The tenth in a series of weekly email bulletins designed to inform, challenge and inspire us to consider all sides of the debates surrounding the Treaty of Waitangi, seabed and foreshore and other issues concerning and relating to Maori. 


You can find more information about this bulletin at the end of the message.

THOUGHT FOR THE WEEK: 

A few weeks ago somebody sent a passionate reply to one of my bulletins, culminating in: 

”My biggest bug though is that most protesters or spokespeople seem to be 90% Pakeha.”


Here are a couple of thoughts in response ...


1 – A good friend of mine says “To know whether a person is Maori, you must know their whakapapa, their heart and their mind – do not judge simply by the colour of their skin and hair.”


2 – If you were walking down the street and you saw half a dozen people launch a vicious, unprovoked and prolonged attack on a single victim, would you ...


a) run to the aid of the victim, regardless of the risk to yourself?

b) call for help – you don’t feel strong enough to assist on your own?

c) wait until the attack was over and then call for help?

d) just keep walking – it’s none of your business?
e) join the attackers – you don’t like the look of the victim either?

Now, would your answer differ if the person being attacked was of a different race to you?


We like to think not, but when it comes to verbal and written attacks (which can be equally, if not more damaging), many people seem to overlook the basic issues of justice and make their decisions instead based on whether those being attacked are ‘like me’. This allows them to maintain all of their stereotypes about the ‘others’ being ‘rebels’, ‘radicals’ or worse, and remain comfortable in their beliefs (often based on misinformation) that they are right, without ever having to consider alternative viewpoints or face the possibility that they may be wrong in their assumptions.


In the current attack by the Pakeha establishment on Maori, let’s think about who the options above might relate to:

a) the “90% Pakeha” spokespeople my correspondent refers to?
b) those who are unsure of the facts, but are making efforts to find out more?
c) those who are unsure of the facts, but are making no effort to find out more?
d) those who quietly agree with the views being perpetuated, but would never admit it?
e) those who are speaking out in favour of the views being perpetuated?

Where do you fit? Are you sure you feel comfortable there? Or is it time to review your position?

QUOTE OF THE WEEK:

New Zealand is a reminder of the damage that can be done when desperate politicians play the race card. 


When the descendants of black American slaves decided to sue Lloyd's of London for insuring ships involved in the trade in the 18th and 19th centuries, they argued that the passage of time should not affect the issue of reparations. "Why is it too far-fetched to say blacks should be entitled to compensation for damages and genocide committed against them?" asked their lawyer, Edward Fagan.


This remains a serious question, not just at Lloyd's headquarters, but all over the world, especially those places where Britain's empire spread its tentacles. Over how many generations can groups live with their grievances? Just as importantly, can they ever be settled? 


The country that has gone furthest towards answering these questions is New Zealand, where for the last 20 years a strong political consensus has existed to make the long and difficult attempts to meet the valid demands of Maori, who arrived hundreds of years before the first Europeans. New Zealand shows what can be done, given the will. But it also sounds a warning: that even an accepted consensus over race can be threatened by blundering politicians. 


New Zealand's progress towards reconciliation is in danger of being halted, after a speech redolent of Enoch Powell's infamous 1968 "rivers of blood" address. Don Brash, the leader of New Zealand's rightwing National party, had been languishing in the opinion polls since taking over as leader of the opposition. Facing mounting criticism and little popular support, Brash - like desperate rightwing politicians everywhere - played the race card. 


In the text of his speech, Brash declaimed "the dangerous drift towards racial separatism in New Zealand", and called attempts at reparation an entrenched "grievance industry". His claims were given a harsher sting by the immediate reaction for Brash's party: a sudden surge of popularity in the opinion polls, catapulting it into a clear lead over the governing Labour party. 


But Brash also benefited from a recent judicial ruling, concerning Maori right of access to the foreshore and seabed. In a country proud of its beautiful beaches and rich marine life, the ruling fuelled rightwing fear-mongering that Maori would somehow "own" New Zealand's seafront. In fact, the court decision was a technical one, which merely opened up an issue of customary use. But that has not stopped the issue being mischaracterised as an attack on New Zealand's way of life. 


Brash's speech and his later comments, as he attempted to make hay from the racist backlash that followed, imperilled the consensus among policy makers and community leaders over the position of the native Maori that has developed in the past generation. 


Since the 1970s, the result has been a Maori renaissance, a remarkable regeneration considering that a British colonial administrator once said his role was to "smooth the pillow of a dying race". 


The journey towards reconciliation took a big step forward after a decision by New Zealand's Labour government in 1985 to hear claims under the Treaty of Waitangi - the agreement signed by Maori leaders in 1840 that voluntarily gave up their kawanatanga, the right of governance, to the British, in return for its guarantees of Maori status and their rights to land and resources. 


In the years following 1840, many provisions of the treaty were breached in both the spirit and the observance by British settlers. It is those scores that the Waitangi tribunal is called to adjudicate upon, a process that breathed new life into Maori political engagement and gave grounds for optimism for a partnership between Maori and Pakeha - the Maori name for the white settlers which now stands for their New Zealand-born descendants. 


Any attempt at meaningful reconciliation comes at a price - in this case, what the Pakeha were willing to give up to settle past transgressions. Using the Treaty of Waitangi as a basis has seen the Maori tribal groups, the iwi, receive back large tracts of land and a financial settlement to forego their claims to fishing rights. The process has been a long and tortuous one, much criticised for its caution, but one that was at least under way, steering a path between Pakeha suspicion and the demands of more radical Maori. 


Now the status of the treaty, the tribunal and consensus that has been built up, is reeling from Brash's vote-grabbing attempt to manufacture a groundswell of protest against Maori "privileges". 


The foreshore issue has spurred the government to find a legislative solution that defines it as government property. But that has enraged some Maori, and caused several of Labour's Maori MPs to consider voting against the proposal. As a result, Brash's racism has hit on what US politicians call a "wedge issue", one driving a breach between government and its natural supporters. 


Reconciliation and compensation for claims that reach back centuries are no easy task. New Zealand's lesson for those seeking justice elsewhere is that their efforts can only succeed with determination - and that even then they remain at the mercy of jealous political agendas exploiting race. 

FROM: Beyond the Foreshore by Richard Adams – Published in The Guardian, Friday April 16, 2004
FOR THE ORIGINAL ARTICLE: http://www.guardian.co.uk/comment/story/0,3604,1193151,00.html 

MORE INFORMATION ABOUT THIS MESSAGE:

· If you find this information useful, please forward it to others (unless they ask you not to).

· For a brief biography of the author or previous issues of this bulletin, please email jette@ix.net.nz.

· To be removed from the list, please reply to the person who sent it to you (original sender  jette@ix.net.nz).

· Copies of all bulletins are posted on www.aotearoa.maori.nz (do an advanced search on author – jette). If you wish to respond or ask questions, please post them on this site, so that others can view and participate in the debate. If you would like me to respond personally, please send me a copy of the posting as well. Note that http://indymedia.org.nz has not been available – I will advise if/when it is working again.
