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Model 1: panic and breakdown

There.is w-idespread public unwillingness to acce
rationing, directed employment and restrictions on
social disruption and unrest, undermining the remaini

With government credlb_ility gone and widespread social breakdown, a coup is
attempted. Regions splinter into small selfish factions dominated by local
interests and sqlf—qrcservation. The engineering and maintenance staff required to
keep ~communications, electricity and gas supplies operating lose their
effectiveness as management and co-ordination breaks down. Without these inputs
large cities become ungovernable.

(4G Model 2: a centralised repressive response

In this model it is assumed that there is no major social breakdown in the short-
term after nuclear war. There is no EMP effect and energy systems are not affected
in the initial period. In the drive to sustain an economy which is forced to be
largely self-contained, government moves swiftly to take control of the financial
sector, suspends normal legal process, sets up a command economy, and conscripts
large numbers of people into para-military roles to oversee and implement
rationing and directed employment. Control is exercised fro.m the centre with no
allowance for regional autonomy. Social unrest is met with further repressive

measures which are felt necessary.

The steady decline in health and increasing failur.c of machinery an.d_e.ssential
services over the first 2 years increases the 'a:uthorltanan response. Rigidity and
central control, coupled with the steady erosion of democratic systems, are the
dominant features of New Zealand society a few years after nuclear war.

Model 3: a flexible regional response

; i i i i initi - hase.
i major disruptions in the initial post-war p
o Model 2. thelset : felt in city and country are not met

' 3 nd disruptions et
However the uncertainty, fear a the importance of 'maintaining the

: itarianism. Despite
by repressive authoritarianism ise that a period of profound change and

familiar", people and government recogni :
adaptationpliez ahead chw systems must be responsive to local needs and should

avoid premature stagnation.
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A MECHANISM FOR POLICY AND PLANNING

The working party concluded that the situation after nuclear war would make
unprecedented demands on government for which existing decision-making procedures
s ability to act in the best interests of

may prove to be inadequate. Government’
the country at a time of national crisis would thus be seriously impaired unless

plans had been prepared for putting in place a flexible regional response.

In opting for a systematic planning approach to address this i i
: . shortcoming it w
clear .that the issues would involve a wide number of government depz%rtmentass |
?_gencws, and private sector grganisations. The planning responsibility does -no;
ie clearly with one particular department. Therefore the working party
;:?:::’ilcn%s .:h?r hcst:}bhshment of a separate entity called the Nuclear Impacé
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] i ons pment of policy advice and
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! g information on the potential effects
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Select Committee of Parliament, or, more ldesxrably, on a bi-partisan basis to &
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Possi i
ble functions and tasks are summarised below

Functi 1
F'unctions of the unit and special purpose groups:
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