of the human condition, then pass on this movie. But if you want
to watch a truly original movie, with endearing characters and humorous
scenes, then this movie is for you.

Close Encounters of the Third Kind (1977)

If you like movies about people getting into strange space ships, then
watch this movie., 26 September 2005
7 stars

It's corny. It's contrived. It's silly. The phony-baloney special effects are a
joke. Yet ... I liked this movie. Yes ... | LIKED this movie! | liked the idea of a
bunch of people who receive some kind of telepathic message from who-
knows-where and converge in the middle of nowhere in search of
something that they can't even describe. THAT is an original story, and one
that at least in this case Hollywood did not completely trash, though there
are signs in this movie that they tried. Such as when the close encounter
finally occurs. A huge spaceship shows up out of nowhere and before long
the earthlings and the visitors are communicating through music - CORNY!
Or what about earthlings lining up to get inside said spaceship - CORNY!
Yet the story does survive these shallow attempts at evoking some kind of
feeling of awe and wonder. Well, actually it did evoke those feelings,
especially as | wondered why anyone would want to take off in that
spaceship and awe that despite the theatrics of such a contrived scene, |
still liked the movie.



Comedy Central Roast of William Shatner (2006) (TV)

Hilarious., 19 April 2008
10 stars

This show is absolutely hilarious. It is nonstop laughter with arguably the
greatest B actor in Hollywood history as the target for some of the most
outrageously funny barbs ever uttered in a television show. What makes
this show particularly amusing is that the guest roasters are spoofing an
actor who is not one of the great performers but nevertheless has managed
to become one of the most well-known stars in history which is an ongoing
theme of this show. The one-liners come on fast and furious. Betty White is
especially funny and George Takei is great. In fact this roast is spoof on the
Hollywood roasts of the past except this one is a lot funnier and includes
the kind of comments that makes the roasts of the past seem tame in
comparison.

Coming to America (1988)

Eddie Murphy's greatest movie., 7 November 2005
10 stars

If "Trading Places" is Dan Ackroyd's greatest movie, then "Coming to
America" is Eddie Murphy's greatest movie, and for much the same
reasons. Although the movie may be considered a comedy, and indeed has
its humorous moments, the theme of this movie is quite serious. For it's
about a man who is willing to sacrifice money, privilege, power, and
position in quest for personal happiness. This is a powerful role and Eddie
Murphy is great in this role. This movie is proof that when given the
chance, a comic actor like Eddie Murphy is capable of playing a complex
character that is central to a story. The producers of this movie evidently
knew that in Eddie Murphy they had a actor around whom they could create
an excellent movie, and with this movie they were right.




Contact (1997)

The Hula Hoops movie, 3 April 2007
6 stars

This is the movie with the hula hoops. If you've seen the movie you'll know
what | mean. The movie has an interesting premise and Jodie Foster is as
usual excellent as a scientist who wants to prove that she has made
contact with extraterrestrials, but the story itself is almost laughable and
even allowing for literary license, which in this movie runs wild, renders the
movie ultimately mediocre. The movie wants the audience to accept certain
premises that so defy the laws of physics that when Ms. Foster's character
is challenged as to the credibility of her findings, well, frankly, she fails so
completely to make a case that the movie became pointless. One other
thing, the movie portrays the construction of a contraption for space travel
that resembles two huge hula hoops. Hence, | nickname this movie the
Hula Hoops movie.

Control Room (2004)

Why a free and open press is essential., 2 February 2010
10 stars

When a documentary seems like a movie, then it has succeeded in
capturing the audience's attention. It induces the audience to listen to and
ponder the story that it is telling and here it is a compelling story, one that
has to be told. By cutting through all the propaganda and blasting through
all the spin the producers of this documentary provide a frank and
comprehensive picture of how news coverage is distorted, depending on
who controls the flow of information. And this is directly related to the the
guestion of freedom of the press and how that freedom can be eroded if
enough pressure is applied. This documentary also reveals several
interesting facts relating to the Iraq War itself and the relationship between
western and Arab news media, and their relationship with the U. S. military.
Ultimately this documentary is about integrity and about why we must have
a free and open press that will keep the public informed and shed light on
the actions of the government.




Conviction (2010/11)

Egregious miscarriage of justice., 11 November 2010
9 stars

*** Spoilers ***

The legal system is not perfect. That is amply illustrated in this compelling
movie about a man who is a victim of a miscarriage of justice. There are so
many things that can go wrong. Evidence can be withheld. Witnesses can
be influenced. Evidence can be tampered with or lost. All this undermines
the public's confidence in the judiciary, which is one of the three main
branches of the government. If a court cannot dispense justice fairly and
with impartiality, then the integrity of our entire political system is placed at
risk. For this reason, this is an important and relevant movie. When a court
convicts an innocent person, that signifies a breakdown of the system.
This movie dramatizes such a breakdown. Hilary Swank and Sam Rockwell
give strong, compelling performances as the sister and her victim brother.
Melissa Leo gives a chilling portrayal of the police officer who led the initial
investigation. The movie has a cogent, well-structured story and keeps the
audience engaged. This movie is worth watching.

One of the problems raised by this movie is the reliance on DNA tests to
prove or disprove guilt. The question is: how reliable are DNA tests? If
other evidence can be tampered, why not the DNA samples?

Another problem is the reliability of witnesses. According to the movie not
one, but TWO witnesses committed perjury. True, they may have been
coerced, yet they lied, they knew they were lying, their lies became a matter
of public record, and their lies created a lot of havoc, not only for the
accused, but for the state itself. And why was their testimony given so
much credibility? To me, this is the real crux of the story. Why do
witnesses lie? Does the concept of perjury mean anything? At what point
will someone decide to conscientiously deny an irrefutable fact?

Crash (2004/1)

Intense movie, 25 July 2005
10 stars

This has to be Sandra Bullock's finest movie. This movie marks her
transition from a comic actress playing fluffy roles, to a serious actress



whose performance must command respect. And this is why this movie is
So great - the surprising performances. Tony Danza and Matt Dillon are
wonderful in their portrayals of characters that are complex and not mere
two-dimensional facsimiles of human beings. The Matt Dillon character is
especially indicative of the intensity of this movie. Dillon plays an angry,
bitter police officer who, despite his racist behavior and remarks, performs
heroically and in the process redeems himself. For this movie is about
people relating to other people on the basis of stereotypical beliefs that
ultimately have no basis in fact. But the highpoint of the movie is Sandra
Bullock's surprisingly compelling performance. Her character is so terrified
and angry, and feeling so isolated and vulnerable, that she sinks to a depth
of despair that is seemingly irreversible, yet she too survives, thus
conveying a sense of hope and making this movie a powerful work of art.

Crazy Heart (2009)

High quality cinematic experience., 2 February 2010
10 stars

Hollywood is full of surprises. Just when you're ready to throw in the towel
and groan in despair that EVERYTHING Hollywood produces is trite
garbage, along comes a movie like this one that not only is well acted but
actually has a comprehensible and respectable story. Jeff Bridges gives a
strong and masterful performance as a broken down singer whose life is in
shambles. He succeeds in engaging and keeping the audience's attention
and brings a complex and troubled character to life. It is a performance
worthy of special recognition. The rest of the cast is also excellent,
especially Maggie Gyllenhaal whose presence adds immeasurably to the
movie's watchability. The chemistry between Jeff and Maggie is intense
and remains so throughout the movie as the audience watches their
cinematic relationship evolve. What makes this movie especially effective
is that it avoids becoming just another piece of corny hokum and stays on
course as the characters work through their situations. Plausibility and
creativity are at work resulting in a high quality cinematic experience.




Crimes and Misdemeanors (1989)

Excellent movie., 28 December 2005
10 stars

Let's give credit where credit is due. This is an excellent movie. It offers the
kind of character development that not only is engaging, but is also
relevant to the story, which makes the movie all that much more
compelling, powerful and unique. A man lives alie, lives a life of deception,
is a coward and a hypocrite, yet one can feel empathy for this man who is
struggling to come to terms with the consequences of his own duplicity. It
almost makes the audience want to call out to the other characters: "Don't
you know what kind of charlatan this man is?" "Don't you realize that this
man you admire and love so much is a fraud?" A sad movie, but one worth
watching.

Daisy Kenyon (1947)

A Hollywood curio that has not aged well., 12 December 2008
5 stars

Some movies age well, some don't. This movie has not aged well. Joan
Crawford's acting is stagy, the story contrived, the story's mood gloomy
and the film-noir style bleak and stark. Ms. Crawford was too old for the
role. Daisy Kenyon is a young career woman, not a middle aged lady set in
her ways. Also, the movie features two leading men, Dana Andrews and
Henry Fonda which further weakens the story as Ms. Kenyon goes from
one man, to the other, sometimes to both, then back to the other, etc. Real
Hollywood pulp lacking substance, utterly vacuous, and above all dated.
The movie is slow-paced and obviously filmed in a studio. Maybe this
movie was popular in 1947 but in 2008 it's just another Hollywood curio
that belongs on the shelf.

Days of Wine and Roses (1962)

Great Movie? - Maybe, 1 September 2005
7 stars

If you want to see an good movie about a serious subject then this is the
movie to watch. Although the movie is kind of stagy and the story a little bit
melodramatic, the performances are outstanding, the story compelling if



somewhat contrived, the cinematography first-rate and the musical
background powerful yet subtle. When watching this movie, one realizes
that before Meg Ryan there was Lee Remick, whose performance in this
movie was outstanding. But the star of this movie is Jack Lemmon. Here
Mr. Lemmon gives one of the great portrayals of the acting-out drunk. Mr.
Lemmon skillfully conveys the intensity, maniacal obsessiveness and
anger of the out-of-control alcoholic who slowly and painfully comes to the
realization that he has a problem which not only ruining his life but his
wife's as well. The problem with this movie is that it also makes a case for
drinking. Let's face it - who would you rather want to be with - the prim and
proper Mrs. Clay when she is sober, or the fun-loving, gregarious, laughing
Mrs. Clay who wants to party and have a good time when she is drunk?
And what about Jack Lemmon's character? When sober, he is a rather
bland person, but when drunk, look out! He's a dynamo of energy - he can
even climb down trees and trash arose garden - a get himself hospitalized
where he can do all the screaming and acting out he wants. In this movie
Jack Lemmon's character is really SICK, while Lee Remick's character is
merely acting out in attempt to add some spice to her otherwise humdrum
life of quiet drudgery. Isn't it significant that at the end of the movie, it's Lee
Remick who leaves? To me, the message of this movie is: drinking is bad,
but it's a good excuse for acting out and behaving like a child, and so if you
want to act out, have yourself one ... or two ... or three ... or four ... or five or
more drinks, get soused and then get rescued. It's a lot more interesting
and fun than being sober ... and you might hook up with a pretty lady too.

Dead Poets Society (1989)

Sad movie except for Alan Pottinger's performance., 14 December 2005
7 stars

Mr. Keating, a school teacher in a elite private school, uses his position to
pursue a political agenda, namely to liberalize the school's curriculum, with
tragic results. To achieve his political goals, the teacher encourages his
students, all impressionable adolescents, to break the rules of the school,
under the guise of promoting academic and personal freedom, and a group
of his students respond by forming a secret society. These students have
no idea that Mr. Keating is using them to promote strife between the faculty
and student body, embarrass the school administration and thereby force
change. As aresult the students are placed in impossible conflictual
situations that they are utterly incapable of resolving. Mr. Keating's
manipulativeness is so blatantly reckless that it leads to one student
committing suicide. Perhaps if Mr. Keating had communicated his
concerns through appropriate administrative channels without involving



the students, things would have worked out differently. But if that had
happened, then there wouldn't have been a movie.

One bright point in this otherwise somber movie is Alan Pottinger's high-
spirited and upbeat performance as "Bubba" the high-school jock.

Death at a Funeral (2007)

Don't be turned off by the title., 15 September 2007
10 stars

When the subject of great comedies comes up for discussion, this movie
must be included. What a funny movie! Normally any movie that includes
the word "death” in the title is a movie that is implicitly telling the audience
to beware, it's going to be morbid. Well, this movie is not only not morbid,
it is hilarious, not just in a black-comedy way, but in a straightforward
matter that uses a funeral as the basis for generating some very funny
scenes. The movie contains no morbidity. Rather, it is like an extended
sitcom that portrays various people acting very silly and goofy. Everyone
in this movie was funny, and one should not be turned off by the title
because although death is a serious subject that should not be treated
lightly, the movie really isn't about death at all, but actually about life and
how silly and crazy people can act when the situation presents itself.

Death at a Funeral (2010)

Shameless ripoff, 21 September 2010
1 star

This movie is a shameless and unfunny ripoff of the 2007 British movie of
the same name. Nothing in this movie even remotely approaches the
humor of the 2007 original version. What makes this movie even more
pathetic is how it even botches up those scenes that in the 2007 movie
were hilarious. After watching the 2007 movie one left the theater with a
smile; after watching this movie one leaves hoping that their funeral won't
be as disastrous as the one in the movie. The cast featured some really
good comic actors, but in this movie they are not funny. The acting was
poor, Martin Lawrence and Chris Rock were unfunny (in fact, Mr. Rock was
actually subdued), the dialog was flat, the story, as already indicated,
entirely unoriginal, and the plot nonexistent. And as for Danny Glover, this
movie has to be the low point of his acting career. The movie attempts to
be goofy but winds up being contrived. But the worst element of this movie



is the story's utter lack of plausibility. In the original British version, the
story works; in this ripoff version, the story collapses. As this movie
proves, what may be funny in one movie may not necessarily be funny in a
remake, even if the story is exactly the same. May this movie rest in peace
in DVD land.

Death Race (2008)

Unusual role for Joan Allen., 23 August 2008
8 stars

Excellent action movie. Joan Allen gives a tremendous performance. Jason
Stratham is great. Good story, to the point, uncomplicated. Special effects
do not get in the way of the story. Production design is consistent with
sense of foreboding and danger that permeates the movie. Most characters
are two-dimensional but for this kind of movie, it's okay. The movie is
overtly violent, but not gratuitously so. The movie has an interesting and
upbeat ending and serves as metaphor for the individual's vulnerability to
manipulation. The production crew exercised creativity in casting Ms. Allen
in arole that is unusual for her and she once again proves her more than
ample theatrical talents. Kudos to Ms. Allen!

Death Sentence (2007)

Popeye vs. Bluto 2007 or look out for the messenger!, 2 September 2007
1 star

This movie is a modern version of Popeye vs. Bluto, you know, the cartoon
characters who are always fighting, with Popeye getting the worst of it until
he eats his spinach and then he's indestructible. Well, in this movie Kevin
Bacon is the Popeye character and the other actor, who plays the bad guy,
is the the Bluto character. This movie is so absurd, simplistic and two-
dimensional that it makes Spongebob Squarepants seem like Hamlet. The
violence is not only gratuitous, it occurs in situations that would attract so
much public attention that it would probably make national news. A gang
going berserk in the middle of the day in the middle of large city? That
would definitely attract attention. However, this movie seems to suggest
that pandemonium can occur without anybody, including the police, taking
any notice. A businessman is publicly threatened by a criminal posing as a
messenger? That would definitely prompt an immediate and thorough
investigation, not only by the police but by the company itself. As for John



Goodman, his presence as some kind of underground gun toting pseudo
gangster, pseudo gun runner, pseudo estranged father is one of the most
flagrant examples of muddled miscasting in recent memory, and that's
saying a lot for an industry where miscasting is practically the norm.
Hollywood, please ... PLEASE ... get real, come back to earth, make movies
with actual stories, with good acting and with artistic quality. It has been
done, it CAN be done, and hopefully it will be done. If not, then there's
always Popeye the Sailor and his pal Bluto.

The movie has its compelling moments, but ultimately it's just another
distorted, contorted Hollywood revenge flick, with nonstop gratuitous
violence and a thin storyline that defies credulity. The movie asks the
audience to believe that a gunfight in broad daylight in the middle of the
street in the business district of a large city will not attract the immediate
attention of the police and that an illicit gun dealer operating in a large
American city can do business without avoiding detection. The movie
starts out well, and sets up a story with the potential for further
development. But Hollywood being Hollywood, with its incessant drive to
increase profits at the expense of artistic quality, the story gets more and
more caught up in gratuitous violence with a predictable climax, thus
becoming another potboiler. Kevon Bacon is a fine actor and here he gives
a powerful performance as a businessman who is the victim of random
violence and who lashes out in response, but the movie suggests that law
enforcement authorities and our laws are inadequate to deter violence.
Now one can say "it's only a movie," but that being the case, it should at
least be a good movie with a substantive story. If one is interested in
depictions of violence, just watch any documentary about World War Two,
or about any other war, and then compare that with this movie, and then
decide if violence is the answer to our social problems.

Deep Blue Sea (1999)

Respect the Shark., 11 August 2005
7 stars

This is an intense and exciting science fiction movie, with an interesting
story. Also, the movie is well-acted, especially by LL Cool J, who makes
this movie work through a great performance. Further, the movie has a
useful message - not to tamper with nature and to respect the creatures
who inhabit the planet with us. The shark is a fascinating but dangerous
creature, to be admired - from a distance - and be respected too. When
unprovoked, the shark is, well, a shark. But when man invades its habitat,
then the shark reacts and conflict ensues. This movie does not improve the
reputation of the shark, and in fact exploits our fear of sharks. For sharks



are one of those creatures that defy man's attempts to control it, which is
what this movie is about. Scientists want to study the shark, but the sharks
refuse to cooperate. Shark enthusiasts may object to the way sharks are
vilified in this movie. But no matter how you feel about sharks, the
message of this movie is apparent - sharks are dangerous, should be
respected and should be left alone.

Defiance (2008/I)

Remember, it's a movie, not a documentary., 24 January 2009
8 stars

Since this movie is allegedly based on a true story, this is what this movie
"teaches" about being a Jewish partisan in World War Two: 1. it was a
great opportunity to improve your social life, even to get married; 2. Jewish
civilians were better soldiers than their German counterparts in the
Wehrmacht; 3. Escaping from a Jewish ghetto was easy, just crawl through
the hole in the wall while the guards are not looking; 4. it was a great time
to learn how to play chess; 5. intellectuals were frowned upon; 6. Jews
from time to time went around shooting up towns; 7. Jewish women looked
great when cooking food for total strangers in the middle of a forest; 8.
sometimes Jewish partisans thought about returning to the ghetto where it
seemed safer; 9. Jewish partisans were able to destroy tanks and defeat
heavily armed paramilitary troops; 10. Jews were able to walk through
miles and miles of swamps without any ill effects. 11. Collaborators were
paid 500 rubles for every Jew they turned over to the Germans. Hooray for
the movies!

Now reality. This movie is excellent escapist fare that may make one feel
better about being Jewish. The mere mention World War Two congers up
images of Jews being arrested, deported and murdered by the score, by
the hundreds, by the thousands, by the tens of thousands, by the hundreds
of thousands and by the millions in facilities that were constructed
specifically to systematically carry out a state sponsored policy of
genocide. Fighting back was not an option. The victims were unarmed and
defenseless civilians, a substantial number consisting of pregnant women,
the frail elderly and infirmed and small children, including newborn babies.
These were the enemies that the Germans had vowed to eradicate. These
were the enemies that the German Wehrmacht fought against. And in every
country occupied by the Germans, local inhabitants assisted the Germans
in prosecuting their policy of genocide. As a work of fiction, movies have
license to take liberties with the facts. But when a movie, such as this one,
asserts that it is based on a true story, then the movie warrants further
scrutiny regarding the veracity of the story and in this case the story



seems to be a romanticized account of events that have been schmaltzed
up to make the movie more appealing. This movie is certainly worth
watching but with this disclaimer: it's a movie, not a documentary. True,
some Jews did fight back, such as in Warsaw, and some did organize
themselves into partisan groups and when they had the opportunity
trounced the Germans, but sustained resistance as independent fighting
groups did not happen because it could not. Newborn babies do not make
effective soldiers. Jews fighting against the Germans? That's pure
Hollywood. It sounds good, looks good, feels good, but is it history?

The problem was not with the Jews, it was the Germans. What the Germans
did under Adolf Hitler was insane and the question is not why did the Jews
not fight back, but rather in what fantasy world were the Germans
operating under to want them to fight the Jews?

Making a movie about Jews fighting back? Okay, what about this: a movie
about the Germans in Hamburg fighting back as Hamburg is being
pulverized then burnt by the British and the Americans. The point being,
yeah maybe one or two Germans fired guns at the bombers and may have
even scored a hit or two, but it was NO CONTEST! Or what about the
"Battle of Cologne” in May 1942 when the British demolished the ENTIRE
CITY! Okay, maybe the Germans managed to knock down one or two
bombers, but again NO CONTEST! Why always show the Jews being
mistreated? Show what happened to the Germans under their Fuehrer who
they wholeheartedly supported. While Jews were scrounging for survival in
a forest, Berlin, Hamburg, Cologne, Dusseldorf, and scores of other cities
were being systematically destroyed, yet the Germans failed to get rid of
Hitler. What were they thinking? Indeed, were they even thinking?

De-Lovely (2004)

Let the music speak for itself., 6 November 2010
8 stars

Cole Porter's music was great and Cole Porter was brilliant. Unfortunately
the same cannot be said for this movie. A musical should be upbeat; this
movie is ponderous. The musical numbers are fine; Kevin Kline is
absolutely marvelous as Cole Porter but when the movie becomes a biopic
it becomes stagy, melodramatic and slow and the music becomes
secondary which is baffling since the movie is a musical. It's one thing to
inject moments of sadness in the story; it is another thing to make those
moments the cornerstone of a musical which is supposed to be upbeat, not
downbeat. A musical should have the audience leaving the theater



humming the tunes, not feeling sorry for the composer. Moreover,
regarding Cole Porter's sexuality: who cares? He wrote and performed
songs; he was a bard, a modern day troubadour. With whom he cavorted is
entirely irrelevant to his accomplishments as a performer. This movie
would have been much more entertaining if it had devoted more time to the
music, downplayed the personal stuff and ended with a bunch of upbeat
songs. Hollywood had it right when the cast Cary Grant to play Cole Porter
in 1946. Unfortunately, despite the marvelous music and Kevin Kline's
superb performance, the same cannot be said for this movie. Let the music
speak for itself.

The movie would have done much more justice to Mr. Porter if it had not
relegated his songs to the background. His life was about music and music
was his life. Like everyone, he had his personal issues but why dwell on
that? Cole Porter was more than just a songwriter. He was a producer,
composer, impresario, soldier, athlete and entertainer. He exuded joy,
spread happiness and made people feel good through his work. His songs
today are not only classics, they are icons for an entire culture. And this
was recognized while Mr. Porter was still alive. Well-deserved accolades
were expressed during his career. He became a living legend. Along with
Irving Berlin and George M. Cohan, Cole Porter was top of the line, the
best, the epitome of artistic quality.

Here's a few items about Mr. Porter life that the movie leaves out: He was
born and raised in Indiana. He wrote over 300 songs while in college. He
received musical training at Harvard. He was a musical prodigy as a child.
He served in the French Foreign Legion.

If the judged sole by music, the movie rates a 10. However, for reasons
noted above, it has been given an overall rating of 7.

Demolition Man (1993)

A sci-fi comedy, 24 September 2007
8 stars

Comment #1

Is this movie classified as a comedy? Because if it's not, it should be. Not
only is this movie a sci-fi thriller, this movie contains some great lines,
most of which are said by Sandra Bullock and Wesley Snipes, who gives
one of the great performances in the sci-fi genre. Simon Phoenix is an
incredible character and Mr. Snipes performs the role to near perfection.
This movie is not merely another sci-fi special effects potboiler, rather it



actually contains an interesting and engaging story with lots of action and
humor which makes for an entertaining movie. And don't forget to be on
the lookout for Associate Bob who is the ultimate brown-nosing, a--kissing
flunky. Although AB is a fictional character, once you see him in the movie
you will immediately recognize him because in life who hasn't ever come
across an Associate Bob?

Comment #2

It's not about John Spartan. It's not about Simon Phoenix. It's not about
Lenina Huxley. It's about the character Associate Bob. Yes, this movie is
about how a man is able to survive during times of change by bending in
whatever direction the wind is blowing. Spartan and Phoenix are literally
demolishing a city as they renew their struggle after thirty years of being
frozen in a huge refrigerator-like machine and then being defrosted to fight
each other another day, Spartan on the side of the "good guys" and
Phoenix as the tool of a megalomaniac who wants to create a new society.
And while all this is happening, Associate Bob - fat, greasy, effete, with a
pompadour that never gets ruffled - offers his services to whom ever may
be winning - and never gets rejected. Is there some kind of message here?
Maybe. Is this the movie's way of telling us how to survive in an ever
changing society?

Derailed (2005/1)

Those who seek trouble shall find it., 8 December 2005
9 stars

This is one great movie. It starts out slowly, seems predictable and then
ZAP, here come the surprises. And what's better: there are no "good guys”
in this story. Everyone is corrupt, only some more so than others. The guy
getting ripped off is responsible for his own victimization. He goes out of
his way to find trouble - AND FINDS IT! What makes this movie particularly
entertaining however is Jennifer Aniston's character. Her character is
central to the entire story and Ms. Aniston gives a great performance. And
Victor Cassel is great as a wanton criminal who preys on the weak. Or is it
on those who deserve it? Watch the movie and find out for yourself.




Downfall (2004)

Great movie., 30 March 2008
10 stars

This movie probably provides the best dramatic treatment of Adolf Hitler.
Unlike other movies that tend to present Hitler as a caricature, this movie
opts to portray Hitler as a historical person and not as a clown. Although it
is easy to reduce Hitler to a subject for mockery, this movie avoids that
temptation and instead presents an Adolf Hitler the person whose actions
are made even more sinister, baffling and amazing by the sheer banality of
his existence. In this movie Hitler is shown not as a hysteric, not as the
bombastic political actor, leader and rabble rouser familiar in all too many
documentaries, but as a frail, broken, disillusioned man whose dreams
have been shattered and whose closest advisers have all but abandoned
him. Yet, even as Hitler himself realizes that his demise is all but inevitable,
the movie shows how the cohort of secretaries, clerks and party flunkies
who formed Hitler's personal staff refused to leave him and opted to stay
with the Fuhrer to the bitter end. This level of devotion to a failed and
doomed head of state is perhaps unprecedented in history. While the Third
Reich was crumbling they stayed with the man who was responsible for the
destruction of their country. Yet the same man who was capable of
ordering the conquest of entire countries and the extermination of entire
peoples was also capable of individual acts of kindness that makes his
career all the more baffling to the audience. Can the personality and career
of Adolf Hitler ever be fully explained? Maybe not, but this excellent movie
at least provides a plausible glimpse of what Hitler may have been about
and how his dreams of new world order came crashing down.

Also, special mention must be made of Bruno Ganz's uncanny
resemblance to Adolf Hitler. Mr. Ganz gives what has to be the most
outstanding cinematic portrayal of Adolf Hitlee. Mr. Ganz succeeds in
portraying Hitler as a caricature and instead provides a credible and even-
handed portrayal of a person whose actions have been the cause for the
kind of scorn and mockery that obscures who Hitler was as a man.

"Desperate Housewives: Bang (#3.7)" (2006)

This episode has restored my faith in commercial television., 6 April 2009

Shockingly, amazingly, surprisingly, astonishingly, this is one of the best
episodes ever shown in a TV series of any genre. When one is reasonably
expecting fluff and instead is presented with high, and well-acted, drama,
well, that is indeed a pleasant surprise. Not only does this series reach for



something more than just the usual comedic fare, it achieves it. Lori
Metcalf was great! the interactions between all the characters, wonderful
and the story itself serious and substantive without becoming
melodramatic. But what makes this particular episode so enjoyable is the
way that all of the characters and all of the actors interact in a manner that
heightens the drama and makes the story that much more interesting for
the audience. Congratulations to all involved in this production.

Devil (2010)

Powerful, compelling, evocative,, 6 October 2010
10 stars

There's a little bit of the devil in all of us. If you believe this statement, then
this movie is for you because it's all about the devil. Yes, the devil can visit
at anytime and for any reason to sow confusion and fear and to wreak
retribution for terrible acts we humans are too cowardly to admit. Some
may think of the devil as a malevolent spirit that operates to tempt and
torment us; but perhaps the devil is a projection of our own fears. Who
knows? This movie inspires the audience to ponder these questions.

This is a great movie for its genre. It grabs and keeps the audience's
interest. There is solid acting, lots of tension and a climactic ending. Jenny
O'Hara is great as the old woman. She is the same actress who played
Doug's mother in the sitcom King of Queens. In this movie she is anything
but benign. The special effects added to the tension, especially the use of
sound effects which greatly enhanced the sense of something terrible
happening. Beside being a "scare" movie, it's also a morality tale. There are
those who may dismiss this movie as a minor cinematic work but this
movie tells a powerful, compelling and evocative story of retribution. The
characters in this story become unwitting instruments for forces beyond
control and understanding. Whether one believes in these things is not
point. Rather, the movie gives one cause to at least consider the
possibility.




The Counterfeiters (2007)

Nazi depravity., 6 May 2008
10 stars

Powerful, provocative, disturbing, well-acted movie, obviously not a
Hollywood product. Unlike the usual sensationalist Hollywood drivel, this
movie tells a compelling, unforgettable story that transcends the dismal
background in which the story is set. However, like other movies about the
Holocaust, the Jews are portrayed as victims who are in moral crisis. What
price is one willing to pay to survive? This is the question posed by this
movie and it's a question that's been asked time and time again in other
movies. But the question really is not applicable to the victims who did
what they had to do to try to survive. Instead the moral question is
applicable to the Germans who perpetrated the crimes. At what point does
an entire nation decide to scrap their culture and follow a path to their own
destruction? At what point does a German who is not necessarily a racist
or mentally deficient decide to become a Nazi? In the 20th century there
was only one nation that became Nazi, and that nation was Germany. So
what was their problem? What defect of character caused them, and them
alone, to jubilantly follow Adolf Hitler - even as their armies and cities were
being systematically destroyed? This movie shows that there were two
kind of Nazis - first, one who was completely imbued with anti-Semitic
hysteria and therefore completely incapable of rationale thought and
second, one who knew better but nonetheless became a Nazi anyway. The
former had no moral qualms - they were degenerate, utterly debased,
possibly genetically defective, and therefore hopelessly lacking in
consciousness. They would have thrown their own parents into
concentration camps if ordered to do so. The latter however had a huge
problem. They are the fools who CHOSE to become degenerate. How does
a police officer transform himself into a smirking, paper-pushing terrorist?
This is the question implicit in this movie. The Jews were the victims, their
situation was set for them, the Germans the misguided charlatans who
decided to make war against almost the entire world causing a
conflagration they could not win and who supported a political leadership
that is arguably the most discredited in history. The moral bankruptcy of
the Germans is starkly portrayed in this movie. Their choices are bizarre
and bewildering. To know right from wrong and still do wrong is the theme
of this movie and one that the movie presents in a most direct way. How
many of us could be an obersturmbahnfuhrer?

This movie also raises another interesting question: were the German
Nazis even human? Yes they inhabited the earth in human form, but their
behavior was so unique, weird and utterly baffling that it defies all
psychiatric explanation. What did the German Nazis see that others did
not? For an entire nation to support a plan to exterminate the Jews and



enslave all the Slavs is so unreal that it suggests either an organic defect
that effected perception and judgment or other more esoteric causes.

On May 31, 1942, over two years BEFORE the D-Day invasion, the British
bombed Cologne, Germany, destroying the entire center of the city. It was
obvious from that point on that German cities and civilians were open
targets and that the Nazi government was incapable of defending the
country against attack. Yet Germany kept fighting, and for what? This
depressing mindset is portrayed in this movie as the German Nazis sink
deeper and deeper into a moral depravity that drives them to concoct the
most fantastic criminal schemes in a hopeless cause.

Four in a Jeep (1951)

Let's not forget Ralph Meeker., 14 November 2005
8 stars

This movie is not exactly a household name. In fact, this movie may be one
of the best kept secrets in the pantheon of movies. Has anyone ever heard
of this movie besides me? | guess not. So I'm doing this critique for an
audience of one - me. Oh well, might as well proceed. This movie is about
four soldiers, one American, One Russian, One British and One French,
patrolling in post-war Vienna, Austria, in the period immediately after the
end of World War Two and how they interact with each other, and with a
certain woman who wants to leave the Russian zone. The American is
played by the excellent, and regrettably forgotten actor Ralph Meeker,
which gets to the point of this essay. Ralph Meeker was a great actor and
he proves it in this movie. Mr. Meeker is one of those stars who shown
brightly for a little while and then for reasons unknown his stardom burnt
out. This is an obscure movie, and perhaps does not deserve any more
attention that it has received thus far, but if that's the case, it's not because
of Ralph Meeker, whose performance in this movie deserves at least some
consideration, even if the movie itself deserves none.

Dinner for Schmucks (2010)

A Steve Carell vehicle., 13 August 2010
7 stars

After getting off to a slow start the movie picks up steam and becomes
entertaining. Steve Carell again proves that he may the best comic actor in
Hollywood today. He carries this movie. Without him the movie would have



been unwatchable. The actual story is simple to the point of inanity. The
attempts at farce fall flat but Mr. Carell delivers his lines with such feeling
that he makes even the most trite and inane comments sound convincing.
The title itself indicates what this story is about, except that the schmucks
are not who you think they are, which is what makes it a good movie. The
movie causes the audience to ask: who are the schmucks? Most of the
characters are goofy but not funny. Paul Rudd's straight man is weak and
the female roles are unfunny. This movie is a vehicle for Steve Carell. It is
his movie and he makes the most of it, weak material and all.

Disclosure (1994)

Where is Al Bundy when we need him?, 5 June 2009
2 stars

*** Spoilers ***

Imagine this: A beautiful, intelligent albeit cunning woman wants to have
sex with a man, indeed INSISTS on having sex with the man, and not only
does the man say no he has to fight her off while she is attempting to get
him to perform and then sues her for sexual harassment - and wins the
case! If you believe this is a plausible scenario, then this movie is for you.

The idea of a married man being sexually victimized by a hot, beautiful
single woman who also happens to be his boss is so ludicrous as to be
mind boggling and actually provokes laughter. A married man fighting off
the a full-figured, highly intelligent, sexually aggressive young single
woman, together with the wine drinking, the mutual caressing, the
suggestive talking, and the woman openly insisting that he "do" her and do
her good, with the man then fleeing for his life like a little boy who's been
told not to put his hand in the cookie jar, even though he wants the
cookies, followed by the now scantily-clothed sexually frustrated hot-
blooded woman yelling at him to come back, or else, is just too much to
accept, even for a Hollywood movie. She's making him an offer he can't
refuse, and he refuses! What kind of movie is that? This scenario
constitutes abuse of plausibility punishable by banishment to DVD-land
where this laughable joke of a movie belongs. Where is Al Bundy when we
need him?




District 9

Best science fiction movie in years., 15 August 2009
10 stars

It would be easy to poke holes in the story. What would be considered the
most momentous event in human history, the arrival of aliens in a space
ship, is reduced to the level of caricature as the aliens are portrayed as
pests that have to be controlled and relocated. However, there is nothing
implausible about that. Once the novelty had worn off, the presence of
aliens probably would become something that would be taken for granted,
especially if there were no way for them to leave. And furthermore, which
country in the world would want to be responsible for having to deal with
them? Hence, in the movie one country is stuck with having to deal with
them, and that is not far-fetched at all. This movie is the best science
fiction project produced by Hollywood in many years. The movie has an
offbeat original story, great acting, lots of action, continuity and an actual
beginning, middle and end. The plot is clearly spelled out and grabs and
maintains audience interest. Also, the movie offers an innovative and
sympathetic treatment of the aliens which further enriches the story. The
movie inspires a short but profound question: what would we do if millions
of aliens from who-knows-where showed up at earth and could not leave?
Furthermore, the movie is without any pretentiousness and is presented in
a straightforward, semi-documentary format which gives it an air of
authenticity. The story may seem far-fetched but anything can happen and
remember, what was once considered fiction in the past, such as devices
allowing for instantaneous communication over huge distances and
vehicles that can travel through space to other planets, is now reality
today.

Doctor Zhivago (1965)

A true artist will not be bought off., 30 July 2005
9 stars

It's amazing how one's perceptions of something can change, such as
one's opinion of a movie like Doctor Zhivago. Heretofore this movie had
seemed to be overly long, stagy, pretentious and boring. But after watching
the movie again, this is another take on the story. The movie is about
creativity in times of turmoil, about artistic integrity and about a man's
desire not only to survive but to do so on his own terms. The main
character, Doctor Zhivago, could have easily sold out to the Bolsheviks but
at the price of his artistic integrity, which he would not surrender at any



price. Far from being stagy, the acting is powerful, the scenes intense, the
conflicts well defined. Throughout the movie the Doctor has choices to
make and his choices are always on the side of what is good for those for
whom he cares. Zhivago's half-brother, Yuri, serves as a metaphor for what
the Doctor would have become if he had towed the line, just another
bureaucrat. This movie offers an inspirational story about a man who stays
true to his beliefs while under immense pressure to conform. Wonderful
movie.

If someone is suffering from insomnia or some other kind of sleep
deprivation disorder, permit me to recommend a dose of Doctor Zhivago.
Now this statement may come as a surprise to any history aficionado who
has ever studied the Russian Revolution in which the story of this movie
takes place. Few, if any, events in human history were more exciting and
dynamic than the Russian Revolution. But after this movie gets through
with the Russian Revolution, you may never want to study history again. In
this movie the Russian Revolution is relegated to being a mere back-drop
for some kind of convoluted love-triangle, or love-square, or love-
something, all revolving around the character of Yuri Zhivago who has to
be the weakest central character ever contrived in the history of Hollywood.
Now, a dramatic movie is not a documentary and one should not expect
more than the usual Hollywood treatment of great events in history. But
this movie is so banal and the characters, with the exception of
Komorofsky, so weak, unlikable, pretentious and forgettable, that one may
lose all interest in history and make believe that the Russian Revolution
never happened. But at least you'll get a good night's sleep.

"Dog Whisperer with Cesar Millan" (2004)

A dog is adog., 6 January 2006

This review is for all the maladjusted and acting out dogs. Woof ... woof ...
woof, woof ... grrrrr ... arf, arf, arf ... grrrrr ... arf!! arf!! ... woof! ... arf! ...
woof, woof, woof ... arf, woof, growl ... growl, arf, woof ... woof, growl, arf!!!

What do you when your dog seems to be mentally disturbed? Call Cesar
Millan. Now, although this show is intriguing, Mr. Millan, or is it Doctor
Millan (is he a veterinarian?) takes on problem dogs that seem to be
temperamental but not particularly vicious. It seems that all of the dogs on
this show that are "treated" are spoiled by owners who are unwilling to
make the effort to place limits on the behavior of their pets. So the problem
isn't the dog, it's the people who own the dogs. After all, adog is ... adog,
and given the chance, a dog will act like a dog. What else is new? Indeed,



there's one episode in which the dog is given food and then starts snarling
every time someone approaches the bowl. Well, if you were a dog, and
someone approached your bowl while you were eating, wouldn't you snarl
too? And then there's the episode about the dog that couldn't stop walking.
Frankly, who cares?

2 out of 60 readers found my comments useful? Okay. Let's reexamine the
pros and cons of this television show. On the pro side, the show is
entertaining and the dog-whisperer is a friendly and engaging character
who really seems to care about the dogs he is trying to help. Now on the
con side, the show suggests that dogs should behave like human beings
and these expectations are not only unfair to the dogs, which are not
human beings, but generate unrealistic expectations among their human
owners who are confused and made to feel inadequate. Dogs are wonderful
creatures. Their relationship with man extends back to antiquity. Their
place in history is profound. They are man's closest animal companions.
But for goodness sake, let's not forget that dogs are animals and not
facsimiles of human beings and should be respected and admired for those
gualities that make them so special.

A dog is adog.

Donnie Brasco (1997)

Johnny Depp is not believable in this movie., 7 June 2009
7 stars

There is something sad, indeed pathetic, watching actors playing
racketeers. Even more pathetic is the portrayal of a police officer actually
infiltrating a gang without being found out by the gangsters. Asking the
audience to empathize with a gangster is a tall order. Okay, gangsters are
people too and have their good sides but to ask the audience to believe
that an undercover police officer and informant can actually develop some
kind of fondness for the target of his investigation is stretching things a bit
far. Johnny Depp was woefully miscast for the role of the undercover
officer. There is no way that Mr. Depp's character as played by Mr. Depp
would not have been quickly found out. He just does not come across as a
tough guy which is what he would have to have been in a world populated
by tough guys. His character is too polished and stands out like a
proverbial sore thumb. Al Pacino gives a far more credible performance as
one of the tough guys. Indeed, he should have played Brasco. In Stalag 17
the informant was the soldier who everyone trusted. Why? Because he fit
right in with all the other soldiers. The same cannot be said for Donnie



Brasco in this movie who is so obviously not a gangster that it's almost
laughable.

Doomsday (2008)

Great movie., 21 March 2008
8 stars

| am tempted to rag this movie, to make fun of this movie, to mock this
movie, to deride this movie, to trash this movie, to utterly lash out at this
movie with all of my literary might, but | won't and why not you may ask?
Well, I'll tell you why not: this is an entertaining movie and definitely one of
the better movie of the science-fiction genre. Okay, the director liberally
borrows from other movies like Mad Max and Alien, and the story gets a
little muddled, but the end product is something that is part goofy, part
campy and all entertaining. What is best about the movie is the acting.
Craig Conway gives one of the great over-the-top performances in any
movie. Mr. Conway's performance actually carries the movie. Also, Ms.
Rhoda Mitra is absolutely wonderful in the leading role. She could be the
next Sandra Bullock which is saying a lot because Sandra Bullock is a
great actress. Also the movie maintains a high energy level and offers an
interesting subplot of family conflict which although far-fetched works for
this movie.

Double Indemnity (1944)

Office bureaucrat as hero., 25 January 2008
10 stars

The movie was made in Hollywood which means that the movie should
have plenty of things wrong with it. Since the movie was made by
Hollywood, one could reasonably expect the movie to be intellectually
shallow, poorly acted, contain an insipid love story, and be altogether
entirely forgettable. In other words, another potboiler. But as much as |
wanted to, | couldn't find anything wrong with this movie! This movie is
terrific! Fred MacMurray (the gentleman from My Three Sons) plays one of
the great heels in Hollywood motion picture history. Barbara Stanwyck (
who was from Brooklyn, New York) is at her sinister best. But the real star
is Edward G. Robinson. His performance as the the insurance actuary
Walter Neff is incredible. How many movies are there that portrays an office
bureaucrat as a hero? That is what makes this movie so unique. This movie
is a tribute to all the office workers of the world who push the papers,



compile the facts, analyze the information and keep things going. Maybe if
NASA had listened to their Walter Neffs, the 1986 Challenger disaster
would have been averted. Who knows? But after watching this movie, one
thing is certain: respect your office workers because someday they may
save your life ... and your business.

Dracula (1992)

A slow, ponderous piece of celluloid., 29 April 2008

5 stars
/777777 ... 7277777 ... 2727777 ....... oh, the movie's still on (yawn) ... zzzzzzz ...
22722777 ....... Oh, the movie's still on. I'm going back to sleep (yawn) ....

What an incredibly slow and boring movie. Interminable talking. The movie
attempts to take the Dracula story in a new direction and gets lost on the
way. A simple, straightforward story is made into a convoluted, complex
melodrama. After Bela Lugosi, who else can really play Dracula? Gary
Oldman gives a good performance of Dracula ... in slow motion. It's not his
fault, it's the material he has to work with. Dracula is an overpowering force
but in this movie he is a more introspective, almost human character, still
powerful, still menacing, but somehow in this movie not nearly as shocking
as previous versions of the movie. The movie does have its moments but
all in all it's a slow, ponderous, dull, plodding piece of celluloid.

Beware of a movie that relies on narration to tell a story. Case in point: this
movie. Don't talk it, show it.

Dragnet (1987)

Hilarious movie., 17 February 2006
10 stars

What an incredibly hilarious movie. This spoof on Dragnet is absolutely
entertaining. Dan Ackroyd's performance as Sgt. Joe Friday is outstanding,
along with Tom Hanks performance as Sgt. Friday's partner. In this movie
Mr. Hanks shows his ability to perform comedy, as a straight man to a
character whose pomposity is exceeded only by his inflexibility. In this
spoof of the original Dragnet series, Sgt Friday is a puffed up martinet
whose behavior is so absurd that it is actually funny. The original Sgt
Friday probably would have been puzzled and chagrined over his



transformation into a petty buffoon, but when Dan Ackroyd is playing the
role, be prepared to laugh.

Due Date (2010)

Downey Jr. and Galifianakis may be the new Laurel and Hardy., 5
November 2010
10 stars

Absolutely funny movie. Robert Downey Jr. and Zach Galifianakis are
wonderful together. They are the modern day Laurel and Hardy. One is
fastidious and pompous, the other a witless but lovable oaf. They get into
all kinds of jams and of course whatever they do just makes things worse.
There are many great one-liners and what is even better, the story is
dynamic as the fellas are on the move - literally. They bicker, they fight,
they yell, they laugh, they make up, they care about each other, they're
friends. It's a cross country comedy. Along the way they meet all kinds of
interesting and amusing characters which add to the movie's upbeat mood.
This is a zany movie, one that keeps the audience's attention and makes
the audience laugh. If you like slapstick comedy and want to watch a movie
that is pure escapism then this movie is for you. It's worth the time. And if
this movie spawns a sequel, hopefully it will star the two lead actors who
did such a wonderful job in this first-rate comedy.

Duplicity (2009)

Avoid this movie., 23 March 2009
4 stars

What is this baffling movie about? There is good chemistry between Julia
Roberts and Clive Owen but it all goes for naught in this meandering,
confusing, mishmash of a movie. The movie takes the audience on a tour
of some of most popular travel spots on the planet but leaves the audience
trying to figure out what they actually watched. What makes watching this
movie even more challenging is the repeated use of flashbacks which just
destroys whatever little continuity the movie contained. Further weakening
the story is the outlandishly ludicrous prize that is at stake which when
revealed is such aletdown that even the characters in the story laugh at it.
If you are fan of Julia Roberts or Clive Owens, you will find the movie
barely watchable. Otherwise, avoid it.




Eagle Eye (2008)

Respect the cell phone., 3 October 2008
9 stars

*** Spoilers ***

You are being watched. This movie offers a compelling story that takes
invasion of privacy to an extreme. This movie is like an updated version of
The Forbin Project or 2001 A Space Odyssey, both of which offer sinister
portrayals of the dangers of technology out of control. The story is told in a
frantic manner, with lots of noise and action, and the acting is equally
frantic with everyone conveying various levels of anxiety. But the real stars
are the myriad cameras, microphones, telephones, and other electronic
devices that are used with such merciless effectiveness as tools of terror.
After watching this movie you will have a far greater respect for your cell
phone, which may be not only be a communication device, but also an
instrument for collecting information for unknown and all-powerful third
parties whose motives are shrouded in secrecy.

Earth (2007)

They're animals, not humans., 23 April 2009
7 stars

This is a good documentary with some impressive scenes but offers
nothing new that has not already been shown in numerous documentaries
shown on television. Also, the attempt to dramatize the life of the animals
depicted falls flat. No matter how much one may want to go about
anthropomorphizing the lives of animals, they are still animals. For
instance, a whale swimming with her young calf is an interesting and even
impressive sight, but that's all it is; it is devoid of any drama. The whale is
just being a whale. It's not showing off, not trying to make a point about
life, it's not acting, and not trying to make a statement. It's life is about
eating, swimming and performing certain bodily functions. That is it! To
make a movie that suggests that there is something more is disingenuous
and unfair to the animals who basically just want to be left alone. The best
thing that can be done for our fellow creatures is to admire them, respect
their right to live and to care for them but for goodness sake, not to
humanize them.




Eastern Promises (2007)

WARNING: Any resemblance between the Russians portrayed in this movie
and actual Russians is purely coincidental, 21 September 2007
3 stars

First, before you watch this movie please be advised that any resemblance
between any Russians portrayed in this movie and any actual Russians.
living or deceased, is purely coincidental. Now that Russians are portrayed
as being a bunch of degenerate, child-abusing, vodka swigging, mindless
cutthroats (literally), let's leave fantasy-land and go to the facts. The same
people who this movie portrays as being lower than the lowest Nazi thugs
thwarted and repelled the insane attempt of 3 million Nazis to destroy the
Soviet Union. By December 1941 the Russians had stopped the Nazis in
their track and by 1944 had evicted the invaders and then literally chased
them back to Berlin which the Russians without any outside help then
proceeded to systematically conquer and pacify - and did this against
fanatical Nazi opposition. Indeed, the Battle of Berlin is now legendary.
There's more! The Russians were the first to launch a satellite into orbit;
the first to launch an animal into space; the first to launch a man into orbit;
the first to launch a woman into space; the first to accomplish a space
walk; the first to launch a space station; the first to place an object on the
moon; and the first to place an object on the surface of another planet.
During the Depression of the 1930s the U.S. unemployment rate was
estimated at being 25 percent while in the Soviet Union, where Russians
were the majority of the population, unemployment was zero. Indeed, while
the West was sinking deeper and deeper into economic quicksand the
Soviet Union was experiencing a period of massive industrialization and
economic expansion. Even today Russia commands respect and is a
country to be reckoned with. The point of this historical retrospective is to
provide a more balanced picture of the Russian people who have produced
some of the greatest novelists, composers and artists in history. Okay, now
back to the movie. This movie can be best described in one word, bizarre.
The violence is graphic and the characters, including the ones who are
supposed to be nice, are nasty, except for the baby who is very cute and
always smiling. This movie seems to be a take-off on The Godfather, but
without the polish and finesse that marked that excellent movie. The music
was oppressive and the ending was anti-climatic. Vigo Mortensen gives a
powerful performance which is not matched by the other actors. If you like
movies that have gratuitous violence, such as an incredible fight scene in a
sauna, unlikeable characters, graphic portrayals of degenerate acts,
including statutory rape, and ponderous scripts then this movie is for you.
What makes this movie even more ludicrous is that the story takes place
not in Moscow or some other Russian venue, but in London, England. So
after watching this movie, all you British people be on the lookout for
vodka-guzzling, gun-totting Russian-speaking cut-throats because one of



them may be your neighbor. And for goodness sake, next time you take car
service please make sure that the driver isn't carrying a dagger because
that driver may actually be hit-man for the Russian mafia. DUH!!!!

February 1, 1943: The New York Times reports that the Russians captured
16 Nazi generals and the entire German 6th Army at a place called
Stalingrad.

Easy Living (1937)

Another wonderful movie featuring Edward Arnold., 3 May 2008
9 stars

This is an amusing, entertaining Hollywood antique featuring a number of
actors who became Hollywood icons such as Jean Arthur, Ray Milland, and
Edward Arnold. Before Ed Asner there was Edward Arnold. Mr. Arnold was
one of the greatest actors in Hollywood history. His performances were
consistently great and through him a weak script became good and good
script great. He was one of those actors who dominated the screen and
could play a wide range of roles opposite some of the most famous
Hollywood players. As for Jean Arthur, she specialized in a style of acting
that established a precedent for Lucille Ball, except that Ms. Arthur did not
have to act goofy. Movies from the 1930s were made in a certain style that
was unique to that period. Black-and-white, simple, engaging, upbeat
stories, lots of action, and optimistic about life - all this during the Great
Depression. This is another Preston Sturges gem and definitely is worth
watching.

Edge of Darkness (2010)

This movie needed Charles Bronson., 14 February 2010
3 stars

Is this movie for real? This has to be be the worst movie of Mel Gibson's
acting career. Mr. Gibson's phony Boston accent. Pot boiler story.
Conventional plot. This movie was an excruciating experience. Nothing
about this movie worked. This movie is formula Hollywood at its very banal
worst. The sensational aspects of the story are completely buried by Mel
Gibson's inane acting which is unbelievably bad. Where was the director
when Mr. Gibson was saying his lines? Never has there been a greater
need for a dialog coach than for this movie. Never has there been a major



motion picture that needed a re-write than this movie. The story is
completely transparent and devoid of any originality. As soon as Mel
Gibson opens his mouth this movie is in trouble. It lacks plausibility.
Nothing in this story is believable. Let's face it: This movie needed Charles
Bronson but instead had to settle for Mel Gibson. Well, Mr. Gibson is no
Charles Bronson. Why was this movie made? If it was made to resurrect
Mel Gibson's floundering career, it failed. Watching this movie is a waste of
time and money. Creativity and originality are swept aside in this avalanche
of sensationalist mediocrity featuring a discredited actor.

Eight Below (2006)
It's about the dogs., 15 March 2006

9 stars

The acting in this movie is weak. Now that | got that out of the way, let me
tell you why this film is worth watching: the outdoor photography and the
dogs. This movie contains some of the most impressive outdoor
cinematography that one can hope or expect to see in a Hollywood movie.
This movie shows the awesome and forbidding beauty of icebergs, ice
flows and glacier-covered mountains. Compared to these magnificent
edifices of nature, man is rendered almost utterly insignificant, a mere dot
in awilderness of ice that is almost endless. Indeed, the scenery is
spectacular. That's one interesting part of the movie. But the main part of
the movie are the dogs - eight of them. This movie offers a wonderful story
about eight brave and stalwart creatures which are determined to survive in
the polar wilderness. Having been abandoned by their owner, the dogs
must fend for themselves, and they do so, by staying together, working as
a team, looking out for each other and caring for each other. They set an
example for us humans to follow. That's why this is a movie that's not
about us, but about those wonderful dogs.

Elizabeth (1998)

Queen Elizabeth - one of a kind., 27 November 2005
9 stars

Enough is enough! One day Hollywood will drop this propensity for
focusing on the personal quirks of historical figures and actually focus on
what they DID. The story of Elizabeth the First is way more than who she
had affairs with, but what she accomplished as Queen. When decisions had
to made, decisions on which the survival of her country depended, she



made these decisions ... and her decisions were RIGHT! Elizabeth was
never prepared or trained to rule a country. But she did the job and did it so
well that to this day her name has become synonymous with leadership,
accomplishment and service. Queen Elizabeth was a hero; Queen Elizabeth
was great. Under her outstanding leadership Britain defeated the Spanish
Armada, then the biggest naval force ever assembled. That alone warrants
a movie. Elizabeth was emotional and tempestuous. That she suppresses
those traits and transforms herself into the "Virgin Queen" is fantastic. This
movie is about that transformation. If you're interested in the life of
Elizabeth the First, then watch this movie. But remember, it's what
Elizabeth DID which is what counts.

Elizabeth: The Golden Age (2007)

Cate Blanchett is wonderful, 12 October 2007
10 stars

This movie approaches the brink of becoming another corny, hokey
Hollywood travesty but recovers to become an incredibly powerful and
unique portrayal of Elizabeth | and her closest advisers and the political
situation in Western Europe in the late 16th century. Cate Blanchett offers a
masterful, powerful and provocative portrayal of the Virgin Queen which
unlike most Hollywood portrayals of historical personages does not
devolve into a laughable caricature. Elizabeth has feelings too and cares
about ALL of her people, not just those who are of her religious
persuasion. Also, the movie offers a credible portrayal of Elizabeth's
relationship with her cousin Mary as well as a credible and comprehensible
explanation of King Philip's decision to go to war against England. Whether
Spain in 1585 was the most powerful country in the world as the movie
purports is a matter for debate but the fact that there was a time in history
when Spain actually wanted to invade England is amazing and is a story in
itself. This movie is worth watching.

Empire of the Sun (1987)

Wartime captivity from a young boy's perspective., 16 September 2005
8 stars

Hollywood's treatment of the Japanese in World War Two movies is always
harsh, maybe deservedly so. According to many published histories, the
Japanese treated American and other Allied POWSs with cruelty bordering
on outright barbarism. Incidents, such as the infamous Bataan Death



March, are cited as examples of Japanese cruelty. Yet this movie attempts
to portray the Japanese in a more balanced and less stereotypical way.
True, in this movie too, there are scenes of Japanese beating POWSs and
forcing the POWs to live in conditions of abject squalor, but to the young
boy in the movie, he perceives the Japanese differently. He sincerely
respects the Japanese, for their dedication, tenacity, and discipline and in
response the Japanese come to respect him too. The movie shows how the
young boy went so far as to learn some Japanese, my point being that this
movie succeeds in offering a far more sympathetic portrayal of the
Japanese than found in other movies of this genre. I'm sure that some
POWs who had to endure months and even years of captivity under the
Japanese may object to such a portrayal, with valid grounds for feeling that
way. Nevertheless, this movie is worth watching.

Enemy at the Gates (2001)

A Potentially Great Movie Rendered Mediocre, 30 July 2005
6 stars

*** Spoilers ***

Stalingrad. The largest single battle in recorded history, or maybe in the
history of the universe. Two huge armies fighting over control of a huge
industrial city with factory complexes one-mile long located in one of the
most inaccessible parts of western Russia. The outcome of World War Two
hinges on the outcome of this stupendous battle. The battle itself should
have been more than sufficient to render this movie great, or at least nearly
great. But, alas, that does not happen. Instead, this movie attempts to give
us an "up close and personal” account of the battle of Stalingrad in the
form of some kind of contest between one German soldier and one Russian
soldier to prove who's the best sniper. Well, who cares? At least a million
soldiers and civilians died in this battle, so what's the fuss about two
individual soldiers? The beginning of the movie is most compelling, but
when the story evolves, or devolves, into some kind of personal struggle,
then, if you take this movie at face value, maybe the Battle of Stalingrad
was nothing but a big soap opera, the outcome of which just happened to
change the course of history. Oh, by the way, there's also a love scene in
this movie. (Imagine having a love scene in Guadalcanal Diary.)




Everybody's Fine (2009)

A brilliant performance by a great actor., 4 December 2009
10 stars

How many times have you ever asked, or ever were asked the question:
How are things? Invariably, one replies, "everything is fine," except of
course it's not true. The response is a polite brush-off. This movie is about
how a man decides not to accept the brush-off, this time coming from his
own children and as a result makes some interesting discoveries. This
movie contains Robert DeNiro's strongest role in years. The entire story
revolves around his character and he really brings the character to life. A
brilliant performance by a great actor. This movie is like Robert Young in
Father-Knows-Best deciding to really connect with his children after years
of just being around. What's even better is that the movie avoids becoming
trite and effectively brings the audience into this family's world as the story
explores themes that are relevant to all families. Children grow up, leave
the home, go their separate ways, leaving behind memories. A wonderful
movie.

Ah, platitudes. We're all guilty of using them. They're a polite way of telling
someone to buzz off, that you don't want to talk to them, that they are
unworthy of your time. This movie is all about platitudes, most cruelly
applied when it's least needed or wanted. In this movie a man wants to
initiate communication with his children, all of whom are adults and have
long since left the home, and he and his children go through a lot of
changes as they attempt to bridge the gulf that separates them. This
doesn't mean the children don't care about their father, they do. But the
emotional closeness was never there and this is what this movie is about:
breaking down barriers to establish an emotional connection. This movie is
a Robert DeNiro vehicle. It is his re-emergence onto the Hollywood scene
after years of cinematic oblivion. His performance is a tour de force; he
deserves at least an Academy Award nomination for best actor. He carries
the movie. Drew Barrymore also gives an impressive performance as one
of Mr. DeNiro's daughters. Ms. Barrymore shines on the screen and proves
once again that she is one of the premiere actresses in Hollywood. Sam
Rockwell and Kate Beckinsdale also are excellent. What a great movie!
Never cold-shoulder your father.

This is the best Robert DeNiro movie in years. His strong acting carries this
sentimental story about a man trying to reconnect with his children. The
movie places a strong emphasis on family relationships and does an
excellent job in engaging and keeping the audience's attention as Mr.
DeNiro's character embarks on an odyssey of emotional discovery. At
times the story verges on becoming openly maudlin but succeeds in
avoiding that pitfall. The movie also avoids becoming hokey and corny and



succeeds in staying on course as the DeNiro character continues on his
journey. All in all, this is a wonderful movie featuring a strong performance
by Robert DeNiro. After watching this movie, you will think twice before
telling someone "everybody's fine" unless you mean it.

Fast & Furious (2009)

Thumbs up for Laz Alonzo, but ya gotta show more of the ladies!, 4 April
2009
7 stars

Okay world, we have a new bad guy, a new nemesis, a new Hollywood
heavy, Fenix Rise played by Laz Alonzo. Although billed as a supporting
cast member, Mr. Alonzo carries this movie. He saves this otherwise
routine action movie from cinematic complacency. The movie has a flimsy
story, aridiculous plot, and good if not exceptional acting from the two
leads. Vin Diesel is always wonderful, but he's not the same great character
from the original. However, the beautiful Jordana Brewster gives a credible
performance but the incredible Michelle Rodriguez is practically no where
to be found, which further weakens the movie. Why Ms. Rodriguez is given
so little play is puzzling and her absence lowers the temperature of this
movie by several degrees. Actresses like Michelle Rodriguez and Jordana
Brewster are meant to be seen and admired, so, Hollywood, please
showcase them because they are wonderful ... and hot.

Fatal Attraction (1987)

Dumb movie, except for the part with the rabbit., 26 September 2005
5 stars

When | first saw this movie in the 1980s, | thought it was really a great
movie. Recently | had an opportunity to watch this movie again and, alas,
this time | thought the movie was really contrived and dumb. Not only the
story ridiculous, the acting was way overdone, or should | say overbaked
or overcooked (like the spaghetti in the movie). Further, | kept asking
myself, "What are they actually arguing about?" I also said to myself, "Who
cares?" A married man and a single woman have sex, the woman gets
pregnant and wants to the man to take responsibility and when he brushes
her off she gets angry. So what? A man and a woman squabbling! Wow,
what an original idea! (I'm trying to be sarcastic.) The producers of this
movie use this shallow and unoriginal storyline as a pretext for showing
scene after scene of gratuitous violence which is intended to shock and



which after a short while becomes so tedious and predictable that it
renders the movie almost laughable. After a while | thought | was watching
Elsa Lancaster and Boris Karloff in "Bride of Frankenstein." However, | did
feel sorry for the little girl and her bunny rabbit. That was sad.

Father of the Bride Part |l (1995)

Steve Martin is great in this movie., 9 May 2010
7 stars

As much as | want to rag this movie, make fun of it, call it all kinds of
names, belittle it, mock it and otherwise tot