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Member organisati on

The Wellington Theol ogi cal Consortium (WTC) was estab
(Anglican), Wellington Catholic Education Centre, Boo
joined by Wellington Pacific Bible College. The purpo

exploration of Christian faith and mission.

Booth College of Mission

The Salvation Army Training College was established i
central Wel l i ngtooont ht oCoTrleengteh aomh. Mi ssi on is registered
the New Zeal and Qualifications Authority. I n 1999, Th
Coll ege) signed a partnership agreement whereby stude
towards Laidlaw College awards. I n January 2002, the
Coll ege oft Mcemsbats of the School for Officer Traini
for Leadership Development, Youteh EMird gyi cChi Trdaiomidn gcdaurc
Booth Educare. The School for Officer Training (SFOT)
as officers of The Salvation Army&® oattktdsindgher S8choog
Mi ssion (SBM), in partnership with the Laidlaw Colleg
biblical, ministry and mission studies. Diploma and c
Qualifications Authority in partnership with Laidlaw
of fers a full curriculum of workshop based | earning e
who hold | eadership and ministry responsibilities wit
Vi swWw. salvationar my. or gemaih®mozft .hscall M aetgicanar my. or g

Catholic Theol olgei ckaup etog a ege

The Catholic TheToel okguipceanlg aCoilsl etghee sol e provider of Cat
religious education qualifications in New Zeal and. |t
237 Catholic schools that teach 70,000 New Zeal and ch
knowl edge, understanding and skills necessary for min
and teaching Religious Education in New Zealand Catho
Shepherd College and The Catholic Institute (formerly
experience of these two institutions are now combined
mini stry and | eadership. l'ts main campus and | ibrary
an office in Wellington at 15 Guildford Terrace.

Wel lington Pacific Bible College

Wel l ington Pacific Bible College was established in 2
l'ife skills training for PaciQuircr ecnotninyu,nictoiuerss eisn atrhee oW
Samoan and Tongan | anguages. A new development is co
Et hi opian, and Hara | anguages. WPBC is based in the L
Wel l i ngton For f uwrwiwh era cii f fi ccrbmaéebtl ieacm | Miegjiet. ac. nz
Anglican Diocese of Wellington

Well ington Institute of Theol ogy no | onger exists. An
Archdeacon Gendy Thomson and Rev Lyall Perris, who is
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Lyall Perri s

One of the most dangerouleguralsi $ nl dawdneams hi p of the
thought is contained in dalbhel iDekkéadrian i Bmglodnd, whi ch
I ndependence, passed on dudauaéeéysflul76i byl8 hz.

Ameri can states I n congrﬁg\ﬁ.were people t o b e gover

The idea is this: that aFdameea ame tcheal*A, egzaumet hit
they are endowed by theigoermmemt why ha cleirm@, nbut w

unalienable rights, that r{n)})négodlpterslee rfeod'ﬁéet’hat

) i

Liberty, and the pursmt tré_'c?LPé)énea?fs to engage ci

But this idea of human etthradugry s eome of eramidfy suf fra
)

subverted, when efforts wotee maadr ttlhetpgoploe pwho i wd
practice. Within a few sihmrparnteatrlsi ¢ hwas i alre aatotf e mpt
uni ver sal human equalityr evwmlssteidon hat Athayintic

Ocean from North AmerlcalﬁoFrfé'péje’a tfﬁe rbé)mv?/aé fep

the French Revolution. deirétnaqtéthe I{faeﬁ(
France and the USA put f\?aprciegusar,roeu&djb CO”@L?rprent
ofhuman eduhao idiyd it apply Lo Slavess, '

| di | o " n is directly
hdargenous peopl e: mmlgrralntttsen constitution, whi ch

Meanwhi | e, independent!| yEr & d h afPr iWne bMirrdiogtcer hiad el
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First Copernicus
Dar wi n,
Now Al !

The Threat to Notions of
the Rise of the I ntell

Davi d Wardl e

What are human beings'Psahmt 8ydu

Jude&€dhri sti amasulaturn e s v eprompting questians dbou Wwhether our
understanding of what it spe@es'cegnitive and erediiveroapahilities are
Genesis proclaims that wéulypexceptionali Reapte takenabmferpietc h e |
acts of' crHauateinomgs al one,f agttedthese things abdButienl y 1
creatures fashioned i n t the development odAl beginning éonrakeshiso f
Goda&inguhardbhn C. L#&n n oomfod ringbhalew?’® With technologists

This theological per s pe c claimieg thke on the vergeoal erehting

influenced our societal siadhinesendowed withhunamliké e g a |
frameworks to scientifi c conscibaesness) are we abaoutto lose our

i nterpersonal dynami cs. uniqueness?

Artificial Intelligence (Al) now routinely For some developments in Al constitute the

outperforms humans in numerous tasks, final blow to the notion of human uniqueness



period! First, Copernicus showed that our invention of the printin

physical place in the universe is not that industrial revolution. E
special; then, Darwin showed that our physical technol ogical advancement
bodies are not that special; now discoveries i mplications for the evol
concerning animal intelligence along with Each raised new opportuni
artificial intelligence ‘are showing that even problems while | eading t
our minds are not that special.” civilizations and empire:
With human uniqueness seemly laying in revolution brought home |
tatters on the floor what does this mean for per sonal computers and t|
our understanding of human worth? just as determinative as

shifts in the coursed’.of

Once uponhwmarnsnewere the only things
on earth that could speakndeseéecd,g,t e duvrawemtr f hajtec:

wanted to. Now we have chmpamyenhNencaemesege aut onom
that the speed with whichakinhpgasamdnalgedcommodi f i c.
realise some truly i mpreasfivttumge i wherseseAlt i aysteman
feats is truly staggeringurpasds hfumwamdisntod!| Itdet CkoO
Google the deveshorpanemrto fof aNtMor s over , having swept
than electdricity or fireTeditt is anticipated or fec

perspective) that Al may cC |
I n examining Al's impactingGile®inblO¢ Bhoemdai gwhamndghash
its societal parallels toopacitoterdno-l bgetc aiFathiumsg
revolutions, from stone thhiohe ¢iomddg hfeaii tt wyatn ewhi el c:
redefining human capabiliint elsl iagen ¢ el et edra@aensi nsge lafn d
structures He writes, perpetuating, able to prog

wit hout human interaction

dhe onset of the digital era has been as

significant to human sDbwo efté &rss agmarmge from this.
technological breakthrmaghisneshatawanve of their e:
preceded it including theiinwedtdoneofmastensg and
tools by early humans,|l thel Yyomegstheatoonnenom that
wildlife, the control fwlieicr omagstlyet &s, Sparcer and

'Ali ster EHumxrGirtat hand ficmaege i ofm: Gltde® | o gy "{Ee ®xdiocs: ( Bl a
2008 p. 49
2Jordan Pe@rnercsfonThe Deepest Conversations You Wil Liste

https:// www. youtube.com/ watch?v=sfl 2se30800Q

*Russell C Bjork. ‘Artificial Intelligence and the Soul’ in Perspectives on Science and Christian Faith Vol
60. No.2 June 2008. P.99
°Ni ck Spencer an®lHgnhnghGwdi Sei ence Religibandod: t BSRBCRut

p. 112

°Gl e®rOd@he Soci al | mpact o6A Reapefiprabkehntedl ht gdhee Sal v:
Soci al | ssues CoQ@mcHEdr tShy mgpso siitunmi.s i n Heaven: Expl oring M
Kingdom Lens. September 2021, p. 1

'Lynne Bowyer and dedbrAht Stievieals i ntel |l i gendOal Cahet tapesa:c/h/

nat hani el . entog .hrez/eai mgbls éole3-ihsi scuael s / bai nebeetahci tchse wh 22r t i-f i ci al
i nt el lciagheeraeawda b o-lud ma riytnyo pnilAx cessed 22.5. 24
8A test of a maecxhhiinbei'ts ianbtiellelgiyg etrotl eneh awi,owrr i ndi stingui

human.


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Artificial_intelligence
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inconseéguenti al

The desc¢ri bedpt

asks why
gener at.i
damages

some peopl e

ve Al model s.
téheir ego.

As Al technol ogi es
expand

tradit

and cr

has gripped these
embittered dread,
ears t
necesd®ahg?fear is
mi | |

intrinsically tied
i nnovators. From t

°Spencer

by al n AllhlemaEngo Vs. Hée $SMachi@e Online

Accessed

used to describe processes that achieve the

emhsab Dyl aame éribétmraresults than human ability i n

a

ar eparmt iupsled he zdompla oftenicited is ¢he
®\d chessiplayiing ‘Dedp Blpd’ which defeated g u e s ,
world chess champion Gary Kasparov in 1997.
Smart phones, ChatGPT, self-driving cars,

r a putainbted banking aredié rating apps, robotic
ing their r each manufacturidgpamfacrakrecognition are others.
ionally domi nat d&biquious row acaoss nhanyt fieldsl thegee n ¢ e
eativity a cor r cyliemsaresofianseferredfto ais iweak Alliari t y
p e o PNamow Al' ¥ While veay effestéve ih their
0 n e donfamtsuch byistempseaaresiseless outside iofrit.
he distimrilei ¥ uqg WAksysteme ased to play chess cannot score

and Waite p. 107
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1 Narrow Al :(Weak Al)
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Definition: Designed for specif
Examples: Virtual assistants (I
Characteristics: Performs well

2 Gener al

Definition:
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Exampl es:
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much | i ke a human.
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Characteristics: Coul d
3. Superintelligent Al
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evolution of the less sophisticated machines definition beyond the obje
that transformed the world from the beginning per specti vé&'of science

of the Industrial Revolution. So, we | ook to Christian t|
The term Al is used to describe a far more Here we find two foundati ol
threatening prospect. That is, the creation of underpinning Christian bel |
‘artifacts’ that are intelligent, self-conscious,and per sonhood. Firstly, t hat I
sentient in human-like ways. Not technologies dual nature, compr-peysigc ab:
designed for a specific task but rather a and the tr-apsckEoohahbhste
fundamental categorical leap from useful machine bi ol ogi c al beings with gen
to conscious humanoid. These developmentsare of flhet of the ground" (Ge
referred to as ‘strong Al’ or ‘general Al’ and and physical beings whose
sometimes ‘super intelligent AI’ While work on physi calSedcecantdh syt, humaansso ar
weak Al by itself raises significant ethical Gupami tahgt i s, conscious,
issues related to its the use, itis strongAlthat spi ri tual beings possessini
seems to threaten the essential nature of Human beings are souls and
humanity, and thus the focus of this paper. both body andFepl owtngnoaoni
is the claim in Scripture
To distingui sh é&vthradngveo med@méryal and | i BEvneens st hoof u g&o ¢
AlBBj or k chooses @eor éosre t hembeimy has fallen from gl

ber somthmodlef i ne the qualgooednseshaof shumang BeEéi ngs r
would need to demonstrater ¢ ot b w@wnoingimer ed

6 nt eléln gtemeg same way or more so that humans

ar'de draws on the work A& WynhhetRedeéfoBakeéo unde.
who argues thatd ihrusmanperhatyer @ i s no consensus abouf
perspethatvei s, a perspechumanfpemswhi tbh ®eiemagat ad
thinks of onesel f as an liinlde nHeoshaeavlerf, ad iheg ea awar It dvr
subject distinct 6Baé@amrec@hryitmst ngn et se@ol ogy t hat t o
that all sentient beingswho ehwsmdng e cdrse .@folnesety et rétrdave
t hat i s, consciousness, thhde Inaotti cald dvalinetoit @ rodn. ald e ivin ¢
havéei r st écppenrcsegpt s of t hemsel ves.

There is much slippage oAcdamdiurRCpetsit ntthudt @ ovdel iVrihaegve

' iteratur e ab6conmsdadstems gbeemrtanfser s t o a uniqgue gquality
sedaware. There does not bemankionthe Bh mgfeesd to so
scientific framework fort &t ecarn mgspdhnahgstdi®ed an
consciousness, sentiencehumangpefrscomhamidmalns Al Of t en
applications other than itmtelTuectihgaddsabpkerbhapso t |
Spencer and Wanyenroftcé at Ima nRghldaa | on al@\Mi mawge refer s
have provided scientifichthm&kn Gdralpasivg proodfavena
way or the other regardi@gdtard setnhérenitemam beings.
consciousness of any entegspyedisalcllyvawipno mgl aro do@morg e.
done something which is liimpeoskarmll eBarmthle asmud | Emitli v
S

fi-petson perspective of komamrs odeaaels OwWseGmydt h &y r el

! ?Russell C Bjork Atrtificial Intelligence and the Soul in Perspectives on Science and Christian Faith Vol
60. No.2 June 2008, p. 96

'3Bjork p.96
'%Spencer and Waite p.105
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t
c

ocially both to God and'”to their fellow human bein

n Iine with both the Constitutive addsRehatiworahuy
ies, i-giwven Gag@dgacities to think and under st ameé, 1t c
erms these as a cluster of five privileges and not

ontinue to be recognizebtbyi €Thrtrhetcansempot aagtwoHed

privileges by pointing to:

Our <eainfsci ous rHawtnmaonn ableiitnyg s -cpoonsssceisosu ss erlaft i onal ity
reflect on ourselves and our thoughts, criticall
curiosity extends beyond ourselves to a restless
Our ability to maWee amwoer anhorcahloibceeisngs, equi pped wi
vocabul ary encompassing commands, values, consci
wrong. Despite its fallibility, our conscience ¢
beyond ourselves, compelling us to pursue what w

perceived wrongs.
Our powers of arBnidsotwecd cwietaht iavrittiys.ti ¢ creativity,

through science and art, responsibly stewarding
good. Reflecting our Creator's I|ikeness, we enga
painting, sculpting, poetry, and music, apprecia

technol ogy.
Our capacity for rdluamainomehings wmilgaueeéy experien

relationships of | ove, which transcend mere inst
Love binds us together and reflects our | ikeness
Our insatiabl eWehiposseser aBodnnate thirst for Go
per sonal reality and our capacity for personal r

Embracing this relationshi’ defines our deepest

'Robert Gomamal @oWi si bl e Repl i éiaRefnodr nve cc eB aRpetgiesntt Theol ogi «
200p8 -19
' 90hn Stott. The HumanTHe rGadmtxe mpCohragpkteei rCéls fient i aliVMP, 1996)



The Salvation Army Handbosedmdiithd sp@ade aanogd éareirowsa yt hr
of viewing this.Fuhhits oinscld iMdéefmtbsveder pras Spencer an

out , we have become overly
We were created to | ovas tsheea vgeuiamtde sesng mtyi adodchar a
to stand in a unique ptolse texmnemwt tthhat cwe ahave awnd

bef ore God as his stewaatdsrer elspmarss bare tmothimer e
We were created to molldividryebo®ipngand tchaate ifodr we

all that God has mdde6on earth (Genesi s
3137 . We have a particular and f
material world which is th
Claus Westermann d@éi sessohurmarhsouagshit, knowl &8ge and
created to be God's counterparts on earth, to act a

hi s -rva gel representativedhwirehorkee thpgciargueo i f w
freely correspond with Gesdsamde eafc hhwmdrirt,y itho tdhet e
coll aborative maintenancree alnidc alteev ed ropsnemp a o9 ihti,s we
creadt’Meme we s@®redttédgi nrekeginimageg that humans ar e
of @Gosd being part of our imcleep aasabdree &tingd theisngpd. bod
The Salvation Army Handblhwhkamd Dhave'l nktodi es sugges

describes duewasfds@® ot r eatdioes, not exi st ; humans "are
ot hers tal k -raebgoault duotiuvst wsiewldy and mind are interconn
sees the image of God nodi sousnsicthham whmarately, th
humans are, but as what Wwnmnuim@ainksd dmi.nd nr d€lhiiess cars et, he

human&i nodl e@as madge consipsatrst porfi ntahrei lbyody akin to or
in its stewardshiBp vifegem@sitine®.n laisk 6&widse, t he body p
Only human beings were ctriratprdod®ssedicf rtohe miond .ha
makes us a uni&@uer parioodl CodMadel y mi srepresents th
humat’s .

Summari sing then Christian theology paints a very

broad pipcetrusroedmdofiodh necesismrtiheyir paper titled ' What
includes the constitutivPeacdkl@s i Amabt amwWmd nintcy'i 0onla
el ements. Any attempt toDelb@iah pStrevweamoodlr §d we tthaet

Al machine | would arguebgvonuéddudbavyet d omemel sdeat ur e
most or all these elementasti Amgluimeynwtsnd ods such con
personhood for Al outsideamiotChse sgiimml dthed | ®WYyeven
seem | argely to focus oncemmstteérn upri o@r &@he.menNd sorméi n
we can sees imefAldofdhen BalBo e éhrusman intelligence encoc
arguéelsen human worth is thad bei hgmable to access a
constitutional wuniquenesisn dmealpotssadt | wd ywe mdisl sd aloa

'The Salvation Army Handbook ofhtDopctrimealZ®@kd omdirtmya o r@n
doctri nfc peslsleld 30. 7. 24

™l aus WesGenmahb. 1A ContinentMaIinn@ampmé ntsar Fortress Pres:s
'“Gonzales p. 3

’Bj ork summarises this position well. That is; humans ar
machines and the fact that we are rational and conscious
rational because we are. See Bjork p. 99.

2Bjork p.99

’23pencer and Waite p. 116
23 pbid p.117



https://salvationarmy.org/ihq/handbook-of-doctrine%20p.111
https://salvationarmy.org/ihq/handbook-of-doctrine%20p.111

deci si‘fme .aut hors critiquenshdepieagafenurei wssi bi l

among Al developers thati mtuenlalni gemnee |liigearceomc@ami ng,
be replicated by machineaccampmlbil ®hmdntsuofpaismsdingi dua
humans in al/l cognitive amdnaiimfsor Mk ybywtttheéibrutei $mo
perspective to Descartesa IpihiddsomhygiBogimeiusagdt Sx &
encapsulated in "cogito,peirgto swtm"t fat tdverk;certain
therefore, I am), which ddlwyowlregdgege d atshd rargimteind a&Iid r
human existence. They ascegni tihan. Chhey squamt e Rodne
dualism separates the miAuwust aslsioxn at @lo twii ¢ ihstr aanodna
thought and | anguage, froomgnihtei dbm,dywhwndantdees i kKleat
external world. This sepiamtagliloingpmonce t smadlei me s dmast
an ontologically distincpgpresndndeg. limdetpeeardewdr g, tth
body, l eading to a view mdvd,umamteérmaoautghwi tals t heir s
essentially disembodied.t Adhegyhaslulggreges tdmadou mti sr ed .
Cartesian framework has tchatata®hlstarzotncepmpuuatt at i on,
divide, emphasizing the onfi nldesasen hiemp @rctusn®d compar
rationality, and downpl ayemgotnihmothod i skiilcl svat-Wwhice fo f
human experience. They acagari taigaé nahi Irietddueemdsneguc h as
human existence to a dicheao0yi et ween a " mind
substance”" and a "body substance," advocating
instead for a more integhAtattehli sinpleir st aintdi ingy wrHfobabl
human cognition?and embosltiimelnta | ong way to in achi
and attributes that Al tech
Bowyer and Stevens then lmaoavenprnedil atyed uftora ivter yChat
strong argument for the fumi qalelnetstse oif nft iremdtuimam i t
being as opposed to Al mhaewheélnebive &katyr iclast reowd rAelnt |
t hat when we observe howophaeamatnisonal erBwet iwfitwe tthake
wor |l d, it becomes cl ear pmhadsemtuendhni mchy vipegndéesr and
fundamentally grounded |98t embrgiomfenwhat nhumamatpernyso
woven into the fabric ofthemani £ nal eaenoyurstr ®ug case
knowl edge emerges from oaveracrneéeaanls ,t lae queacdyd hei ght
gradually through interakRnofoaassavi tthf oChnnp st evih oErag ien
significant to us. JThe ioftrQeueers WUnibveamgsityvRel f as
changing nature of human exi stence means that it is
i mpractical to formul ate d&Vedafrienisttiivd setl omfg,r dloamg
uni versal program for all haomaoumskencesel Thgeraeces
fixed repertoire of predi byabhe T empdaroihvseerst dloampawteirryg
situation in the worl d. Il hdt ekdpnghumabswmuate approc
cultivate the ability to adadmpnhi veltgel hagiegatebuhein
uncertainties of our envinowmente, ndaawihg Updepepdast
experiences to guide our phespnbgdesbsiansewhi Ae ir

“ynne Bowyer and dedbrAaht Stieviemls i ntel |l i gendé®al Cahet tapesa:c/h
nathani el . earod .hrea/esi mdgbls éoleS-ihsi scuad s / baineeetalciaichse iwh 2d8r t i-f i ci al
|25ntelI-ciameera-m:dabo-lmﬂlmanivtnvog)snil3/ Accessped 122 . 5. 24
Il bid p. 2
2 nne Bowyer and Deborah Steven 3

i

|

ynn S p.
|l bid. See also Rodney BibwvkegahNMdcRbDeabti @dn P R&lhmtps eBe cddn
all as WiAlRracé¢ Edor Trut h. L e a&d i Hhagr dTehsi th R@uves@etEGKopd soer el ILIiif
VP, 2010.
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cactually stl.otwvedgéegmwmpaolse capability which humans

key requirement for real intelligence, but it is
doubt i f we wil!/ ever get there. |l suppose my poi
t hat humanity has the intellectual capacity to cr
superseding it, no matté®r how much time we have.

So, is human uniqueness threateneddbbynArtsfcormaént n
actual achievement Bjork would probably agree with
statingiotthatt iads | clear that thi ¢°%ies pa owii allelse ammd ihte
brings us back to the Relational and Functional Vi e
recognise that constitutional wuniqueness anhde val ue

propogiiftihounmans are not somehow conét ihtawtd woalolhy awcn
a true 9tda efmeelts t hat human worth has more to do w
with God and whatto Goed @nond ednodrss tuist uti on i s not what
is necessary so that we can be speci al

ANhat makes humans speci al i s not wliisatr el uama nointsyh iip:e
based on his purpodse for making us.

Finally, the question remains. Suppose tdahnalre@gyqu
or even better than humans in rational powers what
humanity as having been created in the i mage of God
somet hing that is in the image of God seems idolatr
picture painted by Christian theology; that is, a n
wi th an understanding of humankind as not merely ra
worilidnseparably body, mind and spirit, then there i
a threat ®GophamanimryeGotdi on. This presents a world o
di smi ssing Al as a threat, what if we were to see A
mandate described in Genesis 1: 28?7 Of cour s e, [ Wr i
argues, human Ikkesisreqs iarld ybagtolnd andf®*Bhkiistemaulad |lye &c
very wa®& yabifl Aty to amplify our tendency to overbea

But that has al ways been the case with techidel ogy.
need to approach this area with an attitude of gr eas
arffeearfully and o¢y®PdedOr fiY) 1. v made

of . Danny Crookes QioOt8etd Airnt iXdhcn aC UemnredX.i g&naadaRdpi |
Mi chi gan; Zondervan 2020. p. 26
’Bjiork p.99.
9 bid
U pid
2 am still rel udpteansbo.ntso use the word
530ur estrangement, accorfiliom obor3ellvesh, fiemt dtoref capsd orpi Il
|l ich had iGrouhdowmf toler aBei agl thus estranged; we are all
Il ngol f MPauwlf eFTithhl.i ch On the Exist8ohoal &bnReptgiodbnEsCFkan
versity, 1200M® ippnel At : http://claremont. academi a. edu/ Jac
Paul _Tillich_On_the_ Existential _ Concept _of Estrangeme
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tgood; and that this is Fuow hterenoirma g &oadf m@aae ius i n
physically expressed. |l ife cannot be created unle

Our moder n @&mirnedasl idscen howp%%%ig%?’lolu% ypite. God gave
was for an ancient text dseas)jrtehgtormasleé(uéar{dCfoé]rﬂa?lceti0
both image God eqaal mpgédddhdiad Ocfrive great joy
only be expressed in di Geord3|tf‘ g"f'hlsodjirebctdli s th

contradicts ot her ideasstahca[tamv(\?erelIL}'rreenﬁatCtatth hedyn

t hat exists within the Trin

ti me.

_ _ humanity. Sexuality is not
This is the beauty of O%rortri%d'itt'%%:i mtptbal,ttao]ora%oddt
Trinity, Three in One. i%ee%ual di morphism reflects
this in that no single human by themselves can
represent the full breadvtet{ha‘fps‘tﬁé1 d|(~:]\/r|eneesnt1agallure
(Even for somebody with rJIOWSteurSseo tar{<ae| ttlhoen,place

physically impossible toWrPa\felcheeS fuIIt rcaar{]gebeofd'r%g
and female sex traits att htaﬁeGsoamé mtpiorﬁee.s) ONAF - Th

di fferentiation of sex 'CshooLfstoa{JrS)PrW@olbocgfy Asfértse

broader dlver:sa)ityslklnnhcr.lcrﬁlaq})uut,ymselnzte,mc a much broade

r relin . Y
shape and more. creature ess God g es

dod ask for: not just bodie
The female body has CyCIt'aCsekl hachr rb‘?rqqtutaeir'b%fts a

and the ability to grown%nrdmt?l hn nabnqofesodrurbegvyel ini
in and of i tsel f; t he maslteru c,y q%scoonre tqteircms W
hor mone | evel s, superiorfisturren%tuq othatque adrodabout

muscle and a vital but nQ %pcilasytabr}t roIm S‘|sn,[thhe st
creation of 1ife. Thesests gqha}rw%t. issttioﬁ%/ afi &
sacrament al mar ker s that tqt Oo Cb'hrl rtqnatn?asqescto
of God. Our Goidt he (Dmexr}jwh: rblqjserbtod or is it a priso
ot her , who is beyond usinvxtbonpeqae quGodn?to our

world from outside time and space; and our God i s
i mma nietnhte One who i s alw'%lcil@i tmto?/ﬁjln% .atl W\g?/%ld be muc
near and within whom allcrtehalrjl QP fygrq(]t éweeérﬁe&p

have their being. The goodness of our embodle

undoubtedly been seriously

Not e

'Mal e and female &GHHi sreated themasy to misunder st ai
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i mportant but separate question of gender iidentity.
that biological sex i s a spedé¢yetumitashgs nhbahidgsat
can have diversity of opinion on these questions wh
created male and female (at | east with regard to bi
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environments, addicti onsexamer iogrhceas haafr disrhampssgender

compromi s®@ bewpheg c &dmadi tfiomisl iaemsd have been | istenec
derive people to eXper'eTnhesethaer'e Importcaonntdlqlueosntsl(

andiga(died). However, because the issue

By offering the Iligstavef rtenliattieeenl yfdinfdgvwroeemea, t hey c:
vi ol @aitn o®%esction 4, we aragaiems$nhdepdewifotdheCat hol i c
broad scope of human di gtnhd ywayAst hvaatr iwvwveuscan wit h m
comment atorsDhgwetastasadfliinsittead . This i s, | think si
intended to broaden t he dicsomies sofo uthraitg tth et Coasteh owh ac
Church cons@rda&ve \aoobahtuinPaens! ar ati ons comments as ei

dignity. driven or as |l acking in fai
While not explicitly I|sqhurchmotnegascth't%ge’ ainothoefr YVE
viol ations, I woul d argu(’euetsnt Or}%eaqdnccrre'atsll nlastng%hlss
of polarisation that seems@a?%v%aw%% ?%nge?lmglnﬂgcgﬂ
politics in Aotearoa andthaerooluongd'a(mse' world fits the

definition of what <can bTeh e ontsd ldleearegle af ovri otl e i @Mu roc
per sonal human dignity. whidh iwordhho ;msoas ntgo tchaarnt itrhi
pol arisation often involtvepi gemnfergdn derd tshearey twiptel

about persons classifi edamdkd dwtisnigd e aaft toHfe aChur ch,

par t i@rudoapr from both personal and pr of
While this is a challenge f
DignitasanafGeandar Theor\l/'OIatIons described, it ¢
. _ this point in time to dial
Thd@grave vomosatcommentedgoenndbey tthheory because of it
secul ar medi a, and for S|Osmseuthe mo s t contentious
sect ibing noift as ilsfwmat ait has to say

about genderr”setxhecokireyngaeﬁ%)én naming gender theory as
Among the questions ralsedOIbayt'coonmsrrienthaetoDeCI(af aotlor
within and outside the Caat% c fala}%prcooammunlotyasn

whet her |listing gender eXoWay' iatlyongsn oetlhpesr reac{/e
violations such as poveretvenwar}ougnmm'atn rParyafq‘e cq<|r}10\

abortion, violence agai nngotr‘Eklx)omernad'ntdI oIqﬂeprQovu'sde('jsof
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i §edhow that can be expl &endeérwhéeérory, Sex Change :
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(Genesis 1D2ghit@wul &&d bnalae and female involves a
cannot separate the mascrudsd mec tanfdorf,e nti mea nfea dtr otmh at

God@ wor k od( ncr eadt)i.onfhi s cob$§ eaprraiddhea ttp riisor t o all ou
bi ol ogical real ity is t heendaesx me(fogan humaraa tpeeru etdh a ny
and, ultimately, t he conThinsu aftu rotnh eorf rt eéhien fhaurncaens rtalcee
as it is for all ot her menminmal iso laongdi araulc hi dd n thiutmya nma k
creation. bal anced holistic theologic
I n other words, theologi(cda‘“alﬁcyrisbpeedakb|yngc,:atolﬂhorIiC theo

embodied biologicall/ phys‘llacnaﬁsednlsffaesr eancmehsmrgipse%eaqne to

and female adevpaibobnof o@ionailtsegarnadlly and aoqpuarel y c
therefore also a@ émpeesﬁasvirooiudsio'}g Gtohde t rgafpy soifac & lail slti n
Thi s, in turn, means thaa\pporuoraccr} et.!;:ld{'i'%onr aé'@imtrqwrl“é{c%nd
f emal embradil mensi on, desc?rin%%%Sii?\es the physical asp

Dignitasnl hermst af estab"\fhiesnhidnegtelrin?r{int'sngtoWhat bs o

persondéeteemination (n. r15e7gsl_ect of our other relat]i

di mensi ons.
The moral approach described here is a

consequence of the theol'ﬂ)ogvye,vearr’tioclhrl ab('eodI Oo%llcal

Thomas Aquinas, that grasciempdloyesr enportdsg%fr}'jdgsaeusm,ortadcau:
natur e. Rat her, grace pearlfseoctmsb%baqdl.lraet. tPhuet so¢nvice
ot herwise, this means a 507a)t'ho'%sl cnostteadrte}bnogvep’oiunn[defrosr
mor al theology is that doeurrersmelxnuaa}li oOIni foffertennecensatnﬂ"’lrkee
morality requires a pro puenrOI eurnsd'[eorosc{ ainq%egr ﬁgqtnd)actr?)ﬁlthaei r
respfeccrt t he natur e ofTmraﬁﬁﬁ;s"?’ig%‘mk%%ﬁe%?%i“"d"mam’“
in order to disca@]voecoi‘rduumramr?arivtelilso%so ooéett]aeciaprd)o'aliei;
being, we must first askhuru/%natbeliansté(i?no t%r%e awqﬂrulmdan
being, a question which IcranQatth dlei ca demdieart etlayndi ng,

emb

answered unless we take cruddtiicdmre nas amaloaunan o ff eomal e
created physical embodi mesnti?r riwthloevamtm ars made subj e
person, including whet hedetleram rba toil mrg;i cradtlilyer , t hey
masculine or feminine, chasiog dfe tstee aframieldy f(rmo.m 50)
God work of creation (n.f oéudnyd atAnodn alt oa rsgddenaeknitd fa stiHtee
dignity of the person i sand istpemkt sal Gaot lod | itch et edd gghii
of the body which cannotl &g waoge i dfe rteldo s en fvelrd os p & ak
that of the person as sussdmgtnhi @9t h §areecdhsi $¢ hhuman

beings are inseparably Clotmpiossendotoa{bIbeOtthhathdtyheantdeac
soul, our physical bOdieisﬁ)iignnitthaesé5bl§ﬁeié(se@9ba?gpéjéttii@é]
are endowed with personadirrr]neenasniionrp c}fhaﬁ[urﬁaanrtsiecxiupaaltiet

in the dignity that pr Opreerfleyr ecnha%ern?t&iﬁi%El'lesseisone.veTrhye e
human (n. 60). which the wunitive di mension
This approach is al so codisscussitons tahb d hte d eorgd ecr otf h

@i, espect for the giftedwheadss nefedsurt ocrbeatfiuan haes ex
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astery for the Doctriwhe@wdr y hei grmidfh udijsust
l'y acknowledge the neteedbetocdevetlbbpyaawmorded,
articulation of a Cathodggr eappir o @rcarn dtohvii 0 | reen
theory in paragraph b¥? wheunkdwberdadothatd a
tific coherence [of BDemdeprdigebty]the thet t
of considerabde debabte ambewyw pEppltesare i mp
early cannot occur whahHoevemndepgbivad of the
d engagemenats wietlhh tahsbesausnacet their sexual
exlperi ences of the redattiinvgl fyr om-ssiym® d2a0 1 & ppa
non known as gender dybphthamomor )Laetiti a

ans it would be wrong for anyone to think

e Dieqarihtiammagebhbmesenfhetbeiti cal i mportance of
any conversation amrguwe ., alrmngfulee atbedi thi ey etretdeayr ffaicl
That said, to artghiignhgadas ils dvo, tttleat iGemaearce tme
urther dialogue iBheenyto necessarily imply
c teaching regarding the relationship

human embodimentpppd, hgman, mogalfdye i sincy
task, radtdwseﬁtlhregn\éﬂb}/?%nments inc_Iudes.the r
y and completenessg; ofntihfe) feagdingaddihfa
e\k/i P24 nv%ﬁi é[tpep eervs_oér\]/é_ "Ban in
StRSE Meldn @i dhEe TORI 98 S P4
'asnt?l-j‘?@dgaenmér{ntpaolrtr%enrtcy of th
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rst step toward
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dysphbDirgmai,tasndefscioras what Pope

Franci s
i mporta
hospita

The
t hat

and many others hlaere sarina mbmneanrouddhecritics
nce of creating saperoaacak|ltuci mer alnddi ver genc
bl e environments.promoted by Pope Francis (a
Decl aration and noted above

Church wisdhesrt eaﬁ%nsﬁcmcoefmvga?bll\{@'l eRecseponding to

s e.r i us. _cri.ti_ci_sm, Mi chael
every person, regardol e3s s o't ! TsC%! xS uMi

orientation, ought tothbee Bfoe%%%rc?%cdhihnasnitsooqo’ r

her

dignity and treat'endhewrietnhtr %doc%nsf?l%'edrt%tt?%'nr,]g Por
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open for dialogue, and i

[ Pope Francis] is the unsheulsalr @each ooutoft @ hai al
church, and he is defendeogerodi cCrhor i BhHiisnmeans t he
doctrine. He wants to hetlpe peiopll ®egwe oiwn and wi tfh

closer to God, and knows[ RPdh@me ] &€ rcamam@iasnysi nagp e t y p
them, not judging them, wel ¢ddnmi g sitn wary ¢ i ng oL

achieve that. He al so bepé epBeast whhits tvweel comi ng a
church teaches. I't is thtmat aiss @on it stt drratt wihteh
activists ... forget. Hiisnlterndentcsdih@iwviet ¥y eafr eal |h
was seeking to under mi net hdate ehaarcdnmsot enter ir
mor al teaching, on this amadutotthlee nisghitersess or v
even though it was obvi opar tailduladronigdedasator acti
what he was doing was pliantimgsudlmata mbirallogue i s

teaching within a pastorraé¢dspgoatiexd ,dingni tay, tdienc
price of admission® to a fpastmatailomalnittextand fr ee
claim that al/l human bei

My own viewinterkabulctoinmatieclty'' S dialogue must al way

applies to all/l of us who ar%’a}ﬁal’pabfa}/ﬂied&h?PgtngnL

community. that would violate the i

every human being.

I n a recent email conversation on the topic of
gender and sexuality, a %ﬁé“BchﬂthgaftggﬁpvgoHiedssFeflecti
on the critical Gospel |q'n'psecr t@r'v%mut”oroe]sovef'ortshtelrys t
unconditionally as God e%grbst’owcheptthal'{ twd’b%
to Il ove those with whom tWreﬁmlrﬂhy rPt &Iaradaée.and Stt'Hils
we might add that eN$peaqieQ1&%y Q/e'%QheQ%n to the pos
when we disagree, since 'ir%s”%dnl'be '?l??/keg?%}'eweltlo :
|l ove those who agree W|t%Utus'cieI%f5|tg¢1?f(awlfry9hh%omrﬂ%
added that thidheubenedti kS axylest g current articula
our unconditional |l ove ctarﬁ%OIC,)g)(Nlth any credibility

claim that we cantobhhV|l hyoagrebhem i f we

with their belitéfs and bEhavl ogircal |y speaking, thi
contentious; all through hi

Refl ecting on this pointeri]910%ntreercee%tar?:%mrmee%ﬁ)%'?@e%_nt

Dignitas Cathaoliit@ bioethi @FZE, eHgopgters have assis

Kirchhoffer underlines tHh%f ctem??laqgit%/alan%n ?‘n orq%%'c

Christians do not have a mo
Spiriftl owsatwhed( dohnh & B)s |

of dialogue:

practice, this requires us
I f all human beings acluwaryesn th anvoer adli gfnoirtnyu Itahtaitons ;
demands respect, t h e wlhoaotr, nfursam ad wwa ytsr adei t i on, i



deserves to be firmly held ondi ¢a§osnehielne i dlilcowinmgvl @&e
riches of experiendeadptelr pecthievei nform our

Concl usi on

Qur ability to Ilisten to, |l ove and wal k alongside t
mar ker of respect for human dignity. While critical
neither doess hiotutpiendgmidite whhief yi ng of others with whom
sadly, all too often as apparent within the Church
enough to bring our inandgdtmusintibethemipludl émod @h utmo
not have all the answers and to |isten.

I f |1 had the opportunity to diwemidmys ienddmatkh be Pc

t hat Hhpeolaadrdbasssatnwmber 14 on hi sfgalarvea d/yooll el g todny di g
As the saying goes, the truth is ultimately found i

ee Cuddy, C. (2024) The Disappear ance Tohfe Phiibsl a pcp eTahreaon coe
i h

1

S

lic Theology From the Public Sguare | Churebcesbtedladar aas
2024.

Dicastery for the DOXQx24m.e Houfh ptbhaeb IFeavietthv at i can. va/ r oman _
cfaith/documents/rc ddfi ndoami2@2404®2 mdi gnitas

See Winters, S. (2024) Popesasx coounglnées @amd bd % siheg ism me
shocking as some think:

https://www. ncronVidinecedmginmpbhe s-sbmBaegoupdredamersemi nari e
-ar-koghocking

“See Kirchhoffer, D. (2024). Vatican inviteltitpoblal disc
www. eurekastreet . cdm.vdgu /eatlatki ccul-eeshi voanedii cgann t y



https://churchlifejournal.nd.edu/articles/the-disappearance-of-public-theology/?utm_campaign=CLJ_Weekly%20Subscriber%20Email_19-0507&utm_medium=email&_hsenc=p2ANqtz-99l0UGhmMC37Xm45K9A0REFpRMYcf4OeIIRmZginDdpLa-s1XnNs6OatgPJ-qT7g3oQ4Zq4oMcGVlEoOXcicnId8fLwQ&_
https://churchlifejournal.nd.edu/articles/the-disappearance-of-public-theology/?utm_campaign=CLJ_Weekly%20Subscriber%20Email_19-0507&utm_medium=email&_hsenc=p2ANqtz-99l0UGhmMC37Xm45K9A0REFpRMYcf4OeIIRmZginDdpLa-s1XnNs6OatgPJ-qT7g3oQ4Zq4oMcGVlEoOXcicnId8fLwQ&_
https://www.vatican.va/roman_curia/congregations/cfaith/documents/rc_ddf_doc_20240402_dignitas-infinita_en.html
https://www.vatican.va/roman_curia/congregations/cfaith/documents/rc_ddf_doc_20240402_dignitas-infinita_en.html
https://www.ncronline.org/opinion/ncr-voices/popes-comments-blessing-same-sex-couples-and-gay-men-seminaries-are-not-shocking
https://www.ncronline.org/opinion/ncr-voices/popes-comments-blessing-same-sex-couples-and-gay-men-seminaries-are-not-shocking
https://www.eurekastreet.com.au/article/vatican-invites-global-discussion-on-human-dignity
https://www.eurekastreet.com.au/article/vatican-invites-global-discussion-on-human-dignity
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Ni ck Pol ascheck

I n Aotearoa/ New Zeal and today, unli ke the past, we
religious faiths, Muslims, Hindus, and others. His
negative vOherw sofi amom el i gi ons, often viewing them a
even evil. Notable is the history of regular perse
centuries, actively supported and even at times pr
interactions with Islam from the time of the Crusa
peoples across the globe (including Aotearoa) by E!
supported by a cadre of missionari es.

Appreciating religious dieeognitzed positiveClrdiesteind
I n recent decades bd\peprcm&gllstQ'a%n u'[l}ihseslandmark d
to the other religions, rneoﬁlélth?dP'ﬁ%h“}&%wlg%@h?kopglt
Judai sm and | sl am, has cfh%rrBSe_’d. hI_"h(fhs NEYS T exlbSrte

reflects on this new appr%'ascrwesflrltdqﬂegé O{'OﬁAtbérﬁvﬂmoarméhc)}q@
Roman Catholic perspectlnlaec.l' V\ﬁlt%r?% W!hteh Csa?\ﬁ%rlﬁlc ot
Church, thNodbcaﬁ]fAmmmttehgoman Catholic rep.resentatl
Second Vatican Counetiilmel'nn 139%%1'foT_h?h%otfr|“f'slt s det
recognized Judaism and |%’?%‘?nfsats?‘%%'t%9 p%%qt?%%??rat'
though incomplete, forms borfarﬁ%m'l%cft?'vtehrterlﬁlg;'ito'u%ns
response t o Nohset roan aA eoadt. otearoa/New Zeal and. My o\

H N



the Council over a numbet hef spéai subhadasuexpessesd art.i
me t oClminsti an Abrahamic apmegr specti ifvies |amigumeu o ht

have | ed me to reflect caniwviewlliyg ahsmyafihgramededn
assumptions about other Qarf@Wetcanie¢xpmessantdhimy t od
own Catholic Christianitwuman beings have respondec
di vine Word to humanity in
During his pontificate Pbpegbagesi sdhesescdetgei opedur
the seeds oNoptl una@®re svait ibtriandg ti ons expresses tfhoer di
a synagogue in 201dbnPhbpethBEynamc éysaid
are our brothers and sisE%r§h%np%Q? i?%ﬁ?edw%o%kact
belong t9 omamﬁame?xGbM%f understanding between di
accompanies and pradtTeed s s gfl 31848 LE viewed othe
popns.est.atement refle.cts tahsatJ’udani sOrHra_neJa_l’slwaem,araes .
beginning to appreciate bﬂ?ﬁs?y%npyy[s ha%u?ah%ﬁeg?
not §|mply contrast W'thf%??%%SWab%a%uﬁEi%ﬁ?%%,fb%?
but is actually a faith ¢xpLEpshaf #8CPLY (LAP B T
thz JeW|sz falth, and Ca?FQPEya%%e?gE%IEUBE¥ern tr
understood now in terms gl qbtsefcUhphebPltfon! 81 ai
2019 the Pope met the Grgndg|map ghigblakl cainolic t
Rayeb, leader of the ShigyMyshiDspcafgd, 8j9aefed in
ocument that includba tRhe LghlgubPouwtifPng engagir
pluralism and diversity gf hehl ghens veoyalitysafin
and | anguages are willed by God in His wisdom
t hrough Whlﬁh he Cébmiwmb?9m?glg?ﬁ?%§hip to the ottl
statement the Pope acknoplgggesohs! f€omslbq! 88ca
as actually being withingyhe gLyl e RYTPATEnolBhe N
Christians view as fUIf'%%%9a%%n?hrbﬁ?istians have
re acin Jyuydai sm or i i nal
More broadly what is be'(ngtn}Lmahggok% } RSE,L§L¥%Q
ot her forms of human dlv?%?gtﬁb %%ki%h%g%a$%v%b%btg
not an aberration causedhgg %o% ?hﬂ%%l?%sﬁeeglo a
humanity, a common tradlﬁjﬁgn?hj%hrg%tia?tY%ewwtiut;
is rather actually in ac?ogg WltH %hEpSIVLng gesi N
. Sl am 1 s cha Ieng|ng 0r S
humani ty. As Jonat han Sa%g%, Q %m%%m%hg%fe$8%%gi%%
Britain, @odehwsotppken hgvihﬂied in reJZtion to JL
mankind in many Ianguage% r%hE?%%PtJUF%IS@I%?ion i
Jews, Christianity throu?&ecﬁﬁh%$l?ﬁVe|%{?mntocomI
Muslims. Only such a GodI &s truly t ranS(:engeFM al P
greater not only than the natural uni verse but al so

'Documents of Vatican two Herder and Herder 1966
https://abrahamic.nz/
*https://www.vatican.va/content/francesco/en/speeches/ 20.
francesco_ 20160117 _sinagoga. ht ml

“https:// www.vatican.val/content/francesco/en/travels/ 201¢
francesco 2019020Atcddnmamamthd ml

ZSacks, JThe 24002ni ty Cofntdinfufuer d lcoest edition), pb55

Quran 2:62; 3:3 5:48, though the opposite is also strol
revel ati on.
'"'See for example works by Thomas Merton, Bede Griffiths,


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/God_in_Abrahamic_religions
https://www.vatican.va/content/francesco/en/speeches/2016/january/documents/papa-francesco_20160117_sinagoga.html
https://www.vatican.va/content/francesco/en/speeches/2016/january/documents/papa-francesco_20160117_sinagoga.html
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er entAsr ea icgoinosnisder ed
lvement, it is diffe%
he past, that were t9
mi al . How t o approa'%
rfaith dialogue if W%
unters today? A numb
been BM@@esamdor|enE
or t he proces§BaE|c%
ect, openness and ap}b&}
it n we are seeking i
al , along with an C(m)rn
| e history of the |Inmteerafcalitohnserbgeagvemenntouirsfqiu]
itions from their petrsgpemgdastve.in the occasional
we have had as Christians w
e past we, as Chrisddaearsti m@vtehdepoeivteidv @ udi he
tion can be distingtud sdietdi dm,omc®hthreastiandg ht hi s
tions because it isnddg®tidedidimenvei Reyedfatotome
GBewte IGma m omow be wundetrhsrtoouogdh assi mpl i stic stereoty
g the specific categwelyi of sundewsweanalie@agable to
ugh which our traditefofni hasy i oft etr ipg iet efda iotuli i n
ound faith experienceumfl| igmiatcédusndlé vith@&ndi ng o
ement with us. Obvtipopadgiltyionde PBadzey cwd eglods iyl d
d by some other faliitihi ttataidons omfs, otntpd @ bfl i t h
m and I slam. But maeapytwthferodnm asdlwn itomsdiutsieon .
s different forms pdcadgriezes ttamea i inghdé e mtt fvalmu
ticulate their ownt padiftoiucdls rend gapprseci ate t
ences. recognizing the | imitations
own tradition. For exampl e,
we can recognize thel ieqicang utadield zham@ertieror
| religion. We acknotwl enger each| ofi oalr awdi gn &
tions is embedded ias pmeéitngupart cafl ttuhesl,i fe o
ulated within specidompa&oad ewittsh i Ohrtiegtmsamfor
age, symbols and i dfeaist lerived from those
r al ettings. The basic idea of Revelation is
ory f enculturated expression and
pretation of religiRauspamditmg itho olragirawWs tdiowi,
ed from our Hebrew Whd Greco Roman cul tur al

rounds. While rTpdddy exPeddfngSpdd@EiSate al

ct something d pery dd@dngdy, hpaapagiud LU Sught
ways artiaulpart Ciumea\yielm,mmacﬂ"fgracious divine in
ral nt ext . I recgddn dreé:|a-ddai30l§5o me, Chird Sdh aps
cC ome o recognize thapt; d]etsyus 6‘6\ﬂ‘§re|§nd asr @i tfu
n being, was a Jewi sy, magn |dVvadng @odmitthd && 1 @ ¢
in a particlllar ewigd) ¢ON§®X§ur own faith trad
ecognize that each o0t heres rienitgheiurs ftaiatdh tti oadi
nity has its own his@@0d f rwhiitchcyrmet adTohgee f ronm
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exemplary holy Ilives of different persons and group

and depth of the various faith traditions they | ive
Even though we may believe that Christianity is the
their members obviously do not. They have no sense
their own faith as true and | ifegiving for them. We
to the divine Word within our community from our po
acknowl edge the historic negativities within our Ch
understanding and faith practice in relation to oth
We need to | earn -Glor iddtsicaursss avi d tht ntome | i fe and pers
significance for us in terms that take into account
acknowledge this, but also have their own figures a
they affirm and value deeply within their tradition
di alogue in which we |isten to them as they Wehare t
need to recognize heéieng tfhaeith neamponse®nt ast he di vin
prejudgment of the quality of their response.

Today interfaith dialogue offers us a new opportuni
di fferent groups of human beings |living within vari
together personal relationships, joint actWeidars,
appreciate that those from other faith traditions h
of ethical comportment. We can also be honest about
Thus, we can come to understand ourselves better wi
fully, in our l ives and thinking, our own faith con
ot her Quari tihnst.er f ai th di alogue is based in our commo
understanding, appreciation, and coll aboration witHh
within our own religious tradition. I nterfaith dial

the human journey that we share a¥ the gracious gif

8%king, Sallie B. (2011). I nterreligious DiOall o pee . Il n Chac
gpp.-lla)L. Retrieved from www. oxfordhandbooks. com.

Seevww. scar boromi ss-doanbfoqgacékigprnceunithditenda s dfi ail Oy ueht2t ps: / /
jcma.orgcanlafttipes : / / ronr ol hdicisetredbail pmimec icmlie@d tthutdtepss :;/ /
acommonword. ca/tool kit/goal s/

'%See works by Geza Vermes, E P Sanders, Dale Allison.

™Mt 7:17, 18

| m&@g sourced from NZ Interfaith Forum 2018 https:// www. ca



http://www.scarboromissions.ca/interfaith-dialogue/principles-and-guidelines-for-interfaith-dialogue/2
https://ronrolheiser.com/principles-for-interfaith-dialogue-and-interfaith-attitudes/

A Defence of t h e

Pet er Mc Kenzi e

I n recent months a vigorous attack has been made on
the following paragraphs at the risk of Opcarteiaetnicneg. an

Does the Treaty create at pmade¢d etrodh luft prtdhee Coeamt said
the indigenous people andemaitndadrizet we dNewt hefirha&ces.
Zeal and? beginning of the end of wha

Mr Seymour and the Act p%'??y ea'% %f&%%d%%i?%%%?%d t

as repudiating the appropa

rht neark enI t heh%orr'q’dfe$ ha

Appeal in 1987 when it qear'e%l rt%ca% thye&\‘r att§ br!
creates a partnership \f?lvl %'nngt\/lUerJ?r' _d th%r !
settling in New Zealand Va%'“%%taa%%sm%%'v%g b%re(nW'ng u
made faocnt i vi of judges l anguage and culture on pub
the singing of our national

The nature of the Partnerghdpaddse £Pdritn o,ﬁap{\)pp@taﬂer
envisaged and its implicapdonsed®rate®day ¥ de is t
compl ex subject requiringel@aenwhn®dicomrrdnsgsd emO®rii tasmed f
shall confine myself to WMm&udIsts Uteo r@upleidc byvdmtes. T
Court, namely the relatioasdmdny 0dWwdrdcwdolt her it v ¢
races which was viewed ago@tWpawdmerysdd Pi Pley WeE&Mi ng
the races. The Presidentgodwithg FeMbdr odf AMDeriIl 4 Pd
Robin Cooke, l'ater Ldiride L9 kgdoddghturiging ddmdtcel ebr
Treaty signified a pavatsngdshi $ thrd WweSmet i@BES boring
looking in this respect @d| ddi WgYndwWwrjwadged 0odr Neavp
Zeal and. Sir Robin referyrijegedd®dthye wdisdrkesr ®h the
past whigmeeghation, amalgamagr Hthi Of. tthitese are welc
races, assimilation of ther Myerdhitp. the Wakedal waswy
the goal which in the magmd suecresst vienGOVEU m medrt mer
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Cooke was right that we mfeeidne @uanioivtey fwirtwhairmd asnat.
partners. Zeal and is particularly vul
The Court of Appeal has V\faoysltgeurre du naI craerqllaoalaultpi I:)of"lnc bidns me
this country and this sh%%_rl d’ %'Qer\]/vte?rc%m%%v,v,erno'tn the
rejected. maj or Ot yer countries have u

Parl i amentary chamber, or s

Ot her aspects of the parwymiedesdn pcemydis@@eidody itheor
Court of Appeal were sped !l idn@watitkf Nt ot hae i Fr e nucdhg NCeannt as
including participation in|deghislii® nagtmakh & gt h @b g RS
often nowgoalreadnceo Thrijsghid lo et he part of all c
di scussed in a sePavearntramafadrcitey odeiOsi on, should b
Linked with this are Priggij odteisveée edadrdypdcd ®s8@OWidsH &
and a duty to consult inthpelpdliionstoOudte@dyatnaddyer;s
The duty to consult has demdwdiledod nr én@d@wdt il @3 edf Cooneg
cases. affirmative act omesduloedrod
inserted under the influenc
_ the founding I ndihas mbast st
The mantra of Equality 5 gyufficient majority may b
Those who oppose the cl-apmetde ptairamsr ship and co
governance under the TrelaﬁyNé\Hdi‘é/alde?néotﬁ’é" 'Frhéaaty o
basis of equality claimipng éhﬁrtotaéétiNc?ﬁ(" gr?d"lﬁlt?é’recﬁisa
shoul d have t hTlehes adeet aiilgeghgd sst Yyd¥  Hhe intention of t
made by Alan Ward, howevelsng@lVesS1dPgMdBELY Preyt p
this “cHradm.t he earliest yeafs falkqwing thl?eto see t
Treaty in 1840, equal pajidgd@agsPn fd MPOSi pdasei o
Ward says, denied and heypogint;s &fi&i gt h6dBT done
evidence to support thist'he Court of Appeal in New

The mangquaadioft yghanted byTnedat wsl egal status and ens
though this provided thewaYy mpfl ede&cljarsidieg i isr 0d 65 emhiaa
attempts to diminish theCoaurtatgomsi dwriedntge b e ot he
l'i fe of tACITs ampegteiaars. t o r4egard t he
a
Cc

Treaty as promoting ineqyabbiyoRufytBhtagbbibtifer s
di scounts and misunderstﬁ”tgldts, Od‘ﬁwrhi'tstté)ﬁ,y @@rgsttihteuti
nature of ourfEquwalisistiypot i ®ME| i ament to seek to t ampe

same as fairness and is noty @ pAn@Red faltdlemsaea i cdn tc

redresses all differenceg, bietweeqn 5ﬁttiﬁ§”'ﬁreaty.
Di fferences of culture, |l anguage and ethnicity have
in many places, bediny ruenndreyr noifned by t he

the majmdidgmands ThereqR8BFftyhe Treaty ofit hWaistaameg i
many ways in which citizen@dps MUpd is ffe t Qo LAy s 11
may differ and be unequalt Lawniessalkanetdadiaaddy
have devised constituti ofiss tpe@ddtr ep$bitiheh &d 0Pd £rMSs

'Mavid Seymour HHcttsi voiustt alguadi gnessia fatnelr blue ®lkaiurcg adfs Dr aft Tr e
Pri noiNelwesddub 19/ 0 fil/e2 O0T2i4r,i taindo Waidnaepght pedptawt et IS®Yy ma ur
bel icNeevs Hub, 23/ 1/ 2024.

NZ Maori Council v Attorney GenmehelLdn®dBt’/dasié NZLR 641 (
Al an Ward, A show of Justi ce, Raci al Amal gamati on i n Ni
“‘New Zeal and Maor i Council v Attorney Gener al [1987] 1 N

H ¢



el ivers theansamdatightherefore, the

Principles of the Treaty.r ee‘Freté)t}) gewréetl COQ\?eS
apply equally to all New Zeal ders. pIarnI
not what the Treaty saysUfhd'rQif|m|$%|n%ﬁ%rs>’tlhfbf|uence

background and circumst ahtesetunidegafmvhed ht heneTreaty
Treaty was entered into.WRisChx®3 ad nRdOMiag & rma the thefs
article the Treaty was thelipQbiducemmift ment gor oMlst ho
contest between two | obbyolgrwsupal |l yyhearry that mean
Humanitarian group who pW&hled, ftoherae Tireaay &afrley ca
determined to protect thientieddtein®dua!l (theat vl eqes
aboriginal) people of Ned@nh@ eiah @an@d @rdhien gT rteoa ttyh ewatsr u
entered into to confirm Mhanirnghlkef ofhe har tiingli e ndfu
people. All New Zealande®®sS hia¥®] benkhetreasan ofmor
the accommodation that theSsSir@mtiyn htaki prway died tHloat
the acquisition of | and WhidCh hienseltteemendi mMErteenfi
generations of settlers.Paaplia i snowdveatteni safaktethe t
assert that the Treaty waslieqyenRre@us.i ntbhe oTragigtan cef
the rights of all peoplelsir 8ht NWewblead e dofr aGdesi @Mma

i

w

u

@ @

being directed to the prioReeltvedh dfcharge ndfi gehvarse
Ne Zeal anders. All New Yepe¢mthidrd somawhi @h | anguage
course benefitted by theY®el&bfnel @lh¥ei Mg e yso that
provided to settlement iGl NewnmMTtean @dd, Wiptuh Whiech th
rights protection was i nWiethieidD a3t t h@se ndi geh® uso
peopl e. articles of capitulation in
territory the international

such a serious and b

a
e suggestion ﬁPrsimncaid;mle\é\‘eam &s’ha}eogrded a

asth L d b 4 b nm%yPllzbanMBBsr
g@styou e remove .yt%tatcunt efanJ salrc' . t o

i s effect has been |ntroduced i nt Par i ament .
woul d, in my view, be a mistake to t hink, as t he

esent government seems to be doing, that by
moving certain statutoWlyatprofvienaatsi, ng han atetf emptt

bservance of the PrPmichn @ilglsefoft htehd&rBrae gty thy
0s Principles will bePamblriogygmemrtd? or coul d be

0
e

-en.derLe Treaty W0u|.d StWoluldStasnrdngaSPaar T8t Yt t o D
ng on both parties, potH, @asp, .pr@ynéﬁtt95a+reat
titutional event i n é’é‘tr 61 tﬁlea({i"IffaICL?ltlégmlﬂ
n
e

ant between two peoprl|te

I’
ct to the |nterpret£r1r1 ﬁ]

|Wr‘|)éJ hcé edﬂrﬁléﬁi‘lt |yt utJin
_ f & Cr?é”k.n lith 1 Pa
tion of the Courts, 24 43

t

e .

d@ma?rp)}t’hltr?g : nFtieéIPtr
ments of | edgal msngnohedance

e
iy
J &

C ﬁl

u

ve, Mr Seymour has golnfe &S rte@ ol ® agcognised tha
ticising the Judges fioht @ haS waly it h@a@r A &teiyo hgly eTr
erpreted the Treaty an¥t @mRhethed provad dB&L yar wi 9 h
own i ntWehaptr esttaan doinng P@O®P4 €$e Who were parties to
e in this respect? Un@anfnoluraghoeetitlutidntalten a
angements the Courts halver fipYpPRer i f oour goverr
erpret a covenant or %ir®al gt pleit kv etnh @ hwayr@hinna
another party and thaPRhn¥ietdprichathroae gThvadte pfre
Judges will stand anatie0hsnddmg bhaphethe aN{ yRa

future Courts re@gaondlWiat off hivg TBEediodvonsdadn so.f ¢ o
rét yi ndi vidual views. be the Chi naévsoeurr enaacttiioonn.c ant

uni |l at erdallhley Ttroe awsy. was ent e
bet ween the Crown and MUor i

TO T T T3 T TO L O MO OTY =T — + o
9 5 5535 T Y TS T ODCOCcc oo T3 TSToSo T - o - =
P Qo +*T=-S < nL —+—T 0O oo

on



t heir pleheplCo.urts have de(cllaareerd Ltored Cooke) hel d t ha
meaning of the Treaty ankRanlhiaameéemtt esfprtehh @t Waint drygit h
Courts is now the |l egalllyadk ntdo ng84 hteh pwed ad i ®lne arf
this document . How can ofar Ipia@a mgatoinl|l gf (gifvitme &frfoeva
can be considered now topmbeviabisog ba dr é me @y tfha&@r Nemwe a
Zeal and executive governkh@&mlti)a mdHdotw kkasn @dIneo piamplyi ci
alone purport unilateralTriyedtoy aimnmumebh@issd cstcatvietna
binding on tTwo apmrempml eas 1 roebasteyr voarnce of the Principle
contract requires Ibtotihs paettaiclsed opragserei.pti on of th
simplistic to say that&asamalof mimerOntgyngd Mmarni WMF
constitute the voice and2@b%enThiod diheeotdhetraiplaed yd
the Treaty, although to Bexeduwtirverudergrtow pr ed o gMUiog &
MP& are not being treategrhygt McaBbegmomit ment to the

anyone else, as being a ofufWai@hA amdmn gtriotupt iton ale ocar
a Treaty partner. Treatyis binding and is to
I n addition to these condc $Rhs! rfhm%r'ueSDyift}mez‘ﬂ’ygo‘?‘ondd repea
grounds for arguing beforree'qfh%rcceoquqys t% |§rnent, w
Treaty has the standing (:09nsat 'cto%ts't?qablt i”oa%nvagcf'ln@tocrqm‘ﬁe
in our constitutional arC;'a%CgLé%Se'n?ns’. to change |
The Courts have implicit'Tl t?'rr@:%t%fd ttrﬂw%t Tkr'e qgf' RNV
having this standing by Rn?p(?sp?et?n hallqgeantdhgi-l\-/reﬁ%t
effect. I't i s tMMWie Ptahmatt aarv early case,
Bi shop of °dMedilngqgtttoed col 3hegl apersedking a revol uti
erroneously stated that d¢dhentTry awiyt-wasgianmahwi dgnal
because it was not enacteadndtyi tPatril o rmanlendi s ad s it dire t
|l aw of New Zealand. Thatitis ah Renfperyemdgmmeinthout a
since 200Atwbengegyi Gengér arlefvl efeet iApm woul d not achiev
e Court of uARIpeRrdr athe rd®irrivyi t t hings by means of
unci |l i n ‘%snooena Nalifyt Raa satlgss Ref er endum woul d give ris

iticised that catseo alnadbdacil@don htaitt utti ovassl chaos.
e ddayassert that the Treaty was without effect

domestic |l aw. This was on the basis of statutes
e New Zealand Parliament that had already

cognised the Treaty. lfhdd wWa&s LOR ak@itendhen, i
oefully beyond time now, to treat the Treaty i

n
that ACT is doing. Ihlell s so0miueht whal elrS ha&¢
nce passed under the bFildg% ¢R%?Cilt &G L@ ou¥
argued that the Treattyhehtowa'i‘]asnt[%rn%t[aq val otr g
i
i
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own s
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constitutional conventionP&nyalia®mal %aerlreQ/'Q?%ted
tampered with by an ordihnfh§ TrA%qt%fC Ul d i Beehitven
significant that Nz eM(ooruit %fc%ﬁa%eaallsq nheICI that b
Council v At tfoarcneedy \AGetnhert%ﬂle P@Jéétalm(?r{‘t’ an Act of Pa
whether the Treaty had blee@MihR®  HHea&t £igo R ¢t o€ 9 hled
|l aw of New Zeal and, t hed ps 2l |eré(?1q %3{ rtrh%b(i:(ﬁurcto%'ke

®David Seyiiboauwri dMPSeymour hits out at activist judges and
of Waitangio.Principles

®(1877) 3 NZ Jur (NS) SC 72.

"Ngati Apa v Attorney General [ 2003] NzCA 117; [2003] 3 I
8Nireaha Tamaki v Baker (1901) NZPCC 371.

°NZ Maori Council v Attorney Gener al (supra) at 655 to 6¢
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stumbling block to the amgmuomemtoft htate t @reo WrZ.

Parliamgnt could not IegAsAeavbeaﬁ(p (¥V|fyfseté1r?t start i
contradict or overrule he Treaty. Court 1 n tFh
case was not primarily clthcwWehled a/vll?t(h Qv%e&htefragfh(éy
Treaty itself was bingw“gQ'émt,ﬂ\l)éWOVZ(é%l%%%Iin failed t
Nire@chaase, referred to edmeicdral wWdstoOirtyedttTd biered wae
Court along with other caseslnYskdal oserye| dtfp tahe ti
argument that an interna4d¢ahand twWasatyoiwas o skhe ednf
compact between two rulifh@gr sdaveewlinsdFbithebpanitmah
sovereign parties alone Tc®@wemt nMagi stemwaadl awgluk don
alter the terms of the thhifley shpowst hewcadde dreatyr a
of cession of sovereigntlyoRthesthiyhglse chatf wegerdt Wy ¢
cannot be removed or cur®me | @dmpiynathiyomuafi cii ptagr et
of the party to whom soviéghéei finmpoiygaepderecmiagd tc
in the case of Treaty ofbmaak awWigih the Waw izeawhingh
l egi sl ature. The Treaty,had twagataqe duieidi Gw&BOYH R G R
respect a sacred trust. COolh@nTiheestheymacrpi@hapriipampé snyer
consider this argument aMids siie@n &ley MWMQHeMe@Ntcohagidreni
ea
ma
Su
tr
t h

rlier Mecewhamseé,n so tRAE thatE@meat smi ssionary soc
de bRritsiye Council can Bar fedfiugned amyd tsteecondl y,
preme Court. It woul @emer awriogy , offt harefoyrR K off of n
et He uBctheste as having EREIIT &8t Paé i idtahgeg rCtl,a pdanim eSce
e role of Parliament i&CtieViagzti olavamngaelhiec al e@hryi st
transform their society, an

I n addition, if there waSsl avney tdroaudbet.- olnh eéwhtewoh ekre yi no f

1940 (when Hoani was dec®fdfeidge Paatll italmentti meadof the
treated the Treaty as beliagdibnhdnagbeansy ehfohe e@lbar
under the domestic | aw iabdleiwt izeni athe;, am&rwercanal s
be no doubt at all now, as3@¢i athedclrekhy ohr @up ttheun
Waitangi Tribunal in 199&!l ltendhtt hheAlTouirgisnTemeyPmot e
give effect to the TreatGl aphanmuSect hkad,z iPar1 8 A%nen
in 1975 expressly recognfi@redt A&rdalalviet iedn exft 3loa v ele
Treaty of Waitangi . Empi Tbey were |l ooking for a
up. They found thhatgdiovien t he
faborigina(lnaowoqdrdedsegenous
Are there fiduciary obl igedplgens wradiermn eteme t hreeati t ir
binding on the Crown? with the expansion of the E

Even if the CourtsTaveHey %W W%rl%aST@éQQrésahgebica
He@case, not prepared th ?eﬁgpha?h ??g%?Q Bgitish

part of our constltutlonArg%rd'ﬁ‘?'a%d“%aom}G bt_eyonAdJStthrealr'eaanc
of Parl i ament, t he Court@a\ﬁ'ar\'/% %%%’i h%'rs%\/setarp%%s fpr
which they may well be pr epya_roe%pqsoeqjsseetttol _esrﬂebrbtor't_n
the Treaty. There is a s'%‘t?%rn'gg'lrl'%se %rfOtc%CSFe'sOQ/vh$%cf1'e

which coincided with steps

gives support to the Tr engetw Zz3SalCanedat iFodw efli|d uscyi xatroyn |
duties [ ie duties of trwugd @ndpwPLPdsd@td tddd oud deés
of the Crown (ie the exegddiymRai9OVEr NtMeiNd Hhe Ne€dsor
Zeal and) towardd the MUog|aWa@ry YSheyetwgre determine
An attempt to rewrite t h%®aprgnyde iWouelsd obre tdniel frepreegnity
abrogate arr anggoevneernntasn cfeo§@detnd $@y i on bat ehisheoBnit
to Art 2 of the Treaty afhUVeRertMaRbiWadhsP@FsSyhte &olyy
could be rejected as beitfg §HAMBerGicH! ofntiteregsts, e
fundamental fiduciary oblMigalNgWnZi®dahainthgCOMPaMmE, toO
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New Zealand which he ¢l aime would bring a better ty
t he humanitarians, offered that strict safeguards w
indigenoudhpedpleat y wasAst hFel eotucthceormes.hows i n his tex
pl ace bifethweélomavandartihhensNZ Company, both before and
MUor i as a native peopl e were cComegbelte nogf tohwenoerri sehsi po
held that | and co4wlad inedv twoknd il hien btahsei ssoof di scovery
fwast ebmaodsoccupied by native peoples, could be tak:¢
exploit this I and resour ce ftihne twhaes tneelwadbosd lepdr. i pnicli ispsl uew
f om the Humanitarian Lobby which, as | have menti o
ffice in London, the British government reaffirmed
ol oni Blaey oshet er mi ned t hat New Zeal and was to be d
ew start in New Zealand, even though over i nMaeyr ven
h
e

-

e.gowernance and Treaty debate not become a way of
t ween those who the Treaty sought to bring and wo

o+ 5 OO0

, therefore, makes no sense, and misunderstands ¢
oposed, to seek a referendum on the Prineiples of
vernance should be cohhiisnuiedd a nbrNaawe rZeatl tasmmmdpt t o
te of tHeEsmajpriwhych has | eft deep furrows on our
i sDwayen underground it will survive in the minds
d the attempt to erase or minimize it will | ead t
celdhhe Treaty settlements process provided New Zea
nesty and integrity. It would be the greatest f ol
eaty seWel bmeprt been madenbov bhwaeysha welbtbme proc
Il ow i s a movementy towards reconciliation.
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Since commencing this article tthy Boivecinmeas Bialsl r &
the subject of highly critical comment by the Waita

on perceived MUori privilege wéatkconstanytdc omail damalt
obligations to MUori. The Tribunal has called on th
Bill . Mr Luxon has responded by affirming his dec
Committee stage. Mr c®a@aymauro,n NMatritonreal has stated t|
to a full referendum. He i s qivetregd poas ddfaayn ndgelbtahtaea yt
bef wWhor Mr Seymour, but for others this is a matter

constitution as a nation.

'%See the di i oMfihenREKeatdabnsthsgi et ween the New Zeal a

scuss
Fiduciary oOl2i0@e&Gioo s i v . Law Revi
a

'he wiewvédngéhasadeen given a derogatory meaning, in recen:
many people, of the fRivagiwiédedkgpddf othe blhutbk in the US t
l raq in 2003, under President George Bush, and more rece
Tr ump. I't should not, howeverfev aémreg éwarsg austeedn ttoh adte stchrei bsea m
most prominent form of Christianity in Britain and its f
Thomson, England in the Nineteenth Century, PengulhOBook
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