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(Unless oLherwise staLeci, a1t t:eeLings are on Wecjnesdays aL rroon. )

DATE TOPIC

llolrndel Science Fiction
Club Noti ce

Discussion
B/27 /79

8/29/79
9/4/'(9 (Tues. )

e/5/79
9/19/79
1o / 1O/7 t
1A/ 11/'19

THE DISPOSSESSED by Ursul_a K. Le Guin, rffi 1B-rO6rrWar of the Worl-ds - Pt. 1", rrn 4A-227
"i{ar of t,he Worlds - Pt. 2,,, rm 3A-t16
CltiLijH00lJ ' S END by ArLi-iur C. Clarke, rrn sA-Z1r.t

I AR SUNSET by Edrriuncj Cooper, rrn 4A-21>to be arinounced I , rrrt 4A-215

HO 2D-b34A. Hich Ditcir (x3432) is librarian.4t-5078 x6334) is Club book-buver.

A

t

0ur lrbrary 1s in
Evelyn Leeper (UO

1. tse rerlinded thaL we have a nleeting this
LISPUSSTSSED by Ursula K. Le Gi.iirr.

week Lr-r discuss liiL

2. PLEASE NOTE THAT WE HAVE HAD SOME R0ot"i CHAi,JGES S0 ALL i"iE,,1trkS ^,iA DISCUSSIOiI CAI'i SIT AT A TABLE AIiD TiOT BE TREATED AS UUTCASl'S.

3. I donrt know what al1 is going lo go int,o this notice since rLis being trtade up about three weeks in acjvance. I believe,"1r. Ditcirw1l1 i..,e putt,in6 in a nurnber of reviews ano I have a review of 1lftA_CtjLA, the Langella version. l,ir. Dit,cir is coflaLing hls rrjaleriai iriand any such nraterial- has not had editorial approvil, so reao it aLyour own risk.

4. At our last rrteeting we discussed Lhree alternate possibllitiesto taxe aclvanLage of the irr:proved att,encjarrce at rneetin.,s. Tite r-ol_iowing seerits to be tile choice seL:

Sp11 t into
ot,vn choi ee

two diff ereitt
of books.

discussion groups, each rirakirr5 its

Sciiedi-r1e ineeLings cl_oser togeLher so that an inc.rividual_ canskip a cjiscussion of a book that does not inLerest iiirn/her aitustill have a discussion of'a book Lhat cioes coriiirr5 up rel-a_tively soor).

Simply scheoule rneetings for a larger room.

There wil I
notice for

probably be a member
merrtbers to vote on an

preference po11 in an upcolnlnb
operating proeedure.

Mark R. Leeper
H0 1B-512 x'70):



DRACULA

A Review by Mark R. Leeper

A perennial favorite cf the films is DRACULA. I count eightdi.fferent filn versioas of the original Bram Stoker novel and I
I1_"_!_p:_oblbly missed a few. Of these only the BEC producrion
CoUNT DRACULA can be said to be a reasonaLty 

".""i.[L representa_tion of the ncvel. Certainly the best knowi, if not the bestloved, is the 1931 Bela r.ugoli DRACULA which was actually based,for the most part, on the then very successful stage play UyDeane and BalCerston which also stirred Lugosi. Tie Aecisi6n tofilm the stag! play in 1931 was probably the most lucratj.ve deci-sion universSl iiciures ever mad6. whei the stag.-ftay ,u.=revived and proved to be a success rrith Frank f,aigeita in thetitle ro1e, what could be more natural than for Uiiversal to onceagain make a film version of the play, retaining f,ingella as thethirst.y nobleman?
If the title and the names of a1l the characters h.ere changeoso as not to reflect the original ncvel, this would be a fairly-impressive vanpire film- The photograp;y is excellent. It isdone almost entirely in muteo Lones-arr& witt a trazy-1"rr=. Thereis not one cheerful cclcr in the eatire film t.o woilc against themood of inescapable evj.I. There are many speci.al effecrs and allbut the v?ry lasr in ttie film are excellent] It is a pity thatthe very last special effect is baC encugt, to break the mood ofthe rest of the fi1m. The acting is usuilly excellent ano con_

1r11cing. I,u'hile there are only three actors in the f i1m who arelikely to be familiar to American auCiences, the entire castpulls off the film as melcdramatic but engrossing. If oneignores the ract that this film is based 5n Bram-Stoker.s novel,it is one of the test films of the vampire sub-genre ever made.
Now a suEgesticn for the prrist rho knows f.fre original storyfrom the book: 

- I'St.y away. rr elt f or the mood createo Ey ti:e f i1;and Lawrence Clivier.s performance as Abraham Van }ielsj,ig, thefilrn is a washout. Lang_el1a maxes a fairly good Oricula on thestage from over.thirty feet away, and as firn! as iir.-.u*"ra staysthat far fron'i him, tie sti1l mafei a good Dracula in the film.But let's face it, one might as well cast Burt Reynolds as Rispu_tir: Langella has none oi the craggy features an& aquiline faceof Dracula- Ih: drooping moustache]'as usual, is mi6sing. LiKeRasputin, Dra:u1a's magnetism shoulo rork in ipite of, notbecause of, his looks.
?he characters are comically shuffled from the book. Lucy(Westenra) is now Dr. Seward, s dlughter and is "rrj.g"a toJonathan Harker. llina (lturray) is nct in this veisio., engaged toHarker but i"r by an odd coj.ncidence, rhe daughter ;i va*iiie_expert Van Helsing. It is also t4ina and not iucy who firit fallsunder the spell of the Count and later becomes a vampire. As wasa necessity in the. stage glay, but should not be rviti a film, thenew DRACULA is rather limited i.n locale and timespan. Seven



months of story in the book are recluced to a week or so in thefilm. A11 Eastern_European loca1es, whictr make 
"p-i majoi p"itof the book, are eliminated in the iilm, which ap'p.rerrtiy tif<esplace-entirely in an area no larger than one mill'square. Thegsg 9! ghoulish green makeup for rhe vampiri,c llina is neitherfaithful to the book nor logical. This, ad.mittedly, is a well_made film and an entertaining experiencl for almosl-anyone but apurist, but it is a bit hypolriticel to do such violence to theplot and stitl call the fifm DRACuLA.

Dreggla Cgggg In pairg

Having trouble countlng up eight film versions of DRACULA? There
iI: four 91":ornt fairs. Two were calIed r.rOSrrnarur- i"o wereDased on the stage pIay, tso starred Christopher Lee, and twowere made for television.


