
Fighting to be Heard
The NZ Music Quota

If you're interestedin the
future of New Zealand

music, then this monthit's
timeto turn yourradio on: to

Parliament. Abill proposing
a quota for NewZealand

music on our radiostations is

finally beforethe House.

Lobbying both for and

against thequota bill is

likelyto be fierce—so itis

time to get involved.

Introducing the "Broadcasting
(New Zealand Music Quota) Act

1989" is Graham Kelly, Labour MP
forPorirua. Kelly is a musician himself

—as a pianist he had hisown

danceband for nearly25 years—-
and formerpresident ofthe New

Zealand Musicians Union. In that

capacity, about a decade ago he

was involved in the "Keep Music

Live" campaign that was aimed at

keeping musicians inwork, astheir

jobs were threatened by discos and

drum machines.

When he entered Parliament in

1987, Kelly referred in his maiden

speech to the need for a quota. "I

said that in New Zealand we haven't
discussed what it is to have a national

identity. I was referring to television

and radio. We don't need anarmy

from America to invade New
Zealand and culturally subvert us —

that's already happened. And if we

weren't verycareful, we'd notonly
havecultural subversion,but

economicsubversion. We see

countries owned hook, line and
sinkerby American interests,and .
nowJapanese interests. Whatwe

needed was a public discussion on

those issues,and we needed some

form of legislation to ensure that we

protected our culture and identity." ;

PrivateMember
Thequota is being introduced not

as Government policy but as a

private member's bill, which isfar '
more difficult to get through the ~

House. Kelly says it was onlyat last

year's Labour Party Conference that

a remit fora quotawas successfully
passed, "although there have been

general policies in the past." But
because it wasn't in Labour's 1987

election manifesto, it wasn't put
toward tor legislation. "I encouraged
the Ministerof Broadcasting and

cabinetto adopt itas a Government

measure, and while they weren't

hostile about it at all, in their wisdom

they decided that, given my

background and interest in the issue,
a private member's bill had merit." In

everyParliament, says Kelly, there

are likely to be one or two private
member's bills that getpassed.

"Ifa private member introduces it
there are some risks. If it's a

Government measure authorised by
cabinet, it's generally going to go
through. The risks are that the weight
ofevidence in the select committee is

going to determine the issue. So

submissions are vital."

The bill's introduction to the House
late last yearwas interrupted by the

summer recess. So the introductory
debate will be concluded when the

firstsession forprivate member's bills

occurs in this year'sParliament

(eitherthe last Wednesday in
February, orthe first Wednesday in

March). In the interrupted
introductory debate, there were two

speakers: Kelly and National's

Warren Cooper, who is "violently
opposed to it."

The introductory debate will only
last a day, says Kelly. Then he will

move that the bill goes before a

selectcommittee forpublic
submissions. In the committee's first

session, it will seta closing date for
submissions. Usually they allow about

six to eight weeks, so the closing date

is likely tobe in the middle ofMay.
The public can do two things,says

Kelly. They can write asubmission for

the benefit of the committee

supporting the bill ("or opposing it, if

you're aprivate radio station"), and

they can ask to appear before the

committee. "And that isvery

important, sothat informally the

committee can talk topeople about
the merits of the case. So submissions
don't have to be long—betterto be

acouple ofpages and to the point." If

requested, a date to appear before

the committee will be given.
Once the committee has

considered the bill, it then declares
whether tosupport itsre-introduction
to the House, with recommendations

or amendments. "If it doesn't get that

support, itwill justsit in the select

committee forever," soys Kelly. The
committee willalso be guided by MPs

on both sides of the House who may
have an opinion about it.

"But a lotofthem haven't got a

view about it. So it's important that

theybe educated. And the best way
of doing that is forconstituents in their

own electorate to let them know

their views. That is absolutely vital.''

Already,says Kelly, one MP has
changed his mind on the bill because

a member of his electorate visited
him to discussthe advantages of the

quota. "Now he's a strong supporter.
.So that's the way the system works.

People may not like it but that's the

key to this issue getting adopted."

Free Market

Mike Moore, Jonathan Hunt,
Helen Clark, "even Richard Prebble

and David Lange" have all made

speeches over the years supporting
the quota, says Kelly. But a stumbling
block is that imposing a quota —a

cultural form ofprotectionism—goes
against the free-market philosophy
so beloved by this Labour

Government. "Absolutely!" says

Kelly. "And thank God we've got
something going against it! Alot of

the free marketeers who supportthe

deregulation of the New Zealand

economy are not goingto support
this bill— sothat's why it's important
that people don't sit back. This issue
has onechance: now. It won't

happen in the future."

The self-analysis and flag-waving
of 1990 may help the quota, but

otherfactors givethe bill a "now or

never" urgency.If there is achange
ofgovernment thisyear, it isvery

unlikely a National government
would supporta quota: they have

already opposed it in the House, and

have said they will remove the

legislation if itgets passed.
Also, says Kelly, the recent

legislation deregulating
Broadcasting will, once it startsto

have an effect, make itvery difficult

to have aquota imposed. "We need

to cement in,even in a deregulated
society, some ground rules. It's easier
to do it in a controlled environment

than in a free market. And now . j..
we've opened up Broadcasting to

the free market, byselling off the

spectrum, we're goingto have a lot

more radio and television stations.
That'swhy I think it's goingto be
harder later on."

But Kelly has several reasons for

believing the bill will be successful.

"Left to the free market, New

Zealand won't have a cultural

identity. Itcan't work. But most New

Zealanders are expertsabout

television, and likewiseabout

education. They've all been

educated so they'veall gotstrong
views. Equally with culture. They may ►

Graham Kelly
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IF YOU DON'T RECOGNISE THIS

MAYBE YOU'RE NOT READY FOR IT.
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