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BACKGROUND PAPER 12
THE IMPACT ON NEw ZEALAND SOCIETY

By Cathy Wylie

sources, the papers comprised the basis of the p :
j 00k New

by sz green:l Tony Cairns and Judith Wright, publiszhfgzla';,d A}{ter Nuclear War.

planning Council, 1987. The assumptions that the study was b ydt e New Zealand

in Background Paper 1, note particularly the assum ased on are explained

target. and the variable assumption ption that New Zealand is not a

) involvin i
an explanation, see Background Paper 5 ) & an electromagnetic pulse (EMP - for

How would New Zealanders react to the radical changes to their way of life which a

nuchear ;var in the Northern Hemisphere would create? What kind of society could
we have?

The assessment of likely impacts on New Zealand society contained in this paper is
based on the views and analyses of a range of people who took part in seminars,
interviews, or responded to mailed requests for comments on the study’s
assumptions. They include Government officials, "streetkids", community workers,
local government representatives and officials, trade union officials, Maori
community representatives, Polynesian Community representatives, employers’
representatives, rural commentators, doctors, lawyers, economists, sociologists,
geographers, educationalists, psychologists, historians, p_olitical scientists,
philosophers, planners, clergy, and women’s group rqpresentatxves. Together they
provide a fair cross-section of views as to wha} might ha'ppen, anq yvhy,_ both
initially and in the medium to long term .(whlch most dxfi not distinguish a?
separate phases). However, there is a bias toward whltg-collarl scc;ors elof-
experience which further research, particularly amongst tradespeopre, g

employed, and more farmers and rural workers, should check.
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i ill focus most

if a nuclear war appears likely, they wi oo

zioeii]if;ngagi};ﬁil tt}:lea;lsclvcs gy e t:cf yinarB;cT(lg:;u;g)sli;yperrellalt.e c;ortrcl)e with
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would include weapons.
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s adjacent to military/communications

et area . : :
Evacuation from the, largcs GAaes o as also thought likely, particularly if

- - r n

facilitios)which. couldshg nuclegr tli rural areas. Such movement would mea
i friends

people had relatives or

» transport systems and create some pressure
. i 2eq S
considerable disruption tO the citi€

. felt that a large number of
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onsidered likely outcomes.
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to the future.
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would have been elsewhere a
next.
Because of the mobile and migrant nature of New Zealand society, it was gqy,
es and friends 11 the Northern Hemisphere fq, thay
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mense grief, shock, and pos
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Within New Zealand, separated families and f
phones and transport systems in their desire tO seck reassurance that eacy

eed of provisions, and to make plans to unite Wa

For those with relativeg a‘:‘gjre

Or

alive, and not in immediate n
they felt they had the best chance of survival. ;
roots in the Pacific and Australia, questions would also arise as to whether
ly to spread if people fail tq ‘;“ey
a

would be better off there. Anxiety is like

contact (a distinct possibility if the the telephone system was overloadeq

there was extensive damage by an EMP) and to be particularly destructiy =

children separated from their families. ¢ for

Looting, vandalism, and violence were expected in the initial phase especiays
would be particular targets. Whileaul\z.;

ax.xd there were fears that minority groups
view is at variance with research on disaster, it does accord with the leap ;
n

break-ins in Auckland and Whangarei during the electricity black-outs of Feb
6, 1987; and with the common feeling amongst these commentators that the sunf’uary
of a nuglear war may well feel that they have little left to live for w'uhwms
loss of jobs and normal daily routines, without access to savings anci with ?}1:

: e

redundancy of skills for the many currently working for financial and servi
ice

institutions, such as shops and banks, export industries and in spheres such
: ¢ as
it was expected that anxiety would grow and

advertising, marketing and sales,
concern for others’ well-being, as well as diminish

erode values such as equality,
m. This may be more pronounced for the poor with

personal initiative and optimis
few material resources, lack of access to land or decision-makers, and possibl
’ Y

lack of confidence. Many felt that most N

: . r . . ew Zealanders would be st i i

;1::};1:23 anfd personal identity with the abrupt disappearance of w}::tgilolzlgdt% f“llxd
jority of the world and cultural heritages as well as their own day-tg ;a§

activities and relationships.

Rural areas : ‘o :

"altruistic" v . resilient and maintaining w

sources. Seconadluebsécai;?ti because they did have immediite h:;c:.:;m etotergf:i
i e ,society Tz}lqddwas seen as the basis of power in post-nuclear war
experience of disaste;s arllrd’e::ca‘;se therc was some collective and recel
drought, flood ; mples of communi :

S, unit r e
organiz;tional strSZtrltllrlgsllak;s") Fourth, because the nbioreesggrrtlls;un(a—ihe::lulet;dzi
as stronger in these which were linked with survival ibiliti en

parts of New Zealand society than i h PO
in others.



thos®, ith i :
ned, with suggestions that
nentio : some form of
remain accou o
dcvelopedr)essed that powgiablc to the government and the popul
aor i a o would al:xse Siomithe hisitie tpu ace at large. Fears
vionged 10 armed forces, police, or individ B e s

: ual ivilians:
aw themselves caught in armed conflict between these/girf(')t?cizit cgl:omans’ G
ups.

nough there were doubts that centr

chuitablc distribution of food ar:dalogt?l\é:rnez;zr:ltt'c?uld AR 'the bl
ceen as the crucial ‘clemetit: (OlHevite i thola hsup}?hes it was nevertheless
oblems with supply and distributi ‘ ught that thf:re would .be ma jor
p : : : ution - and hence the temptation to looting, theft
and likely violence 1n the process - particularly in the cities. People’s f)icture
of the role a.nd ability of government in this area is based largely on their
knowlcdgp or image of what happened in the Second World War. It includes rationing
and nationalization of all essential supplies, including fuel. It also covers
relocation of people into areas and work thought to be essential - which most
thought would mean an €normous emptying of the cities for rural areas and
horticultural/agricultural work. Coordination with local authorities would be
vital to the success of such radical alterations to people’s everyday lives,
skills, and expectations.

Major difficulties were Sseen in an abrupt plummeting of living standards with
further deterioration likely, and in ambivalent or resistant responses to a
"command" economy and lack of much individual choice. Although p.eople referred to
the positive and communal reactions of people to such far-reaching stress as the
Blitz, natural disasters, and acceptance of 2 controlled economy t:rln t;\rirSf:c?hnact
V\}/lorld b al§§ ’pc;lrgt;d \:/)}‘:itcifh?;lig}esgo;l‘éenthmV:Cr:n;eer?la?:ly di%; anyci that
there was an "outside" fr ¢ s

compliance with rationing, conscription and personnel planning wii:gegof:;zn:h:i
universal as it was portrayed by 2 censored press. Thgewwcr;or i) e
government would model its response on the Second WOé nsoar‘srl’xip it
very different situation and long-term _outlook._ nc and the need for that
particular danger since the thirst for informatio

. <2/ e ron %
information to have credibility would be so st g

Comm factor in New Zealand’s
icati W i gsed as the key . -
consistently stre . b
SI&Viv:?l:zn:n:OCiei;e opeSeRCE e s ens?rmgft:::iotr?\:ige }1’inks against an
communication remai;ls intact, through the guawr(:hlrclgthrough riders and town Criers.
P or pl i to ensure an alternative networ
EMP or planning

liable channels for
i eans that there a_rc re
For modh et thon Itkirxrxlg petween the national and local levels of

. . reion-ma 3 il
information, feedback and decision-m & Il be far more important than it is
: he local leve : dination, there are
governmert. They believe t EMP without national co-ordina ! %
presently, with or without 2an : k of diverse communities,

ism to a patchwor , X e
scenarios ranging from brutal feud?rlllai models people are using here to 1magine

with frictlion always a g:::ihz():ﬁ.and are drawn from their perceptions of pre-
what could happen tO




ieval society iD its response to the Black Deay

f nuclear warl. h, %

govcrnment managed to maintajy .

or takeover by foreign power  'Selt

1d include vandalism, guerij|y e T ey'
arfa

industrial societys ! i
the nearest parallel t0 the impac
blems if central

ro
n measures,

aw severe Proves
ritaria

People also S A tho
but only throug a es wou
? : uch measur ; f 2
be:ixcvelc)i tthgee rianc“oan tge:pair about the point of survival which coulq o re
and sabotage, i
suicides.
OBSTACLES TO SURVIVAL
g-term survival would be eithe
T noy

in concerns that lon

Despair emerged also : limited few. A
i i or possible only for 2 : 800d  propopy:
physically possibis 4 d radiation effects, Portigy

: coupled with a ret
i Jear winter an - j urn t
believed that nuc it impossxblc to provi 0

L de for New Kes
industrial farming methods, would ma}ce 1 : : Zealapg
population. This is based on the premise that because of our increasing dependexsc:

on imported technology it would be extremely difficult to develop g po

sophisticated economic base (unless Australia were a.lso physically unaffecteq by
nuclear war). s were foreseen with regard to the acceptance 0%

Unpalatable decision
refugees (most support their arrival - if they ar¢ unarmed and not NUMmergyg).
treatment of disease and injury; and the distribution of what is produced. SOS),
believe the population would be decimated by radiation (despite the lack ";2
scientific verification) and an increasing inability, due to lack of medicines,
treat sickness and control some chronic conditions that are currently containe& X
growing death toll was associated by some with increasing anxiety and Sense. .

helplessness or loss of control for the survivors.

the survival of New Zealand society in an acceptable form wag

Another obstacle to
ividualistic values, skills identity

seen to be the current trend towards more ind
and relations, and the increasing compartmentalization of people’s lives. Thi
would make the necessary "control" government (at either central or local. leveS
unacceptable, and assist its breakdown. Also, if those with little sense of social

responsibility survived through use of force, the future would appear bleak for

others.
A sociologist from the University of Canterbury (Christchurch) comments.

"The hqa'lthy., the resqurceful, the greedy will survive. ..A key
vulnerability is that moving in the direction of a more atomised, market,

c:ggg?nye society'beforc this catastrophe occurs, (as we are at the
p time) we will have to relearn and reacquire more altruistic and

caring skills.

"We will

resource barslzccidec:)(:lo;eve\lh?p | '}r:lore decentralised, locally resilient, 100

Ateaicustomet o andy. ¢ will have to accept much more discipline than we

will have to move f muc}} BIOTE rtht.ralnt over individual freedom etc. We
rom being a relatively free society to being an unfre

society."
Similar views w
ere expressed by a sociologist from the University of Aucklsnd.

"The likeli

decentralisi‘ilSt [;)rl:)tcfsg:? of a nuclear war would be feudalism: a hight}

Snsbaiie bty physicalm? system based on local political contro and
orce rather than consent. Feudalism will be the



Charactcristic social arrangement

harac . _ in botp

It wi : » DOt the towp country wil] p

feudal bands will control access to that is the Progressive sec:o:e\gr;ed.
. Urban

put this will be a dwindling asset, M our curr ;

. u €nt soc
fand resources. In less well-endoweq di °h_ more stable wij] be comroietgf’
a recrudescence of tribal Maorj well provide for

the Urewer <
as 1S an C
I have a feudalisy that o von

I m A . XChan . ()(: w. v

nasty, brutish and short; but it will be au:l?eniicsﬁr;e;)a;kcsi:'s'e. Life will be

Fa”?‘c’csl were slecn as well positionegi to make social decisions, providing they
retaineé control over land. Those with physical skills and practical knowledge
would also assume more status and have more say.

There is some ogtimism amongst Maori respondents that in a post-nuclear war New
Zealand, their skills and systems would give most a fair chance. They cite:

1. Experience of supporting each other physically and spiritually in times of
stress and distress. During the 1951 lockout, for example, many marae
welcomed and supported displaced families, and maraes are often used as
community centres during natural disasters (for example, Edgecumbe 1987).

2 Systems and networks which can move very quickly to handle a crisis. At Sir
Apirana Ngata’s tangi 7,000 people were fed and housgd for weeks. The.hui
system can get people of common interest together in a very short time.
However these systems cannot function properlyf when there are large numbers
of people who do not understand, or chose to ignore, the values and customs

attached to them.
3 Food-gathering knowledge (edible flora and fauna not commonly known to

ici iti king methods which do not
dicinal knowledge, tra'dmonal c00 .
f:;lfi}:':)’mg:fern technology, and ancient methods of preserving foods.

who can take responsibility in a crises, and the elaborate

4 Leagors nks is useful in the regrouping of whanau and hapu.

knowledge of kinship li

i i i i f the 80% of
at out that Maori society is not homogeneous. .O
Howeychaliedel o pl?i'e north of Taupo, for example, 3 categories have been

34:32313:?12(1; b;wltll?e Maori Studies Department at Waikato University.
isti

1) Tribal Homeland Maori (ca. 20%, 60,000 people).
2) Urban-related Maori (ca. 40%, 120,000-150,000).

3) Urban non-related Maori (ca. 40%, 120,000-150,000).
petween categories 1 and 2 are good but relations between 1 and 3 and 2

Relations blematic. Many of the urban Maoris who know their connections and have

may be pro



probably go there, if tRa
Sp

homelands Wwill {
o not know their roots may ort

relatives on the tribal :
ho d .
i > me of the urban Maori W ‘ . 5
available. So dentity and move towards their homelands, while Others ;:mbt tlz
°ide
to

establish their i
stay in the city.

PRE-WAR PLANNING OPTIONS
ly negative assessment of New Zealang '

given their large
the majority of commentators supported the developp
mize the problems they identified before a ““Cleae,m of
War

Not surprisingly
ability to survive, the
plans designed to mini

Their suggestions cover:
uclear arms so that a nuclear wj
T canhOt

continuing as a nation to oppose n

happen;
x starting to decentralize government functions, improve local S
rlty

decision-making, co-ordinate different levels of responsibility
improve communications between levels of government; > ang

developing a better communal aspect to people’s lives and values;

- ensuring an equitable distribution of resources and oOpportunities
minimize social conflict and alienation against government; to

educating the public about the likely impact of nuclear war on New Zealapg
and teaching survival skills; g
developing specific systems for rationing, relocation, and work to ¢q
with the event if it occurred. 2k
This desire for pre-planning is supported by the findings of the Defence Committee

of Enquiry public opinion poll.

CONCLUSIONS

The views summa_lrized here are based on people’s knowledge and experience of how
our present society functions, and on the everyday activities, reactions and
:}Teage;aweb depe(xild on fgr our personal identity. The disaster research indicates
the;, greZtl cotin uly pessimistic about the degree of looting and violence, and that
Sy verifyy t;:;gstlmatle the amount and effects of radiation. Only a nuclear war
i e hll‘ analyses. But with unprecedented changes to our institutions

my, the radical reversals they outline and their concern for contingency

plans make sense.

s Bl .



