How does the National Museum of Australia
O represent the 1967 Referendum? Site Study
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For the 40th anniversary of the Referendum the National Below is a photograph of the National Museum of
Museum of Australia set up a small display, entitled Australia display.
'67 Referendum Spin, myths and meanings.

Any display is a representation of history — that is, it is
1 From your study of the 1967 Referendum in this unit somebody’s version of what happened, and is created
what would you say were the: as a result of what they choose to include, and what
e spin they choose to exclude. Your task is to analyse this
* myth representation of the 1967 Referendum and make your
e meanings own judgement about it. You will find enlargements of
the numbered elements in the following pages.

of the Referendum?

Photograph George Serras

Use this set of questions to help you make your assessment of the site.

KEY CRITERIA for judging a museum display

What does the display show?

Is the historical context explained clearly?

Is the significance of this display clearly explained?

Are the objects displayed authentic for that event or period?

Are these objects the best possible ones to be displayed?

Are the text descriptions clear and informative?

Do the surroundings influence my impression of the display?

How is the display arranged?

Is there a particular message being conveyed?

Is the nature of the event clearly identified (e.g. am | told if it is controversial or contested)?
If so, is a variety of viewpoints clearly and fairly put?

Do | know where the evidence has come from and what sort of evidence it is?

Is it giving me a particular message?
Is its purpose to present objects (neutral), or to explain (impartial), or to argue a particular view (partisan)?
At the end, do | feel that | really understand the situation?
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1967 Referendum:

The facts

Celebrating the 40th anniversary of
the 1967 Referendum

In 1947, ofter 10 years of
dedicated campaigning
o referandum was hald

to change the Australion
Consfitution, The changes
gave the governmani the
power o legislale for
Aboriginal people os o
group and to allow them fo e o e
be counted in the census
These changes were seen

by many as o recognition of
Abariginal people’s rights as

full citizans. This year marks

the 40th onnivarsary of the
1947 Referandum.

Campaigning for change

While the Australion

RIGHT WRONGS ~ Government supported Voting booth about 1960s (3)

the proposed change, the
WRITE Voting box about 1960s (2)

"Yas' compaign was run
‘ ‘ by @ key national lobly
group, the Federal Council

for the Advancement of
Aborigines and Tores Strall
[slanders. A ramarkoble
mix of people — unionists,
consarvatives, Christians,

Looking at the voting booth and voting box used in
the 1967 Referendum, it is interesting to consider
what the referendum meant to many people. Some
thought the referendum gave Aboriginal people
the right to vote, but legislation passed in 1962
communists, rich and poor, provided all Aboriginal adults with voting rights for
Bliick finel ke — ol Commonwealth elections.

worked logether for change.

Calling all activists

This 1967 address book belongs to activist Jack
Horner. It lists some of the many people and
organizations that supported the ‘Yes’ campaign.

Address book 1967

On loan from Jack Horner

Collaborating for Indigenous Rights
http://www.nma.gov.au/indigenousrights/
Photograph George Serras
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Australian Electoral Commission
Photograph George Serras



Myth buster

Confusion about what the 1967
Referendum did and did not achieve for
Aboriginal people is common. Here we
answer some misconceptions.

The woia? B, Ahatigeng
aduls alreody had

Whose shoes? 5 Tl o v T

ledem| slecticen
These 1960s shoes are a reminder of the diversity of
people who took part in the ‘Yes’ campaign. People Citizonship? Mo Abongesl
from churches, unions, universities, small businesses, b et ok ¢ty
political parties and the general community all dedicated

dupirgline ¢Arana

their _time. Who do you think might have worn the silver - - i
evening shoes or the thongs? the conuu?  Aboriginal people
hod been counbsa
Unlike the other objects in this exhibit it is fine to touch in the cersus
the shoes in front of you. ac e
bz the gl

So what did the referendum achieve?

With an everwhelming
91 per cent of volers
choosing “Yes', the
referendum gove future
governments o mandabe
to' impiement change in
Aboriginal affairs.

But Abariginal pecple have
hod mixed responses io the

Mo g, gy o | i

raferendum. i TR R i
e, T g s e 7 e g
P e oy g s

g v e am——

For masr Aborgines [the i the rederendum hoda 't Af the time | defindely
refesmndum] is basicolly ben pansed, we would thought that fhe

and mout impanontly o herew been forther redmranchum ocheeved
matwe of yewing whife advorcsd, becouse while somathing — parsoaol:
Awsrakian finally, ofer Ausbaiin would maf kove o mode me lose my
179 yman, offirming o foalad fha world info infnrionity compiex

kit ot thry baleve war thinking thit samething i Rl

Shoes about 1960s

National Museum of Australia
Photographs George Serras

http://www.nma.gov.au/indigenousrights/
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1967 Referendum:
The facts

Celebrating the 40th anniversary of
the 1967 Referendum

In 1967, after 10 yeors of
dedicated campaigning,
a referendum was held

to change the Australian
Consfitution. The changes
gave the government the
power fo legislate for

Aboriginal people as o

group and to allow them to EE'E-%E‘-‘“E.E}:.‘T:
be counted in the census. TSt it

These changes were seen

by many as a recognition of

Aboriginal people’s rights as

full citizens. This year marks

the 40th anniversary of the

1967 Referendum.

Campaigning for change

While the Australian
Government supported

the proposed change, the
“Yes' campaign was run

by a key national lobby
group, the Federal Council
for the Advancement of
Aborigines and Torres Strait
Islanders. A remarkable
mix of people — unionists,
conservatives, Christians,
communists, rich and poor,
black and white — all
worked together for change.
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People from all walks of lite made
the 1967 Referendum a success.

Q




Myth buster

Confusion about what the 1967

Referendum did and did not achieve for
Aboriginal people is common. Here we

answer some misconceptions.

The vote?

Citizenship?

Counted in
the census?

Ma, Abariginal
odulls olready hod
the right to vota in
federal elections.

Mo. Aboriginal
people were olready
Auvstrolion cifizens.

Yas and nao,
Aboriginal people

had been counted
in the census,

but the figures
weare sublrocted
from the 1otal

So what did the referendum achieve?

With an overwhelming
91 per cent of voters
choosing "Yes', the
referendum gave future
governments a mandate
to implement change in

Aboriginal affairs.

But Aboriginal people have
had mixed responses to the

Rastiad lincrirmiration, what's thad! 15 My (567

referendum.

Thi carnpgn for tha 1B Haterwraiom i wulsly conprmd o
o ey T it buskin® 17 rbbariraka, Sk Sy Marey

For mast Aborigines [the If the referendum hadn't At the time | dafinitely
referendum] is bosically been passed, we would thought that the

and most importonily o have been further referandum achieved
matter of seeing white advanced, because white something — persanally,
Ausiralians finally, after Australia would not have it made me lose my

179 years, affirming at fooled the world into inferiarity complex.

last that they believe we thinking that something o B, |57
are human beings. positive was being done.
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