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Week 7:

Racism in New Zealand Today – From Golliwogs to Black Face
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Success Criteria
Students will become familiar with present-day issues about racism in New Zealand including controversies surrounding the use of Golliwog Dolls and Black Face.  They will come away with an understanding of why these are considered inappropriate.     

Lesson 1:  Understanding Current Debates in Racism 
Task 1:  Read chapter 5 – it is very short.  Answer the questions below.  

1. Write a one-paragraph summary as to why is it considered inappropriate for Kiwis to sell Golliwog Dolls?  Include a brief history of the doll.
2. Write the heading ‘Black Face.’ Underneath, create several dot-points that summarise why black face should not be worn today. In your response, explain how black face began and what it was used for.    

Poster Project
Create a poster or static image that celebrates tolerance, diversity, and inclusion in New Zealand and how our society is enriched by persons from different ethnic groups, religious backgrounds, and nationalities.  You have the rest of this period and all of next period to complete it.  Your poster should include an accurate, catchy title, a symbol of equality, at least one photo with caption(s) (words describing the image).  The purpose of the poster is to persuade people to become more tolerant. I do not want you to create this on your computer or use clip art.  Write in on one or two pages of your Red Books and do it by hand.  Stick figures are fine!  
Lesson 2: The Myth that Maaori Didn’t Settle New Zealand
Read pages 63 and 64.  In May 2017, the Northern Advocate and New Zealand Herald newspapers published a story about a group of people who settled the country before Maaori arrived.  A spokesperson for the Advocate later said that the story was an example of a “healthy debate” about who settled New Zealand first.  
1. What is wrong with the claim that it was part of a healthy debate?

2. Go to p. 81 of the section on ‘Memorable Quotations’ and read the section: ‘How Kiwi Media Contribute to Rewriting History…’  How could the actions of the Howick Times be viewed as contributing to inaccurate information about Maaori – specifically the suggestion that they were not refused drinks?  Do you think the newspaper was justified in not placing Mr Bartholomew’s letter online?    

Read pages 64-68.  Why is it doubtful that the Bombay ‘Obelisk’ was created by a group of early Celtic settlers who arrived in New Zealand before Maaori? (see pp. 64-66). 

Why is it unlikely that features on the outside of the boulder on p. 66 were created by human hands?

Are the Maaori of mainland New Zealand and the Moriori on the Chatam Islands, believed to be separate groups?  Support your answer with evidence (p. 67). 

Why does Dr Kerrie Mills think that some people want to believe that Maaori were not the first people to settle New Zealand or want to paint them as ‘savages?’  What is the view of Archeologist David Veart?  Does he agree with the position of Dr Mills?  (pp. 67-68)
Lesson 3:  Video & Class Discussion  
We are going to watch the first 15-minutes of the ‘documentary’ Skeletons in the Cupboard.  The narrator discusses the existence of fairy people who were the first to settle New Zealand.  She also mentions a race of red and blonde-haired people. She suggests that these were the first New Zealand settlers.  There is no evidence to support any of the claims in the program about Maaori not being the first people to settle New Zealand, yet some people believe it because it has been made into a TV program.  ALL OF THE EVIDENCE POINTS TO MAAORI SETTLING IN NEW ZEALAND AROUND 1250 in a mass migration and they were the first permanent human settlers.    

Class Discussion: We are going to discuss the history of this program and why it is that it can be allowed to be shown on Youtube (a briefly appeared on TV), despite a lack of evidence for their claims.  

We will discuss as a class, how Mr Bartholomew went about verifying the claims made in the documentary.  Not only did he consult scientific journals, he interviewed many of the scientists who were mentioned in the program to get the perspective of the mainstream scientific community. To a person, they said that the documentary makers distorted facts to create a false impression.  
