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“It' s an all-stops-out heart-tugger for sure. . . its emotional wallop is earned honestly and
uncompromisingly.”—Kevin Thomas, L.A. Times

Winner of the Outstanding First Narrative Feature Award at OUTFest (the Los Angeles Gay & Leshian Film
Festival), and the Best Gay Male Feature Film Award at the Philadel phia International Gay & Lesbian Film
Festival.

Combine a hunky, repressed Mormon missionary and an L.A. party boy, sensua sex and knowing humor,
and the result is a sure-fire crowd-pleaser. Christian is a handsome, young man who flits from guy to guy
without much of athought in his pretty little head. So when his roommate Julie discovers that the gorgeous
group of young men who moved in next door are Mormon missionaries, they bet on whether Christian can
bed one of them. Christian quickly movesin for the kill, identifying Elder Aaron Davis as a repressed
homo—and quite a sexy one at that. Their initial encounters have a charged sexual tension, but fear of the
devil keeps Aaron’slibido at bay. When the two are alone together, Aaron’s Mormon missionary roommates
interrupt, spot their brother as gay and send him back in shame to his Idaho hometown and embarrassed
parents. But in a heartfelt conclusion that brought festival audiences to their feet, love wins out over fear.

The feature film version of Latter Days will be released in January 2004, starring Jacqueline Bisset, Mary
Kay Place, Wes Ramsey, Steve Sandvoss and Amber Benson.

C. Jay Cox wrote the screenplay for the smash hit film Sweet Home Alabama, starring Reese Witherspoon,
and makes his directing debut with Latter Days, for which he also wrote the screenplay.
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From Reader Review Latter Daysfor online ebook

TaraLynn says

Ok, first thing:

| saw the movie befoee | read the book. In terms of gay cinema, it's areally cute movie. Considering the slew
of badly overacted or badly written/produced gay cinema out there, getting one that's really cute/great/well-
written can be tough. Now, having noticed that the novelization of the movie is based on the screenplay, I'm
going to say that | have more respect for the actor who plays Aaron, | really feel like the material that he was
given had very little depth. At times, the novel felt sluggish, and there was no real dimension to the
emotiona upheaval that's supposed to be happening.

In addition, (and before anyone throws something, it may just be me,) Christian has no depth. One of my first
reactions after seeing the movie was that the Christian character was a complete miscast. Although there may
have been chemistry between the actors themselves, the actor's range falls flat for the movie.

Asarule, that's generally my usual complaint about gay cinema. If the story's great, the acting's awful. If the
acting's awful, the story's so cliche that you might want to stop watching. With the notable exception of a
few amazing Hollywood contributions, (Brokeback Mountain, the Hours, Milk, etc.,)and several fan-favorite
indie pieces (The Sum of Us, Beautiful Thing, Priscilla, Queen of the Desert, etc.) most of the gay cinema
I've seenis so full of cliches and over/underacting. Here endeth the rant.

Getting back to the review...for me, the movie's cute, the novel fals short. There's arange of emotion and
depth in the movie that just doesn't cross over into the novel.

Andrew says

Beautiful love story. The book really is just the novelization of the film, which is heart-wrenching. If you
ask, I'd simply recommend watching the film over and over.

Grace says

| really liked this book. One of my gay friends |oaned it to me because, after the closing of Harry Potter,
none of us had anything to do in our spare time but pick up little novelsto read. It only kept me busy for
about aweek. | liked the story line because | have alot of gay friends, severa of them who are closeted to
their families and know how they feel to not be able to trust their loved ones.

Inga I ngvar sdottir says

I've wanted to see the movie that this book is based on but I've never found it anywhere. So when | found the
book at the library, | just read that instead (though | might watch the movieif | have come acrossit). It wasa



rather lovely read but the plot twists were so obviously movie-esgque. Still, the romance was tender and the
tension was well done.

Sarah says

Alright | can’t take it anymore. The writing isjust too bad. So I’'m giving up at page 57.

Just watch the movie. It"s way better and the dialogue doesn’t feel so incredibly cringy.

Jennifer says

After watching the movie, | saw that there was a novel based off it. | had never read a novelization of a
movie before but since | loved the story | felt thiswas a good one to try. Overall it was a very enjoyable read.
While sometimesiit felt like the author's intention was to summarize the movie -by focusing on the
characters' clothing choices rather than actions and inner feelings- the back stories of the minor characters
gave them more depth and more insight into their actions.

It took me less than aday to finish the novel because | just couldn't put it down and as soon as | finished
reading it | wanted to read it again.

Brittany Soncek says

The movieis one of my favorite movies of all time and the book was exactly likeit. The only thing | didn't
understand was the prologue. It realy had nothing to do with the story and I'm glad they didn't add it in the
movie. The best part of the book was the lines they used were the exact same in the movie. | enjoyed reading
it!

ChrisFriend says

Normally, I'm ahuge fan of film novelizations, especially on films | enjoy. Considering | adored the film, |
had great expectations of this book. Sadly, it fell flat and thoroughly failed in nearly all respects. The one
thing the book did well was stay true to the film. The unfortunate side was that the book did scarcely a thing
beyond staying true to the film. No extrainsight; few extra details; zero added emotion.

If you've seen the film and watched the del eted scenes from the DVD, only two or three tiny specks of the
action in the book will surprise you. Therest is abasic transcript of the movie. As either atribute to the
original actors or as direct insult to this author, it's far easier to get a greater sense of emational attachment
and involvement from the characters on-screen than from those in the book. The characters we read are
simply playing out the actions and lines already given them in the film. No additional sense of life or reality
is added to the printed page, and far too much of the subtle nuance is omitted. The novel's characters seem to
have no minds to consider what's happening to them. They have no hearts to feel the powers of the
conditions of their lives. And they certainly have no will or motivation to allow them to react to situations as
they please. The novel seems devoid of substance, of heart, and of feeling -- the three things overwhelmingly



present and important in the film.

Whereas the movie is full of genuine interactions, meaningful glances, and intense focus from an
independent filmmaker and a rookie cast, the book reduces everything to a slap-shod compilation of action-
based scenes with no depth or importance, alowing the intense importance of the most significant scenes
evaporate into nothingness. It isn't possible to care about these characters or situations because the thinking
or feeling behind their actions and decisionsis never explored. The author never takes the time to show us
what's going on behind the surface level...the only level this author seemed to take the film on.

And finally, one of the strengths of well-told booksis their ability to fully wrap up a situation and leave the
reader with a sense of fulfillment and completion, with all "loose strings" tied up neatly. In this case, the
book stops after a particular event. The postscript that could have so meaningfully resolved the various
happenings of the story line was absent, leaving the reader with a"well, that's nice" feeling rather than a
substantial and rewarding "that all makes sense and fits together nicely" kind of feeling. In fact, | would say
that the book effectively robs a couple characters of their importance, making it somewhat unclear as to who
should have the focus of the story and the lasting impression on our hearts. Like the book itself, the
characters simply don't have the power to create such an impression.

I'd say the most frustrating thing about the book is that it takes longer to consume than its cellophane
counterpart, making it a greater investment for afar, far less valuable return. Likewise, the most frustrating
thing about writing this review isthat I'm obligated to give it an entire star when the book deserves so much
less.

Laurie Ather says

Novelizations of film scripts are usualy hit or missfor me. It’s true anovel can give moreinsight to the
characters thoughts, but sometimes that just isn’'t enough.

I LOVE this movie and have watched it many times over the years since | purchased the DVD. | figured |
would give this book aread.

And | thought it was just okay. I'l stick with watching and enjoying the film.

Nathan Burgoine says

Not a bad book, it's based on an adapted screenplay, so you can imagine its depth and breadth of character.
Still, it took me one evening to read, and parts made me smile, and parts made me alittle sad.

Here's the basic set up: Stereotypically gay Christian basically livesfor sex, and is shallow and pointless. He
and his friends note the arrival of a group of Mormons on their mission across the way, and his friends make
him bet he can't bed one of them (and steal the sacred underwear) before thirty days. Money is wagered.



Interesting Aaron - the saving grace of this book - is the Mormon with doubts about his sexuality, and what
that means for who heis, anon stereotypically devout believer who can't decide what to do about this
confusion in hislife. When Christian makes his moves (and, in true Hollywood fashion, learns he is shallow
and just, gosh-darn, wants to change to be worthy of Aaron after all), the confusion and misunderstandings
abound. Including the typical "I wasjust abet!" discussion, the book is still worthy if only for Aaron's
journey, who, like | said before, is arare well-written gay-and-faith character from areligion that decries
what heis.

That said, I'm sure the movieis al about smooth chests and washboard abs. Internal dialogue rarely makesit
to the big-screen.

Amy says

| was abit afraid to dive into this book, since the movieisin my top 5 favorites. But | was very pleasantly
surprised! | was expecting a straight from movie to page interpretation, since | think it said this was based on
the screenplay. Now, the dialogue and scenes were pretty much the same asin the movie asfar as| could
tell. It's been afew months since | have seen the movie.

BUT we get to hear inside every character's head! We get to know what they are thinking, how they fedl,
background information that wasn't possible to tell in the movie. It's going to be so fun to watch the movie
again with 'new’ eyes, knowing all of thisinformation for the characters. We find out some more about
Aaron's mission work that happened before he moved to California. We get to know some more about
Christian's past. Even more about Ryder!

I was hoping there would be atiny bit more at the end, but | can't really fault the book, asit ended the exact
same place the movie did. Just me being greedy.

Anyway, if you enjoyed the movie, you should like the book!

Robert says

After seeing the movie | wasthrilled to find the book; thisis one of the rare cases where the movie far
outshines the book. The story is very rushed and the characters lack depth (Even though one of the main
characters, Christian, is a shallow character, his shallowness could have still been portrayed with more
depth.). Most of the descriptions are superficial. Christian's flings had lukewarm and brief descriptions, and
when it came to the relationship that really mattered (Christian and Aaron) details were left out completely,
instead there was only, "how long did we go at it?" "two and a half hours." The ending also was cut alittle
too soon.

There was however this fabulous quote in the book, "Funny thing about guilt, there's nothing so bad that you
can't add alittle guilt to it and make it worse. But there's nothing so good that you can't add alittle guilt to it
to make it better."




lan Marshall says

| saw the film first and then read the book. The book, for me, padded out the screen characters. It's afast read
for sure. But thereis plenty of substance here for discussion. In short, the book represents the strident stance
of religious fundamentalism against unfolding 21st Century society. We see the ducking-stool mentality, still
so present today, in so many churches and the lengths to which people will go to 'enforce' their beliefs on
others.

It'sagood read and I'm happy to giveit five. | ask all my readers not to be too hard on it; not to pick it apart
too much - don't fall into the trap of failing to see the wood for the trees.

Regardess of what limitations either the book or its film adaptation have, for me one thing standstrue. It is,
and remains, amajor milestone in my lifein finally coming out and also keeping my faith in context.

I've read the book several times and it's good to do that now and again.

lan Bradley Marshall
UK

Neet says

Sweet novelization of the wonderful movie Latter Days. It's when opposites attract when gay playboy
Christian meets young Mormon missionary Aaron. It starts off shaky, Christian makes a bet with his fellow
waiting staff a Lila's to defrock one of the missionary flocks. It becomes more than that when Christian gets
to Aaron who sees Christian as a pretty piece of fluff with no substance. | love thisbook and | truly love the
movie.

melanie says

"Dad, your grandfather had at least a half-dozen wives, and the same goes for every single person in this
room. |I'd say we were the original definition of 'alternative lifestyle." But now that we've conveniently erased
that episode from our theology, that gives our church the right to define normal for everybody else? Don't
you see what a contradiction that is?"

being queer and growing up in utah (akathe land of the mormons), i just feel very emotionally attached to
this story. i fell in love with the movie years before i even knew there was a book. i will say i like the movie
alot more, but it was still an enjoyable read.




