Research Essay
Is all film fiction?

I think this question creates quite a big scope for answers, I find it difficult to pin point an exact yes or no answer because I think there is a lot of different factors of whether this is true. The easy option would just to be to say no it isn’t but here is why I am on the fence…
Bill Nichols wrote a book called “Introduction to Documentary” and covers a lot of different topics. The main topic that stood out to me is “What Gives Documentary Films a Voice of Their Own?”, I think this stands out a lot because I think question is all film fiction is based around the voice of the film. 
A main quote form the book which stands out is “What we see is not a reproduction of the world but a specific form of representation with a specific perspective.” I think this stands out so much because it says the perspective of the film is the perspective of who made it, although the documenter is trying to be as un-biased as possible they do at the end of the day have an opinion. Whatever they say makes the cut, makes the cut, which means they select certain clips they like and therefore are showing the audience what they think. In the same way if I create a film about a topic and someone else does the same, the videos will not be similar because each mind thinks different and we would each have different opinions about the topic. 
A documentary that backs my point is ‘Titicut Follies,’ a documentary directed by Frederick Wiseman which opens our eyes to conditions at a Massachusetts hospital for the criminally insane. The poster for this movie shows the quote, “Don't turn your back on this film... if you value your mind or your life.” Which suggests that it is trying to assure the audience that the documentary is completely real and it will be a shock, it also says that if the person values there mind they should watch it because the mind is something that we should be grateful we have, because the people in the film are mentally insane. The film is trying to open our eyes and the quote does a good job of implying this too. However, as you can imagine that when a camera is suddenly around it can mean that people act differently which could mean that in this documentary that the people in it may have acted slightly differently, the punishments could have been worse or the staff could have been acting nicer, which isn’t a nice thought after watching the film but it may be true. In the quote, they also mention valuing life, this is in reference to the man dying at the end, and adds to the effect they are trying to present the film a real as possible.
Avatar released in 2009 shows the story where a paraplegic marine is dispatched to the moon Pandora. The film is based in the future and the Avatars still have a lot of human characteristics, this backs the other side of this argument but to me it says that because they don’t know what the future holds because no one does.
In conclusion, I believe that all film is fiction because through the art of editing, a camera crew and personal preference what is shown is changed or morphed in some way shape or form and this means that a film never really shows all perspectives of anything, it only covers what the documenter decides makes the cut which is more than likely to be slightly biased to their opinion.
Different Types of Documentary

Documentaries come in many different types, called documentary mode, this was created by Bill Nochols, a documenter, that sorts the documentary’s in to different categories. They are sorted through different film codes and conventions. 
Unlike most films the first type runs in a non-chronological order, evoking the emotions of the audience through the use of different shots and music. This type is called Poetic mode. An example of this would-be Samsara 2011 which combines the natural world of nature with humanity and shows different ways in which humans are changing the surroundings.
Somewhat similar to poetic mode is expository mode the only difference with this one is that it is usually narrated and has a specific point of view for the viewers. The voice guides the thoughts of the audience to his/her side of the story. All shots that make the cut are therefore matching the voice which creates a depended effect for the audience.
With the next documentary mode, I struggle to see if this is actually allowed to be a mode, Observational Documentary, this is because the idea of this mode is that the filmmaker leaves the camera on and lets the world continue but as discussed above I said that if the camera is there people will act differently so that then poses the further question of Are Observational Documentaries true.
My favourite mode of documentary is Participatory mode, this is where people are invited to participate in the documentary this may consist of interviews r screenplays along with the filmmaker appearing in the video also. I like this because I feel like a documentary in this style flows so much better as there is constant direction.
This documentary mode is different too, Reflexive documentary, this is where its about the relationship between the documenter and the viewers rather than the documenter and the subject, this means that the documenter puts across their opinion a lot more clearly. 
Finally, there is performative documentary which emphasises truth based on the documenter personal opinion, this means that because all the audience see is shots that match what the documenters opinion is that the viewers are likely to adopt the documenters personal opinion and follow with that. 
Between all these documentary modes there are always underlaying things that stay the same with all of them for example as talked about above the camera being there, and of course the documenter will always pick the shots which will mean there is always personal opinion added. Some documentaries may include elements of each of these factors like Louis Theroux often does, he normally creates participatory but because he emphasises his point of view they can become reflexive mode documentaries, a lot of this is also up to personal opinion. If a documenter didn’t enforce their opinion it would sort of make the documentary pointless, the idea is for them to find the true facts then base their opinion on the true facts, but there original opinion will still reflect throughout the documentary.
Evolution of Documentary
When looking at the history of film and documentaries the first discoveries dated back to the Pre-1900s. Back then editing programs weren’t around and neither were digital cameras, so, they used to make “Actuality Films” which were single shot films captured on to film. An example of this includes “Factory Workers Leaving Work” which shows exactly that but because this was one of the first cameras and was huge, no one knew what it was and people just look at it and are wondering what it is. One of their most famous films was called “Un Train Arrivee (1895),” this shows simply a train platform filled with passengers and a train appearing in the distance, when the train pulls up the people on the platform help those on the train to get off. This is just really a snapshot of natural action, as I’ve said above though nothing is really real when a camera is involved.
As we see documentary today began with a film called “Nanook of the North (1922)” which shows a year in the life of Nanook, an eskimo. It shows the life of a group who live life by hunting to survive. This was also the first feature length film running for 78 minutes. This film was nowhere near the quality of films created today but the idea is that this is the first film and nearly a hundred years ago when this was created the technology available was extremely limited compared to what we have now. When this was created the word documentary didn’t even have a meaning so John Grierson created the term. In his essay “First Principles of Documentary 1932,” he used phrases such as “taken from the raw” and “original” as he wanted documentary to be true representations of the world, back then this happened but nowadays this is less frequent as technology is around causing what is captured to be edited and morphed to dissolution or guide the viewers.
Moving on a little while to the 1950s and 1960s was the introduction of Direct Cinema. The idea of direct cinema was to present social and political issues in a way which would show events happening exactly as they were. A similar thing was happening in France at the same time and they called it Cinema. The issue with any filming permission is required from each person to say whether or not they can be filmed, this was a big issue with the direct cinema stage because they wanted to make films that were true life but people would know they were being filmed and may act differently because of the camera. By the point some smaller cameras had been made which allowed camera operators to be able to hold the camera on their shoulder and record a lot more easily. 
All of this has lead to several codes and conventions which we automatically relate documentary to. These include Old Footage, Interviews, Narrator, Graphics, Editing and establishing shots for each scene which help the viewer understand where they are. The conventions weren’t ever picked by someone they have developed over time as people have made documentary’s and included different things, we notice these and they help us to pick out a documentary from a film. Sometimes the line between all of this can be very fine and there can be crossovers between all of this. 
This has led to people creating what is known as mockumentary’s which are created usually for comedic value but use all of the codes and conventions to make what seems like a documentary but usually about a more light-hearted topic. There is quite a few of these around and some are done so well that it would be difficult to notice that they aren’t real if you hadn’t been told. 
More recently the scope for what can be created has grown hugely with the introduction of advanced technology. Slowly green screen was developed and has become something which can be really easily done with tools for it in most editing suites. Computers have now become powerful to allow for entire sets to be programmed and actors are added in during editing, if this can be done it means most things can be created. Usually in films you can tell and just take it with a pinch of salt that what is happening has been edited one way or another, but, with a documentary a lot could be changed and adapted. Which makes you wonder if what you just watched was a true representation. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Doing this essay has taught me that film isn’t always what it seems and documentary’s will never be a true representation of the world that surrounds us.  The journey from anything being filmed constantly has hurdles along the way which means that the final product will never be what actually happened. From the camera being in the world to the shots the director picks that make the cut nothing will be a true representation. With the introduction of technology, it doesn’t make it any easier for trying to create something which is real. This essay has also given me a huge insight in to the history of film and documentary, I had never considered this before but I have enjoyed learning about it all.

