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1. What are some critical technologies you noticed in the film? What technology shown in the film impressed you most?

2. How does the documentary capture the tension of the Apollo missions?

3. Astronauts brought experiments to the Moon. What kinds of tests can you do in space that you can’t do on Earth? What might you learn?

4. Hundreds of millions of people watched the moon landing on television in 1969. Why do you think so many were interested? Have people’s feelings changed over 50 years? If so, how?

5. How do you think a mission to the Moon might be different today? What new kinds of technology do you think we might use?

6. From an artistic and historical perspective, why do you think there is no modern narration or commentary in the film?

7. What is the value of this film as a collection of primary resources stitched together?

8. Should our country continue to send astronauts into space? Why or why not?
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Moon trip — varied views

As Ed Sullivan might have
said and, who knows, might
yet say:

“Next we have on our

What can television do now
for an encore in the lifetime
of most people reading this”
Man can do much more,
less visiually dramatic
ps, bul more 1o exiend
and venerate life on earth
expand horizons  beyond

it s, bad brought back
ry of a cancer cure or

some similar earthly evil
many_believe the taleat,
to mention the money,

spent on_ihe whole moon
project, might have achieved?
To watch NASA's awesome

achievement, this magnificent
by three brave

‘men, this collective accom-
by aboat 500,000
(quife a collective
for a noncollective

gt gg

?%E

soclety) ~could only
great emotion il
But keeping feet on the
ground, even with head still
the clouds, Canadian
television did_understandably
better than in the US. in
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Letting Americans and a
good part of the rest of the
world, via satellite give due

credit for the feat, Canadian
television retained its balance

suredly follow exploration of
the moon.
CBC kept & sease of prior
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was_undoubledly by CBC
comolementing the hasic cov-
ereae of CBS and Cronkite.
had Lioyd Roberison,
Gord Danaldson, Percy Saltz:
man. among others.

CBC was especially suceess-
tul in its choice of sidelight
commentators.

one-time policeman in Mala
sia or same such place, one-
time Montreal reporter, and
since then writer for tele-
vision,

This time he faced the
camera a5 a'Science writer'
and did splendidly.

He gave some of the best
responses.

When Dr. Lapp voled that
American space stocks were
lowering in price because it
was thought this was the end
of adventures, Moore

Russians will once again (as
they did with Sputnik press
the magie button that wil
unloosethe purse of Con-
gress.”

Continued _competition for
prestige would do it.

Moore was also the author
of the statement th;‘l at u&
sixth gravity, “A ballet on
moon_would be  absolutely
fantastic.”

‘The landing had not, as it
had made Cronkite for the
first time in his career.” dry
‘mouthed and speechless!"

One problem was_perhaps
that too many people had to
speak 100 long and say the
same things.

o, wiotvr caled !

ite controv
in-many areas about 1 al,
could not have been indi
ferent about _waiching  the
first moon landing.

Television _gave all of us
who watched, a warm sense
of community with each other
in ofher countries and
especially with the three men
reaching the lonely plante up
there,

That may not match a
cancer cure, but it's some-
thingtelevision alone could
give us.





