
of don1ination, struggle and en1ancipation. She uses a dual fra1ne\vork - the 

11•hakap11j)(1 of lvlaori k.110,vledge and European cpiste1nology - to interpret 

and capture the \Vorld of-reality fot a n10111cnt in ti1nc. 'l'hus the search for 

truth in co1nplex hun1an relations is a never-ending <1uest.' HANGINUI 

\Vi\LKER, FURbfERLY PROFESSOR OF blAORI STUDIES DEPi\RTf\fENT AND PllO­

VlCE CHANCELLOR, UNlVERSl1Y OF AUCl<J.AND. 

~Y/c have needed this book. J\cade1nic research facilitates diverse fonns of 

econo1nic and cultural hnpcrialis1n by shaping and legitbnating policies \vhich 

entrench existing unjust po\ver relations. Linda 1'uhhvai S111ith's po\verful 

critique of do1ninant research n1ethodologies is eloquent, infonned and 

ti1nely. l-Icr distinctive proposals for an indigenous research agenda are 

especially valuable. Decolonization, she re1nin<ls us, cannot be litnited to 

deconstructing the <lo1ninant story and revealing underlying texts, for none 

of that helps people hnprove their current conditions or prevents the1n fro1n 

dying. '11iis careful articulation of a range of research 1nethodologies is vital, 

\VClcon1e and full of pro1nise.' LAURIE ANNE \X/lllTl', PROFESSOR OF PlllLOSOPHY, 

M1CHIGAN TECHNOLOGICAL UNIVRRS1TY. 

'1\ brilliant, evocative and tin1ely book about an issue that serves to both 

define and create indigenous realities. In recent years, indigenous people, 

often lc<l by the en1erging culturally affinnecl anJ positioned indigenous 

scholars, have intensified the struggle to break free fro1n the chains of 

colonialistn and its oppressive legacy. In \Vrit.ing this book, Linda 'fuhhvai 

Stnith 1nakes a po\verful and in1passione<l contribution to tliis struggle. No 

budding researcher should be allo\ved to leave the acadetny \Vithout reading 

this book and no teacher should teach \Vithout it at their side.' DOB itORGAN, 

{)JRECTOR, JUitBUNNA CAISER, CENTRE FOR ABORIGINAL AND TORHES STRAIT 

ISLANDERS, UNIVERSITY OF TECI INOLOGY, SYDNEY. 
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CHAPTER I 

I1nperialis111, History, 
Writing and Theory 

1be 111as!cr's tools 111ill 11ever dis111a11t/e the 111asler's house. 

Audre I.orde1 

11nperialis1n fratnes the indigenous experience. It is part of our story, 
our version of 1nodernity. \~riting about our experiences under itnperial­
istn and its tnorc specific expression of colonialis111 has bccotne a 
significant project of the indigenous \vorld. In a litcraty sense this has 
been defined by \vriters like Sahnan Ilushdie, Ngugi \Va Thiong'o and 
inany others \vhosc literary origins arc grounded in the landscapes, 
languages, cultures and itnaginalivc \vorl<ls of peoples and nations \Vhose 
O\Vn histories \Vere interrupted and radically rcfonnulatcd by European 
i1nperialis1n. \'\lhile the project of creating this literature is itnportant, 
\Vhat indigenous activists \vould argue is that itnperialis111 cannot be 
struggled over only at the level of text and literature. ln1pedalisn1 still 
hurts, still destroys and is reforntlng itself constantly. Indigenous peoples 
as an international group have had to challenge, understand and have a 
shared language for talking about the histo1y, the sociology, the psychol­
ogy and tl1e politics of itnperialisn1 and colonialis1n as an epic story 
telling of huge devastation, painful struggle and persistent sur\7ival. \Y/e 
have beco1ne quite good at talking that kind of talk, n1ost often atnongst 
ourselves, for ourselves and to ourselves. 'The talk' about the colonial 
past is en1beddcd in our political discourses, our hutnour, poetry, n1usic, 
story telling and ot11er conunon sense \vays of passing on both a narra­
tive of ltistory and an attitude abdut history. The lived experiences of 
hnpcrialistn and colonialistn contribute another dilnension to the \vays 
in \vhich tcrtns like 'in1perialis111' can be understood. This is a clitncn­
sion that indigenous peoples ki10\v an<l understand \Veil. 

In this chapter the intention is to discuss and contextualise fotlr 
concepts \Vhich are often present (though not necessarily clearly visible) 
in the \vays in \vhich t11e ideas of indigenous peoples arc articulated; 
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ii11perialis111, history, \vriting, and lhcory. These tenns n1ay sccn1 to n1ake 
up a strange select.ion> particularly as there arc n1orc obvious concepts 
such as sclf-dctcnninalion or sovereignty \vhich arc used conuno1ily in 
inWgenous discourses. I have selcctc<l these \Vords because frotn an 
indigenous perspective they arc problctnatic. They arc \Vor<ls \vhich tend 
to provoke a \Vholc array of feelings, attitudes and values. '!'hey are 
\vords of c1notiun \vhich dra\V attention to the thousands of \vays in 
\vhich indigenous languages, kno\vlc<lges and cultures have been silenced 
or 1nisrcprcsentc<l, ddiculccl or condctnned in acadctnic and popular 
discourses. 'fhcy arc also \vords ,,,Illch are used in particular sorts of 
\vays or avoided altogether. In thinking about kno\vlcdge and research, 
ho\vcver, these arc iinportant tenns \vhich underpin the practices and 
styles of research \Vith indigenous peoples. Decolonization is a process 
\vhich engages \Vith itnperialistn and colonialistn at tnultiple levels. Por 
researchers, one of those levels is concerned \Vith having a tnore critical 
understanding of the underlying assutnptions, 1notivations and values 
\vhich infonn research practices. 

I1npcrialisn1 

~!'here is one particular figure \vhose na1ne loon1s large, and \vhose 
spectre lingers, in indigenous discussions of encounters \vith the \Vest: 
Christopher Colu1nbus. It is not si1nply that Colu1nbus is identified as 
the one \vho started it all, but rather that he has con1e to represent a 
huge icgacy of suffering and destruction. Cohunbus 'natncs, that legacy 
1norc than any other individuaJ.2 I-le sets its tnodeni tin1e fnune (500 
years) and defines the outer liniits of that legacy, that js, total desu·uction.3 

But there are other significant figures \vho sy1nbolize and fratnc 
indigenous experiences jn other places. In the in1perial literature these 
are the 'heroes', the discoverers and a<lventurers, the 'fathers' of 
colonialisn1. In the indigenous literature these figures arc not so a<ln1irc<l; 
their deeds are definitely not the dec<ls of \vonderful discoverers and 
conquering heroes. In the South Pacific, for cxa1nple it is the British 
explorer Jan1es Cook, \vhose expeditions had a vcty clear scientific 
purpose and \vhose first encounters \Vith indigenous peoples \vere 
fastidiously recorded. 1-la\vai'ian acaden-Uc 1-launani l(ay 'l'rask's list of 
\Vhat c:ook brought to the Pacific includes: 'capitalistn, \\lestcru political 
ideas (such as predatory in<lividualistn) and Christianity. :t\'lost destructive 
of all he brought diseases that ravaged 111y people until \Ve \vcrc but a 
ren1nant of \Vhat \VC had been on contact \Vith his pestilent cre\v.''1 The 
French arc re111cn1bcred by 'fas1na1iian l\bodgine- Greg Lehtnan, 'not 
[for] the intellectual hubbub of an e111erging anthrologic or even \Vith 
the S\\iish of their travel-\vcary frocks. It is \vith an arrogant death that 
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they presaged their appearance .... ' 5 Por tnany eo1nn1unities there \Vere 
\Vavcs Of different sorts of l2uropcans; Dutch, Portuguese, British, 
French, \vhoever had political ascendancy over a region. 1\nd, in each 
place, after figures such as Colu1nbus and Cook had long departed, there 
c:une a vast array of niilitary personnel, itnperial ad1ninistrators, priests, 
explorers, 111issionarics, colonial officials, artists, entrepreneurs and 
settlers, \vho cut a devastating S\vathe, and left a pennancnt \Vound, on 
the societies and co1111nu1llties \Vho occupied the lands nan1cd and 
clai1ned under i1nperialis111. 

'J'hc concepts of i1nperialis1n and colonialis1n arc crucial ones \Vhich 
are use<l across a range of disciplines, often \Vith 1neanings \vhich arc 
taken for granted. 'fhe hvo tenns 'Jre interconnected and \vhat is 
generally agreed upon js that colotiialistn is but one expression of 
i1nperialis1n. In1pcrialis1n tends to be used in at least four different \vays 
\vhen describing the fonn of European hnpedalistn \vhich 'started' in 
the fifteenth century: (1) i1nperjaJis111 as econotnic expansion; (2) 
itnpcrialis111 as the subjugation of 'others'; (3) i1nperialisn1 as an idea or 
spirit \vith tnany fonns of realization; and (4) in1perialis1n as a discursive 
field of kno\vledge. These usages do not necessarily contradict each 
other; rather, they need to be seen as analyses \vhich focus on different 
layers of itnpcdalis1;1. I1iitially the tenn \Vas used by historians to explain 
a series of dcveloptnents leading to the cconon1ic expansion of Europe. 
l1npcrialis1n in this sense could be tied to a chronology of events related 
to ~discovery,, conquest, exploitation, distribution and appropriation. 

Econoniic explanations of in1pcrialisn1 \vere first advanced by English 
historian J. J\. Hobson in 1902 "nd by Lenin in 1917.6 Hobson saw 
in1perialisn1 as being an intcgtal part of Europe's econotnic expansion. 
I-le atujbuted the later stages of nineteenth-century i1nperialis111 to the 
inability of Europeans to purchase what \Vas being produced and the 
need for Europe's industrialists to shift their capital to llC\V 111arkets 
\vliich \Vere secure. Itnpcrialistn \Vas the systcn1 of control wliich secured 
the n1arkets and capital it1vest1ncnts. Colonlalis1n facilitated this expan­
sion by ensuring that there \Vas European control, \Vhich necessarily 
incant securing and subjugating the h1digenous populations. I ... ikc 
I-Jobson, Lenin \Vas concerned \vith the \Vays in \vhich econoniic 
expansion \Vas linked to i1nperialis1n, although he argued that the export 
of capital to ne\v 1narkcts \vas an attetnpt to rescue capitalisn1 because 
Europe's \vorkcrs could not afford \vhat \Vas being produced. 

J\ second use of the concept of in1perialis1n focuses n1ore upon the 
exploitation and subjugation of indigenous peoples. l\lthough cconon1ic 
explanations tnight account for \vhy people like Colutnbus \Vere funded 
to explore and cliscover llC\V sources of \Vealth, they <lo not account for 
the devastating itnpact on the it1digenous peoples \Vhose lands \Vere 
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invaded. B}' the tiinc contact \Vas tnadc in the South Pacific, Europeans, 
and tnorc particularly the British, ha<l learned fro1n their previous 
encounters \Vith incUgenous peoples an<l ha<l developed tnuch 111orc 
sophisticated 'rules of practice'. 7 \X'hile these practices ultitnatcly lead to 
fonns of subjugi1tion, they also lea<l to subtle nuances \vhich give an 
unevenness to the story of i1nperialis111, even \vithin the story of one 
indigenous society. \'\lhilc in Nc\v Zealand all 1\-Iaori tribes, for cxa111plc, 
lost the tnajorhy of their lands, not all tribes had their lands confiscated, 
\Vere invaded tnilitadly or \vcre declared to be in rebellion. Sinillarly, 
\vhilc tnany indigenous nations signed treaties, other indigenous 
coininunit.ies have no treaties .. Furthcnnore, legislated ident.ities \Vhich 
regulated \vho \vas an Indian and \Vho \Vas not, \vho \vas a 111etis, \vho 
had lost all status as an indigenous person, \Vho had the correct fraction 
of blood quantutn, \Vho lived in the regulated spaces of rcscr\•es and 
co1111nunities, \\•ere all \vorked out arbitrarily (but systen1atically), to 
ser\•e the interests of the colo11izing society. 'l'he specificities of 
itnpcrialisn1 help to explain the <lifferent \Vays in \vhich indigenous 
peoples have struggled to recover histories, lands, languages and basic 
hu1nan dignity. The \vay arguincnts are fra1ned, the \Vay dissent is 
controlled, the \Vay sett.le1nents are n1ade, \Vhile certainly dra\ving fro111 
huernalional precedents, are also situated \vithin a n1orc loeaJized 
discursive field. 

J\ third n1ajor use of the tenn is 1nuch broader. It links itnpedalistn 
to the spirit \Vhich characterized Europe's global activities. ~Iacl(enzie 
defines iinpcrialistn as being '1nore than a set of econoniic, political and 
tuilitaqr phcnotnena. It is also a con1plex ideology \vhich had \Vidcspread 
cultural, intellectual and technical expressions'.8 'fills vie\v of i1nperialis1n 
locates it \vithin the Enlighte111nent spidt \vhich signalled the trans­
fonna1jon of econo1nic, polit.ical and cultural life in Europe. In this \vider 
Enlighten1nent context, i1nperialis1n becotnes an integral part of the 
developtnent of the 1nodern state, of science, of ideas and of the 
'1nodern' hutnan person. In con1plex \vays i1nperialis111 \vas also a 1no<le 
through \vhich the ne\v states of l~urope could expan<l their econontles, 
through \Vhich ne\v ideas and discoveries could be tnade and harnessed, 
and through \vhich Europeans could <levelop their sense of European­
ness. 1'he itnpcrial itnagination enabled European nations to itnagine the 
possibility that ne\v \vorlds, ne\v \vealth and ne\v possessions existed that 
could be discovered and conu·ollcd. 'fliis i1nagination \Vas reaLized 
through the pro1not.ion of science, econo1nic expansion an<l political 
practice. 

l'hese three interpretations of j1nperialis1n have reflected a vie\V front 
the in1perial centre of Europe. ln contrast, a fourth use of the tenn has 
been generated by \Vriters \vhose understandings of in1perialis1n and 
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colonialisn1 have been based either on their n1e1nbership of and 
experience \vitliin colonized societies, or on their interest in under­
standing ilnperialis1n fro1n the perspective of local contexts. J\lthough 
these vie\VS of i1npcrialis1n take into account the other fonns of analysis, 
there are son1e in1portant distinctions. 1'herc is, for cxa1nplc, a greater 
an<l 1nore iin1nediatc nCe<l to understand the cotnplex \Vays in \Vhich 
people \Vere brought \vithin the iinperial syste1n, because its itnpact is 
still being felt, despite the apparent independence gained by fortner 
colonial territories. The reach of i1nperh1lis1n into 'our heads' chaUcnges 
those \vho belong to colonized con11nunities to understand ho\V this 
occurred, partly because \Ve perceive a _need to decolonize our 1ninds, 
to recover ourselves, to clai1n a space in \vhich to develop a sense of 
authentic lnunanity. Tltls analysis of in1perialis1n has been referred to 
1nore recently in tenns such as 'post-colonial discourse', the 'c1npire 
\Vrites back' and/ or \vdting frotn the n1argins'. There is a 1norc political 
bo<ly of \Vtiting, ho\vever, \vhich extends to the revolutionary, anti­
colunial \Vork of various activists (only so1nc of \vhon1, such as Prantz 
!_,'anon, actually \vrote their ideas do\vn) that dra\VS also upon the \York 
of black and J\frican J\1nerican \Vtiters and other 1ninority \Vtitcrs \vhose 
\vork 111ay have c1nergcd out of a concern for hu1nan anJ civil rights, 
the rights of \Vo111en and other fonns of oppression. 

Colonialis1n becatnc i1nperialisn11s outpost, the fort and the port of 
i1nperial outreach. \'{llillst colonies 1nay have started as a n1eans to secure 
ports, access to ra\v n1aterials anJ efficient transfer of con11nodities fro1n 
point of origin to the i1nperial centre, they also served other functions. 
It \Vas not just indigenous populations \vho had to be subjugated. 
Europeans also needed to be kept under control, in service to the greater 
i1nperial enterprise. Colonial outposts \Vere also cultural sites \Vhich 
preserved an i1nage or represented an in1age of \Vhat the \"'{lest or 
'civilization' stood for. Colonies \Vere not exact replicas of the i1uperial 
centre, culturally, econontlcally or politically. Europeans resident in the 
colonies \Vere not culturally ho111ogeneous, so there \Vere struggles 
\vithin the colo1tlzing cun1n1unity about its O\Vtl identity. \\/ealth and 
class status created very po\verfuJ settler interests \vltlch ca1nc to 
do1ninate the politics of a colony. Colonialistn \vas, in part, an i1nage of 
itnperialistn, ~l particular realization of the itnperial iinagination. It \Vas 
also, in part, an itnage of the future nation it \Vould beco1ne. In this 
iinage lie itnages of the Other, stark contrasts an<l subtle nuances, of the 
\vays in \Vhich the indigenous conuntutlties \Vere perceived and dealt 
\Vith, \vhich 1nake the stories of coloniatis1n part of a grander narrative 
and yet part also of a very local, very specific experience. 

1\ constant re\vorking of our understandings of the i1npact of 
i1nperialis1n and colonialis1n is an itnportant aspect of ind_jgcnous cultural 
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politics and fonns the basis of an indigenous language or critique. \~lithin 
this. critk~ue thcr~ !iave been l\vo n1ajor strands. One dra\vs upon a 
nouon ol authcnttclly, of a thne before colonization in \Vhich \Ve \Vere 
inlact as indigenous peoples. \'\'e had absolute authority over our lives; 
\Ve \Vere born into an<l Lived in a universe \vhich \Vas endrclv of our 
~1.1aking. \'\1c did not _ask, need or \Vant to be 'discovered' by-Europe. 
I he second strand of the language of critique de111ands that \Ve have an 
ana!ysi.s of ho\V \Ve \vcre colonized, of \Vhat that has n1eant in tenns of 
our in1111ediate past and \Vhat it n1eans for our present and future. 'fhe 
t\~'O strand~ intersect l~ut \vhat is particularly significant in indigenous 
discourses ts that soluuons arc posed frotn a co1nbination of the ti1ne 
before, _tolo~1ized li111e, an<l the tin1e before that, j1re-tolouized tli11e. 
l)ecolon1zauon encapsulates both sets of ideas. 

. There arc, ho\vcver, ne\v challenges to the \vay indigenous peoples 
think. and talk about hnpcrialistn. \\?hen the \\'Ord globalization is 
substituted for the \Vord i1npcrialis111, or \Vhen the prefix 'post' is 
~Uachc.d to co!onial, \Ve arc no longer talking si111ply about historical 
lonnauons \vluch arc still lingering in our consciousness. Globalization 
and conceptions of a ne\v \\'odd order represent different sorts of 
challenges for indigenous peoples. \'\fhilc being on the 1nargins of the 
\vorl<l has had dire consequences, being incorporated \Vithin the \vorld's 
n1~1rkctplacc has dif~crent i1111~Iic.alions and in turn requires the 1nounting 
ot ne\\1 fonns of resistance. Suntlarly, post-colonial discussions have also 
sti.rred. ~on1c indigenous resistance, not . so n1uch to the literary 
re11nag111111g of culture as being centred in \vhat \Vere once conceived of 
as the colonial n1argins, but to the idea that colonialis1n is over, finished 
,business. l'his is best articulated by 1\borigine activist Bobbi Sykes, \Vho 
,asked at an acadetnic conference on post-colonialis111, '\\!hat? Post­
t:olonialisn1? I-lave. they lefL?' 'fhcrc is also, a1nongst jn<ligenous 
aca<le111ics, the sneaking suspicion that the fashion of post-colonialisn1 
has ~cc<:'n1c a strategy f~r reinscribing or reauthorizing the privileges of 
non-111J1genous aca<lenucs because the field of 'post-colonial' discourse 
has been defined i.11 \vays \vhich can still leave out in<ligenous peoples, 
our \vays of k110\v1ng and our current concerns. 

llcscarch \vithin late-1nodern and late-colonial conditions continues 
rele·n~cs~!y and brings \Vith it a nc\v \Vave of exploration, discovery, 
explottauon an<l appropriation. llescarchers enter con1111u1iitics arn1ed 
\Vith goochvill in their front pockets and patents in their back pockets, 
they bi ing n1cdicinc into villages an<l extract blood for genetic analysis. 
No !natter ho\\' appalling their behaviours, ho\v insensitive and offensive 
~hci.r personal actions n1ay be, their acts and intentions are ahvays 
1ust1ficd as being for the 'good of 111ankin<l'. Research of tliis nature 011 

in<ligenous peoples is still justified by the ends rather than the n1eans, 
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particularly if the indigenous peoples concerned can still be positioned 
as ignorant and undeveloped (savages). C)thcr researchers gather 
traditional herbal and n1edicinal rc1nc<lies and rctnove thctn for analysis 
in laboratories around the \Vorld. Still others collect the intangibles: the 
belief systen1s and ideas about healing, about the uiiivcrse, about 
relationshjps and \vays of organizing, and the practices and rituals \vhich 
go alongside such beliefs, such as s\veat lodges, n1assage techniques, 
chanting, hanging ctystals and \vcaring certain colours. 'fhe global hunt 
for ne\v kno\vledgcs, nc\v tnaterials, nc\v cures, supporte<l by inter­
national agree111ents such as the General 1\grectncnt on Tariffs and 
'1'rade (G1\ TI) brings ne\v threats to indigenous co1111nunities. 'fhc ethics 
of research, the \vays in \vh.ich in<ligcnous co1111nunities can protect 
thc1nsclves and their kno\vlcdgcs, the understandings required not just 
of state legislation but of international agree1nents - these arc the topics 
no\V on the agenda of 111any indigenous tncctings. 

On Being Hutnan 

lbe jtuul!J• o.l i111a,g1i1r1tio11 is 110! slrongfy de/!eloped a111011g tha11, 1dtho11gh th~y 
J1en11illed it lo r1111 wild i11 believing absurd s11pcrslilio11s. 

(1\. S. 'rhotnpson, 1859)9 

One of the supposed characteristics of prin1itjve peoples \vas that \Ve 
could not use our 1ninds or intellects. \\fe could not invent things, \VC 

could n~t create institutions or history, \Ve could not itnaginc, \Ve could 
not produce anything of value, \Ve did not kno\v ho\v to use land and 
other resources frotn the natural \vorld, \Ve <lid not practice the 'arts' of 
civilization. By lacking such virtues \\IC disqualified ourselves, not just 
fro1n civilization but frotn hurnanjty itself. In other \Vords \Ve \Vere not 
'fuUy hun1an'; son1e of us \Vere not even considered partially hun1an. 
Ideas about \Vhat counted as hu111an in association \vith the po\vcr to 
define people as hutnan or not lnunan \Vere already cnco<lc<l in itnperial 
an<l colonial discourses prior to the pcrio<l of in1pcrialisn1 covered here.w 
11nperialis1n provided the 1neans through \vhich concepts of \Vhat counts 
as hun1an could be applied systctnatically as fonns of classification, for 
cxainple through hierarchies of race and typologies of different societies. 
In conjunction \vith hnperial po\ver and \Vith 'science', these classifica­
cion systetns catne to shape relations bet\vcen in1perial po\vers and 
indigenous societies. 

Said has argued that the 'oriental' \Vas partially a creation of the \'\fest, 
based on a co1nbination of hnagcs fonnc<l through scholarly ar{d 
itnaginative \vorks. Panon argued earlier that the colonized \vere brought 
into existence by the settler and the t\vo, settler and colonized, are 
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tnutual constructions of colonialisn1. In I~'anon's \vorc..ls \ve kno\v each 
ti . II' II ·1·1 1· o 1c1 \Ve . . 1c '.uropean po,vcrs had by the nineteenth century 

already estabhshcd systc1ns of rule and fonns of social relations \vhich 
gov~rnc<l interaction \Vith the indigenous peoples being colonized. 'fhesc 
rclat.u~ns \Vere gendered, hierarchical and supported by rules, son1c 
explicit a1~d oth~rs 1nasl~cd ~r. hidden_. 'l'hc principle of 'hu1nan..ity' \Vas 

one .'vay .111 .'vluch the uupltctt or lu<lclen rules could be shaped. Tu 
consider 1.ndtgcnous pcop.lcs as not fully hun1an, or not hun1an at all, 
cnablec.I <l1~tance to be 1na1ntaincd and justified various policies of either 
cxtcn11111auon or do1nestication. Sotne indigenous peoples ('not luunan'), 
\Vere hunted and ki~cd like verniin, others ('partially huinan'), \vere 
rounde<l up and put 111 reserves like creatures to be broken jn, branded 
anJ put lo \vork. 

'The struggle to assert and clai111 hu1nanity has been a consistent 
thread of anti-colonial discourses on colo1iialis111 and oppression. 1'his 
struggle for lnunanity has generally been fra1ned \vithin the \Vider 
dis.course of ln11nanis111, the appeal to hu1nan 'rights', the notion of a 
u1~versal hu111an. subject, and the connections bel\VCen being htunan and 
bc1ng.capahle ot. creating history, luto\vle<lge and society. The focus on 
'.1sser~n~ lnunanlty has to be seen \vhhin the anti-colonial analysis of 
1~npenaU.s1n and \Vhat \Vere seen as i111perialis1n's dcluunanizing in1pcra­
t1ves \vh1ch \Vere ~tructured into language, the econon1y, social relations 
and the cultural life of colonial societies. 1~·ro111 the 1iinctecnth century 
on\vards the processes of dehunianization \Vere often biJ<len behind 
justifications for i1npcrialis111 and colonialistn \vhich \Vere clothed \Vithin 
an ideology of hu111a1iis1n and libcralis111 and lhe assertion of n1ora1 
c.laiins :vhich related to a concept of civilized '1nan'. The tnoral justifica­
tions did I.lot necessarily stop the continued bunting of 1\borigines in 
the c~uly 11111eteenlh century nor the continued ill-treatn1ent of different 
indigenous peoples even today. 

Prol~letns have arisen, ho\vever, \Vithin efforts to struggle for 
hu1na111ty .by 0~1etthto\ving the ideologies relating to our supposed lack 
of hun1an1ty. 1 he argu111ents of Panon, and n1any \vriters since Fanon 
have ~ccn criticized. for esscntializing our 'nature', for taking for granteJ 
the h111~ry categones of \\?estern thought, for accepting argunients 
~upp.or.t1ng cultural relativity, for claitning an authenticity \vhich is overly 
1deahst1c and ro1nantic, and for siniply engaging in an inversion of the 
colonizer/ colonize<l rela~ionsliip \Vh~ch docs not address the co1nplex 
proble_1ns of po~ver relauons. Colotuzc<l peoples have been con1pcllcd 
to de.tine \~hat It. tncans to be hu1nan because there is a deep under­
stand1n·g· of- \\~h~t tt .has n1cant to be considere.d not fully hu111an, to be 
Stll'age. I he diflicult1cs of such a process, ho\vever, have been bounJ 
inextricably to constructions of colonial relations around the binary of 

Ii\fPERIALISi\f, HISTORY, \VRITING AND THEORY 27 

colo1iizcr and colonized. 'fhesc t\VO categories are not just a si1nple 
opposition but consist of several relations, so1ne 1nore clearly 
oppositional than others. Unlocking one set of relations tnost often 
requires unlocking and unsettling the different constituent parts of other 
relations. 'fhe binary of colonizer/ colonized docs not take into account, 
for cxa1nple, the develop1nent of different layerings \vliich have occurred 
\vithin each group and across the t\vo groups. ~lillions of indigenous 
peoples \Vere ripped frotn their lands over several generations and 
shipped into slavery. The lands they \Vent to as slaves \Vere lands already 
taken fron1 another group of indigenous peoples. Slavery \Vas as 1nuch 
a systetn of itnperialis1n as \Vas the claitnjng of othe~· peoples' terri~ories. 
Other indigenous peoples \Vere transported to vartous ·outposts tn the 
sa1ne \Vay as interesting plants and aniinals \Vere recli1nat:izcd, in order 
to fulfil labour requiretnents. 1-lence there arc large populations in sotnc 
places of non-indigenous groups, also victitns of colonialis1n, \Vhose 
prin1ary relationsliip and allegiance is often to the it11perial po\ver rather 
than to the colonized people of the place to \vhich they the1nselves have 
been brought. To put it sitnply, indigenous peoples as conunodities \Vere 
transported to and fro across the en1pire. There \Vere also sexual rela­
tions bet\vcen colonizers and colonized \Vhich le<l to con11nunities \vho 
\Vere referred to as 'half-castes' or 'half-breeds', or stig1natizcd by son1e 
other specific tenn \vhich often excluded the1n fron1 belonging to either 
settler or indigenous societies. So1neti1nes children fron1 'n1ixcd' sexual 
relationships \Vere considered at least half-\vay civilized; at other thnes 
they \Vere considered \Vorse than civilized. l,egislation \Vas freguently 
used to regulate both the categories to \Vhich people \Vere entitled to 
belong and the sorts of relations \vhich one category of people could 
have \Vith another. 

Since the Second \\lurid \'\far \vars of independence and struggles for 
decolonization b}r fonner parts of European ctnpires have sho\vn us that 
auc1npts to break free can involve enonnous violence: physical, social, 
econo1nic, cultural and psychological. The struggle for freedo1n has been 
vie\ved by \vriters such as Fanon as a necessarily, inevitably .violent 
process bct\veen 't\vo forces opposed to e~ch. other. by their very 
naturc'.12 Fanon argues further that 'Decolo1uzauon \vhtch sets out to 
change the order of the \Vorld is, obviously, a progra1nn1e of cotnple:e 
<lisorder.'U This introduces another iinportant principle en1be<lded 111 

hnperialisn1, that of ordel'. The principle of order provi~les th~ und~r­
lying connection bet\veen such things as: the nature ?f ttnpenal social 
relations; the activities of \Vestern science; the cstabltslunent of trade; 
the appropriation of sovereignty; the establish111ent of la\v. ~o great 
conspiracy had to occur for the silnultaneous dev.elopn~cnts . a~1d 
activities \Vhich took place under i1npcrialis1n because Hnpenal acUvtty 

I 
I 

' 
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\Vas driven by fundan1cntally sitnilar underlying principles. Nandy refers 
to these principles as the 'code' or 'gran1111ar' of i1npcrialis111. 14 'fhe idea 
or code suggests that there is a <leep structure \vhich tcgulatcs and 
lcgilin1atcs i111pcrial practices. 

'fhe f:1ct that indigenous societies had their o\vn systc1ns of order \Vas 
dis1nisscd through \Vhat t\lbcrt l'vicn11ni referred to as a series of 
negations: they \Vere not fully lnunan, they \Vere not civilized enough to 
have syste111s, they \Vere not literate, their languages an<l 111odcs of 
thought \Vere ina<lcquatc.15 1\s Panon and later \Vriters such as Nandy 
have claitnc<l, i111perialis111 and colonialisn1 brought cotnplete disorder to 
colonized peoples, disconnecting lhe111 fro1n their histories, their 
landscapes, their languages, their social relations and their O\VH \v:1ys of 
thinking, feeling and intcracLlng \vith the \vorl<l. ll \Vas a process of 
systc1natic fraginentation \vhich can still be seen in the disciplinary carve­
up of the indigenous \Vorld: bones, 1nunHnics and skulls lo the 111useu1ns, 
art \Vork to private collectors, languages to linguistics, 'custo1ns' to 
an'thropulogists, beliefs an<l behaviours to psychologists. To discover 
ho\v fragn1ented this process \Vas one needs only to stand in a 111useun1, 
a library, a bookshop, and ask \vhere indigenous peoples arc located. 
Pragn1entation is not a pheno1nenon of posu11odcrnis111 as 1nany 1night 
clain1. For indigenous peoples frag111cntation has been the consequence 
of iinpcrialisrn. 

\'\'riting, History and Theory 

1\ critical aspect of the struggle for self-detcr1ninatio11 has involved 
questions relating to our histor~1 as indigenous peoples and a critique 
of ho\V \Ve, as the Other, have been represented or excluded fro1n 
various accounts. Every issue has been approached by indigenous 
peoples \Vith a vie\v to JV\vriting :1nd 1vright:ing our position in history. 
Jndigcnous peoples \vant to tell our o\vn stories, \Vrite our o\Vll versions, 
in our o\vn \vays, for our o\vn purposes. It is not sitnply about giving 
an or:1l account or a genealogical na1ning of the lan<l and the events 
\vhich rage<l o\1er it, but a very po\verful nce<l to give testi1nony to and 
restore a spirit, to bring back into existence a \vorld fragniente<l and 
dying. 'J'he sense of history conveyed b}' these approaches is not the 
s:une thing as the discipline of history, and so our accounts collide, 
cra~h into each other. 

\'\lriting or literacy, in a very traditional sense of the \Vorel, has been 
used to detennine the breaks bet\veen the past and the present, the 
beginning of history :lnd the develop1nent of theory.1r' \'\lriting has been 
vie\\ied as the 1nark of a superior civilization and other societies have 
been judged, by this vie\\', to be incap-able of thinking critically and 
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o~jecliv~I~, or havin!? ~stance ftotn ideas and en1otions. \'?riting is part 
ot theorizing and \vriung is part of history. \\?ricing, history and theory, 
then, arc key sites in \vhich \'\lestern research of the indigenous \Vor1d 
h:tvc cotne together. J\s \Ve sa\V at the beginning of this chapter, 
ho\vever •. fr?n~ an~>th~r perspective \Vriting and especially \Vriting theory 
~re very 1n_un11daung 1<leas for 1nany indigenous students. I-laving been 
inunersed 111 the \"'\lestern acade1ny \Vhich claitns theory as thoroughly 
\'\

1estern, \Vhich has constructed all the rules by \vhich the indigenous 
\Vorld has been theorized, indigenous voices have been over\vhehningly 
sit~nced. 'fhe act, let alone the aft and science, of theorizing our o\vn 
existence and realities is not son1ething \Vhich n1any indigenous people 
assuine is possible. Frantz Fanon's call for the indigenous intellectual 
and a_rtist to create a ne\v literature, to \vork in the cause of constructing 
a national culture after liberal.ion still st<1ncls as a chaUenge. \"'\lliile this 
has been taken up by \\1riters of fiction, 1nany indigenous scholars \Vho 
\\'orlc in the social and other sciences struggle to \Vrite, theorize and 
research as indigenous scholars. 

Is 1Iisto1y Itnportant for Indigenous l'eoplcs? 

'I'his 1nay appear to be a trivial question as the ans\ver 1nost colonized 
people \vould give, l think, is that 'yes, liistory is 11nportant'. But I doubt 
if \Vhat they \voul<l be responding to is the notion of history \vhich is 
understood by the \"'\lestern aca<letny. Postslructuralist critiques of 
histo1y \vhich <lra\v heavily on French poststructural thought have 
focused on the characteristics, and understandings of hjstory as an 
Enlighten1nent or inodernist p1'0ject. Their critique is of Loth liberal and 
lviarxist concepts of liistory. Fe1ninists have argued sitnilarly (but not 
necessarily fron1 a poststructuralist position) that liistory is the story of 
a specific fonn of <lon1ination, na111cly of patdarchy, literally 'his-story'. 

\'\
1hile ack.no\vledging the critical approaches of poststructuralist 

theory and cultural studies the argun1ents \Vliich arc debated at this level 
arc not ne\v to indigenous peo1;Ies. There arc nt1111crous oral stories 
\vliich tell of \vhat it 1neans, \Vhat it feels like, to be present \Vhile your 
history is erased before your eyes, clisniissed as irrelevant, ignored or 
rendered as the lunatic ravings of drunken ol<l people. The negation of 
.indigenous vic\VS of history \Vas a critical part of asserting colonial 
ideology, partly because such vie\vs \Vere regarded as clearly 'priinitive' 
and 'incorrect' and 1nostly because they challenged an<l resisted the 
niission of colonization. 
. indig~nous peoples have also 1nounted a critic1ue of the \Vay history 
JS told tron1 the perspecLlve of the colonizers. At the sa1ne tin1c, 
ho\\'ever, indigenous groups have argued that history is itnportant for 



30 DECOLONIZING 11ETllODOLOGIES 

understanding the present and that reclai1ning history is a critical and 
essential aspect of decolonization. 'l'he critique of \Xlcstcrn history arg~cs 
that history is a 1nodernist project \vhich has developed alongside_ 
itnperial beliefs about the Other. History _is ass~1nbled around a set of 
intcrconncctc<l ideas \vhich I \viii su1n111ar1ze bnefly here. I have <lra\Vll 
on a \vi<lc range of discussions by indigenous people and by \vritcrs such 
as Robert '(oung, J. J\bu-Lugho<l, l(cith Jenkins, C. Stead1nan.17 

/. The idea that histOI)' is a /olaliZfilg discourse 
'fhc concept of totality assutncs the possibility and th~ desirabilit~'. of 
being able to incluJc absolutely all kno\Vn ~llO\\~leJgc tnto a coherent 
\Vhole. In order for this to happen, classtficatton systetns, rules of 
practice and 1ncthods had to be developed t? allo\v for kno\vledge to 
be selected ;u1<l included in \Vhat counts as lustory. 

2. '/De idea tbat there 1:r a 1111iversal hislOIJ' 
;\_lthough Jinked to the not.ion of totality, .th~ concept of uni.versa} 
assuines that there arc fundatnental characterJsUcs an<l values \vluch all 
hutnan subjects and societies· share. It is the develop1nent of these 
universal ch:1racteristics \vhich are of historical interest. 

J. The idea !hrl/ hislol)' is one !tuge chro110/og}' 
J-Iistory is regarded as being about develop1nents over t.i111.e .. It charts the 
progress of hun1an endeavour through titne. Chronolog}'. ts ~tnp_ortant as 
a inctho<l because it allo\VS events to be located at a point 111 Utnc. The 
actual tin1c events take place also 1nakcs thcn1 'real' or factual. In .or<ler 
to begin the chronology a tiine of 'discov~ry' has to be es1ta~Jltshed. Chronology is also itnportant for att~n1pung to go back\\ ar<ls an<l 
explain ho\V an<l \vhy things happened 111 the past. 

4. 1/Je idea that hisloJ)' is about develojHJJeJJI 
Jniplicit in the notion of devclopn~e1.1t is the notion of pi:ogrcss. This 
:lssun1es th;1t societies 111ove fot"\vard 1n stages of Jevelopn1ent 111uch as 
~n infant gro\VS into a fully developed adult hun1a1~ b_e~ng. 'l:he earliest 
ph:isc of hutnan developn1ent is regarded as pr11n1ttv~, ~1.1nple an.cl 
ctnotional. As societies develop they bccon1e less pnn11ttvc, n1ore 
civilized, inore rational, an<l their social structures becotne n1oce 
con1plcx an<l bureaucratic. 

5. The idea that his!OIJ' is 11bo11/ a se(fac/11aliz!11g hu111a11 slfl!Jer~ 
In lhis vie\V hu1nans have the potential to reach a stage Hl their 
devclopnicnt \vhcrc they can be in total control o~ their faculties. There 
is an order of hu1nan <lcveloptnent \vhich 111ovcs, 111 stages, through the 
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fulftl1ncnt of basic needs, the dcvelopn1ent of c1notions, the develop-
1nent of the intellect and the dcveloptncnt of 1norality. Just as the 
individual n1oves through these stage·s, so <lo societies. 

6. The idea !ht1! the stoo1 ef histo~}' rt111 he told in one rohere11/ 11a1ralive 
1'his idea suggests that \Ve can asse1nble all the facts in an ordered \vay 
so that they tell us the truth or give us a very good idea of \Vhat really 
di<l happen in the past. In theory it 1nea11s that historians can \vrite a 
true history of the \vorld. 

7. The idea Iba! histo~_}' 11s a discipli11e is in11oa'f// 
1'his ic)ca says that 'facts' speak for thcn1selves and that the historian 
sin1ply researches the facts an<l puts then1 together. Once all the kno\vn 
facts are assetnble<l they tell their O\VH story, \vithout any need of a 
theoretical explanation or interpretation by the historian. 'fills idea also 
conveys the sense that history js pure as a discipline, that is, it is not 
i1nplic:1te<l \Vitb other disciplines. 

8. The idea lht1t hislOI)' is toJJslrncted 1uv1111d !J1i1r11J' tt1ll'go1ies 
This i<lea is linked to the historical tnethod of chronology. In order for 
history to begin there has to be a period of beginning and son1e criteria 
for detennining \Vhen so111etliing begins. In tcnns of history this \Vas 
often attached to concepts of 'discovery', the developn1ent of literacy, 
or the develop111ent of a specific social fonnation. Everything before 
that t.i1ne is designated as prehistorical, belonging to the realtn of 1nyths 
and traditions, 'outside' the <lo1nain. 

9. The idet1 that histoo• is pa11iarch11' 
1'his idea is linked to the notions of self-actualization and dcvelopn1ent, 
as \Vo1nen \Vere regarded as being incapable of attaining the higher 
or<lcrs of developtnent. Purthennore they \vere not significant in tenns 
of the \Vays societies developed because thcr \Vere not present in the 
bureaucracies or hierarchies \Vhere changes in social or political life \Vere 
being deternlined. 

Other kfy ideas 
Intersecting this set of ideas are son1c other in1portant concepts. 
Literacy, as one exainple, \Vas used as a criterion for assessing the 
developtncnt of a society an<l its progress to a stage \vhcre liistory can 
be saiJ to begin. Even places such as India, China and Japan, ho\vcver, 
\vhich \vere very literate cultures prior to their 'discovery' by the \'{/est, 
\Vere invoked through other categories \Vhich <lefine<l thc1n as 
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uncivilized. 'fhcir literacy, in other \Vords, did not count as a record of 
lcgitiinatc kno\vlcdgc. 

'fhc Gcnnan philosopher 1-lcgcl js usually regarded as the 'founding 
father' of history in the sense outlined here. 'l'his applies to both Liberal 
an<l i\.J:1rxist vic\vs. tll I-lcgcl conceived of the fully hu111an subject as 
so111cone capable of 'creating (his) O\Vll history'. 1-lo\vcvc·r, T--lcgel did not 
si1nply invent the rules of history. 1\s llobcrt Young argues, 'the entire 
I-Icgclian 111achincry sirnply lays do\Vl1 the operation of a systc1n already 
in place, already operating in everyday life'. 19 It should also be sclf­
cvidcnt that n1any of these ideas arc prc<licatc<l on a sense of Otherness. 
'l'hey arc vic\vs \vhich invite a con1parison \vith 'so1ncthing/ sotneone 
else' \vhich exists 011 the Olflsidc, such as the oriental, the 'Negro', the 'je\v', 
the 'lndian', the '1\borigine'. \fie\vs about the ()thcr ha<l already existed 
for centuries in Europe, but <luring the Enlightcn1ncnt these vie\vs 
beca111e n1orc fonnaUzc<l through science, philosophy and i1npcrialis1n, 
into expUcit syste1ns of classification and 'regiines of truth'. 'l'hc 
racialization of the hu1nan subject and the social order enabled 
co1nparisons to be 1nadc bct\vccn the 'us' of the \~fest and the 'then1' of 
the ()t her. I-Ji story \Vas the story of people \vho \Vere regarded as jillfy 
h11111a11. ()thers \vho \Vere not regarded as hu1nan (that is, capable of sclf­
actualization) \\'ere prehistoric. 'l'his notion is linked also to I Icgel's 
n1astcr--slave construct \vhich has been applied as a psychological 
category (by Freud) an<l as a syste111 of social ordering. 

1\ further set of itnportant ideas en1bcddcd in the 1nodernist vie\V of 
history relates to the origins (causes) and nature of social change. l'hc 
.E<:nlightentnent project involved ne\V conceptions of society and of the 
individual based around the precepts of ralionalistn, indivklual1sn1 and 
capitalisn1. 'fherc \Vas a general beUef that not only could individuals 
rc1nakc thc111sclves but so could societies. 'l'hc tnodern industrial slate 
bccan1c the point of contrast bet\vcen the prc-111oder11 and the n1o<lern. 
l-listorr in this vie\v began \vith the e111ergcnce of the rational individual 
and the 111odern industrialized society. 1-Io\vever, there is so111ething 
1nore to this idea in tenns of ho\v history can1e to be conceptualized as 
a n1ethod. 'fhe connection to the industrial state is significant because 
it highlights \vhat \Vas regarded as being \vorthy of history. 'fhe people 
and groups \vho '1nade' history \verc the people \vho developed the 
underpinnings of the state - the cco1101nists, scientists, bureaucrats and 
philosophers. 'l'hat they \Vere all n1cn of a certain class and race \Vas 
'natural' bct.:ause they \Vere regarded (naturally) as fully rational, self­
<lCtualizing hutnan beings capable, therefore, of creating social change, 
that is history. 'J'he day-to-day Lives of 'ordinary' people, an<l of \Von1e11, 
did not beco111c a concern of history until 111uch 111orc recently. 
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Contested H1stories 

Por indi~enous peoples, the critique of history is not unfatniliar, 
although it has no\v been claiiued by posllnodern theories. 'rhe idea of 
contestcc~ .stor.ics and 1nultiple discourses about the past, by different 
~01~11nun1uc~, ts cl?scly linked to the politics of everyday contc111porary 
tn<ligcnous ltfc. It ts very inuch a part of the fabric of con1n1u1i.ities that 
value oral \Vays of kno\ving. 'I'hese contested accounts are stored \Vithin 
g~ne.alogics, \Vithin the landscape, \Vithin \Vcavings and carvings, even 
\VH~un the pers?nal. na111es that 1nany people carried. The 1neans by 
\vhtch these histories \Vere stored \Vas through their syste1ns of 
kno\vlcdge. lvfany of these syste1ns have since been reclassified as oral 
lraditio11s rather than histories. 

, Un<ler . colonial.istn intUgenous peopl~s have struggled against a 
\X1cstern vle\v of lusto11' and yet been con1plicit \vith that vie\v. \Xie have 
often allo\vcd our 'histories' to be told and have then beco111e outsiders 
as \Ve he;1~-J thc111 being retold. Schooling is directly i1npticatcd in this 
process. l hrough the curriculu1n an<l its underlying theory of kno\v­
ledgc, ea~·!~' schoo~s ~c<lefined the \vorld and \vhcre indigenous peoples 
~vere p~stUon~J \Vtth1n ~h~ "'.orld. P.r~n1 being direct descendants of sky 
,1n<l ea1th patents, ChnsUatuty postttoned sonic of us as higher-order 
savages \Vho deserved salvation in order that \VC could beco1nc children 
of God. i\'1aps of the \vorl<l reinforced our pJace on the pedphery of the 
~vorld, altho~1gh \Ve \vere still considered part of the E1npire. This 
Included having to learn HC\V na1nes for our O\Vn lands. Other sytnbols 
of 0~1r loyalty, such as the flag, \Vere also an integral part of the iinperial 
curnculun1.20 ?ur orientation to the \vorld \Vas already being redefined 
as \Ve \Vere being ex.cl_u<led .syste1naticaUy fro111 the \Vriting of the history 
of our O\Vll lands. 1 his on Its o\vn 1nay not have \Vorked \Vere it not for 
t~1e actual tnaterial re<lcfinitio~1 of our \Vorkl \Vhich \Vas occurring 
sHnultancously ~1rot~gh such things as the renanting and 'breaking in' of 
the land, the atienauon and frag111entation of lands through legislation, 
the forced 1novcn1ent of people off their lands, and the social 
consc<.!uences \vhich resulted in high sickness and 1nortality rates. 

lnd~genous attcn1pts to rcclaiin land, language, kno\vle<lge and 
sover~1gnty have usu~Uy involved conteste<l accounts of the past by 
colonizers and colo1uzed. These have occurred in the courts before 
vari?us con~1nissions, tribunals and official enquiries, in the n~eclia, in 
Parha1nent, tn bars and on talkback radio. In these situations contested 
hi_storics do not :xist_ in the sanle_ cultural fra111c"1ork as they do \vhen 
~nb.al or clan h1stones, for exatnplc, arc being debated \Vithin the 
tn<ligenous conununity itself. 'l'hey arc not silnply struggles over 'facts' 
anJ 'truth'; the rules by \vhich these struggles take plac~ are never clear 
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(other th:1n that \\'C as the inJjgcnous con1n1unity kno\v they are going to be stacked against us); and \Ve arc not the final arbiters of \vhat really counts as the uuth. 
lt is because of these issues that I ask the question, 'Is history in its nlodcrnist construction in1portant or not i1nporlant for indigenous peoples?, For 1nany people \Vho are presently engage<l in research on indigenous land clailns the ans\ver \\1oulJ appear tu be self-evident. \'(le assun1c that \vhcn 'the truth coines out' it \viJl prove that \vhat happened \Vas \vrong or illegal and that therefore the systen1 (tribunals, the courts, the govcrn1nent) \Vill set things right. \'Ve believe that history is also about justice, that un<lerst:-inding history \viH enlighten our decisions about the future. 11:Jv11g. llistory is also about po\VCr. ln fact history is 1nostly about po\ver. It is the story of the po\vcrful and ho\v they beca1ne po\vc1ful, and then ho\v they use their po\ver to keep thetn in positions in \vhicli they can continue to dotninatc others. It is because of this relationship \vith po,ver that \\IC have been exclude<l, 1narginalizcd an<l '(Jthcred'. In this sense history is not i1nportant for indigenous peoples because a thousand accounts of the 'truth' \Vill not alter the 'fact' that indigenous peoples arc still 1narginal an<l do not possess the po\vcr to transfonu history into justice. 

~fhis leads then to several other questions. 1'he one \vhich is 1nost relevant to this book is the one \Vhich asks, ' \'Xlhy then has revisiting history been a sign.ificant p:lrt of decolonization?' 'fhe ans\ver, I suggest, lies in the intersection of indigenous appro:-iches to the past, of the 1nodcrnist history project itself :-ind of the resistance strategics \vh.ich have been cn1ploycd. Our colonial experience traps us .in the project of n1odcrnity. l'herc can be no 'posu11odcrn' for us until \VC have settled so1ne business of the 1no<lern. This does not 111can that \Ve do not understand or e111ploy 1nultiple discourses, or act in incredibly contra­dictory \vays, or exercise po\vcr ourselves in 1nuJtiple \\1ays. It 1neans that there is unfinished business, that \Ve .arc still being colonized (and kt10\v it), :-in<l that \\'C arc still searching for justice, 
Co1111i1g lo k110111 the j1asl has been part of the critical pedagogy of decolonization. To hol<l altern:-itive histories is to hold alternative kno\vlcdges. 'rhc pedagogical i111plication of this access to alternative kno\vlcdgcs is that they can fonn the basis of alternative \\•ays of <loing things. 1'ransfonning our colonized vic,vs of our O\Vll history (as \Vrittcn by the \\lest), ho\vevcr, re<-1uircs us to revisit, site by site, our history under \'\lcstcrn eyes. 'rhis .in turn rc<-1uires a theory or approach \vhich helps us to engage _\vith, underst<lnd and then act upon history. It is in this sense that the sites visited hi this book begin \vhb a critique of a \'(! cstcrn vie\V of history. 'felling our stories fro1n the past, recJai1ning the p<1st, giving testi1nony to the injustices of the past arc all su·:Itcgies 
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\Vhich arc con11nonly c1nployed by indigenous peoples struggling for justice. (Jn the internalional scene it is extreincly rare and unusual \Vhcn indigenous accounts arc accepted and ackt10,vledgcd as valid inter­pretations of \vhat has taken place. 1\nd yet, the need to tell our stories re1nains the jJO\Vcrful llnpcrative of a po\verful fonn of resistance. 

Is \X1riting lntpottant fot Indigenous Peoples? 
1\s I au1 arguing, every aspect of the act of producing kno\vledge has influenced the \Vays in \Vhich indigenous \vays of kno\ving have been represented. llcad.ing, \\1riting, talking, these arc as fun<la1ncntal to acaden1ic c_Uscoursc as science, theories, 111cthods, paradig1ns. 1'o begin \\•ith reading, one tnight cite the talk in \vhich 1vfaori \Vriter Patricia Grace un<lertook to sho\v that 'Books J\rc Dangerous' .21 Sl.tc argues that there are four things that 1nake 111any books dangerous to indigenous readers: (I) they <lo not reinforce our values, actions, custon1s, culture and identity; (2) \vhen they tell us only about others they arc saying that \VC do not exist; (3) they tnay be \Vriting about us but arc \Vriting tilings \Vhich arc unu·uc; and (4) they arc \Vriting about us but S<ty.ing negative and insensitive things 'iVhich tell us tlHtt \Ve arc not good. 1\llhough Grace is talking about school texts an<l journals, her co1n1ncnts apply also to ac:-idc1nic \vritiog. lvfuch of \vhat I have rca<l has said that \ve do not exist, that if \Ve <lo exist it is in tcrn1s \vhich I cannot recognize, that \Ve are no good and that \Vh:lt \Ve think is not valid. 
I.conic Pihan1a n1;1kes a si111ilar point about filin. In a revic\\' of 71Je l~iano she says: 'il,laori people struggle to .gain a voice, struggle to be he:-ir<l fro1n the n1argins, to have our stories heard, to have our descriptions of ourselves validated, to have access to the do1nain \vithin \Vhich \VC can control and define those i1nages \vhich are held up as reflections of our realities.' 22 llcpresentation is i1nportant as a concept because it gives the inipression of 'the truth'. \'(/hen I read texts, for exan1ple, 1 frequently have to orientate 111yself to a text \VorlJ in \Vhich the centre of acadc1nic lu10\vle<lgc is either in Britain, the United States or \'\;lestern Europe; in \Vhich \vords such as \ve'J 'us', 'our', 'I' actually exclude n1c. It is a text \vorl<l in \vhich (if \Vhat I atn interested in rates a 1nentio11) I have lean1ed that I belong jJtul/y in the Third \XlorJd, p111t!J in the '\'\'otnen of Colour' \vorkl, prui/y in the black or 1\fr.ican \Vorld. I read inysclf into these labels juui/y bec:1use I have also learned that, although there tnay be conunonalities, they still do not entirely account for the experiences of inc_ligenous peoples. 

So, reading an<l interpretation present problc1ns \Vhcn \Ve do not sec ourselves in the text. 'l'here are pruble1ns, too, \\'hen \\'C do sec ourselves but c:-111 barely recognize ourselves through the representation. One 
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problc1n of being trained to read this \V:ty, or, inure correct..ly, of learning 
1:0 read this \Vay over nH1ny years of acadc1nic study, js that \\'C can adopt uncritically si1nilar patterns of \Vriting. \V/e begin to \Vritc about ourselves as indigenous peoples as if \Ve really \vcre 'out there', the 'Other', \Vith all the bagg:1ge that this entails. 1\nothcr problen1 is that ac:1denllc \Vrit­
ing is :t fonn of selecting, arranging an<l presenting kno\vlcdgc. It privi­leges sets of texts, vic\VS about the histoty of an idea, \Vhat issues count as significant; an<l, by engaging in the sainc process uncritically, \Ve too can render indigcn~us \Vritcrs invisible or uni1nportant \vhile reinforcing the validity of other \Vritcrs. If \Ve \Vtitc \Vithout thinking critically about our \vriting, it can be dangerous. \\friting can also be dangerous because 

\\'C reinforce and 1nai11tain a style of discourse "'hich is never innocent. \'?riling c~1.11 be dangerous because so111eti1ncs \Ve reveal ourselves in \Vays 
\vhich get 111isappropriatcd :111d used against us. \\?riling can Uc dangerous because, by building on previous texts \\'rittcn about indigenous peoples, 
\Ve conti11;1c to legi!iinatc vie\vs about ourselves \vhich are hostile to us. 1'his is particular!}• true of acade1nic \Vriting, although journaUstic and 
lin;igi11;1tivc \\'riling reinforce these 'n1yths'. 

'I'hesc attitudes infonn \vhat is son1eti111es referred to as either the 'Etnpirc \vritcs b;ick' discourse or post-colonial literature. 'fliis kind of \Vriling assu1ncs that the centre dues not necessarily have to be located at the i1npcrial centre. 2·1 lt is argued that the centre can be shifted ideo­
logically through iinagination and that this shifting can recreate history. J\nothc1_· perspective relates to the ability of 'native' \vriters tu appro­priate the language of the coloni7.cr as the language of the colonized and 
to \Vritc so that it captures the \V:ays in \vhich the colonized actually use the language, their dialects and inf1ections, and in the \vay they 111ake sense of their lives. Its other i1nportance is that it speaks to an aulUencc of people \Vho have ·.llso been colonized. 'fliis is one of the ironies of 
1nany indigenous peoples' conferences \Vhere issues of incligenous language have to be debated in the language of the colonizers. J\.nother variatiou of the debate relates to the use of literature to \vrite about the terrible things \Vhich happcne<l under colonialisn1 or as a consequence of colonialis1n. These topics inevitably i111plicated the colonizers 1111d theli· 
literallfre in the processes of cultural do1nin:1tion. 

)'ct another position, espoused in J\frican literature Uy Ngugi \Va Thiong'o, \Vas lo \vritc in the languages of 1\frica. Por Ngugi \Va 
'fhiong'o, to \vrite in the language of the colonizers \Vas tu pay ho1nage to thc1n, \vhilc tu \Vritc in the languages of J\frica \Vas to engage in an anti-hupcrialist struggle. I-le argued that language carries culture and the language of the colonizer becan1c the 111cans by \vhich the '1nental 
univen;e of the colonize<l' \Vas do111inated.24 'fhis applieJ, in Ngugi \Va 'rhiong'o's vie\V, particularly to the language of \vriting. \\lhercas oral 
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hinguagcs \Vere frequently still heard at hon1e, the use of literature in association \\•ith schooling resulted in the alienation of a child fro111 the chjjd's history, geography, n1usic and other aspects of culture.25 

111 discussing the politics of acade1nic \Vriting, in \vhich research \\•riting is a subset, Cherryl Sniith argues that 'colonialis1n, racis1n an<l cultural iinperialisn1 <lo not occur only in society, outside of the gates of universitics'.26 1\cadcn1ic \vtiting, she continues, is a \vay of «\\'riling back" \Vhilst ~lt the san1c Un1e \vrjting to ourselves'. 27 1'he act of \vriting back' an<l si111ultaneously \vdting to ourselves is not si1nply an inversion of ho\v \Ve have learned to \vrite aca<leinicall}'.28 1'hc different audiences to \Vhotn \Ve speak inakes the task son1c\vhat difficult. 'fhe scope of the literature \vhich \ve use in our \Vork contributes to a different fratning of ~he iss~1es. 1'he oral atls and other fonns of expression set our landscape 
111 a different fran1e of reference. Our understancUngs of the acadcn1ic disciplines \vithin \vhich \Ve have been traineJ also fran1e our approaches. Even the use of pronouns such as 'I' and \ve' can cause difficulties \Vhcn \Vriting for several audiences, because \vhilc it 1nay Uc acceptable no\v in acadcniic \vriting, it is not ~lhv~1ys acceptable to indigenous audiences.29 

Ed\vard Said also asks the follo\ving questions: '\~lho \Vrites? 1.:.·or \vho1n is the \vriting being done? In \\'hat circu1nstances? The~e it secn1s to tne are the questions \\'hose ans\vers provide us \vith the ingredients 111alcing a politics of intcrpretation.' 311 'fhcse l1ucstions arc in1portant ones \vliich are being asked in a variety of \vays \Vithin our con1n1unitics. They arc asked, for exan1ple, about research, policy n1aking and curriculu1n Jeveloptnent. Saicl's con1111ents, ho\vcver, point to the problcn1s of int~~pre~ad~n, in tills. case of acade1nic \Vriting. '\\"lho' is doing the \vrtUng is Hnportant u1 the politics of the 1'hird \'{1orfd and ;\._frican 
1\.n1erica, and indeeJ !Or indigenous peoples; it is even n1ore i111portant 1n the politics of ho\v these \vorl<ls are being represented 'back to' the \'\Test. t\lthough in the literary sense the in1agination is crucial tu \vriting, 
the use of language is not highly regarded in acade1nic discourses \vhich claiin to be scientific. The concept of i1nagination, \\'hen etnployed as a sociological tool, is often reduce<l to a \Vay of seeing and understanding the \\•orld, or a \\'ay of understanding ho\v people either construct the \Vorld or are constructed by the \Vorl<l. J\s 'foni _j\'Jorrison argues, ho\v­ever, the itnagination can be a \Vay of sharing the \Vorkl.J1 'This n1eans, according to _j\,forrison, sttuggling to fin<l the language to do this and 

then struggling to interpret and pcrfonn \vithin that shared iinagination. 

Writing Theory 

Ilesearch is linked in all disciplines to theory. Research adds to, is 
gcnerate<l fro111, creates or broadens our theoretical understandings. 
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lndigcnous peoples have been, jn tnany \vays, oppressed by theory. J\ny consideration of the \Vays our origins have been exa1nine<l, our histories 
recounted, our arts an<llysed, our cultures dissected, 1ncasure<l, torn apart and distorted back to us \Vill suggest that theories have not looked syn1pathctically or ethicalJ}' at us. \'{ldting research is often considered 
1narginally n1ore iniporlant than \Vriting theory, provi<ling it results in tangible benefits for fanncrs, cco1101nists, industries an<l sick people. For in<ligcnous peoples, tnost of the theorizing has been driven by 
anthropological approaches. 'fhcse approaches have sho\vn cnonnous concern for our origins as peoples and for aspects of our linguistic and 
1naterial culture. 

1'he develop1nent of theories by indigenous scholars \Vhich attetnpt 
to explain our existence in conte1nporary society (as opposed to the 'tradiLional' society constructed under 111odernis111) has only just begun. Nol all these theories clai1n to be derived f1·01n sotne 'pure' sense or \vhat it n1cans to be indigenous, nor do they clain1 to be theories \Vhich h:1ve been developed in a vacuu1n separated fron1 any association \Vith civil and lnunan rights 111oven1ents, other nationalist struggles or other theoretical approaches. \~'hat is claitned, ho\vever, is that ne\v \Vays of theorizing by indigenous scholars arc grounded in a real sense of, and sensitivity to\var<ls, \Vhat it 111eans to be an inillgenuus person. 1\s J(athie lr\vin urges, '\Y/c don't need anyone else developing the tools \Vhich \vill help us to co1ne to tenns \vith \Vho \Ve arc. \Y/e can rind \vill do this 

\VOrk. Ilea! po\ver lies \Vith those \vho design the tools - it ahvays has. 'l'his p(J\ver is ours'.32 Contained \Vithin this itnpcrative is a sense of being :1ble to detennine priorities, to bring to the centre those issues of our o\l/ll choosing, and to discuss then1 :unongst ourselves. 
l a111 arguing that theory at its 111ost si1nple level is iniportanl for indigenous peoples. 1\t the very least it helps n1ake sense of reality. lt enables us to n1ake assun1ptions and predictions about the \Vorld in 

\vhich \Ve live. lt contains \Vithin it a n1ethod or n1eth0Js for selecting an<l arranging, for priodt.ising and legit.in1ating \Vhat \Ve sec an<l do. Theory enables us to <lea! \Vith contradictions and uncertainties. Perhaps inore significantly, it gives us space to plan, to stratcgize, to take greater control over our resistances. The language of a theory can also be used 
as a \Vay of organising and <lctennining action. It helps us lo interpret \vhat is being told to us, an<l to predict the consequences of \vhat is 
being pro111isc<l. 'fheory can :tlso protect us because it contains ,vithin 
it a \vay of putting re,1lity into perspective. If it is a good theory it also allo\\'S for ne\V ideas an<l \vays of looking at things to be incorporated 
constantly \Vithout the need to search constantly for ne\v theories. 

A dile111111a posed by such a thorough critical approach to history, 
\Vritjng and theory is that \Vhilst \VC tnay reject or distniss thcn1, this dues 
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not 1nake the111 go a\vay, nor docs the critique necessarily offer the alternatives. \\;le live sitnultaneously \Vithin such vie\VS \Vhile needing to pose, contest and struggle for the lcgitin1acy of oppositional or alternative histories, theories and \vays of \vriting. 1\t so1ne points there is, there has to be, dialogue across the boundaries of oppositions. This has to be because \VC constantly collide \Vith dorninant vic\\IS \vhile \Ve arc atten1pting to transfonn our lives on a larger scale than our O\Vn localized circu1nstances. 'fhis ineans struggling to n1ake sense of our O\Vn 

\Vorld \Vhile also atte1npting to transfortn \vhat counts as i1nportant in the \vorlJ of the po\verful. 
Part of the exercise is about recovering our O\Vn stories of the pas!. 1'his is inextricably bounJ to a recovery of our language and episte1no­

logical foundations. It is also about reconciling and rcprioritizing \vhat 
is really i1nportant about the past \Vith \vhat is itnportant about the present. ~fhcse issues raise significant questions for indigenous co1nn1unities \\'ho iltc not only beginning to fight back against the invi1Sion of their con11nunitics by acadetnic, corporate and populist researchers, but to think about, an<l c~1rry out research, on their o\vn concet11s. One of the problc1ns discussed in this first section of this 
book is that the 111etho<lologies and n1ethods of research, the theories that infonn the1n, the questions \vhich they generate an<l the \Vriting 
styles they e1nploy, all beco1ne significant acts \Vhich need to be consiJere<l carefully an<l critica11y before being applied. ln other \Vords, they need to be 'decolonized'. Decolonization, ho\ve\'er, docs not n1can and has not 111eant a total reject.ion of all theory or resc<lrch or \V'estern kno\vlc<lgc. Rather, it is about ccnu·ing our concerns and \Vorkl vie\vs an<l then con1ing to lu10\V and understand thco1y and research frotn our O\Vll perspectives an<l for our O\Vll purposes. 

1\s a site of struggle research has a signific1111ce for indigenous peoples that is etnbe<lde<l in out history under the g:1ze of \~lestern in1pcrialisn1 and \\lestern science. lt is fnuned by our atte1npts to escape the penct-ra­
tion and surveillance of that gaze \vhilst sin1ultancously reordering and reconstituting ourselves as indigenous hu1na11 beings in a state of ongoing crisis. Ilcsearch has not been neutral in its objectification of the Other. Objectification is a process of dchu1nanization. ln its clear links 
to \\;lestern lu10\vle<lge research has generated a particular relationship to indigenous peoples \vhich continues to be problen1atic. _1\t the san1e ti1nc, ho\vever, 11e\v pressures \vhich have resulted fron1 our o\vn policies 
of self-<letennination, of \vanting greater participation in, or control over, \vhat happens to us, and front changes in the global environ1nent, have incant that there is a 1nuch n1ore active and l<no\ving engage1nent in the activity of research. by u;·digenous peoples. fvlany indigenous groups, co111nnuiities an<l organisations are thinking about, talking about, 
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11n<l carrying out research activities of various kinJs. ln this chapter l 
h~1vc sug._~estcd th~H it is iinportant to have a critical un<lcrstan<ling of 
so1nc of the tools of research - not just the obvious technical tools but 
the conceptual tools, the ones \vhich 1nake us feel unco111fortable, \vhich 
\Ve avoid, for \vhich \Ve have no easy response. 

J lark; i111agi11alio11 )'Oii St!)' 

!Vo. I lark !tll{fl/lt1ge. 

77Je lr111g11t{f'.,e lo t!a1?/j 
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Cherrie ~-loraga.33 
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