Hi everyone, and thanks for all your positive comments - I've even had a few emails from people I don't know asking to join the list. If you are not sure who I am or why I am sending you this, please reply to my address above and I'll send you a little background on myself.
 

As before, the purpose of my bulletins is to inform, challenge and inspire as many people as possible to a rational consideration of the many confusing issues surrounding the Treaty of Waitangi and Maori-Pakeha relationships. Please feel free to forward this message on to as many people as you like (but only if they are happy to receive them). If on the other hand, you do not wish to receive these emails, please reply to this message and I will remove your name from my list with no hard feelings.
 

OK - On with the show ...
THOUGHTS FOR THE WEEK: 
 

Didn't Don Brash seem like a mild, reasonable chap in this weekend's Herald article (Why I Played the Race Card)? Like one of my correspondents, I could hardly find anything to disagree with in the whole article. I guess now he has opened the can, he can quietly leave it to the worms to do his work. 
 

If it wasn't such an important issue for all New Zealanders, some of the comments in the "What's Eating Pakeha?" feature in the same issue of the Herald would be downright hilarious - the prime example being "The Treaty of Waitangi is a piece of paper written over 100 years ago. How can it still be valid?" (I guess that person hasn't checked the title deed of his farm recently, let alone heard of the Magna Carta ...)
 

Interesting though, how after the big uproar about National's stated intention to do away with any policies or government-funded initiatives that gave 'special treatment' to Maori, their mates at the Herald struggled to find any examples that actually met this criteria. My personal suspicion is that National and Don Brash couldn't care less about the paltry amount of government money that is spent on efforts to 'bring Maori up' - their real objective is to get into government so they can make it easy for the investors who support them to gain control of New Zealand's remaining assets (including land) and Maori just happen to be an annoying little obstacle which might hinder this process.
 

I will be very interested to see this weekend's Herald, which promises "a comprehensive survey of the issues from the Maori perspective."
 

QUOTE OF THE WEEK:
 

"WHY CAN’T WE JUST GET ON WITH LIVING LIKE ONE PEOPLE? 

We began as two peoples, agreeing to share one country for our mutual benefit. Since then, the Treaty has been broken by one party, the party which subsequently became more numerous and more powerful. The name of 'One New Zealand' belongs to that group. The country was already known to its previous inhabitants by a number of other names, of which Aotearoa would seem to be the most commonly used today.
New Zealand will become unified when the cultures of the two parties who signed the Treaty, Maori and the Crown, have equal status and power.

Many of the calls for us to be one people, or for us to all be New Zealanders need to be challenged. What makes a New Zealander? Is it a person who only speaks English, operates only along Pakeha cultural lines, and does not value or allow recognition in REAL terms (not just tokenism) of Maori cultural development? 

Many of the people talking about us all being New Zealanders would find themselves in this position. On the other hand, many Maori people operate in both worlds, speaking both Maori and English, and respecting the place of other cultures."

 

From: Treaty of Waitangi Questions and Answers
 
FOR THE WHOLE ARTICLE: http://aotearoa.wellington.net.nz/back/project.htm
