                                          The Italian Job 


Comment on how the opening 5-6 minutes of ‘Paramount’s 1969  version of ‘The Italian Job’ compares to their 2003 version. 
The Italian Job is the complete heist- flick package. It’s loaded with action, thrills, humor, and well- defined characters. A band of crooks pull the most unbelievable and inventive of heists: $35 million in gold bricks from a villa in Venice. The infamous retiring thief master, Charlie Croker, is played in both films, directed by Peter Collinson in the 169 version and directed by Gary Gray in the 203 version. Both films are different because the 1969 film doesn’t have the modern technology that is used for the 2003 film, 
so the audience will automatically see a difference in the films. 
The setting of the 1969 film is in Italy where there is blue sky, the sun is out and it is a gorgeous day. With the racket of the car Mr Beckerman’s is driving also the sound of soft relax music in the background. It is set on dangerous roads which starts to build the tensions up that something terrible is going to occur. When the accident takes place and the audience see all the mafia standing there, that is when they recognize that is set in Italy because it dose not give you any sort of clues where it is set, but on the another hand the 2003 film setting gives us clues what is happening in the film as right at the being we see litter shots of things like map of Venous and some sort of planning, also we see a clip of boats which we know is in Venous. They are trying to give us some sort of idea what we have in store. The female character is brought out right in the begin where we know she is in American and gets a phone call from her dad (Mr Bridger, who is not in prison) and we end up in Venous, so here we can see how we get to another country just through a phone call, which this is very different to how we get to another country to the first film. 

The Characters also have a different attdiuced in each film for example; we first saw Charlie Croker and Mr Bridger as not friends at all as Mr Bridger hated him, Charlie try’s talking to him but he takes no interests; however in the 2003 version Charlie Croker and Mr Bridger are close mates, as we know this when Mr Bridger’ draught askers him 
“Is Charlie there”? This straight way told me that if she is asking something like this then they should be quite close. 
The theme of both films is base mostly on actions as this is what the film is really about, and the products keep both films as an action because if he did not then it would not really be ‘The Italian Job’. It also has a bit of romantic scenes and some comedy in it. 
Music is something that is need in every film, because with out it the film would be boring and also we need it to tell us what is happening through out the film. For example if there is a romantic scene then some kind of romantic song comes up before even the scene comes up so we have some sort of idea that of what is coming up, also it could be to set the right mood. In the 1969 film the kind of music that is played is a song that sounds powerful but claim also a bit romantic, I thing that the effect that is given out is to show Mr Beckerman is in control and he know what he is doing at the same time being relax. But compare to the 2003 version it has a more beat to it and moves faster as like it is a happy clock tone. Also at a point where there are showing us the maps and planning I notice that the beat is faster and goes back slow again. I think the first film had much more music in another the second film.                         
Camera angles are a big part in the film as we as the audience must see all the important bits at the right time, and this is all done by camera angles. In the 1969 they did not have the new type of equipments available to them as we have now days, so we can accept it to be much different to the 2003 version. In the first film we are show a close up on Mr Bridger as if we are the driver so we get a view of what he is seeing, which we are made to see the high cliffs and how scarcer it looks, by doing long shots of what is coming up. Then when the blow up scene comes up the whole scene goes black apart from the middle bit which this shows us how the car is getting bellowed up, this is done on posers to make us look at just that bit and thing else. But with the 2003 version they have put montage angles this is where they have link scenes together like where we see the map of Venous then straight way we see the planning. Also we are made to believe that we are sitting to the boat this is done thought out the camera angles. Before all that when we see the maps and the planning it look like we are looking thought a magnify glass as this is know as a frame shot. Overall I think that the camera angles were mush better in the 2003 version this might be because they had better equipments available.                                               
Overall I sense that both of the films are good in there own ways, I preferred the 2003 film as it was more of my type of thing then the other one was as it had more good looking charters in. 
 The target accidences might be people who have watch the first film and want to see if the second film is as good as the first one, or people who are in to Mini Coppers like young men or young woman for Michael Caine. 
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