ONE WEEK AFTER THE RELEASE

OoF ROSEMARY CLOONEY’S
LATEST HIT!

“MAMBO
ITALIANO”

SAW ITS ENTRY INTO EVERY
AMERICAN HIT PARADE.

Critics have said that this is Miss Clooneys’
greatest performance to date, and if hit
parades are any indication it certainly seems
so. The Clooney voice, plus an ltalian-
flavoured melody with a mambo rhythm,
makes this one of the most irresistible
songs Miss Clooney has ever performed. Without hesitation we say that this is
one of New Zealand's biggest hit paraders.

THE REVERSE . . .

“WE’LL BE TOGETHER AGAIN”

shows Miss Ciooney in @ more subdued vein. This is 2 lovely melody with a fine
set of lyrics, which Miss Clooney performs admirably. The backing of Paul Weston
and his Orchestra does much to enhance the performance. PHILIPS Catalogue
Number B21465H.

R
/' ROSEMARY CLOONEY

Other “POPS” by ROSEMARY CLOONEY include:
B21178H “Man” “Woman” (with husband Jose Ferrer) .
B254j0H  “Brave Man” “Tomorrow 'l Dream and Remember”
(from film “Red Garters')
B214268 “Sisters” “Love Didn't Do Right By Me"”
: [from film “White Christmas” ),
B25411H “This Ole House” “lIt Just Happened to Happen”
B25418H “Close Your Eyes” “Love is a Beautiful Stranger”
PB 303 “A Bunch of Bananas™ “Ay Ay Who's the Guy”

These and other records by Philips Popufar Artists
are available at Record Retailers everywhere,

PHILIPS

The Bt of Yo Loty

PHILIPS — Famous also for Lamps, Radie and Television

s Why YOU should have a
iBank of New Zealand cheque account *?

X you have & regular salary or income you
should also have the convenience of 2 B.N.Z,
cheque account, because :

1. It is businesslike 2nd adds to your standing.
2. Paymeats are simplified. Easy to pay by
mail when necessary. 3. Funds are safe, yet
readily available. 4. Shopping is facilitated,
© No need to carry largc sums, or keep money
« about the house, Bank statements etc,
provide simple, personal bookkeeping system.
6. Periodic payments, such as life insurance
?rcmlums, can be left to Bank to attend to.
Many belpful BN.Z. services arc available
to you,
It’s simple to open a B.N.Z, cheque account.
%ust ask for the Managet at any Branch of the
ank of New Zealand and he will be pleased to
kelp and advise you in strict confidence and
without obligation.

Bank of New Lealan

‘wm- N

' G.P.O. Box 2292.
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Tavern Talk

FEW weeks ago we wrote
about six o'clock closing. As
was to be expected. the edi-
unfavour-
able comment. Th=: subject is not
easily separated from emotional
attitudes, and any attempt at
rational discussion is generally de-
feated by extremists. It was, how-
ever, a little surprising to see that
irresponsible comment had found
its way into the columns of a re-

'spected fortnightly journal, The
Outlook. The views of some Pres-
byterians on liquor are well

known, and are not being ques-
tioned here. If we do not agree
with them, we can believe that
they are held sincerely. We there-
fore concede to the editor of The
Outlook the right to speak for a
large and influential section,
though on social issues he cannot
be sure that he is speaking for
everyone, or even for the major-
ity. But we do not believe he is
entitled to base his comment on a
recklessly inaccurate precis of
what has been written in another
journal.

The Outlook comment begins
with this sentence: “The N.Z.
Listener has not been so happy in
editorially asking for ten o'clock
closing——especially when using the
reason that 6 pm. closing is
merely a women’s choice” We did
not ask for 10 o’clock, or even
mention it. The purpose of our
editorial was twofold: (1) to sug-
gest the need for reform in licens-
ing laws, and (2) to explain why,
in our opinion, reform is likely to
be “slow and difficult.” It was, of
course, Professor D. C. Marsh who
declared that women’s votes were
decisive in 1949, Our own view
was more cautious.. “There is no’
way of knowing,” we said, “how
the women voted; but it is a fair
assumption that most of them
‘wanted their husbands home at
night”” And then, after suggesting
that dislike of liquor, “simple and
absolute,” was one reason for their
decision, we added: “These ideas
were by no means confined to

women.” The editor of The Out-
look, ignoring the reservations, let
it be assumed that we looked upon
six o'clock closing as “merely a
women's choice.”

The comment continued: “Since
practically all New Zealanders
have homes into which they can
invite friends for the evening and
can drink there (or in hotels if
that is where they live), any call
for establishing English village
inns out here is either sentimental-
ity or hypocrisy. It is sentimental-
ity if it really expects that New
Zealand bar-rooms will be turned
into pleasant clubs by Act of Par-
liament. It is hypocrisy if what it
really wants is somewhere to drink
to an extent that would seem
shameful if done at home.” The
weak syntax can be excused when
it so obligingly helps to reveal
weak thinking. From where, how-
ever, is the “call” supposed to
have come? Qur own words on the
subject were quite plain: “The
social graces of the English ‘local’

. could not have been summoned
into existence by a referendum.”
The suggestion of hypocrisy comes
oddly from one who ventures
among unspoken thoughts, and
finds them unworthy, without
taking the trouble to put down,
or accurately report, the thoughts
that were uttered.

Nowhere in his comment (which
has now been reprinted here in
full) did the editor quote our
actual words, though in an earlier
paragraph he quoted extensively
from another editorial he felt able
to approve. If our opinions were
not acceptable to him, he was free
to oppose them. But his first duty
as a journalist was to make sure
that he had correctly -explained
the viewpoint he hoped to de-
molish. It is never surprising to be
misunderstood or misrepresented
by people who read in a hurry and
take a quick leap to conclusions
which satisfy their prejudices. But
we should be able to expect some-
thing better than this from the
editor of The Outlook.
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