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YES — “TALES FROM TOPOGRAPHIC OCEANS” —
ATLANTIC RECORDS K80001.

This is the last Yes album to have Chris Squire on
bass and rumoured to be the last of their accepted type
of albums. This would be no surprise because there
seems to be no way the Yes can possibly match or
better this album.

Once | got into “Close to the Edge” | thought it
must be the ultimate Yes album, but “Tales from Topo-
graphic Oceans’’ must be one of the best concept albums
| have heard (even surpassing Pink Floyd and Emerson,
Lake and Palmer). Each side of the album portrays a dif-
ferent aspect of ““the four part Shastric scriptures which
cover all aspects of religion and social life as well as
fields like medicine and music, art and architecture”. If
you want to get into the philosophy behind the album
it's all in the lengthy footnote on page 83 of Paramhansa
Yoganda “Autobiography of a Yogi’' (this all just shows
that | bothered to read Jon Anderson’s blurb on the in-
side cover).

Although this album could be construed as a
musical statement of philosophy, it is the music that is
making it the fastest selling album in Christchurch for a
long time. Each side of the album highlights the abilities
of various members of the band, Jon Anderson’s vocals
on the first side, the keyboards of Rick Wakeman on
side two, some excellent acoustic and electric guitar

from Steve Howe on the third side, and on side four a
carefully structured interplay and crossfire from the rhy-
thm section Chris Squire and Alan White.

Even though the various sections of the band all
have solos, this is no ego-tripping album. Every break is
carefully stru¢tured to fit into the overall pattern of the
music (not the other way around as is the case with so
many modern guitarists). The most impressive solos are
Steve Howes' incredibly beautiful acoustic guitar at the
end of the third side and some very skilled bass from
Chris Squire throughout side four.

Wakeman'’s keyboards are impressive throughout
and nowhere does the album seem to be as keyboard
- the sound on this

3]

dominated as “Close to the Edge
album being rounder and deeper.
T'his is an incredible album that | can’t recommend
enough, if you liked ““Close to the Edge” you’ll go wild
over this. Be careful where you buy it though, go to
Renaissance or Record Factory and save a dollar with
student discount. Clive.
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CANTA. (76-288).

Saigon Puppet Soldiers Revolt Or Cross Over To

People.

Hanoi, February 19, 1974. (Hsinhua). — Many Saigon

soldiers stationed in the provinces in the southern plain,
South Vietnam, have revolted or crossed over to the side

of the people, according to GPA.

In My Tho province, soldiers of three battalions of
the tenth regiment of the seventh division of the Saigon
puppet troops struggled on many occasions against their
commanders between January 6 and 20. The refused to
nibble at the liberated areas. With the help of the people,
80 soldiers of the first and second battalions returned to
their home villages and reunited with their families.

In Vinh Long province, a number of “civil guards™
in Xuan Hiep village, Tran On district, revolted on the
night of January 9. They killed 11 cruel agents, destroy-
ed the stronghold in which they were stationed and
crossed over to the side of the revolutionary administra-
tion with a dozen of weapons and many war materials.
They were warmly welcomed by the local people and
the revolutionary administration..

In An Giang province, an ammunition depot in
Chau Doc city was burned by some patriotic Saigon sol-
diers on the night of January 13. 20 barracks and the
building of a commanding post of the Saigon army near-
by were also destroyed.

In Soc Trang province, over 1,000 Saigon soldiers
abandoned the Saigon army and returned to their home
villages last December and January.

11,700 Lon Nol Puppet Troops Wiped Out In One
One Month.

Peking, February 25, 1974. — (Hsinhua) — The Cam-

bodian People’s National Liberation Armed Forces wiped

out over 11,700 Lon Nol puppet troops in a series of

fierce assaults between January 15 and February 15, ac-

cording to an AKI report.

The engagements took place in the perimeters of
Phnom Penh, in Kompong Thom, Siemreap, Kompong
Cham and Prey Veng provinces, and on highways 4 and 5.

The Liberation Armed Forces also captured 3,150
pieces of arms, over 100,000 artillery shells of various
calibres and bullets and more than 100 tons of other war
supplies, destroyed more than 100 armoured cars and
other vehicles and demolished more than 100 strong-
holds.

Under devastating attacks, the Lon Nol forces de-
serted en masse. An enemy battalion comprising more
than 300 men and one lieutenant-colonel crossed over at
Chhouk Va, northwest of Phnom Penh,

During the period under review, over 15,000 in-
habitants around Phnom Penh and in other areas moved
to the liberated areas safely with the help of the People’s
Armed Forces.

UTHEASTASIA

China Repatriates All Captured Personnel Of
Saigon Troops

Kwangchow, February 17, 1974. (Hsinhua). — Major

Pham Van Hong and 42 other officers and men of the

Saigon troops captured in China’s self-defence fight at

her Hsisha Islands were repatriated today at Shumchun,

Kwangtung Province, China.

The hand-over formalities were conducted at 1200
Peking time by Pu Ping, representative of the Chinese
Red Cross Society, and Jean Ott and Roger Santschy,
representatives of the International Committee of the
Red Cross who had come to receive the captives. The rep
resentatives of the two sides signed the registers of the
repatriated.

Thus, China has repatriated all the 48 officers and
men of the Saigon troops of South Vietnam and an A
erican who intruded into China and were captured by
Chinese People’s Liberation Army units, militiamen and
fishermen in the fight of self-defence at China’s Hsisha
Islands* on January 19 and 20, 1974.

While in China, the captured personnel were prov
ded with clothes, bedding and other daily necessities by
the Chinese People’s Liberation Army units and given
physical check-ups and treatment by Chinese army
medical workers in accordance with the policy of len-
ient treatment to captives. The captured personnel were
also organized to visit factories, rural people’s communes
and other public establishments.

* Hsisha Islands are known in the West as the Paracel I*
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WHO TELLS LIES?

For many years the New Zealand Press Associa-
tion has relied almost solely on the Reuters Press Agen-
cy for its news reports on the war in Vietnam. Reuters
has consistently quoted “Saigon Command”’ statements
as objective facts, and NZPA has unquestioningly accep-
ted these statements. This was the case with bombing of
the Cai Lay School. The Reuters correspondent, pre-
sumably lounging in the luxury of a Saigon hotel,
quoted the ““Saigon Command” as having blamed the
“\/jet Cong”’-for the attack.

Without the pretensions of objectivity of the New
Zealand daily press, we print below the Provisional
Revolutionary Government’s side of the story. In the
light of the years of now-exposed deceit by the Saigon
and Washington governments, you are invited to take
your pick between the two sides of the story.

IT IS THE US-THIEU CLIQUE THAT HAVE KILLED
SCHOOL-CHILDREN IN CAIl LAY.

The US-Thieu clique have been making so much

noise these days by sianaerously accusing the South
Vietnam People’s Liberation Armed Forces of shelling
the Cai Lay secondary school. On March 12, 1974, the
Giai Phong News Agency flatly refuted this slander. On
March 16, 1974, the P.R.G. Military Delegation to the
Two-Party Joint Military Commission requested the In-
ternational Commission of Control and Supervision to
investigate on the spot the violation conducted by the
Saigon Administration. The truth is to be found in the
following.

On March 9, 1974, during the “pacification’” op-
eration in Cai Lay district, Dinh Tuong Province, to
plunder the people of their rice, the Saigon troops wan-
tonly opened fire at many villages along Highway 4. A
shell hit the Cai Lay School, killing 22 children and
wounding 40 others and a school mistress.

To cover up their crimes, the Nguyen Van Thieu
agents in Cai Lay district claimed loudly the following
day that the Viet Cong had fired a mortar on the school,
Then troops and police rounded up the school children
and the people in the locality and forced them to stage a

protest demonstration. However, the people have im-
mediately denounced this slander and finally compelled
the Thieu agents to let them return to their homes. On
the other hand, the Thieu agents strictly prohibited _
newsmen to take any photos of the site immediately
after the killing took place. The Saigon daily, Hoa Binh
(Peace) reported on March 14, 1974, that the journal-
ists had arrived immediately at the scene, and they were
ordered not to take any photos. Then they got permis-
sion, but all significant evidence had been cleared away.

Another Saigon newspaper, Dai Dan Toc (Great
Nation) reported at the same time that photos were
allowed to be taken only with the introduction of
permits signed by Nguyen Vinh Linh, Saigon General
Commander of the South Army Corps stationed in this
region.

The act of making white black by the Saigon Ad-
ministration has aroused the indignation of the local in-
habitants, the parents, the school-children and public
opinion.

Last year Lee Kuan Yew announced the pay rise of members of the “government” from Feb-
nary, 1973, onwards: —

Chief Police Superintendent had pay raised from $2350 to $4500;

Chief of Justice — from $3500 to $7500;

Deputy Prime Minister — from $4500 to $8000;

Ministers — from $4500 to $7000;

Members of Industrial Relations Court — from $2700 to $5500.

Harry Lee himself had his own pay doubled, from $5000 to $9500. This was hardly after three
years, in 1970, when Lee refused the M.P.’s proposal for pay rises of so-called members of the govern-
ment. “My (Lee’s) wife is a lawyer and both of us together earn more than enough to keep us going.
Furthermore, we (Lee’s regime) must keep up with the wage freeze,” was given as the reason then.
Well, well, don’t tell me Lee’s wife has retired from being a lawyer. If that is so, then it must be the
latest news. Or else, could it be that Harry had lifted his wage freeze policy? That didn’t seem logical
either. The pay of most workers remains the same as 20 years ago. Postal workers, for example, haven’t
had any wage rise in the last 15 years. 2000 daily workers have worked for over 20 years yet still get
$120 per month — the highest being $290. Guess what, the only change in the wages of workers was
down instead of up. 600 watersiders had their pay reduced for a start.

That is an example of the “goodness” Lee has given the people in Singapore! No wonder, be-
tween 20% and 25% of Singapore’s population are living in poverty — i.e. can’t meet the minimum
material and physiological needs of daily life. This proportion has changed little since 1953, when it
was officially estimated that % were poverty-stricken. Unemployment ranges between 9% to 15%,
while under employment is manifestly widespread. Some 60% of Singapore’s population live on per
capita incomes of less than $600 per annum or less than one third the national average.

An analysis below will show some of the “dark aspects” of the island: —

Between 15% and 20% of the labour force are hawkers, stall-holders, and personal service wor-
kers. 10% of the tax-paying population earns over $20,000 per annum, and in 1967 about 20 people
earned assessed incomes of over $200,000. According to Lee himself, 60% of Singapore’s workers earn
monthly incomes of below $200. That’s a big difference. Surely, there must be some relations between
Lee’s policies and the above review.

WHY IS THERE A SLOW RATE OF ECONOMIC GROWTH IN SINGAPORE?
(1) Private Capital:

Capital has long been “bottled-up” in. marginally productive tertiary activities — simply be-
tause the course of economic development has emphasised the maintenance and serving of military
bases and trade, discouraging investment beyond these fields. Public investment is strongly concentra-
ted in fields of housing and education (between 30% and 40% of private capital), and to a lesser extent
nthe creation of industrial infra-structural facilities (especially from 1961 onwards, in the develop-
ment of Jurong Industrial Estate). None of these forms of investment generates immediate national
icome, Furthermore, tourism, an extremely unstable source of income and employment, was given
tnsiderable encouragement by the government after 1965. Thus, the'bulk of local capital is invested
i the tertiary sector, and is characterised by heavy concentration in a few hands. No accurate estimate
tn be made of the extent of this concentration, but we would certainly not be far wrong in estimating
that some 907 of all local private capital is controlled by less than 10% of the island’s entrepreneurs.
@) Foreign investments:

Large-scale international trade, shipping, and finance are mainly foreign controlled, while indus-
tnes (particularly new ones) are usually owned or controlled by overseas interests. British firms alone,
‘ontrolled 30% of international trade going to and from the Malaya-Singapore region.

() Policy to attract foreign investments:

The inflow of foreign capital — whether for tertiary or secondary investment
mestic stability and the guarantee of profit, especially repatriated profit. In these aspects, the
fvernment has created a highly favourable climate for foreign investment. Physical infrastructure has
been wel] developed; a host ~()f fiscal and tax incentives have been introduced and through social devel-
fpment policy and sweeping labour legislation the government has guaranteed a well-regimented and
theap labour force.

In.1968, what was virtually the death-blow to unionism in Singapore came in the form of the
Employment Act and the Industrial Relations (Amendment) Ordinance. This legislation d rastically
f*‘duccd fringe benefits (including overtime and overtime pay, bonuses, retrenchment and retirement
Denefits, maternity leave, and sick leave), increasing working hours, curtailed the union’s right to
:}”kﬁ\ ilfld gave management sole jurisdiction over hiring, firing and transfers. Interesting to note that
My 20% of the island’s work force are unionised.

" .“Whﬂt a paradise for investments, Lee has made” — ‘t‘hc forei_gn“cu‘pitalisg would .cry‘. “"l"-ha!
Al huge profits, boy.” In other words, Lee has created “a paradise” for the foreign capitalists to
eXploit the people of Singapore. Isn’t that selling out the interests of the people?
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; — By Aloysius —
FIVE MALAYAN PATRIOTS REFUSE TO BE COWED BY FASCIST HARRY LEE.

OINT STATEMENT of (1) Dr Poh Soo Kai arrested on 2nd of February, 1963
2) Mr P Govindasamy arrested in September, 1964
(3) Mr Lan Ah Lek arrested on 26th of October, 1966
4) Mr Fu Yang Yeow arrested on 18th of November, 1966
; (5) Mr Tan Kim Siar arrested on 3rd of January, 1971.
,’.ﬂ\(,mc\:i“[‘\’?rc arrested at different periods as stated above. All of us were unjustly and L:_rncll} im-
A Or many long years. Dr Poh Soo Kai was kept in prison for almost 11 years. P Govindasamy
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after a long and unjust detention, we are released from prison. Dr Poh Soo Kai and P. Gov-

are released with a condition that they should not actively participate in politics. Lan Ah

ang Yeow, Tan Kim Siar are released with the well-known 6 conditions which include the
W N in political activities.
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The other four were directly or indirectly involved in the opposition to the terms of merger and other
political activities concerning the great majority of our people. The merger plan, based on communal
arithmetic, drafted not in accordance with objective politicul realities, but to further British imperialis-
tic strategies, as we had clearly predicted, was not only unworkable, its very enforcement was detri-
mental to the interest of our peoples in the two territories. As was to be expected, merger on such
terms brought in its train strife, heightened communal tension, racial riots, and untold sufferings. The
experiment was a complete flop. By August 1965 barely two years after the forced merger, Singapore
had to be detached.

Yet those whose stand has thus been vindicated by history were not to be released. They were
subjected to threats of perpetual and indefinite imprisonment, to cuts in their food rations and to fur-
ther restrictions of movement and activities within the prison. In some respects, the treatment received
in prison was worse than that meted out to criminals. Books, periodicals and newspapers were heavily
censored and severely restricted. Radio, musical instruments and even fountain pen and ink are not
allowed. The weekly 30 minutes interview with families is conducted over the telephone across a
thick glass panel and conversations are often arbitrarily terminated with the line being cut off, Fiancees
and friends are not allowed to visit us. We are segregated into small groups of twos and threes and con-
fined in small blocks. Strict precautionary measures are taken so that we do not even run into other
detainees along the enclosed And in the small en
closed blocks we are further locked up in the cells for a total of four hours during the daylight hours,
not to mention the locking up in the cells from 6.45 p.m. to 6.15 a.m. the next morning.

Periodical solitary confinement for months at a stretch in the T.F.C. (Top Floor Central Po
lice Station) is routine. Some have been locked up.in

corridors leading to the visit rooms or to the clinic,

cells in ungazetted secret holding centres. During
these periods of solitary confinement, all the latest in psychological torture techniques, from stripping
to round the clock interrogations for days were employed with the aim to break
extract a “‘Confession” or a public statement,

Even the Amnesty International acknowledged the fact that various methods of torture both
physical and mental were applied in prisons on political detainees to break their political conviction. Is
it surprising therefore that Amnesty International’s investigator, Miss Careras was refused permission
to visit the detainees and was subsequently barred from entering Singapore?

a person and thus

Today a decade later, men who have the courage of their convictions, men who are dedicated
to struggle fearlessly for their people’s interests, have not been and will never be cowed. These men,
Syed Zahari, Dr Lim Hock Siew, Lee Tee Tong, Ying Chan Ting, Ho Piow, Goh Chin Min, Chia Thye
Poh, Miss Liew Li Ying, to mention just a few, are still languishing in prison. And Lee Tee Tong arres
ted and thrown into prison soon after being elected to represent the Bukit Timah Constituency, was to
have his citizenship withdrawn, like many other political prisoners has been thus converted into or
reclassified as so-called ““banishee”. Lee Tee Tong is now in very poor health. This brings to light not
only the type of justice one can expect under the PAP regime but more poignantly the manner the
instrument of *“citizenship right’” has been used to remove political adversaries. It is indeed the height
of irony and injustice when such citizenship is being freely sold to all and sundry who can afford the
cash, those trusted by their constituents those who have proved by their perseverance in jail by their
steadfast unselfish struggles for their people’s welfare, beyond an iota of doubt their loyalty to thi
country should have had their citizenship annulled, should have been treated as “banishees”

[t has been shamelessly stated by the PAP regime that our “capacity to cause damage has becen
reduced”. What is this “damage” that we were supposed to have done? We were not the ones who
collaborated with the British imperialists to rush through the merger plan. We were not the ones
‘whose policies have resulted in racial antagonism, in racial riots, in the estrangement — nay. even ho
tility — of our peoples in the two territories. We were not the ones who have muzzled the press
arbitrarily thrown editors and others critical of the regime into prison, or forced them to leave the
country. We were not the ones who used the police to intimidate the people, so that during the last
farcical election, only so-called *“2nd rate proxies” emerged (to quote Mr Harry Lee) while “1st rate
proxies’ were scared into not making an appearance, We were not the ones who have trampled to
death the fundamental rights of our citizens in deliberate violation of the U.N. Charter of Human
Rights.

It is Mr Harry Lee’s clique who introduced the undemocratic suitability certificate. who dis-
solved student organisations such as the University Socialist Club, the Nanyang University Students
Union, and who rejected the registration of the National Union of Singapore Students. It is they who
have abolished freedom of speech, of expression, and association. They are the ones who have banned
all genuine workers’ organisations. They are the ones who to achieve complete control over the mass
media, have banned the newspapers and continue intimidating the other papers and journalists into
servile submission. They are the ones who have suppressed the workers by their manipulations through
their sponsored NTUC. They are the ones who are anti-workers, anti-people, and anti-democracy.

They are the ones who have turned Singapore into a Fascist State, the ones who have done the greatest
damage to our people. ]

It is Mr Harry Lee and his clique who beg for the continued presence of the US aggressor troops
in S.E. Asia, who want the stationing of US armed forces in Thailand, from where the daily devastat-
ion of Cambodia and Laos and Viet Nam were perpetrated. It is Lee Kuan Yew and his clique who
are the salesmen for the made-in-USA idea of a Joint US task force for S.E. Asia, an idea totally con-
trary to the concept of neutralization for S.E. Asia and of the zone of peace in the Indian Ocean.

Mr Harry Lee has indeed earned his reputation as Mr Nixon’s “most articulate spokesman” for
US imperialism’s policy of aggression and war in S.E. Asia. Now Harry Lee cannot have anv obiection
to being bracketed together with such US sponsored fascist dictators like Suharto, Park Chung Hee,
and Nguyen Van Thieu. By his own actions, he has torn asunder his facade of “neutrality” and “non-
alignment”.The world now sees him for the political pimp that he is. B

We would like to take this opportunity to call upon all those who treasure justice, freedom and
democracy to redouble their efforts and join us in the just demand for the unconditional release of all
political prisoners, including those under banishment orders, in both Singapore and Mainland Malava,
for the removal of restrictions imposed on all political prisoners who have been released and for 1
return of those political prisoners forced to leave the country.

Finally we would like to thapk all those in various countries and our people who despite

ind intimidations, have consistently and courageously supported us in our struggle duri

and difficult ye imprisonment. Such expressions of support have encouraged
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ANALYSIS OF POLITICAL PRISONERS

The numbers of political detainees have fluctuated with the level of anti-Government demons-

trations and according to the events outlined elsewhere.
The official figures show an overall decline in the number of prisoners as follows: —

1963 180 1968 62
1964 181 1969 no official estimates
1965 200 1970 no official estimates

1967 il 1971 (Jan) 93
The Barisan Sosialis claims that the official statistics under-estimate the number of detainees,
and that there are between 100 and 120. In January 1971, 13 supporters of the Barisan Sosialis were
arrested, and four journalists and executives of the Nanyang Siang Pau“were detained in May. There is
no means of verifying the Government’s estimate since detention orders are not published and even
close relatives may not be informed that an individual has been detained. In addition to the long-term
detainees, groups of students and trade unionists are known to be held for short periods for interro-
gation.
According to Amnesty’s (incomplete) records, the detainees now include:
(a) a small number may have been detained since 1957 for alleged support of the Malayan Com-
munist Party; Amnesty has been unable to verify the Barisan Sosialis’ claim that there are such
prisoners, but has records to show that at least one prisoner has been in prison since that date, having
been served with a detention order on the expiration of a five year prison sentence;
(b) 27 persons detained since the Barisan Sosialis demonstrations against Singapore’s entry to the
Malaysizn Federation in 1963; they did not benefit from the amnesty of detainees in 1967, and in-
clude members of the Barisan Sosialis, the Party Rakyat, and officials of trade unions, all of which
organisations are alleged by the Government to be communist front organisations;
(c) 25 persons detained between 1966 and 1969 following sporadic demonstrations, some of which
involved violence, including trade unionists protesting against the Government’s intensified control
over union activities;
(d) 13 members of the Barisan Sosialis and Party Rakyat arrested in January 1970 who are alleged
to have been involved in “hit-and-run” attacks intended to create disorder during the Commonwealth
Prime Ministers’ Conference;
(e) an unknown number of young men sentenced to short terms of imprisonment for refusing to
register for compulsory military service; these are not conscientious objectors in the terms laid down
in the Constitution, which permits exemption from military service on religious grounds, but sup-
porters of the Barisan Sosialis (including the son of the leader of the party) who have refused military
service on political grounds since they reject the aim of defending Singapore against China;
(f) four senior staff members of the Chinese daily,'Nanyang Siang Pau;%erved with two-year
detention orders in May 1971 following government allegations that the paper “glamourised” Com-
munism and incited “chauvinistic” feelings among the Chinese population. The detainees categorically
deny the Government’s charges and initiated unsuccessful habeas corpus proceedings, demanding to be
tried under the Sedition Act, which specifically covers race relations. In December 1971, one of the
four was released.
In addition to the long-term detainees, students, trade unionists and journalists have been
held for short periods for interrogation. 12 persons — 11 of them women, some elderly — were arres-
ted in January 1971 after demonstrating against the detention of their relatives, but were acquitted
of a charge of demonstrating illegally in May. In general, it is clear that the government uses political
detention as a method of containing the opposition. The Government maintains that the long-term
detainees are hard-core communists whose release would provide a public platform for communist
propaganda. However, the prolonged detentions and the recent detentions of journalists under secur-
ity legislation have provoked widespread criticism.
The majority of the detainees are men, and most are of Chinese origin, although there are also
Malay and Indian prisoners. A high proportion are professional politicians, trade unionists, journalists

and students.
— From “Survey of Political Imprisonment”, July 1972, by Amnesty International, London.

PRS 4.
MY REF. TTR/NKS/P

Minister for the Interior and Defence,
Pearl’s Hill,
SINGAPORE.

Dear Sir:
re: Detention of Mr Chwa Seh Kea.

1 was allowed to interview the abovenamed detainee on Monday, 20th instant at 2.30 p.m. With
the assistance in interpretation of amember of my staff and in the presence and within the hearing of
Inspector Cheah who was standing beside the said political detainee and two other junior officers of
the Internal Security Department standing beside me, I interviewed Mr Chwa Seh Kea on the aforesaid
date and time.

2. My client stated the following facts to me: —

a. that he was arrested on 26th April this year at about 4.00 a.m.

b. that his next of kin, his mother, was first allowed to visit him on the 8th June, 1970, i.e.
44 days after his arrest.

c. that when he complained to his mother that he was subjected to ill treatment during his
detention, his conversation and the mother’s visit was abruptly terminated by officers of
the Internal Security Department who supervised the interview.

d. that from the date of his arrest (i.e. the 26th day of April) right up to the date of my inter-
view (i.e. 20th July, 1970) a period of nearly 3 months, he was not given any newspaper,
book or any other reading material and that his spectacles were taken from him throughout
this period.

e. that from that date of his arrest right up to the date of my interview — a period of nearly 3
months, my client has been kept in solitary confinement throughout day and night except
for about 10 minutes when he is allowed to come out of his cell for a bath.

f. that on the day of his arrest, he was fisted several times at the stomach, back and front parts
of his body. He was also slapped many times.

g. that during interrogation, which started in early May, he was also subjected to various kinds

of threats. He was also subjected to cruel, inhuman and sadistic forms of ill treatment, de.
tails of which are as follows: —

(i) during the first day of interrogation, he was fisted all over his body and was also slappeg
He was asked to remove his shirt and he was ordered to squat and stand consecutively anq
continuously for more than 300 times until he was unable to perform this “exercise” any
longer. When he was lying on the ground, he was kicked many times, resulting in the swe}.
ling of his legs.

(ii) he was also ordered to strip himself naked and was ordered to kneel down in this stark
naked position for about 3 days on the floor. When he was in this stark naked kneeling
position, cold water was poured over his bare body. While this form of sadistic torture was
perpetrated on him, he was kept in a very cold room with a fully opened air conditioner,
He found the cold was unbearable.

3y o In view of the very serious nature of the allegations, the perpetrators of this cruel inhuman apg
sadistic form of ill treatment ought to be duly punished.
4. I am instructed that the assailants could be identified at an identification parade. In the circum.

stances, I make a formal application for the holding of an identification parade in the presence of both
my client and his legal adviser.

LIFE AND DEATH STRUGGLE INSIDE PRISON OF A POLITICAL DETAINEE NAMED TAN My

HUA, NOW 26 YEARS OLD AND ARBITRARILY DETAINED FROM OCTOBER, 1966,

The following facts were stated by this detainee to his legal adviser on 14 August, 1970. The i
terview was strictly supervised by a-prison authority and a police inspector from the Special Branch
(political Branch) of the ruling authority. Here are the true facts of the oppressive and inhuman treat.
ment as stated by political detainee, Tan Mui Hua.

STATEMENT OF TAN MUI HUA.

I was arrested on 26th Qctober, 1966. I am now detained in Changi Prison. Just before the ip.
terview, I was informed by the prison authority that I should not talk anything about conditions of
detention within my present place of detention. During my interview with my legal adviser, I was
told that I could talk anly about my sickness and about matters pertaining to my detention for a day
and half at the police station lock up on 17th and 18th July, 1970.

Just before the commencement of my interview, my legal adviser was warned that conditions
of detention within Changi Prison could not be discussed during the interview.

A year ago I had pain in my stomach and-back. I complained to the prison doctor about the
pain. I was given some pills. There was no improvement. I complained to the prison doctor about the
non-effectiveness of the pills.

About 6 months ago, I noticed that my urine was reddish in colour. I reported to the prison dog

tor. The prison doctor asked me to send my urine for examination. My urine was sent for examina-
tion. Nothing adverse was found. A day or two later, I again noticed blood in my urine. I again repor-
ted to the prison doctor who told me that earlier urine test showed no traces of anything. Although
on subsequent days I noticed blood in my urine, I did not inform the prison doctor.as I had no more
confidence in him.

On 4th of May, 1970, I was transferred to a new placc of detention. On 16th and 17th May,
1970, I again noticed blood in my urine. I HAVE TO WORK INSIDE THE PRISON (NOTE! As soon
as these words were uttered, the two supervising officials fiercely threatened to cancel the interview
if conditions of detention inside prison were divulged or discussed).

Because of this prohibition of discussion on conditions of detention inside prison, I am unable
to tell full details of the aggravating conditions of detention and other contributory factors to my
present sickness.

I again noticed blood in my urine on or about 24th May, 1970. I handed a specimen of my
urine to the prison doctor. Examination showed an adverse result. I was not informed about the
nature of my ailment. Subsequently I was sent twice to the General Hospital for a full medical check-
up. The doctor at the General Hospital informed me that examination showed the presence of stones
in my kidney and gall bladder. This doctor also informed me that I should undergo a surgical opera-
tion without delay. The date of the operation was fixed on 27th July, 1970.

Knowing that I would have to undergo a surgical operation on the 27th July, 1970, the detain-
ing authority taking advantage of my physical condition, transferred me to the Central Police Station
lock-up on 17th July, 1970. (NOTE: This police lock-up is well known as a place of torture).

At this police lock-up, I was ordered to put on prisoner’s clothing. I told the police inspector -
“I am a sick man. Why should I be kept in a police lock-up? My transfer to a police lock-up is im-
proper. I am a sick man. I have to undergo a surgical operation. I should be sent back to my usual
place of detention or released from prison™.

On hearing this, the police inspector was very angry and he slapped me twice and in a jeering
manner pulled my beard. I was also threatened. I was told that if I did not put on the prisoner’s
clothing, then force would be used. As I was very sick and very tired, I had no other choice but to
wear the prisoner’s clothing. I was not provided with pillow or blanket during my 1% days detention
in the police lock-up. I was not allowed to bathe. My toothbrush and toothpaste were not given to me
although I requested them. I spent the night in the police lock-up without a pillow and without a
blanket. I felt very cold. The next morning I passed more blood in my urine. I also felt greater pain. |
asked three or four times for a doctor. No doctor came to see me. At about noon, I was taken to gene

ral hospital. I complained to the doctor about my ill treatment in the police lock-up. The doctor told |

me that my sickness was a serious one and that I should be admitted to hospital straight away. Accor
dingly I was admitted as an in-patient on the same day, i.e. 18th July, 1970. The doctor asked me to
sign a consent form for the operation. I told the doctor that I should be allowed to consult my parenls
my legal and medical advisers. Although my legal adviser made a written application on the 15th Jul,
1970, to interview me stating that I wished to meet him urgently, due to my kidney ailment, my legd
adviser was allowed to meet me only after a lapse of 30 days.

My father was prevented from seeing me while I was in hospital. My parents were told that thef
could visit me only once a week. I was warded in the hospital for 3 days. During these three days in fi¢
hospital my mother was allowed to visit me only once for a short period and this visit was supervised
by three police personnel from the political branch (Special Branch). As I have not yet given consent
for the operation, it has not yet been carried out.

When I was arrested in October 1966, my weight was 149 Ibs. My present weight is 133 Ibs.|
am prepared to face all difficulties. The ruling authority has applied various methods to put pressur
on me to betray. I shall face all difficulties. Despite my serious sickness and oppression, I shall not be:
tray my own convictions.

NAMES, NOT NUMBERS ON EXAM PAPERS

The Annual General Meeting of the Students’ Association passed a motion requesting that the University remove from
exam papers the candidate’s name, replacing it with a number. This would prevent the bias, either for or against, of per-
sonal relationships between candidates and lecturers from affecting marks, and would leave the question of border-line ¢as®
to University Department policies, said supporters of the motion. Last year’s Education Officer, Peter Morten, said that
University would probably respond to the request.

the

5.RIC.
- R.I.P.

THE ILAM CRECHE

Benefield's submission.

factory.

permanent creche.

At the beginning of this academic year, President Benefield presented to the

As has been the case in other issues, however, (see A.G.M. report) the Un

One month after the presentation, the University reacted by
tactic induced by a disagreement between the Students’s Associat

The Association wishes to construct a building next to the
Si[LAld[Cd on the edge of the University Buildings at llam. But the University
offered a house in the area, about half a mile from the [lam complex, (

There the situation rests at the moment. But Jim Benefield is h,o
matter, some progress will be made soon.

CAPPING CUNNINGLY CONSIGNED

At the A.G.M. last Tuesday, Steve Taylor’s perpetual legacy to the Students’ Association was dealt a cunning death-
blow. Jim Benefield quite correctly pointed up the anomaly of dual capping organisations, an internal contradiction int
constitution; and the meeting dutifully resolved the contradiction without debate, unaware of the deeper implication. Asil
is now placed in the constitution, Steve Taylor’s memories of capping antiquity can be assigned thereto at the whim of the

he

University a large and detailed submisi®

entitled “Submission Towards the Provision of a Permanent Children’s Day -Care Centre at the University of Canterbury
/ rece Ay rar ilitie 2 s L 2 3 < = Rk o §
' At present, temporary I.um'm,» for young children have been provided in the extensions to the [lam Union Building
but this arrangement.cannot continue into 1975. There is an urgent need
o

for a permanent arrangement — hence Jim

iversity’s response has been less than satls

: asking for more details! This it seems is largely a delayi™®
ation and the University administration on where to sit¢
llam Union Building, which is reasonably convenient, beifs
y is unhappy with this, and has counter-
not nearly as convenient, of course).

peful that in view of the growing urgency of the
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