
UPDATED 
EDITION 

Why he 
walked away 

--- -

(Roughan, 2017) 

PORTRAIT OF A PRIME MINISTER 

MI Research
 (Roughan, J., 2017: 112, 220–221, 246–247)



" 

"
� 
Q 
N 

� 

C 
n, 

.c 

C, 
� 
0 

� 

110 JOHN KEY 

average of three clients a night, there must be 100,000people going to brothels, '10 per cent of the current population of eligible men in New Zealand'. He doubted the bill would make any difference to that number. But when it came to its final reading he voted against it. He did not speak at the final stage. He told the press he had decided in the end that the bill sent the wrong message. He also voted against civil unions, as did all National MPs in 2004 except_Katherine Rich, Clem Simich and Pansy Wong. Yet just eight years later, as Prime Minister, Key's voice was probably pivotal to the public acceptance of Labour MP Louisa Wall's samesex marriage bill when he declared he was not opposed to it. The political issue that shook the country most in his first year in Parliament came out of nowhere and took all sides by surprise. The country's best judicial minds, sitting as the Court of Appeal and soon to become its Supreme Court, issued a decision that declared the tidal foreshore and the seabed beyond could be still in Maori ownership. The ruling overturned law as it had been understood for more than a century. Acts of Parliament, the court found, had not expunged customary native title which, unlike English concepts of real estate, could extend beyond dry land. The court had not ruled Maori did own foreshore and seabed, merely that the claim in the case it had heard could be considered. But the door had been opened and the implications seemed obvious. The public might no longer be able to freely use all beaches. A central value of New Zealand life appeared to be at stake. Labour quickly decided it could not let the ruling stand.National was no less anxious, urging the government to assert public ownership by legislation. All parties e�cept the Greens and one or 

111 Rapid Rise 

two Maori MPs, notably Labour's Tariana Turia, wa the decision overturned. Public alarm was palpable and ran deep but it did not immediately hurt the government in the polls or boost National's numbers. National was still polling an abysmal 26.8 per cent in a Herald-DigiPollsurvey of August 2003, more than a year after the election. The days were darkening for Bill English's leadership and ) early in October he moved to pre-empt a challenge from Brash. Having lined up enough support, he thought, English called a vote a few days before the weekly caucus meeting where the challenge was expected. The ploy failed and Brash emerged from the party room its new leader. When Brash reallocated apposition speaking roles he �p..t.iinance for himself but made.John Key an associate finance_ spokes� man. Key's vote was one of those English had counted on. When English saw the new MP promoted so quickly to a finance role it would have made him suspect he had been misled. Yet while Brash gave Key a speaking role that Key's credentials could hardly deny him, Brash left him on the backbench. Key has since said he voted for English that day. 
I voted for Bill. No one believes me. I'm not 100 per cent sure to this day that Bill believes me, but the reason I didn't vote for Don was I knew he was really, really; really right wing, and I thought, 'How do you win an election when ·you are at the fringe of the party's support?' You are hugely loved by those people but in the world of MMP, we have to get virtually half the population to like us·. For all that, Brash made a difference. In the New Year of 2004, he used a 'state of the nation' address to the Orewa Rotary Club to launch a frontal assault on the idea that 








