
Quietly, the trend sees favouritism for Maori governance that insidiously eats 
away at Democracy.

https://www.1news.co.nz/2024/04/08/we-will-not-be-silenced-gisborne-council-backs-maori-wards/

Erosion of Democracy: The Incrementalist Approach
The NZ Government (central and local) is pursuing a deliberate, yet subtle, strategy of incrementally increasing 
Māori staged governance through a series of administrative, legislative and judicial actions. This approach aims 
to achieve a significant shift in power dynamics without directly confronting the public and potentially sparking 
major opposition. Stacking local council members and public service agency participants with supportive actors 
is an example of soft change to influence outcomes.
Example of the Tactics of the Incrementalist Approach:
Legislative Obfuscation: Complex legal language and poorly defined terms in Acts like MACA create am-
biguity. This allows for expansive interpretations by courts that favor Māori rights and preferred explanations 
potentially exceeding the original legislative intent.
Judicial Activism: Judges, put in position by the last Labour government, sympathetic to Māori aspirations as 
part of the wider push to accept indigenous beliefs and culture, may reinterpret laws and the Treaty in ways that 
broaden the scope of Māori rights and pave the way for greater customary governance.
Exploiting International Pressures: The Government might leverage international human rights instru-
ments like UNDRIP and other human rights covenants and conventions to justify legislative changes or judicial 
decisions that favor Māori rights, deflecting domestic criticism by portraying these moves as fulfilling interna-
tional obligations.
Divide-and-Conquer Tactics: By framing discussions around historical injustices and addressing griev-
ances, the Government diverts and deflect attention away from the long-term consequences of increased Māori 
governance on the broader population. This will potentially sow discord between Māori and non-Māori popula-
tions.
Public Disengagement: The Government may prioritise appeasing powerful Māori interest groups or avoid 
taking on complex issues that could lead to public controversy. This could result in a lack of transparency and 
public education around the implications of the changes being made.

Motivations for the Incrementalist Approach:
Addressing Historical Injustices: A seemingly genuine desire to right historical wrongs done to Māori 
people and fulfill the promises of Te Tiriti o Waitangi is the driving force followed by UNDRIP principles which 
will soon be followed by Human Rights compliance complaints by Maori and UN. Yet, historical grievances were 
investigated in the 1927 Sim Commission and full and final settlements reached.   Maori have found out that 
complaining pays big dividends.  So grievances are now contrived.
Maintaining Social Harmony: The Government believes that gradual power-sharing with Māori is essen-
tial for social stability and long-term peace with compliance with the Treaty.  Yet the Treaty does not mandate a 
partnership with Maori.  For proof read HERE
Political Expediency: Aligning with Māori aspirations (that can expand as the Treaty is now defined as a “liv-
ing document”) can be politically advantageous, garnering support from a growing Māori - Green voting bloc.

Criticisms of the Incrementalist Approach:
Erosion of Democracy: Bypassing public discourse and democratic processes to make significant changes to 
governance can be seen as undermining core democratic principles. Recent Case in Point: The Gisborne District 
Council’s unanimous vote for Māori wards, despite the government’s announcement of binding referendums on 
the issue, highlights this concern. While the council has autonomy over such decisions, it raises questions about 

https://issuu.com/esisite/docs/judge_anthony_willy_on_partnership_in_the_treaty_n?fr=xKAE9_zU1NQ


public participation in decisions that could significantly impact the balance of power.
Unintended Consequences: Unforeseen ramifications of increased customary governance on the broader 
society and economy could arise especially with the silent blending of Maori Tikanga with state law now part of 
the Law Commission’s work.
Loss of Transparency: A lack of public awareness and debate around these changes can breed suspicion and 
distrust.
The MACA Fiasco: A Trojan Horse for Tribal Control: The Marine and Coastal Area (Takutai Moana) Act 
2011 (MACA) stands as a prime example. Marketed as a remedy for past grievances, MACA has morphed into a 
mechanism for extensive Māori control of the coastline.
Broken Promises: Public assurances of limited impact have been shattered. Originally presented as affecting 
only a small portion of remote areas, MACA now threatens to engulf most, if not all, of New Zealand’s coastline 
through expansive judicial interpretations.

Weakening Democracy: The public was sidelined throughout this process. No national vote or referendum 
addressed this significant shift in property rights and societal governance.
Exploiting Loopholes: Activist judges, disregarding the Act’s intended limitations, have redefined “exclusive 
use” through the concept of “shared exclusivity,” a dubious legal invention. This defies both common sense and 
the Act’s original purpose.

Tikanga: A Convenient Cloak: The invocation of tikanga (Māori customs / religion) by courts raises concerns. 
Its flexible and subjective nature creates a system where cultural practices and legends will trump established 
legal principles and the will of the people.

Conclusion:
The Incrementalist Approach theory suggests a potential hidden agenda behind Government actions regarding 
Māori governance. It’s important to note that evidence to support this theory will be debatable with coalition 
Government attempting to push for referendum, but is possible given Luxon refusal to clearly support it and 
present Maori and UN human rights initiatives underway, 

Open discussions about the pace and nature of these changes, their potential consequences, and ensuring dem-
ocratic participation are crucial for New Zealand’s future. The Gisborne District Council’s recent move under-
scores the need for ongoing dialogue about how best to address Māori rights while upholding democratic princi-
ples.

Of the 49 goals of the government in it’s first 100 days, only 4 were related to co-governance and  stopping Mao-
rification.  That’s less than 10%. 

Of the 36 in the first quarter, only 2 are related to co-governance and Maorification. 

Conclusion? Luxon and National show no propensity for stopping co-governance.  As such, it would be fair to 
say, by not tackling the issues, sidelining them, ignoring them, viewing them as minor issues, they are keeping 
co-governance and Maorification going.  What are referendums for Maori wards? 

Requiring a referendum for Maori wards is only a token gesture, the tip of the iceberg. A  titbit.  In our view, 
such referendums should not be even necessary.  Anything that holds the possibility of threatening democracy 
ought to be outlawed.  Maori ward referendums are a threat to democracy.  If Maori want representatives on 
local council, they ought to stand candidates in local body elections, like everyone else.  No special rules for one 
cultural group.   Period. 



What would ‘expunging’ co-governance look like?  
Repeal all race-based legislation. Treat all the 160 cultures living in New Zealand equally.  The Treaty mandates 
this.
1.	 Outlaw co-governance, not just tinker with it, re-arranging the deck chairs
2.	 Abolish the Maori seats (i.e. remove racism)
3.	 Remove all provisions that require public servants to learn Te Reo (i.e. remove racism)
4.	 Remove all Te Reo from public signage.(i.e. stand against cultural re-programming)
5.	 Remove all Te Reo from public documents (i.e. stand against cultural re-programming)
6.	 Enforce payment of rates on Maori land so that they share the cost of the facilities that councils provide 		

	 for all landowners.(i.e. remove racism and apartheid)
7.	 Return to the original intent and meaning of the Treaty in Maori. (i.e. stand against Treaty 				  

misinformation)
8.	 Ensure that no ethnic group gets any sort of preferential medical treatment. 
9.	 Remove all special Treaty of Waitangi provisions from our statutes (i.e. remove racism)
10.	Ensure that no special provisions for co-governance are introduced. (i.e. stand against apartheid and 			 

racism)
11.	Repeal all existing co-governance arrangements.(i.e. remove racism and apartheid)
12.	Hold a referendum on the names of our country, islands and cities. (i.e. restore democracy)
13.	Change all government department names back to English to remove the current state of confusion.(i.e. 		

stand against cultural re-programming)
14.	Remove any form of compulsory teaching of Te Reo from schooling at all levels (i.e. stand against 			 

cultural re-programming)
15.	If the government wants to work in partnership with private sector groups or entities, and enter into 		

contracts with them, for goods and services, they must be tendered out to all the 160 cultures in New 
Zealand, not simply gifted to Maori. (i.e. stand against apartheid and racism)

16.	Launch compulsory character education in schools.  Click HERE for details.
17.	Completely re-write the new ideologically slanted history curriculum so that it tells the truth about our 

history. (i.e. stand against cultural re-programming)
18.	Write 1-18 above into a new constitution so that they can never be reversed.


