
unfortunately, not only hampers the promised radical nature of her account but also gives
its argumentative thread a deterministic character, as if the author had committed to the
politics of recovering Third World histories of international law without feeling fully con-
fident to engage with the unknown terrain of materials and sources that such a project
requires.3

Reflecting on the above questions that occupied me throughout my reading of
Reckoning with Empire, my conclusions are as follows. First, can the master’s tools disman-
tle the master’s house? Perhaps. Yet even if so, the master, being much more skilful and
experienced in wielding them than their subject, can certainly use them to rebuild and
fortify it. Second, how much can and should present sensibilities and desires guide the
re-writing of international legal histories? Most studies revisiting the past and engaging
with neglected or forgotten histories are driven by an unease with the present and a com-
mitment to recovering pathways to a better future. Yet, proposing a new reading of the
past and truly recovering one are very different things. Both may be worthwhile endea-
vours, yet the latter is tedious work requiring one to search where others have not and
comes with the risk that one may not find what one is looking for.
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The literature on international indigenous rights has two distinct approaches: the decol-
onization model and the human rights model. This first view places indigenous rights
within the historic sovereignty of indigenous populations and emphasizes the need to
respect their right to self-determination, self-government, land and resources, historical
redress, and free, prior, and informed consent (FPIC). By contrast, the second model
focuses on indigenous peoples’ rights to culture, language, tradition, non-discrimination,
and other socio-economic rights. These two approaches underscore the tension between
indigenous populations of the North (namely indigenous peoples of the former British
colonies, such as Canada, Australia, New Zealand, and the United States, also known as
the ‘CANZUS states’) and the South (that is, indigenous peoples of Latin America, Asia,
and Africa) in the negotiation of the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous
Peoples (UNDRIP) with the North advocating the former approach and the South support-
ing the latter. It is often thought that the final draft of the UNDRIP reflects the human
rights model, an approach favoured by states which threatened the pursuit of the indigen-
ous North for greater self-determination and self-governance.

3 Priyasha SAKSENA, Sovereignty, International Law, and the Princely States of Colonial South Asia (Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2023).
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As a veteran indigenous rights advocate of Māori descent, Andrew (Anaru) Erueti
disagrees with the above understanding of the international indigenous rights movement.
In his book, Erueti eloquently recounts the history and politics of the negotiations leading
up to the adoption of UNDRIP. He demonstrates that the prevailing narrative on the sub-
ject is neither accurate nor conducive to advancing indigenous peoples’ rights. He
explains that the UNDRIP does not represent a complete retreat of the decolonization
model, nor are the two models necessarily mutually exclusive since indigenous commu-
nities need rights to culture and tradition to sustain claims for self-determination. These
were important points to clarify because how one interprets the Declaration’s rights is
influenced by how one understands the historical context.

Erueti proposes interpreting UNDRIP using a mixed-model approach, incorporating the
human rights and decolonization models. In this interpretative method, UNDRIP provi-
sions are taken to embrace dual meanings that reflect both models. Not only does this
approach better reflect the travaux préparatoires of the Declaration, but it also gives indi-
genous communities greater leverage to negotiate their terms of coexistence with the
state. In his view, this perspective enhances the legitimacy of the Declaration since it
duly recognizes indigenous populations as proper subjects of international law prior to
their colonization.

Overall, Erueti’s monograph provides much-needed clarity to this highly contentious
area of international law. Furthermore, his insights and attention to detail will benefit
anyone interested in the topic, which he debates passionately. In light of contemporary
events unfolding around the world, such as the upcoming Australian referendum on
the Indigenous Voice to Parliament, the book makes a particularly timely contribution
to the available literature.
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Any new book on gender equality faces the challenge of demonstrating its contribution to
an already very large body of literature. Yet, as Rebecca Cook decries in the opening
pages, the gap between the principle of gender equality and its realization is widening.
In that context, this is a timely collection that offers readers a sense of how much
more work is needed to reach the unrealized goal of gender equality. Responding to
this predicament, Cook sets out three main goals: first, to enlighten thinking beyond for-
malistic approaches to discrimination; second, to provide a retrospective assessment of
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