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Rapa Nui

“¡Fuera la Schiess! ¡Fuera! ¡Fuera 
Platovsky! ¡Fuera! ¡Fuera Chilenos! 
¡Fuera! ¿Cuándo Immigracion? 
¡Ahora! ¡Horo te henua! ¡Horo te 
henua! ¡Horo te vaikava! ¡Horo te 
 vaikava!” (Get out Schiess [fam-
ily]! Get out! Get out Platovsky! 
Get out! Get out Chileans! Get out! 
When immigration [laws]? Now! 
Demand the island! Demand the 
island! Demand the ocean! Demand 
the ocean!) These exclamations, first 
yelled by leaders and then collec-
tively yelled by more than a hundred 
Rapa Nui people in cars and on foot, 
were repeated, with some variation, 
over and over for more than an hour 
 during a march along the main streets 
of Hanga Roa town on 23 July 2011. 
They are symbolic of many of the 
sociocultural and political concerns 
articulated in Rapa Nui during the 
year under review.

On the first and second days of 
August 2011, international and 
national organizations concerned with 
indigenous peoples and local groups 

met at the auditorium of the public 
school Lorenzo Baeza in Rapa Nui for 
two days to discuss indigenous human 
rights issues and social problems 
confronting the Rapa Nui people. The 
majority of the Rapa Nui community 
was in attendance. The meetings, 
officially entitled “Indigenous Peoples’ 
Human Rights: Implications for the 
Rapa Nui People,” were sponsored 
locally, independently of the Chilean 
state–organized municipality and gov-
ernor’s office, by leaders of Rapa Nui 
hua‘ai (clans/extended families), Parla-
mento Rapa Nui, Consejero Nacional 
Indígena Pueblo Rapa Nui (conadi), 
and Makenu Re‘o Rapa Nui Women’s 
Organization. At the request of the 
local sponsors, two nongovernmental 
organizations helped facilitate and 
develop the proceedings: Observato-
rio Ciudadano (which is concerned 
with Chile’s indigenous peoples) 
and the Indian Law Resource Center 
of Washington dc (which provides 
legal representation for indigenous 
groups throughout the Americas). Jose 
Alywin, Consuelo Labra, and Nancy 
Yañez were the leading representa-
tives of Observatorio Ciudadano. 
The Indian Law Resource Center was 
represented by its founder and execu-
tive director, attorney Robert “Tim” 
Coulter, and by Leonardo Crippa, the 
center’s attorney who filed precaution-
ary measures at the Inter-American 
Commission on Human Rights amid 
the 2010–2011 occupations and 
political demonstrations of Rapa Nui 
against Chile. In addition to myself, 
there were three official international 
observers of the proceedings: Clem 
Chartier, president of the National 
Council of Mètis Aboriginal Peoples 
of Canada; Alberto Chirif, a Peruvian 
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anthropologist affiliated with the 
Indigenous Work Group for Indig-
enous Affairs (iwgia); and Dr Nin 

the University of Auckland, Aotearoa/
New Zealand. Following the meetings 
in Hanga Roa, members of the local, 
national, and international organiza-
tions continued the discussion of the 
plight of Rapa Nui with Chilean state 
officials in Santiago and Valparaiso. 
The delegation ended with a public 
discussion at the Universidad de Chile.

As stated in various program docu-
ments, the meetings were held in sup-
port of “Rapa Nui’s efforts to re-claim 
their ancestral lands and as a response 
to the criminalization of members of 
the Rapa Nui clans who reoccupied 
their lands.” The fundamental goal 
of the meetings was to provide “the 
members of the Rapa Nui clans with 
legal and political tools to enable them 
to advocate for the full recognition 
of their collective human rights.” The 
proceedings were officially focused 
on four major topics: “land rights, 
self-government, the island autonomy 
bill and control over migration to the 
island by the Rapa Nui people.” The 
topics were discussed in a context in 
which leaders reviewed inter national 
law on the rights of indigenous 
peoples to self-determination that are 
recognized in United Nations Gen-
eral Assembly (unga) human rights 
agreements such as the International 
Covenant on Civil and Political 
Rights; the International Covenant 
on Economic, Social and Cultural 
Rights; unga Resolutions 1514 and 
1541; and the UN Declaration on the 
Rights of Indigenous Peoples, as well 
as rights to autonomy recognized by 
the International Labour Organiza-

tion Convention 169. Representatives 
also discussed methods for accessing 
the Inter-American Commission and 
Court of Human Rights; mechanisms 
available to indigenous peoples (site 
visits, thematic hearings, injunc-
tions, cases); and ways to encourage 
involvement on the part of the Inter-
American Commission with the Rapa 
Nui case. Comparative legal cases of 
indigenous peoples throughout the 
world (eg, Peru, Nicaragua, Aotearoa, 
and Native North America) involving 
indigenous rights issues thought to be 
relevant to the Rapa Nui people were 
also discussed. Representatives of local 
organizations, Rapa Nui hua‘ai, and 
nongovernmental organizations led 
discussions and gave presentations, 
and throughout the proceedings there 
were extensive public question-and-
answer periods. Rapa Nui language 
was spoken extensively by Rapa Nui 
people, and Spanish was integrated 
throughout as well. Talk in English 
by some of the representatives and 
international observers was translated 
into Rapa Nui language but typically 
not into Spanish.

A major question in the confer-
ence—one that resonated with a major 
demand of the July march through the 
middle of town—concerned how to 
“horo te henua” (demand the island). 
Professor Thomas made suggestions 
to the Rapa Nui community based on 

in New Zealand. She emphasized that 

-
nial community proved ill advised. 
She suggested that radical change for 

been stifled in part by divisions within 
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been tempered by more discussion 

plight of Rapa Nui she encouraged 
them to avoid that problem: “The first 
thing is unity on this side, rather than 
what you are not getting from Chile.” 
She stressed that the strength of the 
Rapa Nui community in creating 
change will depend on unification and 
“work as a single entity of a politi-
cal nature.” However, Indian Law 
Resource Center Attorney Coulter 
cautioned against worrying about 
complete unity. He stated, “In almost 
every situation involving self-deter-
mination, there is always a question 
about who really speaks for the people 
seeking self-determination. That 
is always an issue. There is always 
controversy about it, and it does not 
ultimately defeat your claim. That is a 
normal situation and it should not be 
viewed as a terrible impediment.”

Since the meetings, the Indian Law 
Resource Center has continued to 
support Rapa Nui struggles for self-
determination through consultation on 
various matters of concern to the Rapa 
Nui community (ilrc 2011a). The 
international observers have also been 
supportive. After the events, Chartier 
emphasized support of the Rapa 
Nui struggles. He stated, “The Métis 
Nation stands in solidarity with the 
Rapa Nui Nation’s struggle to achieve 
their right to their traditional territory, 
and to the exercise of their right of 
self-determination in whatever form 
they so choose to exercise it. It is their 
birthright” (Métis National Council 
2011). At the conference, Chirif had 
discussed cases of indigenous peoples 
in Peru similar to the situation in Rapa 
Nui. In his contribution to the iwgia 
report of the Rapa Nui proceedings, 

he considered Rapa Nui demands 
for self-determination and title to the 
entirety of the island “supported on 
the basis of their original occupation 
and ancestral rights” (iwgia 2011).

As the indigenous rights meetings 
concluded in early August, an inter-
esting lawsuit against the Chilean 
government that had been develop-
ing prior to the meetings began to be 
formalized. Tereruti Riroroko Tuki, a 
descendant of Simeon Riro Kainga—
the last king of Rapa Nui—was publi-
cally recognized as king of Rapa Nui 
in front of the governor’s office by a 
few hundred community members—
including a large number of living 
tupuna (elders), officials, and media. 
The coronation included raising the 
Rapa Nui national Rei Miro flag, 
singing, speech giving, and sharing 
the umu tahu sacred meal. (An umu 
tahu is completed to ask the ancestral 
world of Rapa Nui—the tupuna—to 
bless an event, person, or thing. It 
involves the sacrifice and consumption 
of a white rooster prepared in a tra-
ditional underground oven, known as 
an umu.) While the events ostensibly 
contradicted her authority, the gover-
nor of Rapa Nui at the time—Carmen 
Cardinali Paoa—not only attended the 
coronation but also sang along with 
the traditional songs honoring Tereruti 
Riroroko as king.

The coronation was seen by indig-
enous Rapa Nui leaders, organized by 
Parlamento Rapa Nui, as fundamental 
to a lawsuit filed against the Chilean 
state on 3 August (El Informador, 11 
Sept 2011). Osvaldo Galvez, attorney 
for Tereruti Riroroko, filed the case in 
the Second Civil Court of Valparaiso 
and emphasized two goals for the case: 
first, compensation for the seventy-five 
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years of confinement of the royal fam-
ily to a small reservation on the island 
while the island was leased to sheep-
ranching companies; and second, 
recognition that the initial annexation 
treaty between Chile and Rapa Nui is 
invalid, given the breach of its terms 
immediately after its conception when 
the state leased the island without 
Rapa Nui consent (Noticias Terra, 
15 Oct 2011). According to Leviante 
Araki, president of Parlamento Rapa 
Nui, the case is designed as a step 
toward independence from Chilean 
rule and the return of island land 
that Chile stole from the Rapa Nui 
people (Noticias Terra, 15 Oct 2011). 
Tuhi‘ira Tuki Huke, a thirty-one-year-
old Rapa Nui mother, who consid-
ered the coronation like a “dream,” 
stressed its importance to resisting a 
Chilean system destroying the Rapa 
Nui as a people. She stated that every 
day “we lose a little more because they 
are imposing a system that doesn’t 
allow us to develop socially, spiritu-
ally or economically” (Nelson 2012). 
As the year in review closed, there 
is a possibility that the case will not 
formally be heard, as the state has 
 disputed the legitimacy of the king-
ship. Erity Teave, a leading representa-
tive of Parlamento Rapa Nui, empha-
sized that, irrespective of whether the 
state considers the case, the act of 
filing the case establishes an important 
step for Rapa Nui to pursue matters 
at international courts (pers comm, 
Aug 2012). International forums such 
as the Inter-American Court require 
that peoples attempt to resolve conflict 
initially at a national level; if resolu-
tion of conflict proves impossible at 
a national level, then international 
courts are willing to hear the case.

Perhaps responding to the interna-
tional meetings and radical lawsuit, 
Chilean officials subsequently held 
meetings in August 2011 with Rapa 
Nui Governmental Working Commit-
tees in attempts to achieve more mod-
est reforms of the system decried by 
Tuhi‘ira. Working within the Chilean 
system as a given, Chilean officials 
organized meetings to discuss ongo-
ing problems in Rapa Nui in terms 
of four topics: possible new forms 
of government under special status, 
migration policy, land restitution, and 
future development opportunities (MV, 
Sept 2011). Committees discussed the 
creation of a government that would 
retain a governor appointed by the 
Chilean president and a locally elected 
mayor who would coordinate admin-
istration of the island with a local 
council of six island residents—four of 
whom would be mandated to be ethni-
cally Rapa Nui. Current Governor 
Cardinali proposed that this govern-
ment (one that on reflection is not 
much different than the current one, 
which involves a development council, 
president-appointed governor, and a 
mayor elected by all island residents, 
not just Rapa Nui) would be designed 
to offer “technical and economical 
support” for Rapa Nui–developed 
projects, rather than imposing “man-
dates as before” (MV, Sept 2011).

Twelve individual land claims filed 
with the official Land Claims Commit-
tee were reviewed during the meet-
ings with the government; however, 
there is no record of discussion of the 
long-standing demand of Rapa Nui 
to return the entire island to Rapa 
Nui title—meetings focused solely on 
individualized claims. Land claims of 
the Hito family against Hotel Hanga-
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roa were not discussed, as they had 
not been filed with the official com-
mittee but were addressed to national 
and international courts. Development 
discussion focused on the investment 
of us$10 million for the new hospital 
being built. The meetings recognized 
that constitutional amendments would 
be fundamental to the creation of a 
context for “greater self-government” 
and new policies for the control of 
immigration, return of ancestral lands, 
and future development of the island. 
Carlos Llancaqueo, commissioner for 
Chilean President Sebastian Piñera, 
asserted that a new immigration policy 
could “consider different types of resi-
dents (temporary and permanent) with 
their corresponding rights and obliga-
tions” (MV, Sept 2011).

Following a four-hundred-person 
protest march in Hanga Roa on 3 
December 2011 (the date in 2010 
when Chilean Special forces commit-
ted state violence against the Rapa Nui 
people [see Young 2012]) over Chilean 
state failures to address migration and 
other political issues (in, 4 Dec 2011), 
the Chilean government began to 
officially incorporate an amendment 
to the constitution. On 21 Decem-
ber, a joint congressional committee 
approved a text amending article 19 of 
the constitution, which had previously 
provided all Chilean citizens the right 
to freely live, stay, and move within 
any territory of the Republic of Chile. 
On 10 January 2012, the Chilean 
Senate approved the amendment by 
a vote of 32 to 0; on 17 January, the 
House of Representatives approved 
the amendment by a vote of 95 to 6 
(Abarca 2012d).

An amendment of article 126b 
established the right of Rapa Nui, as 

a special territory of Chile along with 
Juan Fernandez, to develop special 
laws governing residence, visitation, 
and movement on the island (Abarca 
2012c). As of 28 February 2012, Pres-
idential Commissioner Llancaqueo, 
along with the Department of Interior, 
had received six different proposals 
for the drawing up of actual laws to 
regulate immigration in Rapa Nui. In 
addition to proposals by the municipal 
government and CONADI, proposals 
were received from Parlamento Rapa 
Nui, a Rapa Nui Council of Tupuna 
(a new council of elders from the 
major clans), and two Chilean indi-
viduals (Abarca 2012c). The proposals 
varied in content but broadly shared 
a concern with defining different 
migration and settlement policies for 
indigenous Rapa Nui, current Chil-
ean residents on the island, Chilean 
citizens, tourists, temporary residents, 
and travelers passing through to other 
destinations (Abarca 2012d). Propos-
als recommended the development 
of official tourist cards that specified 
length of stay on the island, as well as 
taxes and fees appropriate to different 
kinds of settlers, visitors, and tourists 
in Rapa Nui. Various administrative 
and policing procedures to implement 
and enforce the policies were also 
addressed in the proposals (Abarca 
2012c).

Interestingly, national and local 
mass-media representations of the 
amendment conflicted. Officials, 
Chilean and Rapa Nui, were quoted 
in the national press as framing the 
significance of the amendment in 
terms of a discourse of sustainable 
tourism. For example, Chilean Senator 
Chahuán Francisco saw the amend-
ment as important for preserving the 
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“environment and natural and cultural 
heritage” of Rapa Nui and its “very 
high tourism potential” (lt, 10 Jan 
2012). Rapa Nui Mayor Luz Sazzo 
Paoa highlighted the amendment as 
fundamental to the preservation of 
Rapa Nui as an “open-air museum for 
the whole world—not just for foreign 
tourists, not just for Chileans, not 
even just for the islanders—but for the 
whole world” (Santiago Times, 19 Jan 
2012). In contrast, Leonardo Pakarati, 
editor of El Correo Del Moai, the 
independent Rapa Nui–based news-
paper, explicitly portrayed the struggle 
for the amendment as part of Rapa 
Nui struggle for “justice” amid the 
“community violence” perpetrated by 
the Chilean state in December 2010. 
He hoped that the amendment would 
help Rapa Nui establish their island 
not as a “property of a government” 
but as a place that “belongs to its 
people” (Pakarati 2012). Moreover, 
in the local Rapa Nui language news-
paper  Ivonne Calderon, 
a member of the Women’s Makenu 
Re‘o group, notably questioned the 
current form of the amendment. Given 
a stronger formulation of the amend-
ment in 2009, proposed under former 
Chilean President Bachelet, Calderon 
characterized the current form as 
“kai tano” (not properly correct). She 
further suggested that discussion focus 
on stronger platforms supporting 
the self-determination of indigenous 
peoples, such as International Labour 
Organization Convention 169 (
Re‘o, Feb 2012).

Perhaps, as Rapa Nui Governor 
Cardinali hopes, the amendment will 
be “he me‘e nui-nui” (a very big thing) 
for the Rapa Nui people (
Re‘o, Feb 2012). However, on 22 

April, Rapa Nui greeted the arrival of 
the Chilean First Lady, Cecilia Morel 
Montes, in part, with protest. Banners 
draped around the airport and town 
expressed exclamations such as “Solu-
tions, not negotiations!” “Corrupt 
Government!” “Liar, Keep your prom-
ises!” (Abarca 2012a). Rapa Nui, such 
as Joyce Pokomio, voiced concern that 
the Chilean government was still not 
listening to “the voice of the Rapa 
Nui, the people’s voice, the voice of 
the community” (Abarca 2012a). At 
the close of the year under review, no 
actual laws had been established to 
curb migration to Rapa Nui (Abarca 
2012c; Pakarati 2012). Many Rapa 
Nui, in conversations with me in June 
2012, expressed concern that it would 
be a long time, given the complexities 
of the Chilean system and ongoing 
deceit of Chilean officials, before any 
actual migration policy was likely to 
become established law. Additional 
airport occupations over migration 
have taken place in the months since 
then (Latin American Herald Tribune, 
16 Aug 2012). Despite the amend-
ment, and official self-congratulations, 
the issues of migration remain unre-
solved on the ground.

Besides the issues of immigration, 
as signified by the denunciations 
directed at Daniel Platovsky during 
the street protests of July 2011, Rapa 
Nui have voiced concern over island 
energy infrastructure supplied by the 
Sociedad Agrícola y Servicios Isla de 
Pascua (Corporation for Agricultural 
Services in Easter Island, or sasipa), 
of which Platovsky is president. 
Questioning of Platovsky is not a new 
topic in Rapa Nui. During the 2010 
occupations and protests of Rapa Nui, 
Platovsky attempted to cut water and 
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power to all demonstrating families, 
an act in violation of universal human 
rights to water (El Ciudando, Sept 
2010). He is also currently accused 
of creating an infrastructure that only 
elite can afford and that will lead to 
further privatization of Rapa Nui in 
foreign hands (Panoramas News, 6 
Nov 2011). Questions about island 
energy peaked following power fail-
ures during four days of the annual 
Tapati Cultural Festival that left some 
sectors of Hanga Roa without power 
for more than twenty-four hours. 
 Platovsky emphasized that current 
infrastructural failures of sasipa 
reflect twenty years of neglect by the 
Chilean government and asserted 
that he and sasipa are addressing the 
problems as best as possible (Abarca 
2012b). He claimed that sasipa has 
recently ordered larger generators 
from General Electric to resolve the 
problem and that these should arrive 
within a year. Platovsky’s current 
promises follow broken promises in 
2011 to fix electricity problems by 
2012 (Abarca 2012b). During my 
2012 visit to the island in June and 
July, power failed regularly, nearly 
every week, sometimes for much 
of a day or an evening—a situation 
that seemed worse than what I had 
encountered during a year and a half 
of residence in 2007–2008, when 
power failed a few times a month.

On my arrival in Rapa Nui in July 
2011, in addition to being excited 
about attending the aforementioned 
August international meetings, I 
was particularly interested in learn-
ing about the situation of the Hito 
hua‘ai and their struggle to regain 
title to ancestral lands that had been 
 developed into the Hotel Hangaroa by 

the Chilean private equity investment 
corporation Empresas Transoceania 
(2012), headed by Christoph Schiess. 
A quick walk around the hotel was 
quite enlightening. Along the Pont 
Avenue side of the hotel, a police 
truck and one or more armed Chilean 
policemen stood guard twenty-four 
hours a day. Within the hotel area, 
additional security could be observed 
patrolling the grounds all day and 
night. Across a dirt road from the mul-
timillion-dollar hotel development—
the first completely foreign-owned 
hotel on the island—resided some of 
the members of the Hito family in very 
small houses, some of the abodes less 
houses than shacks. A sign of protest 
draped across a fence outside one of 
the homes facing Pont Avenue that 
read “¿Carabinieros de Chile o Cara-
binieros de los Schiess? ¿Donde esta 
Piñera?” (Police of Chile or Police of 
the Schiess? Where is Piñera?) distilled 
some of the Hito rage.

Life within the Hito residences 
starkly contrasted with the opulent 
hotel buildings. I sat with Hito family 
members amid an area of burned-
out home foundations, shacks, and 
tumbleweeds as they struggled to 
prepare hock meat from a bucket 
of butchered cow and pig hoofs to 
tide them over the next few days. As 
Mercedes vans pulled in and out of 
the hotel grounds, family members 
dressed in ragged clothes discussed 
work they were doing to raise money 
for legal costs accruing for the various 
court cases pending with the hotel. 
One young woman, tapping the bark 
of the paper mulberry tree, empha-
sized that she was currently applying 
her family knowledge about how to 
make traditional Rapa Nui tapa cloth 
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in order to earn a little extra money 
for the family. She hoped to sell the 
cloth to other Rapa Nui families who 
would be needing extra tapa for the 
forthcoming Tapati Cultural Festival.

Such experiences with family 
members render the consequent legal 
situation of the Hito hua‘ai particu-
larly heart wrenching. While during 
the previous year reviewed the Hito 
hua‘ai found significant legal support 
both internationally and nationally, 
during the current year Chilean courts 
generally decided against the Hito 
family. On 16 August 2011, the Court 
of Appeals in Valparaiso rejected Hito 
claims to land currently occupied 
by the Hotel Hangaroa. The court 
decided that the Hito family had failed 
to provide “proper documentation 
demonstrating the living members of 
the Hito clan had legally inherited the 
land from their ancestors” (in, 28 Aug 
2011). Hito members consequently 
appealed the decision to the Chil-
ean Supreme Court, but on 28 May 
that court upheld the decision of the 
appeals court. The Chilean Supreme 
Court ruling “explicitly rejected the 
notion that the Hito’s ancestral ter-
ritory qualified as indigenous land”; 
citing official Chilean legal history, the 
court stressed that Chile had gained 
title to all island land since 1888, ren-
dering all individuals remaining on the 
island effectively “squatters” (in, 30 
May 2012). From a Chilean Supreme 
Court perspective, the Hito “squat-
ters” had further voided any claim to 
the land in question when Veronica 
Atamu, widow of Don Ricardo Hito, 
transferred the land to the state of 
Chile in 1970 (lt, 5 May 2012). The 
Chilean State Corporation for Eco-
nomic Development Agency (corfo) 

was held by the court to have legally 
sold the land to Hugo Salas Roman 
of the Hotel Inter-American Society in 
1991 (Poder Judicial de Chile, 28 May 
2012) and that consequently the state 
was not required to protect the land 
as specified by the “Indigenous Law” 
of 1993 (Ley 19.253) (Corte Suprema 
de Chile 2012). Santi Hitorangi, a 
spokesman for and member of the 
Hito hua‘ai, emphasized that this 
ruling is “not the last word,” as Hito 
members will continue to develop the 
case in international forums (in, 30 
May 2012). Eliza Riroroko, represent-
ing the family-owned Hotel Iorana 
and a member of the Makenu Rapa 
Nui women’s group, insightfully 
stressed that the Hito case affects 
not only the Hito clan but all Rapa 
Nui people. Every day that the Hotel 
Hangaroa operates, she emphasized, is 
a day that a foreign company is  taking 
revenue from Rapa Nui families. 
Moreover, and more alarming, she 
noted that the Chilean state’s defense 
of the hotel against Rapa Nui people 
sets a precedent for more such com-
panies to take over the tourist indus-
try that all Rapa Nui depend on for 
survival (pers comm, June 2012).

Interestingly, while the courts 
found against the Hito hua‘ai, they 
did however find the Chilean state 
violence perpetrated against the 
Rapa Nui people in December 2010 
excessive—at least initially. Since 
the violence occurred, various state 
investigations have been conducted to 
reconstruct and assess the events (lt, 
6 Aug 2011). In April 2012, Fernando 
Albornoz Silva, captain of the Chil-
ean Special Forces responsible for 
the violence, was detained in prison 
at the police station of Vina Del Mar 
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while he was being prosecuted for his 
alleged role in the use of “unneces-
sary violence” that resulted in serious 
injuries to nine people of Rapa Nui 
on 3 December 2010 by the First 
Military Court of Valparaiso (lt, 25 
April 2012). The violence in this case 
consisted of the use of riot shotguns 
against Rapa Nui who were involved 
in political protest of Chilean poli-
cies. Those seriously injured by the 
buckshot of the shotguns included 
Ricardo Tepano Paoa, Juan Salva-
dor Tuki Atan, Ricardo Sepúlveda 
Tepano, Rodrigo Araki Hey, Roberto 
Carlos Icka Pakarati, Edith Chavez 
Atan, Gaspar Tepihe Tepihe, Claudio 
Tuki Hito, and Pedro Araki Tepano 
(El Mercurio, 25 April 2012). The 
attorney for Captain Albornoz, Patri-
cio Cares, in defense of the captain, 
emphasized that the standard device 
for dispersing demonstrations, a water 
cannon, was not available in Rapa 
Nui (El Ciudando, 26 April 2012).

Prosecuting Attorney Rodrigo 
Lagos noted that Captain Albornoz 
has a history of questionable polic-
ing practices (Cambio 21, 26 April 
2012). Alfredo Morgado, attorney 
for the Rapa Nui victims, saw the 
case as setting an important precedent 
“regarding the protection of funda-
mental rights of citizens against police 
excesses” that have been increasing in 
Chile generally (El Mercurio, 25 April 
2012). Sergio Ojada, president of the 
Chilean Human Rights Commission, 
emphasized that attention should be 
given to the case as one that does not 
illustrate simply another instance of 
excessive Chilean police violence but 
the “criminalization” of social protest 
in a purportedly “democratic society” 
(Cambio 21, 26 April 2012). Marisol 

Hito, a leading spokeswoman for her 
hua‘ai, stressed a need to investigate 
further the agents responsible for 
engaging the special forces in the first 
place (lt, 26 April 2012). Unfortu-
nately for Marisol, Sergio, Alfredo, as 
well as all of the Rapa Nui people and 
Chilean citizens broadly concerned 
with a rise in police violence and the 
criminalization of social activism, it 
appears ultimately that the case will 
not provide an example of social 
justice. In May, Captain Albornoz 
was released following a unanimous 
decision by the Court of Appeals that 
rejected the ruling of the First Military 
Court of Valparaiso (Biobio, 10 May 
2012).

This past year Rapa Nui leaders 
working within the Chilean system, 
like the presidentially appointed 
Governor Cardinali, see themselves 
as promoting “greater space for 
autonomy, with the right to participate 
in decisions which affect the Island.” 
The governor aims to “work for the 
Rapa Nui community, but always 
within legal norms and with respect 
for the established laws in the Chilean 
constitution.” She contends, “The cur-
rent Government of Chile is, for the 
first time, listening to us. As a result, 
they created the Working Committees 
with the objective of finding solutions 
to the real needs of the community” 
(MV, Oct 2011). While such a perspec-
tive appears to make coherent liberal 
sense, in juxtaposition to the events 
of the past and recent years, one can 
“trace” (Derrida 1997, 70–71) an 
alternative interpretation. The legal 
norms that the governor respects have 
suggested, in the case of the Hito 
ruling, that the Chilean government 
potentially considers none of the land 
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of the island of Rapa Nui indigenous. 
The ruling makes it obvious that the 
Chilean state can and will situation-
ally manipulate the law (see Moore 
2000)—law such as the “Indigenous 
Law” (Ley 19.253) that by many 
accounts was explicitly created by the 
state to prevent anyone but Rapa Nui 
people from owning land (Delsing 
2009, 202–203; Gomez 2010, 93–94; 
Rochona-Ramirez 1993)—and that it 
sees Rapa Nui people as mere “squat-
ters” on land it can “reterritorialize” 
(Deleuze and Parnet 2007) and sell 
to non–Rapa Nui people and corpo-
rations. The “honorable” Chilean 
legal system has also this past year 
officially sanctioned state shotgun 
violence against “criminalized” Rapa 
Nui people in a context of democratic 
political demonstration—violence 
condemned on the floor of the US 
Congress (2011) and opposed by 
the Inter-American Commission on 
Human Rights (ilrc 2011b). The 
Chilean system that the governor 
sees as “working” and “listening” to 
the Rapa Nui community more than 
in previous years has over this past 
year heard and defended competing 
interests. It has heard the demands 
of a multimillion-dollar corporate 
hotel rather than those of a Rapa Nui 
family struggling to feed themselves 
on hock meat. It has heard the voices 
of Platovsky and sasipa over those of 
young Rapa Nui women who question 
the ability of the system to allow Rapa 
Nui “to develop socially, spiritually or 
economically.” It has represented con-
stitutional amendments that the Rapa 
Nui community actively cultivated for 
the development of immigration policy 
to explicitly address Rapa Nui com-
munity problems of settler colonialism 

as tools for sustaining Rapa Nui as 
an “open-air museum for the whole 
world.” 

Cita Atan Chavez described the 
December 2010 state violence against 
the Rapa Nui community as “like a 
war” (lt, 26 April 2012). The politi-
cal and legal actions of the Chilean 
state the past year, when carefully 
scrutinized, appear to have perpetu-
ated the “continuation of war by other 
means” (Foucault 2003, 15). Settler 
colonialism has been seen to essen-
tially involve a logic of elimination 
(Wolfe 2006). This past year, the Chil-
ean system has indeed used its system 
to eliminate Rapa Nui family land; a 
sense of security from irrational use 
of state force; and confidence that 
an infrastructure will be developed 
on the island that favors a Rapa Nui 
family–based tourism economy, rather 
than a corporate hotel economy based 
on increasing numbers of Chilean and 
other foreign settlers. The texts of 
Governor Cardinali, despite her best 
intentions and hopes, when exam-
ined “under erasure” (Derrida 1997, 
60), reveal yet another case of a local 
leader manipulated into serving colo-
nial interests (see Lal 2000, 231). If 
Rapa Nui people only pursue “greater 
autonomy” and not their indigenous 
rights to full self-determination, they 
remain colonized—that is, dominated 
by “the power and control over one 
people by another” (Porter 2009, 
87). Recent legal scholarship (Gomez 
2010, 99–133) as well as statements 
by international leaders of the August 
2011 meetings on indigenous human 
rights in Hanga Roa support the idea 
that Rapa Nui people have the human 
right to enjoy the full self-determina-
tion that the United Nations suggests 
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settler states grant to all indigenous 
peoples (UN 2007) and that they do 
not have to settle for “participation” 
in a Chilean-determined system of 
“squatter” greater autonomy. The 
alternative seems to be hastened settler 
colonial elimination of Rapa Nui.

forrest wade young
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Wallis and Futuna

The 2011 Territorial Day in Wallis and 
Futuna was very unusual. On the 29th 
of July, Wallisians and Futunans cel-
ebrated the fiftieth anniversary of their 
becoming French citizens. Feasts and 
cultural exhibitions were performed on 
both islands on 28 and 29 July. Marie-
Luce Penchard, who was the Union 
pour un Mouvement Populaire (ump) 
minister of Overseas France at that 
time, traveled to Wallis and Futuna to 
attend the celebrations. Other politi-
cal personalities who took part in the 
event included Harold Martin, presi-
dent of New Caledonia, and represen-
tatives of the Wallisian and Futunan 
diaspora in that country. As a reminder 
of the ancestral links between Wal-
lis Island (East Uvea Island) and the 
island of Ouvéa (West Uvea Island) in 
the Loyalty Islands of New Caledonia, 
members of Chief Nekelo’s clan also 




