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Abstract:  
This paper is concerned with the most recent, roll-out phase of neoliberalism and the globalised policy discourses emerging from it.  More specifically, it questions the appropriateness of such discourses framing policy for Indigenous Australians and New Zealanders, and, ultimately, for improving the socio-economic gaps that exist between them and the non-indigenous population. Analysis focuses on the discourses of ‘social exclusion/inclusion’ (emerging from the European context), ‘capacity building’ (originally part of development programmes in the ‘South’) and ‘partnership’ (central to a Third Way politics) because these overlap with the language used by Māori and Indigenous Australians to claim greater self-determination. The paper argues that the discourses of ‘inclusive liberalism’ have provided some spaces or opportunities for indigenous Australians and New Zealanders to reassert their desires for self-determination at the cultural, economic and political levels, suggesting a hybridisation of globalised policy discourses as they have been integrated into local contexts. Yet, such discourses fail to address the special rights they embody as first peoples and indigenous goals remain subject to the underlying economic agendas of neoliberalism. Overlaps in language have thus encouraged the kind of indigenous ‘buy-in’ that has not only embedded but also further extended the reach of the neoliberal orthodoxy into indigenous and non-indigenous communities alike. In that the indigenous populations of New Zealand and Australia in some way share more similarities with citizens of the ‘South’ than their ‘Northern’, non-indigenous co-inhabitants, the paper concludes by pondering some of the lessons learned from the New Zealand and Australian experiences. As such, it aims to stimulate debate about how indigenous peoples in the North and South might best resist and destablise the most recent, ‘inclusive’ phase of neoliberalism.
