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Once again it is time 
for me to send my 
annual message to 
our alumni. This year 
has seen a major 
structural change for 
the School of Law. 

Since 2004 the university has comprised five 
colleges, each led by a Pro-Vice-Chancellor, and 
a freestanding School of Law, “freestanding” in 
that it is not housed in one of the colleges and 
its Head and Dean performs functions normally 
undertaken by the Pro-Vice-Chancellor of a 
college. Late last year the Vice-Chancellor decided 
to change this and, in consultation with the 
School, the decision was made that the School 
would be “aligned” with the College of Business 
and Economics. Responsibility for effecting the 
alignment lies with the Pro-Vice-Chancellor 
of that college and she has formed a steering 
committee, comprising members of both the 
School and College, to assist her in this task. 

The new college should come into existence at 
the start of next year. The Pro-Vice-Chancellor 
of the College is Dr Sonia Mazey, formerly the 
Associate Dean of the Faculty of Commerce. Dr 

Mazey joined the University 
of Canterbury in 2008, 
initially as a member of the 
National Centre for Research 
on Europe. Dr. Mazey is a 
European politics specialist 
and came to this university 
from Keble College, Oxford, 
where she was Senior Tutor. 

In recent years, as Dean of Law, I have worked 
with Dr. Mazey on the University’s Academic 
Administration Committee and I welcome her 
appointment as Law’s Pro-Vice-Chancellor as the 
School of Law embarks on a new chapter of its 
long and varied history.

Happily 2012 has been free of the terrible 
disruptions the university – and the whole of 
Christchurch and the surrounding region – 
suffered last year. In my last message to you, 
“From the Dean”, I stated, “Staff morale is high 
and we expect the year [2012] to be one of high 
achievement for us all”. That expectation has 
been fulfilled. The account of “Staff” activities 
in this Newsletter sets forth what staff have 
been doing and records their achievements. In 
addition, I would add that Dr Chris Gallavin has 
been instrumental in establishing an internship 
programme for two of our students each year at 
Congress in the USA.

Our School was the host for this year’s New 
Zealand Law Foundation Distinguished Visiting 
Fellow, Professor Andrew Ashworth QC, of All 
Souls College, Oxford. It was a great pleasure to 
have Professor Ashworth with us and his visits 
to this country’s other law schools were a great 
success.

Once again I should like to express praise for the 
work of the School’s administrative staff over the 
course of the year. They have been selfless in their 
endeavours to keep the School running smoothly. 
I am sorry to say that Ann Kilgour, who has been 
our College Manager for a number of years, has 
now left us to further her career elsewhere. I 
should like to acknowledge the great assistance 
Ann afforded me in the running of the School  
with regard to its finances. Here at the School of 
Law we wish Ann well for the future.

I am also sorry to report that Professor Neil 
Boister and Robyn Merrett have resigned from 
the academic staff. Both will be sadly missed 
although, happily, for the moment, Robyn is 
continuing to work for us as a non-continuing 
staff member.

The University Students’ Association once again 
has a Canterbury law graduate as its President, 
something which has become the norm in 
this university. Erin Jackson has conducted her 
functions with distinction over the course of 
this year. The President of LawSoc is Seamus 
Woods and tumuaki of Te Putairiki is Aja 
Trinder. Both have run their organisations in an 
exemplary manner, assisted by very able Executive 
committees.

Relations have remained close with the 
Canterbury-Westland Branch of the New Zealand 
Law Society. Earlier this year Rachel Dunningham 
became President of the Branch. Rachel is a 
University of Canterbury Law graduate and Gold 
Medal winner.

This is the last time I shall have the pleasure of 
sending my annual message to alumni, “From 
the Dean”, because my term of appointment 
will be concluded at the end of this year. I have 
been honoured to hold the office and wish my 
successor, yet to be selected, well for their term in 
the post. Over these last years I have been pleased 
to hear from our alumni, all over the world. Keep 
in touch with us; we are proud of you and are 
always pleased to hear from you.

Richard Scragg

From the Dean

This 19th edition of the University of Canterbury 
School of Law Newsletter comes to you in 
less than a year since the last edition. That in 
itself demonstrates that the School continues 
to cope with the challenges and change 
arising from the earthquakes which assaulted 
us in the last two years. The Newsletter is 
packed full of our success stories and is also 
a record of business as usual. We follow the 
familiar format, with reports of continuing 
achievements by alumni, students and staff, 
both in New Zealand and overseas. The 
earthquake experience remains an integral 
part of these stories and we trust the subject 
continues to be of interest to those who 
remember and value their experience at 
Canterbury and the School of Law.

The cover this year is a photograph of the 
annual cricket match, revived in 2012 following 
a break due to the quakes in 2011 (see the 
report by Chris Gallavin later in this Newsletter). 
The image shows the Professor Gerry Orchard 
Memorial Wine Box Trophy and Professor Neil 
Boister leaving the pitch looking thirsty. The 
reinstatement of the match revives a valuable 
staff/student tradition in the School of Law. 
The cover also acknowledges change and is a 
tribute to Professor Boister, who leaves at the 
end of the year to take up a position elsewhere. 
Neil, we will miss you. 

Once again, we are extremely grateful for the 
many fascinating contributions you, our alum-
ni, have made to this publication. I want to 
thank David Rowe, who has acted as assistant 
editor again this year. Thanks are also due to 
other members of staff who contributed.

Inevitably, we seek contributions from you all 
for next year’s edition. Tell us about yourselves 
and your continuing careers and lives, whether 
in New Zealand, or offshore.

Contact Ursula at email: 
ursula.cheer@canterbury.ac.nz or  
Editor 
School of Law Newsletter 
University of Canterbury 
Faculty of Law 
Private Bag 4800 
CHRISTCHURCH 
Fax: 03 364 2757

Visit the Law School Website at: 
www.laws.canterbury.ac.nz

Richard Scragg

From the Editors

Sonia Mazey



3

Professor Neil Boister has been very busy over 
the last year. He was an invited participant 
in Open Society Initiative for Southern Africa 
(OSISA)/and Open Society Foundations Program 
Without Borders Grand Corruption Roundtable 
held in Victoria Falls 27-28 November 2011. He has 
also recorded a lecture on What is Transnational 
Criminal Law?, lecture for the UN Audio Visual 
Library  Lecture Series, http://www.un.org/law/
avl/, filmed on Friday 6 July 2012, at Victoria 
University Wellington. He gave a paper on 
Transnational Criminal Law! at the WG Hart Legal 
Workshop 2012, Criminalisation, Criminal Law 
and Criminal Justice, Institute of Advanced Legal 
Studies, School of Advanced Study, University 
of London, 26 June-28 June 2012. This paper was 
also given at ‘International Law in the Next Two 
Decades’, 20th Annual Conference of the Australia 
New Zealand Society of International Law, 4–7 July 
2012, Victoria University, Wellington, New Zealand. 
He gave a presentation on The Negotiation of the 
Illicit Trade Protocol: An Overview to the University 
of Canterbury International and Comparative 
Law Group, 24 April 2012. He attended the final 
round of negotiations of the Protocol in Geneva 
where he gave a briefing on Parts IV and V of the 
Protocol’ to all delegates to the Fifth and Final 
Meeting of the International Negotiating Body 
for a Protocol on Control of Illicit Tobacco Related 
Activities, Geneva, 29 March - 4 April 2012. In 2011 
he gave the keynote lecture Transnational Crime, 
Armed Conflict and the Military: Mapping the Legal 
Terrain at the Armed Forces Law Association of 
New Zealand Asia Pacific Center for Military Law 
Conference, ‘Military Law in a New Dimension: 
Armed Forces Deployed against Transnational 
Crime and Terrorism’, 26-28 August 2011, 
Melbourne Law School, Melbourne. 

Neil has also published a range of material 
including ‘INB V: Prospects for the Provisions for 
Part IV, Offences, and for Part V, International 
Cooperation, in the Draft Illicit Trade Protocol 
(ITP)’, a consultation paper for the Framework 
Convention Alliance on Tobacco Control. His 
chapter ‘Punishing Japan’s “Opium War-making” 
in China: The Relationship between Transnational 
Crime and Aggression at the Tokyo Tribunal’ 
was published in Yuri Tanaka, Tim McCormack 
and Gerry Simpson (eds), Beyond Victor’s Justice? 
The Tokyo War Crimes Trial Revisited (Leiden 
and Boston: Nijhoff, 2011), 323-349. With Benn 
McGrady he also published ‘Why and how to 
make a Treaty Crime of Medicine Counterfeiting: 
A Reply to Attaran, Bate and Kendal’ in (2011) 9 
Journal of International Criminal Justice 1-5. Work in 
progress for Neil includes an update of Chapter 16 
‘Homicide’ for the Fourth Edition of Simester and 
Brookbanks Principles of Criminal Law which has 
already been submitted for publication, and An 
Introduction to Transnational Criminal Law (OUP) 
will be published by September 2012.

Staff

Natalie Baird has been trialling a new form of 
assessment in her International Human Rights 
class in the last couple of years. Students are 
required to write an article for Wikipedia, the 
online encyclopedia. Students select their 
own topic, write the article and upload it onto 
Wikipedia. Contributions have covered a diverse 
range of topics including the right to privacy in 
New Zealand, human rights in Timor L’este, the 
responsibility to protect in China the human right 
to clothing, racism in New Zealand rugby and 
the National Council of Women in New Zealand. 
Feedback from students about this novel form of 
assessment has been excellent. One student said 
that they enjoyed “being able to contribute to an 
existing knowledge pool (one I already use a lot!).” 
Another said that the assignment “provided an 
opportunity to learn a new skill and changed the 
way I think about Wikipedia.” It was also noted 
that “you learnt a lot about your topic but also 
helped others around the world learn about it 
too!” 

Natalie adds that from a learning perspective, 
the assessment is also appealing because it 
encourages students to think about learning, and 
contributing to learning, beyond the parameters 
of the assessment itself. Essays written for 
university assessments are often only seen by the 
student and the lecturer, before being consigned 
to a dusty shelf or an abandoned memory stick. 
A Wikipedia article on the other hand, can have 
a life beyond its hand-in date.  Perhaps because 
of the “public” aspect of Wikipedia, a number 
of students from the 2011 and 2012 International 
Human Rights classes have continued to update 
their Wikipedia articles following completion of 
the course. Outside the classroom, Natalie stood 
down after four years of service as a member of 
Amnesty International Aotearoa New Zealand’s 
Governance Team in May 2012. She continues in 
her role as a trustee for Trade Aid Christchurch.

Professor Elizabeth Toomey and Masters 
student Simon Schofield wrote the chapter 
“Sports Betting in New Zealand: The New 
Zealand Racing Board” in Sports Betting: Law and 
Policy (2011) ( eds P M Anderson, I S Blackshaw, 
R C R Seikman) The Hague, T M C Asser Press. 
Colin Fife and Liz wrote their second edition of 
Sports Law (New Zealand) for the International 
Encyclopaedia of Laws, The Hague, Kluwer 
International. This was published in June 2012 
and is also being marketed as a stand-alone 
monograph. Liz’s article “Public Participation in 
Resource Management: From Brundtland to the 
Canterbury Earthquake Recovery Act 2011 will be 
published in the 2012 edition of the New Zealand 
Journal of Environmental Law. Liz also attended 
a number of conferences: the Law Institute of 
Victoria Conference ( February 2012, Geelong, 
Australia); the Australian Network for Japanese 

Law Conference (February 2012, Sydney), the 9th 
Asian Law Institute Conference ( May-June 2012, 
Singapore) and the Australasian Real Property 
Teachers’ Conference ( July 2012, Singapore). Her 
research project, “The Earthquake Recovery Act 
2011: Unbridled Power for Five Years or Balanced 
Legislation” was awarded an Earthquake-Recovery 
Doctoral Scholarship and she looks forward to 
her doctoral student commencing his three-year 
project in September 2012. Liz has been appointed 
to the Research Committee of the University of 
Canterbury CEISMIC ( Canterbury Earthquakes 
Digital Archive) which is developing a website 
that will be a portal to a world-class federated 
archive of earthquake data. She is very involved 
in earthquake-related research and this has led to 
expanding collaborative research networks world-
wide (especially in Japan and Australia).    

Cynthia Hawes arrived back from her three 
month exchange at the University of Cambridge 
with laryngitis that lasted for several weeks. 
Loss of voice is not ideal for a lecturer, but with 
the use of a microphone and the forbearance of 
tolerant students, she managed to make herself 
understood. Alas, she had to miss joining in the 
planned Big Sing in the Sydney Opera House, but 
her enthusiasm for tango was unimpaired and 
one doesn’t need a voice for dancing. Fortunately, 
she can still write. She has updated Commercial 
Law in New Zealand this year and is currently 
working on her contribution to a new edition 
of Todd on Torts. She has also been presenting 
training sessions on legal issues to Disputes 
Tribunal referees.  

John Caldwell has had an article published in the 
British journal Child and Family Law Quarterly on 
“Common Law Judges and Judicial Interviewing”. 
He also attended the SLS Conference in Cambridge 
and presented a paper on “International 
Relocation – What is the Best Move for the 
Courts”, and the triennial Family Court Judges 
Conference in Wellington (having been on the 
organising Committee for that conference). John 
is the present chair of the University Library 
Committee, and for six months was the Dean’s 
representative on the Academic Administration 
Committee. He was appointed to two Boards 
in 2011- the Anglican Care Trust Board and the 
Anglican Aged Care Executive.

Nicky Richardson has written Nevill’s Guide to 
being an Executor which is a companion volume 
to Nevill’s Guide to being a Trustee.  She has 
recently returned from a conference in the South 
of France on equitable remedies.  She returned 
home via Jordan and a guide told her that there 
were only three things to worry about with 
regards the law in Jordan - murder, armed robbery 
and going through red traffic lights. The first is a 
family matter requiring revenge, armed robbery 
incurrs the death penalty and going through red 
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traffic lights results in an automatic 25 year prison 
sentence. This left Nicky wondering about rape, 
arson, drug trafficking and the like, but as they 
were, at the time, slogging their way  up to the 
Monastery in Petra in  35 degree heat,  she did not 
pursue the matter.

Stephen Todd continues to scribble away. 
Two new books - a fourth edition of The Law 
of Contract in New Zealand, written with John 
Burrows and Jeremy Finn, and Tort Law in New 
Zealand, prepared for Kluwer Law International’s 
International Encyclopaedia of Laws - were both 
published early in 2012. Stephen also contributed 
a chapter on “Limitation Issues and Successive 
Owners” to The Leaky Buildings Crisis, a new book 

from Thomson Reuter examining a variety of 
issues arising out of the leaky buildings disaster, 
and a chapter on “Vicarious Liability, Personal 
Liability and Exemplary Damages” for Degeling, 
Edelman and Goudkamp’s Torts in Commercial 
Law, published in Sydney in late 2011. He wrote in 
addition three articles - “Difficulties with Leaky 
Building Litigation” for the Tort Law Review, 
“Tort” (a review of recent tort cases) for the New 
Zealand Law Review, and “Treatment Injury in New 
Zealand” for the Chicago-Kent Law Review. 

As for presentations, these included (i) “Forty 
Years of Accident Compensation in New Zealand”, 
as an invited Krinock lecturer to the Cooley Law 
School Downunder Programme at the University 

of Melbourne (January 2012); (ii) a seminar about 
leaky buildings for the Obligations Group at the 
University of Oxford (November 2011); a seminar 
for the UK Ministry of Defence on “Wrongful 
birth” (October 2011); and a Torts Masterclass, 
hosted by the Legal Research Foundation, to the 
legal profession in Auckland (July 2011).

Ursula Cheer began 2012 promoted to Professor 
but still has not managed to organise a new sign 
for her door. She is working on a new chapter on 
Defamation for Todd on Torts, and also completed 
a summary of New Zealand media law issues 
for the Australian Press Union, and a media 
law update for the Media & Arts Law Review 
in Melbourne. Ursula also continued interview 

Since the February 2011 earthquake, 
members of the Law School have 
been very active in developing new 
research and teaching initiatives 
around the legal consequences of 
natural disasters and the desirable 
responses to them.

One major element of this is a research project 
led by Jeremy Finn and Elizabeth Toomey which 
investigates legal issues raised by floods and 
other natural disasters, and suggests legal 
or professional practice changes which may 
better address the risks of such consequences. 
The broad research group currently includes 
seven other Canterbury law staff (John Caldwell, 
Ursula Cheer, John Hopkins, Sascha Mueller, 
Lynne Taylor, Stephen Todd and Debra Wilson) 
and three city-based practitioners (Kathryn 
Dalziel, Moka Ritchie and Duncan Webb). Jacinta 
Ruru from Otago University’s Law School is 
also involved, as is Adrian Sawyer from UC’s 
Department of Accounting and Information 
Services and Professor Lucy Johnston (New 
Zealand Institute of Language, Brain and 
Behaviour).

Funding for the project was received from both 
the New Zealand Law Foundation ($45,000) and 
the Centre of Commercial and Corporate Law Inc 
($5,000) and members of the research group are 
seeking further funding to allow the project to 
be expanded both in the areas investigated and 
the kinds of natural disasters to be looked at. 

The project has already commenced with a 
detailed online questionnaire that canvasses 
approximately a thousand lawyers in practice 
in Canterbury since the earthquakes began 
in September 2010. The questionnaire seeks 
responses for both the lawyers’ own experiences 
and those of their clients that can be disclosed 
within the limits of confidentiality, as well as 
suggestions as to areas of law and practice that 
need reform. A key aim is to produce a best 
practice model for earthquake recovery and 
to recommend changes to both legal practice 

and substantive law based on the findings. The 
questionnaire was developed with assistance 
from Lucy Johnston. Analysis of the responses 
has begun, with the assistance of Rosemary 
Roberts who is working as a research assistant 
on the project. Once that analysis is complete, 
members of the team will conduct follow-up 
interviews with respondents who agreed to 
be interviewed, as well as businesses and 
social organisations including judges, trade 
unions, community lawyers, beneficiaries, 
Ngai Tahu, the Pacifika community, migrants, 
budget advisory groups, the Citizens Advice 
Bureau, the Institute of Value and Grey Power. 
The researchers are keen to hear from any 
newsletter readers who did not fill out the 
questionnaire and wish to do so ( e-mail jeremy.
finn@canterbury.ac.nz or elizabeth.toomey@
canterbury.ac.nz ). 

Other aspects of earthquake and disaster 
related research are also progressing well. 
Members of the research group supervised 
five summer scholarships in 2011/2012 covering 
aspects of disaster law and experiences. Toni 
Collins has begun a PhD on the doctrine of 
frustration and contractual leases in Canterbury 
after the earthquakes, and a second PhD 
student will soon commence studies under 
Liz Toomey’s supervision as UC earthquake 
Doctoral Scholar. Members of the School of Law 
have presented papers at several conferences 
involved in natural disaster recovery. 

A further outcome of the research activity 
was a decision to put forward a course on 

“Natural Disasters and the Law’ which is now 
up and running as a special topic with over 60 
students. The course is being taught this year 
by Sascha Mueller, John Hopkins, Jeremy Finn, 
Robyn Merrett, John Caldwell, Ursula Cheer, 
Lynne Taylor, Debra Wilson, Kathryn Dalziel and 
Duncan Webb. It is hoped this will become a 
regular offering. Liz Toomey

“Law and natural disasters”  
Research and teaching initiatives

Rosemary Roberts
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work on her empirical project examining media 
regulation in the context of the Christchurch 
earthquakes, interviews being completed with 
representatives of Civil Defence, the police, and 
the Christchurch City Council. Together with 
Liz Toomey, she has been carrying out the role 
of Editor of the New Zealand Universities Law 
Review. Ursula was pleased to see the law school 
Socio-legal research group empirical report 
on teaching methodology in large law classes 
completed and published online (see the article by 
Lynne Taylor at p.6 for more detail). She followed 
up this work by redesigning her teaching in New 
Zealand Bill of Rights and Media Law, and also, 
to a more limited extent, in the larger Torts and 
Contract classes. In all cases, the aim is more 
active teaching and learning and increased 
use of case analysis. The changes appear to be 
well received and Ursula is also finding she is 
enjoying her teaching more. She has also been 
engaged in extensive outreach activities during 
the year, being invited to give presentations to 
13 community groups on aspects of media law, a 
training session to Radio New Zealand journalists, 
and has continued to give regular commentary on 
media law issues in the media.

Geoff Leane was on study leave in France In the 
second half of last year, having published an 
article in the Human Rights Quarterly on the 
controversy over the French government’s ban on 
Muslim women wearing the burka – a garment 
covering all but the eyes of the wearer. During 
his visit he was invited to give a lecture on the 
issue to French law students at the University 
of Albi, near Toulouse. This was something of a 
challenge as Geoff’s French language skills are 
pretty minimal, but fortunately the students had 
some grasp of English and there was a bilingual 
American academic available to translate where 
necessary. Despite his spirited critique of the 
burka ban as an appalling infringement of civil 
liberties he was unfortunately unable to convince 
all of the audience, French law students doubtless 
being as conservative as those in New Zealand! 

Geoff also enjoyed an opportunity to mentor a 
French PhD student in submitting a conference 
paper to a postgraduate conference at Stanford 
University. He highly recommends Toulouse and 
its law school for any students contemplating 
study there. A later visit to the University of 
Sheffield law school was less controversial and he 
enjoyed productive meetings with staff there and 
the use of 24 hour computer labs, which might 
prove equally useful at Canterbury. 

Karen Scott has continued to work on 
geoengineering and governance issues since the 
last newsletter. In December 2011 she presented 
a paper on ocean fertilization at the Law of the 
Sea Institute Conference at the University of 
Wollongong. Over the summer she completed a 
book chapter on geoengineering in the marine 
environment (to be published in Transboundary 
Environmental Governance in Inland, Coastal and 
Marine Areas: Asia and Australian Perspectives 
(edited by Simon Marsden and Robin Warner) 
(Ashgate Publishing, 2012)) and an article 
entitled “International Law in the Anthropocene: 
Responding to the Geoengineering Challenge” 
(forthcoming, Michigan Journal of International 
Law (2012)). She was also interviewed for the 
ABC Radio National Law Report on the legal 
implications of geoengineering. Karen is 
continuing to work on her project on oceans 
governance in New Zealand (funded by the New 
Zealand Law Foundation) and completed the 
Australian and UK cases studies associated with 
this project in December and April respectively. 
Karen is continuing to work on Antarctic issues 
and is currently writing a book chapter on marine 
protected areas in the Southern Ocean for an 
edited collection entitled Law of the Sea and 
Polar Regimes: Interaction between Global and 
Regional Regimes (to be published by Brill in 2014). 
She is working on the issue of high seas marine 
protected areas more generally and has just 
completed an article on this topic for the special 
edition of the International Journal of Marine and 
Coastal Law celebrating the thirtieth anniversary 
of the 1982 United Nations Convention on the Law 
of the Sea. 

Jeremy Finn, Chris Gallavin and Debra Wilson 
have been involved in an inter-disciplinary 
working party which is preparing plans for a new 
Bachelor of Criminal Justice degree. The aim is 
to have a three-year degree course, drawing on 

Law, Sociology, Human Services, Psychology, 
Geography, Maori and possibly other subjects, 
which could be fully introduced in 2014. That 
will be subject to approval by the university 
authorities and by those in Wellington. If it goes 
ahead, the degree will be unique in New Zealand 
and should greatly raise the profile of criminal 
justice at Canterbury. 

Jeremy has been continuing with his research in 
legal history. He presented a paper on the earliest 
New Zealand lawyers at a conference in Brisbane 
in December 2011. The paper has been published in 
the NZULR. He has also just presented a paper on 
the movement of legal information through the 
British Empire at the inaugural conference on legal 
history of the British Empire held at Singapore in 
July 2012.

Administration Staff
We have just received the news that our College 
Manager Ann Kilgour is leaving us. Ann has been 
employed at UC since August 2006, initially as a 
Management Accountant in Financial Services.  
Ann was seconded to the College of Education 
as College Manager in January 2008, before 
taking up her current role as College Manager in 
the College of Business and Economics in April 
2008, adding the School of Law to her portfolio 
in January 2009. Ann is off on a holiday to Europe 
for a month and will not be returning. Meanwhile 
we still have Margaret Ricketts as our Academic 
Manager, Fiona Saunders our Human Resources 
and Financial Administrator and Heather Couch 
our Academic Administrator. We also have two 
other personnel who are rather amazing – they 
are Ariana Wetere and Mary Boyd – where 
would our office be without them! As ever, our 
administrators have delivered valuable assistance 
to our School of Law community throughout the 
year and will continue to do so.

Ariana Wetere and Mary Boyd
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Over the years the School of Law 
staff room has played host to many 
discussions focusing on the perils and 
pitfalls of teaching large classes of 
law students. In mid 2010 a group of 
Law School staff (Ursula Cheer, Lynne 
Taylor, Neil Boister, Sascha Mueller, 
Debra Wilson and Elizabeth Toomey) 
decided to take their discussions 
one step further and in late 2010 
successfully sought funding from 
the National Centre for Tertiary 
Teaching Excellence, Ako Aotearoa, 
for a research project investigating 
improving the effectiveness of large 
class teaching in law degrees. A 
key focus of the project was on the 
teaching of the skills of analysis, 
synthesis, critique and evaluation. 

Despite the earthquakes, the project began in 
2011 and was completed in early 2012. The project 
was broken down into six parts: a literature 
review focusing on the accepted methods of 
teaching the skills of analysis, synthesis, critique 
and evaluation to large law classes; a survey of 
advancing law classes in the School of Law at 
the University of Canterbury; a survey of School 
of Law teaching staff; a series of focus groups 
involving a selection of advancing law students 
who had participated in the student survey; group 
analysis of the data collected; and development of 
a good teaching practice guidelines. The themes 
emerging from each part of the project were 
analysed to determine what, if any, correlation 
there was between them. A brief summary of the 
outcomes of the project now follows.

For the time that research group members have 
been associated with the School of Law, the 
predominant method teaching of large classes 
has been the lecture and tutorial method. This 
method is not unique to the School of Law, the 
literature review revealed that this method is 
commonly used to teach large classes throughout 
commonwealth nations. In the USA, on the other 
hand, an alternative method, the case method 
and Socratic dialogue, is the predominant 
teaching method. This method involves a teacher 
calling on a student to probe the student’s 
understanding of one aspect of the day’s topic. 
Reponses are followed by clarification questions 
or with a series of hypothetical situations 
requiring the student to apply the concept just 
learned to other different scenarios. Another 
method used in the USA and in some other 
jurisdictions is the problem method where 
students are presented with a large multi-issue 

problem prior to class. Students use a range of 
relevant materials to solve the problem prior to 
coming to class. The problem is then discussed 
during class time.

A high percentage of staff (68%) and advancing 
law students (60%) completed the online and 
anonymous surveys. Both the staff and student 
survey results and focus groups confirmed the 
predominant teaching method in lectures is the 
presentation of material by teachers to students 
with little student interaction, in other words, a 
didactic lecture. The danger with this method, 
according to the literature, is its tendency to 
encourage passive learning rather than deep 
or active. Nevertheless the student survey 
results also indicated that students were not 
overly dissatisfied with this method of teaching 
(with 90% of student respondents rating it as 
acceptable or better, with 63% of this group rating 
it not perfect but good). However, overall, the 
student survey and focus group results showed 
that students did see room for improvement. 
Students appeared to intuitively recognise 
the benefits of active learning, with a clear 
majority supporting greater student interaction 
in large classes. Students also attached great 
importance to the small group teaching that 
occurs in tutorials where student engagement 
and participation is much greater than in lectures. 
Results from the staff survey were similar, 
showing that many staff were aware of the 
drawbacks of the didactic lecture method and 
also, if given a choice, were prepared to include 
strategies in their teaching which would allow for 
greater student participation. 

The results of surveys and focus groups also 
revealed some reasons why, if both students 
and staff would like more interaction in lectures, 
most large classes have little interaction. Despite 
expressing a preference for a more interactive 
style, 92% of teachers thought this would be 
difficult to achieve. There may be a link between 
this and the fact that 83% of staff think that 
students do no preparation before lectures. Fifty 
percent of students who completed the survey 
did admit to doing no preparation before class 
and 39% admitted to less than one hour of 
preparation. However the key reason for the lack 
of preparation appears to be that it is not required 
by teachers because of the didactic format of 
lectures. The students in the focus groups did not 
perceive any requirement to prepare for classes. 
Until now the general student view in favour of 
greater active learning activities during lectures 
appears not to have been communicated to 
teachers. Rather, the lack of general opposition to 
the didactic method of lecturing appears to have 
encouraged many teachers to continue using it 
as their predominant teaching method, despite 
being well aware of its drawbacks. 

Improving the effectiveness of large class teaching 
in law degrees
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The literature review reveals that an emphasis 
on active learning or interactive techniques need 
not embrace a whole new method of teaching, 
such as a change to the case method and 
Socratic dialogue or problem method. Rather, 
the results of the literature survey suggest this 
should be avoided, as both of these methods, 
like the didactic lecture, have well documented 
shortcomings. The literature instead suggests 
that teachers should have a greater awareness 
of when it is appropriate to use the didactic 
lecture. It appears, however, that teachers who 
completed the survey are already aware of this 
point. According to the literature, teachers should 
supplement use of the didactic lecture in large 
classes with a range of other active learning 
techniques, some of which may be borrowed 
from the case method and Socratic dialogue and 

problem method. The teachers who completed 
the survey expressed a preference for such a 
change to occur, as did a majority of students. 
There was a clear correlation between themes 
emerging from the legal education literature and 
the views expressed by teachers and students. 
The project findings demonstrated that student 
views on their learning should generally be sought 
and trusted. Students and teaching staff, working 
together, can come up with innovative ways of 
improving teaching. 

Given the very clear findings of the project, the 
project team is working towards incorporating a 
range of active learning techniques into their own 
teaching and persuading their colleagues to do 
likewise. The project results have been presented 
at the UC Teaching Week held in June 2012 and at 
the Australasian Law Teachers Conference in July 

2012. The results will also be shared with the other 
New Zealand Law Schools and the Council of Legal 
Education.

The project represented an opportunity for the 
project team to branch out from their traditional 
doctrinal based research and complete an 
empirical based project. In so doing, the team 
benefited greatly from the guidance of the 
independent project mentor, Dr Liz Gordon.

The full project findings are available at http://
akoaotearoa.ac.nz/ako-aotearoa-southern-hub.

Lynne Taylor

It has been another busy 12 months 
for the Centre for Commercial and 
Corporate Law, Inc (the Centre).

The work Contemporary Issues in Corporate 
Governance, publication of which was 
foreshadowed in last year’s report, was launched 
at the end of 2011. The work, which comprises 
papers presented at a conference run by the New 
Zealand Governance Centre is divided into three 
broad topic areas: Governance Issues of Listed 
Companies, Governance of SMEs and Family 
Businesses and Governance Issues of Other 
Entities. 

The collection, edited by Professor John Farrar 
(joint Director of the New Zealand Governance 
Centre) and Professor Susan Watson (University 
of Auckland), brings together New Zealand, 
Australian and Singaporean academics and 
research students together with Mr Justice Sir 
Grant Hammond of the Court of Appeal.

The major initiative of the Centre for 2012 is the 
hosting of an all day conference titled “Legal 
issues and the earthquakes”. The conference will 
be held in the Law School on 29 August 2012 and 
includes a range of speakers from practice and 
academia. 

At the time of writing seven 45 minute sessions 
have been arranged which will consider issues 
with respect to insurance law (Duncan Webb, 
Lane Neave), employment law (Kathryn Dalziel, 
Taylor Shaw), residential tenancy issues (Liz 
Toomey, University of Canterbury), commercial 
lease issues (Jared Ormsby, Wynn Williams), tax 

law (Katherine Ewer, MDS Law and Malcolm 
Hudson, PWC), construction law (Matt Maling, 
Lane Neave) and research on the impact of the 
earthquakes on lawyers (Jeremy Finn and Liz 
Toomey, University of Canterbury). Each session 
is intended to be interactive with sufficient time 
allowed for questions of each presenter. The 
conference will be of interest not only to lawyers 
but also to accountants, landlords, clients and 
advisors. 

The Centre is also please to support – via a 
grant - research currently being undertaken by 
University of Canterbury academics into the 
legal effects of the earthquakes (with particular 
reference to commercial and corporate lawyers). 
The Centre may also be involved in the future 
dissemination of the findings of this research. 
Preliminary findings from this research are to be 
presented at the above-mentioned 29 August 
conference.  

The Centre is considering other initiatives at the 
moment – watch this space!

Andrew Maples

The Centre for Commercial and Corporate Law, Inc

Contemporary Issues in 
Corporate  

Governance

The CenTre for CommerCial and CorporaTe law inC

UniversiTy of CanTerbUry
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Since the last issue the Law School has continued 
to host visits from a wide range of academics and 
professionals. In October 2011 the Law School’s Centre 
for Commercial & Corporate Law hosted a seminar 
by Professor Jeff Berryman on “Class Actions and 
Behavioural Modification”. Professor Berryman of 
the Faculty of Law, University of Windsor, Ontario, 
was a Visiting Erskine Fellow at the University of 
Canterbury. 

October also saw us welcome back one of our 
distinguished graduates, the Honourable Justice 
William Young of the New Zealand Supreme Court, as 
guest of honour to launch the Centre for Commercial 
& Corporate Law’s publication Taxation Issues: Existing 
and Emerging (edited by Andrew Maples and Adrian 
Sawyer).

In November Dr Karel Kovanda, the former Deputy 
Director-General at the European Commission and 
previously Czech Ambassador to NATO and the UN, 
gave a seminar for staff and students on the topic 
“European Union and National Representation at the 
United Nations” 

The start of this year saw the Law School host a 
highly successful extended visit by the New Zealand 
Law Foundation’s 2012 Distinguished Visiting Fellow, 
Professor Andrew Ashworth of Fellow of All Souls 
College, Oxford. Professor Ashworth, holds the 
Vinerian Professorship of English Law at Oxford 
and is a member of the Centre for Criminology. 
While at Canterbury Professor Ashworth delivered 
two lectures to students and staff in the School of 
Law and gave a public lecture titled “Human rights, 
judges and politicians: Recent controversies in the 
UK and Europe”.

April saw the return to Canterbury of an old friend, 
Professor Nigel Gravells from Nottingham University 
to exploit the peaceful solitude of the Law School 
(and renew acquaintance with the South Island’s 
mountain trails).

Public Law students were treated in May to a first-
hand account of the inner workings of Parliament 
from Speaker of the House Dr Lockwood Smith. Dr 
Smith gave a guest lecture to students about the 
history and nature of his role, and changes he has 
implemented since 2008. Dr Smith told students that 
reforming some of the processes during question 
time had reduced question time by more than 30 
minutes.

“By stopping these inappropriate points of order 
being raised we have changed the tone of the 
place totally. There are no longer members using 
points of order to abuse each other,” he said. “Also 
requiring ministers to actually answer questions 
has strengthened the accountability in the house 
enormously. That has helped change efficiency, tone, 
effectiveness and accountability.” Dr Smith also 
discussed work he has been undertaking over the 
past year to help improve parliament’s law-making 
function.

The award for most topical visitor of the year would 
clearly go to Professor Robert Merkin who arrived in 
May as the Law School’s Hotung Fellow [see sidebar: 
Third Hotung Visiting Fellow]. Professor Merkin’s 
area of expertise is insurance law, a subject that 
dominates much current social and professional 
discussion as Cantabrians turn to reconstruction of 
the Christchurch centre and damaged suburbs.

In June the Law School hosted a short visit by Kris 
Gledhil of Auckland University. Kris is the inaugural 
Director(2012) of the New Zealand Centre for Human 
Rights Law, Policy and Practice. Kris, who has a 
background in Mental Health, Prison and Human 
Rights Law, spoke on “New Zealand Human Rights 
Law, Policy and Practice”

In July the Law School’s International & Comparative 
Law Group hosted a seminar by Professor Duncan 
French, Head of Lincoln Law School (UK) and 
Professor of International Law. Professor French is 
Co-Rapporteur of the International Law Association 
Committee on International Law on Sustainable 
Development. Professor French spoke on the topic, 
“‘Imagination is more important than knowledge’: 
Devising the 2012 Sofia Guiding Statements on the 
Judicial Elaboration of Sustainable Development.“ 

July also saw the all too brief return of Professor John 
Burrows to talk to Ursula Cheer’s Media Law class on 
the topic of recent developments. Professor Burrows, 
who taught on the Canterbury staff for many years is 
currently a consultant with the Law Commission.

In August, Bruce Rennie and Martin Van Beynen, 
journalists with law degrees, spoke to the Media Law 
class about their experience working at The Press 
newspaper.

In August the Law School and the School of Social 
and Political Sciences hosted a joint postgraduate 
seminar with Professor Jim Rogers, Head of 
Department of Political Science at Texas A&M 
University who was visiting the Political Sciences 
department. Professor Rogers spoke on the 
judicial protection of minorities as an unintended 
consequence of “Majoritarian politics”.

Visitors 2011 – 12

Third Hotung Visiting 
Fellow
The School of Law hosted its third 
Sir Eric Hotung Visiting Fellow 
in May 2012. Professor Robert 

Merkin spent three weeks in residence at the law 
school from Monday 7 May until Friday 25 May. 
Previous Hotung Visiting Fellows were former 
American Supreme Court Justice, Sandra Day 
O’Connor, who visited the law school in 2008, 
and United Kingdom Supreme Court Judge, Lord 
Walker of Gestingthorpe, who visited in 2010. 

Professor Merkin is an international authority 
on insurance law. He is Research Professor of 
Commercial Law at Southampton University 
and a Consultant to the law firm Norton Rose. 
He has published over 40 books and numerous 
articles on insurance, reinsurance and arbitration 
law, and is co-editor of the Lloyd’s Law Reports. 
He is on the arbitral panels of the Singapore 
International Arbitration Centre and the Hong 
Kong International Arbitration Centre. Robert 
is also consultant to the English and Scottish 
Law Commissions for their project on insurance 
contract law reform. He is President of the British 

Insurance Law Association and Vice-President of 
the International Association of Insurance Law 
(AIDA). 

During his fellowship, Professor Merkin addressed 
the vexing insurance issues that have hampered 
the Christchurch rebuild in the aftermath of the 
Canterbury earthquakes. Professor Merkin agreed 
to a gruelling itinerary, addressing audiences in 
Christchurch, Auckland, Wellington and Dunedin. 
He presented a public lecture at the School of Law 
on Wednesday 9 May, followed by public lectures 
hosted by the Law Faculties at the University of 
Otago (Wednesday, 16 May) and Victoria University 
of Wellington (Thursday, 17 May). Professor 
Merkin also spoke at a seminar organised by the 
Faculty of Law at the University of Auckland and 
presented at Breakfast sessions organised by the 
law firms Phillips Fox in Auckland and Duncan 
Cotterill in Wellington.

The following outlined the topic of Professor 
Merkin’s public lectures:

“The Christchurch Earthquakes of 2010 and 2011 
have thrown into sharp focus both the public 
and private insurance arrangements in place to 
protect homeowners and businesses against 
earthquake losses. They have raised a series 

of issues, some flowing from poorly thought-
out policy wordings and some flowing from 
uncertainties in fundamental issues in the law, 
notably the application of caution principles to 
business interruption claims where losses are the 
result of both insured (earthquake) and uninsured 
(depopulation) perils". 

The Sir Eric Hotung Visiting Fellowship is 
administered by the law school was made possible 
by the generous endowment of international 
philanthropist, Sir Eric Hotung CBE. The Fellowship 
sponsors the visit of distinguished judges and 
legal scholars, promotes the publication of 
significant research, and enhances the research 
profile of the Canterbury Law School. Professor 
Merkin is publishing the revised version of his 
public lectures, “The Christchurch Earthquakes: 
Insurance and Reinsurance Issues”, in the 
forthcoming issue of the Canterbury Law Review. 

The trustees of the Hotung Fellowship (the law 
school professors and Adjunct Professor Dr Gerard 
McCoy) celebrated the visit of Professor Merkin 
with the traditional Trustees Dinner. This year’s 
dinner was held at Edesia and was attended by 
the trustees’ partners and High Court Judge, Hon 
Justice Lester Chisholm.
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United States Congressional Staff 
delegation visited Christchurch in 
June 2012. A to meet with student 
representatives of the University of 
Canterbury’s School of Law and the 
Student Volunteer Army.

During the visit it was announced that 
applications would open the week of 18 June for 
the first intake of the New Zealand Congressional 
Internship programme on Capitol Hill.

Application details are available on the University 
of Canterbury School of Law website (http://www.
laws.canterbury.ac.nz/news/us_congress_appln.
shtml).

“There has been incredible interest shown by 
students to the internship since it was announced 
at the New Zealand Embassy in Washington 
DC on the first anniversary of the devastating 
earthquake of 22 February,” said Dr Chris  
Gallavin, Senior Lecturer in Law at the University 
of Canterbury.

“This is simply an unbelievable opportunity for 
two young New Zealanders to experience the 
reality of US political life.”

The programme gives two New Zealand students 
a chance to work in congressional offices for 
6-8 weeks each year. The first interns to the 
programme will be selected exclusively from the 
University of Canterbury’s School of Law. 

The internship programme resulted from an 
initiative put forward by the New Zealand 
ambassador to the United States, the Rt Hon 
Mike Moore. The programme has received 
strong support from the Friends of New Zealand 
Congressional Caucus with both co-chairs of 
the group, Rep. Kevin Brady (R-TX) and Rep. 
Rick Larsen (D-WA), expressing support for the 
programme. Both Messrs Brady and Larsen were 
in Christchurch on the morning of the 22 February 
2011 earthquake. Significantly, both the United 
States-New Zealand Council and the University 
of Canterbury have pledged funding for the 
programme covering flights, accommodation and 
incidentals for the students.

“The United States and New Zealand can learn a 
great deal from each other,” said William  
Maroni, President of the United States- 
New Zealand Council. 

“By offering outstanding students the 
opportunity to experience firsthand the American 
legislative process, we can promote greater 
understanding in both nations.”

“The aim of the internship is to provide students 
with a behind the scenes look at the United States 
legislative process,’ said Dr Gallavin.

“The students at Canterbury’s School of Law are 
a strong bunch both academically speaking and 
as individuals. I am excited about the field of 
applicants for the position.

“We are after well-rounded individuals and not 
just those who may have an interest in pursuing 
a career in international relations. Building on the 
relationship forged between New Zealand and the 
United States post-earthquake we hope to receive 
applications from law students who will use this 
experience to broaden their horizons and to give 
back to New Zealand and the NZ-US relationship 
in all sorts of different ways.”

Dr Gallavin agreed with the comments of 
Ambassador Moore when he said that “this is an 
exciting programme for both countries”.

“Many of these young people will go on to work 
in both the private and public sector, perhaps 
even serving in the New Zealand Parliament. This 
is the kind of learning experience that not only 
changes lives, but strengthens friendship between 
nations. I’m very pleased the first students will be 
from Canterbury University,” said Mr Moore.

The internships will run for eight weeks over 
Christmas. Applications will be sought from 
advanced law students at UC before being short-
listed by the School of Law. The final selection will 
be made by the Members of Congress hosting the 
first interns.

About the United States-New Zealand 
Council:
The United States-New Zealand Council is the 
principal US private-sector organisation dedicated 
to promoting the commercial, public policy and 
cultural relationship between the United States 
and New Zealand. Established in 1986, the Council 
works to strengthen US-NZ relations, provide 
thought leadership on Asia-Pacific regional topics, 
and advocate for its members’ interests. 

About the Friends of New Zealand 
Congressional Caucus:
The Friends of New Zealand Congressional 
Caucus was established in the US House of 
Representatives in February 2005. More than 50 
House Members have joined the Caucus, which is 
co-chaired by Rep. Kevin Brady (R-TX) and Rep. Rick 
Larsen (D-WA). 

For more information please contact:
Dr Chris Gallavin 
Associate Dean Postgraduate

US Congress beckons for UC law students 
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Foreign Correspondents
Rabindra Roy (2010) writes from the 
Australian outback
Sitting in the co-pilot’s seat of a six-seater plane 
flying to Lajamanu over a surprisingly lush tract 
of outback desperately trying to remember what 
Mr Rapley had said in his excellent Trial Advocacy 
course about cross-examination was not quite 
where I’d pictured myself being almost a year 
to the day after being admitted on my own in 
Wellington. Actually, I’d never pictured myself 
working in Australia at all but after over a hundred 
rejections and only one offer of an interview for a 
job which, for the first three years, paid less than 
I got as a gardener, I decided to spread my net 
wider. 

I’m now working for the North Australian 
Aboriginal Justice Agency (‘NAAJA’) in Katherine in 
the Northern Territory, having stumbled my way 
here via a brief but enjoyable stint as a research 
assistant to an international environmental law 
barrister in Ferrymead and a bit over half a year 
in a very small general practice in Goulburn, 
NSW, a place famous for a large concrete Merino 
and an even larger prison. NAAJA provides legal 
aid to Aboriginal people at the top end of the 
Territory and I am one of five criminal lawyers in 
the Katherine office (there are offices in Darwin 
and Nhulunbuy too.) Apparently, NAAJA is the 
largest law firm in the Territory but this probably 
has something to do with mandatory sentencing, 
the Intervention and the vast overrepresentation 
of Aboriginals in the criminal justice system (over 
80% of the prison population.) 

The whole of New Zealand is only 80% of the land 
area of the Katherine region and Katherine is the 
only town of any real size in the region, yet has 
a population about the same as that of Kaiapoi. 
It’s hot too, towards 40ºC in the wet season 
and even now in the middle of the dry it’s rarely 
below 25ºC. Generally I feed on an endless diet of 
alcohol-fuelled aggravated assaults (“I flogged 
my missus over jealousy”) and bad driving at the 
local court of summary jurisdiction, but there are 
great opportunities to progress quickly, so I’ve 
already run numerous hearings and appeared in 
the Supreme Court (there is nothing between the 
Magistrates’ court and the Supreme Court.) 

NAAJA also has a happy policy of taking on people 
with little or no experience and because it’s a 
public benevolent institution, some of the salary 
is tax free. However, I do work fourteen hour days, 

six days a week and get little guidance, but I’m 
in court all day, every day, which is what I enjoy, 
and I don’t ever have to think about billable 
hours (most of my clients seem to live off state 
benefits.) There is also the interesting aspect of 
language in the job, not just local use of words 
like ‘humbug’ and ‘mob’, but most of our clients 
don’t speak English as a first language and we 
occasionally have to use interpreters. 

I found the job through the RRR Law website 
as Australia has a real problem with recruiting 
professionals in rural, regional and remote areas 
and there is a relatively high turnover of staff. 
People go on about the lifestyle of living in the 
Territory and I often have the local Olympic size 
swimming pool to myself because people think 
it’s too cold, but it’s the work I’m here for. 

We go off to bush court every few weeks, which 
is an interesting experience, - taking instructions 
under a tree and holding court in a room at the 
back of a police station. It would be easy to turn 
this into a series of anecdotes, like the time 
a small child wandered up to me while I was 
making submissions at the bar table to tell me 
he was thirsty, but there’s so much more to the 
job than amusing tales. We’re driving six hours to 
Lajamanu tomorrow in a four-wheel-drive, the last 
couple of hours on unsealed road. No hearings 
this time but I’m sure some of the things I did at 
Canterbury will still be useful, be it joint criminal 
enterprise from Professor Boister’s lectures or 
conflicts of interest in the ethics course. It pays 
to remember because after university, ‘there’s no 
knowing where you might be swept off to.’

Rabindra Roy

Overseas Alumni

Simon Dorset and Ryan Manton, January 2012, The Nek 
Memorial, Gallipoli Peninsula, Turkey

In December 2011/January 2012 Senior Tutor 
Simon Dorset travelled to Bahrain, Jordan 
and Turkey.  While doing the obligatory visit 
to the Gallipoli Peninsula, quite by chance, 
Simon saw a familiar face exploring the 
ANZAC and Turkish memorials. Ryan Manton 
(LLB Hons, 2010) was taking time off from his 
Rhodes Scholarship studies at Oxford.  

Reuben Levermore (1999) 
has been appointed New 
Zealand’s new Ambassador 
to the Philippines and 
presented his credentials to 
President Benigno S. Aquino 

III in February 2012.

Welcome back to Simon Consedine (2004) 
who has rejoined Bell Gully (Wellington) this 
year after completing his LLM at Columbia 
University on a Fulbright Scholarship (2007) 
and then working in Paris for Freshfields 
Bruckhaus Deringer in its international 
arbitration department. 

Mr Roy in the foyer of the Katherine Courthouse
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Stephanie Woods (2008) tells us  
about Harvard
In 2010/2011 I headed off to Cambridge, 
Massachusetts to do a Masters of Law degree at 
Harvard Law School. The year was an incredible 
experience with many opportunities both 
academic and extracurricular and the chance to 
meet law students from around the world.

The Harvard LLM programme draws students 
from places all over the world. Perhaps not 
surprisingly the New Zealanders, Australian 
and Canadians tended to gravitate together, 
but getting the opportunity to get to know, and 
participating in classes with, students who had 
done their first law degree in countries with 
entirely different legal systems was a thought 
provoking experience. The LLM programme was 
primarily course based which meant that most 
of our time was spent in classes side by side 
with the American JD students. They were an 
impressive bunch – most had some significant 
work experience between coming to law school 
and completing their undergraduate degrees 
and were highly articulate and confident at 
expressing their views in class. It was definitely 
an adjustment to be attending a lecture class 
of more than 100 students where the professor 
had memorised every student’s name and where 
active participation was required by all and there 
was a great deal of social pressure not to make a 
fool of oneself when answering a question put to 
you by the Professor. 

There were a huge range of classes to choose 
from, ranging from the aforementioned large 
lecture classes, to small reading groups of no 
more than 12 people. For me the most memorable 
classroom experiences were participating in a 

constitutional law class with Lawrence Lessig, 
the well know Professor in Internet and Copyright 
law who has now turned his focus to strategies 
to reduce corruption in the US political system, 
and a class I took called Public Law Workshop, 
which took a multidisciplinary approach, in which 
an academic from a different faculty each week 
presented research they were working on which 
related to public law. For instance, we heard from 
a professor of the History of Science about the 
significance of the changing language used in the 
legal framework relating to state secrets, several 
historians about various topics relating to legal 
history, and a number of economists and political 
scientists who were doing empirical work on the 
workings of the political system.

An aspect of the Harvard programme upon which 
a lot of emphasis is put is clinical courses. These 
are courses in which students participate in real 
legal advocacy work in a variety of different areas. 
They are not compulsory but most students take 
up the opportunity to supplement their classroom 
experience with something a bit more hands 
on. Another innovation is Winter Term, a three 
week period in January in which students take 
an intensive session of a single course (often a 
clinical one). I was lucky enough to be selected 
to participate in the Supreme Court clinic, which 
was based in Washington DC. In this course we 
were split into teams and spent three weeks 
working on a case before the Supreme Court of 
the United States. The case I was assigned to 
was a death penalty case: we were working on a 
last ditch application for leave to appeal to the 
Supreme Court in relation to procedural flaws 
in the progress of the case at State level. While 
the law which applied was relatively dry and our 
work involved some long and tedious searches of 
Westlaw to find relevant case precedents on what 
was a somewhat obscure point of procedural law, 
it was an incredible insight into the working of the 
US legal system in relation to death penalty cases, 
which was supplemented by talks from experts 
involved in the process. Most memorial was a talk 
from a former “death clerk” (a lawyer employed by 
the Supreme Court solely to handle death penalty 
applications), who played us a tape of phone calls 
between state official, Supreme Court clerks and 
prison official in the 1970s in which there had 
been terrible misunderstanding in the relaying 
of the Supreme Court’s decision as to whether 
an execution should go ahead, and which was 
memorialised by Norman Mailer in his book The 
Executioner’s Song. 

Perhaps the most valuable part of the year, 
however, was not the academics, but the broader 
social and intellectual life offered in Cambridge. 
Incredible guest speakers visited the law school 
on almost a daily basis, and you could fill every 
lunchtime and most evenings with a talk on some 

topic if you wished. Having done a reading group 
on legal positivism and idealism, I was particularly 
thrilled to hear Ronald Dworkin talk about his 
most recent book, Justice for Hedgehogs. Beyond 
the law school there was a vast array of events in 
the wider university community to attend, all of 
which were free admission, and the vast majority 
of which offered an impressive array of free food 
and drink. The Harvard Book Store, a locally owned 
shop that has yet to succumb to the internet 
age of book buying (and hopefully never will) ran 
speaker events every week night, for minimal 
charge. During the year I was lucky enough to hear 
Salman Rushdie and many other notable authors 
discuss their books. 

Cambridge itself was an amazing place to 
live, although the extreme climate took some 
adjustment. The large size of the LLM programme 
and the generosity of the law school meant that 
there was never any shortage of social events or 
people to go and explore the surrounding areas 
with. Cambridge had the feel of a smaller town 
but with Boston just across the river and New York 
a four hour bus ride away we were never far away 
from the bustle of the city and the local area was 
(unusually for the US) highly walkable and served 
by an excellent public transport system. I was 
lucky enough to be attending Harvard on a Frank 
Knox Scholarship. The Frank Knox Foundation 
kindly funded a number of social events for 
scholars over the course of the year (who were 
postgraduate students in a range of disciplines 
from the UK, Canada, Australia and New Zealand), 
such as ice-skating on Boston Common before 
Christmas and a cocktail evening at a bar at the 
top of the Prudential Centre, one of Boston’s 
tallest buildings (which was somewhat marred 
by an unseasonably late snowstorm making the 
views non-existent). It was also nice to be able to 
get out of the law school bubble and meet people 
doing interesting research in completely different 
fields.

All in all, my time at Harvard was an incredible 
year, and I would highly recommend to anyone 
interested in postgraduate studies in law to 
consider the United States. It really was valuable 
to get an insight into the American legal system 
and to experience the much greater focus that 
exists there on interdisciplinary research and 
sociolegal issues, which permeate every subject 
in the law.  The application and scholarship 
search process can seem demoralising at times 
but funding is out there and there are so many 
excellent universities in the United States at 
which a very different experience from the New 
Zealand system of undergraduate legal education 
can be had.

Stephanie Woods  
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Arthur Tompkins (1982)  copes with 
teaching Art Crime in Italy

It’s early July, and I’m sitting 
outside a bustling bar and 
café called, appropriately, 
Bar Leonardi, and it must 
be at least 35 degrees. And 
I’m in the shade. Across 
the piazza, gleaming in the 

fierce sunshine, towering stone walls – the mura 
megaliche - dominate the view. The lofty main 
gate into the old town – the Porta Romana – 
stands guard to my left. The lower sections of the 
wall, made of huge rocks closely fitted together 
with no mortar to be seen, are old. They date from 
about the 6th century BC. The upper strata are of 
more modern construction. They date from the  
4th century BC. 

I’m in a small town in Umbria called Amelia, 
north of Rome, to teach a course entitled Art 
Crime in War.  This is part of a summer Masters-
level programme in International Art Crime and 
Heritage Protection Studies, offered each year 
by the non-profit Association for Research into 
Crimes against Art. The programme runs from 
June to mid-August each year (followed by the 
writing of a dissertation), and is taught by a 
dozen or so visiting faculty, each of whom are in 
residence in Amelia for ten days or so. We each 
teach for five hours a day, for two 2 ½ day blocks 
during our stay. By structuring the course this way, 
the students get the same total class time as they 
would normally experience in a more traditional 
academic year (roughly 250 class hours) into the 
nearly three months they will be living in Umbria, 
and the visiting faculty don’t have to commit to 
spending the whole northern summer in Italy. As 
inviting as that prospect is, an annual 3-month 
absence would be hard to fit around the demands 
of my day job back in New Zealand! (Arthur is a 
District Court Judge – Ed) Other faculty members 
include an art historian, an archaeologist, a 
museum security specialist, a former senior 
Scotland Yard officer, a criminologist, and two 
other lawyers, one of whom, a legal academic 
from Texas, is the course’s academic director.  

Flaunting Italian custom, as I enjoy watching the 
Umbrian world go by I’m having a cappuccino 
after lunch, plus a large helping of that other 
Italian summer staple, gelato.  The daily class 
schedule allows for an extended lunch break in 
the middle of the day, and the half-dozen cafes 
and slow-food restaurants in Amelia do well out 
of the faculty, students and interns who stream 
out of the shaded cloister next to one of the 
town’s several churches, where classes are held.

The ARCA Masters is unique in the world, being 
the only (as far as I am aware) multi-disciplinary 
graduate course specialising in the academic 

and practical study of art crime. The latter aspect 
concentrates on how to prevent and diminish the 
impact of art crime, rather than offering a master–
class in how to steal a masterpiece – although 
one exercise the students do is to visit the town’s 
archaeological museum and plan a robbery!

My course, as its title suggests, deals with art 
crime during war. In the first half of the course 
we cover (in two days!) roughly 2,500 years of 
the plundering of art during war, including case 
studies drawn from Classical Antiquity, the Fourth 
Crusade, the Thirty Year’s War, Revolutionary and 
Napoleonic France, the First and then the Second 
World War, and ending with this century’s Iraq 
and Afghanistan wars. We then spend half a day 
looking at the destruction of libraries during war, 
including the libraries at Alexandria, Sarajevo, 
and in Tibet, plus the burning of the Library of 
Congress in Washington DC. by the perfidious 
English on 24 August 1814 – the only occasion 
since the American Revolution on which a foreign 
power has occupied the United States’ capital city.

Then, in the second half of the course, we spend 
two days examining, first, the public international 
legal response to what has happened, from 
Grotius through to the currently in-force 1954 
Hague Convention and its two protocols (New 
Zealand ratified the Convention in 2008), recent 
war-crimes prosecutions for cultural crimes, 
and non-binding international declarations and 
agreements. The last part of the course covers 
the use of private litigation to recover looted art, 
including a discussion on the problems caused 
by the nemo dat rule and its absence in civil law 
countries, Limitation Act issues, and the use of 
alternative dispute resolution processes.

The students come from all over the world, and 
are drawn from many different disciplines. Past 
students have included an icon restorer from 

Finland, an art appraiser from Hawaii, a tax lawyer 
from Canada, an underwater archaeologist from 
Germany, a retired US Secret Service agent, a 
missile-guidance specialist from Washington DC, 
and a variety of other folk from the United States, 
Spain, Holland, France and elsewhere. It certainly 
makes for interesting class discussions, and a 
lively social calendar out of class!

A highlight each year is the annual Art Crime 
Conference hosted by ARCA in Amelia in late 
June/early July each year. In addition ARCA 
publishes the Journal of Art Crime twice a year, 
and publishes or assists with the publication of 
art crime-related publications. ARCA’s founder, 
the delightful and erudite Dr Noah Charney, 
has edited a book of art crime essays1, and has 
written eminently readable histories of the crimes 
committed against both the Ghent Altarpiece2 
and the Mona Lisa3 – the latter published in 2011 
by the ARCA Publications.

The experience of spending time in Italy each 
year, to engage with the locals in Amelia and 
the students, faculty and interns, and to make 
occasional side trips to Rome, Venice, Orvieto and 
elsewhere, is a wonderful and enriching privilege.

And, if you’re wondering, there is probably still 
time – there may still be places available on the 
next course, so check it out at www.artcrime.info/
education. 

I’ll see you at Bar Leonardi!

Arthur Tompkins

1   Art and Crime: Exploring the Dark Side of the Art 
World (Praeger, 2009)

2 Stealing the Mystic Lamb: The True Story of the 
World’s Most Coveted Masterpiece (Public Affairs, 
2010)

3 The Thefts of the Mona Lisa: On Stealing the World’s 
Most Famous Painting (ARCA Press, 2011)

Umbria
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a great University and miles cheaper than similar 
degrees in the UK. 

KU Leuven is one of the oldest Universities in 
Europe, established in the 13th century its name 
derives from its original function as a higher 
college of Theology for the Catholic Church. 
Now Leuven is a major University town. A bit 
like Dunedin, but not as hilly and with less burnt 
out couches. Leuven has its own interesting 
history. Located in Flanders, the Dutch/Flemish 
speaking part of Belgium, it has of course survived 
two World Wars. Many of the main buildings in 
Leuven were bombed flat by the Germans, but 
have all been rebuilt. During the First World War, 
the Germans raided the Central Library of the 
University and nabbed a lot of valuable books. If 
you look carefully at the Treaty of Versailles there 
is a clause negotiated by the Belgians, which 
allowed them to take back the books the  
Germans stole.

Another famous name from Leuven is of course 
Stella Artois. Leuven is the home to Stella and 
when the wind blows in the right direction you 
can smell the hops from the beer factory. So of 
course, in a city that is home to a world famous 
beer and full of students, there is a lot of beer 
drinking. A pintje or half a pint is 1.50 euro, which 
is cheaper than a bottle of water (generally 2 
euro). The main square in Leuven is lined with 
something like 80 different cafés or bars and 
an even distribution of friteries or fish and chip 
shops. If it takes your fancy, you could also head 
to a fak bar, which is a bar belonging to a certain 
Faculty. As of yet I have not been to the Law fak 
bar, reason being, it is often filled with first years 
and smells of beer and vomit. Similar to the 
Foundry I guess, but without the River Avon as a 
great redeeming factor. 

As for education, KU Leuven is considered the 
best University in Belgium and is well respected in 
Europe, so I was really glad when I was given one 
of 15 places in the programme. I started studying 
in September 2011 and haven’t looked back since. 
The other girls in my class (that’s right there are 
only girls in my class) are from a vast array of 
different countries. As a side note, gentlemen, if 
you are ever wondering what direction of law to 

follow, environmental law seems to be inundated 
with... positively bursting at the seams with... 
beautiful, talented young women and hardly any 
men. Just something to think about. 

One of the things I love about being in Europe 
is the mix of culture and languages. The girls 
from my class are from Colombia, Romania, 
Guatemala, Cypress, Peru, United States, Malta, 
Belgium, Mexico, Singapore and of course New 
Zealand. The course was split into three different 
modules, covering International law, European 
law and Comparative Law. The course is taught 
by international staff from different Universities 
around Europe and people working in law firms or 
EU Institutions. Brussels (20 minutes from Leuven) 
is fast becoming a centre for environmental law 
and we were able to take advantage of that. 

Some of the more memorable speakers include 
Dr. Patricia Wouters, who is head of the UNESCO 
Water Law and Governance Programme at 
the University of Dundee. She talked about 
international water law and the management 
of international water courses, such as the Nile 
River Basin. KU Leuven has many contacts with 
institutions and lawyers based in Brussels and 
we were able to have Jurgen Lefeveré from the 
EU Commission. Jurgen is a chief negotiator for 
the EU at Climate Change COPs and gave us his 
version of what happened in Copenhagen, what it 
was like to meet Obama and what he thought was 
going to happen at Durbin. We also had a number 
of speakers talk to us about the liberalisation of 
the energy market in Europe. The huge amounts 
of infrastructure that will need to be built by 2030 
and how they plan to have 20% renewable energy 
by 2020. We had Harold Nyssen from the EU 
Commission Competition Department. He talked 
about how competition law is essential to ensure 
that no one energy provider has a monopoly 
on the energy market and what happens in a 
dawn raid. In our block on comparative law we 
had the chance to learn about Russian energy 
and environment law and how Russia in the 50s 
became one of the first States to take a river basin 
approach to water management. We had Tom 
Vandenborre, a solicitor and historian in nuclear 
energy law, speak to us about nuclear energy and 
the comparison between the liability regimes of 
Europe and the United States. 

Later on in the year we were able to follow up on 
nuclear energy law with a field trip to a nuclear 
power plant just outside Antwerp, owned and 
operated by Electrabel/GDF Suez. In the same 
day we visited a nearby research facility which is 
investigating potential methods to store nuclear 
waste underground for at least 20,000 years 
(good luck to them). This involved going 200 
metres underground to inspect the tunnels where 
the experiments took place. Of course there was 

Central Library

Shona Walter (2008) writes about 
Belgium from Bonn, Germany 
I never imagined I would live in Belgium. In fact I 
never imagined that I would learn to speak Dutch. 
But sometimes you just have to embrace what life 
brings and roll with it. 

December 2008, I graduated with a Bachelor of 
Laws and Bachelor of Arts with Honours in History 
from the University of Canterbury. The onset of 
the global economic recession and with that 
the un-friendly environment offered to recent 
graduates in New Zealand, I decided to jump 
ship and move to Europe with my boyfriend. He 
happens to be Belgium, so you can kind of guess 
how the rest of the tale goes. 

Well, long story short, we ended up living in a 
beautiful gem of a city called Gent... in Belgium. 
My boyfriend had a job and it was time for me 
to get cracking; scouring websites for graduate 
positions, internships, basically anything I could 
find. It soon became apparent that without 
a Masters degree and two to three languages 
under my belt I wasn’t going anywhere. During 
this discovery process I took Dutch classes and 
picked up work cleaning. It wasn’t really the life I 
imagined and after a year I decided to go home, 
touch base and do my Profs.

Skip to February 2011, final Profs exams under my 
belt (hopefully successful) and planning a few 
days down in Christchurch to visit friends, say 
goodbye to the Southern Alps and then back off 
to Europe. I shall remember those beautiful late 
summery days with friends in Sumner as some 
of the finest I will ever have in Christchurch. For 
as I was flying into Hong Kong the clock struck 
1pm in Christchurch (22nd February) and the rest is 
history. After I touched down into Amsterdam (to 
-4 weather!) I heard the news and really could not 
believe what had happened. 

Pretty soon after I arrived back in Belgium I 
decided that I needed to do a Masters if I was to 
follow my dream to practice environmental law. 
I found a Masters in Energy and Environmental 
Law from the Katholieke Universiteit Leuven (KU 
Leuven). It looked like a really great programme, in 
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no nuclear waste on site, but our guide did point 
out a couple of ominous looking sheds down the 
road where some waste was being stored.

This was not the only field trip we went on. 
December 2011 our class and the general LLM 
Master students all went on a two day trip to 
Luxembourg to visit the European Court of Justice. 
It was truly a memorable trip, with maybe a bit 
too much heavy drinking going on the night 
before. We obviously weren’t the first bunch of 
students to show up to the High Chamber of the 
ECJ looking worse for wear. I made the mistake 
of sitting in the front row and when I started to 
dose off one of the court officers came over to 
personally wake me up. It was a bit embarrassing, 
but soon realised that I wasn’t the only one being 
tapped on the shoulder. Either way, it was an 
incredible experience to sit in the Grand Chamber 
with a full court and watch the proceedings going 
on in French with translators simultaneously 
relaying the proceedings into the 27 different 
official languages of the EU. 

In January 2012 our class went on another field 
trip to the European Parliament (the one located 
in Brussels, not Strasbourg), the Lex building 
where all EU law is translated into the different 
languages and to the European Council. The trip 
really gave us a better understanding on how 
law is made in the EU. We also had a chance to 
speak with a lawyer giving legal advice in Council 
hearings on environmental and climate change 
matters. 

Another component of the Masters is to complete 
an internship. Most of my colleagues found a 
placement with either law firms or consultancies 
in Brussels, taking advantage of the network 
KU Leuven has there and the rise of Brussels 
as an exciting hub for environment and energy 
law. However, these placements typically last 
for a month and I wanted to find something 
that offered something more substantial. So I 
applied for an internship with a highly respected 
environment institution called the IUCN and more 
specifically their Environmental Law Centre (ELC) 
located in Bonn, Germany. I was delighted when I 
was accepted to complete a four month internship 
there and am about one month into it. The ELC is 
often involved in drafting legislative guidelines on 
anything from protected areas, law of the sea and 
biodiversity to climate change adaptation. It shall 
be a very interesting place to be for four months 
and I hope to mingle with people from other 
major organisations here, such as people from the 
secretariats of the UNFCCC and UNEP. Not doubt 
the time will fly as in amongst work I need to 
write a Master thesis and hope to visit a little of 
Germany while I am here. 

Shona Walter

Jikita De Schot (2011) writes about her 
internship at the United Nations

While enrolled in the Master 
of Laws (ILAP) programme 
here at Canterbury, I 
undertook an internship 
at the United Nations 
Secretariat (HQ) in New York 
from mid-January to 18th  
May 2012. 

My internship was with the Peacekeeping 
Situation Centre (SitCen) within the UN’s 
Department of Peacekeeping Operations. 
The SitCen is the ‘information hub’ for UN 
peacekeeping operations, monitoring missions 
on a 24/7 basis to provide situational awareness, 
decision-making and crisis response support to 
senior leadership. To this end, it has a number 
of components including a 24/7 watch room 
(imagine a room with a wall lined with TVs and 
you’re not far off), a Research and Liaison Unit 
and a policy officer who develops and updates 
policy relating to missions and the role of HQ. 
My internship consisted of three months in the 
Research and Liaison Unit followed by a final five 
weeks interning under the Policy Officer. 

As an intern, I had a number of responsibilities 
including assisting with preparing briefings for 
senior leadership and military advisers of troop-
contributing countries; working on Somalia 
which entailed assisting with research, producing 
a twice weekly media summary, monitoring 
belligerents’ positions and maintaining a security 
incidents database; being the rapporteur at a 
SitCen Workshop; and assisting with research 
and drafting of policy matters. On the whole, 
this proved interesting and challenging work 
(despite the many 7 am starts and occasional 11 
hour day endured), made all the more rewarding 
by interning in an office where everyone was 
very friendly and approachable. Being mistakenly 
claimed by the wrong department as their intern 
on my very first day also proved to be a great 

ice breaker within the office! It was especially 
interesting to be interning at a time when the 
situation in Syria and relations between Sudan 
and South Sudan continued to deteriorate as 
these were within the purview of the SitCen. 

While interning, I was also encouraged to go along 
to any events of interest and so among other 
things I attended Security Council discussions on 
Syria and Somalia where Hilary Clinton and the 
President of Somalia spoke; talks by the interim 
Prime Minister of Libya, the Prosecutor of the 
International Criminal Court and the President of 
the International Court of Justice; drinks at the 
New Zealand and Australian Missions to the UN 
(thank you Australian colleagues for temporarily 
claiming me as one of your own); as well as a 
photo opportunity with the UN Secretary-General. 
To watch history in the making from inside the UN 
or to see international figures in person made the 
internship all the more special. 

Aside from interning, I visited Washington DC, 
Niagara Falls, Boston, Amish county, Miami and 
San Francisco; as well as doing the quintessential 
tourist things like going to Broadway shows, 
celebrating New Year’s Eve in Times Square, 
visiting the Statue of Liberty, and attending 
baseball, basketball and football games (with 
requisite hotdog in hand). 

Along the way, I made some lifelong friendships 
with other interns from all around the world; and 
being the only intern from New Zealand for the 
greater part of my internship, received my fair 
share of teasing about the Kiwi accent- many 
words beginning with ‘e’ proved incomprehensible 
to most.

I give my sincere thanks and gratitude to the 
School of Law for providing me with a travel grant 
to assist with this internship. As the internship 
was entirely unpaid, it would not have been 
possible to undertake it without such generous 
help.

Jikita De Schot
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Tuesday May 15th 2012 
5.30am: Wake up on the edge of the Queen-size 
bed. The Boss has commandeered three-quarters 
of the bed and the entire duvet. (Note for readers: 
The Boss is a tortoiseshell moggy with delusions 
of grandeur; she thinks she is in charge. Which is 
obviously untrue. After all, she is just a cat…) 

5.45am: Shower and dress. Another pair of jeans 
has mysteriously shrunk in the wash. This is 
the second pair this month! Will need to call 
in the lovely Benedict Cumberbatch as edgy 
modern Sherlock Holmes to solve the case of the 
mysteriously shrinking jeans.

5.50am: Find glasses. 

5.52am: Find present from The Boss on the lounge 
floor; a large dead rat. Contemplate methods for 
removing rat not involving pre-6am phone calls to 
friends or colleagues.

6.00am: Still contemplating rat removal problem.

6.05am: Decide to make a cup of tea. Decide to 
have two slices of toast and (English) marmite 
to bolster courage for rat removal task. Mark an 
Antarctic Legal Studies essay. Remember when 
giving feedback to use the feedback sandwich. In 
this case: (1) good front cover (and picture of the 
penguin); (2) missed the point of the question; (3) 
very pretty font used.

6.30am: Contemplate rat removal problem. 
Remember that I am independent modern 
woman who is more than capable of rising to the 
challenges of living alone.

6.40am: Rat removed using rubber gloves, half a 
roll of kitchen paper and three plastic bags. Lots of 
squealing. (From me, not the rat).

6.50am: Thank The Boss for the present. Ask 
permission to make the bed. Permission refused. 
Put the electric blanket on for another hour to 
keep The Boss nice and warm.

7.45am: Arrive at the Law School. Deal with the 35 
emails that have arrived overnight including two 
from students asking for information distributed 
in last week’s lecture. Respond with grace and 
tact.

8.10am: Regret referring to the two students as 
‘asinine’. Must work on grace and tact.

9.00am: Public International Law Lecture. Talked 
about how jurisdiction works in international law 
by virtue of an analogy with a children’s party. 
Most students stayed awake. Result!

11.00am: Morning tea in the Law School. Have 
brought in large chocolate cake to celebrate the 
fact that today is Tuesday. 

11.30am: Preparation for tomorrow’s Antarctic 
Legal Studies lecture. Wonder if I can borrow the 
life-size blow-up Emperor Penguin from Gateway 
Antarctica as a prop?

1.00pm: Take my research student for a working 
lunch and discuss the finer points of international 
environmental governance. Order a healthy Caesar 
salad. Concerned my research student is looking 
a bit peaky. Order a bowl of chips on the side to 
perk her up. Eat most of the chips.

2.00pm: Interview naughty student in my role as 
University Proctor. Explain to student that nudity 
and self-mutilation are not activities that should 
be carried out on campus. Gave a severe lecture 
on the dangers of binge drinking. Contemplate 
how my role as University Proctor has opened my 
eyes to a whole new side to student life. Not sure I 
really want to know…

2.30pm: Continue work on my article on 
international law and geoengineering. Manage 
to work ‘phantasmagorical’ and the ‘Legend 
of Phaethon’ into the same paragraph. Feeling 
slightly smug.

4.00pm: Staff meeting. Yawn…

5.00pm: Read submission sent to the New 
Zealand Yearbook of International Law (in my 
capacity as General Editor). Not suitable. Respond 
to the author with grace and tact.

6.00pm: Regret using the word ‘dismal’ in e-mail 
to the author. Must work on grace and tact. 

7.15pm: Arrive home. Slightly late. Am in trouble 
with The Boss who is waiting impatiently at the 
bedroom window.

7.30pm: Pour large gin and tonic.

7.35pm: Contemplate healthy couscous salad 
waiting in fridge.

7.40pm: Altruistically decide to order pizza in 
order to help local businesses recovering from the 
earthquake. Add an extra slice of lemon to the 
G&T to ensure I get my ‘five a day’.

7.45pm: Skype colleague in the UK to discuss 
joint project on treaties.  Pour another large gin 
and tonic. Contemplate lecture on responsible 
drinking that I gave my naughty student earlier 
in the day. Decide that drinking gin is inherently 
responsible. After all, gin is a sophisticated grown 
up drink. Not like beer.

8.30pm: Pizza arrives. Request permission from 
The Boss to sit on the comfy seat in front on the 
TV. Permission refused.

8.45pm: The Boss relents and allows me to sit 
on the comfy seat provided she can snooze on 
my lap. I am prohibited from making any sudden 
moves which might disturb her. Watch an hour of 
quality TV of direct relevance to my work at the 
Law School (The Good Wife).

9.45pm: Contemplate going for a quick walk up 
the hill to get some exercise before bed. Request 
permission from The Boss. Permission refused. But 
we share a bowl of caramel ice-cream instead.

11.00pm: Bed. Sleepily contemplate tomorrow’s 
outfit. Not sure the lovely Benedict will be 
available to solve the mystery of the shrinking 
jeans. Might schedule a shopping trip on Saturday 
to buy new non-shrink jeans…

Karen Scott

Diary of a Law Academic

The Boss
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The Buddle Findlay Negotiation,  
MinterEllisonRuddWatts Witness Examination and 
Russell McVeagh Client Interviewing competitions 
returned to their regular formats in 2012. The 
LAWSOC Comps Officers for 2012 were Michael 
Kensington and Wathsala Ponnamperuma and 
they did a sterling job in liaising with sponsors, 
organising fact patterns, wrangling judges from 
both Faculty and the profession and organising 
post-comp functions.  

Over 65 Faculty members, legal practitioners, and 
HR specialists contributed to judging this trio 
of competitions. Simon Inder and Ashleigh May 
won the  Russell McVeagh Client Interviewing, 
Michael Vanner and Jimmy Harris triumphed 
in the Buddle Findlay Negotiations and Megan 
Lynch placed first in the MinterEllisonRuddWatts 
Witness Examination. All these winners went on 
to represent Canterbury at the Australasian Law 
Students’ Association competitions in Melbourne 
and although none went on to finals at ALSA, all 
represented us with distinction. The generosity of 
the sponsoring firms is much appreciated.

The premier competition remains the School of 
Law Mooting Competition sponsored by Bell Gully.  
This year we ran the usual Open competition 
where first-time mooters, junior mooters and 
seasoned mooters all compete in a combined 
competition.  The Open finalists were Jeremy Bell-
Connell, Francesca Chapman, Sean Maskill and 
Andrew Pullar. The Open final was argued before 
a formidable bench including Allisiter Davis (Law 
Society), Murray Tingey (Bell Gully) and Professor 
Liz Toomey (Dean’s nominee).  Associate Judge 
John Matthews, of the High Court and himself 
a former Canterbury and National mooting 
champion, presided.  This year the case, Dotorg v R, 
was a hypothetical devised by Bell Gully.  It centred 
around criminal procedure matters involving s21 
(search & seizure) and s24(g) (interpreters) NZ 
Bill of Rights Act 1990.  Dotorg was a computer 
hacking prodigy who had been convicted of 
causing computer systems to fail (s250(2)(c)(i) 
Crimes Act 1961).  Andrew Pullar won the Judges’ 
Cup for Best Mooter.  Andrew and Sean were 
named as Canterbury’s team for the New Zealand 
Law Students’ Association competitions that will 
take place in August.  Andrew, Sean and Jeremy 
were named as the team for ALSA, with Francesca 
as reserve.  In fact, Jeremy had a prior Debating 
commitment and so Francesca joined our ALSA 
team for Melbourne.  Mirroring our other teams, 
our mooters couldn’t break into the finals of 
mooting but our teams acquitted themselves well 
in the prelims.

Jamie Stanton was the best first-time mooter in 
2012.  Jamie advanced as far as the semi-finals and 
was the highest scoring first-timer to reach that 
level in the open competition.  He has been given 
a Dean’s Book Token award for that achievement. 

Competitions

As an innovation this year (or more a return 
to the past) we ran a Junior Moot Final for the 
Law Faculty Trophy for Junior Mooting.  This 
was done to select Canterbury’s team for the 
Junior Mooting Competition to be held at the 
New Zealand Law Students’ Association annual 
conference. This Junior mooting event has 
been  resurrected by the NZLSA after years in 
abeyance.  A junior mooter is “any student who is 
in their first year of substantive law study, having 
completed the mandatory first year of 100 level 
law.” The Junior Moot Final  involved a formation 
of contract problem and was argued before 
Judge Raoul Neave and Professor Ursula Cheer.  
The junior finalists were Ethan Huda, Nicole 
Johnston, Ashleigh Ooi and William Dieckermann.  
The Trophy was won jointly by Ethan and 
Ashleigh. Neither Ethan nor Nicole are available to 
travel to NZLSA so Ashleigh is joined by Wiliam in 
the Junior Team. 

Across all rounds of mooting 35 academics and 
practising lawyers took to the bench.  I would like 
to take this opportunity to thank all those who 
judged. I also wish to acknowledge the active 
and essential assistance I have received this year 
from the LAWSOC Comps Officers, Wathsala and 
Michael and the on-going and most generous 
sponsorship of Bell Gully for mooting.

The competitions remain one of the strongest 
links between “town and gown”.  The willingness 
of so many to be involved is a signal indicator 
of the professional and collegial nature of 
Christchurch’s legal community.  The Law School 
is most grateful for that support     

Simon Dorset
Master of Moots

Andrew Pullar Megan Lynch

Junior Moot Final
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Canterbury Law Scholarships  
and Bursaries
The purpose of these scholarships and bursaries 
is to recognise and reward academic excellence, 
all round ability and potential for students leaving 
school and commencing full-time study for the 
LLB degree or LLB double degree at University of 
Canterbury in the next academic year. 

Canterbury Law Scholarships were awarded to 
the following students beginning their studies in 
2012: Emma Bush (Geraldine High School), Louisa 
Craig (Christchurch Girls High School), Samuel 

Prizes and Scholarships

Jones (St Thomas of Canterbury College), Renee 
Macdonald (Rangiora High School), Sinead Rennell 
(Villa Maria College), Jessica Wedlake (St Margarets 
College), Lucy Wright (Darfield High School)

Canterbury Law Bursaries were awarded to: 
Billy Clemens (Papanui High School), Rachel 
Haythornthwaite (Mairehau High School), 
Deborah Hendry (Westland High School), Abbie 
Hollingworth (Buller High School), Hapimana 
Lines-Tohiariki (Southland Boys High School), 
Jordan Toa (St Bedes College), Angela Vo (Papanui 
High School), Christopher Willocks (Rangiora High 
School), Harriet Wise (Rangi Ruru Girls School) 

UC Emerging Leaders  
Law Scholarship 
The Emerging Leaders scholarships were 
established to recognise not only academic 
achievement, but also leadership potential and 
sporting, cultural and community involvement 
amongst school leavers intending to begin their 
first year of an undergraduate degree programme 
at the University of Canterbury. In addition 
to the general Emerging Leaders scholarships 
awarded by the University, the Law School may 
also recommend the award of a scholarship in 
Law to a student with an appropriately relevant 
background.

The 2012 UC Emerging Leaders Law Scholarship 
was awarded to Stephanie Reeves who attended 
St Peters School, Cambridge.

Fulbright Scholarships
Congratulations to last year’s Sir Timothy 
McLeary Memorial Prize winner, David Turner, 
on the award of a Fulbright General Graduate 
Award to complete an LLM in human rights and 
constitutional law at Harvard University. David 
graduated from Canterbury in 2010 and has been 
practising in Wellington. 

Congratulations also to Francesca Brown, who 
graduated BA.LLB(Hons) in 2010, on her Fulbright-
Ministry of Science and Innovation Graduate 
Award. Francesca will use her award to complete 
a Master of Laws degree in Law, Science and 
Technology specialising in patent litigation, at 
Stanford University in California.

Prizes 
Congratulations to Amanda Mitchell, who was 
awarded the 2011 Gold Medal in Law and to 
Claire Brighton who was awarded the University 
Prize for Law. 

The Canterbury Law Review Prize for best 
honours research paper went to Sarah Down for 
her paper “Debating the Burqa: How the Burqa 
Debate Can Reveal More Than it Hides” and 
Nigel Salmons has been awarded the Centre for 
Commercial and Corporate Law, Inc Prize for 
Excellence in Legal Writing for 2011 for his Laws 
430 dissertation on copyright titled “A novel 
approach to originality”.

Other prizes awarded in2011 were: the Thomson 
Reuters Prize in Legal System to Tim Bain and 
the Anderson Lloyd Prize in Contract to Grace 
Hall.

The Raymond Donnelly Prize in Criminal Law 
was won by George Talboys. The Wynn Williams 
& Co Prize in Torts was awarded to Duncan 
Ballinger, the Anderson Lloyd Prize in Land Law 
to Anna Davidson and the Ross and Valerie 
Penlington Prize in Public Law to Joy Twemlow. 
The Duncan Cotterill Prize in Equity and 
Succession and the Duncan Cotterill Award in 
Law both went to Anna Whalan. 

The Russell McVeagh Award for Excellence 
in Intellectual Property, the Macarthur 
Prize in Law and the Joseph Yates Prize in 
Trial Advocacy were all awarded to Seamus 
Woods. The Gerald Orchard Prize in Evidence 
went to Imogen Perkins and the Ewart Hay 
Prize in Public International Law to Jelena 
Gligorijevic. The Wynn Williams & Co Prize 
in Resource Management Law was won by 
Annabel Linterman, the CCH New Zealand 
Prize in Taxation by Amanda Mitchell.and the 
Iain Johnston Memorial Prize in Family Law 
was jointly awarded to Thomas Westaway and 
Jessica Davies. 
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“So there I was lying in a bed in the emergency 
department, having just been diagnosed with 
cancer, and I look over and in the bed next to 
me is a man fully dressed as a clown. It was the 
most surreal feeling. They operated to remove the 
tumour on Christmas Eve.” 

Ben returned for his second year at university, but 
tests revealed the cancer had progressed to the 
lymph nodes in his back, requiring chemotherapy. 
Determined to continue with his degree, he 
decided to drop psychology to concentrate fully 
on law. “I would take my books into hospital 
and study,” he said. “My friends and family were 
hugely supportive, I always had someone with me 
in the chemo ward. During that time I only missed 
one lecture because my car battery was flat.” 

But although the chemotherapy rid his body of 
cancer, it had not shrunk the node in his back and 
he had to undergo further invasive surgery. He 
spent the rest of that term flat on his back, typing 
up lecture notes. Back at university for the final 
term of his second year, Ben again finished with 
straight A grades. 

In comparison, the remaining three years were 
relatively uneventful. 

Offered several summer clerk jobs in his fourth 
year Ben chose Christchurch law firm Lane 
Neave where he now works in the corporate and 
commercial team, specialising in intellectual 
property law. Ben says he would not change  
a thing. 

Tony Herring should 
have died on the floor 
of the Christchurch 
Town Hall after falling 
over a balcony and 
breaking his neck, but 

he defied the odds by making a near-
full recovery and is now training for 
one of the most gruelling endurance 
races in the country, the Ironman New 
Zealand to be held on 2nd March 2013

Ben Brown says he wasn’t interested 
in education, but earlier this year he 
graduated with a 1st class LLB(Hons) 
degree, earned in part while he was 
fighting testicular cancer.

“University was just never on the cards, I 
wasn’t interested,” he said, and enrolling in an 
information technology degree at CPIT after high 
school did nothing to advance his interest in 
education: “I’d get letters from CPIT saying ‘Please 
stop wasting our time and yours’,” he said, “So I 
left after a year.”

Things changed when a friend suggested Ben, 
who was now 20, might try studying law. 

“I quit my job and told my dad on Christmas 
Day that I was going to study law. He was really 
dubious. I was pretty dubious myself to be fair.” 

Ben enrolled in law and psychology degrees and 
“loaded up” on English papers, knowing that 
was his weakest link. At the end of the year he 
passed with straight A grades and receiving 
letters from the Law and Psychology departments 
“congratulating me on my results and urging me 
to come back”. The same day he was diagnosed 
with testicular cancer. 

Home Front

Tony, a partner at Mortlock McCormack Law, was 
at a law dinner in November 2010, when he lost 
his balance, fell over the balcony and landed on 
his head on the marble floor four metres below. 
He suffered a fracture of the second cervical 
vertebra, colloquially known as a “Hangman’s 
fracture.”

“I got knocked out for about two minutes 
and I had lost feeling in my legs. I could hear 
people around me saying, ‘Oh my God’, ‘Call an 
ambulance’, ‘Don’t touch him’ ... it was the most 
bizarre feeling. It felt like my head was buried in 
the tiles and my legs were in the air.” 

He was treated at Burwood Hospital’s spinal 
unit where doctors told him the most common 
outcome for his injury was death and the 
second most common was paralysis and life on 
a ventilator. For the next three months he was 
flat on his back in traction with a “halo” screwed 
into his head and fed through a straw. This was 
followed by six months off work rehabilitating in 
a neck brace and recovering 25 kilos of lost body 
weight.

”I was always active before the injury and to all 
of a sudden be flat on your back and not being 
able to move ... it was so mentally challenging,” 
he said. The months in hospital and off work gave 
him the motivation to start training for the 2013 
Ironman.

“I certainly would not be doing this Ironman if 
it wasn’t for the accident. I have never done it 
before in my life. I was incredibly unfit when I left 
hospital so I have had to start from scratch but 
it’s just something I have to do.” 

Tony is well on the way in preparation having 
already done triathlons in both Auckland and 
Wanaka and the Auckland Half Ironman earlier 
this year, and has a full programme of warm-up 
competitions planned to get himself into shape 
for 2013.

The Law School wishes Tony all the very best for 
the Ironman New Zealand next year.
(Source: The Press, Christchurch).
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way of helping out after university tutorials could 
not proceed following the earthquake, but have 
been kept due to their popularity. Elsewhere 
on the academic front, our tireless Education 
Officer Andy Luck has kept his finger firmly on 
the pulse of curriculum and policy matters, 
organised the annual visit to Rolleston Prison, 
and been instrumental in setting up an advocacy 
programme which sees law students help their 
peers through the university academic grievances 
and appeals process.

A major goal this year has been to increase 
participation in competitions, which have 
typically been somewhat under-patronised at 
UC. Cutting a long story short, it is immensely 
satisfying to report that a bumper crop has been 
achieved in all of our competitions this year, with 
Witness Examination (for example) climbing from 
an average of four to 24 entries. Much of the 
success has been put down to holding student-
run demos with past champions prior to entries 
opening, which were very well received. Short 
of being a quick-fix, though, the focus for next 
year’s Executive will be to encourage recidivism 
over attrition – a challenge to which I am sure 
LAWSOC will rise. Another valuable initiative in 
the competitions realm has been the link forged 
between our Competitions Co-ordinators and 
the Canterbury-Westland District Law Society. 
LAWSOC is always deeply indebted to our local 
profession for its generous donation of time 
judging our competitions, and a route by which to 
channel the help of the Christchurch Bar is hugely 
positive; long may it last!

Last but certainly by no means least, LAWSOC 
has been greatly pleased to return to a full social 
calendar this year, with Buddy Night, Law Camp, 
the Post-Midsessionals Party and Race Night all 
receiving full complements of revellers thus far. 

Of particular note was the Gerry Orchard 
Memorial Cricket Match (an event many alumni 
will no doubt recall for the strained victories 
achieved by the staff) which was genuinely won 
by the staff this year!– notwithstanding the 
fact that the team included the talents of such 
ring-ins as ex-students and a young boy I believe 
(through the haze of being doused by Dr Gallavin 
in decades-old Trophy Cask Wine) was possibly the 
Finance Manager’s off-spring.

At the time of writing, LAWSOC is eagerly 
anticipating its annual Law Ball and the 
fabulously irreverent Law Revue, as well as Quiz 
Night, the end-of-year BBQ and the Leavers’ 
Dinner, each of which promises to be a fine 
occasion. In any case, if any of them aren’t, at 
least it says they were here.

Seamus Woods
President 2012

LAWSOC 2012
It needs scarcely more than a glance at the 2011 
instalment of this LAWSOC report (and a passing 
awareness of Christchurch current affairs) to 
discover that last year mounted significant 
challenges for the society, with no access to an 
office for the first half of the year and a number of 
events having to be dropped, to name but a few. 
This year, then, the focus has been onresuming 
normality and taking the opportunity to head in 
some new directions.

LAWSOC received a boost early on by surpassing 
the 800-member mark for the first time in 
some years, symptomatic of a general surge in 
club memberships as students have turned to 
societies in lieu of the diminished social scene in 
the city. LAWSOC’s impressive head-count made 
it the second-largest paid-membership club on 
campus after the indefatigable ENSOC, which was 
particularly pleasing given the depleted silo of 
first-year students to sell the age-old “if you don’t 
join LAWSOC you won’t pass 101” legend.

On that note, LAWSOC has enhanced its academic 
indispensability this year by retaining not only 
the traditional 100-level tutorials, but tutorials for 
the 200-level subjects and Equity as well. These 
were originally introduced in 2011 as a temporary 

Third Parties

Te Putairiki News
Mid-Sessional Exam Preparation Wananga 
(workshop)
Te Putairiki and the Maori Development Team 
worked together this year to put on the annual 
Mid-Sessional Exam Preparation Wananga 
(workshop) at Te Whare o Te Akatoki on Ilam Road. 
It ran from 18-20 April and over that three days 
students participated in intense tutorials for all 
compulsory 200-level papers and Equity. Also, we 
provided delicious (and healthy) morning teas, 
lunches and afternoon teas over the three days so 
that students had one less thing to worry about in 
this stressful period. To provide some relief from 
all that hard work, we also ran a waiata afternoon, 
as well as a guitar practice with Hemi from the 
Maori Development Team. The wananga was 
very well attended and a great success. Another 
wananga will be running before end-of-year 
exams later in the year.

TP Reference Library 
Te Putairiki has been building up a small reference 
library in our room to provide our students with 
access to up-to-date textbooks for all compulsory 
courses. These have been kindly donated over 
the years by graduating students. We have been 
lucky to have recently received donations of 
new textbooks from Associate Professor Richard 
Scragg, Associate Professor Cynthia Hawes, and 
Associate Professor John Caldwell, and Professor 
Cheer. 

TP Room 
Te Putairiki has been on the move, having 
relocated to Room 118 from Room 158 of the Law 
School. A shortage of space on campus is an issue 
for everyone at this difficult time, and we are 
grateful to Associate Professor Scragg for finding 
us a more suitable space in which our society 
can fulfill its important purpose: to enhance the 
academic, social and cultural well-being of Maori 
law students at the University of Canterbury. We 
also look forward to the end of the year when Te 
Putairiki moves back into Room 119, a room that 
has been our society’s home since 1995.

Law in Schools 
We are lucky to have had two of our Executive, 
Tumuaki/President Aja Trinder and Tumuaki 
Tuarua/Vice-President Josh Hubbard, selected to 
be lead volunteers for the Law in Schools program 
for 2012. The purpose of Law in Schools is to 
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educate senior secondary school students about 
New Zealand’s legal system and about legal topics 
of practical interest. Volunteer tutors are sent 
into High Schools to teach senior students about 
these topics. Aja and Josh are very much looking 
forward to Term 3 when the program begins. 
See www.lawinschools.org.nz for more details.

TP Quiz Night
On 22nd May Te Putairiki held a quiz night at 
Robbie’s Riccarton. This was to raise money 
to help send a delegation of 12 members to 
the World Indigenous Lawyers’ Conference in 
Hamilton in September. It was a brilliant night, 
with some great competition and some rowdy 
small talk. There were great raffle prizes up for 
grabs, as well as an auction of uber-cool Tiki Taane 
merchandise. The night was a big success and 
over $2000 was raised.

Te Putairiki Online Shop 

Te Putairiki has created an e-store to satisfy the 
demand of members, supporters and alumni for 
TP branded gear. TP receives a small profit from 
each item sold through the online store. There are 
t-shirts, singlets, hoodies and bags available in a 
range of styles and colours. See http://teputairiki.
printmighty.co.nz/ to check out the range. 

Wine Fundraiser
Another fundraiser Te Putairiki ran recently was 
the selling of quality wine from Sileni Estates 
with a slight difference – it was labelled with 
our very own TP logo. Te Putairiki-branded wine 
soon turned out to be a desirable item for wine 
connoisseurs, and we were gratified to see so 
many members of the law faculty demonstrating 
impeccable taste and ordering these fantastic 
wines by the case. 

Coming up
Te Hunga Roia o Aotearoa Conference

Te Hunga Roia o Aotearoa is the Maori Law 
Society. Each year, they hold a conference to 
which distinguished speakers (including speakers 
currently in practice, from the judiciary, or from 
academia) are invited to present a seminar on an 
aspect of Maori Law. This year, the conference is 
especially significant, as it is a World Indigenous 
Lawyers’ Conference with the topic being “Law 
as a tool for indigenous peoples’ development: 
worldwide strategies and international 
perspectives.”

We are fundraising hard to send a delegation of 
12 members to the conference being held from 4 
-9 September this year. This is by far the largest 
delegation we have ever sent. The conference 
presents a great opportunity for our members to 
learn from those on the cutting edge of Maori and 
Indigenous Law, as well as giving our members 
a chance to form connections with practitioners, 
judges, academics and also other Maori law 
students. 

See http://www.maorilawsociety.co.nz/world-
indigenous-lawyers--conference-2012.cfm for 
more information.

Winnie Bagoes Dinner
On July 17 we held a fund-raising dinner at Winnie 
Bagoes Ferrymead. For $25, ticket-holders were 
treated to a delicious meal comprising a selection 
of pizzas, salad, garlic bread and wedges. We 
were also lucky to have Christchurch comedian 
Justin White along to provide us with some 
‘observational, misanthropic’ stand-up as well as 
a bit of musical comedy. This was a great night: 
good food, raffles and a lot of laughs. 

2012 Seminar Series 
Each year, Te Putairiki holds 
a Maori Law Seminar Series, 
to which three distinguished 
guests are invited to speak 
on an aspect of Maori Law. 
In the past we have been 
lucky enough to have had 
the Right Honourable Sir 
Andrew Tipping, Hon. Tariana 

Turia, Hon. Hone Harawira, and Dr Robert Joseph 
(Waikato). 

This year we are working with UC 
Communications to secure three very noteworthy 
speakers, and hope to have them confirmed in the 
next few weeks. The Maori Law Seminar Series will 
be running in August and September. 

Law Library
The organisational structure of the University 
library changed at the end of 2010, with support 
teams now divided by function rather than by 
location. This means that you will now find 
two teams in the law library: one managing the 
building and the daily smooth running of the 
library, and the other providing the resources 
and reference service. After all the earthquake 
disruption of 2011, we have seen the new structure 
settle in this year and start to work as envisaged.

We have also had a number of changes in staff 
this year. Our beloved former Law Librarian, 
Margaret Greville, retired in May, and as befitting a 

colleague of such repute 
we farewelled her with 
two parties. The first was 
a morning tea in the Law 
School with staff from 
Faculty and the Library, 
members of Law Soc and 
Te Putairiki, where David 
Rowe and others told the 

compulsory amusing (for us) and embarrassing 
(for Margaret) stories.

Then corks were popped at 5pm in the Law 
Library to celebrate Margaret’s career dedicated 
to excellent service, an excellent collection, and 
legal research skills training in both universities 
and law firms. Margaret will be around the Law 
School for some time to come as she updates 
“Legal Research and Writing in New Zealand” for 
its 4th edition. Well-known Canterbury dog breeder 

and long standing 
staff member Glyness 
Taylor also retired in 
May. Some of you 
may remember a late 
night power cut in the 
library in the days when 

there was just one staff member on duty. Glyness 
didn’t have to clear the library, her loyal students 
descended the staircase by the light of their cell 
phones and came to escort her safely from the 
building and help lock up!

We have also lost John 
Arnold’s smiling face and 
special expertise with 
endnote and referencing 
to the EPS Library but John 
retains his interest in Law 
Library matters from the 
other side of Campus. And 
finally, Helen Kissell followed 

her specialty into Union work and left us to 
become an organiser for the Nurses Union.
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personal values do you believe are essential for 
today’s lawyer?” Applications close on September 
7, 2012.

Since the opening of the new learning centre in 
St Asaph Street last May, IPLS has seen almost 
100 law graduates pass through the doors. “The 
new centre is proving a hit with Christchurch 
trainees,” said Bernadette. “To keep meet demand, 
we have introduced an expanded schedule of 
course starting dates throughout 2012 providing 
Canterbury law graduates with a seamless 
transition from university to professional studies.”

IPLS summer school offerings include two 19 week 
courses: November 19 – March 28 and January 
21 – May 29. There are three options for the IPLS 13 
week course, November 19 – March 8, January 14 – 
April 12 or February 18 – May 10.

The summer courses not only benefit law 
students wishing to get admitted to the Bar as 
quickly as possible, they also benefit employers, 
as graduates are able to undertake much of their 
Profs during the traditionally slow holiday period 
as well as apply for admission to the High Court 
just 13 weeks after completing their degree.

The summer courses have been carefully 
structured to ensure they comply with StudyLink 
regulations allowing students to apply for the 
relevant loans. The course timing and structure 
also enables students to undertake online study 
during the festive season.

The College of Law
The College of Law is the school of professional 
practice for lawyers in New Zealand and Australia. 
We provide career-long education and training 
services to the legal profession, differentiated by a 
focus on practical law. 

For those law graduates contemplating the next 
step in their post-graduate legal careers, you will 
be aware that undertaking a Professional Legal 
Studies Course (PLSC) is a pre-requisite to being 
admitted as a barrister and solicitor of the High 
Court of New Zealand. 

The College of Law is and has been an accredited 
provider of the PLSC since 2004 - it is the first 
choice for most students and employers, making 
the College New Zealand’s largest preferred 
provider of Professional Legal Studies. 

The College is also part of the College of Law 
Alliance, in association with the Colleges of Law 
in Australia and England & Wales, which are two 
of the oldest and most respected providers in 
the common law world. The College of Law is the 
largest provider of practical legal training in  
each country.

IPLS introduces scholarship for 
law graduates
As part of its ongoing commitment 
to ensuring the public of New 
Zealand has access to well-trained, 
highly professional legal advisors 
and in support of the Christchurch 
community, the Institute of 
Professional Legal Studies (IPLS) is offering a 
final year law student from the University of 
Canterbury a scholarship which covers the cost 
of his or her Professional Legal Studies Course - 
$4,260.15.

“We welcome the opportunity to support a 
deserving Canterbury University law school 
graduate with this initiative,” said Bernadette 
Wilson, IPLS National Director. “IPLS is extremely 
impressed by the resilience and courage of the 
Christchurch students and we are pleased to be in 
a position to provide assistance in this manner.”

The scholarship is open to local Canterbury 
residents who are also University of Canterbury 
final year law students. The recipient will be 
selected based on academic performance in LLB 
and a 500 word written submission on “What 

Sue Johnston and Sara Roberts remain the 
Liaison Librarians for law and, as ever, we are 
finding answers to tricky questions and trying to 
instil good legal research skills in our students.  
Caroline Anderson also remains as a familiar face 
behind the desk and she is joined by newcomers 
Beth Mannix and Nick Scullin, who are working 
full-time in the Law Library.

Our legal research programme continues to 
develop and evolve. This is the second year that 
we have taught legal research skills as part of 
LAWS 110 and LAWS 410, but it is the first year 
that we have taught it as we had originally 
imagined. Who would have thought that teaching 
in an actual lecture theatre (not a tent!) would 
seem so luxurious? We are very grateful for the 
opportunity to contribute to these two courses, 
as it means that students are introduced to legal 
research skills at the beginning of their study in 
LAWS 110, and those who qualify for the honours 
programme learn more advanced legal research 
skills at the end of their degrees through  
LAWS 410. 

Both groups have a combination of lectures and 
hands-on practice learning the skills required 
to find legal information and using the legal 
databases. Teaching legal research skills to large 
classes does pose some challenges; these skills 
are best learnt in a hands-on environment, with 
exercises to complete and a tutor available to 
solve any problems. However, this is unachievable 
when you have 400 students and two library 
staff members as teachers, so we continue to 
demonstrate these skills in large lecture rooms 
where it is all too easy for students to disengage.  

As a partial solution to this problem, we have used 
on-line quizzes that complement the lectures and 
lead the students through the skills required to 
answer the questions. They have proved popular 
with the students and useful as a way for us to 
reinforce all the talking that we do. We continue 
to look for better ways to engage our audience, as 
our aim always is to ensure the students have the 
skills to be self-directed and effective researchers. Bernadette Wilson



About the PLSC
The College’s PLSC course is delivered through 
a combination of an online programme (where 
students can access a wide range of learning 
resources and have the support of an online 
instructor), and an onsite programme, (where 
small groups are led by an experienced instructor).  
The course comprises two modules: Module A 
(Legal Practice) and Module B (Civil Litigation and 
Professional Responsibility). 

In our PLSC , students learn practical legal skills 
in the context of the kind of legal transactions 
commonly required of a newly admitted lawyer. 
College Practice Papers are provided in the course 
fee, an invaluable asset to have to embark on a 
legal career. There is also an elective course option 
based on the type of client contemplated. 

Students can choose to undertake any online 
programme, irrespective of their location. More 

onsite options are available in Auckland and 
Wellington due to the larger enrolment numbers, 
with a lesser number being offered each year 
in Christchurch, Dunedin and Hamilton. For 
information about our courses, and course dates 
see: www.collaw.ac.nz/plsc

What’s New in 2012
There have already been a number of exciting 
developments for the College this year:

•	 In late January 2012, as part of the College’s 
2011 Annual Prize Giving, we recognised the top 
students overall and by subject for the year, 
including Ariana Stevens - a Canterbury  
College graduate, who won the top 2011 
student prize in the Elective Practice (Legal 
Practice) subject area;

•	 In terms of the way forward, this year we have 
developed more course offerings, recognising 
law graduates’ continuing need for flexibility in 
undertaking their PLSC.  
Currently, two course structures are offered. 
One is where each Module comprises 7 weeks 
online followed by an onsite held over the 
course of two weeks. The other covers the same 
course content and takes the same amount 
of time, only the onsites occur in segments, 
(“segmented onsite courses”). The latter 
minimises the potential time you would need 
to be away from work, or other commitments, 
at any one period.  

This year, in Auckland and Wellington, in 
addition to the day segmented onsite courses, 
we have introduced segmented onsite courses 
that run in the evening or weekends (every 
Saturday). This has allowed graduates who 
would not otherwise have been able to do so, 
to undertake their PLSC course with a view to 
being admitted to the Bar;

•	 Students can undertake their online PLSC 
requirements from anywhere in the world 
(and many New Zealand law graduates 
based overseas do), before returning to New 
Zealand to complete their outstanding onsite 
requirements for both modules.  However, 
in July 2012, The College, in conjunction with 
The College of Law New South Wales, ran its 
first London onsite course for New Zealand 
and Australian students at The College of Law 
England and Wales. Specific course dates, 
charges, and minimum enrolment  
numbers apply. 

Students now have a wider choice of course 
start dates, and increased flexibility by being 
able to choose modular course options to suit. 
The modules of our courses are interchangeable 
between courses, so that course timetables can be 
created to suit individual needs. This maximises 
choice as to when, where and how course 
requirements can be completed. 

Staff at the Law Ball

Sascha Mueller channelling Clark Gable at the Law Ball Richard Scragg and Ursula Cheer Stephen Todd and Tina Yee
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Scandalum

Earthquake updates …
Thankfully 2012, so far, has been a much more 
settled year than 2011. The Law School is in its 
usual premises, with some slight reshuffling, 
classes are in their usual lecture theatres and 
academic life once more resembles what it was 
BQ (or as non-Cantabrians say “Before Quakes”). 
The ramifications, however, are widespread and 
usually visible at a casual glance whether it’s the 
crack in the plaster on the opposite wall or the 
open yard where the Park Royal Hotel used to 
loom over the nearby courts.

As a result of the closure until recently of the 
Christchurch Courts building, the Law School’s 
Moot Room has been regularly used for civil 
sittings by the District Court and High Court 
judges. Less common was the sitting of the 
Coroner’s Court in May, which gave Faculty the 
chance to renew acquaintance with Coroner Sue 
Johnston and her Coronial Services Co-ordinator, 
Mark Livingstone.

Christchurch readers will likely be aware that law 
firms are beginning a gradual return to the city 
from the suburbs. Buddle Findlay, for example, 
relocated to St Asaph Street in June, about the 
same time that Wynn Williams announced their 
future occupation of Wynn Williams House to be 
erected on the corner of Montreal and Hereford 
streets (the former St Elmo Courts building site). 
The building will feature the latest earthquake 
engineering including base isolation and 
laminated timber beam construction (meaning it 
will be 180% of the new building standard!)

Comings and goings 
Congratulations to David Ruth on his 
appointment as Judge of the District Court. Judge 
Ruth graduated from Canterbury in 1973 and was 
admitted to the bar in 1974. He was a partner in 
the Christchurch firm of Brockett James for 10 
years before becoming an associate and then 
partner in Layburn Hodgins in 1998. Judge Ruth 
commenced practice as a barrister sole in 2000, 
specialising in criminal law and often acted as 
counsel appointed to represent children and 
persons under disability. He was one of the first to 
be appointed as a Youth Advocate in Christchurch. 
Judge Ruth is a former member of the New 
Zealand Law Society Criminal Law Committee, and 
a former President of the Criminal Bar Association.

Congratulations also to:

•	 Allister Davis (1985) on his election as South 
Island Vice-President of the New Zealand Law 
Society in April this year,

•	 Simon Price (1983) has been appointed 
Chairman of NZ Law Ltd. Simon, who is a 
partner in the Christchurch firm Mackintosh 
Bradley & Price, specialising in business 
acquisitions, structuring and trusts, has been a 
director on NZ Law since 2007

•	 Richard Greenaway (1988) on his appointment 
as Chief Executive Officer with Anderson Lloyd, 
Dunedin.

•	 Brian Clayton (1999) who has joined the 
partnership of Chapman Tripp in Auckland. 
Brian specialises in international construction 
law and was formerly a partner at a leading 
New York headquartered global law firm.

•	 Grant Tyrell (2001) on joining the partnership of 
Weston Ward & Lascelles, 

•	 George Forbes (1996) who has joined Rhodes & 
Co as a consultant. George previously worked 
with Clifford Chance in London, and spent six 
years with The Bank of New York Mellon where 
he was the Chief International Corporate 
Counsel and a Managing Director,

•	 Carl Rowling (1984) who has been appointed 
as a Consultant to Tompkins Wakes’ specialist 
local government team.

•	 Catherine Levermore (2003) who has returned 
to the Wellington office of Minter Ellison Rudd 
Watts as senior associate after working in the 
UK for Clifford Chance,

•	 Bronwyn Heenan (1998) on becoming Senior 
Associate with Simpson Grierson (Wellington),

•	 Rachel O’Brien (2009) on becoming a new 
Associate of Simpson Grierson (Wellington),

•	 Ben Lenihan (2004) and Julie Maslin-Caradus 
(2003) on becoming Associates with Duncan 
Cotterill. Ben and Julie are based at the 
Auckland and Nelson offices respectively,

•	 Ed Bayley (2008) and Andrew Tait (2008) on 
becoming Associates with Rhodes & Co, 

•	 Anna Chartres (2006) on her appointment as 
Associate with Lane Neave.

The Traveller’s Return …
Best wishes to Glenn Shewan (2003) who has 
rejoined Bell Gully’s Wellington) office after six 
years overseas experience, most recently with the 
London office of Linklaters.

Best wishes also to Tim Lester(2005) who has 
joined Buddle Findlay’s Christchurch office as a 
Senior Solicitor after four years working for a top 
30 FTSE100 company in the UK. 

More kudos for John Burrows 
By Stephen Todd, Professor of Law 
University of Canterbury

Late in 2011 a circular 
went round the various 
departments at the 
University of Canterbury, 
inviting staff to make 
nominations for the award 
by the University of honorary 
doctorates.

In the Law School we immediately thought that 
John Burrows would be an outstanding candidate. 
Accordingly, with the enthusiastic support of all, 
we put John’s name forward. I daresay we were 
pushing at an open door. John spent almost 
40 years teaching law at Canterbury, some of 
that time as Head of School and Dean. He also 
did a huge amount of work for the university 
as a whole, acting as pro-vice-chancellor and 
deputy vice-chancellor, chairing many university 
committees and, generally, becoming the go-to 
person when a tricky issue involving university 
administration needed resolving.

Unsurprisingly, then, Law’s nomination was 
accepted, and on April 27 2012 at the University 
graduation ceremony held at the CBS Arena John 
was awarded an honorary LLD. Unfortunately few, 
if any, of the graduates would have been taught 
by John. But they did get a taste of what they 
had missed in his thoughtful, entertaining and 
optimistic graduation address.

A full account of John’s many achievements will 
not be given here. In brief, they started back in 
1962, when John won the Gold Medal in Law and 
later was awarded a scholarship to study for a PhD 
at the London School of Economics.
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And moving rapidly to recent times, we can note 
in particular John’s appointment as a Queen’s 
Counsel (the first time for an academic lawyer), 
his election as a Fellow of the Royal Society of 
New Zealand, and his co-chairing of the newly 
established Constitutional Advisory Panel.

A particular word is needed about John’s major 
contribution to legal research and writing in 
New Zealand. He virtually pioneered the study of 
media law, both as an academic and as a practical 
discipline, and his work in analysing statute law 
has been equally significant and influential.

Two ground-breaking works — Media Law in New 
Zealand and Statute Law in New Zealand — have 
been the result. John also has written substantial 
parts of The Law of Contract in New Zealand 
and various chapters in The Law of Torts in New 
Zealand, both continuing through a number of 
editions.

And what of John’s teaching? Students benefited 
enormously from John’s expertise during his 
days as a teacher of law. His skill lay in reducing 
complex ideas and inconsistent case law to a 
coherent and logically attractive whole.

He had a remarkable ability to explain difficult 
concepts with clarity and intellectual vigour. 
Student surveys always reported excellence. The 
only criticism I can recall was that of the student 
who complained that John’s lectures made 
understanding the relevant law seem far too 
simple.

All of the above, and much else besides, establish 
why John is one of New Zealand’s most respected 
scholars in the field of law and why he is 
universally held in very high regard. This last point 
is shown very well by the festschrift in John’s 
honour arranged by the School of Law in 2008 to 
mark John’s retirement.

The organisers had no difficulty in finding a 
large number of eminent speakers who were 
prepared to deliver papers on topics dear to John’s 
heart. The conference was very well attended, 
and especially worthy of note is the fact that 
the audience included the Chief Justice and 
many other members of the judiciary, leading 
practitioners, leading academic lawyers and 
prominent journalists from around the country.

Of course, John’s retiring from the School did not 
mean that he intended to put his feet up, however 
well deserved this option might have been. 
Rather, he immediately took up a new position 
as a Commissioner at the New Zealand Law 
Commission in Wellington.

It seemed unlikely at the time that this would be 
a sinecure or that John would get much rest and 
relaxation in his new appointment, particularly 
as the Commission was headed by Sir Geoffrey 
Palmer. So for the last five years he has been hard 
at work in the field of law reform, proposing, 
evaluating and bringing to fruition various 
major projects aimed at improving and, perhaps, 
simplifying the law.

John will be returning to Christchurch once his 
term as Law Commissioner finishes at the end 
of 2012. Unfortunately he will have to build a 
new house, as his family home in Fendalton was 
severely damaged in the earthquake and was later 
demolished. But build he will. This time it may be 
that John really will retire. But the members of the 
Law School all hope that he may be enticed back 
to the Law Building on occasion. It has not been 
quite the same ever since he left.

Obituaries 
Zbigniew Maciaszek 1925 – 2012
The Law School notes with sadness the death 
earlier this year of Zbigniew Maciaszek, a graduate 
fondly remembered by his teachers, classmates 
and professional colleagues in Christchurch. 

Zbigniew’s background was hardly typical of a 
Canterbury student. Born in Poland, in September 
1925, he fought the Germans in World War II as a 
teenage member of Poland’s underground army. 
He took part in the Warsaw Uprising, and. spent 
the next three months as a prisoner of war in 
Germany, before escaping and reaching the safety 
of advancing allied troops after three weeks of 
living rough. He served the final months of the 
war with a Polish unit of the British army. His 
character was shaped by the terrible events that 
he witnessed and experienced during his teenage 
years, and these laid the basis for his lifelong 
compassion and commitment to justice. In 2003 
the Polish Government awarded him the Polish 
Medal of Honour in recognition of his wartime 
activities.

Zbigniew married his wife Trudy in 1951 and they 
emigrated to New Zealand later that year; finally 
moving to Christchurch where he took a job 
at Firestone and then managed a bread run at 
Kaiapoi. The couple bought a house in Spreydon 
where they raised their son, Peter, and in 1960, at 
the age of 35, Zbigniew started his law studies 
part-time at Canterbury University, graduating 
and gaining admission to the bar in 1968. Shortly 
afterwards he started his own firm in Christchurch 
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and was later joined by his son in 1983; he 
remained in practice until his retirement in 2003.

Zbigniew was a passionate man in respect of his 
beloved Poland, his adopted country and his legal 
practice; he cared deeply about what he saw as 
“the iniquities and mismanagement of the public 
health system.” He gave much voluntary service to 
citizens’ action groups concerned about the state 
of the health sector and to Christchurch’s Polish 
community.

In his tireless commitment to fairness, a 
fastidious attention to detail and his unrelenting 
search for justice in all that he undertook in his 
professional life, Zbigniew Maciaszek displayed 
those qualities which epitomize the lawyer at  
his best.
(Source: The Press, Christchurch)

James Robert Bruce (Bruce) Menzies  
1917 – 2011
James Robert Bruce Menzies was born in  
Mataura 15th March, 1917. He was the only son of 
John Francis (Frank) Menzies F.C.I.S. and Janet  
(nee Leggat). 

In Bruce’s very early years Frank suffered a period 
of ill health which prompted the family to try 
the farming life near Eastbourne. Bruce started 
school at Stokes Valley Primary School, travelling 
to and from school by horse and cart. While 
Bruce was still in his early primary school years 
Frank was appointed Town Clerk of Sumner, 
near Christchurch, and this was to be the home 
for the family from then on. Menzies Street in 
Sumner is named after Frank who served the 
town in that position for many years. The family 
believed that education was the way to success 
and Bruce was encouraged to concentrate almost 
exclusively on his studies. He attended Sumner 
Primary School where he excelled, winning a 
scholarship to Christ’s College. He turned this 
down however, preferring to attend Christchurch 
Boys High School where he was a prefect and dux 
of the school in his final year. He was awarded a 
University National Bursary in 1934.

The first third of his life was characterised by his 
outdoor feats. He said his “early enjoyment of 
the hills was nurtured in the hills of Eastbourne 
and boosted by seeing, over many Christmas 
holidays, bearded, pack-carrying mountaineers 
disembarking from the ‘Earnslaw’ after climbing 
trips at the head of the lake (Wakitipu)”. 

Bruce was a life member of the N.Z. Alpine Club, 
joining in 1942. He helped pioneer Craigieburn 
Ski Club and subsequently Temple Basin Ski Club 
where he skied with Oscar Coberger. He was a 
Canterbury Ski Club member until recent years. 
His love of the mountains led to the purchase of 
a bach at Arthur’s Pass where the family spent 
many happy holidays.

Bruce’s tertiary education at Canterbury 
University College was interrupted by WWII, with 
some of his studies completed before, some 
during and some after the war. Never a full time 
student, he attained his B.A. (1938), M.A. (Hons.) 
(1941), LL.B (1942) and B.Com (1949) A.R.A.N.Z. 
(1948). He was joint winner of the Butterworth 
Prize in Law, 1939 (the other recipient was Jack 
Rumbold – Rhodes Scholar). While at high school 
and university he played rugby and tennis and 
received his boxing ‘Blues’.

Bruce loved science and engineering but in 
choosing a profession he took the advice of one 
of his school masters who recommended law, 
probably because of Bruce’s disciplined and 
analytical mind. He worked for 14 years as an 
associate solicitor in the Public Trust Office and 
in 1959 established his own legal practice as a 
barrister and solicitor and was one of only a small 
number of NZ lawyers ever to take a case, the 
‘Bateman Case,’ to the Privy Council in London. He 
sold his practice in 1979.

In 1944 he married Gwenda Irene Hall, daughter 
of Mr. and Mrs. W.A. Hall, whom he met while 
stationed at the R.N.Z.A.F base at Collingwood 
and Gwenda, who was from Nelson, was working 
as a school dental nurse in Upper Takaka. They 
had three daughters of whom Bruce was very 
proud. 

In 1966 he purchased a 6000 acre hill country 
farm, Mt Virginia, where he had two houses built 
by CMC friend Stan Muirson, as was the family 
home in Christchurch. He developed the farm over 
a period of 25 years, farming operations being in 
the hands of a manager.

After retiring from the legal profession in 1979, 
Bruce worked passionately on his family history. 
Bruce’s other interests included: economics, 
politics (he was one time chairman and treasurer 
of the National Party Lyttelton electorate) and the 
history of the settlement of Otago (he was a life 
member of the Otago Early Settlers Association.) 

Bruce was a man of huge spirit, intelligence and 
humour. He died peacefully in Christchurch on 
September 8th 2011.
(Many thanks to Bruce’s family for this tribute.)

Derek Leonard Round  1935 – 2011
Derek Round graduated in law from Canterbury 
University College. While still a part-time law 
student he worked as a law clerk for Raymond 
Donnelly and Brown, assisting Alan Brown, then 
Crown Prosecutor, in the notorious 1954 Parker 
Hulme murder trial. (Very shortly afterwards, as 
Mr Brown’s behaviour became increasingly bizarre 
~ the later diagnosis was a pre-existing mental 
disorder brought to the fore by the stresses of the 
trial ~ it was Derek who was asked to apply for 
his committal under the Mental Health Act.) He 

never abandoned his fond interests in the law and 
lawyers, and only the necessity of amending Sir 
Douglas Graham’s entry delayed the publication 
before his death of a collection of biographies 
of lawyers who had turned to politics. He will be 
remembered, though, chiefly as a highly respected 
journalist and war correspondent. After an 
apprenticeship on several provincial newspapers, 
he covered the Vietnam War, and was one of the 
last journalists to leave Vietnam, being evacuated 
only a fortnight before the Viet Cong took Saigon. 
(He was taught to use a rifle in case ‘things got 
sticky’, but never had occasion to use it.) As 
the Asian correspondent for the now-defunct 
national news agency the New Zealand Press 
Association (NZPA), he reported on New Zealand’s 
first ministerial delegation to China, led by the 
Minister of Overseas Trade Joe Walding, after 
Wellington and Peking established diplomatic 
relations in 1973, and was present three years later 
when the Prime Minister, Mr Muldoon, was one of 
the last foreign leaders to call on Mao Tse Tung. He 
was bureau chief in Singapore and Hong Kong for 
Reuters, and worked for the NZPA as its political 
editor, its Fleet Street-based chief European 
correspondent (covering the wedding of the Prince 
of Wales and, on another occasion, interviewing 
Mandy Rice-Davies) and its editor. He had also 
been bureau chief for Reuters in Singapore and 
Hong Kong.

He was a courteous, well-spoken gentleman, who 
enjoyed the social side of journalism, and might, 
it was often said, have served his country well 
as a diplomat. After his death several overseas 
newspapers, not true to his own high standards 
of fairness and accuracy, suggested that he had at 
one time spied for the Russians. The truth is quite 
the opposite. He had indeed been sounded out 
by officers of the Russian Embassy in Wellington 
as to his willingness to provide information, but 
he reported these approaches to the New Zealand 
Security Intelligence Service, which suggested 
that he play along, and only pass on information 
which our own agencies wanted fed back to 
Moscow. He handed the SIS the L30 per month the 
Russians paid him, and was paid L25 by the SIS in 
return. If he was anything, he was a ‘double agent’. 
His award of the MNZM in 2010, officially ‘for 
services to journalism’, may not have been entirely 
unconnected to this other aspect of his life. 

He deserves to be remembered for the 
achievements of his life, momently obscured by 
the manner of his death, murdered in his own 
living-room at the age of seventy-seven. He 
maintained links with his wider family and with 
friends from all walks of life, and will be sadly 
missed. 

D J Round
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The 2012 Staff – Student Gerry 
Orchard Memorial Cricket Match was, 
yet again, a fine example of the staff’s 
cricketing prowess. The standard 
was incredibly high and rumours 
were rife of a Black Caps scout in the 
assorted ensemble of adoring fans. 
Despite being hopeless with the bat 
and equally pathetic with the ball 
in hand, Gallavin illustrated grit and 
determination in leading his team of 
battle-hardened staff to yet another 
victory over the students. 

Boister was reported as noting that it was like 
“taking candy from babies” and Professor Cheer 
said barely a word all day as she summoned a 
fighting spirit not seen since the ANZACS went 
over the top against the hapless Turks. The 
swath cut by the Cheer family of mother and 
daughter turned many an eye away, so brutal 
was its destruction of the spring of youth, their 
superficial vitality no match for the callousness 
of seasoned professionals. Some students ran, 
others cowered in the foetal position calling for 
their mums as Cheers - mother and daughter - 
dispatched ball after ball over mid wicket, back 
wicket, front wicket, and side wicket (you know, 
on the other side of mid wicket) boundaries. 
So merciless was the onslaught that students 
stopped drinking early in fear of a routing not 
seen since the great staff win of ’92. But there was 
little that could be done. 

The embarrassingly on-form Kilgour family, 
responsible for the Law School’s budget, and 
general Christchurch plumbing by day, was 
matched only by the seasoned long serving, yet 
only recently admitted, law practitioners, who 
happened to come begging for an opportunity to 
exercise their arthritic 20 something year old legs 
in favour of the staff team. Feeling sorry for the 
predicament of these diminutive souls, the loving 
kindness of the staff illustrated a generosity of 
spirit that had not been seen for months (in fact 
since the 2010 staff – student cricket match, pre-
earthquakes, obviously). 

“Allowing these decrepit creatures a swing of the 
bat and bowl of the ball was the least the staff 
could do on this day of good will and kindness”  
said Joseph as he allowed one of the more gangly 
Alice Cheersmith the honour of running for him. 
Not that much was required of that unfortunate 
soul, so unflinching was the eye of the ever ready 
Joseph. It was hardly his fault, he later noted, that 

there was not one ball in the 40 he faced that 
deserved the attention of his bat.   

The average pace of the staff bowlers at 149.8Kmh 
was of course much down on previous years. ‘We 
have, after all, had an earthquake or two’ chimed 
Natalie Baird as she came in on her short run of 30 
yards. She, of course, had to be gently reminded 
that the day was about participating as her 
bodyline tactics made her fellow staffers chuckle, 
but the students weep for their mummies. At 
155kmh, the staff attack was led by the medium 
pace plodding of Kulim Kilgour – the 13 year old 
staffer who by night is the little known author of 
the tome “The Tortious Liability of 1980s Cricket 
Commentators and its effect on the development 
of civil society in the West Indies” (Kingston; 
OffSpin Publications, 2004). 

All in all, the day was a game of two halves, 
both of which happened to be dominated by 
the staff. The student captain, Seamus Woods, 
was gracious in defeat, this dovetailing nicely 
with the gratuitous gloating of the staff captain 
Chris Gallavin. It will, undoubtedly take a number 
of months for the humiliation to wear off, but 
as the song goes, the young are full of fire and 
forgetfulness and they will be back for another 
beating come 2013 I’m sure.       

Chris Gallavin (gloatingly)

Gerry Orchard Memorial Cricket Match

Confirming the result

'Staff' Cricketing Eleven (spot the staff – and yes, they can't count)
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