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TWO SIDES OF A FILM ARGUMENT

(Continued from page-6.)
For instance, if the owners of a
theatre which had been screening amixture of first-run and second-run
(that is, return season) films, wished
to modernise the building with the in
tention of screening only first-run
films, the licensing officer has the
power, it is said, to restrict the ownere
to screen no more new films than they
had screened over the past two years
thus more or less creating a monopolyfor the existing first-run theatres.
So far‘as the issue of licences to new.
theatres is concerned, the licensing offi
cer will have almost unlimited power.
He can define whether it shall be a
frst-run
theatre or a second-run the

atre,
Another aspect of the subject deals.
so it is said, with the right possessed
by the exhibiting companies to reject
25 per cent. of a studio’s product. That
right .is usually exercised to the full.
but up till now the practice with most
of these rejected films has been to
bring them on themarket again and re
lease them at one of the smaller the
atres. However, with the new law in
force-strictly classifying theatres as"first-run" or "second-run"-it might
be almost impossible to secure a re-
Jease anywhere for a film that had
been rejected as being not up to the
standard required by the major first
run houses. And so, if it was not giv
en a first showing in the city, it could
not be shown even in the suburbs, since
suburban theatres would be for second
run films only. This would mean a ¢on.
siderable loss to the exchanges.
With the present merging of theatre
interests, the exhibitors would be in a
position. to, hold out for a reduction in
film rentals, : it was stated. If they
refused to pay what, was asked for top
group films,. it Seemed that that would
automaticaly bring those films down tothe second group.
Said one’ film exchange man: ore isdifficult to. see how these regulations
can be excused on the ground of public
benefit. Surely it must be to the benefit of the public’s entertainment to have
competition? There are thousands: of
pounds waiting to-be’ put into theatrebuilding in this country, but if‘is tied
up by these regulations,

,

"This is the first time. ‘any regula
Pions affecting the whole film: industry
vere not. first referred. to both: sides.
Whe film exehanges had no.warning.of
this amendment. . . It seems’ like the
thin end of the wedge of the Industrial
Efficiency Act. It is time the whole
Licensing Regulations were

exposerl-
"

The Other Side
Well, that seems-to be the-case from
the film exchanges’ side, An answer to
ir from the film exhibitors’ side was
given to me by Mr: J. Robertson, M.P.,
who is secretary to the New Zealand
fixhibitors’ Association.

—

{n the first place, Mr, Robertson
pointed ont that the grouping of the
atres which had been mentioned had
nothing to do with the Licensing Regn
lations.
"About 500 films come to New Zea
land annually. from.all sources,’ con

tinued Mr. Robertson. "Of these, it »

ean safely be said that not more than
50 could be called first-grade _ films.
Therefore, no matter how much ¢vim-
petition set in for the buying (ie. bir-
ing) of films, the amouut: of good pic-
tures offered to the public would notbe increased. ;

"In Wellington, for instance, you ean
say that, out of the eight or so:new
films released each week to the public,there is one of first-grade quality. 17
you inereased the. number of first-run
theatres to 10, there would still only
be one filmin eight that would be first-
grade,
"fence the public would not benefit
in any way by an increase in the num
ber of first-run theatres. The only ef
fect, it is obvious, would be to increast
the competition among the ten theatres
to secure the first-grade films for show
ing each week. This fn turn would
have the effect of increasing the cosi
of films to the theatre proprietors: and
consequently tend to make them pas~
on the increased cost to the public.
"One important consideration. taken
into account by the licensing author..
ity when a theatre licence is applied
for, is the availability of film supply.
of a good standard," continued Mr
Robertson. "The intention of the new
regulation, which prevents a second
run theatre becoming first-run witb:
out the approval of the licensing.
authority, is to stop uneconomic com-.
petition for film supply It is quite ob--vious that a, licence might be granted
for a theatre to show second-run films,
hecause the granting of such a licence
would not affect the position of first-
run theatres; but its unrestrained con-
version to a first-run house could have
a. seriously detrimental effect on. the
owners of the existiug first-run houses.
without giving any benefit"whatsoever.to the public."
Control of theatre licensing was in-
stituted by the previons Government:
and, according to a statement made by
Mr. R. Girling-Butcher,. whois the
Heensing officer, the purposeof the
present .amendment is merelyto give
effect to the existing regulations. +
Finally, there is a rather sensationai
explanation of the whole. affair that ..
has been. mentioned to mé. From ‘an
‘authoritative source I learned thatafter ihe licensing regulations had been,
_
set.up by the previous Governmentand
had been in force for about a year,
their validity was attacked and they ©
were declared "ultra vires" the Board
of Trade Act. In the period of non
control which ensued, a large number
-of-new theatres were puilt;-and, said
my informant,‘it is significant that.
the bulk of those theatres are now at
least partly under tke control of Ame’
rican film interests. It is quite pos-.
sible that. by the ‘constant jacking-up
of film rentals through unrestricted’
competitive buying, theatre proprietors
would be pushed into such a position
that their theatres might pass under
foreign control. It is the desire to re-
move that possibility that lies behind
the present action." -. .
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ScarcelyMovedFor Weeks
ThanksKruschen ForReturn
ToFitness

Actingon hibprincipleof "when youknowagood thing tellYour friendsaboutit; amanwhohagbadvery badTumbagowrites 88followgI had suffered from Jumbago in my
back, andfor weeks could scarcelymovein becl. I'bad treatment,but it did not
ease thepainery much: A friend said,_
"Why man! Why not take KrnschenSalts Take them every morning; and
you'] find_yti wil] get relief from thatawfulpaininvourback:" SoIhavetakenthem everymorning_ Thisi8 thegecond
hottleI:havehad,and Iamin fit;'conditionfor 'my work: again- thanks to theKru-
schen_ Iwillgurely tellm;y friendsabout
Kruschen Salts_ Iwillnever hewithout
them in my house. C_B
Why is it that lumhago, backache,
rheumatism and indigestion ai1 'yield SOswiftly to;KruschenSalts? Whatjs the
secret ofKruschen=S effectivenessagainstthe whole"army of common complaints2Thesecretisan open one_ It'isreveal"
ed in the analysis on tbe bottle__for:
Ihysiciansand everyone else toSee; SixTitalmineral salts. That is the secret:
The identicalSixgaltsthatNatureordaingforyour;hodilywell-heing EachoftheseGixsaltshasanactionof'itsown, Whereone cannot penetrate another cat-~and
dloes. Stomach; liver kidneys_and diges-tive traet areall benefited and toned upto '9 top-notchconditionofefficiency
WheusourwholesystemstartsworkinglikeaDerfectmachine;YouwillFhedYOuT
woes like1 Worn-out sarment: You:willknow the joyona freedomof going from
month to month:withonta single acheor
Dain;
Kruschen _ Salts is obtainable at all
ChemistsandStoresat2/3 per:bottle.

A RealFriendto
TheMarried
By AMICUS.

Companion "McrriedBliss." Bothbooksof ital3gto enguged andmarried couples;: Either book; Jlupost free,

MENDELSPITZ;LTD;,Tle Dependable Keil Order Chemnists,
Dept; 15,163_'BROADWAY,NEWMARKET,

AUCKLAND;_SET

SuperfluousHairGeiatatleedKilled6w
RUSIA

Jeqieeavor

Coneultitions Freo:
strictly

Conault Confdential.
Moderate Fees_
BANK N.FLORENCE CHAMRERS,
Mannere Streot,HULLEN(MD Wellington:
Send8tamped, 'ad-

kkon.4,3*213 dregged enyelopefor particuiats;


