5. The political cartoonist’sright to
freedom of expression

ABSTRACT

On 11 August 2003, after producing some 1600 cartoons, Malcolm
Evans was controversialy dismissed from his position as editorial
cartoonist at The New Zealand Herald because he had refused to accept
that theeditor had theright to di ctate the subjectshemight address. This
invited commentary for Pacific Journalism Review is published to
further debate. Evans argues. ‘While | have always respected the
editor’ sright to reject a cartoon, he can never have theright to direct it
— an understanding that was mutually agreed as a condition of my hire
when | took the Herald job six years earlier. Rgjection is an editor’s
prerogative — direction is censorship. Although | have moved on
personally as a professional cartoonist, | am concerned that the prec-
edent set has the potential to affect the work of others.’

MALCOLM EVANS
Twice New Zealand cartoonist of the year

whether readers agree or disagree with the views expressed, they are
nevertheless able to place them within the context of both an under-
standing of theparticular newsreflected and afamiliarity with the cartoonist’s
work over time.
Readers generaly trust that the newsitems published in their daily paper
represent a fair and unbiased account of happenings in their world, and

THE DAILY editorial cartoonisacomment onlife’ spassing paradeand
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similarly, they trust that comment on those news items is also unfettered.
Particularly in situations where the news item being commented on concerns
either the denial of democratic and human rights and/or the imposition of
arbitrary and restrictive sanctions on others, readers expect their news media
to reflect the highest ideals of afree society.

As with any current affairs commentator, the role of the cartoonist is a
privileged one carrying with it a responsibility to above all ensure that the
points made pass the test of fair comment and are based on an honestly held
view. Confident that they and their community are part of afreeworld order
that defendstheright of theindividual tolivein freedom and to freely express
himself, readers expect and trust their media to reflect that ethic. It's surely
ironicthat inaso-called free society, attemptsto highlight the denial of human
rightsto onecommunity should becurtailed by adenial of thecartoonist’ sright
to speak out.

To manipulate the presentation of newsor to arbitrarily restrict acolumn-
ist or commentator on world affairsisto commit afraud on thereader. Editors
decide daily what will and will not appear in their publications, but readers
expect that such decisions are made on the basis of news priority, not as part
of some plan to manipulatethe newspresented. Whilean editor may claimthat
rejecting a cartoon ideais the legitimate exercise of his mandate to edit, any
claim of aright to dictate what may or may not be offered for publication is
surely censorship.

The cartoonist has no claim to any greater knowledge or wisdom than the
next person but when a situation exists that by any measure is clearly at the
heart of nearly every global flashpoint currently destabilisingtheworld, surely
the cartoonist/commentator’ s work should be reflecting that situation.

The actions of the Israeli Government in ghettoising the Pal estinians has
beenjudgedillegal and contrary tointernational law by the United Nationsand
several rulings that body has made. And, in addition, many decent Israeli
citizenswho also recognise theillegality of what isbeing donein their name,
also protest. Prominent among them isthe former speaker of the Knesset and
Israeli army veteran Avraham Burg, who wrote in his essay (Forward, 23
August 2003):

A failed | sraeli society collapses whileitsleadersremain silent
The Zionist revolution has alwaysrested on two pillars: ajust path and
an ethical leadership. Neither of these is operative any longer. The
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Malcolm Evans: New Zealand Herald, 18 January 2002.

Israeli nationtoday restson ascaffolding of corruption, and on founda-
tions of oppression and injustice. As such, the end of the Zionist
enterprise is already on our doorstep.

Thereisareal chancethat ourswill bethelast Zionist generation. There
may yet beaJewish state here, but it will beadifferent sort, strange and
ugly. Thereistimeto change course, but not much. What isneededisa
new vision of ajust society and the political will to implement it.

Nor isthis merely an internal Isragli affair. Diaspora Jews for whom
Israel isacentra pillar of their identity must pay heed and speak out. If
the pillar collapses, the upper floors will come crashing down. The
oppositiondoesnot exist, andthecoalition, with Arik Sharonatitshead,
claimstheright to remain silent. In anation of chatterboxes, everyone
has suddenly fallen dumb, because there’ s nothing left to say.

We live in a thunderously failed reality. Yes, we have revived the
Hebrew language, created a marvelous theater and a strong national
currency. Our Jewish minds are as sharp as ever. We are traded on the
Nasdag. But isthiswhy we created a state? The Jewish people did not
survive for two millenniain order to pioneer new weaponry, computer
security programs or anti-missile missiles.
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Wewere supposed to be alight unto the nations. In thiswe havefailed.
It turns out that the 2000-year strugglefor Jewish survival comesdown
to astate of settlements, run by an amoral clique of corrupt lawbreakers
who are deaf both to their citizensand to their enemies. A statelacking
justice cannot survive.
It' shardto comprehend thehumiliating experienceof thedespised Arab
who must creep for hours along the pocked, blockaded roads assigned
to him.
Oneroad for the occupier, oneroad for the occupied. Thiscannot work.
Evenif the Arabslower their heads and swallow their shame and anger
forever, it won't work.
A structure built on human callousness will inevitably collapsein on
itself. Note this moment well: Zionism’'s superstructure is aready
collapsing likeacheap Jerusalemwedding hall. Only madmen continue
dancing on the top floor while the pillars below are collapsing.

Israel, having ceased to care about the children of the Palestinians,
should not be surprised when they come washed in hatred and blow
themselves up in the centers of Isragli escapism. They consign them-
selvesto Allah in our places of recreation, because their own lives are
torture. They spill their own blood in our restaurantsin order to ruin our
appetites, because they have children and parents at home who are
hungry and humiliated. We could kill a thousand ringleaders and
engineersaday and nothing will be solved, becausetheleaderscomeup
from below from the wells of hatred and anger, from the “infrastruc-
tures’ of injustice and moral corruption.

If all thiswereinevitable, divinely ordained andimmutable, | would be

silent. But things could be different, and so crying out is a moral
imperative. Hereiswhat the primeminister should say tothepeople: The
timeforillusionsisover. Thetimefor decisionshasarrived. Welovethe
entire land of our forefathers and in some other time we would have
wantedtoliveherealone. But that will not happen. The Arabs, too, have
dreams and needs. Between the Jordan and the Mediterranean thereis
no longer a clear Jewish majority. And so, fellow citizens, it is not
possible to keep the whol e thing without paying a price.
We cannot keep a Palestinian majority under an Isragli boot and at the
sametimethink ourselvestheonly democracy intheMiddleEast. There
cannot be democracy without equal rightsfor all who livehere, Arab as
well as Jew. We cannot keep the territories and preserve a Jewish
majority intheworld’ sonly Jewish state-not by meansthat are humane
and moral and Jewish.
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Do you want the greater Land of Isragl ? No problem. Abandon democ-
racy. Let’'singtitute an efficient system of racial separation here, with
prison camps and detention villages. Qalgilya Ghetto and Gulag Jenin.
Do you want a Jewish majority? No problem. Either put the Arabson
railway cars, buses, camels and donkeys and expel them en masse-
separate ourselvesfrom them absol utely, without tricks and gimmicks.
Thereisnomiddlepath. Wemust removeall thesettlements-all of them-
and draw an internationally recognized border between the Jewish
national home and the Palestinian national home. The Jewish Law of
Returnwill apply only withinour national home, andtheir right of return
will apply only within the borders of the Palestinian state.
Doyouwant democracy?No problem. Either abandonthegreater Land
of Isradl, to the last settlement and outpost, or give full citizenship and
voting rightsto everyone, including Arabs.

The result, of course, will be that those who did not want a Palestinian
state alongside uswill have onein our midst, viathe ballot box. That's
what the prime minister should say to the people. He should present the
choices forthrightly: Jewish racialism or democracy. Settlements or
hope for both peoples. False visions of barbed wire, roadblocks and
suicide bombers, or a recognised international border between two
states and a shared capital in Jerusalem.

Thisisthetimefor clear alternatives. Anyone who declinesto present
a clear-cut position-black or white in effect is collaborating in the
decline. Itisnot amatter of Labour versusLikud or right versusl|eft, but
of right versuswrong, acceptabl eversusunacceptable. Thelaw-abiding
versusthe lawbreakers.

What’ sneeded isnot apolitical replacement for the Sharon government
but avision of hope, an alternative to the destruction of Zionismand its
valuesby thedeaf, dumbandcallous. | sradl’ sfriendsabroad-Jewishand
non-Jewishalike, presidentsand primeministers, rabbisandlay people-
should choose aswell. They must reach out and help Israel to navigate
theroad map toward our national destiny asalight unto the nationsand
asociety of peace, justice and equality.

Although | produced, and the Herald published, a series of anti-Zionist
cartoonsintheyear prior to my dismissal, itisimportant to stressthat eachwas
first seen and passed ‘fit for Herald reader consumption’ prior to publication.
It was only when pro-Zionist organisations expressed concern at the tenor of
my cartoon comments on the subj ect that the newspaper blinked. Later, asmy
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Malcolm Evans: New Zealand Herald, 13 June 2003.

anti-Zionist cartoons attracted what appeared to be an orchestrated raft of
lettersfrom NZ Zionists, the Herald ultimately demanded that | stop drawing
them and when | refused, | was dismissed.

The issue came to a head on 12 June 2003 over a cartoon rough for the
following day’s paper, which featured the star of David substituted as the
second ‘A’ in the word APARTHEID scrawled on the wall in a derelict
Palestinian village. It was rejected.

A replacement cartoonfor therej ected (but published by mistake) ap* rtheid
cartoon featured aharassed Uncle Samtalking to hispsychiatrist and whenthis
wasemailedtotheHerald, asmaller copy a sowent tomy websiteintheUnited
States (www.cagle.slate.msn.com). This replacement cartoon also attracted
criticism from the NZ Zionist lobby when it was later published on August 5,
but it was a different objection to it that ultimately led to my sacking.

As the cartoon had been earlier posted on a US Professional Cartoonists
website, the editor-in-chief, Gavin Ellis, claimed it was therefore not original
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AND WANT T2

Malcolm Evans: New Zealand Herald, 5 August 2003.

whenitfinally appearedintheHerald. Threedayslater | received onemonth’s
notice of dismissal. People protested outside the Herald office and hundreds
of lettersof protest flowed into thepaper — not onewaspublished! A complaint
tothe New Zealand Press Council (November, 2003) by the Pal estine Human
Rights Campaign against the Herald's dismissal decision and failure to
publish protest letters was dismissed. The council claimed it had no reason to
disbelieve the Herald' s claim that my dismissal was anything other than an
employment issue and that under those circumstancesthe paper waswithinits
rights not to publish letters of concern from readers.

Following onfrom my dismissal, an Auckland-based Zionist organisation
and some Zionist individua s collectively laid acomplaint against mewith the
New Zealand Human Rights Commission. They alleged that my cartoons
encouraged and promoted anti-Jewish raci st antipathy and as such broke New
Zealand law and the case was heard before an arbitrator in the commission’s
offices in May 2004. The Herald was not taken to the Human Rights
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Malcolm Evans: Pacific Journalism Review, September 2004.

Commission for publishing cartoonswhich the Zionists alleged brokethe law
—just me for drawing them!

Copies of my cartoons were presented to the commission with particular
aspectshighlightedtoillustratehow — intheZionists' view — they brokeNew
Zedand law. After four hours, the meeting ended in stalemate with no real
purpose being served other than providing aforum, short of a courtroom, in
which Zionism could express itsalf.

For my part, | wasableto show that, far from being anovelty, my work was
reflective of the great body of cartoons being drawn by members of my
fraternity all aroundtheworld. Andfurther, if any wereracist, accordingtothe
Zionists definition, they were mirrored by cartoons similarly disparaging of
Arabsin Zionist newspapers, which | presented.
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Theleader of the Zionist group said he had a QC'’ s opinion that my work
broke New Zealand law and | invited him to take me to court — he hasn’t!

My dismissal also attracted the attention of news organisations in other
partsof theworldincluding Israel wheretherespected national daily Ha' aretz
(29 August 2003), published details of the affair. Sadly, despiteinterviewing
me at length in phone cals stretching over three days, the reporter till
managedtoinsinuatearacist bias. | protested totheeditor (6 September 2003),
who accepted | had been misrepresented and printed a full account of my
concerns:

Dear Mr Evans,

Thank you for writing Ha' aretz. It ismy pleasure to inform you that |
will publish your commentsin our next ‘ Lettersto the editor’ section.
My colleague Ehud Asheri, editor of the Ha’ aretz magazine Hebrew
edition, who commissionedthepiece, will dothesame. | wasmoved by
your sincerity and | thank you again for writing us.

Tali Niv
Editor. Ha' aretz Magazine, English edition
taniv@haaretz.co.il

Notwithstanding, although | refused to distancemyself fromany of thecartoon
work | had done, and despite events in the Middle East since my dismissal
illustrating even more clearly the brutal nature of the suffering being inflicted
on the Palestinians, no cartoons condemning the Israglis actions have ap-
peared in the Herald since my dismissal — clearly the Zionists have won.
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Malcolm Evans was twice cartoonist for The New Zealand Herald, totalling
15 years (1970-78 and 1996-2003). He also twice won the Qantas New
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an independent contractor, three bookswer e published with collections of his
cartoons. Evanswasalsoinaugural president of the New Zealand Cartoonists

and Illustrators Association of New Zealand.
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Postscript
Since Malcolm Evans wrote this article for Pacific Journalism Review, Dr Haydon
Manning and Dr Robert Phiddian, of Flinders University, delivered apaper about this
issue, entitled ‘ Censorship and the Political Cartoonist’, at the Australasian Palitical
Studies Association Conference, on 29 September-1 October 2004. Their paper also
addressed theissues of Australian cartoonist Michael L eunigand A merican cartooni st
Tony Auth who also faced pressure from the Zionist lobby over their work. Manning
and Phiddian concluded:
Cartoonists are licensed sceptics who provide one important medium
wherethespinthatisendemicin publiclifecanbecountered, oneforum
where the shamel ess can be shamed and open secrets spoken ... It may
bepossibleto havefreedom of expressionand afreepresswithout much
freedom of political cartoonists, but we cannot think of any instances
where this has been so. Their presence isaways a healthy sign ...
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