Decolonization means a commitment to incommensurability. We have no obligation to answer to settler futurity but rather to radically reject their moves to innocence towards native self-determination and native futurity. 
Tuck, and Yang, 2012 (Eve, State University of New York at New Paltz, K. Wayne, University of California, San Diego, Decolonization: Indigeneity, Education & Society Vol. 1,  No. 1, pp. 24-28)
An ethic of incommensurability, which guides moves that unsettle innocence, stands in contrast to aims of reconciliation, which motivate settler moves to innocence.  Reconciliation is about rescuing settler normalcy, about rescuing a settler future.  Reconciliation is concerned with questions of what will decolonization look like?  What will happen after abolition?  What will be the consequences of decolonization for the settler? Incommensurability acknowledges that these questions need not, and perhaps cannot, be answered in order for decolonization to exist as a framework.   We want to say, first, that decolonization is not obliged to answer those questions - decolonization is not accountable to settlers, or settler futurity.  Decolonization is accountable to Indigenous sovereignty and futurity.  Still, we acknowledge the questions of those wary participants in Occupy Oakland and other settlers who want to know what decolonization will require of them.  The answers are not fully in view and can’t be as long as decolonization remains punctuated by metaphor. The answers will not emerge from friendly understanding, and indeed require a dangerous understanding of uncommonality that un-coalesces coalition politics - moves that may feel very unfriendly. But we will find out the answers as we get there, “in the exact measure that we can discern the movements which give [decolonization] historical form and content” (Fanon, 1963, p. 36). To fully enact an ethic of incommensurability means relinquishing settler futurity, abandoning the hope that settlers may one day be commensurable to Native peoples. It means removing the asterisks, periods, commas, apostrophes, the whereas’s, buts, and conditional clauses that punctuate decolonization and underwrite settler innocence. The Native futures, the lives to be lived once the settler nation is gone - these are the unwritten possibilities made possible by an ethic of incommensurability.  
“when you take away the punctuation 
he says of 
lines lifted from the documents about 
military-occupied land 
its acreage and location 
you take away its finality 
opening the possibility of other futures “ 
-Craig Santos Perez, Chamoru scholar and poet  (as quoted by Voeltz, 2012)  Decolonization offers a different perspective to human and civil rights based approaches to justice, an unsettling one, rather than a complementary one. Decolonization is not an “and”. It is an elsewhere. 
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