[bookmark: _GoBack]FORUM 2 - ONTOLOGICAL HYBRIDITY:

Over the past couple of months I have had nothing but whakapapa shoved down my throat by almost everyone and anyone that thinks they know more than the next person. I quote “whakapapa is an ontological statement” (V.Bidos 19/09) through ontological hybridity, which means it is used in discourses about race, post-colonialism, identity, anti-racism and multiculturalism, and globalization, developed from its roots as a biological term. Maori have a the right to determine who they are and where they come from “whakapapa” at the best of times we as Maori can walk in both Maori and Pākehā worlds because we can whakapapa to both worlds. Whakapapa knowledge is an unbounded collection of theory, observance and experience as seen through the eyes of Maori. It is intricately connected by whakapapa, a tool for working with an extrapolating understanding and is common thread that binds hapu, whanau and iwi (O’Regan 2001).  The interdependent but at times fractious relationship between Māori and Pākehā in Aotearoa New Zealand has been indelibly shaped by its complex association with colonization. From the 1970s onwards, a period that marked a political and cultural renaissance amongst Māori, Pākehā began to renegotiate their identity and the way they belonged to this land. Prominent amongst these renegotiations were claims of ‘indigeneity’ and revisionist ideas about the Treaty of Waitangi. Rather than hybridity being conceived as a problem, threatening a loss of identity” (Bell, 2004, P.74).
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