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Under Attack





Under Attack


One of the unholiest of all unholy alliances has been formed by the right-wing, raving 'NZ Truth' newspaper and the national "Catholic" weekly 'The Tablet". The reason for their union was an article in the June 5 issue of Salient called "Questions for a Guerilla".


'Truth' describes Salient's action as "irresponsible and stupid". 'The Tablet' says it wants Government action, though it doesn't say it wants the Government to do.


Both papers' attacks are grossly irrational. 'Truth' describes the article in breathless detail, sounding more like an advertisement than a condemnation.


Below its article it prints a list of bombing incidents in New Zealand. The mute implication that the incidents are connected to the likes of the Salient article, is entirely without foundation. Even 'Truth' knows this and it didn't attempt to relate the two.


Alongside are a few paragraphs quoting various sources. The police apparently said that only a legal technicality saved Salient and its editor from prosecution. The police didn't reveal the technicality, and 'Truth' makes no guess. Why not? Because the 'technicality' is in fact a central issue in our favour—that in no way did we suggest or exhort that readers should actually follow the advice in the article. This is the difference between our article and an article in the underground magazine 'Ferret', which did suggest use of bombing techniques, and was fined for it.


Salient did not print the article so that people would actually use the techniques described. Salient has no illusions about the revolutionary potential of its readers, who are mostly middle-class meal ticket seekers, more interested in the library than the barricades. We printed the article, as we stated, because it is interesting background material to a subject very much in the public eye.


It is revealing however, to see two right wing newspapers run for cover as soon as they see something in print about Guerillas other than their daily diet of smears on 'terrorists', 'massacres', etc.


Let them rest assured that Salient does not consider that the time is ripe in New Zealand for guerilla activity. Far from it, and indeed we condemn bombing, etc, by young 'radicals' as being counterproductive. At this stage in New Zealand's history we support the direct action of workers, socially concerned pressure groups and progressive unions as a means of effecting political change and increasing political awareness.


But why did Truth' and 'The Tablet' attack Salient? The "Questions for a Guerilla" material was purchased from a reputable bookshop in this country, and similar material is available from many others. Similar information, often far more accurate and explicit, and about much more sophisticated weapons, is available in university and public libraries up and down the country. Information and graphic depiction of guerilla activity is often to be seen on TV and films—for instance the current film 'American Graffiti' depicts how to wreck a police car.


Why attack Salient, then, ahead of all these other sources? Is it because of our politics? On a number of occasions this year we have criticised 'Truth,' directly (for instance on its stance on the de Silva affair). We are and have been at odds with 'The Tablet' on a large number of issues in the past. For instance, 'The Tablet' conducted a smear campaign against the Release All Vietnam Prisoners of Conscience organisation, which Salient supports. 'The Tablet' was in favour of New Zealand's involvement in the Vietnam War, and has taken a right-wing stance on a number of issues such as law and order.


'The Tablet's' attack on us is disturbing because it reeks of censorship, it blames our printers, implying that they should be censors first and tradesmen second. 'The Tablet' asks "if a Christchurch printer was prosecuted, should it [our printer] not be prosecuted....' ignoring the fact that the 'Ferret' printer was prosecuted on a qualitatively different offence.


It blames our publishers, the Students' Association, implying that they should have "disciplinary powers" over Salient. This newspaper's editorial independence has been won for years and is highly valued, not only by us, but also by the Students' Association itself.


'The Tablet' implies that students should not have absolute freedom from the University Council in 'matters such as the publication of their magazines'. Where would this attitude lead, if not back into the darkest days of the nineteenth century?


'Truth's' attacks on Salient can be dismissed as merely typical of its style of sensation-seeking journalism. But 'The Tablet's' attack is more significant. Despites its frequent right-wing position, or perhaps because of it, 'The Tablet' is respected in some quarters as an influential journal of Catholic opinion. Salient joins with the large number of Catholics who have rejected 'The Tablet's' often reactionary and repressive outlook on a variety of matters it really knows nothing about.




[image: Beware the Bombers article from the Truth]
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Raw Deal for Overseas Students



by Patrick O'Hagan.


'Live it up' is the NZ student motto, but for overseas students it is 'die and decay quietly among the piles of books and degrees'.


A ruling by the Overseas Students Admissions Committee (OSAC) requires private students intending to study at a university here, to obtain a satisfactory pass in the bursaries examination before they are accepted. A New Zealand student has only to obtain university entrance to be accepted into almost any university he chooses. However, as has already happened, if a student from overseas sits the New Zealand UE exam and gets a high pass, he may not be admitted to a New Zealand university.


Private overseas students who are not accepted by OSAC are obliged to complete New Zealand 7th form and get a satisfactory pass in bursary. While at school they are not supported by their own government or the New Zealand government and the school cannot accept the student unless he can show an annual inco income of $ 1200. Only a fairly wealthy student can do this. At Wellington High School, three-quarters of the 7th form are overseas students, biding their time while waiting to go to university.


Once the student has spent a tedious year, sat bursary, obtained high school certificate, passed the language test, and if a Malaysian, show he is able to speak three languages (Chinese, English, and now Malay), he must go to the university that the OSAC decides upon. This means students must be prepared to move from where they have studied and go somewhere else. They must make new friends and find more money to pay off the new expenses involved.


Their permits in this country must be strictly adhered to. This could be why the New Zealand Government does not feel obliged to support the student because to get his degree in the minimum time as required, he has no time for anything other than study.


Non-private students are apparently required to obey their own country's laws even while in New Zealand, rather than those of this country (e.g. Khoo Ee Liam). In Asian countries, to become government sponsored, you must be rich, well-educated and law-abiding. No matter how bad conditions may be, silence must be kept. When he gets to New Zealand his freedom of choice is gone as OSAC arranges everything, including the language tests.


One of the reasons given for OSAC's ruling was to put all overseas students on an equal footing, but sponsored students are certainly not financially equal to private students and no overseas student is equal to New Zealand students as regards entry and choice of university.


Another reason given by OSAC was that there was a great increase in overseas student applications to New Zealand universities and there was a high rate of failure among overseas students who had only UE qualifications. If the Government does not want overseas students they should, say so, rather than requiring them to have a higher educational standard than the New Zealand student. As it is, the roll in our universities is decreasing, so the Government should have no reason to reduce the roll by a further 6% 
—the percentage of overseas students.


We owe much to the Asian countries anyway. We have been exploiting Malaysian rubber workers—if they were paid an adequate wage we would have to pay $200 for a car tyre. Malaysian students, therefore, should receive an education equal to that of local students.


In the Commonwealth countries, all residents of a year or more have the right to all welfare services and participation in elections. On this basis, why can't overseas students have their own choice of university to attend, why are they not able to enter on the same educational conditions as a New Zealander, and why, having attained a New Zealand bursary, don't they receive the support it purports to offer?
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Commerce Students! have a say
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There are to be various meetings this half year to discuss the core requirements of the BCA degree. This year the faculty will be setting up a special committee to review the core requirements of the 10-year-old BCA degree. There will be student representation on this committee. The Dean has asked the Commerce and Administration Students Society (CASS) to ensure that all students are given an opportunity to comment on this matter. This is a chance for students to advance some concise criticisms of the basic degree structure. If there are any changes they could last for 10 years so it is important that students advance their interests as regards the core of the degree.


Some of the questions that could be asked are whether there are too many core requirements, how prerequisites and corequisites are structured, whether the political science course is desirable and useful and the general content of the degree, should there be other requirements (say information science) and even should the BCA perhaps be a four year degree. There are many other issues that could be raised and students can do so at small meetings on Thursday, July 18, Tuesday July 23 in the Lounge 12-2pm. From there perhaps meetings at SASRAC could be arranged plus a forum if necessary. If you cannot make any of these meetings but want to comment, contact a staff member or CASS (from union office). Make sure you state your opinions on this important matter.
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Sensory and Interpersonal Awareness Workshop


Leader—Mike Capper.


7—10pm Friday, July 19, 91m—7pm Saturday, July 20, Registration forms available from Studass Office and Psyc Department. Fee $1 restricted to 30 people. Registration to be in by July 12.
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French Weekend


July 12-14 at Otaki Bridge Lodge. Let yourselves go after exams! Does filet de lievre chasseur wet your appetite? Sample this gourmet dish and others at a weekend you can't afford to miss. Also French films, talk on fashion, talk on food and wine, theatre workshop, Saturday Bastille Ball and the ever popular Chez Marline bistro bar. Don't miss the weekend of the year!


Enrol Studass Office by 4.30pm Thursday July 11.


Cost—Friday to Sunday $10; Saturday to Sunday $8; Sunday only—$3.


Further information contact Raewyn Tate, 554-675 or Richard Walcott 41—790.
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Support Your Local Minifest




Here it is. At last. The programme for the great spectacular Mini-Arts Festival. Most activities are scheduled around the times when we figured the majority of people would be free to enjoy them, so make the most of what we're offering! Any changes or additions to this programme will be advertised on a black-board in the Main Foyer, Union Building.







Thursday


10.45am: 
Grand Opening Ceremony—Easterfield quad, featuring bubble-blowing, lolly scramble. Wear a strange costume!


11am: 
Pet Parade—Easterfield quad. If you have a family pet of which you are particularly proud, no matter how devious its pedigree, bring it along. The most horrific pet will be chosen by 
Mystery Guest Judge!


11am: 
Visual Arts Sale Of Prints & Pottery - Foyer. UUB. 
Food CO-OP Great Inaugural Sale—Foyer UUB. Buy your cheap vegies.


11.30am: 
Karate Display—Gym. With a bit of encouragement these men of power may reduce the entire gym to its foundations! Don't miss this! (Good views from 5th floor Rankine Brown)


12 midday: 
Dr Geiringer—Union Hall. Hear a four letter word or an original folk song! Dr Geiringer is being brought onto campus by the Psychology Society to soothe the savage beast—or something.


2pm: 
Speed is the Essence—Theatre. Free movie.


3pm: SIMS—Listening Room. Introductory talk on transcendental meditation.


5—7pm: SASRAC—Smoking Room and Lounge. Usual charges. Come for a couple of drinks to calm you down before you progress to the evenings' activities.


Approx. 6pm: 
Band in Ground Floor CAF. All things going as hoped, Dave Chin and his boys will be playing over tea-time—keep your fingers crossed for this one!


7pm: 
The Gospel According to St Matthew—Theatre....free.....free.....free film from Christian Union—a Marxist looks at Jesus Christ. First ten people get Murray Smith's autograph! Hurry!


7.30pm: 
Mystery Room—Dance Theatre—Smoking Room and Lounge. Sessions every half hour. No escape once you have entered. You have to be totally commited!


8pm: 
Wine 'N' Design—Union Hall. Visual Arts and Greek Club. Come and watch the two clubs destroy each other with an astonishing combination of Greek music, dancing, wine and designing. Door charge about $1 but this not yet final.


10pm—midnight: 
Mad Folk Dancing in the GYM. Whata way to go! Remember to keep some strength for tomorrow!



Thoughts for Tomorrow—Have you: written your bad poetry yet? baked a cake for the cake stall? offered billets for our three out-of-town poets?







Friday


Remember the Bad Poetry Competition!


10am: 
SCM Cake Stall—Foyer UUB.


Lunchtime: 
Asian Food on sale—Restaurant.


Taste delectable oriental cooking by MSA.


Lunchtime: 
Free Folk Concert—Union Hall.


12 noon: 
Young Socialist Forum on Chile—Smoking Room.


2—3pm: 
Dance Improvisation—Lounge and Smoking Room. Dance and poetry in conjunction with Music Dept. Human sculptures.


3pm: 
University Feminists—slide show. Theatre.


3pm: 
Happening with 
Man-Eating Alligators—Union Hall. Cath Soc's dance with death! Come if you dare!


7pm: 
Indian Dance with 
Costume Display—Theatre. Don't miss this, it'll be really worth seeing.


9pm approx: 
Jazz Concert (door charge not yet finalised)—Union Hall.


9pm: 
Play—Warsaw Melody—Theatre. Featuring Stuart Devenie and Anne Budd. This play is free....free.....free—another attraction not to be missed!


11pm approx: 
Horror Poetry—Graveyard. Featuring Mad Marty, a pseudo Sam Hunt, bad limericks, terrible poetry, Dr Seuss and Gothic horrors from German Club. Candles provided. Keep your eyes peeled for news of alternative venue if the weather's inclement! Winners of limerick/poetry competition with be congratulated and showered with chocolate fish.
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Three thousand working men and women, with students and others in support, marched through Wellington last Friday to the Employers' Federation Building in Molesworth Street. The march was partly in solidarity with the Secretary of the Northern Drivers Union, Bill Andersen, imprisoned earlier in the week for defying a Supreme Court injunction. But by Friday the motivation had centred on a more crucial issue: the prevention of further use of such injunctions which infringe the right of workers to withdraw their labour.


Although the original intention was to march on Parliament, negotiations late on Thursday evening between the Trades Council and Minister of Labour, Hugh Watt, resulted in limitations on the stop-work and march—essential services being maintained and the change of destination, being decided on. In return for these concessions. Watt agreed to investigate a repeal of the injunction law, but refused to do so under pressure of industrial disruption, Norman Kirk had remarked after the Labour caucus on Thursday that certain measures were available to the government—deregistration and a local state of emergency—if they were in the 'public interest'. However his threats seem to have been as idle and ill-founded as his recent attack on TPA. for nothing eventuated.


In fact the conciliatory tone of Mr Watt's negotiations With the Trades Council tended to belie the Prime Minister's threatening comments earlier in the day.


However the attitude of Wellington's newspapers—for example the headline to the banner of the Thursday 
Dominion proclaimed 'Unions vs the Law'—and Kirk's remark that 'the public has had a gutsful', helped to arouse a large section of the public in opposition to the union stoppage. The reception to the march on Friday differed markedly from last month's march by seamen and drivers on Parliament when lunchtime crowds had watched quietly and some office workers had joined in. On Friday from Taranaki Street to Federation House the reaction of bystanders was often hostile, with the cry 'go back to work' being heard frequently.


The most vociferous opposition came from the balcony of the Central Post Office Building in Willis Street where it appeared the entire large staff had been given the morning off, to abuse and heckle the marchers.


The marchers however were generally orderly, responding to the insults with booing or cries of 'Why don't you come and join us?' Occasionally at the front of the demonstration the chant '1-2-3-4, end the anti-union law' and variations on that theme were loudly shouted out.


When the march passed Parliament the chant briefly changed to 'We want Norm' but soon petered out when those chanting realised that they didn't really want Norm at all.


The arrival of the march at federation House was met with applause from members of the Watersiders Union who had gathered there, to await the main demonstration.


Then the marchers stood across Molesworth Street to listen to various trade unionists speaking while a ten man deputation met with executives of the Employers' Federation.


The first speaker was Toby Hill of the Wellington Trades Council. He congratulated and thanked those who had taken part saying that despite accusations of irresponsibility leveled at the Trade Council for the action they had organised, the people present had not been forced into marching. He also described the democracy, discipline, and unity of the Trade Union movement and the necessity for such unity in defending the rights of working class people.


Jim Knox, Secretary of the FOL. stated that his executive had made their support of the union action quite clear. The stoppage was caused not only by the arrest of Bill Andersen but also by the need to remove the unjust law of injunctions. Knox recommended that the union stand firm and stated that an FOL delegation would meet the government as soon as-possible to request that the law be repealed.


Knox concluded that only the trade union movement could assure that action would be taken on this issue. The march would make government and employer alike aware that the risk of using the injunction law would be met with a full frontal clash with trade unions.


Tom Poata, a rank and file member of the Drivers' Union said that because many drivers were Maoris, like himself, he felt able to speak for his ethnic group as well as his union, in opposing injunctions.


Kay Goodger, of the Clerical Workers Union spoke of the urgent need to bring more women to the forefront and make them more understanding in union struggles and to educate them. Earlier that morning she had rung a talk back show on which the majority of women ringing in had opposed the unions' actions. The show's host, Brian Edwards, had recommended that women take action themselves, to the extent of the Lysistrata, to prevent union stoppages.


When the deputation returned Jim Knox told the marchers that Peter Luxford, Employers' Federation Executive Director, had agreed to make a joint approach to Government about the repeal of the injunction law. 
The Dominion of Saturday morning, however, reported that Luxford has made 'no response' to the delegations request.


Despite the abuse from the foot paths, the march showed that some sections of the workingclass and a large number of students are prepared to unite in solidarity against the injustices perpetrated by the present Government.
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Starr on Abortion


Jessica Starr is a representative of the Women's National Abortion Action Coalition (WONAAC) in the USA, and has been a leader in the fight to repeal all anti-abortion laws, and to end the practice of forced sterilisation which is aimed at poor women, and women from national minorities. She will be in New Zealand in mid-July of this year and will be speaking on: Why abortion should be repealed What the US Supreme Court ruling on abortion means for women Where the so-called "right to life" crusaders go wrong.


Jessica Star's tour is being organised by the Women's National Abortion Action Campaign (WONAAC) in New Zealand. Like its counterpart in the USA, WONAAC aims to unite women in a vigorous campaign to demand that the government remove all restrictions on women's right to control their own reproductive lives.


In the USA, WONAAC contributed much to the development of overwhelming public sentiment in favour of women's right to abortion. Through building large demonstrations, public meetings, and conferences of women WONAAC gave expression to the anger women felt against the institutions, laws and prejudices which denied them control over their bodies.


The widening support given to the demands of WONAAC resulted in a sweeping change in the abortion laws, made in a Supreme Court ruling on January 22, 1973. In the USA abortion is now legal up to the 24th week of pregnancy, and available up to the 12th week on the women's request alone. Beyond 24 weeks abortion is legal only if the life or health of the women is endangered by continuation of the pregnancy.


This decision was a victory for all women, both in the United States and around the world.


As a national coordinator of the USA WONAAC, Jessica has spoken extensively on television and radio, has debated "Right-to-Lifers" frequently, and is an articulate and skilled debator on the abortion issue.



Here Jessica Star speak:


	Sunday, July 21—Reception, 5pm,

	Smoking Room, VUW Union Building, Admission $2.

	Monday, July 22 Forum, Teachers' College, Donald Street Karori.

	Tuesday, July 23 Forum 12 noon, Union Hall, VUW Student Union Building

	Money to pay for the tour is urgently needed! Please send your donation to P.O. Box 2669, Wellington.
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Upon hearing of the arrest of Bill Andersen and the widespread controversy it caused the Salient politics bureau went into deep research as to the likely outcomes. While events have now made the predictions somewhat unlikely, they may still be of interest as pointing to directions New Zealand politics could take.


The three possibilities considered were:



	1)
	A quick settlement, leaving some people doubting Labour's commitment to law 'n order, but leaving the party unscathed. The actual event, almost a sell-out to the courts and Dromgoole, was not predicted. The staff of the bureau are now participating in self-criticism for this omission.


	2)
	A bitter fight between the Government and the unions, leading to an eventual union vitory. Various sections of the party would split to the right (such as Martyn Finlay) and some seals now held by rightish Labourites would fall to socialist challengers. Other Labour votes could well be split by socialist candidates.


	3)
	A similar fight, with a union defeat. The mass of the Parliamentary party would remain stable (and even less distinguishable from the Nats), but there would be a large revolt by the union section of the party This would win several seats, and also help National to win a couple more over alternative 2.




For the next election, next year each of these possibilities was considered for each electorate in the country and the results totalled:



	1)
	Labour 4 5 seats, National 42.


	2)
	Labour 37 seats. National 46, various socialists 3, independent 1 (Dallas, West Coast).


	3)
	Labour 26 seats, National 48, socialists 12, independent 1.






[image: Photo of Norman Kirk]


In any case, the experience of the struggle of alternatives 2 and 3 would show to many people the futility of expecting truly socialist measures from a reformist Labour Government. The splits envisaged in the Labour Party would have to come from outside the Parliamentary party as the 'left-wingers' in Parliament are far too much in awe of Kirk and far too entwined to reformism to ever step out of line.


For those interested, we include a partial breakdown of the seat results.


Various socialists (2) Henderson. Lyttleton, Petone, (3) Avon, Chch Cent, Dunedin Cent, Grey Lynn, Heretunga, Hutt, Island Bay, Lyttleton, Napier, New Lynn, Otahuhu, Petone Independent (2&3) West Coast.
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'What are injunctions, anyway?'



by Anthony Ward


The recent controversy has shown how little most people know about injunctions. Basically an injunction is a judicial order, awarded if a plaintiff can show the court that someone's action will interfere with his lawful activity. If awarded it puts restraint on the action or compels restitution to the plaintiff.


Apart from the unions issue, injunctions have been sought on various issues recently. Pat Bartlett sought one to stop Alister Taylor from publishing "The Patricia Bartlett Cookbook". Two right-wing students sought one (unsuccessfully) to stop the Students Association from sending money to the Vietnam Medical Aid Appeal. Last year the Waikato University Council succeeded in getting an injunction against Carl Gordon, student representative on Council, barring him from meetings. This is as present still subject to court action.


There is a similarity in all these cases, and indeed in most injunctions—despite Finlay's assurances that anyone can get an injunction, applications tend to come from conservative interests, against more progressive elements. As was the case against Bill Andersen and against the electricians' in Wellington, injunctions can be granted speedily (under 24 hours in Auckland), and it is quite possible that the defendant's case is not heard. In view of the complicated legal procedures that are required to fight these measures, and their binding nature, the law should be revised in any case. There are also many other considerations in their application to industrial affairs.


There are many factors against use of strike action, the only effective source of power workers have. These include the facts that strikers lose their pay, and that they are subject to a barrage of anti-union propaganda, particularly from the right-wing press. There is also a general feeling in the community, fed by the press, National Party and now (revealingly) Labour, that strikes are against the 'national interest'. These alone are potent weapons, supplemented by industrial arbitration procedures which often oppose the workers interests. Bringing injunctions into industrial matters further hampers workers rights, making them subject to two different legal procedures. In the particular case in Auckland, Dromgoole was ruled against by an industrial court, a ruling he ignored for seven months without doing anything about it. His injunction was granted within a day. Is this what Finlay meant by everyone being equal before the law?


A point that has emerged clearly from the events of the past week has been the subservience of both the legal machinery and the Government to the employers. On Tuesday night the Government went into speedy action on the collapse of the Cornish financial concern that appears to have gambled safety for quick bucks, and lost. Does Kirk really want the country to believe that no pressure was brought on him in this matter? Yet in the injunctions issue, a cause that was supported by his own party conference (despite a strongly anti-union speech by the 'liberal' Minister of Justice) he proudly announces that the Government will not consider any proposals while pressure is upon it.


The discrepancy of treatment meted to unions and businesses goes far further than this. National and Muldoon in particular last election made great noises about Labour's ties with the FOL, yet none criticises National's links with the employers. The easy way in which Labour look over these interests gives good indication of the power capitalists have in New Zealand, no matter who the fronting 'Government' is. Such links are (not surprisingly) never criticised by the press, which accepts them as the natural state of affairs.


Readers of the 'From the Courts' feature in Salient will be well aware of the discrimination between rich and poor in our 'justice' system. While contained to a certain extent in the statutes, such as the disparity between strong deregistration laws and hopelessly inadequate consumer protection, in the courts it is observable in its full radiant glory in practice. For example, middle class youths can get off a charge of vandalism through a good lawyer and pleas of "youthful high spirits"; lower class equivalents are sent to borstal. Finlay's comment on equality before the law are morally empty—the courts clearly do treat different class backgrounds differently.


The discrimination goes much further than this, however. Labour's promises to pensioners, to the poor of more doctors and improved benefits have been all but forgotten—those to the manufacturers have been more than fulfilled. This must be the state of affairs when one class has a dominant position in society, as the employers and financial concerns have in ours. The state, and particularly its education system, obscures and mystifies the continual antagonism between employers and the workers they exploit. It does not take much analysis to see who benefits from this.


It is clear that while the Government can and does make some concessions to workers (and to other oppressed groups in society) its committment to the status quo forbids it from attempting any major reconstruction. The beneficiaries of the present arrangement can feel secure with a reformist Labour Party of this mould. The controversy over Bill Andersen and injunctions has revealed this situation, and the necessity of strong counter action to many people. There is still a large number saying "Give the Labour Government a fair go." They've had a fair go, and they've shown that they do not and will not serve the interests of the people who put them into office.




[image: "So what if it's got no wheels. You surely don't want it to Go anywhere"]

"So what if it's got no wheels. You surely don't want it to 
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Across



	(2)
	Who the education system caters for


	(5)
	My name's Gough and I'm ...


	(7)
	Roman tiddler


	(9)
	Full name of Russian leader


	(12)
	Rajah's wife


	(13)
	See (21)


	(15)
	Reactionaries devour Salient with it


	(16)
	Edible Greek letter


	(17)
	... Sharpies


	(19)
	American hero


	(22)
	Indian mystic


	(23)
	Irregular run


	(25)
	Solzhenitsyn's hero


	(26)
	Dog (anagram)


	(27)
	Futuristic writer


	(29)
	Australian with his head in the sand


	(31)
	To foreshadow


	(32)
	British comedian




Down



	(1)
	A non-violent weapon of the bourgeoisie


	(2)
	......Lama Sabachrani


	(3)
	Inborn


	(4)
	Revolutionaries.......a better state


	(6)
	Kung ...


	(8)
	Elvish symbol


	(10)
	... est celare artem


	(11)
	The original wanker


	(14)
	Left wing


	(15)
	Better than sinistrous


	(18)
	Barry Ackerman?


	(20)
	See (21)


	(21)
	..it yes.. ..


	(24)
	Ether (anagram)


	(28)
	I'm pulling your ...


	(30)
	Greatest person
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Edwards on Kirk Labour Talkback & Edwards




A while ago Salient became interested in the growing phenomenon of talk-back radio, and wrote to Brian Edwards requesting an interview on the subject. When the appointed time came around, Edwards had hit the headlines again by resigning from the Labour Party. Thus this interview also covers that topic at some length. Unfortunately, it was a few days before Edwards counselled wives of striking workers to withdraw their labour from their husbands (even in bed) as a protest. He took a 'poll' on his show of those for and against the strike. We could have asked him quite a few questions on these tactics. Nevertheless the ground that the interview does cover—
what Edwards thinks of Kirk and the Labour Party, how democratic and powerful he thinks talk-back is, and some of his general beliefs—
make worthwhile and provocative reading.





[image: Three photos of Brian Edwards]




Salient: You say that your split with the Labour Party was due to their stance on civil liberties and also on their attitude towards homosexual law reform. We could start by taking those individually. What kind of action did you want on homosexual law reform?



Edwards: I would have liked to see them introduce a private members bill, making homosexual acts between consenting adults in private legal. That's the sensible and humanitarian thing to do. I would have expected that from a Labour Government, certainly from someone like Martyn Finlay. The possibility is virtually eliminated now, and there is the astonishing situation of someone on the far right like Muldoon introducing a private members bill. Labour, which ought to be dedicated to that sort of progressive social reform, won't do it. What we're talking about isn't just a law, what we're talking about is emotional suffering and stress for thousands of New Zealanders.


The Government now won't even put it to the consciences of the people in the House! I think that is very bad. Let's at least have a democratic vote on it and see where we stand.


This is another example of consensus politics at its worst, where what Norman Kirk is in fact saying is "let's wait until we are absolutely sure beyond a shadow of a doubt that there isn't a sufficient body of opinion in New Zealand against this move before we actually do anything." We're back to the situation where government makes no attempt at all to lead the popular will and I think that's a great pity. When you abandon humanity and sense like that, well I really want nothing more to do with the party after that.



The only statement by Kirk on this is that the vote itself would be "divisive". You're saying that you expect "greater moral leadership" from Kirk in this respect. Doesn't calling for greater moral involvement by Government conflict with your misgivings on the civil liberties issues? You said on your programme a week or so ago that there is a danger of people writing their own private hangups into legislation.


The leadership of the party generally is doing just that, its writing its hangups on homosexuality, its hangups about drugs, into the legislation. That's what's happening all the time. And that bothers me badly.



So it's not really a lack of moral leadership that bothers you, it's that the moral leadership Kirk is giving differs from your own.


Yes, at right, you might be right. It's a form of negative moral leadership, if you like, based on a sort of ethical conservatism, or puritanism, which is very much behind the leadership's thinking, and to some extent also the party as a whole. We're all being held back in New Zealand society. If you go back to the beginning, my resignation from the party merely reflects my final disillusionment. It began very early indeed, with with the Pagliara deportation. That was an act of such barbarism that I could barely understand, and I said so at the time to people like Martyn Finlay. I think Finlay probably agreed with me. This is an indication that Finlay (who I regard as a liberal and humane man) is ineffectual as a Minister of Justice in swaying Cabinet and Caucus. Things are happening that I know he disapproves of. There is no hope for the party, if the Finlays, and the so-called young radical left are having no influence.


We will go along the same well worn conservative path where the worst you get is repressive legislation in the field of civil liberties, and the best you get is complete inertia. They are saying all right, we'll do nothing about it, we'll wait and see.



But isn't there a danger here. You and I can make our political judgements on the basis of our individual consciences; these people as public officials can't act simply on this basis. Norman Kirk has to wait and assess public opinion on contentious issues because he is elected to administrate this opinion.


There is some substance in what you say but I think in this instance homosexual law reform would be a good place to start. In addition to adopting this negative ethical stance they, have seriously mis-judged the public mood on this.


Now if you go by talk-back programmes, at all, the evidence is this; if you suggest on talk-back that we should change the abortion law you are over-whelmed by people against you. If you suggest that we should change the laws on homosexuality the great majority of the people who ring in say "yes—definitely. We don't like homosexuals very much, the thought of the things, they do in private horrifies us, but they are victimless and it is their life. They may be sins in some peoples minds but no one is hurt." I would gauge from the talk-back that Government has mis-judged the public which was ready for law reform some time ago.



But how fair a gauge is the talk-back show?


It's a reasonably sort of gauge. Talk-back will attract on a contentious issue, the antis more than the pros. If you put something forward that people don't like they will be motivated enough to ring in.


The people who feel positive about something tend not to be motivated as strongly. So you do get a fair reflection, if anything it favours the people against. On homosexual law reform the antis just don't appear. You might get one in 20.



And you don't think your own personality might have any thing to do with the response you get? I think a large amount of motivation would be needed to ring up and attempt to argue with a parson such as yourself.


I think that some people who ring fear they will be demolished in the argument. It might account for a percentage of people not ringing, but not a substantial one. It wouldn't affect one's overall judgement of the situation.


The country's ready for homosexual law reform and that makes it worse because you have something which is bordering on dictatorship. What you've got is a man or men, legislating by Omission in this case, their personal hang-ups, when in fact the country is quite ready for change. You have to bring it back to the human situation. The misery this law creates, its pointlessness—it isn't even policed but still exists as a threat. It seems to me that the government is careless of that suffering when it ought to care about it.



You mentioned dictatorship. At the 1973 Labour Party Conference apparently pro-abortionist Sue Kedgely wasn't allowed to speak. The debate on abortion was closed by Kirk, who spoke for about 15 minutes to other speaker's three minutes. Is that the sort of dictatorship you mean?


That's a form of dictatorship and I am quite sure that's what happened when it began to look as though the conference might be swayed in favour of law change Kirk intervened. There was no right of reply, but more importantly he was the leader of the party and it was a challenge to the people to go against what he as leader wanted. I am sure that the same thing happens in Caucus and Cabinet, week-in, week-out; Kirk, having listened to the debate, expresses his viewpoint.


People in the Labour Party stand in the most astonishing awe of Kirk. I have talked to young radical MP's, before the election, were highly critical of Kirk. I have talked to them since and they stand in absolute awe of the man. They admit he has some faults but think he is a great man, a great leader. They have been genuinely converted, and in that sort of atmosphere you don't have a true democracy operating in cabinet or caucus. Kirk merely has to stand up and put his viewpoint and that is the end of it.



Your criticisms of Labour on homosexual law reform, etc, are fair enough but the issues you have mentioned are not the most important. How about Labour on industrial relations, economic matters, and foreign policy?


Well, I suppose each individual has his own interest and field of understanding. I would concede to be badly informed in such things as foreign policy and not particularly well informed in such things as economics. I am well informed in the wider social issues like health, housing, education. When I resigned I said that Labour's 18 months in office had been a period of betrayal and broken promises and one of the areas of broken promises is in the area of health. We still have the same waiting lists that we had before, and the same incredible and astonishing doctor shortages that we had before. No real attempt is being made to do the things the government said it would when in opposition. The third medical school is simply not on the horizon, and what we need now is a fourth.


In those areas I feel equally disillusioned although I look at them probably more rationally than I do at things like civil liberties, abortion, sexual reform, but equal suffering is being caused there.


Now you know how much suffering is being caused in the field of housing. The recent business with Colleen Andrews was just the tip of the iceberg of the amount of suffering that is being caused in New Zealand through bad, non-imaginative, non-radical housing policies. These areas in their own way are emotive areas. Bad economic policy causes suffering for thousands of people; pensioners, beneficiaries, you name it. But I am not well informed in these other areas.



What do you think is the cause of Labour's inaction? So far you have suggested only unawarensss of public sentiment and personal hangups of the politicians involved. Are there any other reasons?


We are talking about the area of civil liberties. Take the Pagliara incident. Theoretically, Pagliara was deported because he was an alien who had been found guilty of a drug offence for which he could be sent to prison for more than a year. But the real reason he was deported was that he was bi-sexual, a drag queen, or whatever he was. His drug offence was really quite minor. He was on the social fringe in terms of normalcy, he didn't belong within society. There agin the hang-ups of the Labour Party and its leadership in particular were being written into legal action. I think if Pagliara hadn't been homosexual he would've had a much better chance of staying in the country. And that's a very bad and dangerous situation to have.



What do you think now of Kirk's statement on the recent TPA/State Advances issue, his aspersions on TPA, his statements about Dennis O'Reilly?


That's appalling but not surprising. One thing which has worried me about the present administration and leadership, in its readiness to indulge in ad hominem argument; often without any justification. The use of innuendo and smear, by the Prime Minister, outside of the House, is becoming a day to day part of politics. And that's a bad thing, because it's difficult for the individual to respond.


The situation with regard to the media is analogous. Kirk claims that he has the same right as any other citizen to ring up a media employee and criticise something that he has written or correct him. On the surface that seems reasonable but it isn't at all. By being Prime Minister he forfeits that right, because his stature is such that even to phone any journalist is in itself an act of intimidation because of the enormous difference in the stature of the two people. If Goliath says to David "I don't like what you're doing, son", that is an act of intimidation. And that goes on all the time. Many more examples apart from what you've been citing exist. I have heard of them privately, of the Prime Minister telephoning people in the media. I've been on the end of a blast from the Prime Minister on a different issue and I know that's a scary experience. Now if you're a Joe Bloggs working for the 'Dominion' and the Prime Minister rings you and says "Look, son, we didn't like what you did last week", you're going to be bloody careful to see you don't do it again next week. It wouldn't matter if we all knew about it. It does matter when nobody knows about it except Kirk and Joe Bloggs, because then you have an insidious undermining of freedom of the press which is happening day after day in New Zealand under the present government.



It's interesting really reading that 'Sunday Times' article to try and look through Norman Kirk's eyes and understand his motivation. It seems to be so much more than just normal Labour Party paranoia about the media. To what do you attribute his sensitivity about the media?


It's true that the Labour Party has a persecution complex about the media. You have to be a little sympathetic. If you were in opposition for 20 years, and throughout that period, the press gave you an unfair deal and to a degree manipulated its news presentation in favour of the government, you'd be a pretty strong person if at the end of that 20 years you didn't feel some sense of persecution. But somehow or other it went beyond that.


There were areas in the media where Labour got a fair deal, for instance from the NZBC. Not because the NZBC was courageous, but because it was so gutless and terrified and....well the NZBC you could describe as a political eunuch. It was so afraid of offending that it at all costs retained balance.


At the end of the 20 years, a reasonable ground for complaint against the press, especially editorially, had changed into paranoia about the media and that expresses itself, day in, day out, even when the media are being reasonable.



It has been said for instance.....


It's counterproductive of course, because the more you attack the media the more she'll strike back. This confrontation I had the other day is described by the papers as one of the most embarrassing political events of the year. But if I'm attacked, if the NZBC is attacked, if the newspapers are attacked, they'll strike back, particularly if the attack is unjustified or couched in innuendo and not straight from the shoulder. You read through that transcript—it's quite astonishing. The inability or unwillingness of Kirk to state who he is talking about—people resent that more than anything else. Not only are people smeared by the leadership, but they can't defend themselves because often they are not named. 'Some people', 'you know very well who am talking about'—these sorts of statements. One deserves better than that from a Prime Minister.



Just by the way, we had the same thing up at varsity the other day with Rob Muldoon talking about racial stirrers.


This happens, it isn't the prerogative of Kirk or the Labour Party. Muldoon is an expert in that field and has been for a long time. Actually he is much better at it, and he does it with an element of humour, which makes it more bearable.



Where do you think this is all leading?


It's leading in an undesirable and dangerous direction. If the Prime Minister and the Cabinet could get Radio Windy and all the rest of us off the air, could stop the 'Dominion' and the other editors from saying what they have to say, could inhibit all the investigative journalism in the country and could excise all the embarrassing stories that appear on television, and could stop Nationwide from putting Colleen Andrews on and so on, I think they would. I think their grubby thumb would be in there if they thought they could get away with it.


The statements made by Kirk, Munro, Douglas, and others about talk-back programmes and the media in general were kiteflying. They were saying we don't much like these things, so we will see how much the public will tolerate by way of interference. They got an answer they didn't expect. When the suggestions and rumours were put out about what was going to happen to talk back shows, there was a public outcry. People saying we'll march on Parliament if they take you off and that sort of thing. The kite-flying gave a very clear indication that the public would not buy this interference.
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But they don't appear to have learnt their lesson.


No, and I don't suppose that they ever will. I think they'll keep flying the kites. That is their technique of government. Look at a fairly small example, the milk subsidy business. They rumoured that they were going to remove the milk subsidy. Everyone got up in arms, so it didn't materialise.


The price of liberty is eternal vigilance, and as long as the public keeps their eyes and ears open it will be all right. Talk-back hosts sometimes get accused of 'raving on' about interference in the media. You've got to do that, you've got to keep people aware of the potential danger of it all.



Policy oversees by governments as regards talk-back shows, teams to be one of neglect.


Well, Kirk was asked by someone the other day what he was going to do about talk-back programmes; and he said "let them die a natural death". But there isn't really any indication that talk-back will die a natural death. They may change in style and formal and duration and ell the rest of it. I don't think they'll die though.



People like Marcuse say that free speech isn't an issue, but that it's the freedom to act that's important. People are free to talk about issues on your programme only as long as this doesn't lead to effective political action.


Well the evidence of course is that it is transformed into action. I can see the point you're making. But I don't see those things as being exclusively of one another. On the question of MPs salaries for example, the appearance of Fred McComish of the Pensioners and Beneficiaries Association onto the Programme was followed on the same afternoon by a pensioners' march on Parliament. We've done programmes about parents who beat their kids, for example, which have been followed by action. Not political action, of course, but nonetheless action, where organisations have been set up to help parents under stress. So I think people do things. We suggested on one occasion that people send telegrams. Now I know that they did do that. Isn't there a corollary danger that people denied the ability to speak may also not act and may also not be aware that there are other people who feel the same as them? On your own you may not act, but if you feel that lots of others feel the same way, then you have a sort of mass resentment growing and that certainly happens on the programme from time to time. On the issues of salaries it grew very strongly indeed. People acted because they heard the programme and partly because they were given directions on which they could act. The person at home may feel he'd like to do something, but doesn't know what. The programme may provide him with that information, not necessarily from the host of the programme but from other callers. These programmes can be a spur to political action but they're not a substitute for political action.



You mentioned the example of MP's salaries, but nothing actually got done. A lot of noise and that's all.


Yes, well, that's an example of politicians riding out the storm. In that sense I don't suppose there is a great deal that people can do. What are you going to do? That sort of political action I think is going to come from trade unions. It's not going to come from beneficiaries who were the people most upset. They did all they could do they marched, they made their opinions known, they made press statements, they organised themselves better. But the only real leverage is in the hands of the trade unions, who didn't seem unduly worried about it all.


By expressing your own opinion you catalyse other people to express theirs. Probably most talk-back hosts in New Zealand, express their own opinions forcibly, and this is one of the areas which government resents. It resents a man who can express in the media political opinions which very often are against the establishment. They resent that the public can express themselves too. If you ask 'how could the individual citizen express himself politically, previous to talk-back' the answer is once every three years by putting a piece of paper in a box, and by writing letters to the newspapers. If he was a student he could demonstrate, but most people don't want to do that. Those were the options


Now there is a new option which means that in Wellington for example you can express your opinion annonymously and strongly to 30,000 other people; in Auckland to 50,000 other people. That is, I think, a real advance in democracy, and the politicians resent it because the people are not saying the sort of things that they want to hear. As the host of the programme you are not politically impotent as you are on television. You can express your opinion, you can editorialise. You can't do those things in any other medium


The only other thing of course is that politics plays only a very small role in the talk-back programme. It has many other functions. Certainly it makes people feel that they can have some form of participation in what is happening in their community. In quite a small way, whether it's the price of milk or the amounts of money you get on returnable lemonade bottles, they can express themselves, they can get things done. It provides intellectual stimulation for people who previously had nothing but 'Dr Paul' and 'Portia Faces Life'. Of all the letters that I get the great majority say, "previous to talk-back, I had nothing to make me think. Now I have a programme which makes me think, and I get intellectual stimulation from that". That's very important.


It provides company for people. The Americans have done psychological studies of this, and they find things like a woman in the home enjoys the presence of a male voice communicating with her in the morning. It relieves peoples' loneliness. One very important thing that it does it makes people realise that they are not alone in their situation and in that way it provides comfort. A good example, concerns people who beat their kids. A woman rang up on a programme one morning and said that she beat hell out of her kids and it was terrible, and she must be an awful, dreadful woman. She told the story weeping. For the next three hours other people rang up and said, "look you're not an awful dreadful woman, I beat my kids as well, and I'm worried about it and I've never been able to do anything about it." And as a result of that two things happened. What you might call a radio community of people was formed who knew that they were not different, bad and to be rejected.
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Secondly, action was taken in the form of the setting up of an organisation to help those people.


It also provides a sort of para psychiatric function for people who ring up and who have problems and fear and anxieties and worries. They express those on the programme and probably feel better. So the talk-back host has got to be a lot of things: political commentator, psychiatrist, devil's advocate, you name it.



Aren't you creating a big illusion, for the women who like hearing the sound of a male voice and generally for people who don't feel quite so lonely. Isn't it an incredibly illusory solution to their needs or problems?


It doesn't matter whether it's illusory or not. I have no objection to illusion if it makes people happier, and yeah, you're probably right. It is an illusion, but from that illusion people draw strength and comfort and emotional sustenance.



But isn't 'democracy' that you're making people believe they have, also an illusion?


No, I don't think it is an illusion of democracy. If it were then this programme wouldn't be recorded every morning in the Prime Minister's office. If the politicians weren't listening, then it would be an illusion of democracy. But I think they are listening and taking note as well. You may not see the results of that in any dramatic form. No politicians is ever going to admit that he did something because of whatever he heard in talk-back programmes. But they're listening all right.



Don't you think they should be listening to more primary sources, to their own elecorates?


Well, yes, I suppose so. And I'd like to see politicians spending far less time in the House and much more time in their electorates. I'd like to see a national network talk-back programme, which I think would be great. You have to accept that talk-back is quite a powerful medium and its power is alarming politicians. They find it threatening, they find it worrisome, they find it annoying, they find it embarrassing. What annoys them most is the power of 20—30,000 people being able to express themselves. They couldn't do that before.



If I can go back to the question of the impartiality of the.....


Can I just come back to the question of the Pagliara thing which I couldn't remember before.


The government seems to say to New Zealand society, "we offer you a materially better life, in return for certain things that you will give up." This was all crystallised in Kirk's use of the term "family life". He said, "what we want to establish is a better quality family life"—which meant a roof over your head, (which you could afford!, enough to eat, adequate medical services; you children could go to school and get educated, and would not be discriminated against if they were Maoris.


Now assuming for the moment that government had provided all of those things (which of course it hasn't) the price to be paid was the sacrifice of people who did not fit in to this concept of family life. Family life means normalcy, and not stepping outside the perimeters of society that are approved of by right thinking people. "Family life" excludes homosexuals, drug addicts, alcholics, transvestites, and so on. What Kirk has said is that you can have everything that is normal, providing that you are intolerant of things that are not normal, which means what doesn't come within the norm as I define it. People like drug offenders today, homosexuals and all the rest of them are all going to victims of this materialistic, conservative puritasnism. What worries me is that New Zealand may be prepared to accept that in order to get all the other goodies. We have a sort of lawn-mower society. We are offended by things sticking up out of the ground and we have to mow them down. That includes people.



How about alcoholics and drug users? Do you let them flourish and grow?


Yes, providing as I said before that what they are doing is not hurting other people.



It is hurting themselves very badly though.


Well, mat is their right. I am entitled to hurt myself if I want to and no one is entitled to stop me. I am entitled to kill myself by smoking, take my own life, drive myself to insanity by taking LSD, all of those things.



Surely when you blow your mind out with LSD or alcohol or what ever you are not only hurting yourself but you are also hurting your family, for instance; you are lowering the morale of your friends. It can never be reduced to what the individual does to himself? When you harm or kill yourself you inevitably hurt someone else.


Well there may be side effects that are unpleasant for other people, but I maintain that the individual has a right to daal with his own mind and his own body in what ever way that he wishes and that the state has no right to interfere.


There is a distinction between a situation where a man considers whether or not he is going to hurt his family emotionally, and a situation which the state interferes. What I am saying is that the state has no right to interfere in a man's right to do that. It has no right to interfere in what is in fact a victimless sin, or victimless crime.


If someone takes sleeping pills or barbiturates because he can't sleep all night and that upsets the rest of his family should the state then intervene and say 'You may not take these any more because that's upsetting the rest of your family?' Obviously not. When a man becomes of age or mature he must have total control over his own body and mind. That to me is indispensable in society. A man must be allowed to kill himself if he wants. Voluntary euthanasia should also be available, providing it is controlled to the extent that the individuals is protected from every possibility of making a mistake, and allowed every opportunity for changing his mind.



This is impossible.


Well, its not....There will always be cases that will get through. But if you give a man a period to decide, if you present to him all the possible options of help, that's important. And then you give him....you say, you have to wait for a month or three months or whatever it may be, and decide then whether you still want to. All right, people will get through. I am not really sure that it matters anyway. If a man wants to kill himself at the time when he does kill himself, there is no reason for regret. You can't speculate on what he might have felt a month later. It doesn't matter, the point is that he was satisfied at that point.
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Don't you think we ought to be working towards the sort of society in which people don't want to take drugs, and drink alcohol and beat their children and pop themselves off.


I wouldn't have included beating children in this, because there you are hurting someone else. Yes, we should, of course we should be trying to get rid of all of these things.



Well surely that's what Norman Kirk in his bumbling and ineffectual way is attempting to do? Just that he's going about it the wrong way?


I suppose so. Let's take abortion as an example, right. And you say Norman Kirk would like to see fewer abortions eliminated. So would I, But how can you eliminate the need for abortion when you have a law which makes it almost impossible for people to provide any evidence, researched evidence in the whole field? Because as soon as they present themselves to give it they are liable for prosecution. Once you repress something your chances of uprooting it diminish immediately. How can you uproot something when it's being stifled.


Most of our social solutions are symptomatic, aren't they. We put criminals in jail, we punish drug offenders, and so on. Very few of them relate to the causes at all. This government and the previous government believes in what you might call social aspirin. What we need is social surgery. And social surgery involves in the case of abortion, changing the law, to make it possible to deal with the causes. And the same with drugs. You need to be able to look at drug offenders, let them come forward, make them free. You need to have a sort of amnesty in all of these fields before you can start to do the sort of things that are necessary to change this society.



We've talked about the extreme people in society, like the drug users and so on. What about the ordinary person, the working men and women. Do you think that they are happy in this society?


Yes, they are probably reasonably happy. If your sights are material, there is no reason why you shouldn't be happy, unless you are at a disadvantage in the terms of opportunity at the start, if you are a Maori or a Polynesian, or whatever it may be. But aside from that there is no reason why people whose sights are material, or environmental, in the sense that they want a nice house to live in, want to be by the beach and so on, can't do all of those things.


That they are happy is a reason for their intolerance of those who aren't, because they can't understand it. People generally believe the shibboleths about this being a good country to bring up children, the perfect society and God's own and what have you. Because they believe it and experience it themselves, they are intolerant of others who don't. They regard those as 'stirrers' and 'rockers' and what have you.



Do you think they really experience it when for a start most of them are workers rather than bosses? The only democratic participation they have in society is once every three years, and we know how big a participation that is. Most of them spend their lives working towards their retirement, and when they retire they die off out of sheer boredom, and most of them spend their whole lives paying off a mortgage on their house and saving up for colour TV.


Yeah, I think they are. Happiness relates to your imagination to a degree. The more imaginative you are, the more you can conceive of better things, and the more likely you are to be unhappy. Thomas Mann spoke of the curse of insight and the phrase is 
a good one. If your parameter in life have never included anything more than the expectation to have two cars, a house and all the things you mentioned, you will be happy within that. The great majority of people are not aware of the possibilities. Take the man who works on the shop floor. He's probably not aware of the possibilities of worker participation, profit sharing, having a role in decision-making within the factory, job changing, retraining. He may be happy in a dull sense, in a negative sense, that he feels free from unhappiness, I might concede, that, but he's not unhappy either. And I think most New Zealanders come into that category.



You think that's a good way for them to be?


No I don't. But you've got to ask the question, is it desirable to make people unhappy in the interests of enlightening them? It's a relevant question in the field of Women's Liberation for example. There isn't any doubt at all I think that there are around the country people who previously were satisfied in their passive ways who are now dissatisfied and unhappy. It's interesting if you talk about Women's Lib on the programme, it's amazing how many women very aggressively resent it because what effectively it has said to them is "why are you happy when you should be unhappy?"



One thing I'd like to get back to is a comment you made earlier, you said people want a host who expresses his opinions fairly forcefully. Do you think this is the basis of the politicians' distrust of the talk-back medium?


I don't think so. Politicians are bothered by the audience, not the host. J.B. Munro and I appeared in a confrontation on Nationwide. When I asked him who he was referring to as cranks, he said he was referring to the callers, it was them who he regarded as dangerous. Geiringer or Edwards can rave till the cows come home, and it won't bother the politicians. They can dismiss it, they can say Edwards raves about Labour because he didn't get into Parliament, he's got sour grapes, so we can ignore him. 
Ok. Erich Geiringer we can dismiss because everyone knows that Erich Geiringer is a disgruntled nutcase and he's been raving on like this for years. No-one takes any notice of him any more.



Is there not a possibility that they listen and think 'here's Brian Edwards raving, people are going to believe his raving because he's Brian Edwards, and the few people who get through on the line are going to agree with him because those are the sort of people that ring up.'


Well, we're just going to have to agree to differ. I think their anxieties relate to the callers and not to me. Politicians are free to organise lobbies of people to ring talk-back shows if they wish, and this in fact does happen.



In New Zealand?


Certainly, politicians organise people to ask them the right questions if they're the hosts of talkback shows, or they ask them to put forward points which will be sympathetic to their viewpoint. Everyone's free to do that. You can't stage-manage a Talkback show. I have no idea at all what call is coming up, no one tells me. I give no instruction as to what sort of calls.
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What evidence have you got of lobbying like that? How did you hear about that?


Ah....I can't tell you that,...but I know it goes on. What I suggest you do is listen, for example, to Rob Muldoon's programme and.....here I am indulging in innuendo, but I do it unashamedly, because I don't really have enough evidence....you will have the impression that many of the calls provide him with an enormously convenient platform to say the particular things he wants to say.



But this impression can equally be gained from your progra-program me!


Maybe I do as well.



This is the point. How genuine is this "participatory democracy" that is supposed to operate on talk-back shows?


Well I can only speak for myself, and in the case of Rob Muldoon I'm really only talking about the occasional call, and I suppose if you're a Muldoon supporter you'll ring up and try to do your best for him. If you're a supporter of me you'll try to do the same.



It has been said by a number of people who have done programmes with you that you are capable of phrasing and directing a series of questions so that you extract from the subject just that answer that you want, rather than the answer that the person in the normal course of events would give. How do you feel about that?


I'd like to know the names of the people,



I'm sorry, we can't disclose them.....


That's an innuendo (laughs)



It's a criticism that a lot of people who have been interviewed by you have made, and a lot of listeners also say this.


I don't know what to answer to that, I'd regard myself as a highly skilled interviewer but I'd see my aim personally to reveal rather than to entrap the individual, if the individual is being devious or dishonest or is avoiding the point I'd use all my skills to get him to say what I thought he really meant. Now if what you mean is that I use my skills to make people say things that they don't really believe then I would deny that. But I do use my skills to make people say what they don't want to say, but do really believe; in my opinion.


There are obviously on the phone people who are less adept, debators than t and they may come out feeling that they didn't say what they really wanted to say. That's quite possible but that's their fault, not mine.



No, it isn't, in the sense that you could take a lower profile than you do.


I could take a lower profile and sometimes think I should take a lower profile on some issues.



What we are really getting at concerns the whole nature of the medium. There are people out there who are going to accept your opinions because you are Brian Edwards; because of the confidant way you express yourself.


Yes, I really don't know. I am not being silly, or falsely humble; I really don't know if that is the case. It may be, but I don't know. Yeah sorry, but if there are then what?



Wall then you take all the means possible to lower your profile. You stated in a Listener article that an error you made on one programme was that you said you didn't like Norman Kirk. Would you still regard that as an example of the type of statement you shouldn't make on Radio Windy?


Yes, I am not sure that the function of the programme should be to subject my personal beliefs to the scrutiny of the listener. If that becomes the function of the programme then I am assuming too important a role in it. To that extent my job is to test things, not to have people testing me. To that extent I shouldn't be saying that I don't like Norman Kirk, I should be asking what people think about him and why. But people do want to hear what your opinion is; not necessarily that they believe it, they want to hear you say it; and in some areas they do seek advice—I don't deny that. But generally not in political areas.


I don't think that current affairs television changes many opinions. It polarises opinions, it confirms people in their prejudices but it doesn't change their opinions. For example I had a confrontation with Commissioner Sharpe over the gangs in Auckland. After the programme I received hundreds of letters and they could be divided into two piles. In one pile people said I was crucified by Sharpe, which was a good thing, and wasn't it tremendous how he put me down when he said 'blah, blah....". Nowhere in the interview, in most cases, had the commissioner said any of the things that people who were on his side thought he had said. They had projected on to the programme, onto him, the things they wanted him to say, because they were on his side. Other people who wrote to me said "it was fantastic the way I nailed him to the wall, when I said such and such." And they too were things I hadn't said at all. People hear what they want to hear; they see what they want to see. Generally speaking what comes out of broadcast dialectics is a confirmation of people's previous opinions. That applies to talkback as well, and there may be, in the middle, a very small group of people who are influenced one way or the other but they are a very small group.



But before you ware saying that the number of people that had found talk-back intellectually stimulating was quite significant.


Oh yeah, but finding it intellectually stimulating is not the same as having your point of view changed. Recently I suggested that all people should be paid the same and that got a tremendous response simply because it was something that had never occured to most people because it seemed to be so much of the natural order of things that surgeons should be paid 10 times what labourers are paid. When one suggests that everyone should be paid the same there is a general broadening of horizons just in terms of intellectual thought, whether or not they agreed. I once suggested that contract marriages might be a good thing. The great majority of listeners hadn't thought of that before. That's what t mean by intellectual stimulation.



What about your future? You mentioned in an article that you wanted to get back to television if possible.


That's right, but not as a performer. I don't particularly enjoy being in the public eye. You develop a reputation for egotism and publicity seeking which really has nothing to do with your real persona. I'm actually a very shy person although I'm probably like all performers, schizophrenic. There are two seperate personalities, one in the studio and one outside. In the studio I'm self confident, aggressive, outgoing, more than I would be in an eyeball to eyeball contact with you over a beer. I would be hesitant, inarticulate and find difficulty in speaking. Schizophrenia applies to many people in this business. What I regard as the true part of me doesn't much go for the publicity.




[image: "an insidious undermining of freedom of the press is happening under the present government. "]

"an insidious undermining of freedom of the press is happening under the present government. "









[image: "...talkback is quite a powerful medium and its power is alarming politicians."]

"...talkback is quite a powerful medium and its power is alarming politicians."





What are the satisfactions for you in this job? Do you consider yourself a socially motivated parson?


Well, yes, in some ways. The things that affect me strongly and emotionally relate to under-privileged people and institutionalised people. That's why when you ask me about economics and superannuation I'll probably not be able to answer you because I don't have the stimulus to look into it enough. It's too dry, cold, inhuman for me. But I am deeply moved by the plight of people, particularly in prisons, mental hospitals, the poor and so on. That is not just bullshit, I feel strongly about these people, I get angry. My main motivation is anger I suppose, at social injustice, its negative in some ways. I'm not very good at taking small steps and joining committees to sort things out. I'm an extravagant person who makes grand gestures and that reflects itself in the job. The job to a degree gives you the opportunity to articulate your anger, which is what I do all the time, as anyone who listens to the programme will know. Edwards is always raving about something.


There's a combination. I think listeners to all talk-back programmes get a certain amount of personal therapy out of it, and I do too. Of course, it's very much a two-way thing, and also I like to be liked. I like people to ring me up and say "we enjoy your programme", "You're doing a great job". But funnily enough the disadvantages now of fame and fortune and publicity far outweigh the advantages. So in answer to your question "where to now?" I would like to stay in television because I don't understand anything other than broadcasting.


I'm a typical arts graduate in many ways. I sit here with my BA and Ph.D and I'm good for nothing. What can I do, I don't want to teach because I hate teaching, I loathe universities, which I think are ivory towers which in the main (certainly in my field which is arts, humanities) have no bearing or relevance to the true world. So what does someone like me do? Our society is flooded with people like me whose options are: teaching, which generally they don't want to do, public relations, which generally offends their sensibilities and their moral sense, advertising, where the same applies, or broadcasting. Now it happens that I love broadcasting, but it's also the only thing I can do. So I'd like to move into television; but off the screen. Which means into an ideas field, or a production field, even an administrative field.



Do you inland to become publicly involved in a specifically political role?


On my own part no. I'll probably vote Labour next election because the alternative is so much worse. That's not a good reason for voting, but I will.



Do you have any time for the Values Party?


No. I think the Values Party is an elitist, right-wing party in disguise. It consists of people who can afford to sacrifice short term realities to short term dreams. Only people who don't need to worry can do that. The Values Party has no relevance to the pensioner, to the person without a house or to people in agony because of their varicose veins. Values has nothing to offer to those people.



There's a description of Austin Mitchell at the start of your book as being someone who's "a very good talker and a very poor listener," and you said, looking back, that this exemplified a healthy disregard for boring people. Does this sound more like a self-portrait to you now?


Yes. I wouldn't agree now with what I said then. It was written in 1970 and I've become much more tolerant in those years. I'm still a bad listener because I'm intolerant of people who are concise in expressing what they have to say, who waste time—which I may do myself, I don't know—but by saying too much when they've already made the point. I'm intolerant of people who don't understand the economy of language. It's interesting you should say that because my friends tell me that they find me very abrupt on the telephone. I think the reason is I feel that I've got the message pretty quickly. It's not that they're boring, it's just that they've already said it.



It's one aspect of an attitude that you give of being someone who doesn't particularly like people—you might like people as a mass maybe but individuals....


Well, I'm a mass communicator of course, and I've already conceded I don't do well in person to person, eyeball to eyeball relationships. I mean even in private I don't, I communicate best with people in the mass.



Do you think there's a danger of someone in charge of a media tool like a talk-back programme having lack of tolerance for people?


No, I haven't a lack of tolerance for people, that's quite a different thing. I find it difficult to communicate with people on an individual basis. I suffer from this feeling of wanting them to say what they have to say quickly. Being intolerant of them wandering around the point, that's one thing, you can at the same time have compassion and understanding for people who need It or require it. Now one doesn't require any insight or compassion in an interview with three people from Salient, so the situation isn't appropriate to the expression of that, and you just have to take my word for it that it is there, in other circumstances.


To an extent it is inevitable that mass communicators to a degree lack personality; they don't communicate well on a one-to-one basis. There's not much that can be done about it except to go to one's psychiatrist to help improve.....



This, of course, occurs with lecturer, at university, people who can project only to some artificial entity out there....


I'm a good electronic communicator. Very interesting when I was working in television, you know for ten or fifteen minutes in the control room before the interview I found it hard to talk to the person. I'd mumble and stumble around, I couldn't quite tell them the sorts of areas we wanted to talk about, I was often intimidated by the person. Then we walk into the studio and it affords an electronic protection, you were no longer really two people, you were two performers on a drama set and you performed your given roles of interviewer and interviewee with no embarrassments, there's no real human contact, and in that situation I do very well. So I communicate better with microphones and masses than I do with individuals. But that's just me. And it may be a necessary part of one's job. But with people who are very close to me I communicate all right.



Do you go along with the "to communicate is the beginning of understanding" line? For that matter do you really think that Radio Windy is reaching out and touching "you"?


How does one judge that, do you judge it by audience rating figures? If you judge it by that the answer is yes. If you judge it by what people say in the mail, the answer is yes. There's certainly communication, in some cases it may be because people hate you, but that's a form of communication too. What the nature of communication is I'm not sure. As to whether communication is the beginning of understanding, I suppose it is, but you can communicate in other ways other than words. I have the ability, quite highly developed, to tell a great deal about people just by looking at them, and that's a form of communication too. By definition, if you aren't communicating, I don't suppose you can begin to understand.
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You mention in the book about politicians not understanding the nature of television. It seems that the nature of talk-back radio in that it concentrates on the ability to articulate, might make it harder for politicians to "defend the indefensible" than on TV, where they can manipulate image and authority by non-verbal means.


I think each medium has got its advantages or disadvantages. Television has the ability to reveal in the face a deception not discernable in the argument and we've all seen that happen again and again. The politicians can sit there and what they say sounds adequate, but it is apparent in their unease, (which is expressed in his hands or his eyes, or his mouth) that what he is saying is not a satisfactory answer. That, of course is denied to you on the radio. On the other hand, the radio gives you the opportunity to develop the subject in terms of time in much greater depth.


You take Patricia Bartlett and you put her on television; you're told that you've got 12 minutes to do this lady over (which is really what your instructions boil down to) and you go in there boots and all. The effect is that you get nothing really, because she's on the defensive; and she looks like it so audience sympathy goes out to her. Her following grows enormously overnight, because people feel that she's the underdog. Bring her onto a talk-back programme, where you've got three hours. You spend the first hour very gently chatting, putting the person at ease, and making them feel relaxed. Then you spend the next hour asking all the questions you couldn't have possibly asked on TV where you lacked the build up. Since the person is relaxed they start to admit and concede and reveal. It's like a relationship. You can't establish the sort of relationship in ten minutes that you can in three hours. The person who would tell you almost nothing on television is telling you the most intimate details about their personal sexual feelings, their personal sexual response to the pornography that they have in their home, and how they deal with sexual stimulus in their own relationships. You've revealed that person in this case Patricia Bartlett, in a way you could never do on television. Also, the radio studio, where you're pretty well atone provides an intimacy which you don't get in the television studio. But again you lack that visual facial dimension which can tell you quite a lot about people.



A lot of people have said on your show that you've 'got it in for Kirk'. You've replied 'give us a concrete example', and of course often they can't, but that isn't really an answer.


Well, the answer is I haven't got it in for Kirk. I have met him on a number of occasions. I wouldn't (and this might surprise people) really withdraw the things I said about him in the book. He's a man of enormous personal dynamism, tremendous intelligence, he's a superb debater; he has what must be near photographic memory, an overwhelming personality, and a tremendous Insight and perception. Kirk has this ability to sum up people very quickly and to know what direction their mind is going and what sort of people they realty are. Its an extraordinary, almost psychic understanding of people, which I have experienced at first hand with him. A knowledge of people that goes beyond what you would imagine would be picked up by your five senses. He has all of that. To a degree it is misused, he is a man who has an elephantine memory for ills that were done to him and that means he is a man who carries a grudge. That is undesirable in the leader of any country.


He's a man who one must admire for his intellectual stature and his perception. I've criticised him for what I call his ethical conservatism, his hang-ups, and the way they infect government and legislation, and I'll continue to do so. I'm not interested in 'getting' Kirk, I couldn't if I wanted to, I don't have that sort of power.


I also believe he is helped by a sycophantic, arse-licking press, in the main, which reflects itself at press conferences. You listen to the press conference where he was talking about Dennis O'Reilly; listen to the nervous giggles on the tape, to people laughing at his every joke. You know how with famous people when they make very bad jokes, everyone laughs anyway.


The lack of investigative press in New Zealand and the lack of journalists with guts is a good reason for being more probing on programmes which are prepared to examine more closely, I regard my programme as one, Eric Geiringer is another and Bob Scott's is another. I see some evidence of good journalism around the country in people like Warwick Roger in the 'Dominion'. But in the main there isn't that, so the effect is that there are only a few people who do criticise, and when there are only a few they stand out, and people leap up and down and say you're out to get him. I don't think I'm out to get him, I think I'm merely doing the job that all journalists in New Zealand ought to be doing. That is, revealing inadequacies where they appear, and being complimentary when it's deserved. But no more than that.



Did Kirk oppose your selection as candidate for the Miramar seat?


I don't know. I know that the secretary of the party opposed it, and he may have done so on instructions from the leader. I know that much. I know that one of the trade unionists on the central committee opposed it, for all the obvious reasons. He would have seen me as an intellectual, possibly as a radical, (whether that's right or not I don't know) as a stirrer, as a trouble maker. He might even have seen me as someone who could be classified as being disloyal in so far as I had left one employment and written a book about it. I'm not the sort of person he would have wanted. You don't invite into your camp, willingly someone you think may stir things up for you while he's m there.



Do you think you would have been much of a threat to Kirk if you had got into the party caucus?


In what sense?



Well in the sense of not bowing down when he walks over caucus as you described it before. Most of the other former "radicals" in the party, like Hunt or Isbey, have in fact become tame...


Well, you don't know do you, it's very hard to say, I mean if the enormous intellectual and political weight of Norman Kirk comes bearing down on your head how would you respond? It's like saying what would you do if a dog or a lion attacked you. I think I would have probably stuck much the way I am now. But I can't be sure, I've seen some people that I have enormous respect for sucked into that system. So I can't be sure that I might not have been sucked as well. The ground is littered with idealists who have been sucked in; the Amoses, the Hunts, a lot of the young back-benchers who I can only assume from their silence have also been sucked in. Those were old people of integrity and ability who seem to have lost it, and it they can loss it, so can I.
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After they learn to spell C-A-T Who's going to teach them how to T-H-I-N-K?



Teaching means helping students to learn for themselves. For this task we need teachers who are well equipped academically and who are able to stimulate young minds. If you think you have the necessary qualifications, contact your careers adviser, or local education board for further information.





Secondary Teaching


Here is a career that uses your knowledge; a career with probably more job satisfaction than any other. A career in which your academic, artistic and sporting interests can be used to the full.


Teaching offers permanent lifetime employment in a service that's vitally important to the future. It offers variety and scope for initiative. It offers freedom to develop special interests, and real opportunities for advancement and self-improvement.


Then there's the generous salary scales and the payment while you train. And the long holidays.







The Teaching Capacity


Secondary teachers usually specialise in a subject or group of subjects. English, science, maths, languages, social studies, art, music, physical education, home craft, commercial subjects, woodwork and metalwork, or agriculture. Some teachers undertake special responsibilities in connection with school libraries, or as careers advisers. Others specialise in the expanding field of guidance counselling, while a few become child welfare officers, or education officers in the armed forces. There are opportunities, too, in teachers' colleges and in the secondary inspectorate.







Training




	1.
	
Division U: Full time university study towards a degree or diploma, followed by a year at a teachers' college.


	2.
	
Division B: A three-year course including teacher training and university study at either Auckland or Christchurch.








Secondary Teacher Studentships


These provide students with financial assistance for full-time university study. To be eligible for a studentship, you must hold U.E. at the date applications close (15 August), and be at least 16 years of age on 31 December of the year you apply. If you wish to go to University independently you can make use of the Fees Bursary if you have only U.E., or the Fees and Allowances Bursary if you have Higher School Certificate. You may apply for a studentship or Division B during your university course if you decide later to enter secondary teaching.


Division B students are paid an allowance of $1,759 for each of the first two years, and $2,388 for the third year, plus a boarding allowance, if eligible, of $139 a year.







Salaries


Basic Salary Scales at 1 February 1974 for a trained teacher with a Bachelor's Degree are:





	1st year

	$4,711

	5th year

	$6,380





	2nd year

	$5,188

	6th year

	$6,855





	3rd year

	$5,584

	7th year

	$7,412





	4th year

	$6,060

	8th year

	$7,967






If eligible, a married allowance of $140 is paid. Higher rates are paid for positions of responsibility. In secondary schools with rolls in excess of 850 pupils, the basic salaries for Principals and Deputy Principals are:





	Principal

	$13,608





	Deputy Principal

	$10,826
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Primary Teaching


The primary service includes all pupils from the primers to Form II. If you wish to become a teacher in this field, you may apply to your local Education Board to enter a teachers' college under the classification Division A. The minimum qualification is Sixth Form Certificate. However, University Entrance is an advantage for those who wish to undertake additional University study during their training. If you are now in the sixth form you should be pursuing a course of study for University Entrance. You may apply in anticipation of gaining your U.E. or Sixth Form Certificate at the end of the year.







Salaries


On admission to a teachers' college, you receive for the first two years $1,759 and $2,388 in your third year. A boarding allowance of $139 may be payable if you must 
[
unclear: live] away from home. If you are over 20 you will receive $2,936 in your first two years and $3,092 in your third year but no boarding allowance. The table shown below gives the basic salary paid during the first eight years of teaching.





Basic Salary Scale at 1 February 1974.



	

	Trained Teachers Certificate

	Diploma in Teaching

	Bachelor's Degree





	First year

	$4,059

	$4,236

	$4,717





	Second year

	$4,236

	$4,407

	$5,013





	Third year

	$4,407

	$4,601

	$5,234





	Fourth year

	$4,576

	$4,823

	$5,498





	Fifth year

	$4,841

	$5,087

	$5,827





	Sixth year

	$5,170

	$5,416

	$6,156





	Seventh year

	$5,498

	$5,744

	$6,482





	Eighth year

	$5,827

	$6,072

	$6,482





As you study this basic scale, keep the following in mind:


	To these figures would be added $140 married allowance, where applicable.

	Many thousands of positions of responsibility are on higher salaries.

	Promotion prospects at an early age have been greatly improved.




For information and application forms, see your school principal. Careers Adviser, or the Recruitment Officer at your nearest Education Board. Applications close 31 July, although late applications will be considered.
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These provide students with financial assistance for full-time university study. To be eligible for a studentship, you must hold U.E. at the date applications close (15 August), and be at least 16 years of age on 31 December of the year you apply. If you wish to go to University independently you can make use of the Fees Bursary if you have only U.E., or the Fees and Allowances Bursary if you have Higher School Certificate. You may apply for a studentship or Division B during your university course if you decide later to enter secondary teaching.
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Victoria University of Wellington Library




Salient. Victoria University Student Newspaper. Vol 37, No. 16. July 10, 1974

Salaries





Salaries


Basic Salary Scales at 1 February 1974 for a trained teacher with a Bachelor's Degree are:





	1st year

	$4,711

	5th year

	$6,380





	2nd year

	$5,188

	6th year

	$6,855





	3rd year
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Law and the Community:



Can lawyers afford morals?




Earlier this year 
Salient ran an article by Yuri Grbich, a lecturer in law at Monash University, Australia, who used to lecture at Victoria University of Wellington. In that article he criticised the law profession as being "inward looking and self-perpetuating". He said that lawyers as a whole had made little more than a token contribution to crucial social issues, and that they spend most of their time serving the rich, that is when they 're not busy propping up the present system which ensures their status and income. Yuri Grbich has written and spoken on the profession and the teaching of law. 
Salient interviewed him when he was at VUW last month to deliver two lectures and a seminar to the Law Faculty.





Salient: You said in your article in 
Salient that the law profession tends to serve the affluent and the powerful in the community. Can you be more specific?



Grbich: Specifically, a lawyer's training, two thirds or more of it, seems to deal with subjects which basically serve rich people—trust, contract, taxation—and most of the work of lawyers, and their income, comes from serving that particular group of the population. Lawyers tend to reflect the values of the group which feeds them. More specifically they're not getting into the area such as poverty law, social security law, landlord and tenant, and giving legal help where it's needed for people who aren't affluent enough to afford their services.



What do you mean by poverty law?


Poverty doesn't only mean a lack of money. Poverty is a true sub-culture which tends to perpetuate itself, its ideas, perspectives and attitudes. It diverts interests away from other broad structural and distributional issues in a modern industrial society. The 'Great American Dream' has permeated our society. Poverty is more than an unfortunate mishap, it serves a purpose in that it is the rubbish heap of the mistakes we make in our society. The problem is one of social engineering and lawyers have a role to play here but they show little concern. Let me digress for a, moment and give you some interesting figures. A couple of months ago the Henderson Poverty Commission in Australia published a report which showed that 10.2% of the population is below the poverty line. They defined that line for example, for a husband and wife with two children as being $62 per week income


Another thing, in Australia, and no doubt this applies to New Zealand too, it is the poor that pay the most tax, not the rich. This comes about because the poorer a person is the greater the proportion of income spent on staple goods. And built into the cost structure of those goods is an amount for taxes—indirect taxes which companies just pass on to the consumer. A recent study in Australia suggests that if you are earning under $2000 per year you have a real likelihood of paying up to half of it in taxes to the government. That's how fair the tax system is.


Wealth distribution can supply some startling facts also. In the USA the top 20% of the population owns 76% of the wealth and 96% of the company stock. The top 5% own 50% of the wealth and 83% of the company stock. And that top 20% earn more than the bottom 60% of the population.


An equal redistribution of wealth in the UK would raise the average pay-packet by nine pounds more for the poor, and this would be very significant to them.


So you can see that there is much here for the lawyer to be involved in. But some will say that this is politics and outside the realm of the profession as such. Lawyers are already involved in their work in politics. When you are involved in tax avoidance you are involved in a politically-charged game.



Why aren't lawyers getting into the areas that you suggest? Is the money the reason?


Well it's circular, it's not the sole reason. The point is because money is being paid, lawyers are supplying a service and because they supply that service the law schools are teaching it and therefore it becomes a structural matter. My argument is that at the law schools you have to break the commitment to an increasingly obsolete and biased system. You have to examine what the law schools should be doing. That of course is not the sole means of breaking this vicious circle, you can do it of course by putting pressure on the government to increase money and resources for legal aid centres, you can bring about reform, you can do it the way that Nader has of course.



The law schools as I see it reflect the needs of the affluent and powerful in society but I don't see how starting legal aid centres, which we have got to some extent, can affect any radical changes in society.


Basically, legal aid centres can't solve these structural problems in society, they can merely deal with the worst manifestations of the system and give the people some aid—at least give them representation to even out the structure, which is weighted against them, by giving them proper advice. It can't solve the problem. A lot of Marxists would of course argue that if you do deal with the manifestations of the problems instead of dealing with the structure of the problem yourselves, you're acting in a counter-productive way, that you ought to be looking at the structure itself. This is a matter of personal judgement about whether it's better to have a more just society and one that continues or whether you want to take some other course. In that respect I'm basically a conservative.



You describe yourself as a conservative and you use the phrase 'a just society'. What actually is your view of a just society?


I don't know that I am trying to create a just society. What I am trying to do at the moment is create a less unjust society. I think at the present time there should be more equality in the distribution of wealth, that we should have human values at a high priority when it comes to the crunch. The obvious issues within society are whether we spend our money on motorways, on schools, on social security, on defence. We want bigger cars and more housing. On all of these issues I take a classic university academic liberal stance. In that respect, depending from where you are looking, I'm probably a conservative. Where I do differ from the middle-of-the-road university academic is that I can see universities taking a more active role in exposing the injustices of our society; that I see knowledge, in large part, as power, and the ability to tell people exactly what's happening as a critical part of the university's function.
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You have been very critical of certain practices within the profession, for example the way conveyancing is carried out. Would you say that lawyers are perpetrating some sort of trickery? How can these practices be attacked?


In the case you mention of conveyancing, I don't think its a trick other than that in a sense they're carrying out work which can be done much more cheaply. How can it be reformed? Well, I see the first requisite for reform as recognition of the problem. 80% of conveyancing requires no legal skills; it could be done in the same way as all processing of goods is done at present, can be computerised, can be done much more cheaply without skilled help. So in order to bring about change, first you have to recognise the problem and secondly you apply the normal democratic pressures.


In England, for example, after a degree of democratic pressure which started largely with academic criticism, the government set up a committee to examine the legal profession's charges in conveyancing and the government committee recommended that they ought to be cut down.


Publicise the problem, put pressure on the government and if necessary put public pressure on the profession to put its house in order.



Why have reforms within the profession been so slow? Is it because of the way young lawyers are taken under the wing' or apprenticed by the established profession?


Yes, that's one reason. Obviously there has to be some requirement of practical training before a new lawyer goes out on his or her own. The danger is that this training is



in such a way as to effectively stifle ideas a young lawyer might have. The 
[
unclear: ent] system could be replaced by a 
[
unclear: ical] training scheme added to the end 
[
unclear: e] degree.
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The dark side of the Moon



by David Cunningham




Are students really gullible? Is it true that in a community allegedly dedicated to the advancement of knowledge, there are people who will believe anything? It seems so. A recent overseas visitor to some New Zealand universities returned home to comment that:


"There at the south end of the world were in prominent display just about every religious and mystical doctrine known to man."




Ardent nationalists need not jump to New Zealand's defence. He went on to comment that the trend is visible throughout the "western world", a trend for university students and young people to reject rigorous thought and accept unthinkingly any ill-founded and bankrupt philosophy.


"Bankruptcy" of course, is used here metaphorically. Founding a religion can actually be very profitable. Sun Myung Moon, the founder of the movement discussed in this article is alleged to be worth about five million pounds, which he has invested in fields ranging from titanium and pharmaceuticals, to air rifles and even ginseng tea (a treatment for impotence).


Moon is the spiritual leader of the Holy Spirit Association for the Unification of World Christianity, an organisation which in Wellington flies its flag from a large and expensive house in Mount St. From this base the faithful go out to accost Wellington shoppers with the questions, "Do you believe in perfection?" and "Does your life have a purpose?" A reply indicating interest will elicit a potted version of the philosophy contained in Moon's 
Divine Principle, five hundred odd pages of garbled Judeo-Christianity seasoned with Korean Buddhism.






"A pseudo-religion as evil as Satan"


Moon started his religion in his country of origin, Korea, but now operates from a headquarters in Washington, D.C. and a 22 acre estate in Tarrytown, New York, worth hundreds of thousands of dollars. He has done well for a refugee, who in 1950 turned up in South Korea claiming to be the victim of Communist torture and the recipient of visitations from Christ.


He claims to be seeking the unification of world Christianity but starts by denying that salvation is through the sacrifice of Jesus Christ. It seems unlikely that with this doctrine, he will gain the support of any other Christian church. In fact the head of the Korean National Council of Churches, the Rev. Kim Kwam Suk has said:


"We consider it a pseudo-religion more evil than Satan."




Moon also teaches a doctrine that Satan attempts to foreshadow the work of God. Thus anything which is seen to be good in North Korea becomes part of a devilish plot to lure the unwary into the grip of Satan. He also makes use of this doctrine in discussing the similarities that he sees between Hitter and his version of Jesus.



"The life of Hitter was very similar to that of Jesus in the aspects of his thinking on a world wide scale, his single life, his miserable death, and his missing corpse, though his will was exactly the opposite to Jesus'. Consequently, Hitler of Germany, who provoked the second world war was the Adam-type person on the Satanic side while he fulfilled the pattern of multiplying children by advocating pan-Germanism and realised the pattern of dominating the whole creation by establishing a pattern of world hegemony." 
(Divine Principle, p. 488)



Moon is expecting his version of Jesus to be re-ressurrected in the near future in order to fulfil for his God what Hitler failed to do for the devil. Establish a sexist, racist, authoritarian, world dominating regime. Sexist in that:


"Between man and woman, man is the subject giving love, while woman is the object returning beauty." "The power of love is active and the stimulation of beauty is passive."


"The beauty which a wife returns in response to the love of her husband is called 'virtue'. "(
Divine Principle pp 48-49)






[image: While staggering up Mount Street in Wellington's winter wind and rain, you may have been startled by the loud flapping of a sodden flag bearing a motif reminiscent of the rising sun of Japanese militarism. Just what is it that dwells in the white mansion below.........]






Racist and Nationalist


Racist and nationalist in that: Moon divides the nations into Cain-type and Able-type, and stereotypes nations and people according to the actions of particular regimes at particular times. Some of his doctrines are reminiscent of Hitler's.


For instance: The Korean people (of South Korea) are on the heavenly side because they are of "homogenous lineage, having a long history of more than four thousand years." 
(Divine Principle p. 527) "The Korean people are by nature endowed with a religious gift." (p. 528)


".....the United States, as a man-type nation, symbolised Adam of the heavenly side, while England, as a woman-type nation, symbolised Eve on the heavenly side, a France as an intermediate type of nation symbolised the Archangel of the heavenly side. On the other hand Germany as a Man-type nation, symbolised Adam of the Satanic side...........
"(Divine Principle p. 486)






Authoritarian


The authoritarian (fascist) aspect of Moonism is not blatant in its ideology, but the implicit ideological authoritarianism is made explicit in practice. When Moon spoke at Carnegie Hall ("God Loves America") his private paramilitary force searched each of the 900 ticket holders as they entered the hall. An additional search was carried out by hired security men.


At the Tarrytown estate indoctrination courses are run for young recruits. At least 100 British students have accepted offers to travel, at virtually no cost to themselves, to these courses. They found themselves in what one of them has since described as a prisoner of war camp, being watched over by 16 stone "goons" and imprisoned by barbed wire and locked gates.


Another student, Rob Parkinson of Oxford University has said, "It was like the begining of the Nazi Party, with dark spiritual overtones." They were told that if they accepted Moon's teaching they would become part of a world wide force of supermen able to save decadent and communist Britain.


It is not really surprising that the sect has won converts in South Korea, for any anti-communist religion is welcomed by the government. Moon has received the special privilege of being paid to conduct courses to which the government sends its provincial officials, militia officers, teachers and village chiefs. Here they learn that Satan governs North Korea and Moon's view of history.



"In order to restore a world-wide foundation of economy, capitalism moved to the stage of imperialism. What we must remember here is that the pattern of God's providence of restoration had been formed centering on western Europe. Accordingly, the imperialism discussed here also indicates what has developed centering on West Europe.


'The Imperialistic idea which had expanded in West Europe motivated the Christian nations of West Europe to obtain colonies all over the world, before and after World War I. Thus the world progressed, radically, into the Christian cultural sphere." 
(Divine Principle pp 440-441)



Thus the economic and political domination of South Korea by "the West" becomes part of a divine plan. The mercy of God is truly amazing.


In New Zealand the Moon cult has established bases in Auckland, Wellington and Christchurch and are in the process of setting up in Dunedin. The leader appears to be a West German woman by the name of Seigrund Kuhautt. She features in a 
Truth article of August 21 1973 which revealed that she was the payee of a joint bank account into which a new and sudden convert had paid money before leaving suddenly for "training" in another Moon establishment in Germany.


The sect has already gained a reputation for inducing young people to leave home and follow its hotchpotch doctrines. The 
NZ Truth has been contacted by distraught parents, as have other newspapers. At least two members of Parliament have taken time to enquire into the sects activities.


The sect's activities should also be of concern to university students. The only real use of study and the accumulation of knowledge is that it enables members of society to seek to rationally order the natural and social world to the benefit of mankind.


The sect seeks to draw young people into the group which appears to have no redeeming features whatever. Its God does not lead people into any positive action, neither does he provide the "opiate" which kills pain. Rather he provides a mind bending hallucinatory agent of irrationality. Moonism is not of a holy spirit, it seeks no unity other than that of world domination by Moonists, and it is most certainly not Christian.


This does not mean that we should strike a condemnatory attitude towards those sucked into Moonism. Their receptiveness is a result of the dominant social climate which tends to meet discussion of religion with a silence and hostility reminiscient of Victorians and sex.


Most students have rejected any active participation in religious behaviour, but they do this not as a reasoned or educated act, it is more a matter of convenience. This means that at moments of personal crisis they remember childish attitudes and will even accept that illiterate and repeditive ramblings of the likes of Moon are the work of an all wise God.


Thus Moon and his tike get richer living off the labour of others and one more potentially analytic and critical mind is destroyed. Very good for Moon—no wonders he calls it divine providence. But is it good for the believer or his society?



Divine Principle: The Holy Spirit Association for the Unification of World Christianity, Washington D.C. (1973)



Divine Principle: General Introduction, Unification Church, Wellington, NZ (undated)


"Eve Seduced by the Devil says Dr. Moon" 
—Sunday



Times October 21, 1973.


"Moon Struck Son" 
—Truth August 14, 1973


"Gerald and Missing Moon-man"—
Truth, August 21, 1973


"Moon Men and Refund"—
Truth, August 21, 1973


"How Moon Shone in a Cosmic Battle"—
Truth, Sept, 1973.


"The Moon Menace"—
Truth, January 8, 1974. 
Religious and Spiritual Groups in Modern America— Robert Ellwood
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Moon started his religion in his country of origin, Korea, but now operates from a headquarters in Washington, D.C. and a 22 acre estate in Tarrytown, New York, worth hundreds of thousands of dollars. He has done well for a refugee, who in 1950 turned up in South Korea claiming to be the victim of Communist torture and the recipient of visitations from Christ.


He claims to be seeking the unification of world Christianity but starts by denying that salvation is through the sacrifice of Jesus Christ. It seems unlikely that with this doctrine, he will gain the support of any other Christian church. In fact the head of the Korean National Council of Churches, the Rev. Kim Kwam Suk has said:


"We consider it a pseudo-religion more evil than Satan."




Moon also teaches a doctrine that Satan attempts to foreshadow the work of God. Thus anything which is seen to be good in North Korea becomes part of a devilish plot to lure the unwary into the grip of Satan. He also makes use of this doctrine in discussing the similarities that he sees between Hitter and his version of Jesus.



"The life of Hitter was very similar to that of Jesus in the aspects of his thinking on a world wide scale, his single life, his miserable death, and his missing corpse, though his will was exactly the opposite to Jesus'. Consequently, Hitler of Germany, who provoked the second world war was the Adam-type person on the Satanic side while he fulfilled the pattern of multiplying children by advocating pan-Germanism and realised the pattern of dominating the whole creation by establishing a pattern of world hegemony." 
(Divine Principle, p. 488)



Moon is expecting his version of Jesus to be re-ressurrected in the near future in order to fulfil for his God what Hitler failed to do for the devil. Establish a sexist, racist, authoritarian, world dominating regime. Sexist in that:


"Between man and woman, man is the subject giving love, while woman is the object returning beauty." "The power of love is active and the stimulation of beauty is passive."


"The beauty which a wife returns in response to the love of her husband is called 'virtue'. "(
Divine Principle pp 48-49)






[image: While staggering up Mount Street in Wellington's winter wind and rain, you may have been startled by the loud flapping of a sodden flag bearing a motif reminiscent of the rising sun of Japanese militarism. Just what is it that dwells in the white mansion below.........]
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Racist and Nationalist




Racist and Nationalist


Racist and nationalist in that: Moon divides the nations into Cain-type and Able-type, and stereotypes nations and people according to the actions of particular regimes at particular times. Some of his doctrines are reminiscent of Hitler's.


For instance: The Korean people (of South Korea) are on the heavenly side because they are of "homogenous lineage, having a long history of more than four thousand years." 
(Divine Principle p. 527) "The Korean people are by nature endowed with a religious gift." (p. 528)


".....the United States, as a man-type nation, symbolised Adam of the heavenly side, while England, as a woman-type nation, symbolised Eve on the heavenly side, a France as an intermediate type of nation symbolised the Archangel of the heavenly side. On the other hand Germany as a Man-type nation, symbolised Adam of the Satanic side...........
"(Divine Principle p. 486)










Victoria University of Wellington Library




Salient. Victoria University Student Newspaper. Vol 37, No. 16. July 10, 1974

Authoritarian




Authoritarian


The authoritarian (fascist) aspect of Moonism is not blatant in its ideology, but the implicit ideological authoritarianism is made explicit in practice. When Moon spoke at Carnegie Hall ("God Loves America") his private paramilitary force searched each of the 900 ticket holders as they entered the hall. An additional search was carried out by hired security men.


At the Tarrytown estate indoctrination courses are run for young recruits. At least 100 British students have accepted offers to travel, at virtually no cost to themselves, to these courses. They found themselves in what one of them has since described as a prisoner of war camp, being watched over by 16 stone "goons" and imprisoned by barbed wire and locked gates.


Another student, Rob Parkinson of Oxford University has said, "It was like the begining of the Nazi Party, with dark spiritual overtones." They were told that if they accepted Moon's teaching they would become part of a world wide force of supermen able to save decadent and communist Britain.


It is not really surprising that the sect has won converts in South Korea, for any anti-communist religion is welcomed by the government. Moon has received the special privilege of being paid to conduct courses to which the government sends its provincial officials, militia officers, teachers and village chiefs. Here they learn that Satan governs North Korea and Moon's view of history.



"In order to restore a world-wide foundation of economy, capitalism moved to the stage of imperialism. What we must remember here is that the pattern of God's providence of restoration had been formed centering on western Europe. Accordingly, the imperialism discussed here also indicates what has developed centering on West Europe.


'The Imperialistic idea which had expanded in West Europe motivated the Christian nations of West Europe to obtain colonies all over the world, before and after World War I. Thus the world progressed, radically, into the Christian cultural sphere." 
(Divine Principle pp 440-441)



Thus the economic and political domination of South Korea by "the West" becomes part of a divine plan. The mercy of God is truly amazing.


In New Zealand the Moon cult has established bases in Auckland, Wellington and Christchurch and are in the process of setting up in Dunedin. The leader appears to be a West German woman by the name of Seigrund Kuhautt. She features in a 
Truth article of August 21 1973 which revealed that she was the payee of a joint bank account into which a new and sudden convert had paid money before leaving suddenly for "training" in another Moon establishment in Germany.


The sect has already gained a reputation for inducing young people to leave home and follow its hotchpotch doctrines. The 
NZ Truth has been contacted by distraught parents, as have other newspapers. At least two members of Parliament have taken time to enquire into the sects activities.


The sect's activities should also be of concern to university students. The only real use of study and the accumulation of knowledge is that it enables members of society to seek to rationally order the natural and social world to the benefit of mankind.


The sect seeks to draw young people into the group which appears to have no redeeming features whatever. Its God does not lead people into any positive action, neither does he provide the "opiate" which kills pain. Rather he provides a mind bending hallucinatory agent of irrationality. Moonism is not of a holy spirit, it seeks no unity other than that of world domination by Moonists, and it is most certainly not Christian.


This does not mean that we should strike a condemnatory attitude towards those sucked into Moonism. Their receptiveness is a result of the dominant social climate which tends to meet discussion of religion with a silence and hostility reminiscient of Victorians and sex.


Most students have rejected any active participation in religious behaviour, but they do this not as a reasoned or educated act, it is more a matter of convenience. This means that at moments of personal crisis they remember childish attitudes and will even accept that illiterate and repeditive ramblings of the likes of Moon are the work of an all wise God.


Thus Moon and his tike get richer living off the labour of others and one more potentially analytic and critical mind is destroyed. Very good for Moon—no wonders he calls it divine providence. But is it good for the believer or his society?



Divine Principle: The Holy Spirit Association for the Unification of World Christianity, Washington D.C. (1973)



Divine Principle: General Introduction, Unification Church, Wellington, NZ (undated)


"Eve Seduced by the Devil says Dr. Moon" 
—Sunday



Times October 21, 1973.


"Moon Struck Son" 
—Truth August 14, 1973


"Gerald and Missing Moon-man"—
Truth, August 21, 1973


"Moon Men and Refund"—
Truth, August 21, 1973


"How Moon Shone in a Cosmic Battle"—
Truth, Sept, 1973.


"The Moon Menace"—
Truth, January 8, 1974. 
Religious and Spiritual Groups in Modern America— Robert Ellwood




[image: Symbol resembelling the Japanese sun]
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Don't call us; well be arresting you shortly" — Christian Concern About Korea






Don't call us; well be arresting you shortly"




Christian Concern About Korea


The pretence that the Korean War was 
[
unclear: fought] in defence of the 'free world' has 
[
unclear: been] mocked by the actions of President 
[
unclear: Park] Chung Hee for many years. Since he 
[
unclear: took] power in a military coup some 13 
[
unclear: years] ago, Park's record has been one of 
[
unclear: institutional] abuse and repression, increas
[
unclear: ing] in proportion to the insecurity he feels, 
[
unclear: despite] his fearsome military grip on 
[
unclear: South] Korea.


Since January of this year, Park has 
[
unclear: ued] tour restrictive 'emergency decrees', 
[
unclear: nning] any attempt to amend or criticise 
[
unclear: 'constitution']: the dictatorship over 
[
unclear: executive,] legislative and judicial branches government, that he has exercised since 
[
unclear: October] 1972, when martial law was impos. 
[
unclear: The] latest decree authorises the death 
[
unclear: penalty] tor anyone in any way associated 
[
unclear: with] anti-government activities. The 
[
unclear: decrees] were issued after student protests 
[
unclear: and] petitions at the end of last year and 
[
unclear: e] start of this year.


In March and April leaflets demanding 
[
unclear: Park's] resignation were prepared and dis
[
unclear: tributed] and demonstrations took place 
[
unclear: universities] and high schools in Seoul. 
[
unclear: April] 3 a joint rally was planned to take 
[
unclear: place] in front of Seoul's city hall; police, 
[
unclear: Korean] CIA agents, riot police and militia, 
[
unclear: cked] up by scores of riot control 
[
unclear: licles] and paddy wagons, innundated the 
[
unclear: ca]—but only a handful of demonstrators 
[
unclear: ked] coming. Park's government proved 
[
unclear: itself] to be still in control of the country, 
[
unclear: t] that didn't forestall the issuing of the 
[
unclear: ath] decree.



[
unclear: Park] is apparently consumed with 
[
unclear: paranoia]. In attempts to rally popular 
[
unclear: support] for his government, he has been 
[
unclear: conjuring] up a war scare; he claims the 
[
unclear: testing] groups in South Korea to be 
[
unclear: part] of a highly organised federation oper
[
unclear: ating] as a 'first-stage in North Korean 
[
unclear: manoeuverings] to communise the country', 
[
unclear: is] obsessed with his personal safety—in 
[
unclear: ly] June, gunners shot down a US Huey 
[
unclear: helicopter] that inadvertently strayed near 
[
unclear: residence.]


Yet this supposed insecurity is Park's 
[
unclear: satification] for the emergency decrees, the 
[
unclear: attempts] to root out 'subversive elements'. But who are these 'communist agents'? Of the 40 persons sentenced between January and April, 14 are students, eight are Christian pastors and evangelists and seven are opposition party politicians. Four of these people are serving 15 year sentences. Kim Dae Jung, leader of the opposition and Park's rival in the 1971 elections, was kidnapped from a Tokyo hotel by agents of the Korean CIA last year and went on trial this June.


In the week before and after Emergency Measure 4, Seoul's West date Prison was teeming with political prisoners. More than 300 arrests were made, and many of them—including all of the leaders of the Korean Student Christian Federation (KSCF)—are still being held, incommunicado, and often without charges being pressed.


The KSCF is the first long-established organisation, to be decimated by government agents since martial law was declared. Involved in student work and urban mission, the KSCF over the years has consistently 'dared' to do such things as pray for democracy and hold seminars on social justice.


As well as this on April 6 it indicted 32 'spies' all of whom were highly respected citizens. During April 3—10 more than 700 students were interrogated by the KCIA.


By mid-April, police dragnets were out for dozens of student leaders, with $5,000 rewards on their heads. Also objects of intensive police searches were at least four KSCF (since captured) and a young woman.


Government pressure on the church's Urban Industrial Mission is not new. Five of the eight Christian pastors and evangelists imprisoned were related to Christian mission, among factory workers and slum dwellers. Though the projects have been small, the government has exhibited a heavy and pervasive paranoia about the work. It has been especially fearful that the churches might provide a link for solidarity between students and workers, but in truth there is little contact between the two.


The longevity of the Park regime is now a direct function of keeping the people as well as the students off balance with 'anti-communist' decrees. The government's censorship programme is very effective and there is very little accurate knowledge throughout the rest of South Korea of the events taking place in Seoul.




[image: Park (in foreground) and Henchman, wondering. . . .]

Park (in foreground) and Henchman, wondering. . . .




At the end of last year, some of Park's opponents were hopeful that there might be some restoration of freedom and democracy in the future; the actions of Park this year show only the prospect of further destruction of human rights. There is now no outlet left for protest and the possibility of large-scale violence and bloodshed at some point is increasing.


In New Zealand, there has been some reaction to the situation in South Korea.


The National Council of Churches national executive has supported the Korean Christians undergoing harrassment and the Presbyterian International Affairs Committee has indicated that they are interested in pursuing the question in conjunction with the WCC theme of Human Rights. They suggest there is need for a study on the question of 'Human Rights and New Zealand's Foreign Policy', since many of the countries New Zealand has diplomatic relations with have repressive governments.


The NZ Student Christian Movement has protested about the imprisonment and has undertaken to help raise the legal fees of those members of the KSCF charged under the decrees (the effort to help these students is being co-ordinated by the Asia committee of the World Student Christian Student Federation, to which both NZSCM and KSCF are affiliated).


Mr Kirk is aware of events taking place in South Korea but is not yet prepared to take any steps in relation to New Zealand's trade and aid relationships with that country.


New Zealand gives no aid to North Korea, but gave some $127,000 to South Korea in 1973/73 in the form of technical co-operation and provision of materials in the agricultural field. Arguably, this aid is 'non-political' in nature, but any aid which enables the Park regime to enhance some sort of appearance of serving the interests of the Korean people, as a whole, is in view of Park's repressive policies, a disservice to these people and particularly to those imprisoned for political 'crimes'.


The aid should be stopped while the repression continues.


—Contributed by VUW Student Christian Movement.
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Students say ...





Students say ....





[
unclear: How] do students really feel 
[
unclear: about] the recent strike and 
[
unclear: functions] etc?




[
unclear: Lindsay] Morris: Oooh....I'm always 
[
unclear: behind] labour. I am in favour 
[
unclear: compulsory] unionism. I am 
[
unclear: against] injunctions in industrial 
[
unclear: matters].



[
unclear: Annonymous] Man: The unions 
[
unclear: uld] not be able to blackmail 
[
unclear:  the entire] country. I did not ag
[
gap —  
reason: illegible] 
[
unclear: with] the strike.




[image: Annonymous man]


Annonymous Man: The time has come for the revolution—that's what I think.




[image: Neil Scott]


Neil Scott: um...yeah... Friday's strike was a pointless exercise. It served only to divide the trade union movement in many ways. Most countries in the world seem to get by pretty well without injunctions, for example, England which hasn't had them since 1906. They (injunctions) only serve to increase industrial strife and bitterness.


Lindsey: Oooh god, oh shit! The strike was pathetic, a big farce. Oooh shit! (giggle, giggle Unions shouldn't be above the law at all.


Linda: I have mixed feelings. I sympathise with the unions but the strike caused so much disruption to so many people. There should be more thought on both sides. If both sides can get protection without them (injunctions) there's no need for them.




[image: Annonymous man]




[image: Lindsay]


The strike obviously didn't have much support. I didn't really support it either because I was trying to get across on a boat from Nelson during the strike.


I didn't agree with the strike. It (the strike) didn't have the general support of the people. The apathetic majority of the union members seem to allow an active minority to dictate.




[image: Annonymous man]


Anonymous Man: It should be remembered that injunctions are not just used against unions. They are also used against employers. A large number of union members were not even consulted about the strike action. Many turned up at work only to be told by the boss that they were on strike. For example the Carpenters Union. I went to Federation House during the strike and the turnout was very poor. I don't think it (the strike) should've happened. I've been in the freezing workers' union for three years and I know the sort of thing that goes on.




[image: Christine Scott]




[image: Annonymous man]


I really think the strike was justified. I tseemed to me they didn't ask the members of the unions. It all seemed to be decided by the secretaries and the officials.




[image: Claire McAloon]


Christine Scott & Claire McAloon: (Christine)—I think they (unions) had a legitimate grievance. Both sides should be more able to solve things by discussion than by strike. (Claire)—I don't think the strike was warranted.
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Singapore's brand of McCarthyism




[image: Singapore's Lee Kuan Yew]
Singapore's Lee Kuan Yew




A few months ago, Lee's Government in Singapore stated quite explicitly that the stability and progress achieved by the Government had made the communist ideology irrelevant and of no threat to the nation. However, a few weeks back, in a government statement released on June 21, 1974, it was announced that 30 people (now increased to 35) described as members of the Malayan National Liberation Front (MNLF), a Communist Party of Malaya underground organisation were arrested. Among those arrested were Mr T.T. Rajah, a prominent left-wing lawyer, one accountant, several students and many others whose identities were not disclosed.


A statement issued by the Singapore Polytechnic Students' Union and University of Singapore Students' Union pointed out that this campaign amounted to being "a repetition of Operation Cold Store conducted in 1963 on February 2, during which 113 people from the left-wing political opposition were arbitrarily arrested without trial, some of whom are still under detention after more than 11 years. Dr Lim Hock Siew, Said Zahain, ex-editor of 
Utusan Melayu, Chia Thye Poll and Lee Tse Tong are among those still in prison."


In its statement, the Singapore Polytech and University Students' Unions referred to the United Nations' Universal Declaration of Human Rights which states:


"Everyone is entitled to all the rights and freedoms set forth in this Declaration, without distinction of any kind, such as race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, property, birth or other status. Furthermore, no distinction shall be made on the basis of political jurisdiction or international status of the country or territory to which a person belongs, whether it be independent, trust, non-self-governing or under any other limitation of sovereignty."


Article nine of the Declaration says "No one shall be subjected to arbitrary arrest, detention or exile." In its statement the two students' unions strongly reiterated that they stood for "freedom of speech and expression and believe that all persons are entitled to their own political beliefs and condemns all form of political suppression on the opposition.


The statement also pointed out that: "Our unions strongly opposed the Internal Security Act which enables the government to detain persons without trial for an indefinite period and therefore contradicts the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (especially Article nine). We have condemned the 1963 mass arrest and we condemned the government closure of the 
Singapore Herald, an English newspaper.


"We view the recent arrests as a part of the government strategy to eliminate political opposition and a blatant violation of basic democratic principles. We condemn the government action and demand that the government:



	"1)
	put all those detained immediately on an open fair trial before an independent judicial body. This body should comprise of neutral citizens from all walks of life.


	"2)
	release the names of those arrested and specifify the charges against them in a detailed report with evidence of their activities that led to their arrests.


	"3)
	release all information on the Malayan National Liberation Front as regards their objectives, strategy, and their possible threat to Singapore.


	"4)
	explain why there is this sudden crisis when only a few months ago the government stated that the stability and progress in Singapore had made the communist ideology irrelevant and of no threat to the nation. (This statement was made when a number of political detainees were released, some after 11 years in detention without trial.)


	"5)
	allow those arrested to appear on TV and radio to make uncensored presentation of their defence. At the same time the minister who directed the arrest should publicly justify the action further. This is necessary as the citizens are not aware of the full story of the crisis and thus unable to make fair judgement of the case.






[image: Photo of a corridor between two buildings]


"Lastly, as a reminder to the government, we appeal to the minister who directed the arrest and the Cabinet to honour the democratic principles of the UN Charter to which the Singapore Government subscribes, and as laid down by our Prime Minister himself in 1955: 'If we are to survive as a free democracy, then we must be 
[
unclear: prepared] in principle, to concede to our 
[
unclear: enemies] even those who do not subscribe to our views - as much constitutional rights 
[
unclear: as] you concede youself."


Lee's recent actions do not come as 
[
unclear: a] surprise. Lee obviously practices his 
[
unclear: own] special brand of McCarthyism. 
[
unclear: Among] other things, as Lee sees it, a 
[
unclear: newspaper] editor who dares to write articles 
[
unclear: reflect] the real living conditions of 
[
unclear: the] majority, a teacher who speaks 
[
unclear: frankly] and discusses with his students the 
[
unclear: harsh] legislations imposed upon the people, a politically active student who 
[
unclear: question] the mounting repressions of the 
[
unclear: people] the island state, a cultural show 
[
unclear: organise] who dares to promote people's art 
[
unclear: and] to combat 'yellow culture' is a 
[
unclear: commui]


Within this context, one must 
[
unclear: question] just why the New Zealand Labour 
[
unclear: Party] Conference sought to express its 
[
unclear: continue] support for Lee's reactionary 
[
unclear: governme]



salient notes

Like good jokes from the Goon Show, 
[
unclear: Salient] never dies. Marching the streets in support 
[
unclear: of] workers, or marching the Salient Office 
[
unclear: in] opposition, you'll find Salient helpers, 
[
unclear: probation] just doing anything they can to escape the 
[
unclear: right] ours of infernal assessment. Working 
[
unclear: quietly] round the light fantastic table were Graeme Simpson, David Waghorn, Mark Derby, Meg Campbell and Audrey Young. "Psst," 
[
unclear: whisper] Stephen Hall. "I haven't touched a drop" snappedback Colin Feslier. Just then there 
[
unclear: we] a knock on the door and Peter Bryne, 
[
unclear: Derek] Fikkers, Alex Shaw and Krishna Menon 
[
unclear: rushed] to answer it. Through the loophole Allison Mackay could see the speckled band of Christine Haggart, Lloyd Weeber, David 
[
unclear: Ruthe]ford and John Henderson. "Open the door," cried Claire Smith. "How?" asked John. "
[
unclear: Turn] the knob on your side," replied Margot 
[
unclear: Bourke] "I haven't got a knob on my side," 
[
unclear: crid Hender]son. Eventually an ad hoc admissions 
[
unclear: communents] of Ellen Forch, John Ryall, Pat O'Hagan 
[
unclear: and] Richard Siegert let them in. Brendan Smith looked through the old okes file but couldn't find Anthony Ward anywhere. David Cunning ham, the well known typing error, David Cunningham made representations to Editor Roger Steele, rumoured not to be worth the paper he's written on, and Keith Stewart took the pictures.
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[image: don't be short of money Need a loan' Or perhaps a little advice' We are helping hundreds of students complete their studies with a Simple, flexible loan scheme which provides assistance when they need it most How about a cheque account that looks after your money, makes payments easier, and keeps a record of your expenditure —alt for less than 15 cents a week on average? We specialise in banking for undergraduates (let's Call It an investment in a lifelong customer). So when you need a bank, why not choose one which wants your business. And shows it. VICTORIA As a first step phone Mr T. M. Corrigan at 49-410 or call in at any of our branches. The National Bank OF NEW ZEALAND LIMITED—YOUR FRIENDLY BANK]
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Art



Phillip Trusstrum: 
Peter McLeavey Galleries until July 12.



Reviewed by Martin Edmond.


[image: Artwork of a victorian art gallery]


An over-the-shoulder comment from a local dignitary reached me, as I went up the stairs and 
[
unclear: he] went down the stairs—it's all old hat—and thought, but did not say—if it weren't, who 
[
unclear: would] wear the new? The habit of asking 
[
unclear: questions] of the air is not an easy one to break 
[
unclear: and] to—does it indeed matter, if the hat's an 
[
unclear: old] and comfy one? The point is however that 
[
unclear: Phillip] Trusstrum's show docs have its surprises, 
[
unclear: albeit] gentle ones, as well as several paintings 
[
unclear: of] considerable expressive power, even of beauty. 
[
unclear: The] surprise may well have its origin in my own 
[
unclear: ignorance], since I am not as well acquainted 
[
unclear: with] Trusstrum's work as I should and would 
[
unclear: like] to be. I had developed an idea of a painter 
[
unclear: given] to violent and colour explosions of 
[
unclear: taint] across large surfaces, of a latter-day 
[
unclear: expressionism]. These paintings are not that, 
[
unclear: though] there is evidence for it somewhere in 
[
unclear: heir] ancestry. They bear witness rather to a 
[
unclear: mood] of lyric intensity, tending in some works, 
[
unclear: o] the kind of under-statement which will not 
[
unclear: see] the paint obscure the surface it is painted 
[
unclear: on]. It is a delicacy entirely appropriate to the 
[
unclear: garden] world which is the ostensible subject of all 
[
unclear: even] paintings.



[
unclear: Really], the paint is handled very well; it is, 
[
unclear: is] they say, interesting. 'Lavender Tree' has the tree itself taking up most of the foreground, the leaves and branches sparingly delineated to make a patterned loveliness in greens and greys; the house behind is worked in with more vigour and thicker paint, so it thrusts forward, holding the tension. The movement seems to be towards a flat surface of design, never quite reached, never far distant. Number 3 'Entrance' goes furtherest, yet even here we have the vaguely rectangular shape of a door sticking up, rather disconcertingly, to remind us we are still looking in. This latter is a beauty. It has an exotic feel about it I can't quite pin down—something of a Perisan carpet, or garden, something of Matisse—though a close look at the rather awkward shapes of trees and shrubs and trellisses and perhaps even an old car on its yellow ground, scarcely provides convincing evidence. Number 4, whose title I unfortunately cannot remember (it maybe Entering the Corridor'—it is the smallest painting there) shows how much can be achieved with an absolute economy of means. Leaves are thin, single brushstrokes, branches in thin lines of paint, each object is Indicated rather than defined and yet we get another mosaic pattern realised. Looking in to this one, there is a sense of mystery, a darkness to be gone through, with the light and air somehow behind, in the garden itself.


They are all paintings which benefit from closer acquaintance. The colour struck me first as a little dull and muddy, washed out. It is muted rather in the direction of harmony, the colours taking their place in the general scheme of the painting. The one painting where a big block of quid vivid yellow dominates the foreground. I found rather too brash, as if a subtle balance had been lost through lack of restraint. If there is one general criticism to he made, it is along these lines. The aim is somehow to juggle ordinary bric-a-brac of an ordinary garden into a relation where they express something rather less trivial—a state of affectionate yet intense delight, of intimate appreciation. I felt that at times the various elements resist encorporation or transmutation, as if their odd and clumsy contours could not manage the leap. Probably this comes back to the earlier point about the depth-surface tension. I mean to suggest that at some stage either the vision or the image(s) may have to give some ground. My inclination is too hope it is the image, what is out there, that comes nearer capitulation: but that is to forget that, in these paintings at least, it is the relation between the two, precisely, that gives the paintings their endearing magic.


Just across the way from Peter McLeavey's, at the Bett Duncan Galleries, there is an exhibition by a husband and wife team of Christchurch art teachers, (Gavin and Vivian Bishop) One would need to be generous indeed to search out some spology for the faded and tawdry surrealism the paintings exhibit. For the husband it is Arabian courtyards, peacocks and white towers, concubines and lilies and heron-like birds flying. Which images are delicately and professionally rendered, surpassingly pretty, completely incomprehensible. I know it is to move us somewhere else than in the eye of thinking mind; but whatever moves in my surgid depths remained unmoved on this occasion. This is a fashion of a couple of decades ago and even then it was never meant to fit so sweetly, so numbingly.


If shared idiom is a solid base, I would expect (though it is not my place to do so) the marriage to be a happy one. Her paintings centre on umbrellas and columns and arches and rainbows contrived into clever little icons, all suffused with a vagueness extending beyond the wash of the pastel colours. Again, the affect is pleasant and again, very little more. The images can stand, perhaps, only as derelict monuments to that particular cloudy, melanchuly so fondly embraced by ageing and adolescent romantics. Sweet and lost, deceitful.
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Reviewed by Phillip Hay.





Planet Waves: 
Bob Dylan Asylum. 1974.


"Planet Waves" is an album eminently worthy of attention as it heralds the return from relative seclusion of Bob Dylan, bursting with "Joie de vivre", and putting down a collection of lovesongs together with his old friends. The Baud. It has the same invigorating simplicity of "Nashville Skyline" and "New Morning" and in keeping with the tradition of "highway 61 Revisited" and "John Wesley Harding" has those same esoteric and elusive lines on the cover telling of Goya cashing his chips in when Joshua brought the house down and glassy-eyed priests in overalls jumping off fire engines and getting killed On motor-cycles, whatever.


Robbie-Robertson and The Hand back Dylan extremely well and almost take the attention off him, proving that, as of old, they are still the only musicians who could do such a garangantuan task, and do it well. The Dylan/ Band relationship is a much experienced and encouraging one, each one providing incentive for the other to take their musical expression onto new and high planes, though at the same time never discarding that solidly based feel that both styles engender.


It is easy to become cynical and condescending with lovesong type music when it is considered just how cliched and putrid that music has become, but when a musician like Dylan puts down that music, cynicism is soon forgotten, and replaced by respect and appreciation. He is no crooner but a person whose difficult personal searching has led him through the stages of realisation, each step highlighted by a previous album, to the couclusion that his type of fulfillment is in a stable relationship with love as its cornerstone.


The music on "Planet Waves" is simple though very appealing. Dylan's rasping voice sings about his good tunes, his harmonica and acoustic punctuating his lines with mercurial sounds. Robbic Robertson gets everybody right up there with clever use of his lead guitar, partnering Rick Dauko who drives into the gaps with inventive base riffs. Garth Hudson plays his organ so as to give Dylan's lyrics that added touch at sincerity, and Richard Manual is responsible for the very bluesy piano notes. The tracks are all original material, and "Going, going, gone", "Hazel", and "Wedding Son" just go to show how damned beautiful they are. H. Lawrence's elemental tension is present in the lyrics and T.S. Eliot and William Make make fleeting appearances, well disguised by words, just as on "Bringing it all Back Home" in 1965.


"Planet Waves" shows Dylan has had enough of treading soft ground, and as he says—"I'm not here to remake the world, or lead the battle cry, I'm just here to love you." his house is built on hard ground now.
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Max Bruch—Violin Concerto No 1 in G minor and Scottish fantasia: 
Kyung-Wha Chung (soloist) with the Royal Philharmonic conducted



by Rudolf Kempe. Decca SXL 6573. Reviewed by Pablo Expresso.


Max Bruch (1838-1920) is best known for his first violin concert, a success at its first performance and still popular today. He wasn't a virtuoso violin player himself, yet this concerto is demanding on any soloist. The concerto's form is somewhat unusual; although it consists of three movements, the first two are joined, there is no cadenza as such and movement one is almost simply an introduction to the very melodic adagio. The final movement (allegro energico) exploits the violin to the full with difficult runs and double-stopping passages.


In this recording Kyung-Wha Chung makes light work of all the inherent difficulties. Her performance is hard to fault, except for a certain lack of strength in places during the final movement. She is at her best however in the more melodic sections; her phrasing is very lyrical.


The second movement, as a whole, is conducted slightly to slowly, and this makes it seem rather long winded. The final movement however doesn't flag at all. Kyung Wha Chung's playing in the Scottish Fantasia is just as good as her interpretation of the Concerto. Her attack is strong throughout, but once again she seems happier with the lyrical, slower sections; though this isn't to say she's not technically capable of performing the taster, extremely difficult parts. In many ways the Fantasia is more difficult, to play than the Concerto and this could be one reason why it is less popular.


The overall impression of the LP is highly favourable, and offers further evidence of the talents of the Chung family. Myung-Whan, KyungWha's brother is a very capable pianist who visited New Zealand only a few months ago.
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[image: Resistance Bookshop 154 Willis Street. Writers for the seventies: Richard Brautioan: $1.50 Backroom Boys: Noam Chomsky: $1-95 Childbirth is Ecstacy: $4.95 Fascimilies of the Treaty of Waitangi: $2.50 Rugged Landscape, Geology of Central NZ: $12.50 River of Tears, the Rise of Rio Tinto-Zinc: $3.25 Great Big Australian Takeover Book: McCarthy:$3.50 Sappho was a right-on woman: $1.95 First MS reader: $1.50 Doing you own being: Saba Ram Dass: $2.75 Sugarbag years: Tony Simpson: $5.96 To Peking and Beyond: Salisbury: $2.15]
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The second movement, as a whole, is conducted slightly to slowly, and this makes it seem rather long winded. The final movement however doesn't flag at all. Kyung Wha Chung's playing in the Scottish Fantasia is just as good as her interpretation of the Concerto. Her attack is strong throughout, but once again she seems happier with the lyrical, slower sections; though this isn't to say she's not technically capable of performing the taster, extremely difficult parts. In many ways the Fantasia is more difficult, to play than the Concerto and this could be one reason why it is less popular.
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