Who?

Posted by Phoebe Disco - 26-03-2008 18:10

Shameless attempt to get a megathread. Anyway the new series starts on April 5th. Hopes? Fears?

Re:Who?

Posted by Matej - 26-03-2008 19:22

I'm a little worried that if they bring Rose back they'll contrive to ruin what was a brilliant ending for her character.

And I'm a little worried about bringing whatsername from the Season 3 Christmas special.

Re:Who?

Posted by Merlin the happy pig - 30-03-2008 18:06

Isn't Rose in the Doctor Lite/less episode. So she's probably only about because of some glich in time caused by the
Doctors disapperance.

Re:Who?

Posted by Dink - 31-03-2008 12:13

*kkkkhkhkkkk Sp0||el’ *kkkkkhkkkkk
*kkkkhkhkkkk SpOI'er *kkkkhkhkkhkk
*kkkkkkkkk Spo”er *kkkkkkkkkk

kkkkkhkkkkk S po | Ie r Kkkkkkkkkkkk

It's looking like Rose (and just about everyone else with some claim to having been a companion) will be in the 2-part
series finale as well as the Doctor-lite episode.

*kkkkkkkkk SpOI|eI’ Kkkkkkkkkkkk
kkkkkkkkkk SpOI|eI' Kkkkkkkkkkkk
K*kkkkkkkkk Sp0||er Kkkkkkkkkkkk

*kkkkhkkkkk S po | Ie r *kkkkkhkkkkk

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 31-03-2008 12:37

Ooh, that's the same day BSG starts again. Sci-fi wars!

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 31-03-2008 14:10

| plan to take every positive | can from the new series and just let the rest ride. Judging from the spoilers I've read, there
are moments coming up in the next few weeks that will make serious fanboys (and the writing staff of TV Cream) tear
their eyes from their sockets.

Far more promising were Russell Davies' recent comments to the effect that he envisages the series running for at least
twenty years, rather than the five or six years that syndicated US series tend to survive. If nothing else, it indicates that
he intends to put another long-haul production team in place when he leaves, rather than letting a disinterested stand-in
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run the thing on autopilot.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 31-03-2008 14:22

Oh, and after watching his contributions to a couple of classic series DVDs, it's comically obvious that Philip Hinchcliffe is
the George Martin caricature from that Big Train sketch. If he was kidnapped by Islamic fundamentalists he'd spend
every second of his time in captivity commenting in a monotonous drawl about Robert Homes' script rewrites and Roger
Murray-Leach's designs for the jungle set in Planet of Evil.

Re:Who?

Posted by dogbeak - 31-03-2008 14:46

Shameless attempt to get a megathread.
Well shouldn't you be talking about Manc scallies, and not some whoppers running around with tin foil on their heads?

Re:Who?

Posted by imp - 31-03-2008 16:59

Have sympathy with us here in the US, a year behind you all on BBC America. This weekend we watched the Weeping
Angels episode. Imaginative, funny, scary and superbly scripted, all in one. The whole family's hopelessly hooked.

For Christmas we got some of the old Tom Baker/Peter Davison series on DVD, and the kids can't believe how crap they
used to be. Unfortunately, there's not a lot | can say in their defence. Anyone remember the tedium of the Horror of Fang
Rock?

Re:Who?

Posted by EIM - 31-03-2008 17:02

hahaha

"whoppers"

Re:Who?

Posted by The Horse - 31-03-2008 17:21

imp wrote:

For Christmas we got some of the old Tom Baker/Peter Davison series on DVD, and the kids can't believe how crap they
used to be. Unfortunately, there's not a lot | can say in their defence. Anyone remember the tedium of the Horror of Fang
Rock?

My own journey back into the Who archives has stalled after one story: The Talons of Weng-Chiang, which came highly
recommended by my Whomosexual friends but turned out to be slow, clunky, poorly staged, inconsequential and racist.

Re:Who?

Posted by imp - 01-04-2008 01:43
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Oh god yes, the pace - they're four parters, and the first part is always this long, drawn-out scene-setting half hour that
usually involves a strange but fleeting noise or light, and people stopping in their tracks and going, "What was that?"
Probably the sound of dead actors turning in their graves that you got a part in this, Adric. Episode One will then end with
the first killing/disappearance and the sound of "aaaaaaaaaaargh!" followed by dum-de-dum, dum-de-dum, dum-de-dum,
w000h00000000000...

Still, if | come across the series with the giant maggots, I'd definitely watch that again.

Re:Who?

Posted by imp - 01-04-2008 01:44

Oh, by the way, "Whomosexuals" - loved that.

Re:Who?

Posted by Eggchaser - 01-04-2008 12:30

Well, I may watch it, but I'm watching Torchwood at the moment and I'm starting to feel a bit like Joan Cusack shortly
after fleeing her bar conversation with Tom Selleck during In and Out. I'm sure Mr Davies has his drum to bang, but for
heaven's sake, can we have one person with vanilla flavoured heterosexuality in there who isn't either dead, married or
utterly hopeless in love, please, rather than an endless cavacade of "are they or aren't they" types for Captain Jack to
leer at?

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 01-04-2008 14:47

This week's Radio Times, by the way, contains an almost complete list of Episode titles for Series 4:
1. Partners in Crime

2. The Fires of Pompeii

3. Planet of the Ood

4. The Sontaran Stratagem (pt.1/2)

5. The Poison Sky (pt.2/2)

6. The Doctor's Daughter ("Does what it says on the tin", according to RTD)
7. The Unicorn & The Wasp

8. Silence in the Library (pt.1/2 - These are Steven Moffat's episodes)

9. River's Run (pt.2/2)

10. Midnight

11. Turn Left

12. TBA (pt.1/2 - The title would be "too revealing", according to RTD)

13. Journey's End (pt.2/2)

There's also a picture of the monsters from 'Partners In Crime' that those who prefer the classic series and have an axe
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to grind with RTD's version of the show may not care to see.

Re:Who?

Posted by You Are The Ref - 02-04-2008 12:44

Eggchaser- word. For Russell T. Davies, the Love That Dare Not Speak Its Name has become The Love That Won't
Bloody Shut Up.

Re:Who?

Posted by Duncan Gardner - 02-04-2008 14:21

6. The Doctor's Daughter ("Does what it says on the tin", according to RTD)
I'm less surprised that the Doc has fathered a child sometime in the last 900 years, than that he's played by a Scotsman.

I'm three or four years behind, maybe.

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe Disco - 02-04-2008 21:25

You're 21 years behind - Sylvester McCoy was also Scottish.
In fact, it could be said that you're 45 years behind, as original companion Susan was the Doctor's granddaughter.

RTD has also said that he will reveal things about the Doctor that the "fanboys" will hate. I'm expecting it to be a "So
what?" moment.

The Doctor's daughter will be played by Peter Davison's daughter.

Re:Who?

Posted by Jon - 03-04-2008 01:37

Heard an interview with him on Radio 5 today. He's committed himself to this series, then next year there won't be a
series 5, only 3 feature-length episodes, presumably at Christmas and Bank Holidays.

This is because he is doing a season at Stratford, playing Hamlet. He was very cagey about what was going to happen
after that. | got the impression that he'd do another series if the money was right but this was me reading between the
lines.

Know what you mean about the 'Unearthly Child," Phoebe. Simon Mayo expressed great surprise at Doctor Who having
a daughter and | found myself shouting at the radio - what about his grandaughter then? Let's hope there'e some
acknowledgement of this when the story come around.

Re:Who?

Posted by Eggchaser - 03-04-2008 09:20

| see Christopher Ryan (Mike from The Young Ones) is playing a Sontaran general.
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Re:Who?

Posted by Duncan Gardner - 03-04-2008 12:00

Whoops. Afraid I'm not old enough to remember the first doctor, but | should have twigged McCoy as a Scot.

Quick question: can anyone confirm the name of the rhubarb crumble monster that lived underneath a lighthouse? Might
have been Ruton or similar.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 03-04-2008 12:07

Rutan. Horror Of Fang Rock, 1978.
http://www.themindrobber.co.uk/sontarans/rutans.gif

More like apple crumble, I'd say. Perhaps the females are rhubarb flavoured.

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe Disco - 03-04-2008 12:09

There was also a throwaway comment in one of the earlier episodes that he'd "been a father once", which I'm assuming
was for those who weren't familiar with the classic series.

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe Disco - 03-04-2008 12:35

The Horse wrote:

imp wrote:

For Christmas we got some of the old Tom Baker/Peter Davison series on DVD, and the kids can't believe how crap they
used to be. Unfortunately, there's not a lot | can say in their defence. Anyone remember the tedium of the Horror of Fang
Rock?

My own journey back into the Who archives has stalled after one story: The Talons of Weng-Chiang, which came highly
recommended by my Whomosexual friends but turned out to be slow, clunky, poorly staged, inconsequential and racist.

Slow? Yeah, for a lot of people that was the beauty of the classic series. Six parters were always slower, but when you
have to introduce new characters and keep a storyline going over 4-6 weeks, you have to make sure the viewers keep

up.
Clunky? If that's a reference to the giant rat, you were warned. One of the worst effects in the whole series.
Poorly staged/inconsequential | don't agree with.

Racist. Guilty as charged, although having only been three when it was made, | can't say whether it was of it's time or not
(also, don't forget that the story itself is based in Victorian London, so it has to portray that era accurately) . There is a
deliberate nod to Fu Manchu in the story (lots of classic Who is influenced by previous writing), but also I'm struggling to
think of many Chinese actors from the mid to late 1970s. The only actor | can think of is Robert Lee, and he would have
been busy with Mind Your Language.

That said, one of the great things about Classic Who is the diversity of stories, give something completely different a try,
like The Caves Of Androzani, Genesis Of The Daleks, or if you want to see Voyage Of The Damned done properly, try
The Robots Of Death.
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Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 05-04-2008 19:13

| suppose it's inevitable that when you're running a spin-off series like The Sarah Jane Adventures, the temptation to re-
use one or two of its cast-off scripts will be too great to resist.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 05-04-2008 19:57

Back in the 80s there was a brief mode in the Dr Who fanzines to make "write your own Eric Saward story" and "write
your own Terrance Dicks novelisation" dice games using the particularly overused elements of each writer's output.

| think that must have been the result of a high spirited evening of "write your own Russell T Davies story" japes in the
Doctor Who production office.

Lazy, phoned-in rubbish.

Re:Who?

Posted by The Horse - 05-04-2008 20:21

| thought it was better than a lot of RTD episodes. It almost all made sense, for a start.

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 06-04-2008 00:00

Oh dear.

Dr Who query: why, given that he's immortal and can travel throughout eternity, does the Doctor always choose his
companions from roughly contemporary Earth?

Oh, and clearly Rose is the final Cylon.

Re:Who?

Posted by Lucy Waterman - 06-04-2008 00:50

Good fun, | thought. Tate seemed to be nicely toned-down.

Re:Who?

Posted by Lucy Waterman - 06-04-2008 00:52

Dr Who query: why, given that he's immortal and can travel throughout eternity, does the Doctor always choose his
companions from roughly contemporary Earth?

No. But the alien ones have invariably been shit. It's mainly to do with the companion being a relatable voice for the
viewer, | guess.
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Re:Who?

Posted by Lucy Waterman - 06-04-2008 00:53

Lalla is in the "exception that proves the rule" position here.

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 06-04-2008 14:03

"It's mainly to do with the companion being a relatable voice for the viewer, | guess.”

Well of course, but | was wondering if there's any narrative justification for it. It's not like the Doctor cares about that.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 06-04-2008 15:29

"Maybe it's silly of me, but humans are quite my favourite species” to quote TomDoc.

There was a time when his companions were more of a mixed bag - Pat Troughton's three main companions were all
human but one was a Jacobite rebel, another a Victorian asucepot and the third an online paedo's dream from the 24th
century.

One of Hartnell's companions was a Trojan handmaiden and another was a space orphan from space year 6 million or
something.

edit - Peter Purves also spent as year playing a space pilot from space year 8000 at the same time. Terry Nation had a
lot to do with scripts back then. - end edit

Since then where earthling companions are concerned it has predominantly been kids from the here and now (or in the
case of Ace some hopeless middle-aged, middle class twat's idea of what "the here and now" meant to 1988 yoof). The
reason for that is that the vast majority of stories took place in "the here and now". For instance, between 1970 and 1977
the companions could pretty much only have come from the there and then because of the policy decision made in 1970
to set everything on contemporary earth. Once that straitjacket was loosened 6 of the next 7 companions were not from
Earth. Since then, of course, every companion has been a contemporary earthling. Can't see that changing, though,
given RTD's assertion that the series has to always be about humans in peril. | can kind of see his point where that's
concerned. Nobody ever gave a shit about the struggle between Moroks and the Xerons in The Space Museum, after all.

Chantho might have made a reasonable companion but it would have been (a) a bit dull after a while, probably, and (b)
the logistics of having a regular actor needing that amount of prosthetic work before every single day's shooting would
have made it impossible.

Mind you, if they want a change from the here and now humans they could always have gone for Scooti Manista from
The Impossible Planet. As | said at the time, that girl had incredible dramatic potential.

Re:Who?

Posted by Lucy Waterman - 06-04-2008 16:24

I'm fairly sure there's never been a justification for it on screen. It would be a bit like the Doctor explaining why every
baddie he met in the 70s came over like some bloke who'd been chucked out of the RSC for being too pissed.
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Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 06-04-2008 16:26

Well, except for the stuff (quote included) | gave right before you, obv.

Re:Who?

Posted by VTTBoscombe - 07-04-2008 09:00

| suppose with BBC3 and iPlayers thingies, we can't comment about this without lots of spoilers; but pretty
silly/harmless(ish) stuff. Yes, it could have been a Sarah Jane episode; but the first one of a series is usually like that.

| just hope we don't see too much more of Donna's family in this - they make the Tyler and Jones clans look really
interesting.

See viewing figures hit 8,4 million for the Beeb so they're happy.

Re:Who?

Posted by Lucy Waterman - 07-04-2008 09:52

Puves - apologies for my bleary-eyed gormlessness.

Re:Who?

Posted by ooh aah - 07-04-2008 10:03

They can still have here and now storylines, without a companion from the here and now though. If Martha wanted to see
Shakespearean London, then obviously a companion from the 25th century would be quite interested to see London in
the 21st century, before it was consumed by rising sea levels.

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe Disco - 07-04-2008 10:08

Lucy Waterman wrote:
Lalla is in the "exception that proves the rule" position here.

As is Nyssa. And Leela. And well, all of the alien companions apart from the badly acted Adric and the badly written
Turlough.

That said, the companions have always been humanoid, and they have to be, because we have to identify with them,
because they are there to ask the questions that we ourselves would ask. And also, as Purves said, an actor/actress
having to need shitloads of makeup story in/story out isn't going to stick around.

As for Saturday, it was fun, RTD by numbers lite, and that's pretty much how it should start. But why does every RTD
baddie in this era have to start big, by affecting hundreds of thousands or even millions of people? Even with the reset
switch endings, there can't be that many people on earth now, it's lazy writing at it's absolute worst. As Steven Moffat
and Paul Cornell have proved, the best episodes since the return have been 'local' threats with grander plans down the
line, just like in the old days.

Still, at least he's toned down Tate. Apart from the bit where they first see each other (which actually worked), and when
she was being preumptious about travelling with him, she was a lot more toned down. Which she needed to be. I just
think the casting is lazy - as it was with Sarah Lancashire. A well known actress, whose always had safe parts, didn't
remotely convince as a baddie. Would it have affected the ratings had Miss Foster been played by a better but lesser-
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known actess? Of course not.

Re:Who?

Posted by Crusoe - 07-04-2008 10:24

And aren't Londoners getting sick of having random spaceships overhead yet? Why are they still surprised in the
slightest?

Re:Who?

Posted by The Horse - 07-04-2008 10:58

| liked it because it was good and the monsters were good and | liked Sarah Lancashire and | liked Catherine Tate and |
have seen some old Doctor Whos too and they were good.

The Guardian, there.

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe Disco - 07-04-2008 13:03

A cool efficient capitalist killer, Lancashire delivered a far better performance that John Simm as the Master last year.

About the only bit | agreed with, but the phrase "damning with faint praise" springs to mind.

Re:Who?

Posted by Lucy Waterman - 07-04-2008 15:10

As is Nyssa

http://www.eyesontutorials.com/images/Drawing/Sigma/tutl7_WoodenPlank/WoodenPlank.jpg

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 08-04-2008 14:36

Still no mention of the fact that Richard Dawkins will be making a cameo appearance as himself later this series?

| so hope they include Lalla in the background.

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe Disco - 10-04-2008 17:44

It'll be like all the other cameos. It'll be in the last two episodes, and he'll be on the news talking about whatever invasion
it is this time, and then again after the Doctor presses the reset button that saves the world.
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Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 10-04-2008 22:24

I'm not so sure, this time. | reckon he might be more integral to the plot.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 12-04-2008 21:02

Well, | thought that was very very good. Classic stylw Doctor Who, done very well. There was probably scope fo rthat to
have been fleshed out and turned into a two parter, but for what it was it was a definite success. And on the strength of
that performance and characterisation | may have to eat my words about Catherine/Donna.

| thought the jokes were funny, too.

Re:Who?

Posted by Rogin the Armchair Fan - 12-04-2008 21:22

Rolled together | think these two episodes have been excellent. Already, so far, we've had two denouements that (oh,
okay, SPOILER ALERT) show the Doctor not to be completely homicidal ("Aren't you going to blow it up?" "Why? They
haven't done anything wrong, they're only children." "Hah, not like last time, then") and tonight ("They all have to die, it's
history. | can't change that. There's nothing | can do!" "You HAVE to save at least some of them. You CAN! You HAVE
TO!M).

The 'ghost' of Rose in episode one worries me, though. Poignant as it is, it runs the risk of becoming too complicated a
sub-plot for me to be able to explain to my 5 and 6 year old daughters. They just like Doctor meets baddy-baddy kills
people-Doctor saves the day at the last moment. In a neatly wrapped 50-minute episode. Like, | have to say (and | think
this is where Russell T Davies is getting much of his inspiration from) the original series of Star Trek: The Next
Generation.

Re:Who?

Posted by Jimski - 12-04-2008 22:10

Hmm, it didn't do a lot for me, though it was a hell of a lot better than last week. But what was that stuff about Romans
not knowing about volcanoes prior to the big Vesuvius eruption? Surely Etna had already been fairly active?

Re:Who?

Posted by Rogin the Armchair Fan - 12-04-2008 22:17

| guess it's pretty fair to say they couldn't have known that much about volcanoes, or they wouldn't have built Pompeii
right underneath Vesuvius.

Or indeed rebuilt the place as Neapolita afterwards, thinking "well that won't happen again ..."

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 13-04-2008 00:32

We know lots about volcanoes now, and we still build towns near them. Fertile soil and all that. Anyway, it was much,
much better than the first one, although there were the inevitable cheesy moments. Still far from convinced about Tate,
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though.

Re:Who?

Posted by Jimski - 13-04-2008 07:51

And, Rogin, Vesuvius itself had been dormant for a long long time before that 1st century eruption. But they certainly
knew about the concept of a volcano already. It took me just two minutes to check, and Virgil wrote about an Etna
eruption (and he lived 1st century BC). Tsk, BBC researchers...

It kind of disproportionately annoyed me too, because they used that just for an unconvincing little moment about the
inventing of the word volcano.

Re:Who?

Posted by Janik - 13-04-2008 13:06

Why was that unconvincing? Vulcan is the source of the word volcano, surely. Just from other Romans, rather than ones
in Pompeii.

| once heard an estimate of 7 days to evacuate Napoli, if Versuvius goes up again. Current vulcanology might give a few
hours warning, max. Knowledge of volcanoes doesn't prevent people living near them.

Re:Who?

Posted by The Horse - 13-04-2008 18:35

A really good one, | thought. A very cleverly constructed story, developing quickly without any magic RTD leaps and
intertwining nicely with real history, in terms of both the eruption and the phenomenon of cities in thrall to local
soothsayers. Catherine Tate was fine, although | don't think she should play Donna as a Cockney, because when she
gets animated she turns into Lauren. My only cringes were at the stupid coda, and the miscasting of Phil Davis, who just
wasn't crazy enough at the start or angry enough at the end.

Good running gag with Latin phrases, too.

Re:Who?

Posted by Jimski - 13-04-2008 21:29

"Unconvincing" because | could see through the cracks of the programme to the writers trying to be "clever" at that point.
("Did you know the word volcano comes from the Roman god Vulcan?" "Ooh, let's put that in, let's put that in." "But
Etna?" "Oh who cares, it'll sound good.")

But, forgetting that, | prefer the episodes that have a bit of pause for thought. That is often best found in two-parters
admittedly. These all-action ones feel very rushed, with no real time for character development.

And a lot of it is just David Tennant running around doing his annoying gurning and tics. (Ok, | like him less and less as
the Doctor as it goes on...) It is a worrying thing for my liking of Doctor Who when the best episodes of the last series (by
some distance) were one where Tennant hardly appeared except on a DVD recording, and a two-parter where he played
a schoolteacher for most of the duration (showing he can actually underplay a little if he tries...)

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 18-04-2008 23:06
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Finally, caught this one on BBC3 (we were on Filey prom during the first showing). All a bit breathless, a few rough edges
and moments to wince at, and some largely superfluous monsters, but otherwise, exactly the kind of inventive, emotional,
thought-provoking drama that shoud be shown on Saturday evenings and at which classic Who stories used to excel.
And as a bonus, | hardly noticed Murray Gold's incidental music, which was sweet relief.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 19-04-2008 19:14

Wow, having had a reject Sarah Jane Adventures script, now we get one dusted off from season three of the original
series. | kept expecting Peter Purves to wander into shot.

Still, | rather like Hartnell's third year, so thought that was enjoyable. It's not going to win any end-of-season polls, though.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 20-04-2008 00:07

Another solid enough effort... engaging, nicely themed, some heavy cliches offset by moments of real inspiration, and the
whole thing directed with great aplomb by Graeme Harper, who seems to be finding his feet in the new series. Catherine
Tate is improving by the episode but by very slight increments, and | think she's hit the glass ceiling of being Catherne
Tate. David Tennant lapsed into a few too many of his 'loud' moments, but otherwise is comfortable, and at times pretty
compelling, in the lead role.

Next up - the typically 'problematic' first two-parter of the series.

Re:Who?

Posted by Jimski - 20-04-2008 09:36

| preferred that one - at least it was off Earth for a change. | was beginning to wonder if the Doctor had been confined to
Earth (as I'm sure I've read he once was in an early series).

Re:Who?

Posted by Rogin the Armchair Fan - 20-04-2008 10:45

I know that one wasn't actually set in Cardiff, but | think the Ood were an allegory for the Welsh.

Re:Who?

Posted by Cat Simon - 20-04-2008 14:51

When the head of the armed security had his cap on, it was like looking at Chick D.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 21-04-2008 16:55

| was watching a short preview of Mike Leigh's Happy-Go-Lucky on E4 the other night. It featured an interview with lead
actress Sally Hawkins, and | thought what a wonderful Donna she would have made, had the production team had the
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balls to go for a competent, serious actress rather than miring themselves in the rank juices of celebrity casting.

Re:Who?

Posted by Wyatt Earp - 22-04-2008 10:58

A pretty good one, | think, by what looks like a promising writer. But the acting is getting steadily worse with each fresh
piece of casting, meaning that there may be a limit to how good Dr Who can now be.

Also, the Ood Song, which was in itself a good idea, was let down horribly by being, | assume, composed by Murray
"Schlock” Gold. | think they actually sang "Amen" at one point.

They should have gone for Country. "Will the circle be unbroken, by and by Lord, by and by." Except that's the wrong
way round.

Re:Who?

Posted by The Horse - 22-04-2008 11:02

Solid and unspectacular, | thought, which is better than embarrassing and silly of course. Even though it was relatively
simply plotted I still couldn't give you a complete precis of the story.

Re:Who?

Posted by ian.64 - 27-04-2008 11:53

| thought the Ood episode skirted around sentimentality very dangerously and it also proved that Catherine Tate can take
moments of tenderness and transform them into giant mountains of cowpat. She's a human variant of the London
Olympics logo - defenders harp on about her qualities, but when it comes down to it, she's a blight on the sensibilities. At
times, totally unwatchable. And | echo Wyatt's comment on the music: if you're going to have an Ood Song, or indeed
any song which becomes a pivotal point of the plot, it'd better be pretty damn good. And it wasn't. Sometimes, Gold's
music manages to hit the spot when the episode becomes like a huge, frantic chase sequence, matching the pace, but it
shits on everything else. You can't avoid it.

A case in point: last night's episode, which was better than last week's. Up pops Freema Agyeman's Martha and there's
that fucking horrible theme again which sounds like a Victorian waif, stricken with ague, wandering the misty streets of
Dickensian London. Fuck off, Gold.

Anyway, it was a good gallop of an episode. Lively and funny, building up to a fair hysterical cliff-hanger ending. It was
also strange to see (and hear) good old Christopher Ryan as the Sontaran leader. It's silly, but | can't get Mike the Cool
Person out of my head, and his voice just made me feel that Vyvian was about to break through the wall and headbutt
the shortarse warrior battalion one by one. But still, an example of how well Dr. Who works when the elements all come
together nicely. And even Tate was tolerable.

How good Saturday night entertainment should be.

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 27-04-2008 23:52

Definitely the best so far, but I'm not sure why nobody thought to bash the car window in.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 28-04-2008 09:34
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| have to admit that, while | was watching 'The Sontaran Strategem’, | couldn't help but draw the conclusion that if it,
rather than 'Aliens of London', had been the new series' first two-parter, we wouldn't have got as far as series four.
Looking back, however, there was a certain lightness of touch to enjoy), albeit tainted by genereous helpings of Russell
Davies' cloying homespun sentimentality. The exchange between Christopher Ryan's Sontaran general and the pair of
UNIT soldiers was particularly adroit. The Sontarans are potentially the most two-dimensional, the most 'Star Trek' of
classic Who adversaries and it seemed a sensible decision to give them dialogue that sent up their warlike philosophy,
rather than treating it too earnestly.

One thing | will say, which | wouldn't have countenanced in the last series, is that Freema Agyeman was far and away
the best thing in the episode.

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 28-04-2008 10:10

The Sontarans seemed more wannabe Douglas Adams than wannabe Star Trek to me.

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe Disco - 28-04-2008 10:30

| found it all a little dull.

Big corporation creates a variation on a good selling product, with the intention of using said product to kill as many
people as possible.

Weren't we here three weeks ago? Haven't we done this theme four or five times since it came back?

New ideas. Please.

Still, wasn't as bad as the Ood episode (which did nothing for me, for reasons | can't puit my finger on). But it was written
by Helen Raynor, who wrote last year's Dalek two-parter, which went massively downhill in the second part, so I'm not

holding out much hope.

(For what it's worth | thought the Pompeii episode was brilliant, and I'm like Donna most of the time, as long as she's not
shouting or blarting)

Re:Who?

Posted by battylad - 05-05-2008 22:24

What's the back drop to Rose coming back - seen her twice now - | think. Next weeks looks like the big talking point, will
be interested to hear how it all came about...

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 06-05-2008 14:27

| suppose someone has to say something about 'The Poison Sky', and | suppose that someone might as well be me,
though frankly I'm too throughly dispirited to come up with much beyond "I know it's science fiction in an alternative
universe, but where was the Rattigan Academy supposed to be, exactly? At the top of Primrose Hill?"

Actually, since he's got his head together and is consequently on good form this week, I'll let Lawrence 'mad Larry
McMad from Madshire' Miles explain in his inimitable and eloquent way what went so very wrong.
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Get in there quick, it won't be up for long.

Re:Who?

Posted by The Horse - 06-05-2008 14:35

| think he's (eventually) made a very good point there about the dearth of surprises in this series. This run isn't bad, it's
just. .. inert. | happily watched this week's without throwing anything at the screen but it didn't fire anything in me at any
point. And yeah, yet another "oh, er, the Doctor's got a big gizmo that can blow all the baddies up, will that do?" ending.

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 06-05-2008 15:02

Yeah, the surprises point is definitely valid, although I'd quibble with his "cult of the story arc" analysis. He seems to be
arguing from an assumption that perfect sci-fi should be like the Simpsons, where each episode stands on its own and
has little if any impact on the continuity of the series. Obviously this allows for more "surprises" than series driven by
story arcs, but it's far from the only means. He criticises BSG and Buffy, for instance, for resorting to "big twist" story arc
surprises, and certainly they play a part. But there are regular surprises in BSG that aren't twist driven but instead come
from characters you thought you knew displaying unknown qualities under stress, or from unexpected treatment of a
given issue. Buffy, I'll grant, suffered more from the imperatives of the story arc.

But the problem with New Who isn't the arc - season one did just fine, and two was nearly as good. The problem, as
Miles identifies, is that they just can't be bothered and they seem to think the bugs are features.

Re:Who?

Posted by ian.64 - 06-05-2008 21:57

He seems to be arguing from an assumption that perfect sci-fi should be like the Simpsons, where each episode stands
on its own and has little if any impact on the continuity of the series.

Even the Simpsons lost it after a while.

| do agree with the 'inert' argument. This new series is still highly watchable, but it does have a loose, slightly flaccid feel
to it, as if the surge of energy and undertow of momentum some episodes had isn't there. The production values still hold
up and Tennant remains the confidently cocksure centre of it all, which helps a lot. But, could do better...

On a slightly different tangent, | was watching the Dr. Who Confidential on the making of the Sontaran episodes - Jeez,
hasn't Christopher Ryan aged? Time ravages us all, | know, but all memories of the bullish, smarm-machine style of
Mike, The Cool Guy, were obliterated by this kindly, quiet old man. Recall his strong, wide-boy patois then listen to this
soft, high-pitched voice that evokes a 90-year-old Joe Pasquale.

Nope, not being cruel, it was just a bit...well, weird.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 06-05-2008 23:11

| videoed this seeing as | was away at the football on Saturday. And echoing exactly what Lawrence Miles says in that
piece, | still haven't watched it yet because | can't really be bothered. | know eactly what's going to happen. And Helen
Raynore isn't a good enough writer for there to be any fun in amongst all the routine nonsense.

| do think that Miles is letting personal animosity get in the way of a proper appreciation of Steven Moffat, though. No way
should he be considered merely "competent”. His grudging praise for The Empty Child and The Girl In The Fireplace are
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very wide of the mark. Thinking long and hard, the only Doctor Who story that comes close in elegance of plot and joie-
de-vivre of execution to Girl In The Fireplace is probably City of Death. And if you're going to start calling late-70s
Douglas Adams a benchmark for competence and no more then you have to be made aware you're talking cack.

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe Disco - 07-05-2008 02:16

Where to start?

"The Poison Sky was just New Who by numbers again. Lazy. No suprises, no drama, and only one unconvincing moment
of suspense. And as we were told in both episodes, the Sontarans have only one weakness - the probic vent in their
neck. Oh and their armour can't withstand bullets. Make that two weaknesses then.

That there have been worse episodes since the return, is more an indication of the series as a whole.

battylad wrote:
What's the back drop to Rose coming back - seen her twice now - | think. Next weeks looks like the big talking point, will
be interested to hear how it all came about...

Am | the only one not bothered about Rose? Companions come and then they go, and we never hear from them again,
unless it's an anniversary. All it means is that the end of the series needs us to have characters we care about for some
reason, and this is the easy way out. So RTD's written it again.

And with Rose, we get her family, and if Martha's around we'll get her family. And Donna's too. Fan-fucking-tastic. The
whole point of having the companions travel, is that they're getting away from everything. To see other times, other
places, outer spaces (it's catching). The first time, with Rose it was fine, because as a one-off seeing how a companions
family would react was different, it was interesting. Now it's all one half saying "there's only ever trouble when he's
around, | wish you wouldn't go with him" and the other half saying "he's a good man, he'll look after you, go an enjoy
yourself". It's dull, it's 2D, it's repetitive, and it adds the square root of fuck all.

King Mob wrote:
"l know it's science fiction in an alternative universe, but where was the Rattigan Academy supposed to be, exactly? At
the top of Primrose Hill?"

They always teleported in and out, so it didn't necessarily have to be in London. Hang on, silly me, what was | thinking?

Ginger Yellow wrote:

Yeah, the surprises point is definitely valid, although I'd quibble with his "cult of the story arc" analysis. He seems to be
arguing from an assumption that perfect sci-fi should be like the Simpsons, where each episode stands on its own and
has little if any impact on the continuity of the series. Obviously this allows for more "surprises" than series driven by
story arcs, but it's far from the only means.

The problem with Story Arcs is that they have to be good. 'The Key To Time' worked because it was almost incidental -
apart from 'The Ribos Operation' each of the stories would have worked just as well without the fact they were after a
segment. '‘Bad Wolf' worked because it was also incidental in the end, yet 'Torchwood' and 'Vote Saxon' were a lot more
ham-fisted. Also, 'The Key To Time' doesn't have any episodes that clearly look like they've been shoe-horned in, to give
the arc and the series finale more meaning. So far, we've had 'The Long Game', 'Tooth And Claw', 'Rise Of The
Cybermen', 'The Lazarus Experiment’, 'The End Of The World', 'New Earth' and 'Gridlock' that have all, on reflection, just
looked like setups to the end of the series, with a story tacked on afterwards. Arguably 'The Unquiet Dead', '‘Boom Town'
and 'Tooth and Claw' are similar setups for Torchwood, and 'School Reunion' for the Sarah Jane Adventures.

And most of them were shit.

I'd argue there's no need for a story arc, or a series finale in Who. So what if most American-made Sci-Fi uses it? British
Sci-Fi has always been so different as to be a different genre. American TV has always been built towards big finishes
and climaxes, and telling their audiences they need a short term attention span and a long term memory. British TV has
always been geared to entertain people in a different way. Who has always stood and fallen on it's writing, but Cornell
and Moffatt apart, it hasn't been consistant, but as long as it gets Al figures over 80, then nothing will change.

The Lawrence Miles blog is great, with the obvious exception of his comments about Moffat. What is the deal there?

Lawrence Miles wrote:
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Itisn't just that the series is intent on flogging a formula we're already sick of, or that Doctor Who's capacity how appears
to be more limited than at any point in its prior history, including the UNIT era. It isn't just the embarrassment factor of
watching yet another TV newsreader announce the apocalypse while urgent-sounding music pumps away in the
background, or the crushing banality of the "relationship” dialogue, or the way Helen Raynor keeps saying how nice it is
that Doctor Who can combine "real world" with "alien" without noticing that the "real world" half of the programme is a
spent force and that the "alien" half is rapidly becoming too routine to seem worthwhile.

The UNIT-era was probably my least favourite of the old series too. The variety this time is in the newsreader. Kirsty
Wark this time. And you still think Dawkins is going to have anything but a cameo role this time?

Lawrence Miles wrote:

Looking back on it, the clue was there two whole years ago, in the Confidential that accompanied "The Girl in the
Fireplace". You may recall an interview with Julie Gardner, in which she expressed her surprise that a script which
begins with monsters on eighteenth-century Earth should then cut to a space-station in the fifty-first century, and said
that this clearly wasn't business as usual. Now, this puzzled me at the time. Since Doctor Who is capable of going
anywhere, anywhen and anyhow, and has the ability to change its methods with every episode, I'm sure I'm not alone in
saying that | consider a time-shift between the 1700s and the 5000s to be pretty much par for the course. At the very
least, it's no big deal. Yet as far as the programme-makers are concerned, standard practice is to (A) find a historical
setting or a modern-day "topical" issue, (B) attach a monster to it, and (C) arrange the set-pieces around the result. To
me, a script that stretches our attention between Mme de Pompadour and clockwork droids in the far future is surprising,
but it's only a background-radiation level of surprise. To a producer who doesn't even realise that surprise is a minimum
expectation, on the other hand& yes, it must seem spectacular.

| rarely watch Confidential, but the clue | got was about a year later, when RTD said that he'd given Helen Raynor the
brief of Daleks in Manhattan, and he figured it would be a great excuse for glamour and glitz, and that he was suprised
and almost disappointed that she'd come back with a story set during the depression. As much as there are concerning
similarities between RTD and JNT (most notably shoehorning famous names into the show, regarless of their ability to
act, or even their suitability in the role), he would deliver the darker episodes.

I'm also concerned about next week's. 'The Doctor's Daughter'. That's fine, | can live with that. She looks a lot younger
than Susan, but hopefully she's regenerated and a timelord, rather than something dull like a clone or crafted using a
mixture of his DNA with someone elses. RTD has promised it will reveal something big about the Doctor's past. That's
fine as long as it makes sense. He has, however says that it will piss off the fanboys. Which suggests that a) it won't
make sense and b) that RTD has let the success go to his head, and is arrogant enough to set out to alienate the most
hardcore of the fanbase. That sort of thing tends to be the undoing of people. Hopefully, he won't take the show with him.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 07-05-2008 08:53

Lots there to chew on, PD, and if | wasn't about to leave for a couple of days away, I'd weigh in. Nice to see the thread
has sparked into life, though.

Re:Who?

Posted by You Are The Ref - 08-05-2008 14:30

One odd thing I've just remembered from Saturday's, is that bit in the UNIT bunker they're confirming all the countries
that are going to fire nuclear missiles at the Sontarans- "North America online! Britain online! France online! India online!
Pakistan online! North Korea online!"

So did Israel cut a deal with the Sontarans in the first epsiode or something?

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 08-05-2008 18:16

"I'd argue there's no need for a story arc, or a series finale in Who."
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Well that's a different matter. Who is obviously supremely well suited to episodic structure, what with the whole go-
anywhere-in-space-and-time-at-whim thing. | wouldn't disagree with you there.

But Miles seemed to be extending it to the whole of sci-fi. The mentions of BSG and Buffy were particularly baffling given
that BSG is clearly made stronger by its story arc while Buffy occasionally suffers from it in individual episodes but
wouldn't be half the show it is without it. I'd argue you'd have fewer "surprises" as Miles uses the word in Buffy without an
arc.

| noticed the Israel nuke thing too. More fodder for the nutters.

Re:Who?

Posted by Lucy Waterman - 08-05-2008 18:39

Yeah, Israel. And they missed out China too, though they're obviously not as important.

And Russia.

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 08-05-2008 19:10

Um, China is in the list, if you go back and listen. Russia isn't, it's true, which | managed to miss at the time. Even more
odd. Have | forgotten some plot point in New Who that would explain why the world's second largest nuclear arsenal isn't
being used?

Re:Who?

Posted by Wyatt Earp - 09-05-2008 10:23

Israel's nuclear weapons are apparently "undeclared”, so when they were rung up by UNIT about the Sontarans they
probably just said "Nuclear weapons? We should be so lucky."

The North Koreans, on the other hand, seem to have been surprisingly cooperative.

Re:Who?

Posted by Lucy Waterman - 09-05-2008 12:48

Have | forgotten some plot point in New Who that would explain why the world's second largest nuclear arsenal isn't
being used?

Everyone in Russia is a wolf of Abo-Fenran?

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 10-05-2008 22:02

To my enormous surprise | thought that was excellent. Every single one of the regulars gave what was probably their
best performance yet. The script made me laugh and cry and the baddy sounded just enough like lan Paisley for it to
have been deliberate.
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Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe Disco - 11-05-2008 00:55

Oh, yes, that's a lot more like it. It started off looking like an updated 'Face of Evil', but ended up being a lot, lot more.
Great little digs at the Troubles, Creationsim and Religion in general.

Echoes of the TV Movie at the end, where Jenny dies and comes back to life the same way as the Doctor does. | take it
this means another spinoff series?

Re:Who?

Posted by Rogin the Armchair Fan - 11-05-2008 09:07

Yeah, | couldn't help but ponder what's going to follow Jenny's "regeneration”, especially as she flies off a super-cool
sports spaceship. A spin-off, probably for kids' TV(*), looks a nailed-on certainty to me. | did think for one surreal moment
that Jenny would regenerate and become Rose, but that would have been too much, | guess ...

(*because the main Doctor Who isn't Kids' TV. Oh no.)
Was | the only one who recognised the actor playing the baddy? It was distinguished thesp Nigel Terry. | don't think he's

done anything on the screen since the role | know him for - playing the most authentically West Country King Arthur of all
time in Excalibur .

Re:Who?

Posted by O Colluphid - 11-05-2008 10:51

| enjoyed that as well. I'm beginning to think that the better stories are the ones that stay away from contemporary earth.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 11-05-2008 21:48

Now there's an idea. Quick, call the production office.

An exceptionally good episode. Intrigue, humour, plot twists and a genuine sense of escalating tension. It was pleasantly
exhilarating to be excited by, rather than ashamed of, a story for the first time in awhile.

Re:Who?

Posted by Crusoe - 11-05-2008 23:25

| think I may be the lone dissenting voice, but that was distinctly ordinary. Better than the last couple, but not one of the
highs of recent series'.

They barely scratched the surface of the parent/child relationship (on either side), which is not surprising if you're also
trying to fit in a normal episode's worth of action, but it just left all of the characters feeling like sketches. The Doctor and
his grieving for lost children, Martha and her bottle-faced dolphin friend, the two-dimensional Jenny character and what
felt like a rushed plot that could've been more fleshed-out as well. | mean, | still enjoyed it, but it was too busy and pulling
in too many directions.
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Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 12-05-2008 09:45

The were alot of avenues left unexplored, which is understandable given that Jenny was only one thread in a story
already struggling to tell itself in 42 minutes.

For one thing, the Doctor seemed to accept quite glibly that a pseudo-Time Lord had been created from his own DNA.
Perhaps it would have been more interesting if he'd seen the clone as a freak of science that shouldn't have been
allowed to survive, and spent the episode trying to destroy it.

Clearly, if this had have been an old-fashioned four-parter, episode one would have ended on Jenny's emergence from
the cloning machine (a cloning machine which presumably still contains the Doctor's DNA sample and could churn out
more Time Lord clones if necessary).

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 12-05-2008 10:09

I'm kind of with Crusoe. | kept feeling it should have enjoyed it more than | did, but it kept being held back by silly little
things: the crappy guns with enormous muzzle flash but next to no damage; the idea that there would be nobody who
survived for seven days; despite the shortage of deaths during combat scenes; the fact that Jenny looked and sounded
exactly like one of my former colleagues; the whole quicksand scene. Then there was the obligatory OFFS plot hole - the
idea that you could break open a container with enough methane, ammonia and other chemicals to terraform a planet in
an enclosed space and not asphyxiate.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 12-05-2008 10:28

Well, you know, sometimes if you pick at the threads of a story it will unravel pretty quickly (and Larry Miles, in lieu of
having anything more constructive to say this week, does just that), but the whole seems more than the sum of the parts.
| couldn't help but be swept along by it.

If anyone has good reason to dislike this story, surely it must be Liz Sladen.

Re:Who?

Posted by The Horse - 12-05-2008 10:28

I'm totally with Crusoe. It was deeply ordinary and riddled with holes.

Re:Who?

Posted by Rogin the Armchair Fan - 17-05-2008 19:14

Tonight's so far has been so self-indulgent it's wallowing in it's own shit.

I'm sorry, but if we wanted a "Doctor Who meets Agatha Christie” comedy, do it as a Comic Relief Special, for fuck's
sake.

My daughters have just asked to go to bed. Unprecedented.

Daleks, the Master ... come on.
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Re:Who?

Posted by Jimski - 17-05-2008 19:54

Yeah, it was terrible. Excruciatingly bad. Didn't convince for a second. And | hate all the "we're so clever" crappy jokes
they keep putting in in the historical episodes. Murder at the Vicar's Rage - bloody hell. It pulls you straight out of the
story each time they put one of those in...

Still think the Ood one was the best of a bad series so far.

P.S. Agree with Crusoe, Horse and GY about last week's episode too.

Re:Who?

Posted by VTTBoscombe - 17-05-2008 19:57

Oh, that was poor - only bit that made me laugh (and | know | shouldn't have) was the ginger beer joke.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 17-05-2008 23:00

If the comeback season in 2005 had been anywhere near as bad as this, the show wouldn't still be on the air.

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe Disco - 18-05-2008 01:50

| thought it was okay, rather than bad. Maybe that's because | compared it to Roberts' previous effort - The Shakespeare
Code. You know the one where the Doctor and his companion go back in time, meet a famous writer, portrayed as a
genuis, and keep referencing the works that they haven't done yet, and use the writers mindset to help defeat the winged
baddie? At least this time, it wasn't as subtle as a brick, Christie was portrayed a lot more realistically than Shakespeare,
and there were a couple of jokes in there. Not enough to label it as a comedy (and like VTT, | laughed once, same sort of
time).

Roberts seemed to suggest that Christie's longevity, and book sales was proof that she was a good writer, which almost
encapsulates the shallowness of New Who. Don't forget had Shakespeare quoting JK Rowling in the last series.

It just seems that RTD knows that The Doctor can travel back in time, so we have to go to the past. Now, in the old
series, (Hartnell era apart, which was about using the historicals to educate), when the series went back, they went back
to events, to times, not to people. And when they went to people, rather than times, it was an unmitigated disaster
(Timelash, anyone), or it was kept short, and essential to the plot (The King's Demons). The likes of Talons Of Weng
Chiang and Pyramids Of Mars worked, because there was no personality. If RTD had commissioned Roberts to write
The Visitation, it would have been all about Samuel Pepys.

Using major historical characters is hard, because they have to be written well, played by convincing actos, and used
realistically in terms of the plot. RTD has to use Queen Victora (badly), Roberts uses Shakespeare knuckle-chewingly
badly. Only The Unquiet Dead and those stories written by Cornell and Moffatt have have dealt with the past well. TUD
because Simon Callow is the biggest Dickens fan alive and a perfectionist, and Cornell and Moffatt because they've
either avoided the Cult of Personality or used a minor character from history. Oh, and they're fucking great writers who
understand the show.

Oh, and after their best performances so far last week, Tennant and Tate his lows for their respective characters.

Re:Who?
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Posted by Jimski - 18-05-2008 11:30

At least it's Stephen Moffat for the next two weeks, eh? Hopefully it will be up to his usual standard.

Who wrote the episodes in the last series where the Doctor was a teacher in an early 20th century school btw? And have
they written any other episodes? (Those were my favourite of all the non-Moffat episodes since Dr Who returned.)

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 18-05-2008 11:47

| thought the first ten or fifteen minutes last night were qute promising. Like they were trying to do a version of the
Tom'n'Lalla runarounds. But, my, didn't it all get very boring very quickly?

And Jimski - Human Nature was written by Paul Cornell who also wrote Father's Day from the first series. He's very good.

Re:Who?

Posted by O Colluphid - 18-05-2008 13:23

I missed last night's episode, but going from the comments here, | don't think I'll bother catching up with it on the BBC
iplayer. It looked pretty crap from last week's trailer anyway.

Which episode is Richard Dawkins going to be in?

Re:Who?

Posted by ian.64 - 19-05-2008 08:33

| thought it was mildly entertaining, but the giant wasp bit was a tad crap. You come from a another planet and you have
the ability to turn yourself into a handsome male model and shag a younger version of Felicity Kendal, but then you spoil
it all by saying 'by the way, I'm the wasp the size of a wardrobe'. Talk about breaking off a relationship.

And the Christie-like assembly of all the party goers, with the finger-pointing gubbins, didn't so much bring in overtones of
'‘Murder On The Orient Express' as the sheep-nobbling episode of Father Ted - "It was you, Fargo Boyle!"

Re:Who?

Posted by Crusoe - 19-05-2008 09:26

That was a pretty poor episode. The central plot was too thin and bulked up with some pointless diversions (the jewel
thief, for example; three or four lines of dialogue and nothing really contributed to the overall episode, and the clumsy
moralising about gay men forced to hide their love). It was just an excuse for a sub-par Jeeves & Wooster knock-off and
some unsubtle gags.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 19-05-2008 10:15

| remember saying on the old board, when one of last season's stories was getting alot of flack, that however bizarre or
misguided the episodes, the series would only be in trouble when the production team started to become complacent.
Well, judging by the lazy, re-hashed plot of the Sontaran story and the smug, self-satisfied aura that pervaded The
Unicorn and the Wasp, we might be in danger of reaching that point.
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| also posted this, in 2006:

it's curious how the Who related career of Russell Davies has mirrored the Premiership of Tony Blair. brought in on an
unprecedented wave of popularity, with a first term that by and largely exceeded expectations. 'Dalek’ was his minimum
wage, 'The Empty Child' his hunting bill. that popularity effectively gave a mandate for him to do whatever he wanted in
the second term (or series, for those of you following the analogy), where questionable decisions led to the first
murmurings of dissent; the result being that the third term has been (is going to be, keep up at the back) make or break
for the future of the programme.

only time will tell if The Runaway Bride proves to be Russell Davies' Iraq

Well, perhaps not; but although there hasn't been a change of personnel, | would hate to think that we're now in the
programme's Brown era.

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 19-05-2008 12:44

Well if the quality doesn't pick up sharpish, I'm not going to be watching the next season.

Re:Who?

Posted by The Horse - 20-05-2008 16:43

Oh yeah?

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 20-05-2008 16:55

Hallelujah.

Re:Who?

Posted by Wyatt Earp - 20-05-2008 16:59

Oh man oh man oh man oh man oh man oh man. Oh man.

(Must keep expectations under control. He won't be writing them all.)

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 20-05-2008 16:59

Fucking hell. FUCKING HELL.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 20-05-2008 17:00

I'm sitting at my desk, at work, my eyes are misting over and I've got an uncontrollable urge to jump up and punch a hole
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in the ceiling.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 20-05-2008 17:04

The man himself, quoted in an official BBC press release:

"My entire career has been a Secret Plan to get this job. | applied before but | got knocked back 'cos the BBC wanted
someone else. Also | was seven. Anyway, I'm glad the BBC has finally seen the light, and it's a huge honour to be
following Russell into the best - and the toughest - job in television. | say toughest 'cos Russell's at my window right now,
pointing and laughing."

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 20-05-2008 17:14

But let's not, you know, forget that despite the flack he gets now, Russell Davies brought the whole thing back with an
unimaginably successful formula. And for that, he is a legend.

| hope he continues to write for the show.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 20-05-2008 17:25

Me happy.

Re:Who?

Posted by Taylor - 20-05-2008 17:45

Let's hope it's not too late.

Still, though, great news. Can't believe I'm cheering the bloke who wrote "Coupling”, but you know, he's come on a lot
since then, hasn't he?

Re:Who?

Posted by Jimski - 20-05-2008 17:57

He deserves credit for bringing back Dr Who, obviously, but I'm not really sure that otherwise Russell T Davies is all that,
to be honest. Glad he's stepping down. Even gladder when | see who is taking over.

Re:Who?

Posted by Fred Keenor - 20-05-2008 18:07

| liked 'Coupling'.
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Re:Who?

Posted by Matej - 20-05-2008 18:41

| haven't even seen anything after "The Master™* episodes, and | think that's good news.

(*Incidentally, | started watching State of Play and | frankly can't understand why John Simm was asked to ham it up as
the other Time Lord. Horrible directing decisions.)

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 20-05-2008 21:04

Can't believe I'm cheering the bloke who wrote "Coupling”, but you know, he's come on a lot since then, hasn't he?
Now, if you'd said Chalk...

I know I'm in danger of sounding like a scratched record, but Coupling was far far better than it had any right to be. For
one thing he understood that the comedy of embarrassment is still comedy and as such needs some funny lines (for a
great example see the "Leshian Spank Inferno" episode). Secondly, and of probably greater importance where Doctor
Who is concerned, he has the ability to structure complex multi-threaded plots like nobody ever. And he was doing 13-
episode story arcs back in the days of Press Gang. The man is a genuine, bona-fide master at what he does and this is
the best news since the announcement of the series' return. It's just come about 18 months later than it should have, is
all.

Re:Who?

Posted by Jon - 20-05-2008 22:05

Didn't see Saturday's episode but | can tell you, it's the first episode in the new series that has got all my class of 7 years
olds really buzzing.

And that's what it's all about really, isn't it?

Re:Who?

Posted by Rogin the Armchair Fan - 20-05-2008 22:13

That or give them all a can of Coke each, | guess.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 20-05-2008 22:26

Jon wrote:

Didn't see Saturday's episode but | can tell you, it's the first episode in the new series that has got all my class of 7 years
olds really buzzing.

And that's what it's all about really, isn't it?

No. It's what it's partly about. When it's done properly Doctor Who gets everyone buzzing.
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Re:Who?

Posted by ian.64 - 21-05-2008 08:21

That or give them all a can of Coke each, | guess
So class of excited, flatulent, burping kids must be a wonder to behold then.

Incidentally, | started watching State of Play and | frankly can't understand why John Simm was asked to ham it up as
the other Time Lord. Horrible directing decisions.

I thought Simm was fine, actually, so tastes differ, | suppose. At one point, he actually felt as if he was channeling Simon
Pegg, which made the experience a whole lot easier to enjoy in a strange way.

Moffatt in the producer's chair? (Waves flag, goes 'raaaaay!)

Re:Who?

Posted by Wyatt Earp - 21-05-2008 09:56

What PG said about Coupling. Your man was always on at me to give it a chance, and | found the surface glitz so
offputting that | refused to, and then one day | was on a long-haul flight with nothing else to do. After a few minutes,
people were staring at the nutter laughing his arse off in seat 27F.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 21-05-2008 10:00

This is ridiculous. I'm insanely, unceasingly excited, like a five year old who can't get to sleep on Christmas Eve - and I'm
going to be like this every day for the next two YEARS, until episode one of Moffat's first season hits the screen. What do
| do?

Re:Who?

Posted by Disco Sea Shanties - 21-05-2008 10:54

| assume this means Moffatt will take up the job of writing the Christmas episodes which can only be a good thing.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 21-05-2008 11:10

He's down as 'Executive Producer and lead writer', but how much of the writing tasks he'll delegate is anyone's guess.

Part of me thinks he'll write two or three meticulously honed stories for the next series and farm the rest out, but the
another part thinks he'll write all 13 episodes himself.

| was trying to think of a footballing metaphor for Moffat taking over the reigns, but | couldn't come up with a manager in
history that you would unreservedly want to take over at your club. | suppose Brian Clough leaving Forest in about 1980
would be close, which probably works for every club at the time with the exception of Ipswich Town.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 21-05-2008 11:21
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In terms of who he gets in to write something I'd have said that Cornell and Gatiss are very likely (Cornell in particular -
Moffatt was his Best Man). | would expect RTD to write something, too.

Re:Who?

Posted by Jon - 21-05-2008 23:50

Cornell? No chance - he's too busy reinventing Captain Britain.

Re:Who?

Posted by ian.64 - 22-05-2008 08:15

Hope not. | remember reading that comic when it first came out. There seemed a desperation in it in its emulating (or
hoping to emulate) it's American counterpart. After so many decades of the sheild-bearing icon, a wimpy Union-Jack
version seemed inadequate.

Re:Who?

Posted by Jon - 22-05-2008 22:12

Well, it's probable then that you read the Chris Claremont era - later on there was a classic Alan Moore/Alan Davis run.

But | was only joking about Paul Cornell. Although he's doing a lot of comics work at the moment, I'm sure he'd bite off
your hand to script some more Dr Who.

Re:Who?

Posted by jason voorhees - 24-05-2008 17:06

I've been reading this thread with one eye blurred and the other closed, but here's to Mr. Moffat.

The show will be just fine. It's like bookers in pro wrestling (the guys holding the book deciding the storylines, the angles,
who wins, etc.) A bad booker can leave a stench that's tough to get off. However, get a new booker who elevates the
right character, adds a new person, has an angle that's red hot, and the asses come right back into the seats.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 25-05-2008 10:46

What the fuck was that? | know that the Doctor-free episodes are always a little bit wacky, but that was just demented.
And it was too long.

Worst episode ever.

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe Disco - 25-05-2008 16:14

Clearly, Moffat taking over from RTD is a good thing. | doubt if RTD will still write for Who, as he'll have other projects to
move onto, and if Moffat's like any other exec producer, he'll want to make a clean break.
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But, this isn't just writing, this is being in charge of the whole series, so I'll just be cautiously optimistic. As long as gets rid
of Gareth Roberts, and gets Helen Raynor to stick to script editing (or at least try her with a one episode story), it'll be a
good start.

And since Lawrence Miles made the comment that he could piss a better script thank Blink in his sleep, he set himself a
test of writing a Who script. It's about a cosmic library - just like the Moffat two parter, and it's on his blog for one week
only.

Talking of next week's Moffat, if the trail is anything to go by, it's giving a message to kids that are afraid of the dark, that
they're right to be afraid. Can't wait.

Re:Who?

Posted by Eggchaser - 25-05-2008 19:15

Well, it may not have been vintage Dr Who (I've just caught up on the old Sky plus) but even a poor episode of Dr Who
pisses on most other shows on TV.

(I liked it, but I'm a sucker for old stuff)

Re:Who?

Posted by Wyatt Earp - 25-05-2008 21:30

Purves Grundy wrote:
What the fuck was that? | know that the Doctor-free episodes are always a little bit wacky, but that was just demented.
And it was too long.

Worst episode ever.Ah come on, that's worth an .

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 26-05-2008 18:21

| know that the Doctor-free episodes are always a little bit wacky, but that was just demented. And it was too long

Oh, I don't know, | thought it was quite pithy. The narrative was all over the place, though. It was almost as if there were
five different plots going on at once.

Re:Who?

Posted by barndoorio - 28-05-2008 20:55

Saw an extended trailer after The One show earlier for this coming saturdays episode. It looks great. Don't want to say
too much in case of annoying people with spoilers, but HURRAH!

Re:Who?

Posted by battylad - 28-05-2008 23:41

Indeed - and | thought "HE" was dead...
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Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 29-05-2008 09:23

One of the BBCi channels has the extended trailer on continuous loop (or perhaps it's just a chronic hysteresis). A nice
way to spend a couple of hours, if you get the chance.

Re:Who?

Posted by Houdi Elbow - 29-05-2008 12:54

Indeed - and | thought "HE" was dead...

He must be alive somewhere in time though.

Re:Who?

Posted by Jimski - 31-05-2008 19:46

Wow, that was awesome. Absolutely chock-full of ideas. Nice little Time Traveller's Wife-style touch going on there
between the archaeologist and the doctor too.

| hope the other writers on this series have been taking copious notes on how to do it right.

Re:Who?

Posted by battylad - 31-05-2008 19:49

Great first part - even managed to avoid the spoiler for next week!

Re:Who?

Posted by VTTBoscombe - 31-05-2008 20:01

That was a Moffet one wasn't it?
The guy must hate parents - first kids get scared of statues, now they have another reason to hate the dark.

Still very good though; but | will now have a week of "who turned out the lights" being said through the house.

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe Disco - 01-06-2008 01:44

Woah. That was stunning. | could even just about forgive how shouty Donna was.

The swarm in the suit was very reminiscent of The Android Invasion.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 01-06-2008 09:49
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Clearly a fair degree of riffing by mister Moffat on themes from his previous stories, but as long as he continues to get
mileage out of them and the end result remains as polished and engrossing as this, I've no objection.

Re:Who?

Posted by Wyatt Earp - 01-06-2008 13:50

Scariest yet. Profoundly shocking in places: the "ghosting” phenomenon will stay with me for a long time.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 01-06-2008 17:56

Wow, that was just so great. | can't even try to be coherent about it. It was just so full of brilliant things.

Re:Who?

Posted by Crusoe - 01-06-2008 23:14

That was really good. Just-right use of special effects (not too gimmicky), and a real lesson to previous writers on how to
keep multiple strands of plot all going without skimping on detail, getting confusing or losing pace (albeit a bit easier to do
that in a two-parter). Proper sense of menace, both from the shadows/darkness and the Poltergeist-style small-child-at-
the-centre-of-events.

(spoilers)

The only - only - minor gripes were Killing off the poor lass (who seemed a more interesting character than half of the
party, but | guess that just added to the impact) and Dave's last line being very reminiscent of "Are you my mummy?"

Can't wait for the next episode. And | already have my theory on who the archeologist really is and why she knows the
Doctor.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 02-06-2008 09:20

Good as it might have been, this was also, sadly, the first episode of Doctor Who since the relaunch to lose out in the
ratings to ITV, who were showing something with the ironic title 'Britain's Got Talent'.

| wonder, if it had been one of the lesser episodes of the season that had been trounced in this manner, whether knives
would start to emerge?

Anyway, on the old board | wrote, of 'Rose":

it was more than pleasing, it was a metaphorical kick in the teeth for the kind of imbecilic Saturday night moron fodder
that's been foisted ceaselessly on viewers for the last twenty years. in this respect it was a triumph for Russell T Davies,
the cast, the entire production team and not least the scheduling department of the BBC, who had the conviction to stick
it in the flagship slot it deserves. finally the public have been treated to an intelligent, thought-provoking drama series
shown at a time when they've traditionally been expected to enjoy some of the most nauseatingly vacuous programmes
ever made - and to the surprise of no-one who understands this is precisely what the public have been craving, they love
it.

neither is this a highbrow versus lowbrow issue, because there is absolutely nothing 'highbrow' about the way the show
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has been re-fashioned; it simply refused to patronise its audience, whilst still communicating with them on a level with
which they felt comfortable. in a very real sense the screening of 'Rose' was just as revolutionary as the screening of the
very first episode of Doctor Who back in 1963, challenging its audience, as it did, by redefining what they had come to
expect from drama.

it's optimistic and unrealistic to suggest that shows like 'Ant and Dec' and their innumerable brethren will disappear in the
light of Doctor Who's success. hopefully, however, at least a feeling has been engendered among those in control of our
terrestrial stations that they represent a type of entertainment which is no longer a reliable guarantee of audience
satisfaction. what's satisfying for now is that a fallacious myth has been exploded and a very welcome precedent
established

Hearty congratulations to ITV (sorry, ITV1), then, on finally concocting a formula for a reliable guarantee of audience
satisfaction.

Re:Who?

Posted by Lucy Waterman - 02-06-2008 10:15

A very tiny bit disappointed, in so far as all of Moffat's previous episodes have radically extended the breadth and
potential of the series, whereas this one seemed to be harking back to previous ideas (the repeated incongruous phrases
from Empty Child, the spaceship-linked-to-a -different-timezone from Girl In The Fireplace, the monster-lurking-in-
ultrabasic-everyday-phenomena from Blink). Some nice details, but | wasn't blown away like | was hoping to be. Still,
we're only half way.

In keeping with my "rehash" thoughts, | bet 10p River Song is the little girl.

Re:Who?

Posted by Crusoe - 02-06-2008 10:17

Yes, it did seem to take some of the best plot elements from earlier episodes and combine them. Still much better than
other recent episodes though (best in this series so far?).

My money was on River Song being a later incarnation of the Doctor, but there are some big holes in that theory.

Re:Who?

Posted by The Horse - 02-06-2008 11:55

Overwhelmingly brilliant, | thought.

Good as it might have been, this was also, sadly, the first episode of Doctor Who since the relaunch to lose out in the
ratings to ITV, who were showing something with the ironic title 'Britain's Got Talent'.

| wonder, if it had been one of the lesser episodes of the season that had been trounced in this manner, whether knives
would start to emerge?

| don't think so. Britain's Got Talent is a beast. It would have crushed whatever was up against it.

Re:Who?

Posted by Wyatt Earp - 02-06-2008 13:43

Her indoors is arguing strongly for "best yet". I'm being more cautious; | think Moffats need time to bed down before
coming to a final judgement. But she also said "best yet" about Blink, and | think she was probably right at the time.
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Re:Who?

Posted by The Horse - 02-06-2008 13:48

| was in a state of wriggly nirvana throughout, and was saying "best ever" to myself. At the time | thought Lucy's point
about reprising his other stories was in the show's favour - ie it crammed in a dazzling number of great ideas. In the cold
light of day | still think that, but I'm not as certain as | was.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 02-06-2008 14:38

Only two problems for me:

Firstly and most distressingly predictably: Murray Gold's music - one particularly obtrusive Terry & June style sting
actually drowned out a really important thing when the Doctor and Donna heard a noise behind them just after he'd been
interrogating the computer system. There was some good low-level bass guitar stuff when they followed Miss
Evangelista into the Reading Room, but the rest was just about his clumsiest ever.

Secondly: how exactly did Proper Dave's cadaver acquire the ability to walk and strangle? There's been no suggestion
that Vashta Nerada work through possession. Seemed like a bit of Saward-style "just because"-ism to me.

Re:Who?

Posted by The Horse - 02-06-2008 14:41

| thought it was just that there were so many of the bastards in the suit, they were making it move.

It seems churlish to mention it, but | always think the sound mix on Who is awful, and regularly renders the dialogue
inaudible. That's aside from the music being crass, of course.

Re:Who?

Posted by Wyatt Earp - 02-06-2008 19:32

She was also saying "I love Steven Moffat. Literally love him." So | did that one about how if | came home and found
them in bed together, I'd go and make them a cup of tea.

Re:Who?

Posted by hobbes - 02-06-2008 21:39

Wow. Just watched it. Now that's more like it.

Re:Who?

Posted by Jimski - 02-06-2008 22:38

best in this series so far?

Only by the proverbial country mile. | don't even know why they bothered with most of the others in this series. Especially
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after seeing what is actually possible...

Re:Who?

Posted by boris - 03-06-2008 11:47

Best since Blink. | look forward to the dénouement.

Agree with PG's point about the Proper Dave making the suit move - seemed a glaring error to me at the time, but then
when | thought about it, | remembered that the Vashta Nerada had already abandoned Evangelista's corpse by the time
they found it, so who's to say that wouldn't have moved either?

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 03-06-2008 14:23

They've only eaten the flesh around the skull. There's enough of the rest of Proper Dave's body left to stagger around -
controlled not by his devoured brain, but the residual neural power of the data ghost.

Re:Who?

Posted by Cat Simon - 03-06-2008 20:35

**SPOILER*** (Well, in my world)
I've a theory that Prof River Song may possibly be Captain Jack Harkness!
Consider the clues;

1) She told one of her party (the guy from "The League Of Gentlemen") to put his helmet on because she "didn't fancy
him" Pure Captain Jack!

2) She told Donna "I'd travel to the end of the Universe for that man, in fact | did" re; Series 3 finale

3) Captain Jack becomes the Face of Boe. Maybe turning female is part of the transformation. In series 2, their was a
news-flash stating the Face of Boe was pregnant, so maybe, just maybe.........

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 04-06-2008 09:41

Whoever she turns out to be, I'm hoping that it forms part of a self-contained narrative. The story's too good to be
affiliated to one of RTD's big arcs.

(Edit: | said ‘arcs’)

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 05-06-2008 11:06

Brilliant. Not quite up to Blink standards, but a proper sense of danger, lots of interesting questions to be resolved, and
very little cheesiness.

You'd think that the other writers would by now have looked at the universal praise for Moffat's episodes and learned
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from them. Oh well.

Re:Who?

Posted by cheeptric - 05-06-2008 14:58

On this topic, is the 1996 "Doctor WHO TV MOVIE" (you know the one with Paul McGann as the Doc) counted as a
proper reincarnation of the Doctor? or was it just an attempt by the BBC to get some cash?

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 05-06-2008 15:15

Yes (and yes).

Despite being a one-off, it's pretty much universally accepted as a straight continuation of the original series.

- It features Sylvester McCoy regenerating into Paull McGann, so there's narrative continuity

- The BBC treat it as an 'official' story, including releasing it on DVD in the same way as the other classic series DVDs
- In last year's Human Nature/Family of Blood story, the Doctor's journal contains McGann's likeness alongside
illustrations of his other past incarnations.

But look, whatever you do, never raise the issue of canonicity with a serious Who geek.

Re:Who?

Posted by cheeptric - 05-06-2008 15:24

Would never dream of doing that, was just wondering why there was no mention of him in this thread along with all the
others. My earliest memories of the series go back to the days when we had our first black and white TV (early 60'S)and
it was the music that got me hooked (very frightening to a young boy!) who had never heard music played that way.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 06-06-2008 10:37

Hello cheeptric, by the way. First posts are on the Doctor Who thread - has to be a good sign.

Re:Who?

Posted by Lucy Waterman - 06-06-2008 21:42

Nothing after "Revelation of the Daleks" is canon. The rest of what some claim to be the original series is simply an
extended spoof. Except for "Mindwarp", which was an experimental broadcast mandated by the MoD. Part Three of this
story is now on a continuous loop in one of the more unpleasant interrogation rooms in Guantanamo Bay.

Btw, according to the current canonical orthodoxy, the original series of Doctor Who should be referred to as "Doctor
Who: The Original Series" and the TV Movie as "Doctor Who: Deep Space Nine". The new series doesn't get referred to
as anything - canonical critics have not yet had time to discuss it, given the pressing need to decide whether the PRIME
computer ads fit before or after The Horns of Nimon.
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Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 07-06-2008 05:57

given the pressing need to decide whether the PRIME computer ads fit before or after The Horns of Nimon

Anyway, given Moffat's pedigree I'd be terribly disappointed if the River Song identity thing turned out to be something as
mundane as The Face of Boe.

Re:Who?

Posted by Merlin the happy pig - 07-06-2008 21:41

So River Song was what/who she said she was, will she turn up in Moffat's series though?

Re:Who?

Posted by smallweed - 07-06-2008 21:48

| just posted this on 40percent, but maybe I'm more likely to get decent spoddy answers on here so I'll put it here too:

Well obviously | know that these stories are all riddled with obvious holes, and you just rely on the story to be strong
enough for them not to matter - and usually they are, Moffat's especially.

But he seems to have been even lazier than usual in wrapping up this one.

Firstly, what happened to the Vahster Nerada? There they were, these big scary monstery things, to which the only thing
to do was supposed to be to run away, and then the Doctor just says "oh back off will you?", and they said "oh, alright
then".

And why didn't the planet blow up at the end of the countdown? | must have missed something there.

And the resolution of the River Song thing was just a bit unsatisfying somehow. There he was with this brilliant plan to
save her after all, and then it turns out he doesn't - he only saves her consciousness to live on in a virtual world ever
after. Which isn't really the same - indeed I'm far from convinced that's even a kind thing to do.

It also means that if they bring her back in furture series as an occasional guest character, which | kind of presumed was
the intention, then we're always now going to have the foreknowledge of what eventually happens to her, which is going
to be a bit unsatisfying too. (And yes of course there are plenty of great works of film and literature in which you have that
foreknowledge throughout and that's part of the deal, but it's not really going to work in Doctor Who.)

Given that it was possible to save Donna and all those others in actual bodily form by saving them on a hard drive
through the teleport machine, surely he could have easily contrived to save River in some actual way without much
trouble? Was that the best he could do with all those years, maybe aeons, to think about it? That's rubbish, doctor.

| wish to stress that I still loved it, | just felt not quite fully satisfied at the end of it.

Re:Who?

Posted by Il Visionario Tecnico - 08-06-2008 11:50

smallweed wrote:

Firstly, what happened to the Vahster Nerada? There they were, these big scary monstery things, to which the only thing
to do was supposed to be to run away, and then the Doctor just says "oh back off will you?", and they said "oh, alright
then".

Um yeah, he told them to read about him, and they shirked away, and er, that was it. Which | thought was rubbish, to be
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honest.
And why didn't the planet blow up at the end of the countdown? | must have missed something there.

River Song did something with all the circuitry, so that she took all the impact, rather than the planet. Which is why she
died and the planet survived.

And the resolution of the River Song thing was just a bit unsatisfying somehow. There he was with this brilliant plan to
save her after all, and then it turns out he doesn't - he only saves her consciousness to live on in a virtual world ever
after. Which isn't really the same - indeed I'm far from convinced that's even a kind thing to do.

It also means that if they bring her back in furture series as an occasional guest character, which | kind of presumed was
the intention, then we're always now going to have the foreknowledge of what eventually happens to her, which is going
to be a bit unsatisfying too. (And yes of course there are plenty of great works of film and literature in which you have that
foreknowledge throughout and that's part of the deal, but it's not really going to work in Doctor Who.)

Why not? Because of things like cliffhangers?

Also, she can't come back while David Tennant is the Doctor, because she made the reference that he looked younger
and different. We also don't know who, or what she is. She could be a Time Lord, who therefore can regenerate, she
could look different in another way. And if she can change her appearance, she can change her name. She could be a
future companion, and we find out she is River Song, when she goes to leave.

Given that it was possible to save Donna and all those others in actual bodily form by saving them on a hard drive
through the teleport machine, surely he could have easily contrived to save River in some actual way without much
trouble? Was that the best he could do with all those years, maybe aeons, to think about it? That's rubbish, doctor.

Well not, really. He has years to decide what clue to give her. He has minutes at most between getting unhandcuffed and
realising he'd given her the screwdriver as a clue. And, given that we didn't see her dead, and the fact that she diverted
enough energy to save an entire planet through herself, at best her remains are charred and few. You probably couldn't
fill a matchbox with what is left. The others were saved as they were teleporting, so it's basically kept the data like a
teleport machine would (because we're not going to suggest that teleports actually send mass out, are we?), so it was a
case of completing the teleport.

| wish to stress that I still loved it, | just felt not quite fully satisfied at the end of it.

Same here. And it still pissed over everything else this series put together.

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 08-06-2008 14:14

She could presumably be downloaded into some kind of robot/android body, using the same neural relay technology.

Re:Who?

Posted by ian.64 - 09-06-2008 08:21

| thought it was very good indeed. All the better because | found the first half of the story a bit all over the place and felt
indifferent about it - the conclusion wrapped up things very nicely and was even moving in moments here and there.
Lovely touches: the crew member resurrected as an Edwardian Woman in Black, the Blue Book, Catherine Tate being
entirely watchable and effective...

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 09-06-2008 10:10

Don't know about that last one, ian. Like | say, she's acting her cotton socks off but she's hit the glass ceiling of being
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Catherine Tate, which was most painfully obvious as the node turned to face the Doctor at the end of last week's
episode. What should have been a supremely disturbing moment was rendered completely ineffectual because it had
Catherine Tate's face.

Anyway, | need to watch the second part again before | can come to any conclusions, because it was impossible to pay
attantion with the kids chattering in each ear. | suppose a barometer of the episode should be that the kids don't chatter
throughout?

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 09-06-2008 10:34

| found the second episode a little less satisfying, but still miles better than anything else this season. Probably just the
usual two-parter blues. Perhaps it's because I've had a week to reflect on the first one, so | was more likely to spot any
weaknesses. Like, if you're going to keep shouting "Don't let your shadows cross!" all the time, you might want to check
that you're not crossing other people's shadows, Doctor. And the whole Doctor Moon bit reminded me at first of a Buffy
episode where she thinks she's in a mental hospital and the whole vampire slayer thing was a schizophrenic delusion. It
was handled very differently, though.

Re:Who?

Posted by boris - 09-06-2008 10:36

My kids were rapt - hope that helps. They even wanted to watch the Portugal v Turkey game, in the mistaken belief that
there'd be another Who episode afterwards. Bless ‘em.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 09-06-2008 10:55

| was a bit disappointed that Steven Moffat broke the number one rule "don't sideline your monster", because | think
there was alot more tension to be generated from the whole shadow/darkness avoidance thing, tension that could have
really been ramped up by encroaching darkness as the story built to a climax.

if you're going to keep shouting "Don't let your shadows cross!" all the time, you might want to check that you're not
crossing other people's shadows

That's the problem, though - when the threat is something as commonplace as shadows, you have to be pretty
meticulous with your lighting and with the movement of the characters. | don't know... I'm not saying that what we ended
up with wasn't up to scratch, because the story went in some exciting and unexpected directions, but the chance for
some real 'willies up' terror possibly seemed to go begging.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 09-06-2008 10:56

(I appreciate | may have phrased that badly)

Re:Who?

Posted by ian.64 - 09-06-2008 11:06

Don't know about that last one, ian. Like | say, she's acting her cotton socks off but she's hit the glass ceiling of being
Catherine Tate, which was most painfully obvious as the node turned to face the Doctor at the end of last week's
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episode. What should have been a supremely disturbing moment was rendered completely ineffectual because it had
Catherine Tate's face.

Hmm, | did find that moment a little irksome, but her histrionics seemed a bit toned down for this episode and she wasn't
as grating as she usually is. Normally, when any episode's over, the residual discomfort borne by Tate's semi-comic
gurning is a major irritant, but, I'll give her her due, she wasn't that bad in 'Forest of the Dead'.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 09-06-2008 11:18

| tell you one thing - if the trailer was anything to go by, then next week's episode could be a bit of a dark horse.

The Doctor is trapped, alone, powerless and terrified, on the planet Midnight. Soon, the knocking on the wall begins.
Only a woman called Sky seems to know the truth — but as paranoia turns into a witch-hunt, Sky turns the Doctor's
greatest strengths against him, and a sacrifice must be made...

I'm actually quite looking forward to another RTD story.

Re:Who?

Posted by Eggchaser - 09-06-2008 12:42

Well, I've caught up now and | have to say that the last two episodes were the first in ages to genuinely make me wonder
what the hell was going on and give me the creeps at the same time. Mostly it's one or the other.

Re:Who?

Posted by Il Visionario Tecnico - 09-06-2008 15:38

King Mob wrote:
| tell you one thing - if the trailer was anything to go by, then next week's episode could be a bit of a dark horse.

The Doctor is trapped, alone, powerless and terrified, on the planet Midnight. Soon, the knocking on the wall begins.
Only a woman called Sky seems to know the truth but as paranoia turns into a witch-hunt, Sky turns the Doctor's
greatest strengths against him, and a sacrifice must be made...

I'm actually quite looking forward to another RTD story.

So am | for a different reason - apparently, it's a companion-lite story.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 09-06-2008 15:46

It's a clear run of four RTD stories to the end of the season now, so | presume the 'cataclysmic' story arc is going to kick
in.

Re:Who?

Posted by Disco Sea Shanties - 11-06-2008 23:19

Four RTD stories in a row? That's a bit much isn't it? Anyway was that Alexei Sayle | saw in the trailer for the next
episode? It's kind of interesting as he once appeared in the "OIld" series.
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Re:Who?

Posted by Il Visionario Tecnico - 12-06-2008 15:39

So, the twelfth episode, which they withheld the name of to keep us in suspense has had it's title officially revealed as
'THE STOLEN EARTH'. And it's about a battle for the fate of the Earth.

So, thankfully, a completely new idea, and nothing we've seen in previous series. Phew.

Re:Who?

Posted by hobbes - 12-06-2008 15:55

Maybe it's about a planet made of cake and they just misspelt it?

Re:Who?

Posted by cheeptric - 12-06-2008 16:43

Was it just me who heard The Doctor say to the River Song character something along the lines of "How did you know
that?, you would only know that if i told you my real name!" | never realised he had another name! Think will have to
watch this again on the BBC iplayer to see if he did say it and get it verbatim, unless somebody else can verify it.

Re:Who?

Posted by barndoorio - 12-06-2008 16:49

| thought he said that there was only reason he'd tell her his real name. | took it as meaning they were
married/siblings/she was actually the doctor in a womans body... they've a big connection of some kind.

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 12-06-2008 17:01

Is this more Messiah stuff (secret name of God and all that) or is it just standard Who-lore?

Re:Who?

Posted by Wyatt Earp - 12-06-2008 17:32

Neither, really, according to Moffat: the Doctor's name has always been a bit of a mystery, and he thought it would be fun
to make it a lot of a mystery.

Re:Who?

Posted by Il Visionario Tecnico - 12-06-2008 20:29

The suggestion was always that he took the name of The Doctor, because it was the closest pronouncable thing to his
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real name.

It's also the second time Moffat's referred to it - when The Doctor read Madame Du Pompadour's mind, she commented
about it.

Re:Who?

Posted by Lucy Waterman - 12-06-2008 22:19

There are a number of different explanations about the Doctor's real name.

1. In the 1979 story "The Armageddon Factor", the Time Lord Drax calls the Doctor "Theta Sigma" or "Thete". Although
there is nothing in the story to suggest this isn't the Doctor's real name, fans don't normally accept it as such, possibly
because Drax only appears in Parts Five and Six of "The Armageddon Factor", and the story is so shit and long that few
fans have ever got to the scenes with Drax in before they turn it off. Even Peter Haining switched off during the five
minute silent conversation between K9 and the computer Mentalis.

2. In the early 70s Piccolo book "The Making Of Doctor Who", authors Malcolm Hulke and Terrance Dicks suggest that
the Doctor's real name is a collection of hieroglyphic symbols. While this theory is attractive, in that it creates the
possibility of Prince being a Time Lord (or maybe even a future incarnation of the Doctor, somewhere between his twelfth
and final regeneration), the decision of Hulke and Dicks to give over a whole chapter of their book to a vicar to talk about
the Doctor and Christianity casts doubt on their credibility.

3. In The New Adventures novel "Lovecraft's Tits", acclaimed author Dave Herbert* definitively revealed that the Doctor's
real name was "Adrian".

*Also author of "Semiotics and Silver Nemesis: The Cult of Cartmel”, now available as a PDF.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 12-06-2008 23:01

Everyone knows that Doctor is the Doctor's surname. And loads of monsters and villains have called the Doctor by his
first name, too. It's Neil. Most of them also use his middle name, Biformi.

Re:Who?

Posted by cheeptric - 13-06-2008 10:43

Neil Biformi Doctor!, brilliant Purves, got some weird looks when i nearly choked on that one!

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 14-06-2008 20:03

Well, well. Who would have though it? RTD announces departure from Doctor Who - fandom breathes collective sigh of
relief. His annointed successor's much-anticipated effort is widely held to fall short of the mark, and RTD delivers the
coup de grace by penning possibly the greatest story of this or the classic series. Astonishing.

Re:Who?

Posted by smallweed - 15-06-2008 05:27

| can't agree with that. If | was a bit picky with last week's episode it's because | judge Moffat by higher standards - and |
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thought it was widely held to have been excellent anyway?

This week's was good too, especially for an RTD episode; but it's not one that makes me all curious or makes me want to
watch it again, particularly. Silence in the Library / Forest of the Dead is still the high point of the series.

Re:Who?

Posted by Il Visionario Tecnico - 15-06-2008 17:34

Yeah, Silence in the Library / Forest of the Dead fell short of Moffat's mark, because in some respects it felt like a
greatest hits package. That's more a critism of RTD as exec producer, because he labelled Moffat 'The King Of Terror',
and gives him the scary one of the series to do. So, if a guy with no background in horror runs out of ideas for a bit,
repetition isn't a major crime.

That was easily RTD's best, by a long chalk. Nice slow build up, into what was almost a Twilight Zone episode. One of
my bigger critisisms of RTD has been when he's tried to use new monsters, and how they often underwhelm, but by
making this one a psychological enemy, rather than a physical one was a good idea superbly executed. In some ways
the ending was a little lacklustre and brief, but the episode wasn't really about that - it was more the morality tale about
how when there's fear people turn to an easier target. This time, the immigrant in the shape of the Doctor.

Excellent production from Phil Collinson too. Getting the speech in sync when Lesley Sharp has to speak in time with
seven other charactres was a great performance to.

Re:Who?

Posted by Il Visionario Tecnico - 15-06-2008 17:36

Oh, and by far Catherine Tate's greatest ever performance. If anything, she was on screen just a minute too long.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 15-06-2008 18:01

Just watched it and I'm with King Mob. | thought it was excellent. Truly excellent.

Re:Who?

Posted by Disco Sea Shanties - 15-06-2008 19:40

| can't agree that it was the best story ever although it was certainly an improvement on RTD's more recent efforts. | still
think the best RTD story was 'The Christmas Invasion'. | may be alone in this.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 15-06-2008 22:35

| love the fact that it was left up in teh air. It's really bold to have it end up with the Doctor having no idea what had
actually happened. | hope they don't spoil it by tying it up over the next three weeks.

RTD is at his best when he's writing about suburban people, like in Love & Monsters. The scenes where the scared
people were working themselves up into such a state where they were ready to kill the Doctor was great.

| want to watch it again, and soon, but with Euro 2008 proving so utterly demented and absorbing I'm not sure when ['ll
have time.
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Re:Who?

Posted by ian.64 - 16-06-2008 08:15

A very, very good episode. It was also well directed - tight as a drum, and with good scripting. What would have been a
mildly acceptable 45 minutes was, instead, a fine, compelling little tale.

Does anyone watch the 'Confidential' stuff on Three afterwards? Promotional puff pieces they may be, but they're
interesting to watch.

Re:Who?

Posted by Wyatt Earp - 16-06-2008 09:57

Yeah, that was superb. My expectations of RTD had got really low, so | was watching rather resignedly, if anything; and
then he comes up with that. Bonus.

I think PG may be right about RTD: that he's excellent at the small scale and the tight focus, but has a fatal fascination
for the Grand Themes, which he handles rather badly.

Re:Who?

Posted by Sempronio Carpentiere - 17-06-2008 23:41

| am very far behind in the series and just saw 'The Doctor's Daughter' Along the lines of;

Ginger Yellow wrote:
the idea that there would be nobody who survived for seven days;

Why, if both armies are populated with clones designed to be peak fitness fighting machines, is one of them (The
General) 50+ years old?

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 18-06-2008 09:34

Duh. Don't you know anything, you ninny? As a general, he was obviously cloned for his tactical and leadership abilities,
and his physical prowess was a secondary concern. That was like so obvious.

Re:Who?

Posted by Sempronio Carpentiere - 18-06-2008 17:43

| did consider that but given all of the young, fit clones were inbred with the required fighting talents, why didn't they put
his "tactical and leadership abilities" in to a younger model?

Re:Who?

Posted by Rogin the Armchair Fan - 21-06-2008 21:17
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Well, | have to say, if the all-time ultimate evil that's going to affect every single dimension in the mutiverse is "The
Darkness", well I'm not a great fan of Suffolk based retro-prog rock either, but | think that's a little bit harsh.

Re:Who?

Posted by The Horse - 22-06-2008 09:15

Just catching up . . . | agree Midnight was one of RTD's best, but it still felt like a good idea mishandled, partly because it
could have done with being longer and partly because of Rusty's innate heavy-handedness. This:

In some ways the ending was a little lacklustre and brief, but the episode wasn't really about that - it was more the
morality tale about how when there's fear people turn to an easier target.

... was surely rammed home so unsubtly that even the seven-year-olds in the audience were slightly too aware of it. It's
common for horror/disaster flicks to be spoilt by Flapping Woman Who Is Too Hysterical Even For This Situation, and
Lindsey Coulson got that thankless role here. "Make her stop! Make her stop! Make her stop! Make her stop! ... Get him
out! Get him out! Get him out!" She was wildly OTT to the point where | ended up thinking, oh shut up, it's only someone
copying what you're saying. When Coulson accused the Doctor of being "an immigrant!" | laughed out loud, half-
expecting RTD himself to briefly appear, tap his temple and then point at the camera saying, "A-haaa, do you see?"

| did like the parts where the Doctor was faced with having to justify his authority, which he usually acquires easily,
leading him to the tempting but unwise "Because I'm clever!" But - perhaps because the running time wasn't quite long
enough to do the story justice - the other characters' journey from tourists to murderers was absurdly fast, which
banjaxed the whole story for me.

Turn Left, meanwhile, was just gibberish.

Re:Who?

Posted by battylad - 22-06-2008 11:56

Suppose it depends who you were watching it with Horse, Young BL was screaming at the tele for Donna to turn left and
was trying to get his head round the notion of what the story was trying to say - i.e for every choice you make there is
always a "What if" angle - he tried it out at bed time with "What if | don't go to sleep” !

Are we going to have some god awful twist by the way that willsee Donna become the new Doctor or something??

Re:Who?

Posted by Yoss - 22-06-2008 12:49

Maybe I'm just too easily pleased, | enjoyed that one too.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 22-06-2008 15:57

| thought that was very slight. It rolled along innocuously enough but was transparently a case of just keeping the seat
warm until things pick up again for RTD's latest effort at turning the Doctor into Jesus as a season finale.

It's a relief to know that this should be the last time we've been left twiddling our thumbs because RTD's been spreading
himself too thinly.

Oh, and the main problem with constructing an entire episode around Catherine Tate is that you're constructing an entire
episode around Catherine Tate. Not even (or perhaps especially not) the presence of Billie Piper could paper over that
particular crack. And if anything, la Piper's mouth has started to look even wierder in the last couple of years.
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Re:Who?

Posted by Taylor - 22-06-2008 16:34

Her mouth is now so weird, it's affecting her voice. What's going on?

Anyway, you can tell we're drawing to the end of the series - the usual portentous atmosphere and overblown silliness,
as well as a few genuinely good ideas, executed appallingly. Some of the dialogue in "Turn Left" was so poor it wouldn't
have made it into an episode of "Doctors", while some of that acting would have been rejected by "The Bill"*; meanwhile,
RTD made his own show look bloody ridiculous with all those campy suggestions of what would have happened without
the presence of The Doctor, undermining the credibility of what supposedly did happen. Reminded me of a cynical wag
saying "so hang on, you're telling me that if he hadn't happened to run into Catherine Tate, then..." and reeling off a
deliberately ridiculous sequence of events complete with silly-ass mock news reports, until Who fans have to shrug and
say "it's only a TV show, right?" Not sure what this was supposed to achieve.

The last thirty seconds was fantastic, though.

Re:Who?

Posted by Yoss - 22-06-2008 17:06

You fussy bastards.
Agree about Piper's mouth, she looked a bit weird. Looked much hotter in the Confidential interview afterwards though.

I'm looking forward to the final two-parter, | didn't go a bundle on teh John Simm thing last year, | reckon this'll be better.
You can't really go far wrong with Rose and Sarah Jane.

Re:Who?

Posted by Il Visionario Tecnico - 23-06-2008 01:13

Fuck me, that was the laziest drivel ever to have the Doctor Who name attached to it. | don't think there was an original
idea in there. Not to mention full of holes, because since The Doctor is dead, he wouldn't have been able to stop the
Carrionites (The Shakespeare Code), the Daleks (Daleks in Manhattan), the Family Of Blood or the Pyroviles (The Fires
of Pompeii) destroy the human race in the past anyway.

But that doesn't matter, because RTD loves highlighting his own creations over anyone elses - the example | always use
is that Rose would always ask if a new threat was Slitheen (created by RTD), rather than all the other alien presences
she faced. And she'd only ask this question in RTD episodes.

In other words, this is a clips show. And with one exception (The Sontaran Stratagem), all the clips are RTD stories,
because despite it being the thing he's worst at, RTD loves showing the world in peril. And how. And without the Doctor,
we don't just turn into self-surviving bastards. We send all forriners to concentration camps. And they don't fight it, even
thought they know what's coming, they even seem happy at the prospect, until they get on the truck to take them away.
RTD clearly has a low view of the human race. Still, it have Bernard Cribbins a chance to act everyone else off the
screen, so it wasn't all bad. Catherine Tate proved her limitations by showing that her acting range consists of how loud
she needs to shout, and how much she needs to gurn. And just to prove that while he doesn't like referring to other
writer's stories, he doesn't mind borrowing, the ending is the same as "Father's Day".

But then it had the Boom Town/Fear Her/Utopia 11th episode slot, so why did we expect any different.

In the alternative universe that is Planet Gallifrey, it's the greatest episode ever, and Catherine Tate should get an award,
because she's proved all her doubters wrong.

Still, the trailer for next week looks good. Although how they are going to link up the Doctor and Donna, Martha, Rose,
Mickey, Jackie, the Torchwood Team, Sarah Jane and her child appomplices and Harriet Jones together and bring in the
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Daleks and the Judoon, and the celebrity cameos of Richard Dawkins and and build a plot and draw a cliffhanger in 45
minutes without it looking an utter fucking mess will take some writing. Oh.

Re:Who?

Posted by Taylor - 23-06-2008 02:06

Yeah, next week's episode looks like an RTD version of that old fan fiction you used to get, where the first, second and
seventh Doctors team up with Jamie, Dodo, Leela and lan Chesterton to fight the Daleks, Yeti, Cybermen, Silurians, and
The Meddling Monk.

And you're absolutely right about Bernard Cribbins acting everyone else off the screen. Hilarious, for anyone who
remembers his previous appearance in a Doctor Who-themed product.

Re:Who?

Posted by ian.64 - 23-06-2008 08:54

Catherine Tate proved her limitations by showing that her acting range consists of how loud she needs to shout, and how
much she needs to gurn.

| found myself gritting my teeth during the lights/mirrors scene and muttering 'fucking hell' under my breath. She was at
her excruciating worst.

Re:Who?

Posted by KimCasey - 23-06-2008 09:40

Well, we all loved it in the KC household. KC Jnr was asking me to forward the Sky+ to next week at the end, which is
the sign of good Who.

One more problem to add, though - how come the TARDIS didn't translate the 'Chinese' symbols into English for Donna,
though, like it did the Latin in Pompeii? That's how sad | am.

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 23-06-2008 10:03

"It rolled along innocuously enough but was transparently a case of just keeping the seat warm until things pick up again
for RTD's latest effort at turning the Doctor into Jesus as a season finale."

It all ties together, though. You see, Baltar used to think he was a Cylon, but now he's Jesus. And if you believe the
internet, you could see an inscribed cross when the Colonials reached destroyed Earth. All of which means... the Doctor
is the final Cylon.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 23-06-2008 10:04

Perhaps Steven Moffat could write an episode (perhaps for Comic Relief) in which he takes us to an alternative past
where Russell Davies had written some better stories.

Plus, what everyone else said.

Message Board - When Saturday Comes - The Half Decent Football Magazine FireBoard Forum Component version: 1.0.2 Generated: 12 October, 2008, 23:18



Re:Who?

Posted by Yoss - 23-06-2008 11:10

On the technical points

Not to mention full of holes, because since The Doctor is dead, he wouldn't have been able to stop the Carrionites (The
Shakespeare Code), the Daleks (Daleks in Manhattan), the Family Of Blood or the Pyroviles (The Fires of Pompeii)
destroy the human race in the past anyway.

It's a parallel world, it doesn't mean that everything that would otherwise have happened in our world would still happen -
clearly some of it did, but there may have been other causal reasons why other things didn't.

One more problem to add, though - how come the TARDIS didn't translate the 'Chinese’ symbols into English for Donna,
though, like it did the Latin in Pompeii?

The Tardis doesn't change reality, it can only change Donna's perception of it. Any time she looks at something to want
to read it she mysteriously finds she can, but that doesn't mean that the structure of the universe is already altered for
her on the off-chance of her wanting to do so.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 23-06-2008 11:31

Actually, no, I'm being too harsh. I'm more in accord with Purves' view that it was slight but innocuous, than | am with the
view of anyone dismissing it as drivel. A few cosmetic changes (such as a creature that looked less like a novelty
backpack) and a less plagiaristic denouement would have helped it no end, and at least it didn't descend into the kind of
gratuitous, over-wrought climax that was the downfall of Boom Town.

My Key To Time odyssey has finally brought me to The Armageddon Factor, one of the least well regarded season
finales of the classic series (although the first four episodes have been surprisingly entertaining). | wonder how this
season's conclusion will fare, and if, with so many companions hogging the limelight, Dave will get any more screen time
than the Black Guardian.

Re:Who?

Posted by Il Visionario Tecnico - 23-06-2008 14:33

Yoss wrote:
On the technical points

Not to mention full of holes, because since The Doctor is dead, he wouldn't have been able to stop the Carrionites (The
Shakespeare Code), the Daleks (Daleks in Manhattan), the Family Of Blood or the Pyroviles (The Fires of Pompeii)
destroy the human race in the past anyway.

It's a parallel world, it doesn't mean that everything that would otherwise have happened in our world would still happen -
clearly some of it did, but there may have been other causal reasons why other things didn't.

It wasn't a parallel world - it was *this* world without the Doctor. And it just so happenned that the only things that did
happen were the present day RTD-written (with one exception) ones.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 23-06-2008 15:04

I have mired myself in the morass of geekitude that is the Outpost Gallifrey forum and aparrently, as mentioned in the
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episode, the plastic beetle was part of the 'Trickster Brigade', the Trickster being an adversary in the Sarah Jane
Adventures with extended time manipulation powers.

Consider yourself told.

What is perhaps more perplexing is that the Rattigan Academy and the ATMOS factory were presumably destroyed by
the replica Titanic, thus making it impossible for the Sontarans to carry through their invasion plans.

Re:Who?

Posted by Yoss - 23-06-2008 16:08

It was so a parallel world, the doctor even specifically said so towards the end.

Re:Who?

Posted by Il Visionario Tecnico - 24-06-2008 01:19

So how did real world Donna know how to pass on the message that parallel world Rose gave parallel world Donna?

Re:Who?

Posted by Disco Sea Shanties - 24-06-2008 11:49

See! That wasn't one of the better episodes as the whole thing was far too confusing. The casual viewer, who may not
have seen all the episodes referenced, would also have no idea what was going on.

Re:Who?

Posted by Yoss - 24-06-2008 13:50

| wondered about how and why Donna would remember anything of the episode too, IVT, but apparently she can.

| watched City of Death yesterday - one of the Douglas Adams co-written efforts from the Tom Baker days. The plot is
pretty much the same as Dirk Gently's Holistic Detective Agency. Which just interested me, slightly. Carry on.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 24-06-2008 13:57

Ever watched Shada?

Re:Who?

Posted by Yoss - 24-06-2008 15:08

No, is there any point? How much of it did they make?

Re:Who?
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Posted by King Mob - 24-06-2008 15:38

They completed the location work (in Cambridge) and one of the three studio sessions. The only reasons for watching it
would be a. if you enjoyed the rest of season 17 (but don't expect it to be anywhere near as good as City Of Death) and
b. if you're interested in Doctor Who stories that had their plot lifted by Douglas Adams for Dirk Gently's Holistic Detective
Agency (which you clearly are).

Oh, and against immense competition, it features for my money the campest villain ever to feature in the classic series.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 24-06-2008 15:39

coughcoughcoughHarrisonChasecoughcough

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 24-06-2008 16:19

Well, if Harrison Chase had also minced flambouyantly around Cambridge in a silver cape and fedora, he might have
stolen it.

Re:Who?

Posted by Yoss - 24-06-2008 16:20

Okay, | might have a gander at some point.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 25-06-2008 11:15

Harrison Chase was far too busy playing in his green cathedral to mess about with Beginner's Camp Villain stuff like
capes.

Re:Who?

Posted by Juallaterpe - 27-06-2008 00:05

Just seen this. | disliked it less than most of you, and | thought it had some genuinely chilling bits. The main negative, for
my money, was a mounting sense of dread about what the bugger intends to follow this with.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 27-06-2008 09:34

Call me naive, bit | have just the tiniest inkling that RTD's climactic gush might not be too unpalatable. The one thing he
has managed to do with some consistency (and | say this as someone who thinks that the problems with Last Of The
Time Lords lay with the story's production, rather than the plot and narrative) is pull off decent series finales, and | reckon
this one might' like the German national football team, pull out the stops at the crucial moment.
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Re:Who?

Posted by Rogin the Armchair Fan - 28-06-2008 19:18

Ooh, bring it on!

I've not even got the girls this weekend but I'm as excited by this as a kitten presented with a box with two table tennis
balls inside it.

Re:Who?

Posted by Rogin the Armchair Fan - 28-06-2008 19:23

"Exterminate!"

Re:Who?

Posted by Jorge Porbillas - 28-06-2008 20:03

wowee - it was hit in our house with Master Porbillas, Little Miss Porbillas and even grandma Porbillas glued to the telly.

Re:Who?

Posted by axel - 28-06-2008 20:05

Are we having a sweepstake on who the new doctor will be?

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 28-06-2008 21:02

That was a really awful first fifteen minutes. Horrible, shouty, macho, info-dumping fanwank.
Then it became pretty good, largely thanks to an excellent performance by the bloke playing Davros.

And then they chuck in a hand grenade with a fantastic cliffhanger.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 28-06-2008 23:33

| really enjoyed the first half hour or so. All over the place, but in a good way. It was only when the Harriet Jones
sequence kicked in that it lost momentum - a pretty clumsy way of uniting the various strands. After that, it was back on
the rollercoaster. Agreed, Julian Bleach's performance was of the very highest calibre and, coupled with an equally
extraordinary prosthetic job, killed off any fears of a Molloy-esque travesty. It would be criminal if he doesn't get at least
half an hour of screen time next week, especially if it's at the expense of overwrought emotinal histrionics between the
Doctor and his perishing companions.

And the cliffhanger... what a cliffhanger. What a cliffhanger. At least, it would be, if the ghost of the great Russell Davies
Reset Switch wasn't hanging heavily over it. Would he? | don't know... for the reset to happen the regeneration has to be
completed and someone has to emerge from the fireworks. Could that really be it for David Tennant? Could even the
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official BBC press releases mentioning his participation in the Christmas and 2009 specials be part of an almighty ruse?

For my money, and let's speculate here, the regeneration will be suspended a split-second before it becomes irrevocable
and the fate of Doctor ten will be saved. But let's see.

Re:Who?

Posted by Yoss - 28-06-2008 23:57

They'll wangle out of it, there's no way they'd have been able to keep a mid-season change of doctor under wraps.
Tennant has already been filming the Christmas special.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 29-06-2008 00:06

Without giving too much away, like.

Re:Who?

Posted by Il Visionario Tecnico - 29-06-2008 11:42

They would only be able to keep a mid-season change of doctor under wraps if he regenerated towards the end of the
season, and all his subsequent scenes were on set, rather than on location.

But this is RTD, who could easily have kept the last change underwraps, but decided to announce it after the first
Ecclestone episode, which deflated, rather than excited.

Re:Who?

Posted by Il Visionario Tecnico - 29-06-2008 11:54

Purves Grundy posted 08-04-2008 14:36
Still no mention of the fact that Richard Dawkins will be making a cameo appearance as himself later this series?
Il Visionario Tecnico posted 10-04-2008 17:44

It'll be like all the other cameos. It'll be in the last two episodes, and he'll be on the news talking about whatever invasion
it is this time, and then again after the Doctor presses the reset button that saves the world.

King Mob posted 10-04-2008 22:24
I'm not so sure, this time. | reckon he might be more integral to the plot.

King Mob, what were you thinking? Almost as integral as Paul O'Grady's dog.

Re:Who?

Posted by Il Visionario Tecnico - 29-06-2008 12:05

And I'm going to call at least three reset switches, Donna not dying and The Doctor and Rose disappearing off into the
sunset.
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Re:Who?

Posted by battylad - 29-06-2008 12:45

A hit with us too, young BL was the most scared seeing Davros that | can recall him being for a while - Still think there will
be a twist, can't see anyway there will be a new doctor, but | kinda hope that there is - managed to avoid the frustrating
bit at the end that always shows next weeks show, so will have a week of wondering...

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 29-06-2008 13:23

King Mob, what were you thinking? Almost as integral as Paul O'Grady's dog

Know what? Not bothered. Dawkins' serious analysis of events, followed by O'Grady's inane witticism and lanto's
laughter, provided a fine comic moment.

RTD, who could easily have kept the last change underwraps, but decided to announce it after the first Ecclestone
episode

Now you know | and know that the circumstances of Ecclestone's departure were considerably more convoluted than
that.

Re:Who?

Posted by ian.64 - 29-06-2008 13:35

| had some reservations as it continued. It seemed to go full-blown comic strip along the way. Well, it is comic strip in
essence but | feared it would disappear up its own arse with its wide-eyed wow factor, but it became hugely-enjoyable,
pacey stuff. | could have potentially gritted my teeth as it incorporated the other various Who spin-off characters, but,
happily, the effect was brisk, painless and likeable. And yes, it was a ball-buster of an ending.

| bet he doesn't regenerate into someone else next week and remains Tennanty. A peek at the capsule story summary of
next week's episode in today's 10S telly supplement doesn't mention any regeneration.

Re:Who?

Posted by Il Visionario Tecnico - 29-06-2008 16:18

Taylor wrote:

Yeah, next week's episode looks like an RTD version of that old fan fiction you used to get, where the first, second and
seventh Doctors team up with Jamie, Dodo, Leela and lan Chesterton to fight the Daleks, Yeti, Cybermen, Silurians, and
The Meddling Monk.

Just found out that they recorded voice parts for the Slitheen during the Shadow Proclamation part, but they had to cut
them dur to time constraints. (Not that the Judoon played an important part either). And (apparently), we've still got
Mickey and Jackie (at least) to come next week.

Which will give us five Smiths (The Doctor/John, Sarah Jane, Mickey, Luke and Mr) and at least four Jones (Martha,
lanto, Harriet and Francine), depending on how many more of Martha's family turn up.

King Mob wrote:
Know what? Not bothered. Dawkins' serious analysis of events, followed by O'Grady's inane witticism and lanto's
laughter, provided a fine comic moment.

To be fair, that was one of a few great one-liners.
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Battylad wrote:
managed to avoid the frustrating bit at the end that always shows next weeks show

There wasn't one - not even at the end of the credits.

Re:Who?

Posted by Juallaterpe - 30-06-2008 09:31

Well, RTD obviously intends to go out with a bang. | loved bits of that: I'm a sucker for the Doctor/Rose story, for a start,
and the cliffhanger was indeed a corker, and I'm intrigued about what Donna's fate is, and it was great to see old Davva
again. But news from around the world again, and the use of a monument as a transmitter, and the "Yes ma'am" salutes,
and "Ladies and Gennulmen, we are at war". Hmm. Flawed.

The kids loved it all, I'm bound to say.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 30-06-2008 21:59

from outpost gallifrey:

Episode Twelve of Series Four, The Stolen Earth has received a record breaking Audience Appreciation figure of 91.
This is not only the highest score the programme has ever received, but is one of the highest figures ever achieved for a
mainstream television programme.

Sunday's football was the most watched programme of the week making Saturday's Doctor Who the 8th in the list. This
position may rise when corrected figures, including numbers for those recording the programme, are released by BARB
in 9 days' time.

Whatever way you slice it, that is astonishing.

Re:Who?

Posted by Jimski - 30-06-2008 22:46

Didn't think much of it overall - the Daleks again; a modern-day earth invasion again; far too many characters and events
packed in, meaning little time for any actual atmosphere to build up; all just felt rushed and like we'd seen much of it
before. Positives: proper return of Rose, good ending.

| tend to like the more atmospheric and/or claustrophobic storylines though.

Re:Who?

Posted by ian.64 - 01-07-2008 08:45

Here's a chin-rubber.
From imdb:

Carlyle To Replace Dr. Who Tennant?
30 June 2008 6:30 PM, PDT

Trainspotting star Robert Carlyle is in talks to take over from David Tennant as TV time traveller Dr. Who.

Tennant is rumoured to be leaving the cult BBC TV show at the end of the current series in 2009 and speculation about
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his replacement is pointing to fellow Scot Carlyle.

Although Tennant has refused to confirm whether he will be quitting his role as the Time Lord, tough guy Carlyle hasn't
ruled out stepping into his place.

He says, "Would | do it? Possibly."

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 01-07-2008 09:13

From rofi:

Carlisle To Replace Dr. Who Tennant?
30 June 2008 6:30 PM, PDT

Northern city Carlisle is in talks to take over from David Tennant as TV time traveller Dr. Who.

Tennant is rumoured to be leaving the cult BBC TV show at the end of the current series in 2009 and speculation about
his replacement is pointing to Cumbrian shithole Carlisle.

Although Tennant has refused to confirm whether he will be quitting his role as the Time Lord, tough town Carlisle hasn't
ruled out stepping into his place.

It said, "Would | do it? Possibly."

Re:Who?

Posted by Disco Sea Shanties - 01-07-2008 10:51

| think I'm going to have to agree with Jimski here. Must the Daleks appear in every series? They were used more
sparingly in the old Dr Who. Peter Davison's Doctor only encountered them once.

I may have said this before but | think David Morrisey would make a good Doctor.

Re:Who?

Posted by hobbes - 01-07-2008 11:03

Surely the way out of this whole regeneration gig will be the fact that they're off-kilter by a second (which is where the
planets were hidden.)

Re:Who?

Posted by hobbes - 01-07-2008 11:07

Oh and Carlyle playing the Doctor in a begbie-fashion would be fan-fucking-tastic.

"Ye think yer all that ye radge darlek tin cunt. Ye look like a ballock in a skirt, ya one-eyed poof!"

Re:Who?

Posted by Juallaterpe - 01-07-2008 11:10
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Also, your Shadow Proclamation woman said to Donna that she had something on her back. If that's still the case, it
suggests that we may still be in some kind of alternative giant-cockroach-related reality.

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 01-07-2008 11:14

That lassie got exterminated, and no Dalek leaves here till we find out what Dalek did it.

Re:Who?

Posted by KimCasey - 01-07-2008 11:28

Juallaterpe wrote:
Also, your Shadow Proclamation woman said to Donna that she had something on her back. If that's still the case, it
suggests that we may still be in some kind of alternative giant-cockroach-related reality.

| think she said that Donna had HAD something on her back, not that she still did. I'm voting for a big RTD Reset switch
scenario, though.

Re:Who?

Posted by Wyatt Earp - 01-07-2008 11:29

Ginger Yellow wrote:
That lassie got exterminated, and no Dalek leaves here till we find out what Dalek did it.

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 01-07-2008 13:43

Oh, what KC said. She seemed to me to be talking about the past. Given that she (too!) knew about Donna's
demise/"loss", she could probably see all of time in an instant or something like that.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 01-07-2008 15:20

It'll only be there fleetingly, but Lawrence Miles latest blog is better than some of his recent entries. The minute 6
observation in particular is bang on the money.

http://beasthouse-Im2.blogspot.com/

Re:Who?

Posted by The Horse - 01-07-2008 15:23

Why are his blog posts only published temporarily? Is it a publicity stunt to try to make them look subversive and exciting?
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Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 01-07-2008 15:45

Yes. He's a bit mental.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 01-07-2008 16:09

He has by and largely given up even trying to be either complimentary or constructive, hasn't he, in favour of wielding the
hatchet (albeit often very incisively).

| haven't trawled through the entirety of this one yet - or last week's, which | took, for the first time, the step of
downloading.

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 01-07-2008 16:55

"Fisting the pterodactyl" needs to become the new "jumping the shark".

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 01-07-2008 16:59

Talking about political alusions in Who last week, he made mention of the 'Soviet Zarbi' and | was incredibly tempted to
change my usernames across the net to SovietZarbi.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 01-07-2008 17:05

Steven Moffat is going to have a hard time following up these emotional crescendos, isn't he. Assuming he wants to, of
course - but what option has he got? As the viewing figures and Al ratings posted by Purves above demonstrate, the
public absolutely laps them up, as they have done the emo-peaks throughout the new series. The big question is - can
Moffat afford to leave all that behind?

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 01-07-2008 17:09

I've got a horrible feeling Miles is more or less right about the regeneration. My first guess was that RTD would be so lazy
as just to have him regenerate as Tennant with some crappy handwaving explanation. But this would tie up the whole
who-gives-a-fuck-about-Donna-dying subplot in an archetypally annoying RTD way, so it will probably happen.

Re:Who?

Posted by Wyatt Earp - 01-07-2008 17:10
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The sad part is that on this evidence, 's not actually very good at "big": he hasn't had a new idea for an epic spectacular
since 2006, but he is still capable of turning in solid, well-characterised "little" scripts.

Word.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 01-07-2008 17:22

And | refuse to believe that he'd allow 'I'm regenerating!' to be the Tennant-Doctor's final words. No, you'd only set things
up this way if you were faking it.

That strikes me as a pretty shrewd observation.

Re:Who?

Posted by Wyatt Earp - 01-07-2008 17:26

Yes, me too.

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 01-07-2008 17:29

Indeed. Tennant's last words are clearly going to be: "Father, forgive them, for they know not what they do."

Re:Who?

Posted by Wyatt Earp - 01-07-2008 17:31

Also, there are good dramatic reasons why regeneration--real regeneration--tends to happen at the end of a series, and
not at the end of the penultimate episode.

| just really, really hope it's not all resolved, again, by buggering about with time so that, hey presto and Bob's your uncle,
it never really happened, and isn't the Doctor a bit like Jesus?

That guy is way too harsh on Moffat.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 01-07-2008 17:33

He's got personal issues with Moffat. There was a lengthy piece about their relationship after Forest of the Dead and it
made rather uncomfortable reading.

Re:Who?

Posted by The Horse - 01-07-2008 17:57

I'm still not sure why this guy is given house room. He makes some good observations, but given the mind-numbing
length of the pieces, he's just a bitter stopped clock.
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Is he anything other than a very loquacious punter?

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 01-07-2008 19:20

He's a bloke who wrote a couple of apparently audacious Doctor Who books back in the 90s when there was no
prospect of the series ever coming back and that was the only medium they survived in (others who did the same include
RTD, Mark Gatiss, Paul Cornell and Steven Moffat (sort of) ).

Since then he's also co-written some quite entertaining reference books. Full of long essays.

Now he's just something of a bitter failure resentful of the fact he never got asked to write for the new series. Then he got
involved in a huge and very messy row about Mark Gatiss's story The Unquiet Dead. He said it was a crypto-racist anti-
immigration fable. Other people thought he was being silly. He became the official enfant terrible of Doctor Who fandom.
Like Simon Lydiard and Gary Levy before him.

Re:Who?

Posted by The Horse - 01-07-2008 19:53

Don't get me started on Simon Lydiard.

Re:Who?

Posted by King Mob - 01-07-2008 20:25

The other problem with Resetting this regeneration is that it will completely and irrevocably destroy the credibility of future
instances. Because the next time it happens and there is a change of lead actor, people will just say "Well, why didn't
he..."

Re:Who?

Posted by battylad - 01-07-2008 22:13

| have to say that was one of the most "Brilliant” things | have read in a wee while - thanks for putting that up!

Re:Who?

Posted by Yoss - 02-07-2008 12:43

As otehrs have said, there are some shrewd and sometimes funny observations, but nothing to make me think the man
is anything other than just a bit of a cunt with an axe to grind.

Anyway, further to earlier discussion, | watched the webcast of Shada on the bbc site (the audio version recorded with
McGann and Ward). Excellent script | thought, could have been great.

Re:Who?

Posted by Lucy Waterman - 02-07-2008 13:52

A couple of weeks ago, that Miles bloke posted up a script he'd written in a couple of days as proof that he could write

Message Board - When Saturday Comes - The Half Decent Football Magazine FireBoard Forum Component version: 1.0.2 Generated: 12 October, 2008, 23:18



better than Steven Moffat.
| only got through the first couple of pages, so | don't know whether it approached adequacy after that.

He comes across as a 21st century lan Levine.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 02-07-2008 21:51

Be fair to the bloke. That script may have been a bit short of thrills & spills, but it was hardly Doctor In Distress.

Re:Who?

Posted by Lucy Waterman - 03-07-2008 01:03

Lawrence Miles could never write anything as beautiful as "boop boop boop boop boop boop boop boop boop boop K9".

Re:Who?

Posted by Yoss - 03-07-2008 21:26

The Daily Telegraph's list of the ten best Dr Who stories:

10. Blink

9. The Massacre of St Bartholomew's Eve
. Inferno

. Human Nature / Family of Blood

. The Curse of Fenric

. The City of Death

. The Empty Child / The Doctor Dances

. Genesis of the Daleks

. The Caves of Androzani

. The Talons of Weng-Chiang

PNWSAOOITO N

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 03-07-2008 21:35

Nothing too controversial in teh top five. Curse of Fenric is waaay too high. It's barely the 6th best McCoy story.

I'd probably drop Inferno, too. Peter Purves sounds brilliant in the soundtrack of The Massacre so I'll give them the
benefit of the doubt on that one, even though they only including it because Paul Cornell says so.

Power of the Daleks and Kinda at 9 and 10 for me with Blink, Massacre & Human Nature shuffled up to make space.

Of course, this will all change tomorrow when | remember about Seeds of Doom, Happiness Patrol, Love & Monsters,
The Aztecs.

But, then, what do | know? | think The Mutants is pretty good.

Re:Who?

Posted by Yoss - 03-07-2008 21:41
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| haven't seen nearly enough to form an opinion, though | have been watching a few of the old ones lately. I'll make
Talons of Weng-Chiang next.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 03-07-2008 21:42

Did we ever do a 'worst ten'?

10th worst - Silver Nemesis
9 - The Runaway Bride

8 - Fear Her

7 - Delta & The Bannermen
6 - The Space Museum

5 - Underworld

4 - Battlefield

3 - Time Flight

2 - Timelash

and the absolute pits, completing a grand slam for stories beginning with "Time":
1-Time & The Rani

Of course.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 03-07-2008 21:45

Be warned that The Horse thought Talons of Weng Chiang was a sack of shit. It's probably best watched once you've
already got old-style Doctor Who well and truly under your skin, as it is pretty much a distillation of everything that made
old Who what it was. If you already love old Who then Talons will make you weep with joy. If you're equivocal you may
well be bored or dismissive or both.

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe - 04-07-2008 00:19

Worst Ten? Great idea:

10 The Masque of Mandragora - | know most people like it, but it just bored me.

9 Timelash - Not as bad as everyone says, but still shit.

8 The Invasion Of Time - Two poor stories wedged together to make a six parter.

7 Time & The Rani - No redeemable good guys, no convincing bad guys.

6 The Shakespeare Code - Shakespeare as Liam Gallagher elevating JK Rowling to genius level.

5 Delta & The Bannermen - A dire story that must have been reduced from four episodes, by removing random scenes.
4 The Movie - Let's completely reinvent the character, make some shit up, and less entertaining than lan Levene's online
pedantry about the name on the DVD release (and that was as entertaining as it sounds).

3 The Twin Dilemma - see Time and The Rani, but with less plot.

2 Fear Her - The only time I've ever thought "Is this shit still on, how long's left" after less than quarter of an hour.

1 Underworld - Having not seen any Doctor Who for 3-4 years, this was the one that happenned to be the first one | saw
on UK Gold. "I can't believe | used to like that shit". It put me off until the TV Movie another 3-4 years later.

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe - 04-07-2008 00:29
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As for Lawrence Miles, he can be a very good critic, makes some excellent observations (although he always does this
on our behalf), but is clearly bitter, but allows his personal feelings overwhelm him (and whether we agree or not, he
comes back the following week and tells us that as "we decided last week..."). Which is why instead of making the leap
from author to New Who scriptwriter like his contemporaries, he's now writing a weekly blog.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 04-07-2008 09:38

Somehow | managed to forget Mindwarp which is one of the only stories ever where every single element displays
stunning incompetence, from the initial concept, to every aspect of the execution. Nobody involved in that story should
have ever been allowed anywhere near a TV studio again. God, it even had the "what is this thing you call love?" line.

The thought that it was put together by people supposedly fighting for their jobs leaves one speechless.

Re:Who?

Posted by The Horse - 04-07-2008 10:19

The hot news for vintage Who fans is that | watched City of Death and enjoyed it far more than Talons. It was shorter,
which helped a lot; the big overall concept was much more interesting, there weren't any scenes that required running
but featured wobbly walking instead, and it wasn't racist.

Re:Who?

Posted by statto99 - 04-07-2008 10:26

Has anybody anywhere actually said how the Daleks are moving all these planets?

Re:Who?

Posted by Wyatt Earp - 04-07-2008 10:30

Sarah Jane's boy said something polysyllabic and techy on the subject.

Re:Who?

Posted by statto99 - 04-07-2008 10:40

| see. Can anybody summarise it?

Over on DigitalSpy one of the most popular Dr Who threads is currently "Unnatural fear of the reset button".

One of my favourite suggestions so far as to what might happen is that we might somehow end up with two David
Tennants, though the second one would be all human. I've been wondering since last Saturday if there was any

significance to, apparently, only one half of David Tennant being lit up by the Dalek.

| suspect, though, that the actual resolution of everything will be far more prosaic and reset-button oriented than most of
informed speculation. RTD has form in this regard, as has been pointed out.

Some other interesting posers:

Message Board - When Saturday Comes - The Half Decent Football Magazine FireBoard Forum Component version: 1.0.2 Generated: 12 October, 2008, 23:18



Who is the Threefold Man that Caan is on about? It's not necessarily the Dr.

Caan also talks about the most faithful companion having a bad time of it, but doesn't specify whose companion he
means.

What was the significance of the slowmo heartbeats over Donna's contemplation in the Shadow Proclamation?

Why is there a Postlt note of a fob watch on the monitor in the Tardis?

Re:Who?

Posted by Yoss - 04-07-2008 11:00

| don't really understand why Caan would be considered to have any kind of insider knowlegde on what's going to
happen, particularly as the Daleks think they're about to destroy creation anyway.

| don't know what's going on with Donna.

Then there's also that thing Martha has, the Haagen-Daas key or whatever it was called.

Re:Who?

Posted by statto99 - 04-07-2008 11:08

Indeed, never put an Osterhagen key or a deranged Dalek on the wall in Act 1 unless you intend them to be used by Act
4.

I'm trying to imagine tomorrow's episode having lines like:
"Phew! Thank goodness we didn't need to use the Osterhagen Key. Let's put it back safely now and forget about it."

"l, the Superb Dalek, warned you, Davros, that Caan just spouts a load of meaningless drivel that never comes to
anything!"

Re:Who?

Posted by Yoss - 04-07-2008 12:28

Over on 40percent we coined a term for it, a "Rowling's mirror"; it's the opposite of Checkhov's gun, and | think was
based on some magic mirror that was given to Harry Potter in one of the books that you thought was going to play some
crucial part in the story, but was barely mentioned again.

Re:Who?

Posted by battylad - 05-07-2008 13:45

Total Spoiler aleart for tonight -

Young BL is nearly 7 and he has told me that he worked out what is going to happnen tonight - his Daughter is going to
save him. Simple as that - he doesn't know how, but says she will do this - watch this space!

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe - 05-07-2008 19:32
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Re:Who?

Posted by Taylor - 05-07-2008 19:52

Farcical, garbled gibberish, but a hundred times better than last year's end-of-season craptacular.

Re:Who?

Posted by VTTBoscombe - 05-07-2008 19:59

Bollocks - truly awful shite - made "Last of The Time Lords" look like "Blink."
Although German Daleks were amusing.

| was close to vomiting in this - at least Donna has gone now.

Re:Who?

Posted by Taylor - 05-07-2008 20:09

Nah, | maintain last year was worse. OK, there was nothing in "Last Of The Time Lords" quite so preposterous as the
Tardis physically towing the Earth across millions of light years and everyone being home for tea (although the crockery
rattled on their sideboards), but did it have Daleks speaking German? Well, did it?

Actually, maybe this one was even worse. I've sort of stopped caring, really. Or rather, put caring on hold for two years.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 05-07-2008 20:14

Back in the days of the original series you'd usually have to grit your teeth and soldier on through episode three of most
stories. Nowadays it's episode 13 that is the ordeal.

If that script had been posted on a fan-fiction site even the author's friends would probably try to avoid meeting him for a
week or two.

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe - 05-07-2008 20:20

"Last Of The Timelords" didn't have Bernard Cribbins in it, either.

The reset button wasn't quite as obvious, but otherwise what Taylor said, although given that | posted this prediction on
40% last week, I'd like to add the word 'predictable':

Okay, here we go.
He doesn't regenerate, but the effect causes the bubbling hand to generate into a second David Tennant, because he's

regenerated close to the second hand. It won't exactly make any sense or even have any real meaning, but the
cliffhanger was great, so it doesn't matter if the resolution is a bit shonky.
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The only way that they can stop the Daleks is to actually stop the gibbering Dalek rescuing Davros in the first place.
Which is what that key thing the UNIT bloke gave Martha - enables them to open the timelock that is sealed over the
Time War. But they know that whoever uses it will end up mentally the same as Dalek Caan - Donna. Because she stops
it happenning the Daleks can't invade, but because this is an RTD script, it can't end there, because the Daleks don't
have the power to move planets, but the RTD created Judoon do*. The reason they did this will be plucked out of RTD's
arse out of nowhere.

The Doctor then has an emotional farewell with his other self and Rose on Bad Wolf Bay, and leaves alone, because if
you're going to write an episode like the most hackeneyed and cliched fanfic**, then you've got to give it the right ending.
Only for something to happen at the end to set up the Christmas episode.

*pecause RTD loves referencing his own creations - think how shit the Slitheen were, and how often they're referenced in
his stories (compared to say, the Matt Jones created Ood), and how all of the fictional stolen planets bar two were
created by RTD. The Slitheen were even mentioned on Saturday, and RTD did get some audio recorded, but this was
cut due to time.

**why else bring back *deep breath* Sarah Jane, her son, her machine, Captain Jack, Gwen, lanto, Martha, Martha's
mom, Rose, Harriet Jones, and Mickey and Jackie who are bound to appear with big blasters to save the Torchwood two
and Sarah Jane - note all but one character was created by RTD, and Sarah Jane was needed for a lucrative spin off. I'm
expected the scattered glowy bits of Kylie Minogue to make an entrance.

And just to add to the RTD ego-trip, the bit where they showed people who had died in the Doctor's name, 13 of the 17
characters were created by RTD.

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe - 05-07-2008 20:30

Still, on the bright side, from a BBC Q&A with RTD:Now that you have handed control to Steven Moffat, do you intend to
leave him to it, or will you write the occasional episode in the future?

| think Steven's more than his own man. He doesn't need me at all.
| won't write for it in the future. I'm done with it.
It's time to move on and I'd hate to be just a ghost haunting the corridors that | used to walk.

And who needs me? Because Steve's brilliant and they've got a thousand million plans. I'll just be old news and it's about
time.Get the fuck in.

Re:Who?

Posted by Taylor - 05-07-2008 20:35

And just to add to the RTD ego-trip, the bit where they showed people who had died in the Doctor's name, 13 of the 17
characters were created by RTD

Thirteen out of every seventeen episodes have been written by RTD though, to be fair. And some of the ones that
weren't were even worse than those that were.

Re:Who?

Posted by Ginger Yellow - 05-07-2008 20:43

Well, it was better than last year, but not by much. At least they got most of the OFFS bits out of the way early - if they'd
been at the end, it might have been worse than last year.
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Re:Who?

Posted by Yoss - 05-07-2008 21:01

statto99 wrote:

Indeed, never put an Osterhagen key or a deranged Dalek on the wall in Act 1 unless you intend them to be used by Act
4.

I'm trying to imagine tomorrow's episode having lines like:

"Phew! Thank goodness we didn't need to use the Osterhagen Key. Let's put it back safely now and forget about it."

"l, the Superb Dalek, warned you, Davros, that Caan just spouts a load of meaningless drivel that never comes to
anything!"

haha, there you go you see? The key never got used and none of the companions died.

Rowling 2 Chekhov 0

Re:Who?

Posted by Rogin the Armchair Fan - 05-07-2008 21:01

Ooh, I think far too many people are being far too harsh about tonight. | was in pieces when Rose was back on the beach
at Bad Wolf Bay, with her "human" Doctor, who could lean across and say "l love you", which the real Doctor knew he
could never do. Very Highlander.

The "real" Doctor then having to do a "Men In Black" on Donna, as well, at the end - to save her (and himself) from
becoming another Rose - was incredibly poignant.

And my daughters loved the Christmas Special teaser. The Cybermen are BACK!

Re:Who?

Posted by Caliban - 05-07-2008 21:12

| thought it was alright apart from the towing-the-earth bit and the holding-hands-round-the-TARDIS bit. And | quite liked
Donna too. She's far better than drippy Martha.

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe - 05-07-2008 21:14

Yeah, the Cybermen are back. | love the Cybermen. Always thought they were better than the Daleks. They killed Adric.
Taylor wrote:

And just to add to the RTD ego-trip, the bit where they showed people who had died in the Doctor's name, 13 of the 17
characters were created by RTD

Thirteen out of every seventeen episodes have been written by RTD though, to be fair. And some of the ones that
weren't were even worse than those that were.

He's written less than half of the episodes (26 out of 55). He just loves referencing his own stuff.

Re:Who?

Message Board - When Saturday Comes - The Half Decent Football Magazine FireBoard Forum Component version: 1.0.2 Generated: 12 October, 2008, 23:18



Posted by The Horse - 05-07-2008 21:16

The Cybermen are BACK! Then after that, maybe the Daleks will be BACK! Then later, the Daleks and the Cybermen are
BACK togeth- oh hang on, we've done that.

| agree with Taylor. Silly nonsense, but more stylish and no flying Jesus. But Christ, I'm glad that's over. Come on Steve.

Re:Who?

Posted by Rogin the Armchair Fan - 05-07-2008 21:23

Horse, | see your point, but one of the things | love about Dr Who compared to its main rival Star Trek is that the proper
baddies are able to keep coming back, and back, and back, and they haven't resorted to simply expanding the
"Doctorverse" so that new baddies keep getting introduced every series who are to all intents and purposes the same as
the ones from the last series, only with different make-up (Klingons, Romulans, Cardassians, Borg, god knows what they
were in some of the spin-off series...).

The scene tonight where Davros and Sarah-Jane recognised each other (well, she'd hardly fail to recognise him, |
suppose) | thought was quite clever. It gave me Jon Pertwee goosebumps.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 05-07-2008 21:29

Why would it give you goothebumpth?

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 05-07-2008 21:32

Oh, and excellent news about Dervla Kirwan appearing in the forthcoming Xmas special. Quite apart from being as hot
as a stoker's shovel, she's one of my ex-customers. | had to sort out the plumbing in her flat in Chelsea.

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe - 05-07-2008 21:34

That's the most wishful euphemism ever posted on OTF, isn't it?"

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe - 05-07-2008 21:37

Oh, and a PM for your good self, PG.

Re:Who?

Posted by Rogin the Armchair Fan - 05-07-2008 21:42

PG, you really should just amend that anecdote to "l once had to sort out her plumbing", and leave it at that.

Message Board - When Saturday Comes - The Half Decent Football Magazine FireBoard Forum Component version: 1.0.2 Generated: 12 October, 2008, 23:18



Re:Who?

Posted by Caliban - 05-07-2008 21:47

Or "l once had to clean her pipes".

Re:Who?

Posted by Rogin the Armchair Fan - 05-07-2008 21:50

"l once had my hand right up her S-bend"?

No, best to stop now.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 05-07-2008 21:55

Yeah, y'see it was precisely to try and forestall that sort of sniggering and smutmongering that | related it in such a
deadpan fashion. In fact | actually had to give her boiler a proper going-over, but announcing that (a) just invites crude
raillery and (b) leaves me with a paralysing sense of yearning for what might have been. Nobody wins.

Replied, Phoebs.

Re:Who?

Posted by Phoebe - 05-07-2008 22:18

Cheers.

And you make that sound like crude raillery is wrong.

Re:Who?

Posted by Purves Grundy - 05-07-2008 22:22
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Re:Who?

Posted by Yoss - 05-07-2008 22:45

Anyway, there were things | didn't like about it but | thought it was much better than last year's.

Re:Who?

Posted by hissing fauna - 05-07-2008 23:31

| thought the Davros(rocking the Oedipus look rather well)/Doctor conversation was a great primer for kids in ethical
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