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7    What have been the impacts of this result?

This activity helps students explore the material 
in the Aftermath section of the website 
http://www.nma.gov.au/indigenousrights/

Once the Constitution was changed — what then? 
Would there be many real changes made to laws and 
policies affecting Aboriginal people? Some people 
thought that there would be no real change; others 
thought that the State Governments would now start 
meeting and plan uniform changes; some people 
thought that the Commonwealth would start to exercise 
its powers independently of the States and override their 
laws and policies.

There are several documents on the Collaborating on 
Indigenous History website showing different people’s 
expectations of what would happen next.

1 Look at these, distribute them among groups in your 
class, and have each group report back on these 
questions:
• What did this person/group want to happen now?
• How were these changes to be managed — who 

was to control what happened?

 In each case try to summarise your answer by 
completing the following sentences for each statement:

• The person/group wanted … 
• This would be carried out by … 

Document Reference This person/group wanted …  This would be carried out by …

SOURCE 7.1   Cabinet Submission, 
post referendum

National Archives of Australia, A1209, 1967/1512
http://www.nma.gov.au/indigenousrights/
subsectione44b.html?ssID=30>

SOURCE 7.2   Coombs to head 
Aboriginal council

The Australian, 3 November 1967
http://www.nma.gov.au/indigenousrights/
subsectione44b.html?ssID=30

SOURCE 7.3   Charles Perkins 
to Harold Holt, June 1967

National Archives of Australia, A1209, 19671512
http://www.nma.gov.au/indigenousrights/
subsectione44b.html?ssID=30

SOURCE 7.4   Charles Barnes to Acting 
Prime Minister

National Archives of Australia, A1209/1512
http://www.nma.gov.au/indigenousrights/
subsectione44b.html?ssID=30

SOURCE 7.5   Wentworth to Holt 
June 1967

National Archives of Australia, A1209, 1967/1512
http://www.nma.gov.au/indigenousrights/
subsectione44b.html?ssID=30

SOURCE 7.6   Queensland MPs to the
Prime Minister, September 1967

National Archives of Australia, A1209, 1967/1512
http://www.nma.gov.au/indigenousrights/
subsectione44b.html?ssID=30
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SOURCE 7.7   An assessment of the consequences of the Referendum

2 In your own words how would you describe what has 
happened as a result of the 1967 Referendum?

YOUR ASSESSMENT 
Will you put the 1967 Referendum in the Australian 
‘Human Rights Hall of Fame’?
You now have a great deal of information on aspects of 
the 1967 Referendum.

But one major question remains: was it a great triumph 
for Indigenous citizenship and human rights, or was it 
much less than that?

To decide this you need to look at the opinions of a 
range of people, and you need to have a set of criteria 
to apply to see if the Referendum met these.

Now look at this document summarising what has happened.

Firstly, the changes enabled the introduction of ‘benign 
discrimination’. Despite resistance from parts of the 
Government, [there were] several Federal programs 
specifically aimed at satisfying desperate Aboriginal needs 
… in the area of employment, education, health, housing, 
and the administration of justice.

Secondly, the newly worded s.51 offered a head of 
power on which the Government was able to draw 
… for enacting the Aboriginal Land Fund Act 1974, 
the Aboriginal Loans Commission Act 1974, the 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders (Queensland 
Discriminatory Laws) Act 1975, Aboriginal Councils 
and Associations Act 1976, Aboriginal Land Rights 
(Northern Territory) Act 1976, Aboriginal and Torres 
Strait Islanders (Queensland Reserves and Communities 
Self-Management) Act 1978, Aboriginal Development 
Commission Act 1980, Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander Heritage (Interim Protection) Act 1984, 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders Commission Act 
1989 and the Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation 
Act 1991.

Thirdly, a new administrative definition of Aboriginal 
was introduced. [T]he Australian State Governments had 
… created a raft of restrictive, technical or bureaucratic 
definitions of what constituted an Aboriginal person 
… Definitions such as these were never accepted 
as meaningful by Aboriginal communities and the 
Commonwealth was easily able to introduce for its 
administrative purposes a fresh, more practical, definition 
based on community and self-identification.

Fourthly, the changes in the late 1960s heralded in a 
period characterised by the search for ways to facilitate 
‘self-management’, ‘self-sufficiency’, ‘self-determination’ 
and, most recently, ‘self empowerment’. 

Fifthly, the changes offered the Federal Government a 
head of power (the so-called ‘race power’) to enact, in 
response to the 1992 Mabo High Court decision, the 
Native Title Act 1993 and Land Fund and Indigenous 
Land Corporation (ATSIC Amendment) Act 1995 and 
to defend the former from a High Court challenge by 
Western Australia in 1995. 

(Australian Parliamentary Library Background Paper 11 19961997)

From page 18:

The slogans suggested for the 1967 Referendum 
campaign were:

To make your 

decision in an 

interactive way go to 

www.australianhistory

mysteries.info
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… and see if you will 
place the Referendum in 
the ‘Human Rights Hall 
of Fame’ with the other 
Human Rights documents 
you will find there. 

Further references

http://www.nma.gov.au/indigenousrights/sectionb92d.html?sID=39 (Reading)

http://www.nma.gov.au/indigenousrights/section7e7b.html?sID=41 (Web links)
















