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Subject : Similarities between the media created in America(1963-1976) and 
India(2005-2015) as a result of similar counter cultural movements in both 
countries. 
 
 
This, being my introductory class to cinema and media studies made me think of 
cinema in a completely different way. I feel somehow more connected to the people 
around me, because I have come to understand that we are all very similar and the only 
difference we have is our experience of the time we currently live in. As we saw and 
discussed the movies and the counter culture influences they had, that lead to their cult 
following, it made me think of a similar time in the Indian timeline of culture.  
There are plenty of similarities between the cultural movements of America from 1965 - 
1975 and India 2005 - 2015. Both countries saw a rise in strong documentary style or 
realistic form of cinema, which we see in films like French connection and Deliverance. 
We also saw a cynical side of human condition, with films like Patton, that resonated 
with the people. because of the counterculture of the time. 
 
India at the time was coming out of the technology boom of the 90’s. At this time in 
history, the middle class could afford to go out and have a life, due to the fact that their 
basic needs were being fulfilled for the first time. This gave rise to the power of cinema 
to influence the way of thinking. The beginning of 2000’s saw a rise of content which 
was not categorized as studio pictures. 90’s Indian cinema was influenced by the studio 
system, which was going strong. In this system actors came in pairs and acted in films 
with similar story structures.  Studios were doing very well with their formula until the 
early 2000’s that saw the rise of a new wave of directors. 
 
Anurag Kashyap, who would go on to direct Gangs of Wasseypur(2012), one of the 
most iconic movies with a cult following. His films have rich character design, which 
became apparent as early as his feature titled, Black Friday(2003). People connected 
with these characters, due to the sentiment in the country at the time, which was of 
anger against the age old establishments. The only difference is that, they were 
replaced by the corrupt government that was in the pockets of the wealthy. This is 
similar to the counterculture of America of the time that gave rise to films like Network 



and French Connection. Both these films shared a similar bleek portrayal of the 
government and law. This decade also saw a rise of another director Neeraj Pandey 
who would go on to direct his first feature, A Wednesday(2008). Which is one of the 
highest rated films of Indian cinema.  
 
Another kind of cinema that changed both the Indian and American films, was, when we 
questioned God. This was the first time we were allowed to be okay with another point 
of view on a subject. Films like, Rosemary’s baby, which changed the censorship in 
America. India had films like, Oh my God(2012) and PK(2014), that sparked a debate 
and changed the Indian censorship. There was content created that depicted God 
previously, however they did not question God on anything controversial or religious.  
We were given a chance to realize how there are two kinds of Gods. One, we know 
everything about, the one that we created in our society and the other one, who we 
know nothing about, the one who made us.  
 
Another example of similar content is, Two for the road, which shows the life of a couple 
as they go through the stages of their relationship. A similar film to that is, Life in a 
Metro, which offers a look at three relationships at different points of their journey. They 
both were similar in the content, however, were different in the style of storytelling. They 
both were centrist films playing to both sides. They also pulled on the strength of the 
younger audiences at the theatres.  
 
Due to this, I want to write about the similarities between both the cinemas as a way to 
look at developing content in India, drawing from the American films.I hope to draw 
significant similarities between the media produced in both countries, that it can 
persuade future filmmakers to learn from the films of the 70’s and 80’s for the next wave 
content. 
 
Let us look at, The Sound of music. It is based around Maria, who is full of life and her 
journey as she grows strong emotionally and as a person. It is similar to, Queen(2013), 
in which the protagonist is put down in the beginning for her over the top lifestyle. The 
film is about her journey through Europe as she meets people and travels with them and 
learns to be herself. The films were well received at the box office, despite not having a 
high budget attached to their production. They played to both sides which was a big 
reason for their success. They were also centered around female protagonists which did 
not happen that frequently. The audience could connect with the characters, because of 
the counterculture of the time. Women were stars of female centric blockbusters with no 
name male counter parts. These films also showcased the strength in women, which 
played to the liberal side of the audiences.  



 
Both these films start off with the protagonist who is full of life and energy. But at every 
step, they are asked to modify their behaviour to fit the world around them. The 
protagonists start their journey with self doubt and through the film they learn to believe 
in themselves. These films have a supporting cast, but the films are largely based 
around the protagonist's journey and how she interacts with the world.  
 
In the film Queen the Protagonist(Rani/Queen), goes on her honeymoon alone after her 
fiance breaks off the wedding. His complaint is that she will not fit in the world they both 
have to enter as a couple. This resonated with the working women, who felt that they 
had to modify their behaviour to fit their household. Then, Rani meets people who she 
decided to take the adventure with, where they join her as she teaches them dancing 
and singing. She meets travellers in Amsterdam, who are from different parts of the 
world, much like the diversity of characters in, The Sound of Music.  
As Rani goes through her journey, she realizes that she does not have to change 
herself to fit in. She accepts herself for what she is and learns to love herself at the end. 
Her character arc is similar to that of Maria’s from The Sound of Music. Maria comes 
from a similar world where she is asked to modify herself accordingly. However, Maria 
finds people who care about her just the way she is, which gives her a reason to fight. 
Maria learns to love herself, because only then, can she keep them happy. 
 
Indian cinema in the 80’ and 90’s featured larger than life stars. These stars were 
mostly males portrayed as powerful alpha males who could take control of the situation 
and save everyone involved. 2000’s is when we started getting realism in films. We 
started getting content that was more grounded and close to how relationships work in 
the world. So both these films deal with relationships with equal power between the 
sexes. Though both films deal with the power of men over women as in The Sound of 
Music has the begining song with the lyrics I am 16 going on 17. Similarly in the film 
Queen there is an underlying sentiment of male control over Rani’s life in the beginning 
of the film which resolved towards the end.  
 
Another similar example is Kahani which is also heavily dominated by the female 
protagonist. We see her as a helpless individual dependent on the people around her. 
But towards the end we see her take charge of her life. Just like Maria she is questioned 
at her every move and reminded of her limitations. The protagonist is sent into a hostile 
environment but they find true companions that help them survive. This is similar to the 
counterculture of the time. There was equality in the saw with more representation for 
women. We saw the rise of blockbuster stars during this phase who played strong 
female protagonists. Audrey Hepburn for me exuded the same fighting spirit that women 



felt at the time. I felt the same emotion from Rani’s character in the film Queen which is 
similar to how the women felt in India during 2005-2015. They both are not very tall or 
heavily built. Both of them played similar character arc’s where they are helpless in the 
beginning but towards the end we see their strength come out that acts like an anchor 
to keep the world together. This is very similar to how women were at the time. Not only 
were they working and contributing to the world but they also took care of the house 
more than their fair share. So in a way they could relate to being the anchor that holds 
everything together. On one side the conservative culture loved to showcase women as 
someone who needed to be told what is to be done but the liberals were advocating for 
more equality. This is reflective of the content that was created during both these era’s 
that resonated with the audience. It sparked a debate with the contribution of women to 
society and portrayed them as strong pillars of society which gave confidence to the 
younger film going audiences. The younger audiences could relate to these characters 
more because it empowered them to believe in themselves. Queen smashes female 
stereotypes from the onset of the movie, and challenges the notions society holds about 
women. The entire movie is from her perspective, rejecting the male gaze. At no point in 
the movie have female characters in different roles been judged or objectified; the 
myriad roles are in fact celebrated. Queen went on to become the most celebrated 
Bollywood release of the year, gaining positive reviews from critics and viewers alike, 
and bagging a National Award for Best Feature Film in Hindi. This character’s 
resistance against social norms to find herself was widely applauded(Sampada 
Karandikar & Chinmayee Kantak, 2016(1)) 
 
This era of cinema also gave us films like Diary of a mad housewife and two for the 
road. These films offered a new look on relationships between modern couples. A 
similar film from India that came out in 2007 titled, Life in a Metro. Two for the road 
offered a look into a relationship over various stages while Life in a Metro offered a look 
at 3 different relationships at different points of their life. They both deal with similar 
content but in a different way. They showed us what the bleak reality of life is. These 
films were contrary to the fantasy of the Golden age. This realism made these movies 
connect with people who wanted more intellectual content. These films were well 
received by the younger audiences because of the counterculture of the time. These 
films played to both sides because on the one hand they showed the free will to do 
whatever we want and break the traditions but they also demonstrated the 
consequences. They did not brush away the consequences on the name of 
convenience. These films show how choices made by the characters carelessly come 
back to haunt them towards the end. Then the characters must make a choice to either 
be haunted by their past or move on by accepting their mistakes.  
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They show the harsh reality of life and the tough decisions we need to make in life. But 
no action is without a reaction so they also offer caution. This could even be felt 
politically with the President Nixon in America and India was under the puppet Prime 
Minister Manmohan Singh. He was nominated by Congress in India who’s president is 
Sonia Gandhi. Her real name is Sonia Maino and she is of Italian descent. This made a 
lot of people doubt the actions of our government which lead the people to vote for an 
all right prime minister for the next term. But this made people doubt their leader and his 
interests similar to America. So we knew now that free choices have consequences and 
we must first accept our choices made only then we can face the result. Often after 
terrible person comes to power we don’t accept our mistake because we are afraid of 
being wrong so we go to wars. But we forget that wars don't decide who’s right they only 
decide who’s left.  
 
Life in a Metro shows the lives of 3 couples at various points of their relationships at one 
point of time. We have a young couple who just met and goes through their adventure 
before they fall in love with each other. We have another in the middle of their 7 year old 
marriage with a child and the third couple which is older and towards the end of their 
relationship. But the film cleverly connects all of these characters together somehow 
and shows how similar they are with their flaws. In some way it offers the similar realism 
to Who’s Afraid of Virginia Woolf. The film maker did not chose to sugar coat anything to 
make the tale sweater. He offered us the reality which is hopeful as well as 
disappointing. 90’s Indian cinema as well as the 50’s American cinema gave us films 
with strong protagonists who would take the lead and make everything better. By the 
end of the picture everything was meant to go back to normal and all happy. But the 
next decade broke away from the cocaine inflicted happyland the films entered towards 
the end of act 3. These movies were not all is going to be well. But they showed us how 
life can be bitter sometimes and if that happens we have to accept it and move on. It 
reminded us that it’s relationships that are bad, people are people. 
 
However, these films also showed us how we only learn from our mistakes. Being on 
time never made it to the bar conversation so we know now that making a mistake is a 
learning opportunity. This is what we were feeling as a culture as well. Both the 
countries were reacting to the wars their countries have been involved in. India for the 
first time saw an anti war sentiment with Pakistan after the Kargil war was over(1999). 
This left us in a constant state of attack from Pakistan over the entire next decade. 
There was always a constant threat at the borders with an imminent war possibility at 
any moment. But this constant tension led to rise of no war sentiments with the 
counterculture movements against war. We saw people get out on the streets to march 
against the government's decisions for war. This was the first time we saw music with 



lyrics that supported anti war sentiments that resonated with the counterculture of the 
time. But it was short lived as the promise of war got the political victory in India in 2014 
and it found its way into the American politics as well in the later years.  
 
We see the similar sentiments in Patton and movies like Kargil(2003), Madras 
cafe(2013). Both these films are contrary to the glorifying war hero films of the past that 
made a lot of money. These films dealt with war and its reality. They showed the 
protagonists as humans prone to dying very ordinarily. They gave us the exact stakes 
the characters had to deal with. Madras cafe is based on true events about the 
assassination of the Prime Minister of India. But it is told through an army officers 
perspective. The story takes place over Sri Lanka where the protagonist is stationed. He 
is in charge of stopping the growing LTT(The Tamil Tigers (LTTE) are considered a terrorist 
organization by 32 countries) which was fighting to take control over the Island. Indian 
Army was stationed over Sri Lanka to fight on the behalf of the Tamilians but they were 
loosing control. The film deals with a character similar to General patton. Although the 
protagonist never rose up to the rank of a General but he too is shown as someone 
completely dedicated to the service. After his family dies he has nothing but the war in 
the life. We see both these characters yearn for war because that is all that they know 
how to do. Once they are taken away from the battlefield they feel a sense of loss and 
no purpose. Both the characters in their way question the right of God. There are rules 
and amendments to protect everything but what rights God gave us which was the 
entire Earth to every single one of us. By owning a piece of land one is only robbed of 
the rest of the planet. So are all countries against the will of God? 
 
This ugly realism is what the counterculture of both the countries was going through as 
well. There was no longer this idealistic dream with the perfect human beings. We were 
all somehow flawed now which maybe can offer some sort of comfort as a group of 
people. These films also showed the protagonist as deeply flawed and incomplete 
individuals. Although war films, they never justified or glorified it. The end message of 
both the films being that war does not make heroes.We find at the end of the film both 
Hero’s walk away into the next part of their lives still incomplete, still questioning what 
they will do next. This was contrary to the cinema that preceded this decade. 50’s 
American cinema as well as the 80’ and 90’s cinema of India were both filled with 
examples of larger than life characters who fix everything around them.  
 
We also saw documentary realism been explored in this decade with films like French 
Connection. They took advantage of capturing the feeling of being in the heart of the 
action as the story unfolds. Another example is Deliverance that used the realism to 
portray the evil side of humanity. Both these films shows us what we truly are without 



the filter of cinema. They took the strength of raw storytelling techniques that 
empowered documentaries. This style connected with audiences because of how raw 
everything presented was. Both of these films are similar to one of the greatest films of 
this decade, gangs of Wasseypur(2012) directed by Anurag Kashyap. This is the film 
that went on to define his career and gave us two film series with the most memorable 
characters. In Indian cinema this movie’s character design is as good as Sholay(1975). 
This movie’s character design can be compared to the Godfather according to me 
because of the rich back stories that are involved. These complicated back stories gave 
rise to the rich diversity in characters. These films are plagued by dubious or grey 
characters who were neither good nor bad. This reactionary film is not just a revenge 
story for three generations, it unfolds the history of India from the point right before its 

independence from Britain up to the current day. This is crucial to the film, arguably the 

it’s central critique (among many): that the systematic economic exploitation intact is 

nothing more than a reflection and evolution of the oppression witnessed during the 

British occupation(Joe Yanick,2015(2)) 
 
Gangs of Wasseypur first part starts off with an innocent kid being thrown in the middle 
of the criminal world. The protagonist's father is a goon who is murdered by his enemy. 
The protagonist vows to take revenge and decides to devote his life to the protection of 
his family and revenge. The first part of the film ends with him dying. The second part is 
based on the son who is the only one left so he must do the same as his father and 
jump into the world of crime to protect his family. Both these films were critically 
acclaimed and did well at the box office because the audience could connect with the 
characters. The films were centrist films as they played to both sides. They showed 
violence glorified but it is followed by immediate consequences in the film. These films 
capture the emotion of the audience which had a sense of anger.  
 
However, there was a sense of responsibility towards this anger as we are aware of the 
consequences.These films also played to the conservative side as they showed what 
we will do for our family. So it played to the protective instinct we have towards our 
family and the people we love. This is one of the purest form of emotion used to justify 
pain. All of these films have protagonists who would rather stay away from the world of 
crime but they need to step in when the safety of their families is at stake. From purely 
emotional point of view this could justify to a larger extend inflicting harm to others. This 
made the audiences be okay with being a part of a system that may be taking 
advantage of others. Both the governments were accused of taking advantage on the 
name of self interest. But the people were getting products that made them grow as a 
nation and individually. So in a way this content offered comfort with the idea of doing 



the wrong thing for the right reasons. This is a powerful emotion only matched by 
religion. 
 
In addition, this period saw movies that challenged religion other than as a form of 
comedy. These films were not saying ‘Lol’ after their statements. They meant it to be 
debated on a serious front as they asked questions. We saw films like Rosemary’s Baby 
question faith and the consequences of it. So did films like PK(2014) and Oh my 
God(2012) which raised questions on the traditions we follow. They offered a unique 
way of looking at religion with both being comedies. Although they were meant to be 
comedic but we cannot ignore their serious message. Religion in India before was 
represented with respect and admiration on screen. But it was not questioned on its 
authenticity before. It was questioned on its value of faith that seemed to tie the whole 
thing together. Naturally both were met with criticism and were declared non worthy by 
the religious centers of power. But because of the counterculture of the time the movies 
did fairly well for the subject matter. They went on to change the censorship in both the 
countries. They gave the industry more freedom of expression. 
 
 Another thing these films share is that all of these films were earlier works of the 
directors. These all films have a strong presence of the directors style as well as their 
personal sensibility. The liberals of both these countries were openly fighting the 
conservative way of thinking. It was a time for both the countries where freedom and 
rights of expression gained its place. Not only did we see diverse casting choices that 
would have been unfit for the times before now made sense. India saw the rise of non 
fair skinned actors. The cinema saw the rise of stars like Irrfan Khan(Life of Pie, 
Jurassic World,The Amazing Spiderman) and Nawazuddin Siddiqui(Gangs of 
Wasseypur) who were earlier rejected by the industry for their darker appearance. But 
now with the rise of this raw cinema we saw the birth of new kind of stars. They were 
more relatable to the audience which played to their advantage. We can see this raw 
presence in films like Deliverance and French Connection. This documentary style of 
realism used the strength of this new pool of actors to create films like Gangs of 
Wasseypur. 
 
Network is another film which was heavily influenced by the counterculture of the time. It 
was the reaction to the growing control of the government and corporations. It showed 
how a man dared to act on his instinct and say what he wanted against the system 
which was enslaving us all. A similar reactionary film is A Wednesday(2008) which was 
a first feature of Neeraj Pandey. I strongly believe that he is one of the bridging directors 
that would one day make find a way of storytelling that works both in America and Asia 
for the Indian cinema. This film was popular by the word of mouth because it strongly 



related to the younger audiences of the country. It was also heavily influenced by the 
counterculture of the time. India was dealing with crippling political scandals along with 
growing war tension which had been continuing for some years now. This film 
resonated with everyone who was angry at the government or the system for not doing 
enough. It captured the emotion of the countries very accurately. They played to both 
sides as it also showed how a man has to take charge for what he believes in. It 
advocated the same principle of we need to act for the future of our families. These 
films did particularly well with the younger audiences because it showed the power of 
one man against the system.  
 
Both the countries were being aware of the growth of corporations. America saw 
globalization with its domestic brands going abroad but India saw the cash influx of the 
tech industry blooming. But this showed the growing power of larger corporations and 
the control they can have over the country. And the shrinking power of the law. It 
advocated for the action to be taken by individuals instead of waiting for some external 
power to step in. These characters were morally conflicted at every step as they 
questioned their moves so it showed how human they were. The grounded reality in the 
way of storytelling helped shape these performances to what we have today. These 
films truly capture the spirit of the era’s for both the countries. 
 
As this control and influence became more clear we saw a rise in anti establishment 
sentiments. So we saw in both countries a rise in revolutionary or reactionary cinema to 
the establishment. Heroes were no longer patriotic to the core but they offered a shaded 
opinion. Films like Bonnie and Clyde are another example of this take charge of your life 
attitude. Even with the experimentation with style this film stays true to the 
counterculture of the time. On one hand it shows a man taking charge but on the other 
hand it shows the consequences. The film ends with all of its characters dying just like 
Gangs of Wasseypur where everyone is dead at the end. Both these films glorify crime 
which thrills the younger audiences but the consequences makes the older people 
smirk.  
 
However, I did feel like there was an undertone of control in some ways in the content 
made. The last Picture show is set in a dying American town where there are fewer jobs 
now. The glory days are behind them and the future looks bleak. The movie shows how 
if you lose an opportunity then it may never come back. It also showed the limitation of a 
man in the country of the free. In this world not everyone could be President. So in a 
way it felt like this film was saying that there are very few opportunities around you so 
you better not miss out when any comes knocking. To some extent this seemed like a 



way to instill fear of losing out, which is a way is not free choice anymore. This defined 
the limitation for an average citizen. 
 
As I watched the film I could not ignore that somehow such content had divided people 
into two segments of poor(Colored and not colored). And by doing this there was a 
dependence created on the upper class of the same color to help them. Perhaps we are 
witnessing a reaction to this subtext that was created. This may be influenced by the 
culture or the sentiment of the country. It is a dangerous way of thinking because this 
makes people evaluate themselves with respect to the value of their country. It is 
reason enough to justify most acts of immorality. It is all justified at the end by debating 
morality with legality in a world filled with rich lawyers. There undertone can be felt in 
most of Karan Johar’s Films who is one of commercially successful directors of India. 
Maybe because he is from a so called ‘film family’ with his father being a prominent 
producers of India, his films have a sense of control. They paint a picture of ideal 
behaviour which is subtle but effective to influence the way of thinking. India saw a lot 
more content that was aimed at influencing the way of thinking in a negative way during 
this phase. This content is now facing criticism in India for being a negative influence in 
India. 
 
However, there is no doubt that a significant amount of work was done during this 
period that shaped the coming wave of cinema as well. What followed this era was the 
Blockbuster era with Spielberg and Lucas spearheading the way. But the seeds were 
planted when this content was coming out. This content must have heavily influence the 
future directors that put Hollywood on the map with the blockbusters taking over the 
world.  
 
Films like Diary of a Mad Housewife gave us an unfiltered look into dysfunctional 
relationships. A similar film that came out in India was The Lunchbox. It was about two 
people communicating with each other through a lunch box while they live in their 
dysfunctional lives. They both deal with similar subjects. Although they are similar to 
films like two for the road but they lack the optimism. Lunchbox and Diary of a Mad 
housewife showed us the ugly side of relationships when the magic is gone. It showed 
us how a relationship crumbles to the floor. Another film that come out in 2010 was 
Dhobi Ghat that showed us the ugly side of the society. These films showed us the 
complexity of relationships something that the people were also coming to understand. 
With equal power came equal responsibility which meant dealing with everything 
together with their partners. This shared life style made people connect with these 
pessimistic characters on screen. Both these films were based on the modern lifestyle 
of independence and loneliness. Lunchbox was a film targeted mostly to the people who 



were living in the cities. It called upon the audiences who were educated and employed 
who could relate to the characters of the film. Both these films take advantage of the 
raw style of storytelling which was demything the romantic movies genre. Although they 
were romantic films, but they were based on realistic expectations. These were not 
larger than life movie characters who lived in a world they could easily fix. The films talk 
about the human condition and how we are all affected by it. 
 
The characters have no different abilities or talents than most people. We are shown 
deeply flawed individuals somehow trying to connect with each other in a dysfunctional 
world. They showed some kind of hope in a world filled with threat and selfishness. The 
films have less filter than most which is evident from Frank Langella playing a ladies 
man who could get away with almost anything. Both these films encapsulated the 
counterculture or this reactionary mood to traditional conservative attitude. They talk 
about personal happiness being superior to what action is deemed acceptable by the 
society. In a way it de myths the genre by exposing how simple emotion is. The 
characters break down the human emotion into quantifiable mathematical structure. 
These films deal with human emotion broken down to its most primitive form of 
expressionism. These characters are sympathetic more than empathetic which is 
reflective of how people in the world are. We live in a world where someone else’s 
tragedy is our comedy so this film is full of cynicism and offers a bleak look at the world 
of romance. We looked at the practical side of love without the filter of overwhelming 
emotions. 
 
In conclusion I want to say that both these decades gave us significant content that 
changes the way we made and thought about films. This was a period of reactionary 
cinema rather than only independent thought. And these films were heavily influenced 
by the counterculture of the time. This period not only gave rise to great directors and 
actors, but writers. Writers like Aaron Sorkin who love their writing developed their style 
consuming content such as Who’s Afraid of Virginia Woolf. Ernest Lehman loves his 
dialogues just as much as Aaron Sorkin and we can sometimes see the similarities 
between their works. We also witnessed a rise in creative liberty during the period. 
Perhaps due to the studios losing money and lower budgets to work with, the period 
saw a growth in techniques and experimentation. Storytelling techniques were 
developed as a way to counter the lower budgets to work with. This also led to 
developing interesting techniques in editing and sound design. These techniques would 
be later on perfected by the blockbuster generation that would go on to captivate the 
entire planet with their Franchises.  
 



Therefore, I believe that if we take a look at the similarities in the media created in both 
India and America during these respective times, we can see a clear connection with 
the counterculture. We can also see how counterculture affects the content of the films 
that did really well critically and commercially. If this stands true then we may be able to 
take inspiration from the media created in America in the next decade for the content 
that will come out after 2020. Due to this clear connection of counterculture with media 
created we can in a way analyse the content that would do well at the box office in India 
next. So this was my inspiration behind writing this paper. I wanted to use the 
opportunity to find a strong enough argument to advocate for an analytical research that 
we can use to predict the next wave of content that will be successful over the coming 
years in India. 
 
This will help the future film makers make better informed decisions and for us to look at 
the way how counterculture influences the media. This will give us a calculated 
approach to the media that we investigate. This can also allow content which could 
have been brushed under the rug a fighting chance. We can demonstrate how different 
content in the 70’s made this decade what it is. We can also take inspiration from 
people like Spielberg using the air barrels to track the shark due to a lack of equipment 
availability. We can take inspiration from these film makers when we are at a roadblock 
and know that they also made it at the end.  
 
I hope I am able to offer an opinion that is valuable and I hope to continue to explore 
this topic.  I am happy that I took this class that lead me to start thinking about the 
universe of films and how they are influenced by the counterculture of the time. This 
was something that had never occurred to me prior to this so it has affected the way I 
perceive media now.  
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sterpiece-you-must-see/ 

https://www.monkprayogshala.in/blog/2016/4/16/f14jmbmopw3d0f3z1g4mrqlmhqc0u5
https://www.monkprayogshala.in/blog/2016/4/16/f14jmbmopw3d0f3z1g4mrqlmhqc0u5
https://diaboliquemagazine.com/gangs-of-wasseypur-is-the-modern-epic-masterpiece-you-must-see/
https://diaboliquemagazine.com/gangs-of-wasseypur-is-the-modern-epic-masterpiece-you-must-see/

