of Kapiti and a regular opinion

. contributor to this newspaper,
wrote an opinion article under the

headmg “ACT’s Treaty referendum: a bad

idea, and even worse timing”.

In the article, he noted that former
prime minister John Key had ruled out
the idea of scrapping Maori electorates,
even though it had long been National
Party policy to do so, on the grounds that
doing so “would be an incredibly divisive
thing to do to New Zealand and New
Zealanders”.

Then Gurunathan noted that, “Green
Party leader James Shaw warned there
could be wide-scale disruption leading to
violence if ACT’s Seymour is successful in
getting National’s Christopher Luxon to
agree to his referendum on the Treaty”.
Te Pati Maori president John Tamihere
added that if Maori were backed into a
corner it would spark a civil disobedience
movement that would shut down the
country’s major cities.”

What on Earth has David Seymour
proposed to prompt such strong

reactions? He has simply drawn attention .

to the fact that there is a huge amount
of confusion about what the Treaty of
Waitangi actualIy prov1ded thh an ‘j 5

AL

on the Treaty

increasing tendency for governments to
interpret it and its so-called “principles”
as conferring different political rights on
those New Zealanders who chance to have
a Maori ancestor than on those who don’t.

Much legislation in recent decades
refers to the “principles of the Treaty”,
but Parliament has never tried to define
those principles. The result has been
that the courts have felt free to interpret
those principles as they have felt
inclined, suggesting in particular that the
Treaty established something “akin to a
partnership”, even though neither the
word “partnership” nor any synonym for
“partnership” appears in any of the three
short articles of the Treaty.

So David Seymour has suggested that
Parliament should debate what the Treaty
means and, having had that debate, should
ask the country to confirm the meaning by
means of a referendum.

In a statement issued ahead of the
election explaining why ACT wants a
referendum on the meaning of the Treaty,
he commented: “All of the good political
movements of the past 400 years have
been about ending discrimination on the
basis of race, religion, sex and sexuality to
treat each person with the same dignity.
We are the first country in history that’s
achieved equal rights and has division as
its official policy. It’s nuts.”

The Treaty Principles Act would define
the principles of the Treaty as:

1 All citizens of New Zealand have the
same polmcal rlghts and duues :

i

2. All political authority comes from the
people by democratic means including
universal suffrage, regular and free
elections with a secret ballot.

3. New Zealand is a multi-ethnic liberal
democracy where discrimination based on
ethnicity is illegal.

It would require that these principles
prevail over any contradictory enactment
by Parliament, or finding on the matter of
Treaty principles by the courts.

I find it hard to see any rational reason
for opposing such a referendum. Surely
not the threat of civil disobedience by
those who feel that that interpretation of
the Treaty of Waitangi threatens their own
self-interest?

Of course, there is nothing about such
a referendum which would reverse or put
an end to claims against the Crown for
historical abuse, and nor should it.

But if such a referendum were passed it
would end once and for all the nonsense
that those who chance to have some
Maori ancestry have some preferential
right to anything.

ogically, there would be no basis

for Maori electorates — which were

established for just five years in 1867,

wand which the Royal Commission

on the Electoral System said in 1986

should be scrapped if we adopted MMP —

no basis for separate Maori wards in local

government, no basis for a separate Maon :

health authonty, and {0 on. e
Might this Iead to the sudden } LI L

disappearance of Maori from positions of
power and influence? Of course not.
We don’t know the final shape of the

new Parliament as I write but it is only a
couple of years ago that the leader and
deputy leader of the National Party were
Maori, as were the deputy leader of the
Labour Party, the leader and deputy leader

of New Zealand First, the co-leader of
the Greens and the leader of ACT, with
only one of those seven people being
dependent on a Maori electorate to get
into Parliament.

To imply that without Maori electorates
Maori would be deprived of a voice in
Parliament is condescending nonsense.

I hope that John Tamihere, who was
himself a minister in a Labour government
some years ago, would not do anything

to encourage civil disobedience —

indeed,

would do everything in his power to
encourage obedience to the law — if David
Seymour’s referendum were to go ahead.
But the longer New Zealanders go
on pandering to the radicals who are
demanding superior rights based on
ethnicity, the more difficult it will be to
put the country back onto a democratic
path. As negotiations to form the next
government get under way in earnest,
let’'s hope that a referendum to define
our political rights beyond any shadow of
doubt is firmly on the agenda.



ACT leader
hits back at

—

criticism of
Trgg/tbill

ACT Party leader David Seymour has hit
out over a leaked Justice Ministry docu-
ment about the proposed Treaty Principles
Bill, saying it’s both at-odds with the spirit
of the Treaty of Waitangi, and its text.

He has claimed the public service is
“knee deep” in a “twisted” interpretation of
the document.

A leaked Ministry of Justice document,
first reported on INews and also shared
on social media by Te Pati Maori co-leader
Rawiri Waititi, raises fundamental prob-
lems with the bill — an ACT Party policy in
its coalition agreement with National.

Its author wrote: “I expect the bill may
be highly contentious. This is due to both
the fundamental constitutional nature of
the subject matter and the lack of consul-
tation with the public on the policy devel-
opment prior to Select Committee.

“The bill will also change the nature of
the principles from reflecting a relation-
ship akin to a partnership between the
Crown and Maori to reflecting the rela-
tionship the Crown has with all citizens
of New Zealand. This is not supported by
either the spirit of the Treaty or the text of
the Treaty.”

But Seymour said the meaning of the
document has been “twisted to give differ-
ent groups of people different rights™.

“New Zealanders were never consulted
on this. We're proposing a proper public
debate on what the principles of the treaty
actually mean, in the context of a modern
multi-ethnic society with a place in it for
all,” he said in a statement.

He also hit out at the public service.

“The public service has been knee deep
in this interpretation so it’s not surprising
its advice mirrors this. New Zealanders
want a respectful debate on the constitu-
tional future of our country and that’s what

ACT Party leader David Seymour has hitout at
the public service. DAVID UNWIN/STUFF

they’ve voted for.”

Race relations have long been a fraught
political issue. Prime Minister Christopher
Luxon, during last year’s election cam-
paign, said he did not support a referen-
dum on the Treaty, which ACT had pro-
posed. He said such a referendum would
be divisive. He has also poured cold water
on the Bill, saying National would only
support it to select committee stage. It |
needs support from more than 50% of Par-
liament to come into law.

Justice Minister Paul Goldsmith reiterat-
ed that promise yesterday. Goldsmith, in
a statement, said it was a draft document
that Cabinet hasn’t seen or considered.
“The coalition agreement is clear that the
Government will support the Bill on Trea-
ty Principles to first reading. Christopher
Luxon has been clear that National has no
intention to support it beyond that.”

Te Pati Maori has released one screen-
shot of the document. Waititi wrote that
the document showed the Government’s
“intentions to erase the Te Tiriti of Waitan-
gi”.

“ et this be fuel to your fire! See you Sat-
urday!” he wrote.

Kingi Tuheitia Potatau Te Wherowhero
VII in December invited Maori to the hui at
Turangawaewae Marae in Ngaruawahia in
the Waikato. “It will also serve as an oOppor-
tunity for us to assert our mana motuhake,
as we make decisions for our future,” he

wrote.






