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NEW ZEALAND SHOULD ALLOW TROUT FARMING 

It was good to see Federated Farmers President Don Nicholson recently advocate trout 
farming.  Predictably Fish and Game objected, telling him to stick to farming, which I would 
have thought was what he was doing, or at least an opportunity to farm.  I have long held 
the view that this country is missing out on a significant economic opportunity by disallowing 
the farming of trout, but when advocating it Iôve been met with howls of anguish by the 
angling lobby.   

Letôs be clear; I believe that trout in public waterways should remain non-commercial.  
 

Ewan McGregor 

But why should anglers, and their institution the Fish and Game Council, have exclusive claim on this introduced 

species?  I can think of no other parallel.  We can farm salmon, pheasant, quail and the genus of ducks, although 

not necessarily game species (but then you donôt have to).  And hereôs another irony: we can exploit the native eel 

to our heartsô content, even now when the long-fin species is under threat. 

There is no conflict between trout farming under the controlled conditions of rearing and marketing, and angling in 

the wild.  Forget the old red-herrings (!) of poaching and disease.  The former has been a problem for years (a guy 

was drowned a few years ago netting them in Lake Taupo ï he netted himself) and if there is a disease problem 

how come F&G and its predecessor, the Acclimatisation Societies, got away with it for years by rearing them and 

then throwing them into water ways?  Remember what F&Gôs establishment at Greenmeadows is called: The 

Game Farm, where for decades they farmed trout!  Hereôs another red-herring.  It would be uneconomic.  Weôll 

leave that worry to those who, given the opportunity, put their money at risk doing it. 

No country is better suited than New Zealand.  We have magnificent water resources and a reputation for equally 

magnificent trout.  Neither would be compromised by trout farming under carefully established conditions.  Weôre 

missing a major economic opportunity here.  And anyway, why should someone who wants to eat this delicacy not 

be able to do so without buying a licence from F&G and taking his or her chances with a rod?  We canôt even 

import the trout that are happily farmed across the ditch in Tasmania. 

Harry Truman, 34th President. 

HARRY OBAMA or BARACK TRUMAN? 

Harry Truman was Franklin Rooseveltôs newly elected Vice President when the 

President suddenly died in April of 1945, with victory in WW2 at hand.  Roosevelt 

had been president for twelve years (now a president can only stand for two terms) 

and was the father-figure that had lead America out of the great depression and 

through the crisis of the War.  Truman on the other hand was virtually unknown.  

Further, he lacked Rooseveltôs charisma and sunny disposition.  Lying ahead were 

the enormous uncertainties of the post-WW2 period with a seismic shift in geo-

politics and the emerging era of nuclear weaponry.  A hot war had become ñThe 

Cold Warò.  



In the 1948 election everyone thought that Truman didnôt have a show ï except Truman.  He came out swinging. 

Well, this gutsy little man won the admiration of enough of the voters to win a full term in the White House in 

arguably the biggest upset in presidential history. 

Following the war the American economy boomed, but abroad Truman had to 

deal with the rise of aggressive communist power in Europe and Asia.   

In 1950 North Korea invaded South Korea and the Cold War continued a 

dangerous spark.  This was an act of naked aggression but Truman got the 

blame from the rabid right.  Moreover the War became indecisive as he sought 

ï successfully ï to contain it.  In the process he had to sack the prima donna 

general Macarthur, who forgot that the military is subservient to elected civilian 

leaders.  This was fertile ground for right-wing populists, lead by the horrible 

Senator Joseph R McCarthy of Wisconsin.  His reckless attacks, that rode 

roughshod over peopleôs rights and smeared the reputations of some of the 

finest public servants in US history, was given the term McCarthyism.   

(Donôt worry, we had a bit of McCarthyism in New Zealand, and right here in 

Hawkeôs Bay too.) 
 

¢ƘŜ ŦŀŎŜ ƻŦ ΨaŎ/ŀǊǘƘȅƛǎƳΩ.  

The President was subject to the most scurrilous attacks from his Republican opponents.  So, notwithstanding his 

re-election Truman was never popular while in office.  Historically though his administration rates very highly. 

Even the Republicans ï reasonable ones ï pay homage to his courage and the avoidance of óWorld War Threeô. 

Truman, who died in 1973, lived long enough to relish the kiss of history. 

So where are we heading to here? It is natural to compare national leaders with their predecessors, and President 

Obama is no exception.  I have seen him compared to Bill Clinton, elected in 1992, but soon after was in trouble 

and sinking in the polls.  Then he recovered to win handsomely in 1996.  I havenôt seen Obama compared to 

Truman, but I think that the comparison is more apt.  He too has to deal with wars, and ones provoked by his 

predecessor at that.  But their seeming un-winability and cost are destabilising American society.  Obama is 

increasingly being held to account.  Now theyôre óhis warsô.  Further, unlike Trumanôs time, the economy is fragile 

and unemployment historically high.  Obama inherited that too, and is struggling to arrest further fallout.  The 

twenty-noughts has been the first decade since the 1920s that America has emerged weaker than at the start, and 

Obama is struggling to recover her fortunes.  Like Truman his ratings have tanked. 

 

¢ƘŜ ŦŀŎŜ ƻŦ ΨtŀƭƛƴƛǎƳΩΤ ƴƻǿƘŜǊŜ 

near as virulent, but on the face of 

it there are similarities. 

In this climate we appear to have a new McCarthyism; can we call it Palinism?  

While there is no comparison to their physical looks, Palin is showing many of 

the characteristics of Senator Joseph McCarthy.  Like McCarthy she is not very 

bright ï some would say plain dumb ï but she is skillfully working the lode of 

anger that increasingly underlays American society.  She is populist and highly 

partisan with a convenient disregard for the facts.  She has a committed 

following and reputedly commands speaking fees of US$100,000.  Although 

unlike McCarthy, she does not hold public office which he used to devastating 

effect.  Backing her and her ilk is a virulent right-wing media, lead by Fox 

News, which is increasingly indifferent to the integrity of fair and balanced 

reporting.  Fair-minded Americans should be worried, and are.  But will Palin 

prevail, or like McCarthy fall from grace when her superficiality becomes 

increasingly apparent? 

While Obama is currently in bad shape he has three years of his term left to 

run.  Can he lead that great nation to a recovery of its fortunes and self-

confidence?  Like all leaders his fate more than anything else will depend on 



the economy, or more specifically, how much the voter has in his pocket or her purse.  The chances are he will 

recover.  I hope so. 

Footnote: Iôve had this computer for just over a year.  The word óPalinô wasnôt entered in óspell-checkô. 

TWO RESPECTED GREEN ADVOCATES DEPART 

This month sees two respected environmental advocates leave their positions. 

Jeanette Fitzsimons is leaving Parliament after 14 years during which time she did much to give the green 

movement the face of respectability.  She was tireless in promoting the policies of the Green Party, but always 

with respect and reason.  Parliament will be the poorer for her absence. 

Locally Iain Maxwell, manager of Fish and Game in Hawkeôs Bay is leaving to take up a position with the 

Cawthron Institute in Nelson.  Iain has always presented a strong case on issues of relevance to his organisation, 

but ever mindful of the realities that confront decision-makers.  For this his influence was all the greater.  

TREES OF HAWKEôS BAY 

Iôve tried to cite a tree or trees that can be identified with the great Earthquake, but I confess as being unable to.  

Except perhaps that after the initial and devastating convulsion there was for weeks a series of smaller shakes 

that understandably unnerved the inhabitants.  Many slept, cooked and ate outside, during what was one of 

Hawkeôs Bays hottest summers, a very serious drought in fact.  No doubt the cover of trees in the garden, where 

available, gave relief. 

The best I can do is to cite a small group of Olive trees 

that were planted in the Earthquake year of 1931 for 

experimental purposes by the then Department of 

Agriculture on the hillside ï now the amphitheatre ï at 

the Mission.  I imagine that there would have been 

few, if any of the species planted in Hawkeôs Bay 

hitherto. These trees hardly did the species justice 

and certainly didnôt excite any interest in the 

commercial cultivation of Olives, for which Hawkeôs 

Bay is admirably suited.  With the introduction of the 

popular concerts they were an obstruction and 

reduced the space available for viewing.  A few years 

back it was decided that they would have to go, but 

because of their historic significance the best were 

transplanted to a position southwards of the 

amphitheatre.  

Mr Wilson of Wilsonôs Nurseries (now Palmers Garden 

Centre at Pakowhai Road) told me that several 

returned veterans of the Battle of Crete asked him to 

procure for them olive trees in recognition of the 

protection they afforded them from marauding 

Luftwaffe aircraft. 

Today there is a well established olive industry in 

Hawkeôs Bay producing fine olive oil.  Most of it not 

just virgin, but extra virgin!    

 

 

 

One of the olive trees at the Mission soon after transplanting.  

Hardly the kind of olive we would see in a productive HawkeΩs 

Bay orchard, but good on the Mission for saving them. 

 

 

 



Since writing the above Iôve come across this picture I took some time back of the mass grave of earthquake 

victims at Park Island, well surrounded by trees today, but compare it to the picture of the burial ceremony. What a 

trauma it must have been for those involved in getting the bodies from the rubble to the hastily prepared grave in 

the midst of Hawkeôs Bay in one of the Bayôs hottest summers.  Not something, understandably, that was spoken 

about.   

 

Part of the community grave at Park Island cemetery, Napier.  The 

main burial took place on 5 February when clergymen of all 

denominations shared the service. 

 
Like many cemeteries, Park Island has been overplanted with large 

trees, mostly Australian euculyptus.  Here is a grove of flowering 

gums, a more suitable species, with the rear of the Earthquake 

Memorial in the background. 

A NEW PARK FOR HAWKEôS BAY 

This weekend saw the Harvest Hawkeôs Bay Festival 

held at an interesting site ï the top of the mound that 

covers the old dump site near Roys Hill.  

What a transformation this has been.  Many will 

remember the dump, and what a festering sore on 

the landscape it was, to say nothing of its potential to 

poison our life-giving aquifer.  It has taken a long 

time to get the site to its present state: two lots of soil 

to cover it, and late last year a grand effort by 

Hastings Landmarks, backed by staff of Hastings 

District Council to plant natives along the road 

frontage.   

This new park, surrounded by fine vineyards, can 

only get better and more used by the public.  

 

Volunteers plant native trees as part of the Roys Hill dump restoration 

project. 

WELL SAID 

We must not confuse dissent with disloyalty.  We must always remember that accusation is not proof and that 

conviction depends on evidence and due process of law.  We will not walk in fear of one another.  We will not be 

driven by fear into an age of unreason, if we dig deep in our history and our doctrine, and remember that we are 

not descended from fearful mené.  

Edward R Murrow, the famous American broadcaster in the process of demolishing Joseph R McCarthy in a radio 

broadcast in 1954. 

 


