CONSTITUTIONAL
CONVENTION

[2nd to 13th FEBRUARY 1998]

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

Tuesday, 10 February 1998

-=-|E|E|-=-

— nE-IUIUIUI-”m

.|I—I|. IRE==1 I ; s e Y

| '\

Old Parliament House, Canberra



INTERNET

The Proof and Official Hansards of the Constitutional Convention are
available on the Internet

http://www.dpmc.gov.au/convention
http://www.aph.gov.au/hansard

RADIO BROADCASTS

Broadcasts of proceedings of the Constitutional Convention can be heard

on the following Parliamentary and News Network radio stations,
in the areas identified.

CANBERRA 1440 AM
SYDNEY 630 AM
NEWCASTLE 1458 AM
BRISBANE 936 AM
MELBOURNE 1026 AM
ADELAIDE 972 AM
PERTH 585 AM
HOBART 729 AM
DARWIN  102.5 FM

INTERNET BROADCAST

The Parliamentary and News Network has established an Internet §
containing over 120 pages of information. Also it is streaming live it
radio broadcast of the

proceedings which may be heard anywhere in the world on the folloy

address:

U/

ite

(7]

ving

http://www.abc.net.au/concon




CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION

Old Parliament House, Canberra

2nd to 13th February 1998

Chairman—The Rt Hon. lan McCahon Sinclair MP
The Deputy Chairmar-The Hon. Barry Owen Jones AO, MP

ELECTED DELEGATES

New South Wales

Mr Malcolm Turnbull (Australian Republican Movement)

Mr Doug Sutherland AM (No Republic—ACM)

Mr Ted Mack (Ted Mack)

Ms Wendy Machin (Australian Republican Movement)

Mrs Kerry Jones (No Republic—ACM)

Mr Ed Haber (Ted Mack)

The Hon Neville Wran AC QC (Australian Republican Movement)
Cr Julian Leeser (No Republic—ACM)

Ms Karin Sowada (Australian Republican Movement)

Mr Peter Grogan (Australian Republican Movement)

Ms Jennie George (Australian Republican Movement)

Ms Christine Ferguson (No Republic—ACM)

Mr Alasdair P Webster (Christian Democratic Party (Fred Nile Group)
Ms Glenda Hewitt (ungrouped—I Care About Australia’s Future)
Dr Pat O’'Shane AM (A Just Republic)

Brigadier Alf Garland AM (Australian Monarchist League)

Mr Andrew Gunter (Ethos—Elect the Head of State)

Ms Hazel Hawke (Australian Republican Movement)

Mr Jason Yat-Sen Li (ungrouped—A Multi-Cultural Voice)

Ms Catherine Moore (Greens, Bill of Rights, Indigenous Peoples)

Victoria

Mr Eddie McGuire (Australian Republican Movement)
The Hon Don Chipp AO (No Republic—ACM)

The Reverend Tim Costello (Real Republic)

Mr Bruce Ruxton AM OBE (Safeguard the People)

Ms Mary Delahunty (Australian Republican Movement)



Ms Sophie Panopoulos (No Republic—ACM)

Mr Steve Vizard AM (Australian Republican Movement)
Ms Poppy King (Australian Republican Movement)

Mr Lindsay Fox AO (Australian Republican Movement)
The Hon Vernon Wilcox CBE QC (Safeguard the People)
Ms Moira Rayner (Real Republic)

Ms Misha Schubert (Republic4dU—The Youth Ticket)

The Hon Jim Ramsay (No Republic—ACM)

Mr Kenneth Gifford QC (Australian Monarchist League)
Mr Phil Cleary (ungrouped—Phil Cleary—Independent Australia)
Mr Eric G Bullmore (Shooters Party)

Queensland

The Hon Sir James Killen KCMG (No Republic—ACM)

Dr Clem Jones AO (Clem Jones Queensland Constitutional Republic Team)
The Hon Michael Lavarch (Australian Republican Movement)

Dr Glen Sheil (Constitutional Monarchists)

Mr Neville Thomas Bonner AO (No Republic—ACM)

Mr David Alexander Muir (Clem Jones Queensland Constitutional Republic Team)
Ms Sallyanne Atkinson AO (Australian Republican Movement)

Mr Thomas Bradley (No Republic—ACM)

Lady Florence Isabel Bjelke-Petersen (Constitutional Monarchists)

Ms Mary Kelly (Women for a Just Republic)

Ms Sarina Russo (Australian Republican Movement)

Cr Paul Gregory Tully (Queenslanders for a Repubilic)

Cr Ann Bunnell (Clem Jones Queensland Constitutional Republic Team)

Western Australia

Ms Janet Holmes a Court AO (Australian Republican Movement)
The Rt Hon Reg Withers (No Republic—ACM)

Professor Peter Tannock (Australian Republican Movement)

Mr Geoff Hourn (No Republic—ACM)

Mr Graham Edwards (Australian Republican Movement)

Ms Clare Thompson (Australian Republican Movement)

Ms Marylyn Rodgers (No Republic—ACM)

Mr Liam Bartlett (ungrouped—An Open Mind for the Future)
Professor Patrick O’'Brien (Elect the President)



South Australia

Mr Kym Bonython (No Republic—ACM)

Dr Baden Teague (Australian Republican Movement)
The Right Reverend John Hepworth (No Republic—ACM)
Ms Linda Kirk (Australian Republican Movement)

Ms Victoria Manetta (No Republic—ACM)

Dr Tony Cocchiaro (Australian Republican Movement)
Father John Fleming (No Republic—ACM)

Ms Kirsten Andrews (Australian Republican Movement)

Tasmania

Mr Edward O’Farrell CVO CBE (No Republic—ACM)

Mr Julian Ormond Green (Australian Republican Movement)

Mr Michael Anthony Castle (No Republic—ACM)

Ms Marguerite Scott (Australian Republican Movement)

Dr David Charles Mitchell (The Australian Monarchist League)

Mr Eric Lockett (ungrouped—Voice of Ordinary, Fair-Minded, Thinking Citizens)

Australian Capital Territory

Ms Anne Witheford (Australian Republican Movement)
Mr Frank Cassidy (Australian Republican Movement)
Northern Territory

Mr David Curtis (A Just Republic)
Mr Michael John Kilgariff (ungrouped—Territory Republican)



APPOINTED DELEGATES—NON-PARLIAMENTARY

Ms Andrea Ang (Western Australia)

Ms Stella Axarlis (Victoria)

Ms Dannalee Bell (Victoria)

Ms Julie Bishop (Western Australia)

Professor Geoffrey Blainey AO (Victoria)

Professor Greg Craven (Western Australia)

Ms Miranda Devine (New South Wales)

Mr Gatjil Djerrkura OAM (Northern Territory)

Ms Mia Handshin (South Australia)

The Hon Bill Hayden AC (Queensland)

The Most Reverend Peter Hollingworth AO, OBE (Queensland)
Ms Mary Imlach (Tasmania)

Major General James AC, MBE (Queensland)

Mr Adam Johnston (New South Wales)

Mrs Annette Knight AM (Western Australia)

Dame Leonie Kramer AC (New South Wales)

Ms Helen Lynch AM (New South Wales)

The Hon Richard McGarvie AC (Victoria)

Mr Donald McGauchie (Victoria)

The Hon Dame Roma Mitchell AC (South Australia)
Mr Carl Moller (Tasmania)

Councillor Joan Moloney (Queensland)

Mr George Mye MBE, AM (Queensland/TSI)

Mr Ben Myers (Queensland)

Ms Moira O’'Brien (Northern Territory)

Dr Lois O’'Donoghue CBE, AM (South Australia)

Sir Arvi Parbo AC (Victoria)

The Most Reverend George Pell (Victoria)

Ms Nova Peris-Kneebone OAM (Northern Territory/Western Australia)
Mr Peter Sams (New South Wales)

Professor Judith Sloan (South Australia)

Sir David Smith KCVO, AO (Australian Capital Territory)
Professor Trang Thomas AM (Victoria)

Mr Lloyd Waddy RFD, QC (New South Wales)
Professor George Winterton (New South Wales)
Ms Heidi Zwar (Australian Capital Territory)



APPOINTED DELEGATES—PARLIAMENTARY

Commonwealth

Government

The Hon John Howard MP (Prime Minister)

The Hon Peter Costello MP (Treasurer)

The Hon Daryl Williams AM QC MP (Attorney-General)

Senator the Hon Robert Hill (Minister for the Environment)

Senator the Hon Jocelyn Newman (Minister for Social Security)

Mr Neil Andrew MP

Mrs Chris Gallus MP

Mr Kevin Andrews MP

Senator Alan Ferguson

The Hon Tim Fischer MP (Deputy Prime Minister)

The Hon John Anderson MP (Minister for Primary Industries and Energy)
Senator Ron Boswell (Leader of the National Party of Australia in the Senate)

Australian Labor Party

The Hon Kim Beazley MP (Leader of the Opposition)

The Hon Gareth Evans QC MP

Senator the Hon John Faulkner (Leader of the Opposition in the Senate)
Senator Sue West (Deputy President of the Senate)

Senator the Hon Nick Bolkus

Senator Kate Lundy

Australian Democrats
Senator Natasha Stott Despoja

Independent/Green
Mr Allan Rocher MP

State/Territory

New South Wales
The Hon Bob Carr MP (Premier)

The Hon Peter Collins QC MP (Leader of the Opposition)
The Hon Jeff Shaw QC MLC (Attorney-General and Minister for Industrial Relations)



Victoria

The Hon Jeff Kennett MLA (Premier)
Mr John Brumby MLA (Leader of the Opposition)
The Hon Pat McNamara MLA (Deputy Premier and Minister for Agriculture)

Queensland

The Hon Rob Borbridge MLA (Premier)
Mr Peter Beattie MLA (Leader of the Opposition)
The Hon Denver Beanland MLA (Attorney-General and Minister for Justice)

Western Australia

The Hon Richard Court MLA (Premier)
Dr Geoffrey Gallop MLA (Leader of the Opposition)
The Hon Hendy Cowan MLA (Deputy Premier)

South Australia

The Hon John Olsen FNIA MP (Premier)
The Hon Michael Rann MP (Leader of the Opposition)
Mr Mike Elliott MLC (Leader of the Australian Democrats)

Tasmania

The Hon Tony Rundle MHA (Premier)
Mr Jim Bacon MHA (Leader of the Opposition)
Mrs Christine Milne MHA (Leader of the Tasmanian Greens)

Territories

Mrs Kate Carnell MLA (Chief Minister, Australian Capital Territory)
The Hon Shane Stone QC MLA (Chief Minister, Northern Territory)

Vi



PRINCIPAL
Mr Howard
Mr Carr

Mr Borbidge
Mr Olsen
Mr Rundle
Mrs Carnell
Mr Stone
Mr Bacon
Mr Collins
Senator Alan Ferguson
Mr Kennett
Mr Beattie

Mr Court

Sir David Smith
Mr Fox

Mr Beazley

Ms George

Mr Kilgariff

Sir James Killen
Ms Imlach
Senator Faulkner
Reverend Costello
Mr O’Farrell

Ms Rodgers

Mr Withers

Mr Green

PROXIES TABLED BY THE CHAIRMAN

PROXY

Senator Minchin

Mr lemma

Mr FitzGerald

Mr Griffin (6 and 11 February)

Mr Hodgman

Ms Webb

Mr Burke

Ms Jackson (4, 5 and 6 February)
Mr Hannaford (3-6 and 9-10 February)

Mr Abbott (2-6 February)
Dr Dean (All, except 11 February)

Mr Foley (4-6 February)
Mr Milliner (9-10 February)
Mr Barnett

Professor Flint (5 February)
Mr McGuire (5-6 February)

Mr McLeay (from 3pm, 5 February,
6, 9 and 11 February)

Mr McMullan (10 February, 9.00 am to 2.00 pm)

Mr Martin (10 February, 4.30-7 pm)
Ms Doran
Mr McCallum (6 February from 4 pm)
Mr Paul (6 February from 3.30 pm)
Mr Nockles (6 February, afternoon)
Mr Melham (9 February)
Mr Castan (6 February)
Professor Flint
Mr Mackerras
Mr Paul (9 February)
Ms Jackson (9 February)

Vii



Senator Bolkus Mr McLelland (9-10 February)

Mr McGauchie Dr Craik (9 February)

Mr Anderson Mr Abbott (as necessary)

Mr Costello Senator Campbell (9 February, from 3 pm)
Mr Pyne (10 February, 9.00 am to 3 pm)

Senator Hill Senator Payne (10 February)

Mr Andrew Mrr Slipper (10 February, 2-4 pm)

Dame Leonie Kramer Professor Flint (11 February)

viii



COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA

CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION
Hansard

1998
OLD PARLIAMENT HOUSE, CANBERRA

2nd to 13th FEBRUARY 1998

Tuesday, 10 February 1998 whether we need to set up a quorum. In that
way the working parties would restrict their
- meetings and perhaps meet only at certain
The CHAIRMAN (Rt Hon I. McC. times. Those members of the republican

Sinclair) took the chair at 9.00 a.m., and read@roups who have to come together to sort out
prayers. differences would select different times. At

. . one stage in the debate yesterday evening
" ags‘g%g/:ﬁ:\loaﬁggsjg Blainey wishes tothere were only 15 people present and that is
) quite unfair for a matter of such importance.
Professor BLAINEY —I hesitate to raise | pass this on to you for your urgent consider-
the question of how we proceed, especiallgtion.

since |, like many delegates, admire the way
in which you and Mr Jones have carried out CHAIRMAN —Thank you, Professor
lainey. It is a matter that all of us are aware

our duties—the patience, the tolerance a
y P —how we are able to accommodate the

the courtesy. | do applaud you both. Laté'—
yesterday afternoon there was increasinﬁrlous demands that are on us. We only have

concern amongst delegates that so few deleffy” days left and I intend to go through the

ates were here at the debate. After discussigicc€edings in a moment. We are all con-
this morning with quite a variety of peop|e’cerned at the degree to which a number of
there was a feeling that urgent considerati(gvoeakers who have not spoken to the Conven-
should be given to this question. My belief igiO" Were speaking to very few of their fellow

that the debate on the republic on som elegates. It is not only an embarrassment to
important questions is still in its infancy.t em, but it certainly is necessary that those

Listening to the arguments here, | am conPther proceedings take place.

scious that from time to time there are import- Ms HOLMES a COURT —I wanted to
ant arguments which | have not heard angupport Professor Blainey 100 per cent. | was
there are arguments that people with othefere until 7.30 last evening and there were
views have just not heard. Somehow in theome marvellous speakers, some wonderfully
remaining four days | think we have to devisehought out, great performances and explan-
a way where the time is used slightly differ-ations that people really need to hear. |
ently. believe it is a great shame that the effort and
Yesterday afternoon, when it came to th&me that people have put into preparing their
voting, many delegates were conscious thgpeeches is in a sense being wasted unless
there was no way, given the shortage of timgeople read thélansardreport in the morn-
that they could put their view, no matter hown9-
pithily. | am not a parliamentarian and | do CHAIRMAN —We recognise the problem.
not know the answer to this, but | wonderAt the same time, we also have a discipline
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which needs to be understood, that is, thematter of fairness, people should know that
are certain resolutions that have to be put tdelegates are putting in 12- to 14-hour days
the Convention. They need to be preparedvorking in the precincts and cannot be tele-
One of the items | wish to identify at thevised. | might add that the burden on you and
moment is the requirement for the deadlinéhe Deputy Chairman is equal.

for submission of proposed models, which is, cHAIRMAN —The other thing that people
as you will recall, to be at 2 p.m. today. Thaheed to understand is that, unless we have
is certainly going to require a good deal othpse working groups, it is not possible to
work. We shall take on board the Comme”trgroduce the resolutions and facilitate debate.
of Professor Blainey and Mrs Holmes a CouR esterday, we had at least five meetings of
and see whether something can be done jRe Convention which were essential. While
future, certainly for addresses in reply. kome of them could take place during meal
would like to proceed to the various items. preaks, essentially we are meeting most of the
Mr RUXTON —You are brushing over it. time and there has to be some opportunity to
| think there should be a quorum of someomplete those obligations.
sort. We should have started on this at the Reconciling those two objectives is not
beginning of last week. It is not fair. | haveeasy, but | urge all delegates, if they are not
sat in this chamber for as long as | can, byhyolved in meetings, to sit in the chamber
the emptiness of it is appalling consideringyhen possible and for as long as possible.
that there are 152 delegates. | think Professqhere are some excellent contributions, and
Blainey and Mrs Holmes a Court are right ont js certainly a pity that there is not a larger
the ball. I really believe there should be gydience here to hear them. | assure the wider
quorum. | move that there be a 25 per ceriommunity that the delegates have committed
quorum. themselves universally to the task. | commend
CHAIRMAN —1 take on board those You all for the way in which you have been
comments. | do not want to proceed with itSO assiduous in the pursuit of your obliga-
but we all register it. While | call on all tions.
delegates, | point out that many are not here | have three proxies: the Hon. Leader of the
at the moment. Some of those whose absencgposition, Mr Kim Beazley, nominates Bob
you are concerned about are not with us at th@gcMullan for today from 9 a.m. until 2 p.m;
moment. | trust all delegates will take note o&enator Robert Hill nominates Senator Marise
the remarks made by those few speakers thiayne as his proxy for today, Tuesday, 10
morning. February; and the Treasurer, the Hon. Peter
Mr WADDY —It would be helpful if you Costello, nominates Mr Christopher Pyne as
were to point out to the people of Australighis proxy from 9 a.m. to 3 p.m. | table those
watching this on television day in and day ouProxIies.
that a vast amount of work is going on out- In view of the number of speakers on the
side the chamber. We have met every morrist to speak on whether Australia should
ing at 8.30; now we are meeting at 8 a.m., dsecome a republic—the item that the point
the ARM does. | would not think that Mr raised by Professor Blainey dominantly
Turnbull and | had more than 20 minutes t@oncentrated on—I propose that we sit until
half an hour to be in the chamber yesterday..30 p.m. tomorrow night. That will give us
The last meeting | had was at 11.30 last nightore time to hear those general addresses. |

It would be quite wrong for the general@lSO propose—as | indicated yesterday—that
public to think that the work of this Conven-We return from lunch at 2 p.m. each day. That
tion is only happening when it is in sessiongdives us another 15 minutes in here to hear
It is impossible to bring forward resolutionsthose addresses.
and concentrate the mind of the Convention | also remind delegates that, in accordance
unless there are working groups. You cannatith the resolution passed yesterday, the
have working groups unless the people go tdeadline for submission of proposed models
them. As a public relations matter and dor circulation is 2 o'clock today. Models
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must be provided to the secretariat by thaChairman and me so that final numbers can
time. They will be circulated as a set as soohe settled.

as possible after that. Mr RAMSAY —Just one question on

Each model should address the followingrocedure: given that 2 o’clock today is the
specific matters: the proposed nominationlosing time for models, when could the
procedure; the proposed appointment atelegates expect to have copies of those
election procedure; the proposed dismissatodels circulated to them? Will it be before
procedure; the definition of powers, includinghe debates commence or will we have to wait
the extent as compared with the status qumtil tomorrow?

and whether any codification is proposed; and cHAIRMAN —It would be my intention to
the term of office. Delegates will then be ablgngyre they are distributed to all delegates as
to subscribe to one of the models and eacdyon after ‘that time as is possible. | would
model—or any other models—having thepink that they should be distributed by 3 o
support of at least 10 delegates will go forgjock this afternoon, subject to how complex
ward for debate on Thursday. they are and how long the printing takes. But

The secretariat will maintain lists of peoplethey will be available to all delegates this
subscribing to the models. | should reminafternoon.

you that there have been working groups pjso, following suggestions made yesterday,
taking place in terms of each model, whichye intend to arrange for copies of all the
ensures that a lot of work has gone into themytions that we need to debate this afternoon
| do recommend that people have their modess yoting to be distributed to members again
lodged with the secretariat because it will, the chamber providing that amendments
facilitate both the debate and the processingq lodged in time for them to be prepared.
of them. So after you have had the working group

| now draw your attention to todayNotice debate this morning, if you have any proposed
Paper We are going to go through the work-amendments, | urge you to try to prepare
ing group reports first this morning. We arethem so that they can be lodged and they will
then going on to addresses by delegates dimen be available for the session this after-
the general question. Voting will be at 3noon. We are having the debate this morning.
o'clock. Then we will resume our generalYou should be able to lodge your amend-
debate in this place. The working groupments by lunchtime so that they can then be
sessions on how should the links to the crowprinted and be available for our voting at 3
at a state level be handled will be conductedlock.

concurrently with the general debate. While \ye will now proceed to speakers on the

| know that some will be involved in thosegq working group reports from yesterday.
working groups, | again pick up the recom-

mendation of Professor Blainey that as many/0rking Group I—Process and procedures
as possible participate in the chamber durinfp’ ©ngoing debate on Constitutional re-
those addresses on the general debate.

| have been asked to make two otheRESOLUTION
housekeeping announcements. Delegates diat this Convention resolves that the Government
reminded that glasses of water are not permificorporate in legislation the following process for
ted on the desks in the chamber due to hefP"90ing constitutional change:
tage considerations and because of the dafi-  The establishment of a broadly representa-
age which could be caused if there were tive Constitutional Committee consisting of
spillages. Water coolers are located outside Egc?;?z;? mggggfstkg;d;;”sigrmvglr?t S;ﬁfje S\r,‘g
the chamber. There is alsq a jug of water and  thirds community representatives, appointed
water behind the Speaker’s chair. Further to by the Government.
my announcement of ye_sterday_, delegates & That this Constitutional Committee oversee
remlnded to _reSpond this _mornlng for Thurs- a three year community based ongoing
day night’s dinner to be given by the Deputy process of consultation about constitutional
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change leading to a plebiscite on concretput to referendum. They are the two points
constitutional proposals. that informed our long discussions last night
(i) ~ This Committee and its consultations shouldbout the best way to continue the process:
be resourced by the Federal Government@e wanted to keep public ownership; we also

Federation Fund. wanted to keep the pressure on the govern-
Matters that should be considered in this procesaent of the day and bring them and keep
would include: them on board. This is a very different dy-

. The role of the three tiers of Government. namic for constitutional change and it is one
. Rights and responsibilities of citizenship. that has not been enjoyed by Australia thus

. Commonwealth environment power. far. This Convention is not a shot in the pan
, and many Australians will feel cheated if we
. System of governance and proportional represefl, not continue a process of constitutional

tatlo.n. ) o reform.
. Review the mechanism of constitutional change .
(Section 128). On the ‘how’ and the ‘when’, our discus-

. Constitutional aspects of indigenous reconcili-SionS were very broad. 'I_'here_ was_early
ation. consensus for the community voices to con-
tinue to animate the process; that it would die

Ms DELAHUNTY —Thank you, Mr if it did not have that input. There was also

Chairman. Good morning, delegates angn early consensus for the appointment of

citizens. In introducing this report, | would . LS ;
like to gently remind delegates of the overSome sort of ongoing constitutional committee

; : : to oversee the process and for that process to
¥vhe|m|ng vote of this Convention on day ONE,qure for at least three years.

or ongoing constitutional change. That was
one of the highlights of day one: overwhelm- The model that we boldly painted—and it
ing consensus for a process of ongoing consis in the form of a resolution that you will
tutional change. That strong support fohave later on today—is this: that this Conven-
continuing civic conversation was well intion resolves that the government incorporate
evidence at our very large working party lastn legislation the following process for ongo-
night. Delegates saw a window of opportunityng constitutional change. Firstly, the estab-
opened by the escalating interest in thisshment of a broadly representative constitu-
Convention, and the delegates in our workintjonal committee consisting of no more than
party do not want to lose that opportunity tcone-thirds serving state, territory or federal
continue the conversation. We were remindeahembers of parliament and no less than two-
many times of the eminent and august bodigbirds community representatives, all of whom
of constitutional reformers who had met manyvould be appointed by the government. We
times over the last few decades. Their worklayed around with numbers. We did not want
was considered skilled and well researchel® be too prescriptive, but | think it is import-
but, sadly, their efforts have been left lanant that the Convention knows that we moved
guishing in government filing cabinets. We ddowards a number something like 27, which
not want that to happen with the momentumvould not be unwieldy but would involve
here. representation across the states and across

| think quite clearly the great difference¥anous communities.
between those processes of constitutional Secondly, that this constitutional committee
change—or attempted processes—and this oogersee a three-year community based ongo-
is that there is at this Convention more thaing process of consultation about constitution-
an embryo of public ownership and certainhyal change leading to a plebiscite on concrete
public interest. The other difference—and thigonstitutional proposals with the results of
is quite critical to any success at referendunthat plebiscite to be converted into a constitu-
of any process of constitutional change—isional amendment proposal by a joint house
that this Convention was supported by theommittee and put to referendum. So you can
government of the day and the government aflearly see that the model we are looking for
the day wanted a tangible result that could bis ongoing community consultation, but
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ending up at the pointy end of a referendurdays, | suppose it might also be slightly
where all Australians have the opportunity tgresumptuous.

vote ‘yes’ or ‘no’ on the specific issues. This process, whichever way we go through

Thirdly, that this committee and its consulthe community consultations, gives the com-
tations around the country be resourced by tHgittee the ability to call another convention
federal government's Federation Fund. Withf that is deemed to be the best way to go. If
out money the voices will be silent. We didthat convention were to be called we recom-
draw up a bit of a wish list and there wagnended that it be at least 50 per cent elected.
quite an amount of agreement, so we havEhe fourth model of constitutional committee
included that in the resolution. | will run that would run this process of change is a

through it now. It is not meant to be exhausioint subcommittee convened to run the
tive, but indicative. process. This was attractive to some members

) because it had the imprimatur of parliament
The matters that should be considered ithough many felt it might be subject to the
this process include: the role of the three tierghims and passing priorities of the parties.
of government, particularly the role of localThey also felt that a citizen component of this
government; the rights and responsibilities ofommittee was absolutely critical to its
citizenship; a Commonwealth environmengyccess. So after debate the group moved
power; a system of governance and propofowards the form of model that | have just
tional representation; a review of section 12&utlined—a broadly representative constitu-
a review of the mechanism for how constitutional committee consisting of no less than
tional change occurs; and the constitutionalvo-thirds citizens and no more than one-third
aspects of indigenous reconciliation. That iger\/ing state, federal or territory MPs.

the model. | have spoken about the number. That is not

Let me speak to that and give you some oheant to be prescriptive. | should say that the
the arguments for why we moved that waygroup is indebted to the work on this particu-
There was strong representation, particularkar model by Catherine Moore. We propose
from Professor George Winterton, that this ighat this constitutional committee drive the
incorporated in legislation—that this is notprocess of community consultation around the
whistling in the wind; that we actually havecountry which would lead either to another
the government of the day on side. That isonvention, if that was deemed necessary, but
part of the reason for this Convention’scertainly to a plebiscite on the matters raised
success and interest. We believe there sholdy this community consultation to be con-
be a large component of the communityerted into a constitutional amendment bill
involved and that it should be well resourcedand put to referendum.

There were four options for this ongoing The funding was ﬁn importanﬁ topic. As |
constitutional committee, if you like—a form Nave said, without the money the voices are

of administration of constitutional Ch(.jmgesilent. We believe that the appropriate funding

.

Firstly, the appointment by federal parliamentS @réady there sitting in a pot. What better
of gr%ups, ver?ich is perhyaps the ICr)1ybrid wevay to use the bountiful funds of the Feder-
have adopted; secondly, the fully electedtion Fund itself. Let us not build monuments
group, which was knocked off very early;a”d statues, let us use some of the money

thirdly, an ongoing executive from this Con_there to continue the civic conversation. Let

vention. Perhaps this Convention could spa ustralians talk to us and to others about how

the process of constitutional change and th§{€y want their Constitution renovated to
delegates could be elected from this Convef€flect the way we are now not the way we
tion to compose the constitutional committeeVere:

There were strong arguments against this The second point to elaborate on is the
notion on the basis that this Convention wasommunity consultation. This should be based
created to address the question of the repulnr our community and involve local govern-
lic. Depending on how we go in the next fewment and even small scale citizen forums and
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meetings. The process should place a stromg be detrimental to the freedom of this
emphasis on those who might otherwise fegountry. That is the way | see fit.
excluded from this chat about constitutional ~yAIRMAN —Thank you, Mr Ruxton.

change because they feel some educationglyt,re we proceed to debate on these reports,
geographic, gender or socioeconomic disag-f o e 4 long list of people who want to

vantage. speak on each of the reports. It would prob-
There was also the belief that this proposalbly be better if we spent a little time on each
for the process of ongoing constitutionafeport and then moved on. | will call Ms
change could incorporate and should incorpglenny Doran, who is the first on the list of
rate the return to our school syllabuses dafpeakers, but we will not go through the
civics education. As you are probably awareyhole list before we get all the reports.

delegates, there has been biparti_san supporfis DORAN—I am pleased to rise to
for the return of teaching the rights andsypport the resolution that has been put before
responsibilities of citizenship and the way oufhis Convention by Mary so ably and to
political process works. There is support fofespond to some of the criticisms that have
returning that subject to our school children,st heen made. It is quite clear I think at the
and giving them some understanding of hoWytset of this Convention that there are a
governments work and indeed what procesgnhole range of broader constitutional issues
of constitutional change they can be involveghat people are concerned about. The decision
in. We felt there was an excellent argumenhat has been made is that this Convention is
to incorporate civics education with thenot dealing with those issues, so the concerns
process of ongoing constitutional change. of Mr Ruxton and others who might be

So, delegates, when you see this resolutioﬁﬁposed to them are not borne out in fact.
| do commend it to you. It certainly, | hope, The Australian community will not have
puts some flesh upon the bones of that oveRoisted upon it any measures or proposals for
whelming vote on day 1 that said that thigonstitutional change that it is not fully aware
Convention wants some process for ongoiggfe and has not been broadly involved in
constitutional change, and we should not loséeveloping. That is the entire purpose of this
the momentum of the escalating interest ifésolution and this procedure that has been
this Convention. It is to be encouraged at afutlined in Working Group 1.

costs. The importance of this Convention for all

CHAIRMAN —Before | call Mr Ruxton, | Of us who have been involved in it—who
table a proxy from Dame Leonie Kramerc@me to the Convention probably not knowing

appointing Professor David Flint as her proxy?hat it was going to be like, wondering
foprpWedngesday, 11 February. P )ahether it was going to be effective—has

_ been that it has exceeded most delegates’
Mr RUXTON —I was very interested to expectations in terms of it being a very
hear Mary Delahunty. This is what we havémportant forum. The diversity of its deleg-
been saying for a long time—that the republigites, the breadth of experience we have here
is just a vehicle to crash the Constitution. Shgnd the exchange of different, deeply held
said that on day 1 we had decided to do thigiews in a very civilised way have been very
and that; we decided just the opposite. Wenportant.
decided just to talk about the republic. That

was all. That was passed by this chamber. Most importantly, for those of us who have

been involved in discussions about broader
Yet now we are going on and we have thigonstitutional change for a number of years,
constitutional committee—the revolutionarythis Convention has finally engaged public
committee, we may call it, for goodness sakettention on constitutional issues. This might
| suggest that this is going to be the problenbe because it is a unique event—it is the first
The Australian people have to wake ugime we have had such a convention—and
because they are going to get a Constitutiosbviously the media focus on it for that
that is going to contain things that are goingeason has been important. But it is clear,
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once the media is focusing on it and giving ibn constitutional change, will have its
attention, the public itself will be very inter- membership appointed by government. |
ested in these issues. Once they have informi@und it amazing, just as | found it amazing
tion before them and are familiar with theyesterday, that certain people wanted to
issues, people want to be involved. Thereforexclude the word ‘democracy’ from the
a discussion about broader constitutiongdlreamble of what | thought was going to be
change can really address our citizens’ era democratic constitution. | was amazed to
gagement in the political process; addressingear Ms Mary Delahunty say, ‘We must listen
to some measure, that feeling of alienatioto the people. We must open the process to
from the political process that many in thehe people.” Well, Ms Delahunty, Mrs Janet
community have. | think it is an opportunity Holmes a Court, Mr Malcolm Turnbull, and
to reinvigorate representative democracy-Mr Eddie Maguire—who spoke about a
talking to the community, asking the com-eality pill—

munity what they expect of our political ;v RUXTON —What about me?

process.
The ACTU’s affiliates have run a range of Professor PATRICK O’BRIEN —the

arguments about broader constitution?Egﬁ;ie%ai\aet;dp;%gi Once again, the poll
change, in particular, centring on the right y

and responsibilities of citizenship. We are Senator WEST—An eminent professor like
looking at rights to services accruing fromyou should know better.

citizenship such as rights to a basic quality pyofessor PATRICK O'BRIEN —That is
public education system, which is a campaigihat the people want. If we are going to have
that has been run by the Australian Educatiofist another process here in which the people
Union. A leaflet has been distributed to al peak and are not listened to, then it is not
delegates in relation to that matter. The Publigq i, having it. Therefore, what ‘education
Service unions have been raising issU&sogram’ often means to people with partisan
relating to the role of the public sector anqiepoints who have track records of not
the delivery of services to our citizens as paréctually doing what the people ask them to do
of the constitutional debate. is simply brainwashing. ‘Let us force them

We also, of course, have an interest in thi@to accepting our point of view' is in effect,
Bill of Rights and the protection of particularwhat they are saying.

basic human rights such as the freedom of i the proposer of this motion really meant

expression and the freedom of associatiogyhat she said in her address supporting i,
These are very important broader constitutionnen this Convention would already have a
al issues that we believe demand to be digpnsensus that a president of a republican
cussed in the broader community. We want taystralia would be directly elected by the

take the opportunity arising out of this Conpegple. | find it quite extraordinary that the

vention to endorse an ongoing process—arghople who doggedly, in face of the reality

| think it is very important that this Conven—pi” talked about by Eddie Maguire, resist and

tion endorse such a process—of engagemegyse to give the people the right to elect
with the community about these broadefnejr president, still talk about community

issues. It is for thos_e reasons that | Str°”9|¥onsultation, for God's sake! Therefore, |

support the resolution that has come fron,gy|d oppose this motion, though | support

Working Group | and | urge the Conventionge very idea—

to support it. Thank you very much, deleg-
ates_pp y y 9 Ms DELAHUNTY —Ha, hal!

Professor PATRICK O'BRIEN —I support _Professor PATRICK O'BRIEN —Don't

the general principle of Working Group | butYoU laugh at me, Mary Delahunty. It was a
with grave reservations about the actud'€mMpPer of my group that was responsible for

wording, because we are told again that th@€tting this Convention going.
working group, this permanent working group Mr RUXTON —Get stuck into her, Paddy.
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Professor PATRICK O’BRIEN —It was  Whilst | stand up to the Ab Fab generation,
Jonathan Harms who got the proposal on tbdo not believe that they have a monopoly
the agenda of the Western Australian divisiowhen it comes to the issue of constitutional
of the Liberal Party as policy, because hehange. As Justice Kirby has said:
listened to the people. So he went to his partysypport the reform of society and its laws, but

and put on the agenda in 1993 the proposgform means more than change. It means change
for a people’s constitutional convention. It gofor the better.

through that convention by one vote, was SeRthere are two things | wish to discuss: firstly,
to the federal council and John Howard, whefhe question of future constitutional reform:
he got the leadership, then incorporated Knq, secondly, the methods for discussion of
into his political party’s platform. That is real that reform. Whilst | support the place of the
community consultation. Crown in the Constitution, and | am unswerv-

My simple point is this: let us be true toing on that, | acknowledge that there are areas
what we say. If we are serious, Maryof the Constitution which are crying out for
Delahunty, about community consultationfeform. | believe that there are two broad
then let the people speak. Let them elect theareas of constitutional reform that need our
delegates to such groups. You people ovérgent attention: firstly, federalism and,
there have closed your eyes to the reality, yosecondly, rights. Since the Ha judgment was
who are spitting upon the graves of thos8anded down last year, there has been a
Australians who did the great things in thigoressing need to revisit federalism. Do we
country, because you will not give them thewish to continue as a federation? If so, |
right to vote. Therefore, | will oppose thisbelieve we need to amend section 90 of the
until it says that the people will have the finalConstitution to allow states to levy exercise
say. Thank you very much. duties.

Councillor LEESER—I believe that this = We cannot continue with the meaningless

Constitutional Convention represents théegal fiction of the Dennis Hotels exception.
culmination of what I shall term thabsolute- Whilst states provide many of the govern-
ly Fabulouseffect, for the republic is the by- mental functions, they collect almost no
product of theAbsolutely Fabulougienera- revenue, and this imbalance needs to be
tion. For those who do not knowAbsolutely addressed. | also believe that we need to look
Fabulousis a TV show where two middle- at the Constitution in the light of changing
aged baby boomer women swarm aroungPcial circumstances and give the Common-
drinking copious amounts of alcohol, smokévealth more power to make laws in relation
pot and try to relive the hedonistic days of thd0 de facto relationships and the adoption of
1960s and 1970s. One of the women has @ildren so the whole question of the family
daughter called Saffy who is about my ag&nitis regulated by one level of government.
and is an infinitely sensible and studious girll here are other matters which are too volu-
who is enormously embarrassed by the anti¢g8inous to go into here.

of her mother and her best friend. Given the trend of judicial activism, we also

| believe the republic is theAbsolutely N€ed to look at the place of rights in the

Fabulousbaby boomers' last hoorah, their lasConstitution. We need to consider whether a
tango in Paris, the zenith of a generation whi!!l ©f Rights would be beneficial in indicat-
value style over substance, to whom touchyd {0 the judiciary fundamental values or
feely, kumbaya motherhood notions are mor hether it would merely lock future genera-

important than results. Whilst the baby boomt©ns into the ideals of our age. | do not
lieve that these issues are exhaustive.

er generation has made some achievemen . o
like all great social movements, they hav Owever, | believe they are worth thinking
gone too far. So | cry out to Saffy and all the2POUt:

other Saffys there in the tradition of youth As to the method of discussing these mat-
rebellion: stand up to the Ab Fab generatiorters, | believe a Convention like the one that
stand up to them and their vacuous republisve have had here is the most effective
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method of achieving this. The idea of thémportant to understand that one of the
Convention originally did not come fromreasons we cannot change certain things when
Alexander Downer or John Howard, but itit comes to the Convention—

was mooted in 1993 by a brilliant Australian  an incident having occurred in the gal-
who is given far less credit for his contribu-jgpy.__

tion to this country than he deserves, and thatCHAIRMAN —We understand your feel-

is Mr Bob Ellicott QC. Ellicott maintains that . ; .
his 1977 referenda had been successful bE9S in the public gallery but unfortunately

cause they were dealt with by a ConventioyOU are not a delegate and therefore | am

not like the 1988 Constitutional Commissiorf:raid We cannot give you a voice.

which had eminent persons contained in it. Rev_eren(_jthTtlrl:/l gOS;]r%'NO 'b_lhwas JtUS:h t
L . greeing wi e Reinhold Neibuhr quote tha

Iikﬁ fﬁigvgﬂgoﬂ IiSS tﬂ§|fbi§pz?r',?égnaﬁ§cﬂgﬁ e last speaker finished with. The things we

elected. It would provide for popular Iegiti_canno_t change in discerning a difference are

macy as well as encouraging stately an ot things we cannot change because Austral-

academic minds who would not otherwise p ns do rt1_<t)tt\_/vant| thefm to _f[:r;]ang;a bbUt t()je_cause
themselves up for election. One thing is fo or cons ||.u lona rgl_ﬁrm : h as lo be rlve”n
certain: there is no need for more waste f)rgrtiggﬁ'i[?engﬁ ase\r/se kanlzvx;[oande ir:?eare)gt
money on royal commissions and the like int pd inclinati ppt Sttend to thes tt |
the Constitution. Since 1929 there have be Inctination to attend 1o these maters. in
no fewer than six telephone book like com: 88 the freedom of religion referenda and
missions, which have produced telephon e one vote, one value initially had a lot of
book like results, where the Constitution ha; %pule:[] support outt tl)n th? communlt)t/.f Bu_::
been examined with a fine tooth comb and "¢" kere Washnoh hlpar ISan s_LtJr;])po“r (?r I,
there are enough recommendations as a ba; d\ge it \Tv(e)zvr\wlt c\jl\é)v:/% appens with all reter-
to start constitutional change. ’ '

i h ina to h In terms of supporting the resolution of
» NOWEVEr, We are going 1o have a Conveny o ing Group | that Mary Delahunty report-

tion it should be held only on an ad hoc ba3|sed on, it has to have politicians on it. It has

It should not necessarily be a recurring thingy" e | think, a third of the politicians on
and it must have bipartisan support for Wh.atl't—of a number of panels around, we have
ever is proposed. Otherwise, the only thing,,, eqteq 27 or 30—because they must own
that a convention will do is provide dustyy "5 diamentarians have to be in the process
volumes and irate taxpayers who believe thejp a bipartisan way to say that these things
money is not being well spent—on an ex¢qming through are also our concerns, that

';]remdelﬁ( d'fflﬁ?lt pfrocesls which is Vex?.(tj \t’y'thﬁwey are the concerns that grassroots people
ardasnips. 1herelore, 1 propose constitutiongyaye teq pack to us as their concerns.
conventions on an ad hoc basis whereby

partisan support exists for a particular propo- | think we must responsibly ask: how do we
sal. channel the extraordinary interest in this

We need to acknowledge the difficulty of theisnal commentators have said, ‘Isn't it

pr(_)ce.ssh Asa_my great grar?qmo;[jher used iQeresting that ordinary delegates can sit
write in her diary every year: ‘Lord, grant Meqqn with their politicians and in fact talk

the knowledge to accept the things | cannay, ¢ changing to a republic and changing
change, the courage to change the things | Cgiir Constitution?’ | was speaking to a
and the wisdom to know the difference.” | jhera) state minister from Victoria last night
Reverend TIM COSTELLO —That quote who said to me that he predicted that by day
from Reinhold Neibuhr is one | agree with. In2 of last week there would be no more inter-
terms of having the knowledge to discern thest in what was going on here this week in
things we can and cannot change, it is quitéhis chamber, that people would be bored and
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turned off. He said, ‘I am totally wrong. | am  cHA|IRMAN —Thank you very much. We
amazed at the level of interest, how peoplgaye quite a number of Speakers who want to
are following this. speak on this working group. | am conscious

This is an historic opportunity to actuallyOf the original tlmeha_lllocatlf_d. | will call BN?]
draw citizens who have felt passive and, ifnore speakers on this working group and then

. : will call on Working Group J. Those other
my view, locked out and disconnected fro : :
matters of their Constitution into a vitality, a peakers, hopefully, might be able to speak in

sense of participation, that actually reignite® "eSidual time on any one of the working
some active citizenship. As other speakers-3rouPs: That will ‘enable all the working
P- b roup reports to be considered adequately. We

certainly the one before me—said, there have.
been quite outstanding resolutions for cons;&gglungmgaﬁkm; cf;len_?_ﬁ]ignfss ggdwgrrllirys
tutional reform from other Constitutional 227 : 9

Centenary Foundation groups, et cetera. Thcé,-rOUp g
problem is that there has been no political Dr CLEM JONES —I think one of the
commitment to those resolutions. This Conproblems we face is that it is a human charac-
vention is working, delegates, and | think weteristic for those charged with the responsibili-
all know why: because there has been politey of advice to seek wherever they can to
cal commitment; a promise that what comeadvise on how things cannot be done rather
out will be put to the people. That hasthan to seek ways of doing them. For those in
breathed life into this process. For any ongopublic office this characteristic creates the
ing conventions to harness citizenship anBiggest problem in giving public service. Over
interest—which | think is absolutely critical the last few days we have heard over and
to the way forward for a vibrant democracy—over again how we cannot do things; the
we also need some politicians committed thighlight being, of course, the catchcry day
the ongoing Constitutional Committee taby day in relation to the codification of
actually carry the numbers in their party anghowers. After this Convention is over, people
say, ‘These things are important.’ will go on talking about how we can improve
our parliamentary system, how people can
_ I'would have to say that, for me, the ongoparticipate more in our government. Unfortu-
ing processes from here are actually eveRgtely, we will be told over and over again,
more important than the result of what hapas we have been told during this week and
pens in these two weeks, because the thinggt week, that you cannot do it because of
that concern most Australians, at the end Qstablished factors, because of convention,

the day, are not particularly the head of statgecause of High Court decisions and so on.
and the postal address of Buckingham Palace

or Yarralumla—and | say that as a republican Mr Chairman, delegates, they can all be
who wants it to be Yarralumla or at least afthanged. That is why we are here, to try to
Australian head or state—but how the systeghange things—and we have. We, in conven-
works for them, makes sense for them anions of this kind and through our parliaments,

gives their children hope, participation andan change anything we like. There are not
empowerment. preordained things that we cannot do. We are

all here to make things different in the future.

Therefore, for mine, this resolution may bdf the things of the past do not let us, then let
the most critical decision or vote that weus get rid of the things of the past—and,
actually take at this Convention: to inviteindeed, perhaps some of the present too,
others to be part of the process that | hawehere it applies. We are here to make change.
enjoyed here and | hope others have also. %@t us have the courage to do it. | am sure
| strongly support, as we move to Federatiormy Aboriginal friends will agree that much of
us inviting citizens back to understandinghe past is bad. Let us get rid of it. If it does
their Constitution and feeling they can particinot suit the requirements for a better Australia
pate in it. | hope you will support this ongo-in the future, let us get rid of it. Let us decide
ing Constitutional Working Committee. what we want.
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Today is a good example of the people o&ppointed by politicians. | will not vote for a
Australia telling us and the parliament whapseudo republic with a puppet head of state.
they want. The poll today, in thAustralian )
showed clearly the attitude of the people. We Ms ATKINSON —Thank you, Mr Chair-
would be recreant to our trust here if we didnan and delegates. | support the recommen-
not take notice of what has been said. But, flations of this working group for ongoing
we want a directly elected president—and ¢onstitutional change because what we are
certainly do—if we want him to have certaintalking about here is putting in place some
powers, reserve or otherwise, let us say g9echanisms for an ongoing review of the
and put them in the golden book of wordsConstitution, and | think that can only be a
the Constitution. good idea. This Convention has very much

, signalled the concerns of this nation. It has

Let us hold regular referenda in the coursgery much shown that it is of its time. The
of the years ahead. Let us always hold thosgst conventions—those earlier ones 100
referenda with the idea of letting people havgears ago, or that led up to the one 100 years
a say in the government, in the future, in th@go—were representative of the needs of
way we run this country. Let us determine theyystralia of that time of that day, but they did
powers, codify them, but, please delegates, Gyt address the issues that we have seen
not make the president the puppet of ousrought forward like the environment, women,
politicians now or ever. Let us make theights of indigenous people.
president the people’'s guardian of the
people’s Constitution. Surely we can do this This Convention is comprised of representa-
without destroying the supremacy of parliatives of all Australians—elected people and
ment. unelected people. It is very much of Australia

Iti belief . d that of today. The people who are here include
Lis our beliet—mine and that of my own ;e “mothers, grandmothers, young peo-
colleagues from Queensland—that, when tha “ingigenous people. | think too we under-
president is eventually chosen, he should havg 4" that public consultation is very much
powers of consideration of legislation andy, 4 of the process of the Australian way of
referral back to the parliament. Thatis not thgs, |+ s something that people take for

proposal that has been put forward by thg.phteq now, That Convention drew up a
direct election group. We accept that becau

in th £ ch hould id onstitution for its time which, as | think all
In the process of changeé we should ConsiAgk ;s haye agreed, has served Australia well.
all aspects and the majority view shoul

i ut now it is time to take stock, to evaluate,
prevail. and, of course, | think it is very appropriate
| am very much concerned that a greahat we are doing this at the beginning of a
number of the things that we are doing herBew century, at the start of a new millennium.
were preordained. Today we should not be
preordaining what people of the future ar
going to do and say in considering the cha

We are putting in place some mechanisms
or the future. This is what ordinary people do

ges that could be made to our present Consfit th% star';]of atrr:ew year;[ It 55‘ Whatl butsines;j
tution, but | do deplore the fact that some of€S G0 when (hey constantly evajuate an

the decisions that are going to be made he{i assess their performance and their program.
in the next couple of days were preordainelj Pelieve that we need to put in place these

by others than those perhaps who are sittifgechanisms now for dealing with the evolu-
in this room. n of Australia in the years to come and,

because things move much faster now than

| would like to make it finally clear that | they did 100 years ago, | do not think we can
am totally dedicated to a republic, but it musafford to wait for another series of major
be a real republic, a true and fair dinkunconventions at the end of the next century.
Australian republic, not a republic whichWe need to work out a framework and a
establishes a purely ceremonial head of stagéructure that will deal with changes ahead.
who is literally a functionary of CanberraWe need to be ready to deal with those
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changes as they come forward and we neéd In addition, given the importance of this new

to be far more flexible than in the past. office, the new Head of State should swear, (or
affirm) an oath of office as follows:

One aspect that does not seem to have bequwear, humbly relying on the blessing of Al-
touched on by the Convention, particularly bynighty God, 6r I do solemnly and sincerely affirm
my friends on the monarchy benches, is thatnd declare) that I will give my undivided loyalty
we have talked about the monarchy as it i® and will well and truly serve the Commonwealth
now, as we have always known it, but wedf Australia and all its people according to law in
have not discussed—probably it has not becli®, BAeR, 21 J16 FRICEN, B CRrEoneear
appropriate to discuss—how we WO.UId pla eople after the laws and usages of the Common-
to accommodate any changes that might occ

: Jat TS alth of Australia without fear or favour, affection
in the monarchy of Great Britain, if thator il will."

should be the way that this Convention Professor BLAINEY—Mr Chairman, |

decides to go. I think it is very important that pologise for Mr Edwards’s absence. It was

lend ttention to th :
\évtfarfgne S at?] aeta;g Fl;?i/ngogﬂgcﬁ SEQJO{L (()_;r e%solved by the working group yesterday that

Britain at this time—the review of the mon- ¢, "eW head of state should swear or affirm
: : oth an oath of allegiance and an oath of
archy there, the different forms, the differen fice. Th head of state should
changes that are being looked at. Ice. the New head ot state should swear an
oath of allegiance, the wording of which
Again, | support the resolutions of theshould be the same as that for any other
working group. | believe very strongly that itperson required to swear an oath of alle-
is important in a sane, rationale, reasonablgjance. It should be modelled on that oath
structured, constructive way, to put in placerovided by our act of citizenship. In addi-
the mechanisms for dealing with the relevartion, it was recommended that the new head
constitutional changes that may be necessany state should swear or affirm an oath of
from time to time to reflect the will and the office as follows:

aspirations of the Australian people. | swear, humbly relying on the blessing of Al-
mighty God, that | will give my undivided loyalty
CHAIRMAN —I propose to draw off the 14 73nd will well and truly serve the Commonwealth
debate on that particular working group at thgf Australia and all its people according to law in
moment. We have three others to do and otte Office of President of the Commonwealth of
time is going to be restricted otherwise. Orustralia, and | will do right to all manner of
Working Group J, the convener is not preserit€ople after the laws and usages of the Common-
but, Professor Blainey, you might like towealth of Australia without fear or favour, affection
speak—I notice your name on the speakefs - wal. _ .
list. The working party was conscious that there
. . may be legal implications and this is simply
Working Group J—The Oath of Allegiance 5 recommendation, but the main resolution
of the new Head of State was that undivided loyalty must be sworn by
RESOLUTION the head of state or by the new president. It

. was not sufficient simply to have the simpler
1. The Working Group agreed that the new Hea : P '
of State should swear, (or affirm) both an oath Oﬁass emphatic oath that new citizens take

allegiance and an oath of office. when they become members of our nation,

but that is the essence of it. | should add that

2. The new Head of State should swear an oath ?fwould like a much stronger oath and affir-
allegiance, the wording of which should be th tion

same as that for any other person required to sw

an oath of allegiance. The wording of the oath cHAIRMAN —Would you like to speak to

should be modelled on that provided for by the; ;

Australian Citizenship Act, as follows: it Ypur name was “s.ted to speak. Would
you like to say anything about your own

“[Under God] I pledge my loyalty to Australia and views on behalf of the committee?
its people whose demaocratic beliefs | share, whose . .
rights and liberties | respect and whose laws | will Professor BLAINEY —My own view is

uphold and obey." that when we ask for a president, if we do,
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we are saying that this new person is thehould be set by our head of state requires
symbol of a nation and the focus of thehat strongest affirmation or commitment to
loyalties of the whole nation. We are askingur country.

that this person act for the whole nation as a p\y WEBSTER —I too would like to

spokesperson and as a symbol of their unitgnnort Professor Blainey’s comments. | am
It seems to me absolutely essential that sSU¢Bminded of Winston Churchill when he
a person on taking office should not onlysjanned his funeral down to the nth degree,
pledge undivided loyalty to the nation bUtFr)ight down to the most minute detail, he titled
also forswear allegiance to any other nationne whole plan ‘operation hope not. In

| am not saying that the president shoul@greeing to the wording of this particular part
forswear allegiance to any other culture oof the working group report on the oath of
any other religion; | am saying that this is ouroffice, | agree that it is an oath or an affirma-
nation and that there must be an emphatigon of tremendous significance and that it
forswearing of any other loyalty. Otherwiseneeds to be absolutely comprehensive in all
we are left with the position that so many ofdetails.

the present republicans complain against thata strong point was made that, in view of
our present monarch has divided loyalties. khe fact that we as a convention seemed to be
would be strange if we moved from thefairly well agreed that the preamble should
system where that is the complaint to &ontain a reference to ‘humbly relying on
system where we do not demand of the neW|mighty God', it is not out of place where
president loyalty of the highest order—loyaltys president is taking an oath to include that in
complete and undivided. it. | commend that wording to the Convention
Mr RAMSAY —I would simply point out body with regard to the oath in particular.
that the wording of the suggested oath of Brigadier GARLAND —Last evening | had
office has been put forward on the basis thai number of telephone calls from migrants to
Australia has become a republic and ceases Mystralia who were very concerned about
have the Queen in her position, and theome of the things going on in this Conven-
Crown has been removed from our Constitwion, particularly in relation to the matter of
tion. The reason that the word ‘presidentthe oath of allegiance. Many of those people
appears in that oath of office is in line withsaid to me, ‘We came to Australia in the
the decision of this Convention yesterdayears immediately after World War Il. We
afternoon. were subsequently naturalised and we made
| would strongly support the observationgn oath of allegiance. Where are we going to
just made by Professor Blainey that an oatfe€ if you decide to change the system?’ From
of office or an affirmation of office made by their point of view, an oath of allegiance is
the head of state of Australia should be quitgot for Christmas but forever. An oath of
unequivocal. It should be a full and totalfealty is something which you cannot put on
commitment to the welfare and security of ougnd take off like a pair of socks.
land. It needs to be something much more | suggest that millions of Australian have
than any other oath of allegiance that may beaken the oath of allegiance to the Crown. All
made. politicians in the federal parliament take that

comment that the final wording of such anVas that oath of office that they took as
oath should require forswearing allegiance tgoliticians just something to allow them to sit
any other nation. | know it raises somdn the chamber, to draw their pay, or were
difficulties as many of our Australians todaythey serious when they took that oath of
do have the privilege of dual nationality but2llegiance? The same goes for police, Defence
when it comes to the head of state of ouforce members, public servants and judges.
country, someone who will be the commander What is the purpose of an oath? Is it the
in chief of our armed forces, there should beame as that put forward by Adolf Hitler
no doubt at all. | believe the example thaturing World War Il when he said that a
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treaty is only a piece of paper? Is an oatbtommend it to the Convention and | ask
only a series of words? | would suggest thgteople to support it.

it is very hypocritical of people who have .
taken an oath of allegiance to then start CHAIRMAN —There are still a number of

proposing not the minimal changes that w@€OPIe who wish to speak on that working
had been told were going to take place, bOuP report. However, | want to finish these,

fundamental changes to our society and olff W€ can, without getting too much behind
way of life. schedule. I call on Sir David Smith to present

the report for Working Group K. The next

Mr Lavarch took great pains yesterday t@peaker on that issue will be Mr Bruce
tell us that when he became a minister hgyxton.
took an oath of allegiance to Australia. What .
he did not tell you was that before he becami/0rking Group K—Entrenchment of the
a minister, when he became a member ustralian national flag and of the Coat of

parliament, he took an oath of fealty to thd\'ms of the Commonwealth of Australia.
Crown. It seems to me that we are beinRESOLUTION

hypocritical when we start talking abOUt\Ne recommend that a provision be added to the

taking oaths unless we actually mean what V‘?eamble to the Constitution which would ensure:
say. Have a look at the people sitting next t

you atnhdtastﬁ, How man){[ oIhtheén have tehken of the Commonwealth of Australia may not be
an oath lo the Queen or to the Crown, an ,),arechanged without a national vote of the Australian
they upholding the oath that they took?" | pegple:

WOUId suggest that many Of- you treat it just that passage of any proposal for change to the
like a set of words—something of no conse- flag or the coat of arms should require a special

quence. majority of the kind required under section 128

Mr EDWARDS —I want to say from the ©f the Constitution; and

outset that, as someone who formerly swore that the submission of any proposal to add such
an oath as a member of the armed forces, | doa provision to the preamble be at a time to be
not feel one bit hypocritical. Indeed, when | decided by the government of the day, but
joined the armed forces, if | had had the subsequent to any referendum on a republic.
opportunity, | would have sworn an oath of Sir DAVID SMITH —The proposer of this
allegiance to Australia first and to her peopleesolution and the convenor of this working
first, rather than to the Queen, but | did noparty was Mr Adam Johnston. | was proud to
have that option. | want to reiterate that | dsecond Adam’s motion. Unfortunately, he
not feel one bit hypocritical in my stance asould not take part in the committee proceed-
a proud Australian who supports a republidngs. Therefore, | present the report of the
| am comforted in the knowledge that | haveworking group on his behalf.

many friends in the RSL who feel exactly the Working Group K recommends that a

same way that | do, and as strongly. provision be added to the preamble to the

The oath of allegiance of the new head o€onstitution which would ensure, firstly, that
state and the oath of office are the consehe Australian national flag and the coat of
guence of some consensus between a groapns of the Commonwealth of Australia may
of people who came from fairly differentnot be changed without a national vote of the
points of view but felt that the new head ofAustralian people; secondly, that the passage
state should swear the same oath of allegianoé any proposal for change to the flag or the
as any Australian being appointed to angoat of arms should require a special majority
position requiring an oath of allegianceof the kind required under section 128 of the
However, we also felt that, given the highConstitution; and, thirdly, that the submission
importance of this office, there should be a@f any proposal to add such provisions to the
subsequent oath of office that reflected thpreamble be at a time to be decided by the
importance of that position. What we see hergovernment of the day but subsequent to any
is a consensus of that working group. feferendum on the republic.

that the Australian national flag and coat of arms
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We have reached a stage in our growth asdmiralty House in Sydney. In the centre of
an independent nation where our fundamentabch piece of insignia, Mr Devlin had placed
symbols around which we have constructed small enamel disc depicting the Common-
our identity need to be constitutionally enwealth coat of arms in full colour. As soon as
trenched to protect them from being altered ahe Prime Minister saw the pieces laid out
done away with without the approval of thebefore him, he pointed angrily at them and
people. Our fear for the flag in particular issaid that the coat of arms would have to go.
heightened by the launch of a campaign by When Mr Devlin asked what possible objec-
private organisation, sponsored and supportéidn there could be to the coat of arms, the
by foreign companies and republican deleg”rime Minister replied that the arms contained
ates to this Convention and timed to coincidéhe emblems of each of the states and that he
with the holding of this Convention. was not going to have the states depicted on

We recall the way in which the symbols ofh's Insignia.
the Sovereign and the Crown were treated by The coat of arms is the most potent symbol
the previous government. These symbols aff our Federation and for those of us who
the constitutional monarchy were diminishedhave witnessed the way in which the political
or removed altogether by the Keating goverrrepresentatives of the states have voted
ment on the arrogant assumptions that theonsistently at this Convention to put down
republic was inevitable, that the approval ofheir states for the sake of the centralist
the electorate at a referendum would bespublic—and there is no other kind of
forthcoming and that it might therefore berepublic—the coat of arms may soon be the
anticipated. We do not want this to happewonly remaining symbol of the Federation. The
with the national flag or the coat of armsflag has evolved into our most potent symbol
Every visitor to the new Parliament House i®f nationhood and the coat of arms has
struck by the prominent display of these twavolved into our most potent symbol of the
symbols: the national flag flying above theFederation. Accordingly, the working group
parliament and the coat of arms mountedtrongly recommends that these two symbols
above the forecourt. be entrenched to protect them from being

. : altered or replaced without the approval of the
Our young people visiting Australian war ustralian people, that such approval should

raves overseas in search of Australia’s sto@ . 1 n ol
gnd national identity in ever-increasing num/ quire the constitutional double majority and

bers carry the flag on their backpacks anHwat the matter be dealt with separately from

look for the flag which flies over these ceme-and after the holding of any referendum on

teries and which identifies these sacred placélge republic.

that marked our progress towards nationhood Mr RUXTON —I would like to support the

in the fields of battle. At the other end of thereport given by Sir David Smith, and particu-
spectrum, the national flag has almost entirellarly those remarks concerning the Australian
displaced the boxing kangaroo whereveitag. | find it rather odd that there is opposi-
Australian teams confront other nations inion to the Australian flag being entrenched in
fields of sport. Has anyone ever tried to telthe Australian Constitution. Surely to good-
the Country Women’s Association that theness, if the republicans and those who want
Australian flag could readily be exchanged fothe flag changed are so sure of themselves
another design? why don't they allow it to go into the Consti-

The coat of arms has also been threatengéﬂon' Are they trying to get rid of the flag

before. | recall the occasion when the AustraPY Other means?

ian designer of our decimal currency, Mr | find it odd too that when | spoke on a

Stuart Devlin, who had been chosen by Primielevision debate with Neville Wran and

Minister Whitlam to design the insignia of theMalcolm Turnbull some time ago they said,
Order of Australia, presented his first model§The flag has got nothing to do with this

of the insignia to the Governor-General andebate.” They could not get rid of it quick

the Prime Minister in the drawing room ofenough. | made the comment that if there is
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a republic tomorrow the flag will be gone thethey will then argue forcefully that a new
next day. | also think that what has been putpublic calls for a new flag.

forward about the Australian flag by Ausflag |njitially | had some sympathy for the
is deceitful. They say, ‘It has been changegysade for a new flag that gained momentum
bef(_)re.,lt was a red ensign and then a blugst after Australia acquired its present nation-
ensign.’ You cannot make up your minds. | anthem. | remember that in the early 1980s

What they have not got the guts to say'hen | was teaching undergraduates, many of
apparently is that it is a Union Jack in th hem were enthusiastic that Australia, like

corner of the flag. It does not matter whethef-@nada, should devise a brand new flag. |
it is a red or blue ensign. Having said thafVen subscribed to the new Ausflag organisa-
about the blue ensign, there is a photo takéfpn. carefully pointing out to Ausflag that |
at Polygon Wood on 20 September 1917 wity/ould subscribe for only one year. After a
the blue ensign going up. There is a photo of€ar, there was no flag of merit. There is still
the blue ensign on both sides of the fronf©@ new flag of merit.

page of the Anzac book printed at Gallipoli A few years later, | began to look at the
in 1915. | too feel rather ashamed that Nickistory of flags, and | suddenly realised a few
Greiner and Nicholas Whitlam are the cosimple facts: these are the facts

chairmen of Ausflag. A national flag is not necessarily an up-to-

| am also ashamed of the sponsors. | cann@t€ information sheet to be altered every 100
believe, as Sir David said and as DiggeY€arS as the nation itself changes. By this test,
James said last night, that there are twiany of the world's oldest flags are hopeless-
foreign sponsors of Ausflag. They are Fujfy Out of date. | am not impressed by the
Xerox of Japan—they could not get us i epublicans’ argument that our flag is tainted.
1942 but they are having a shot now—an hey say it is tainted because it carries relics
Apple of America. Could you imagine BHPO' remnants of the flag of another nation, yet
or some other Australian company going t@Pout four-tenths of the flag of the United
America and funding some dissident group t tates, a noble flag, consists of the British red

ines. Think about gnsign that flew in North America two centu-
change the Stars and Stripes. Think abou ﬁes ago. Should we therefore tell the United

| say to Janet Holmes a Court that heBtates to design a new flag?

company is also a sponsor of John Holland | pejieve that, if we become a republic, we
industries. | am quite sure Sir John Hollandgpo1d retain the present flag. The flag of
that famous engineer from the war and thg,,plican France is seen as one of the most
famous Z special unit leader, would not wank,srgpriate in the world, but even it embodies
his name attached to it. It is rather a _Shamﬁ)yalty—the white on the French flag stands
what business does. | say in all sincerity thghy the French monarchy, which vanished a
it should not bother anyone in this chambegentyry-and-a-quarter ago. | am conscious that
to put the Australian flag into the Constlt_utlo_nrnany Aborigines would like to alter the flag.
because if the flag is to be changed, it willsthough | have not thought it through to the
take the vote of a majority of the people. Thag) ‘| see some merit in placing another star,
is all we want. That is what everyone in this;n anonymous star like all the other stars, on
chamber, republicans and all, should wanihe flag to signify their long presence and
The Australian people will not forget if you nistory.” But the call for the wholesale re-
eliminate this from their Constitution. designing of Australia’s flag seems to rest on

is that most leaders of the Republican Move-ags.

ment believe that the present Australian flag | am not in the least persuaded by the

must go. They themselves are mostly repersistent argument that Australia needs a new
strained in criticising it because, understandiag just because it resembles the flag of New
ably, their first priority is to achieve a repub-Zealand. That is New Zealand’s problem. In

lic. But, if they finally achieve a republic, fact, a host of national flags are look-alikes.
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The flags of Ireland and Italy are breathlesslyetaining the flag, and the only way of change
alike; so, too, are the flags of Holland andshould be by national vote of all the Austral-
France. Should those nations summon the flagn people.

doctor? . _ CHAIRMAN —I call Archbishop Holling-
| tender a simple conclusion: for too longworth.

we have been brainwashed by the cry thatThe Most Reverend PETER HOLLING-

Australia must find a new flag. Maylsque?%VORTH—l travel around this country a

this, Mr Chairman. If republicans are to sho ;
’ : : ; ood deal and | travel around my own diocese
a real desire for national unity, they shoul fI Brisbane a good deal and | listen to what

come to_get_her and agree upon an essentﬁlot of people say. On these great and mo-
concession: that they will accept the prese entous issues before us, there is a good deal

Australian flag, even embalming it in the f di . ;

- ; . iscussion and | think delegates would be

Sr?;nStglét'on so that it cannot be eaSIIygreatly heartened to know how much interest
ged. is being generated by the events in this

Whenever | speak on the flag, | get s@¢hamber.

many letters of interest. Here is a letter :
written in 1992 from Little Raglan Street in On the matter of the flag and indeed of our

. ational Coat of Arms, the issue of symbols
Ballarat by somebody who was obwousl){;nd signs is a critical thing. | believe there is

well into her 90s. She says, ‘Il lost my hus, o support of any substantial nature anywhere

band and two brothers in the world wars anﬁ1 - .
: ’ Australia to change our flag. | also believe,
| know they would like me to stand by theWith Sir David Smi?h that Wge have an out-

]I‘il\?i% T;nedﬂﬁ]gelsaggé p?trfﬁ(;ts, liluotv\'/tnI'gl\(lserthé:\ostanding Coat of Arms which manifests and
man% of Australia’s friumphs and not a 1;ewentrenches the Federation, and that too should
of its tragedies. Above all, it is our flag and>&Y- . .
it is the chief symbol of national unity. | WadS rrJ]art of the working Igrourr)] tha('; ((lels— '
Mr FOX —At school academically | was a C!SS€d this matter at some length and detal
disaster, but the thing that vividly ystands i ast night. | support the entrenchment of both
my merﬁory is the Monday morning assem.—hesef powerful symbols for one reason, and it
blies, where there was the roll of the kettlé> tht')sl.' As W'.tﬂ tr?eﬂgener?jl |shsue of thel
drums, the unfurling of the flag and all the/SPUP!IC, SO with the flag and other nationa

: ; : : ymbols, if this divisive, media catching,
students standing to attention with their harl?niping activity continues, our national institu-

on their heart repeating, ‘I love God and m ions will continue to be undermined. We

country. I'll honour the flag. I'll serve the . .
King and cheerfully obey my parents, teachen’t%USt have a referendum as quickly as possible

and the laws.’ They are the only things 10 SEttle the matter of whether we want a
clearly recall of school and it was somethingPUPliC r?r hot bedca#se we W'fq. contlnul_e to
that came out every Monday morning, wher&2emorrhage, and the same thing applies to
it was a commitment and an obligation) e flag. If this matter is not settled and

Today, | guess it is companies like Coca-Col etilted q.llf'Ckly. afterl Lhe referendurfrlm, that
and McDonald’s that get to the kids and giv atter will continue. 1 have seen no flags in
tall the ones offered by Ausflag that even

them a theme to look forward to—not tha :
: ; ; ) ....approaches what we have today. | believe the
'([jhee”r\?e'rsrﬁggtﬂgfn% wrong with Coca-Cola; Wematter should be settled once and for all.

| spoke to Professor Geoffrey Blainey CHAIRMAN —I call Graham Edwards.

yesterday. Our flag was put together in 1901. Mr EDWARDS —I want to urge delegates
The Union Jack in the corner is symbolic oto give some serious thought to this matter of
where we came from. The Southern Crosthe flag. | want to point the Convention to the
represents the land on which all of us liveposition of both major political parties, where
below. | do not support the motion for thethere is bipartisan support for the view that
entrenchment of the flag. However, | supporthere should only be a change to our flag if
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the majority of people in Australia vote thatand said, ‘Don’t you people have any pride,
way. | want to suggest some caution to theaving someone else’s flag on your flag?’ We
supporters of this resolution that is before useed a flag which informs that we are no
today. That is, if we were to put the entrenchlonger a colony. An Asian cabinet minister
ment of the flag to a referendum, you mayassured our ambassador to her country that
run the risk of losing it. | urge you to give her people would support us in our struggle
consideration to that position. | urge you tdor independence.

give consideration to the legislation which has \ye need a flag which even the staff at
passed before the House of Representativegriament House up the hill recognise. At a
but is yet to go to the Senate. | urge you t@jinner for the Laotian foreign minister, the
look at what is contained in that legislation. fjgg) arrangements on the table contained
The most significant feature of our flag, adeautifully arranged flags of New Zealand and
far as | am concerned, is the Southern Croskaos. However, Mr Chairman, it was my
| have felt that for many years, but | stronglyunderstanding that we were not coming here
support the view of the many ex-servicemeip speak about our flag but about whether
and ex-servicewomen of this nation who feefustralia should become a republic.
that the current flag means something deeply In 1953 Sir Robert Menzies decided that a
emotional to them. | do not necessarily agreged ensign may indicate to other people that
with them, but | respect the sacrifice thajaustralia was a communist country and,
those people have made for this nation. Fatithout reference to the Australian people,
that reason, | will support their point of view.changed to our present blue ensign. It is
For that reason too, for those people who fe@usflag’s position, unlike Sir Robert’s, that
that our flag should not change, | urge youhe flag be changed only by a plebiscite put
again to give support to the legislation thato the people in the same form as Malcolm
has gone before our House of Representativesaser’s plebiscite on the national anthem in
and that will go before the Senate. Thai977.
legislation says that the flag should not be +14e is great interest in our flag. On 25

zha?g?d W|thou;c_ a marj]orlty of people iNjanyary this year, the day before Australia
ustralla supporting a change. Day, Ausflag opened two exhibitions of
CHAIRMAN —I propose to call Ms Janet potential flag designs. Since that time we
Holmes a Court on that matter. We still havéiave had over one and a half million hits on
quite a long list of speakers and we are nd@ur web site. | believe we did not come here
going to finish them all in time. After Ms to discuss the flag, and therefore | do not
Janet Holmes a Court has spoken, | proposg/pport the entrenchment of our flag. But the
to proceed to the next working group. WeARM will be moving this afternoon to adopt
will then allow a little time for people to the position of both political parties in this
speak on any one of the four working grougountry—that the flag should be changed only
reports before we proceed to the generalith a national vote.
addresses. CHAIRMAN —I propose now to call on
Ms HOLMES a COURT —I have never Mr Kevin Andrews and then Dr Baden
resiled from my position that | support a new! €@gue to present the report on dual citizen-
flag for Australia. How could I—I am a Ship. We will then allow a limited period of
director of Ausflag. | believe we need a flagfime for other speakers on those four working
which represents us now—one which peopl@rOUp reports, subject to there being nobody
will recognise as being ours. | have a daugtg!Se wishing to speak on Working Group L's
ter who represented Australia in many internd€POrt.
tional competitions. She said, ‘Mum, they Mr ANDREWS —I should say at the outset
don’t know where we come from.” We needthat the content of this report from Working
a flag which shows our pride in our nation. AGroup L is broader than the issue of dual
Finnish girl of 17 years, who was beingcitizenship and it might be more appropriately
taught by a friend of mine, looked at our flagcharacterised as a report on the eligibility
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conditions and the conditions of disqualifi- There could also be an accident at birth,
cation of a head of state should Australighat is, a child could be the child of, for
become a republic. | should also say at thexample, parents who had been overseas to
outset that Dr Teague seconds the proposstudy and born overseas, as happens from
from the working group but does not proposéime to time. Why should that person, for all
to speak at this stage. intents and purposes, as an Australian be
) excluded from in the future being considered
We have, as delegates will see from th@s someone who could be nominated and
paper which has been circulated to thenpossibly elected to the position of the presi-
divided this issue into two parts, the firstyent? For those reasons and for some others,
being those conditions for qualification orwhich | will not go into given the time, we
eligibility of the proposed head of state andejected the notion that a person had to be

the second being whether there are amyorn in this country in order to be considered
conditions upon which the head of stategr the head of state.

should be disqualified from office. | will take
them in turn and explain the position which

has been reached by the working party. There was also a proposition, which in a

sense was picked up by a motion | believe
from Mr Ruxton yesterday, that there should
dpe a minimum age requirement in order for
someone to be considered head of state.
Again, we have not brought that proposition
fryward for a couple of reasons. While there
IS'some sympathy for the view that a person
should have obtained a certain status in order

an Australian citizen and being one who i ﬁ behpl.“ forwar]g as a.he?d ﬁf state, we
eligible to vote in an election for the federathought it was unfair to simply choose some

parliament. That, by definition, imposes aarbir'grary limit. In fact, thel_sy{npathy f(t)rl
certain age restriction, namely, if a person if€MMaps 1Mposing an age limit was no,
below the age of 18, they would not b ink, the reason advanced by Mr Ruxton and,
eligible under this proposal to be the head dg'th all due respect to the former Governor-
state of Australia. eneral, Mr Hayden, who is not hgre in the
chamber at the moment, the question on our
In terms of eligibility, we looked at a minds was, ‘What do you do with former

number of other possibie criteria which mighfGovernors-General?’ It is a bit like, “What do
be included but, after discussion, rejected anpu do with former Prime Ministers?’ They
resolved not to forward them as recommendaattle round the system and we do not seem
tions to the Convention. However, for thelo have found any particular role for them.
sake of completeness, | propose to briefly

mention those matters for delegates. One wasThere was a concern that if, for example, a
a question of whether or not a person shoulgherson was made head of state at the age of
for example, have been born in Australia im0 and finished that term by the age of 45,
order to be the head of state. We decideithen what does that person do and what role
against making such a recommendation. #o we have for them, institutionally or other-
seemed to us, if for no other reason, that wise, within the nation? Therefore, we
could be potentially unfair. One could imag-thought it best to leave it to the good sense of
ine a situation where a person came to Aushose who are making the nomination and
tralia, became a citizen of Australia, had beewho are ultimately making the choice, wheth-
here for many years and had contributed ier by election or otherwise, to take these sorts
many ways and in many walks of life to theof considerations into account and not to
wellbeing of the people of Australia and therimpose in any strict sense an arbitrary limit in
to turn around and say that this person is naérms of years which one must have met in
eligible would seem unfair. order to be considered the head of state.

In relation to eligibility, the working party
was of the opinion that the head of state mu
firstly, be a citizen of Australia and, secondly
be eligible to vote in an election for the
House of Representatives or the Senate at t
time of his or her nomination. So the two
requirements for eligibility are simply being
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We also looked at the question of whetheever model is chosen. There ought to be a
or not one had to be a resident at the time gferiod of 12 months in which a person has
nomination and, for reasons similar to thoseeft their elected office before they could be
advanced in relation to birth, we decided thatonsidered for nomination. That proposal is
that was an unusually harsh condition. Teut forward in the papers which have been
take one topical example—and withoutirculated.
advancing this particular person but simply to
use it because it is a topical example—woulg
that mean that Mr Richard Butler, the Austral
ian diplomat with the United Nations, could
not be considered a head of state for Austral

because he happens to be working overseascgi]vemion. For that matter, how do you

the present time? decide between those bodies which a person

Mr RUXTON —What about Mr Hughes? should not be a member of and those that

Mr ANDREWS —Or for that matter Mr escape the net. For example, do you say to
Hughes or, Mr Ruxton, perhaps | can tak@eople who are members of registered politi-
you down a path which you would like tocal parties, such as the major parties and the
go—perhaps Ms Germaine Greer or othergninor parties in Australia, should be disquali-
We can all make our assessments abofied; but if you are a member of some other
people. But, Mr Ruxton, this is not a mattelgroup which has a political activity—to name
of prejudice; it ought to be a matter of princi-two from different ends of the political spec-
ple. The principle which we are puttingtrum: the Fabian Society or the H.R. Nicholls
forward to you and other delegates to decid8ociety—that is okay and the disqualification
about is whether or not a person who happersould not apply? Our view was that ought to
to be temporarily or otherwise not resident ibe left to a matter of convention, and there
Australia should be excluded from any conshould only be a cooling-off period in relation
sideration for nomination. We do not believeo actual members of parliament.

that that is the case. May | turn then briefly to the disqualifica-
There was one issue though in which weion provisions. | say by way of background
agreed there should be a further qualificatiothat we are recommending that the disqualifi-
and that related to members of parliamentation provisions that exist in the Constitution
There is widespread discussion—and there hasthe present time in relation to members of
been even in passing at this Convention-the federal parliament should apply to the
about whether or not a member of parliameriiead of state. | will not go through it all in
or a former member of parliament should beetail because it is on the paper which has
able to be nominated and, in time, elected dseen circulated but, by way of explanation,
a president should we become a republic. Weection 44 of the Constitution provides a
decided that there should not be a completgeries of matters by which a person can be
exclusion upon members of parliament beingisqualified. These include having allegiance
president, but there ought to be a cooling-ofio a foreign power; being attainted of treason
period, if you like, between a person being ar convicted and under a sentence which
member of parliament and being nominatedarries a sentence of imprisonment of one

We also considered whether that disqualifi-
Cation or qualification, however you charac-
terise it, should apply to membership of other

odies—for example, political parties—and
thought that ought to be left to a matter of

for president. year or longer; being an undischarged bank-
Mr WRAN —So they can redeem them-upt or insolvent; holding an office of profit
selves. under the Crown; or having any direct or

Mr ANDREWS —You qualify, Mr Wran, indirect pecuniary interest in any agreement
so it is okay. Mr Chairman and delegates, o |th| F]he Public Service of the Common-
recommendation is that there ought to be Wealth.
cooling-off period of 12 months between the Our recommendation is that those provi-
period of resignation as a member of parliasions currently contained in section 44 which
ment and the nomination according to whichrelate to members of the House of Represen-
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tatives and the Senate should apply equally ie to overcome the problem which Delegate
the head of state for the time being. Havingleary had as a member of the House of
said that, | make delegates aware that there Representatives.

a proposal, which was a report of the House | g5y that by way of background, because
of Representatives Standing Commitiee Ofhat is a proposal which had the unanimous
Legal and Constitutional Affairs, on sect|onSupport of the House of Representatives Legal

44 of the Constitution. The proposal wasyng Constitutional Affairs Committee which
tabled in the parliament last year. It is pro;

X ! . ' Yreported last year. The government has ac-
posed that section 44(i) and section 44(iv) bEopted those recommendations and said that,

amended by way of a referendum. Provisions, o\ iqed bipartisan support continues, it will
in section 44(i) currently rglate to d|squaI|-put, by way of a question for a referendum,
fication for any person who: those ‘issues that were reported upon by the
Is under acknowledgment of allegiance, obedienckegal and Constitutional Affairs Committee.

or adherence to a foreign power, or is a subject or . : e
a citizen or entitled to the rights or privileges of a Le_t me summarise the _dlsquqllflcatlon
subject or a citizen of a foreign power; provisions. The proposal is, in relation to the

i . head of state, that the current disqualification
The proposal is that that provision be deletegrovisions contained in section 44 of the

and be replaced with a provision that S'mp%onstitution apply equally to the head of state
says the a person must be a citizen of Australs they are written at this stage. Therefore,
ia, but that the Commonwealth parliamenihose matters which are set out in the paper
may, from time to time, pass legislation whichyqyid apply. But | am saying, by way of
relates to any adherence to a foreign powehformation to delegates, that there is a
So the proposal is that the constitutionabroposal which has bipartisan support, and
provision be that one must be a citizen Ojyhich was accepted by the government last
Australia and that, if you are not a citizen 0%ear in its response to the Legal and Constitu-
Australia, then you would be disqualified, bukjonal Affairs Committee, to put to the people
if you are a citizen of Australia you would for alteration of the Constitution changes to
meet the provision of section 44(i). sections 44()) and 44(iv). Those are the
We have also proposed that section 44(i\,!)1atters which were considered by the work-
be changed. This is the office of profit undeing party. | commend the report to delegates.
the Crown provision. | think everyone would Brigadier GARLAND —I rise on a point
agree that the wording is an anachronism angf order. | would like to correct the
is very difficult to interpret. Even the High misinformation given to the Convention by
Court has, from time to time, had somevr Andrews in relation to the nationality
difficulty in interpreting that. We propose thatstatus of children born overseas to Australian
that provision be changed and that there begarents. Any child born overseas to Australian
three-part categorisation in relation to what parents only has to have their birth registered
might broadly call public servants. at the embassy or the high commission and

Those categories are that, firstly, those whi'€y are Australians. My eldest boy, who was
hold judicial office must resign that judicial °0rn in Thailand, falls into that category. Itis
office upon nomination. Secondly, certair€'y Wrong to suggest that children born
senior office-holders, such as the DirectoroVerseas of Australian parents are not Austral-
General of ASIO or the Governor of the'ans.

Reserve Bank, will be deemed to have va- Mr ANDREWS —On the point of order: |
cated their office if they nominate for elec-am not denying that, Brigadier Garland, but,
tion. And, thirdly, the great bulk of public unless that registration takes place, they are
servants in Australia, whether they be memieft in a lacuna. My comments are in relation
bers of departments and officers in departo those children, for example, whose parents
ments here or teachers or whatever, wouldo not register them. Are they to be exclud-
only be deemed to lose their office shoulaéd? In any event, that was simply one reason
they be elected at an election. This proposalut forward by the committee in relation to
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this matter, and the principle which thea test should be placed upon the Australian
committee maintains is that there should be laead of state.

twofold qualification—namely, that one Tpe final element is that we are conscious
should simply be an Australian citizen angnat there has been an inquiry in the parlia-
eligible to vote in a federal election. ment about section 44 and that the two

CHAIRMAN —Each of the matters we arecon'[e_ntious matters—that is, subsection (i)
considering this morning are extraordinaril nd (iv)—are subject to careful report. This
important. We have about 20 speakers liste S been a bipartisan finding in the parliament
who have not been called. We have th d it is one which the government has
difficulty that, if we exhaust that list, those agged it W'” suppor.t in due tlme.'
who have not yet given a general address, and! would like to clarify that we believe that

many of the de|egates have not, are going fBe disqualiﬁcations set out in section 44
be inhibited in so doing. should hold for any head of state of Australia

. o and that they should continue to hold with
Dr Tony Cocchiaro is the first listed speak-any amendment to section 44, should that be
er who wants to speak on this matter. Do yogut in a separate referendum. There is no
wish to speak, Dr Baden Teague? | was goingtention to have the section 44 matter subject
to propose that we go through to 11 o’clocktg a referendum as part of a republican refer-
There will then be a limited opportunity againendum. | fully commend this resolution for
this afternoon when the resolutions are be'nﬂelegates to support.

put to speak on these matters, but | am afraid Dr COCCHIARO —I support the report of

we have to make our choices. | think that 'ﬁhe working group on dual citizenship, but |

would be better if we had a limited numbe .
: ) o note that there is a House of Representa-
of speakers now until 11 o’clock and then Wives report with bipartisan support for a

will go onto the general addresses. So | wi :
call Dr Teague, and then speakers, Wheé@ferendum to amend section 44 so that dual

. Cltizenship will not be a bar to standing for
called, may speak on any one of the workin arliamentary office in the future. | look

group reports. forward to that happening, and | expect that
Dr TEAGUE —Mr Chairman, | will be as to happen.

brief as possible. | fully support all that has The critical point should not be ‘previous
been set out in the resolution for Workingor other citizenship’. Australians should not
Group L. Technically, it is only the first few pe penalised if they or their parents were born
paragraphs down to ‘other issues raised’. Theisewhere. Once they have taken the step to
resolution to be adopted does not include thgecome Australian citizens—and really there
second half of the text under that heading no other reason to do so other than out of
‘other issues raised’. They are, therefore, feeling of civic responsibility and pride at
reporting. the current moment in Australia—they should

| concur entirely with Kevin Andrews’s be valued just the same as any other Austral-

summary of this matter. It is this: there ardan-

two qualifications being recommended for any | would also like to advance the premise
head of state of Australia—one is to be atthat only Australian citizens should be able to
Australian citizen and the other is to bevote on issues to do with national identity.
eligible to vote in House of Representativedustralian citizenship is not to be taken
and Senate elections. There are two disqualifightly. The majority of Australians by virtue
cations—one is related only to members obf birth have probably not thought deeply
parliament, that there is a 12-month coolingabout what it means to be a citizen. Being a
off period and the other is that disqualifica-citizen implies responsibilities, duties and
tion set out in the Constitution of Australiabenefits. One of the very important responsi-
right now in section 44, which relates to allbilities is taking an active part in civic life. It
elected members of the House of Representia-my strong belief that Australians who have
tives and the Senate. We believe that no leg®ne through the process of naturalisation
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have thought about the issues and then haf@ so long that you could not cope with
made a conscious decision to take on theslease or the more progressive points of
duties and responsibilities of citizenship. Miew. In conclusion, therefore, if we agree
must say that | was quite distressed for athat the president should be an unambiguous
those Australians who have made this importAustralian—and | fully agree with that—then,
ant decision to hear Mr Bonython, who leadin much the same way, voting on matters of
the Constitutional Monarchy ticket in my ownnational significance such as our identity or

state of South Australia, say: the head of state should be available only—
... it distresses me when such people— CHAIRMAN —I am afraid your time has

he was talking about migrants to our counexpired, Dr Cocchiaro. We have one more
try— speaker and then we are going to go on to the

have been welcomed into our community with opeeneral address. | call Mr Sutherland.
arms, then start to advocate changing our form of pr SUTHERLAND —Thank you for the
government— courtesy and the opportunity to speak. | will
That is what he said. Delegates, | put it the very brief. Firstly, on Working Group L,
you that taking an interest in the affairs of oukhe one concerning dual citizenship, may | say
country should be the duty of every Australthat | am quite disquieted by the proposition
ian. Those Australians who chose this countnhat there would be no age limit. | draw your
and chose to become citizens should bgttention to the United States Constitution,
commended and valued, not put down.  which has an age limit of no younger than 25
| was also in the chamber last week, and o be in Congress, no younger than 30 to be
must say | was moved to the point of tears, t#) the Senate and no younger than 35 to be
hear that great Australian Mr Neville BonnerPresident. | think we may hold ourselves up
lamenting his people. He was clearly sayind ridicule if we say that, at age 18, you are
that he could not see his way to changeligible to be president of the nation. | believe
because he had been caged for so long by tHat ought to be looked at for members of
ideas rammed down his throat by his mateparliament, too.
the monarchists. Have hope, Mr Bonner. If | can well remember sitting up there as a
not for yourself, have hope for other Australcitizen many years ago and watching someone
ians who may have been in your positionwho was referred variously as a political
You are, Sir— accident in the chamber—I will not say
Mr BONNER —Mr Chairman, | rise on a ‘sitting in the chamber’, because he seemed
point of order. | object to the things saidto spend most of his time walking around in
about me. Nobody, just nobody, rammedhe chamber—elected on a great swing against
anything down my throat. | am an Australiarthe Labor Party. He was there for one term
citizen. | am proud to be an Australian citi-and has never been heard of since. He sank
zen. No-one, as | said earlier, rams anythinike a stone. So they are considerations, |
down my throat. think, that need to be taken into account.

Dr COCCHIARO —I apologise, Mr | also think it is rather demeaning that
Bonner. | was just outlining my understandingnembers of state parliament are disqualified
of what you were saying in the speech. Myf they have not stood down 12 months in
understanding also is that you— advance. Why, in the name of Heaven, would

Mr BONNER —Let me ram down your you want to say that? A member of state
throat what you are saying. parliament has no influence on the decisions

. and business of the federal parliament. | think

CHAIRMAN —I might suggest we try not hat ought to be removed. If Mr Butler from
to engage in personal condemnation. overseas is eligible to stand, why shouldn't

Dr COCCHIARO —I did not mean it as someone in the state parliament be eligible?
any sign of disrespect. | saw what you werén fact, | would say that anyone in the federal
saying as being like a magnificent tiger thaparliament should be eligible too, so long as
has been caged in a zoo or institutionalisethey disqualify themselves from the business
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of choosing who should be the Governorflags from around the world. It is only im-
General. | think we are demeaning our memportant for one class of people to identify the
bers of parliament and doing the great instituAustralian flag—and that is fair dinkum
tion of parliament in this nation a greatAussies.

disservice in the process. In conclusion, the flag does three things: it

Briefly, on the flag, | have three things toreflects our history, our early development
say. The citizen cringe here today has to b&om colonisation on; it reflects our quiet and
answered. Don’t we have any national selferderly conversion, without revolution, to the
respect? What about the flag of Hawaii? Theonstitution that we now enjoy; and it reflects
flag of Hawaii has the Union Jack in itswhere we are, as was said earlier. | am a
corner and that does not seem to worrgnember of the Australian Flag Association.
President Clinton or the 300 million UnitedWe have had the same flag since 1901—since
States citizens. Certainly it does not worry théhe first Prime Minister, Sir Edmund Barton,
citizens of Hawaii. They are proud to fly itraised it here in the national capital. Hopeful-
because it is part of their constitutionaly we will have it forever. If the people wish
monarchy history. On the question of identito change it they may, but let it be done by
ty—this is one of the most spurious argu<onstitutional change. Let the changing of the
ments of all; it was raised here this morninggymbol of the nation be done in a way that is
and it is raised ad nauseam—Iet me say thiagreed by the majority of the people. Certain-
what does it matter if our flag and Newly do not slip it through by some plebiscite.
Zealand's flag are not identified? That isThe Labor Party in New South Wales already
because people are ignorant. Our flag is blugas a policy to change the Australian flag. |
and theirs is red. If people are colour blind ocommend the flag. The last thing about it
ignorant, that is their problem. Besideswhich is important is that it makes an institu-
remember this: in the constitution debates itional statement that we are a federation with
1901, there was provision for New Zealand tdts six points for the six Australian states and
be incorporated and become part of ouone point for the territories. The Canadian
constitution and part of our nation if they soflag, with due respect to it, does virtually
chose. none of that.

Also, Professor Blainey has referred to the CHAIRMAN —I apologise to the 20 deleg-
Netherlands and another country having ates wishing to be called on the working
very similar flag. He could add to that thegroup reports whose names are still down.
flag of the Russian Federation. Let me remin@here really is a major problem that, if we do
you of this: when the terrible criminal totali- not start now with the list of speakers on
tarian state of the Soviet Union was finallygeneral addresses, those who have not spoken
dismantled on 31 December 1991, what wagt all at this Convention—and there is still a
the flag that was raised? It was the imperiatonsiderable number—may well be denied the
flag of Peter the Great, which is a copy of the@pportunity to do so. | do not think it equi-
flag of the Netherlands which they have hadable, therefore, that we proceed with this
for 200 years. They reverted to that and thegiebate. There will be a limited opportunity
also reverted to the imperial coat of arms. after 3 o’clock, when these matters are back

If you look at the flags of the countries atPefore the Convention, for speakers to speak

the top of South America—Colombia ven-for a limited period of time from the floor. |

ezuela and Ecuador—they are virtually identi?®W Propose, therefore, to proceed to general
cal. They have a small different symbol in theddresses.
middle of the flag. | ask anyone here to go One other thing before we do: if any deleg-
out and ask any members of the public tate has amendments they wish to propose to
identify the flags of Finland or Italy—which any of those working group reports, again, |
have been mentioned here today—or Francerge you to lodge those amendments before
for that matter. | defy anyone in the publiclunchtime. The earlier they are lodged the

generally to quote accurately more than fiveasier it will be for us to distribute them and
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to avoid the difficulties we had yesterdaycommitment to maintaining this. | believe that
afternoon. The working group report resoluit is us as Australians that can take the credit
tions will be submitted to the Convention atfor our harmonious society, not the Constitu-
3 o'clock this afternoon. If you wish to tion itself. Becoming a republic is one enor-
propose an amendment, | urge you to lodgeous national pat on the back. Generations of
that amendment with the secretariat no latekustralians past and present have created a
than 1 o’clock. We now move to speakers offiantastic country, but it is not from the word-
the general address. ing of our Constitution, however good those

Ms KING —I feel very privileged to be WOrds may be, but from the way we as

here. This is a serious issue and | believe th&ftizens put these words into practice.

we can and will reach a practical solution. |

believe this because of the evidence of m%ﬁThe Constitution plays a role in protecting

own_ experience. Contrarv to the berson at. However, it could be argued that strict
P . y the p terpretation would have you believe the

attacks that unfortunately receive so muClq e o General, as the Queen’s representa-

attention, what | am experiencing in the[ive, makes the most important decisions,

Australian Republican Movement is a 9roURyhereas the government which must have the

of people who have come together in a shar " )
belief that Australia should become a repu&%ﬂggeniﬁe ;Lghre tl(;)vgzrvggnusséut%e gg ogéeeﬁ

Ir:%;ahgz/oeugo(r)r;ggoaprlxe Owrn?ouk%ne%%\%or\;vemainly as a debating forum. We know this is
P %ot actually the case. In practice, it is our

should do this, a group of people who ar L :
: R s overnment that makes the decisions with the
committed to achieving a practical outcom overnor-General acting on ministers advice.

and know that this can only be done with]-h ;
. ; A e fact that the main power comes from the
give and take. This Convention is democrac overnment, which is eplected by the people.

in practice. Let us treat it and each other WIS more a result of convention rather than the
respect. Part of that respect is listening t

everyone’s opinion, and this is mine. Qctual wording of the Constitution.

If I had to explain to someone who had lost We as voters protect our democracy. This
their memory that Australia’s head of statés one of the main reasons that | support a
was not actually Australian, | would feeltwo-thirds majority of a joint sitting of parlia-
utterly ridiculous. Take away the historicalment to appoint our head of state, not because
connection and the concept is absurd. No-orlgvant to eliminate the people’s involvement
is asking this nation to lose its collectivein the process. | believe it is fundamental that
memory nor to deny the importance of Britainve have our say in this, but we already do. It
in our history. What we are asking is tois we who elect our parliament and we who
examine our future, to explore our values anthey have to answer to. We place our belief
reassess whether our current Constitution them to govern our nation. Can we not also
reflects those. trust them to make an appropriate appoint-

This is a question that | grapple with. Mnent?
seems that a main argument against Australia;; seems to me that there is an overwhelm-

becoming a republic is a fear of change, §,q feeling that all politicians care about is
desire to maintain the status quo rather thathwer. Well that my fellow citizens, is our

take the risk to develop something better. ThiS,stection. In order to stay in power our
geswr:‘ concernshmehgreajcly. Thll’]l(; of alll_ theyaliticians must stay in our favour, particular-
evelopments that have improved our lIVesy i, 5 Westminster system. | also believe that
both tangibly and intangibly, that would havee glectorate has the ability to judge who
been lost had this attitude prevailed. Apath}/hey want as our head of state, just as they

is the enemy of progress and progress requirggye the ability to judge who they don’t want.

change. This being the case, it is political suicide to
| believe that Australia is one of the greatlose favour with the voters by making a
est democracies in the world. | share thelearly inappropriate choice.
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It is for this reason that the system worksnake the head of state purely ceremonial or
at present. Prior to this debate about Australi@e could add powers and make them much
becoming a republic, no-one seemed to minahore than an impartial umpire. Both of these
that they did not have a direct say in who thare radical changes to our current system of
Governor-General was—that ostensibly it igovernment.

a decision made by the Prime Minister with .
the monarch acting as a rubber stamp. T % do not want to throw the baby out with

discussion to change this has understanda ¢ bathwater. Although | share the sentiment
produced much concern, because we pla at becoming a republic is a chance to get

faith in the idea that a separate body—in thi OE(I)?,I g?rrfeén;s? It\éeﬁo\xa;ha;sdxgﬁfdeé%?rg?é iln
case, the Queen—prevents the choice fro

; : X ; .“reality. | would like to express my support for
being unsuitable. But, if you think about "' the amendment made to the two-thirds model
she is not really much protection from parti Georae Pell for the parliament to make a
sanship as she only acts on the Prim €01y ; P " .
Minister's advice rovision for wide consultation with the

) community concerning possible appointees for

This is where | believe that the two-thirdsthe head of state. The public would be invited
proposal is actually an improvement. | believéo put forward nominations. The list would
it leaves us less vulnerable to a politicathen be published. You as a citizen could be
choice than the present system. Instead of tlas proactive as you wish by lobbying your
Prime Minister alone making the recommenlocal member of parliament and the media for
dation he or—hopefully one day—she willthe person that you have nominated. It allows
have to seek the support of the Leader of ther both the community and their elected
Opposition—a requirement that is not currentrepresentatives to work together. It allows for
ly in place. Within the current system, theall of us to have a voice in the political
Governor-General plays an important role—process, including those who usually do not
that of a constitutional umpire. We place ouhave access, such as indigenous people,
trust in this person to behave as impartially awomen, minority groups and the young.
possible. That is why it is so important that

the new head of state represents the nation ﬁ%/ilr fear of qivi o
. < giving more power to politicians.

a whole and not just a political party. | understand this, but | worry that a direct

The events of 1975 proved that there iglection may do just that. The only people
much ambiguity in our current system—thatble to campaign successfully for this posi-
the umpire role of the Governor-General cation, if not politicians to start with, certainly
be called into question. In this event, thavould be able by the time they were appoint-
presence of a constitutional monarch did natd.

rotect us from the politics of the situation. : ;
'FI)'he Queen did not interfere and Kerr Wen&Many people who support direct election

any people have expressed passionately

ahead with his course of action. Whether Yol ol ional Convention, but orly the
believe it was right or wrong is & matter ofg,_cgjjeq ‘glitterati’ were able to get attention.

This problem would be magnified in a direct

The desire to maintain the Queen in heelection of our head of state. It would not be
current role is a desire to maintain stabilityan ordinary Australian—it would be either
It is a desire | understand but, given thesomeone who knows how to manipulate the
reality of our operational independence fronmedia or can buy their attention. It would not
Britain, it is a desire that cannot be filled bybe the quiet achievers who have traditionally
the Queen. It is imperative that if our currenbeen our Governors-General that would be
system, complete with its ambiguities, is tesuccessful. A new head of state with a man-
remain the same, we must maintain thdate from the people is a much greater man-
balance of power between the Prime Ministedate than that of our Prime Minister and
and the Governor-General. We could removepens up the potential for a great deal of
the powers the Governor-General has anmbnflict.

personal opinion.
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Most of us believe that effectively we aretouch on the powers of the future federal
a republic. Many say the change to a republipresident in relation to the states in respect of
is purely symbolic. If this is the case, let mehis matter.
pose this question with all due respect: why o _
keep this particular symbol? You may say A state maintaining links with the Crown
because of a special bond that we have witpPses a dilemma for the Crown and not for
Britain, a bond that | am sure is a lot moréhe republic. For Her Majesty to appoint a
meaningful to many of my elders than isState governor on the_ recommendatl(_)n of _the
possible for me to understand. Nothing caftate Premier would involve Her Majesty in
break that bond, not even becoming a repulg- domestic political and constitutional issue
lic, but it does mean that we can stand on thwhich may divide or is symptomatic of a
world’s stage alongside Britain proud of oudivision in a state and in Australia. The
past ties but excited by our own future. palace has always adopted the correct position

of not intervening in domestic political and

It is almost the new millennium, the yearconstitutional issues.

2000. | hope it will be a millennium charac-

terised by the wisdoms of hard lessons learnt If such a request was made to Her Majesty
in the past—the lessons of greed and destrugy a state Premier when there existed a
tion and, most importantly, the lessons ofepublic at the federal level, such a request
discrimination. Everyone is excited by theputs Her Majesty in a very difficult position.
developments and technology, but what | arfbuch a request would be legal but in my
excited about is the developments in huma@pinion not proper under the Australia Act to
nature. This Constitutional Convention is atill the constitutional requirements. For exam-
example of how far Australia has comeple, the Tasmanian Constitution states that the
Unlike the last discussion of this kind almosparliament consists of the governor, the
100 years ago, we now have all Australiankegislative Council and the House of Assem-
represented here. We have people froly. The office of governor is an essential
different backgrounds, cultures and religiongglement in the legislative as well as the
all of us united by the experience of living inexecutive side of the Constitution of that
Australia, an experience we all want tostate. The position is similar in other jurisdic-
protect. Some argue that they want totions. The request therefore to appoint a state
protect it by maintaining our Constitution. Igovernor by Her Majesty where there exists
am here to listen to their views and | respea federal republic would, in my view, be
their passion, but | would like to ask themproperly declined by Her Majesty thereby
this: how do we explain to future generationgutting the issue clearly back in the court of
that we place our faith in a citizen of athat state concerned and the federal govern-
country other than our own? How do wement to resolve.

explain to them that no matter how hard they i i

work they can never be part of a monarchy? /N my view, a request to appoint a gover-
How do | explain to the children that | may"nor. whilst legally correct, would be constitu-
have one day that they have been |uck90nally improper. Her Majesty would not act
enough to be born into a country wherd" such circumstances to effect an appoint-

anything—anything—is possible except tdgnent. In order to prevent the situation arising,
become our head of state? a referendum on an Australian republic must

deal with this aspect, put it beyond doubt and

Mr GREEN —In dealing with this general put it clearly to the people. If the republic is
question of Australia becoming a republic, karried out at a referendum, there is no scope
would like to make a few comments about théor a state to retain links with the Crown. If
position of the states under any future Ausnecessary, supremacy should be given to the
tralian republic and to address in particulafederal government to legislate to put this
the question of the states wishing to retairssue beyond doubt. Such an approach would
links with the Crown through the appointmentesolve a potential constitutional hiatus in-
of the governor by Her Majesty. | will also volving the office of governor in the state.
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Under any legislative mechanism to achieve One difficulty with speaking on this general
a republic at the federal and state levels, igsue is that everything changes so quickly.
vigilant approach needs to be adopted t¥ou discard your speeches before they are
ensure that the federal government and trgiven. | have done that on a number of
federal parliament not use the opportunity obccasions. The one thing that has survived of
the change to a republic to give the federahy thought on this matter is what | said a
president power to appoint state governors @ouple of days ago about the criteria that
state presidents. | say this as a warningvery model has to satisfy in order to be
because, during negotiations and discussioadopted by this Convention. | really wanted
on the Australia Bill in 1984 and 1985 into look at those matters in terms of some of
which | was involved, the Department of thehe models and some of the courses we have.
Prime Minister and Cabinet pushed for the gome delegates might recall that the first
appointment of state governors by thening| suggested was that a matter had to be
Governor-General. When that push failed, 'Eractical and have clear details, no obvious
was then proposed that nominations for thgoes and no leaps of faith. Second, it had to
appointment of state governors be madge consensual. It really had to be able to get
through the office of Governor-General an strong majority of this Convention, not 50
then passed to the palace. That, t00, was 9Ly cent plus one half. Third, it had to be

agreed. saleable. It had to be something that was able

The appointment of state governors, stat@ 9et up at a referendum.
presidents or whatever they may be called | have heard nothing in the past couple of
under the states jurisdiction must, under agays that has changed my mind on those
Australian republic, remain the province ofbasic criteria for selecting an option. As
the state. Some states may wish to dispengggards practicality, | likewise have seen
with the office of governor as a separat#othing that would suggest to me that the
entity and, in rewriting their own Constitu-direct election option is practical, notwith-
tion, combine the functions of the governostanding the enormous amount of work and
with some other existing office. That is ancompromises that have gone into producing
issue for the states to determine alone. such an option. | think the option before us

still has the danger of producing two compet-

Therefore, any step in bringing Australia tong poles of popular power. While | can
a republic must remove the false hope, undeiccept the emotion that gets some people to
an Australian republic, that a state be able teay it is an exciting model, my own view is
retain links with the Crown through thethat constitutions, like brain surgery, are not
appointment of the governor on the advice ofbout excitement but precision.
the state premier. But, importantly, the federal As regards the ARM model, my view is

president should be kept out of appointmen?at’ on the point of practicality, it is a good

at the state level. Federal involvement in suc eal better, although there are some questions
appointments would be unacceptable. | want to ask. What happens if the joint

Professor CRAVEN—The giving of a sitting of parliament does not agree on a
g gingle person to go forward as the head of

become a republic, | suppose, is one of thosgate? How does one deal with that? Those
types of technical questions have to be an-

rather personal moments in an otherwis . .
institutionalised Convention. | had hoped tgWered. After seven days of this Convention,
am still of the view that, on the point of

treat the Convention to a delightful account o

the psychological curiosities that have led mgracticality, the McGarvie model is ahead. It
Is ahead because it is effectively the present

to my present odd position on this matter: k
However, as we are now so deeply intgystem, and we know exactly how it works.

models, | suppose that one should talk aboutWith all due respect to the proponents of
the matter in terms of models and reflect upoarguments against the McGarvie model,
where we are going at the moment. including my friend, colleague and employer
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Dr Tannock, | find those arguments unconvinthe McGarvie principle, and | will consider
cing. | have heard the argument that théhem.
Constitutional Council is boring. The compre- |, ejation to consensus, we have to face
hensive answer to that is: who cares! It igeain facts. Even the media have to face
meant to be boring. It is not meant to be Qeriain facts. There is no possibility of con-
head of state. It is not meant to execulgengys for a directly elected president in this
exciting functions. It is, as the Queen is, &namber, We all know it. There is no consen-
postage box for the appointment of the heagﬂs or possibility of consensus for the mainte-
of state. nance of the status quo. The greatest chance
We have heard that it is elitist. It is notof consensus is either the McGarvie model or,
doing anything that requires a popular inputf not McGarvie, then the McGarvie principle
It is simply acting upon the present systenthat appointment and removal should be via
where the popular element is the Primé&he medium of parliamentary democracy.

Minister, who is elected by the people. That | mentioned a further criterion, and that was
is the popular element. | note that thegleability. | believe we have to think long
McGarvie model has the advantage of beingnd hard about this. There is much loose talk
a stem model. It has influenced a number ahrown about as to how easy it is to convince
other models in this Convention. We have, fofhe Australian people of this or that option.
example, the hybrid McGarvie model—thepg not believe it. | have spent my misspent
idea of appointment by a two-thirds jointjife |ooking at the results of referenda on the
sitting, but removal by the McGarvie council.constitution. Of 44 referenda, eight have
That model is live. succeeded. All eight of those referenda share

| would go further than that and say tha€ertain characteristics, with the exception of
McGarvie—both the model and the man—hate referendum on recognition of Aboriginal
made a great contribution to this ConventiorPeople, which is in a category of its own.
The McGarvie model has explained to us thathose characteristics are that they are modest,
the method of appointment and dismissal gtonfined, contain no extraneous matters, do
the head of state must reflect the central truthot affect states rights, arouse little or no
of our present system. That central truth igolitical opposition and, above all, are not
that removal and appointment occurs bgppo_sed by the reigning federal government.
prime ministerial initiative, mediated throughThat is the criterion for a successful republi-
parliamentary democracy by a Prime Ministefan amendment here. Ask yourselves which
accountable to the House of Representativédodel delivers it.
and, through the House of Representatives, toAs an opponent of popular election, |
the electorate. That is the essence of theoked with delight upon today'éustralian
existing arrangement, and that essence mughich said that there was a 56 per cent
be maintained in any model. majority for it in the electorate. The majority

| believe that that has been recognised Hipr freedom of religion in 1988, at the begin-
the ARM model in proposing that the head of'ing of the referendum, was 92 per cent. It
state could be dismissed by a 51 per cefigceived 27 per cent on the final day. My
majority of the House of Representatives o rediction for popular election is 17 per cent.
the motion of the Prime Minister. It is the | hat poll finally kyboshes the strongest
same principle, though a different expressiorfrgument for popular election in political
| accept, and | put it to delegates, that even H'MS.
the McGarvie model were not to find favour The question we have to face is how we go
with this Convention, the principle remainson from here. | do not think that | would get
the same. This principle of prime ministerialaway with claiming that | was a monarchist—
moving, in relation to appointment and re-although, | note that there are few monar-
moval, mediated through parliamentaryhists present to challenge my claim. But |
democracy, inevitably is the way forward.would like to say why | would not get away
Non-McGarvie models may come forward orwith that claim.
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My belief is that we face a grave decisioncolonies, carried the can for the world against
The choice for us is not between the statuNazi tyranny, remembering that the Ameri-
quo or a republic; the choice is between typesans had only been in the war nine weeks
of republics. | believe the choice those of usvhen Singapore fell. To compound his lack
who, like me, | would call forced republicansof history, Keating wanted British and Ameri-
must face grimly is this: if we do not get acan conscripts to come thousands of miles to
resolution now then in the words of scripturedefend this part of the world when Australian
we will be taken to a place that we do notonscripts not in the AIF could not be sent
wish to go to; we will be taken to the republicoutside Australia and its territories.

we do not want and we will be taken to the Maybe | am a muppet as the godfather of
add-ons that we do not want. the republic, Mr Turnbull, said, but | am not

| believe that a solution is critical. | do nota Maximilien Robespierre with the attending
believe we can afford another five years oknitting ladies and trundle pushers.
destabilisation. | do not want to watch theRobespierre had a real cause. Mr Turnbull’'s
Constitution tortured like a fly having its cause is just anti-British.

Obviously, the argument for a republic is
e perfect way of attacking our existing

> ““morning. It falls apart if you take the Crown
revealing a much more pleasant characterlstéﬁNay from it. What is there then to save our

than | have usually in this Convention, | Wishepiire common law with all its splendid and
my son, John, a happy 16th birthday today free|y inherited rights and liberties? After all,

Mr RUXTON —We are now in the secondit is the Crown which is the direct link to all
week of this Constitutional Conventionof these things. Furthermore, the monarchy is
costing those who pay tax—and | emphasisgtable and perpetual. There is no dispute
those who pay tax—millions of dollars. Evenregarding the correct line of succession. On
the republican movement in New South Walethe contrary, a republic with its presidents
has been recorded as saying, ‘Thanks to tlieawn by various means are always at the
courage of Australians, this is the best countmnercy of sordid political campaigns and
in the world.” So why this Convention anddisruptions of all kinds.

why this drive to become a republic? The rules can easily be changed by govern-
There have always been republicans iments when wielding power in a republic, but
Australia just as there have always beea constitutional monarchy such as ours can
monarchists in Russia. The relentless howl fact only under the authoritative call of the
a new head of state is without foundatiopeople. Under the constitutional monarchy,
unless there is another ulterior motive. the institution of the Crown is paramount; it
believe it was Paul Keating and his unprois not hero-worship of some man or woman
voked attack on the British in the House ofn London. The constitutional monarchy gives
Representatives that really started the déhe ordinary citizen an added freedom in that
bate—British bashing to the extreme. Hét can act as a safety valve on behalf of the
never gave multicultural Australia a thoughpeople. As long as we retain the Crown, the
in his drive for a republic. common law and the Constitution of this

It was his own personal hatred of thecountry above our parliaments, that is our
British which was quite obvious with his €xtra freedom. If they ever fall under the
distortion of history—that is, how the British Parliaments, we have lost a freedom.
left our soldiers behind in South-East Asia For example, if a governor or governor-
notwithstanding the 130,000 of their owngeneral dismisses a parliament, he does not
soldiers they left behind. It is interesting torun away to Buckingham Palace with the
note that in December 1941, the Unitegbarliamentin his pocket: he must give it back
Kingdom was under the threat of invasion yeto the people of Australia to decide whether
the UK, together with her dominions andhis actions are right or wrong. This actually
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took place in 1975 when Sir John Kerr disthis method is the best of the three major
missed the federal parliament under thespublic models, the second model of a popu-
powers of the Crown. This meant that darly elected president, the model that most
general election had to be called, and it waBustralians want, would be worse. It would
at that general election that an oppositiobecome highly politicised and money would
party won a 55-seat majority; the largesplay a major part, with the likely winner

majority in the history of our parliament sincecoming from New South Wales or Victoria.

Federation. In other words, the people of The McGarvie model is good, but I think it
Australia confirmed the action that was takens doomed because the ARM will not wear it.
That is the reason the constitutional monarchyyy of these choices could result in Australia

should remain. being on the edge of a dark age. There are no
Seven of the eight longest serving democraninimal changes suggested by Keating and
cies in the world are constitutional monarithe ARM. The Australian Constitution would
chies. The eighth is the United States ofave to be ripped up and a new Constitution
America, which was born of the same mothdrafted, as suggested by so many, including
er—the United Kingdom—as Australia, Newdelegates here, Mr Whitlam and others.
Zealand and Canada. The other three are theThe codifying of a head of the state’s
Scandinavian kingdoms of Denmark, Swedepowers is not the answer either. This could
and Norway. The arguments for and agains¢éad to a debacle. The flexibility of power
have been numerous and the pro-republicaghich now lies with the Governor-General is
arguments are less convincing. the greatest protection for the Australian

The continual cry for an Australian head of€0PI€. A general election to appoint a presi-
state is a cunning and attractive ploy to gaiffnt would demolish the Westminster system
votes from Australians not well versed inOf Parliament—the best in the world—and it
constitutional matters. Remember: civics wertould end the power of the Senate.
off the agenda over 30 years ago. ‘Get rid of The Irish system has been mentioned often
the foreign dominance,’ they scream, yet thegnd, again, it is not for us. A ceremonial head
know there is no foreign dominance by theloes not ensure that democracy is paramount.
Queen. | find it is sad that, whilst this republi-Eamon de Valera, when framing the Irish
can debate has been raging, no-one seemsGonstitution around 1920, made sure that the
be worrying about the $200 billion we owePresident did not have reserve powers.

foreigners. Getting rid of that foreign domi- The Crown, being paramount and represent-
nance should be the top priority, together witing all peoples, had to be removed in South
getting rid of the disgusting unemploymenfafrica, as it was in the early 1960s, and in

figure of nearly three-quarters of a millionFiji a decade ago. The nationalist government
people in a country of 18 million. There is anin South Africa had to become a republic to

overabundance of politicians from both sidesarry out its apartheid policies. Likewise,

of the house attending this Convention. Therabuka of Fiji had to create a republic when
should, in my view, be attending to morehe disenfranchised part of the population from
Important matters. the electoral roll. Is it just plain British

As to the three models for electing a presitashing or plain absurdity? The former Chief
dent, a two-thirds majority of both houses ofustice of the High Court claimed the Body-
parliament for a candidate selected by thén€ series in the 1930s caused him to become
Prime Minister—the Prime Minister does s republican. There is an intelligent reason!
now to the Queen—seems good on first read. Other issues include the flag and changing
But | say this most sincerely: this method othe names of the states, and on this matter |
appointment will be politicised even thoughwas not joking when | interjected in the
it appears the best option. One could imagingpeech made by Peter Collins last week.
the pork-barrelling that would take placeThere is already a move in Victoria to have
Agreement by a two-thirds majority is, Ithe name of that state changed—the unknown
believe, nigh on impossible. Conceding thaagenda. However, there are other issues we
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must canvass. We have not debated whetheine things out of 10 that he has said, and
the President will be the commander-in-chiethat is about the way we went this morning.
of the armed forces. Heaven help us if th8ut, in true Australian tradition, we have
Prime Minister is the commander-in-chief ofagreed to differ where we need to. The other
the armed forces. ironic thing | should mention, by way of

We are going to talk again this afternoorfightness, is that it has been pointed out to me
about dual nationality, which did not reallythat when theAustralianran our names and
come up this morning, and about theéur photographs last Saturday week, or
minimum age. We also have to speak aboyfhenever it was, there were a couple of
the appointment of a vice-president, which £Tors. The error in my case was that the
do not th|nk has been Canvassed yet, tH@\OtOgl’aph was that Of Sir Henl’y Bolte He
protection of the states, and so it goes on. tas been dead a while. A man wrote to me
was once said, ‘It is a monarchy that enabld€om Western Australia and said, “You've got
Britain so surely, unself-consciously andshorter and more rotund.

effectively to practice democracy. It was the The other irony is that a professional writer
unity under the Crown durlng the world wargn the Age newspaper in Melbourne last
that bound all people together whether ofunday sought to correct it. Do you know
colour, religion or race.’ Be careful before wewhat he did? He corrected that part but he
send this freest country on earth into theeferred to Vernon Wilcox as former Victori-
unknown. an Attorney-General and now a Real Republic
| am against Professor Patrick O’Briendelegate—you know, Mr Costello’s mob. So
wanting democracy inserted in the Constituthere you are. You cannot win sometimes but,
tion. It never has been here and it never hddr Deputy Chairman, | am going to try to
been in the United Kingdom, yet we are thavin a few here.
greatest democratic organisations on earth.| o fascinated by this amazing collection
Those who have mentioned democracy havg jelegates from around Australia. It is quite
usually been former communist countries. unique in our history. Most of them are fair
Remember, too, that Australians sensiblginkum. They are a cross-section, but of
rejected referendum proposals in 1988 agourse we do not agree on all the issues
mentioned by Professor Craven, all of whiclhefore the Convention. Having said that, |
were cloaked in deceptive motherhood termsghink | should mention that | see the repubili-
Australians are likely to recognise the sameans as being very well organised—and no
smell of snake oil cloaking a hidden agendaoubt they are still manoeuvring. That is why
in many of the arguments for constitutionathere are not many in the chamber right now.
change that are now being debated. The snakiay, there are some working parties doing
oil pedlars are to do a cure-all for a change iBome genuine work but there is also a lot of
Australia that is now politically stable and themanoeuvring. The republicans are well organ-
most democratic nation in the world. ised. Indeed, | believe they have taken a great
There will be winners and losers who willhold on the Resolutions Committee. That is
divide the nation as never before. This reputglear to me. With all respect to you, Mr
lican dream of bringing Australians togethePeputy Chairman, | am not talking about you.
is a fallacy. As in politics, a greater division | oyl like to make it clear that | am not
in this country will be the order of the day. 4 republican and | am not a monarchist; | am
Mr WILCOX —Before | speak on the maina constitutionalist. This makes it difficult,
guestion—namely, republic or not, becauseparticularly for the media, as it seems neces-
have not spoken on that yet—I wish to makeary in Australia to put people in one pigeon
a few observations and comments generallyole or another. If you do not fit in, you
about the Convention. Firstly, there is aworry them. At this stage in my life | am not
certain irony in my speaking immediatelyhere to be politically correct, to seek any
after my colleague Bruce Ruxton because preferment. | am afraid there are a few here
have always agreed with eight and a half cio advance their careers by whatever means.
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Of course, | have seen that before in my yearshat the people want, but | do not mean next
in public life, and | have never liked it. But week or even next year. Any changes pro-
| want to add quite clearly that | do not joinposed by the government, and it is the
in much of the criticism of today’s membersgovernment that has to propose them, will
of parliament, because it is a tough job. heed to be made very clear to the people—
think it is tougher than it used to be. It is allwhat the changes are and what they mean.

very well for those on the side who have Delegates, there is no magic in the year

never put themselves on the line to say anng or any other year. Indeed, it may be a
sorts of things. little childish to link a huge constitutional
Most delegates are sincere. Although theghange with the Olympic Games or any
have a barrow to push, they come as Austraparticular year. | am afraid | cannot support
ians very interested in our future. That isany of the models put forward to date. There
clear. | have no particular barrow to pushis, | believe, a need for more work to be done
simply to safeguard the future of the peoplé&eyond this Convention on the matters before
so far as the Constitution can do so. Brucas before any model could be put before the
Ruxton and | were elected on a ticket Safepeople with the prospect of it being accepted.
guard the People. It is still a pretty good titleWe ought to bear that in mind. There are
There must be safeguards against any dlaws in all the models presented so far. There
powerful government. History shows thaimay be more to come.
governments can become all powerful. Some The pusiness paper comes every moring

delegates will be well aware of this. when you get here and you are not sure what
| have had a fortunate life in a variety ofis on; then there are a few more things added.
careers. One of them is farming, extendinghave not been used to that. | come back to
over three states from time to time. | am nothe parliament again. At least we had\atice
here to speak for the farmers, but they are Raperthere. | know the difficulties you, Mr
very important part of the nation and | wouldDeputy Chair, and the Chairman have had. |
not mind if there were a few more here. | anknow them well. | am sorry for you. But we
only a small farmer but farmers are verydid have aNotice Papeiin the parliament. By
down to earth people. and large, you stuck by it and you knew

| am here for my grandchildren and futur@vhere you stood. It is very difficult here.
generations. Do not sell them short by looking There must be someone or some body over
for a quick fix. This is not an instant coffeeand above the government of the day to
job. Everything has to be instant today. Arprotect the people. The dilemma here, to me,
instant syndrome is very active in evernand | am sure to other delegates, is that we
sphere of life that you can think of. | remindare trying to latch a republic on to the West-
you again that the founders of the Constituminster system. As much as | like the West-
tion took two decades. | do not want to takeninster system, there are sometimes difficul-
two years to get this matter resolved, but ties in parliament keeping a reign on the
think two weeks is pretty short. Do not comeexecutive, particularly in these days of strict
up with something half baked. | do not wanparty discipline. Goodness me, it is happening
a long time but | would like a little more thanhere. We have a couple of parties—ARM,
that available to date. ACM—out there. Fortunately, | do not belong

It is worth remembering—I know it is one {0 one of them so they cannot catch me.

of those things that people say, but they are There is one particular safeguard at present
sometimes lost—that anything worth whilein the Constitution. | have not heard much
takes time. That is quite the contrary of thebout it and it must be carried forward. It is
instant community. | wish to repeat what Ithe exercise of a royal prerogative. It is the
said last week: | am not against change. Npower of the Governor-General to prorogue
system of government stands still forever. parliament, to dissolve the House of Repre-
expect that Australia will become a republicsentatives. You must have checks and balan-
and | do not mind that ultimately if that isces. Why is it that a Prime Minister always
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calls an election within the stipulated periodaddress this Convention this morning, even if
It is because the Governor-General can prd-am one of that overabundance of politicians
rogue parliament. You see, there is someornbat Mr Ruxton referred to. | presume that
over and above even the parliament in thathen he said he was under the pretence he is
case. | have not heard much about it. It is aot one himself. Delegates, unfortunately |
vital safeguard. It must be preserved. was unable to attend the first week of the

There are of course other safeguards. THePnvention owing to the death of my brother,
federal system in itself with its division of Put | had some time to spend an hour or two
powers is another vital safeguard. | comd/atching the proceedings on television and
back to the fact that 54 per cent of electordStening on radio.

did not vote in the election of the delegates, Can | say that in listening and in watching

which is more than half. Yet the most arden -
. . oo n radio the same people seemed to be pop-
republicans and the media—the media V'rtuaelEing up at regular intervals to use this forum

ly without exception—keep acting as if ther 0 promote their own particular point of view.
were a huge majority of Australians Walting, \vtice that there were a lot of what | would
with bated breath for a republic. The CONSELAII silent delegates at that time waiting for

uence of this attitude is that the reporting o : :
'?he Convention continues in the sarFr)1e ve?n e opportunity to speak. | certainly hope that
have met a number of younger delegaté s this Convention proceeds all of those
Some are non-republicans and they are ve ople w(;m ha\k/]e %omehherﬁ, whgther tt|1ey bde
good, but they do not get recognition in th illloor:g\t/% t?]rewo etocretrutnitey a?\é%m?aers]tg eectt% ’
media. Similarly, | have heard speeches fro%/ddress this Corrl)\?ention %)/ecause I knovx? many
real thinkers with experience behind them, b gve remained quiet saving what they want to

:;rgyn%rtergeﬁﬁi%;g;he same way because thS y for the address that they intend to make
P : to this Convention.

| refer now to the models and amendments
to the Constitution. Some speakers have Since the move to a republic gained some
argued that to alter the Constitution you justnomentum a couple of years ago | have often
have to press an electronic button and all wikhsked myself: if | were to wake up tomorrow
unfold. As a lawyer and as a parliamentarianmorning and find that Australia was a repub-
| sound the warning: those with experiencéic, would | feel any more Australian than |
know that so often when you change not jusio today? The answer quite simply is no, |
a clause but even a word you can causw&ould not. As a fourth generation Australian,
endless litigation. With today’s propensity forwhose family came to this country over 140
litigation, anything can happen. So | wouldyears ago, | feel as independently Australian
like more time to be taken to look at some ofis | can possibly feel, regardless of any
the republican constitutions in other countrieg)ational symbols or system of government.
if that is what they want.

People with legal and constitutional know-t So to all of those delegates who have said

ledae. lik ber of the founding fath hat we need to become a republic because we
€dge, like a number of the Tounding 1atNerS—rmaaq to grow up, because we need to show

; . n
erudite people—could be appointed to l0ok &, iy qenendence or, as | think | heard Poppy
the matters set out in the issues on Natice King say the other day, because we remain
Paperfrom day to day. | repeat that there iSyininished in the world's eyes, | would say
'[]ho {n%gm in the yeartZOOt?. F|_r;ally, '%0 hofh oppycock. We have done all of those things

at the government, when 1t CONnSIAers Ngnqer oyr current Constitution. Any delegates
recommendations from this Convention, will,;, "1 2vc "had the opportunity to travel as
;[ak(; |ntto actch(_)unt t?}? Eeeq Lotrgl m”ﬂ CI,[(;]S'%ustralians throughout the rest of the world
00 I"" anything which might be put to they,q\y that you are treated as Australians and
peopie. are looked on quite independently as Austral-

Senator FERGUSON—Thank you, Mr ians, not as some nation that is under the
Chairman. | welcome the opportunity toyoke of a foreign power.
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It is so easy at forums such as this to allovas we have seen in the past, cannot effectively
emotion and emotionally charged cliches toegulate campaign expenditure.

get in the way of the practical difficulties that Then we come to the issue of tenure of
gnse frorr; man)é of tfhe prorEJ_osaIs that havggfice and the timing of a direct election. The
een put forward so far at this Convention. b,,h054] brought forward was that a president
think particularly of constitutional change as;payid be elected for two terms of parliament.
it may relate to the states and their powers the pest of my knowledge, over the past
]\cNhydqo y]?uhth'”k it took so IO”% for our 39 years the duration of the terms of federal
ounding fathers to agree on the currénbaijiaments have varied greatly from about 18
Constitution? It was because they knew thafonihs to just over three years. Can you

in order to take the people of Australia Withimagine the scene at Yarralumla one cold
them, to take the six colonies that existed tosty morning in July when the Prime

thedtlme_w[thhthﬁm, éh;y had to get it rightysinister of the day calls on the president and
and get it right they did. requests the dissolution of both houses of

| took some time this morning to read theP@/liament and the president of the day says,
Hang on a minute, mate; | have only been

proposals that were put forward by the dire '
presidential election group. | think in tha(t:here for 372 years. My predecessor had six
years because the parliament ran its full term.

context | would like to comment on what IY re trving to do m tof mv iob’ H
think are some of the more absurd proposit 4 aré trying to do me out ot my Job." e

tions that they have come up with. Firstly, lef1ight even say, ‘Go back and sort it out and
me comment on their nominating and short/CU ¢an have an election when | have fin-
listing system which could come up with!SN€d my term.” That is just one of the propo-
literally thousands of potential candidates. |pitions that has been put forward.
any citizen can nominate or nominate some- If presidential elections are to be held
one to be a candidate for the presidency, hogimultaneously with general elections, does
many, particularly in the first instance, do youhat mean that a general election cannot be
think would be nominated? called by a Prime Minister of the day unless
he or she has already made sure that presiden-
How do they expect each member of th&al candidates are in place? If the mood is to
federal parliament—and because they do n@tve a president, who is supposedly above
want any politics to be involved in the selecpolitics, why would you want to have a direct
tion of a president of the country | can onlyelection for a president amidst the hurly-burly
assume that each member of the federaf a general election where politics is at its
parliament would be given a free vote—tamost intense level.
determine who are the best candidates to goPerhaps theAustralian newspaper  this

i3 et election of the presidents What feMmingin its poling could have got past the
as Professor Craven saig earlier -today t5|mpllst|c questions, which they inevitably ask
two-thirds majority cannot be gained? ’Beqs get the result they want in the polls, and
cause in a free vote with an enormous n.umbStarted to he_Ip_ ed_ucate the_ population on
of candidates how on earth could you expeg bme of the dlfflCUltI_eS that arise from seem-
two-thirds of the parliament to come up Withmglr);\ir?g px;asr ‘\ellgttg:(s)nrsule'l_'hl\eloheelzgltlir;ﬁ tm)s

the candidates? president’. It was grandly handed around by
&rofessor Patrick O’'Brien. | wondered wheth-

that the parliament can effectively regulat&’ the headiine should have read ‘Newspapers

campaign expenditure by or for a candidatEl€: no election for president’.

contesting an election? It is all very well to If the Australian was to present the full
put it in words on a piece of paper that youwicture it should have asked the question: if
will limit the expenditure that a candidatethere was the possibility of 1,000 candidates
may spend and that there will be publidor popular election, if the candidates were to
funding of any campaigns, but the parliamente eliminated by your federal members of

Do they in their proposals seriously believ
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parliament to leave three, if the term of office Ms MOIRA O'BRIEN —'First with your
was anything from two years to 6% years antlead, then with your heart’: take heed of
if the election of the president were to be helthese wise words of Bryce Courtenay, a top
in conjunction with a sometimes emotionallyAustralian author, sourced from his inspira-
and politically charged general election, daional and enchanting novelhe Power of
you still direct election is the best method ofOne ‘First with your head, then with your
determining our future head of state? If thaheart.’

qguestion was put by the newspapers then .
perhaps we might get a different answer to | feel we must also use this approach when

the poll that we saw in thé\ustralian this W€ are looking at the issue of changing to a
morning republic or retaining the constitutional mon-

archy. Too often in this debate, we are being
ruled by our emotions, thinking with our
hearts and not our heads. Firstly, we need to
know all the facts to be able to objectively

h = Nt of vi gaSsess their strengths, weaknesses, opportuni-
change. From my point of VIew, you WOoUldyjaq anq threats. Then, once all this informa-
think that we had a current Constitution th ion is known and understood, people’s

was failing the population if we have to have,;imate judgment will be one that comes

continuing consultation on constitutional,, the heart—one that sits well with their
change. In fact, there is general agreemep{o ) finre but is soundly based on facts.
amongst, | think, all delegates that the curren

Constitution has served Australia well and is | have tried to approach this debate with a
serving Australia well. The major bone ofpurely open mind. | have tried objectively and
contention, as far as | can see, that has belgically to assess all options. | must admit
brought before this convention is whether othat this by no means has been an easy task.
not we should become a republic and whethén the past week, we have had the honour of
or not the role of the head of state should blstening to some truly brilliant speakers, all
changed, not whether there should be ongoirgdoquently and persuasively stating their
change to the Constitution which has servedases. My opinions have continually see-
us so well. sawed. One thing that | am certain of is that
compromise is necessary, and that this most
There seems to be an enormous number 8€finitely should not be seen as a weakness.
delegates who are sure that they know wh&s most reasonable people will admit, com-
the rest of Australia wants. | can tell you thaPromise is an extremely important attribute in
some of the views that they have put forwar@!l walks of life—business, personal and
do not concur with what people have said t@olitical.

me when | have gone about my daily life and e first and most important question we

what people where | live have said the rest gfaeq 1o ask ourselves is: what is the under-
Australia wants. | do not pretend to know

! lying issue? Why are we considering change?
what the broader community actually Wantﬁational unity and a search for Australian
and so | am not going to say that they wan

> h h h : entity springs to mind. The republicans say
ongoing change, they want the environmenf . \ye need an Australian head of state to do
in the constitution, they want everything els

! utio #his. Will we achieve this by change? How
in the Constitution. | have been told mor an we do this without affecting our stable
than once, as | have spoken to those peo

stem of government and open democracy?
who elected me to the Senate, that there arg 9 P y

far greater problems in Australia’s community Let us take a closer look at the main mod-
today causing them concern than spending ats that have been proposed thus far. To my
inordinate amount of time and money orway of thinking, there are five main options.
constitutional changes. | see that there is rieirstly, there is the McGarvie model. It is
need for change in the status quo and | intereimple; it is not very different; it is relatively
to support that position. safe. Therefore | ask: will there be any differ-

| listened intently this morning to the
comments by Mary Delahunty from the
working group on ongoing constitutional



Tuesday, 10 February 1998 CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION 597

ence with people’s perceptions in our nationgburely with your head and then with your
identity? heart, somewhere in there it is all unexplain-

Secondly, there is the two-thirds modefP!Y linked and a balance needs to be found.

whereby the politicians nominate and choose | do not and | will not profess to be an
the head of state—a bipartisan approackxpert on constitutional law. Many people far
People have a say through their electeahore eminently qualified than I can deliver
representatives. A head of state is selected Bye facts to you. In regard to the technicalities
the parliament, so therefore the person seleand the legalities of the issue, | will be guided
ted will be acceptable to the parliament. by the experts but, by the same token, | will
Thirdly, direct election. This involves thegzgt?gligllndly led—nor will the people of
most change. All Australians will have a ' N .
direct say in the election of the head of state | am not politically affiliated but | do
but, unless strict controls are put on the hedelieve in playing an active role in the deci-
of state’s powers, it would result in the perso§ion making processes that affect me and my
selected having the largest political mandat@mily. | need—we all need—a feeling of
in the country and therefore becoming a rivagafety and security. We all acknowledge that

power base against the Prime Minister. ~ the only real constant is change; we need to
. nourish change. But this does not mean that
Fourthly, constitutional monarchy—the

- o we are not somewhat apprehensive of change.
status quo. We are familiar with it; we know .
it: it has served us well. We need to be assured that, if we do

. . . . change to a republic, the security of our
Finally, there is a hybrid version—thegemocracy and our freedoms we now experi-
Comb|nat!0n Of the best Of a” the above. | anénce' enjoy’ treasure and take for granted are
a cattle girl. In cattle terms we would say thahot jeopardised. The membership of this

this would produce hybrid vigour—a superiofconvention is a perfect example of this.

animal or product. We have the added advayyhere else would 152 people from all walks

tage here that we can carefully hand-pick thgf |ife and of all ages be able to come to-

best components. We are not relying on thgether as equals, and where politicians,

uncertainty of the gene pools. students, businessmen and housewives, et
Regardless of which model is chosen, ¢etera, are all on the same level?

believe there are some fundamental points The Constitutional Convention is not made
that must be agreed on. | stated some of theg@ entirely of people who already had firm
on Friday, so | will not repeat them all againopinions on and an involvement in the issues.
now. But there must be consensus for changexm one of the eight appointed youth deleg-
in all of the states and territories—all orates and | represent the Northern Territory. |
nothing. The balance of our federation wouldiid not put my hand up to be part of this
be disturbed if we were not all united in ourprocess. You could say | was selected out of
forms of government. If the underlying reasonhe hat but, in saying that, | mean no disre-
for change is to develop and foster unity bypect to the selection and appointment process
having an Australian head of state, an imbalnvolved. | must say that | am extremely
ance of the states would not allow this tthonoured to be part of this significant mo-
occur. ment in our history and our future.

The whole debate is a bit like our mind, The first | knew about the Constitutional
body and soul. Even though we would like tadConvention was in June last year when |
be able to logically dissect them into manageeceived a letter from Senator Nick Minchin
able parts, it is not always possible. Thetating that the Convention was planned, the
powers of the head of state depend largely guossible format it might take and inviting me
how that person is to be appointed and the participate. There are two things | would
role of the head of state depends on hovlike to stress: one is that | do not consider
much powers they are to have, and vice versthat the Convention will be a failure if we do
Just as it is not always possible to thinkiot leave with strong consensus on a particu-
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lar model; the other is the importance ofAustralia, and internationally as well. From
compromise. | ask myself whether we shoulthe country to the cities, from our harsh dusty
be so bold to think that we have all theinterior to the sea, we are all learning much
answers or that we have the right to sele@bout our current political system and the
just one particular republican model to put tanyriad possibilities available for change. The
the people of Australia in a referendum, an€onstitutional Convention most definitely will
whether it is most presumptuous of us tde a success. It has been, and will continue to
assume that the Australian people will chooske, an education for all Australians.

change over the status quo. | would like to stress again that compromise

At this Convention, we have a wonderfulis not a dirty word nor a weakness. It is
selection of wisdom and diversity. We havenecessary, and we need to seriously embrace
seen that there are many different possibiein this coming week. If we are to come up
models, all of which | believe—if given with a single model to put to the people in a
serious consideration—would be able to beeferendum, compromise is imperative. We
put successfully into place in our Australiameed to select the best from all the models
system and still retain our current democracyand carefully graft them into a workable
Why can't we put several sound models to thenodel that satisfies the majority. We have the
people of Australia in the form of a plebiscitediversity; now we need to join together in
and let them ultimately choose which modeharmony to create unity.

of a republic they want? Ms IMLACH —I am an appointed delegate

Over the past week we have constantlio this Convention. As was stated in the
heard speculation that people want to directhpustralianon 8 November last, and up to the
elect the head of state, while those opposintgne | came here, | am undeclared in my
that point of view have assured us that yoopinion. In that, | am one of a large group of
cannot really trust these surveys or polls. WAustralians. My heart says yes and my head
have heard each party give quite differenéays no. There are four groups amongst the
interpretations of the same set of statisticf\ustralian people on this issue: those who
depending on which argument they are asupport the Crown; those who support a
tempting to prove. The only way that we willrepublic; those who are undecided; and those
ever really know exactly what the peoplevho are just not interested.

want is to ask them specifically by way of & 1he chances are that the totally committed

plebiscite. If we do leave the Convention withy alists and the totally committed republi-
the verdict for a plebiscite and not a refere”(‘:ans—those who want the retention of the

failed in our task. We will be giving the ye change to a republic no matter what—are

entire Australian population the chance tQ,inority percentages of the total population.
have a real say and choice in the future.  there are big differences between broad

The Convention has been critical in raisingexpressions of opinion at the present time and
awareness of the issue. The coverage thattlite final ballot box commitment at the testing
has been receiving in all areas of the mediéime of a referendum in the future when the
has been tremendous. Everybody is talkingonditions have been determined.

and thinking about the issues. This would not ; jg possible that in the ultimate showdown

be happening to the same extent if the Co : ; i e i
vention had not been held. It has been Bhe undecided will be in the majority. If, in

. - fict, they are a majority, they are truly a
wonderful education campaign. Tucked away;ant majority. Amongst this group of unde-

in my back corner of the chamber, | coulgijeq Australians are those who believe that
have mistakenly believed that | was particiy renyplic will come about, but who are not
pating in the private deliberations of a mergyenared to put their weight behind the cause
150-odd people. This is far from the truth. i they know exactly what the new system
Every word spoken here is being seriouslwill be and how it will work. A typical
listened to and analysed by people all arounflustralian within this category believes that
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the concept of an English person as head bkard nothing which convinces me that there
state has run its course. He or she is happy a greater benefit to be gained for us, the
with the idea of an Australian head of state—Australian people, by making the change to
after all, such an idea appeals to the index republic. | will tell him that we have been

pendence of the free spirited Australianold that we need to change to establish our
character—but he or she will not support sucldentity as a nation. Whoever thought we
an idea until chapter and verse of how it willwere not a nation? Ask those who fought for
operate is written down. Australia in both wars, in Korea and Vietnam,

They will wait and see, and that is exactl;}hose diplomats who represent us around the

what our fellow Australians are doing now—World and those who compete for us in sport.

watching and waiting to see what we will e are told that it is offensive to have the
decide. These wait-and-see people will followitizen of another country as the head of state.
their own judgments, and they are not likely=rankly, | think my undecided Australian
to be moved by political speeches. If theyriend,” like me, finds it offensive that the
form the big percentage of the Australiarhwner of the media which is manipulating the
people, as is suggested, they will ultimatelyying of the Australian people on this issue of
decide the republican debate. Most of themepuplicanism is the citizen of another coun-
are not motivated by loyalist sentiments or t_)yry, one who gave up his Australian citizen-
a blind allegiance to the British Crown. Theirspip his birthright. | will tell my undecided
motivation is that, before they relinquish &riend that, as | see it, this is a play for power
system that has been tested over a long timgy a select group which is manipulating the
they want to be sure that the replacemengpyblican movement and, if they are success-
system is as sound. ful in their cause, they will deliver a lethal

The duality of a fully functioning Governor- blow to the Federation of Australia as we
General and a Queen who has only the pow&pow it today.
to appoint and remove him may seem unlike- . .
ly in political theory, but it has considerable apr;wse;hﬁilré?wnéloHeﬁgrzltl CO\L/j\{{airt1 saelgl ?eng e‘:"r:]
support, because many Australians believ] 9 y P . PEOp

that it works. The primary problem facing ust% forget that we are a Federation. It was not
; T —until 5.15 p.m. on the third day that the fact

the people’s Convention, is to come up wi f Federation was mentioned. We are hearing

an alternative head of state system that offe lv one side of the storv: that of the

the safeguards, the democracy and the prach- Y y:

cal functioning which the present system wi

| ommonwealth. What we should be discuss-
give and at least the same level of confidenci

g in this country is the division of powers
in the new system which we have enjoye etween the Commonwealth and states. There
under the present one.

nothing surer in my mind than that one of
the states at least is going to reject this move
Unlike many of my fellow undecided to republicanism, and the framework of our
Australians, | have had the privilege of beindg-ederation will fall down. That may not
here—a unique and exciting experience foworry the republicans but it will worry the
which | am most grateful. | have been able taverage Australian, because our country will
hear all the arguments and to observe th® longer be one country, one nation. The
players for myself. | feel a very onerousfounding fathers came together to unite six
responsibility for my fellow undecided Aus-disparate colonies into the one great nation of
tralians. If one of them were to come into thisAustralia. This step to republicanism, if taken
chamber now and sit beside me in the badloo hastily, will be the first in a process of
row and ask me, ‘Mary, what is going on?’ disunification of our Australian nation. The
| would tell him that | have heard the argu-ederation has been the foundation on which
ments for the directly elected head of state ayur nation was built. The founding fathers
one appointed by a two-thirds majority ofwere truly great draftsmen, for they drew a
parliament, the argument why the reservdocument, the Constitution, which established
powers should be codified, and so far | hava federation—something unknown to English
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law—and into its fabric they built the checksKirby, now a judge of the High Court, to join
and balances of the English constitutionahustralians for a Constitutional Monarchy as
conventions. It was probably no mere overa foundation member some six or seven years
sight that they left the reserve powersgo, | did so quite willingly and without
uncodified. question. It has, indeed, been a long march.

Probably my undecided friend will ask me, Also, as the foundation secretary of the
‘Why did you come to this Convention?’ | Ethnic Communities Council of New South
will answer: to hear the arguments, to looRVales, | challenge the notion that all migrants
for the truth and to find the best form ofof ethnic origin other than Anglo-Celts sup-
government for Australia in the future. Shouldport a presidential republic. In fact, legions of
the Australian people want to change to &igrants fled from tyranny, totalitarianism
republic, we must have prepared for them and oppressive republics to Australia because
model which retains all the democratic proof its world-wide reputation for stability and
cesses of the present system. | believe tljgstice. Irish people often approach me and
McGarvie model does that. However, | wouldsay, ‘Mr Sutherland, we are not against the
suggest that, instead of the erstwhile govegonstitutional monarchy because we are Irish,
nors and retired judges, we appoint the siwe are not for a republic because we are
governors of the states as the committee. Thigsh; we are for the system of government
would remove the elitism which we are toldwhich will best serve the Australian people.’
would not be acceptable to our fellow Aus-The Irish are done a great disservice by those
tralians and would put in people who arevho suggest that they are automatically pro-
appointed by the Premiers of the electetepublican.

governments of the states. This would after serving in elected office for a period
strengthen the bonds of Federation. spanning the past four decades, principally in

The proponents of this change in the medigity and local government, | can say | am not
underestimate the complexity and the diffiPersonally uncomfortable with a legal titular
culty of the matter. We are contemplating &ader who lives in London, nor with my
fundamental change to our constitution and iPiritual leader who influences me more
that we are taking out an integral and basithtimately and resides in Rome.
element of it. To do so we will invoke section The Statutes of Westminster enacted by the
128 of the constitution. We are dealing withUnited Kingdom parliament in 1931, and
real law. This is the very being of our nationcorrespondingly by the Australian govern-
and its future. A former Australian—himselfment, conferred and confirmed on Australians
a lawyer—once said, ‘You can make a politiabsolute political independence in that the
cian out of a lawyer, but you cannot make &overeign must act on the advice of her
lawyer out of a politician. The role of the Australian ministers—usually the Prime
lawyer is to facilitate the safe progress andllinister. The sovereign has served us well,
passage of democracy.” Should the Australiafnot the other way around. The claim by
people choose to become a republic with thepublicans made at this Convention that the
amendment | suggested, the McGarvie modebvereign may, at some time, exercise the
is the model which will ensure the saferoyal prerogative, which was last done by
passage of our cherished Australian democr&ueen Anne on legislation in 1707, must be
cy. measured against the Statute of Westminster,

Mr SUTHERLAND —To paraphrase OscarSUpported by the Australia Act of 1986, which
Wilde, to fall in love with one’s country and Stréngthened the six sovereign states. The
its constitution is to commence a life-longl€Publican propaganda that we are not totally
romance. Neither my heritage, pure Celt—haff€€ must be challenged with vigour.

Irish, half Scottish—nor my adult life-long Conventions which have been crafted and
political party affiliation has enamoured meentrenched by centuries of British history and
to an Australian republic. When approachethw, with all the safeguards so bestowed on
by Lloyd Waddy QC and Judge Michaelall Australian citizens, are at risk and will be
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cheerfully abandoned by the republicans. Aame system, for example, Papua New Guinea
president could not be bound by them if he cand New Zealand. Also, Canada, which has
she chose to ignore them. All the freedomthe United States—the most powerful republic
and human rights enjoyed from Magna Carta the world—next door to it, is not inclined
onwards without Australia needing to have itso go for a republic. The shared titular head
own bill of rights are in danger of being lostof state is not at all an anachronism to them;
by Australian citizens. why should it be to us? The inevitability

elief is not convincing. Mr Chairman, | say

Referenda to make substantial alterations ou and to evervone that there are onl
our Constitution were described as a ‘labo y 1d to every D Yy
wo certainties in life, and the republic is not

of Hercules’ by the then Prime Minister, Mr fth
R.G. Menzies, when the referendum on th8M€ Of them.

Communist Party prohibition was lost in | cannot accept that an hereditary monarch
1951. How right he was! Only eight out of 42lacks contemporary relevance in some special
Commonwealth referenda have been succesy-unique way to Australia. Our Asian neigh-
ful since Federation. bours—Japan, Malaysia and Thailand—are
Th Its of f def d ref d ot impressed with that argument, nor are

P (f_'uxembourg and Belgium. All these countries

_Tht%se four mtﬂo;:uoE? ﬂﬁposals—]nnoc?ou@e recognised as among the most peaceful
In the sense hat, whilst they were important, g ,rogressive democracies in the world.
they could not, | would have thought, have

generated much opposition and excitement; | Mr Chairman, republics are not regarded by
supported them all—were: the recognition ogonstitutional monarchists as essentially evil;
local government in the Constitution; freedontather that they have in this century provided
of religion, of worship; just terms for propertythe preconditions for the emergence of some
acquired; the extension of the right to trial byof the most evil individuals in all history—
jury; four-year maximum terms for the housestalin, Hitler, Mao Zedong and Mussolini—
of the Commonwealth parliament; and faitvho, between them, were responsible for the
and democratic elections in all Australiarmurder of 100 million of their own people, as
government parliaments. They enjoyed up tgell as millions of others, during and since
80 per cent or more approval pre the p0||sWorId War Il. To that list of dictators can be
but resulted in approximately 30 per cenfidded Marcos, Sukarno, Pinochet, Idi Amin,
support for the ‘yes’ vote in the referenda>a@ddam Hussein and more in Africa. | think
because two major political parties opposetiwould also be asked to add Colonel Gaddafi
them. No referendum has ever been passt@ithat list.

which did not enjoy the support of all parties. There is a saying in Africa—apart from
The 1967 nexus—the ratio of House to Sena®outh Africa and Kenya—after each republic
members—was defeated on the lone opposs formed: ‘One person, one vote, once’. We
tion of the Democratic Labor Party and ehave been chided for mentioning the rise of
handful of dissident government senators. Nazism and Fascism in Germany and ltaly,

With the assured opposition of the NationaPut the reality is that the most highly educat-
Party of Australia, a republican referendum i€d and technically advanced country in
doomed. The most insidious and yet the mo&UroPe, pre-war Germany, permitted Hitler to
prevalent and nebulous claims for the republif€COMe prime minister, president and com-
are that ‘it is time’ or ‘it is time to move on’. mander-in-chief of its armed forces. The rest,
While the former, in a different context, had®S they say, is history.
relevance in a very successful election cam- The most unpleasant and reprehensible
paign some quarter of a century ago, it lackscident to emerge so far at this Convention
validity and credibility against our Constitu-is the demeaning and denigration of Bill
tion because there are no basic flaws arldayden by certain republicans using infer-
because there is no comparable movemeence, innuendo and direct reference to justify
from our nearest neighbours who enjoy théhe preferred two-thirds majority of both
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houses of parliament selection process ftitne republicans commit themselves to. They
exclude politicians so that never again wilhave not.

someone of his intellect and integrity be .\ A=HIN —Mr Chairman and deleg-

chosen. Assertions that his appointment WaSas | :
: . : es, if someone had said to me 12 months
a convenient way of removing him from the go that | would be at this Convention vigo-

parliament are particularly hurtful and harmfu - -
to many. | trust the new republic would hav%;usly debating the reasons Australia should

hecome a republic, | would have said they
mg:g Sgﬂiﬁ'gyagcgcgi’:s”esy than some of | ere kidding. If they had told me my col-

leagues would be people like my past political

Law changes can lead to some unintendetiversaries—people such as Neville Wran and
consequences and to people’s rights beirlgnnie George—I would have said they were
endangered or diminished. A recent event idreaming. But this simply illustrates the
New South Wales is an object lesson. On ihcreasingly wide and bipartisan support that
July 1994, the Local Government Act 1913he Australian Republican Movement, as the
was repealed and the new Local Governmentain pro-republican movement, enjoys. Even
Act 1993 was substituted. Surprisingly, at théhe National Party, the party to which | am
1995 local government elections it wasstill proud to belong, has other republicans
discovered that the universal practice, thetho have come out of the closet, and | know
requirement by law as a condition of beinghere are many more just behind the door. |
elected and holding office, had been removedvelcome the free vote offered to the Nats by
the requirement to make oaths or affirmationBeputy Prime Minister Tim Fischer yesterday.
of allegiance. They were no longer required. am sure that Ron Boswell is vastly relieved
It had been inadvertently overlooked, the Newthat he can now have that free vote.

South Wales coalition government explained. | came here with one simple premise: to see

But worse was to come. The governmenan Australian, one of us, as our head of
had changed and the Labor governmerstate—hardly a radical position and one for
refused to restore the two oaths or affirmawhich | think there is tremendous unanimity.
tions, stating that it preferred to leave it td believe that there are many reasons why
individual councils to arrange. | believe in theAustralia should become a republic and these
two years since none have done so. So thmve already been eloquently put by many
people lose out. There is no longer a legalpeakers in the Convention. The reason that
requirement for those 2,000-odd councillorsome have overlooked, however, particularly
elected to undertake to swear or to affirm tehose who support the status quo, is that the
serve the people to the best of their abilitAustralian people now want change. The last
and without fear or favour. Perhaps the thre20 years have shown a remarkable reversal of
delegates from New South Wales, all proepinion and in my view this will not change
republican—one is present in the chamber-but will only grow as the debate continues
can explain how this is satisfactory. and is more detailed. | must stress that, to me,

i this ; his is very much about what it is to be
Wc')\ﬁ)lldc%fgi\llf'%%'rz tré'rse'(}?b?”rtsp#b:'tcwefg atrg ustralian, what kind of society we are now,
advocate strengthening our democracy—fdynere \r/]ve uItl(;nater vyarj;]tolbet ?nd ZOW v&/e
example, by prohibiting retrospective Iegislah""i\slengt Z%%?Jt’Ber};?S?] Ilgasrinasor ivc\)lm:(iﬁsre]&
tion, a provision in the Finnish constitution;C tholic plot t t f 9 £ iniusti
by providing for citizen initiated referendum, aI olic plot Odg?t _evebn ?r pals 'njug. ICES,
=5 apples i Swizerand and many iates 215" ISR L= 00Ut i s
the USA. Proposition 13 in California, which ; :
froze tax rises, is a well-known measurel.JnderStand this point.

These and other similar issues such as en- also point out that for many, dare | say
trenching the flag, guaranteeing the right ofmost, republican supporters this is not about
private property and entrenching English a$975. In my opinion, talk of ‘keeping the
the national language ought all be things thatandle burning’ by Labor politicians is irrel-
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evant and unhelpful to the wider debateNowhere else in the world would people
However, even the most conservative persamderstand why a person with red hair is
must find it increasingly difficult to justify called Blue or why a strapping, six foot bloke
having at the top of our constitutional tree thés called Tiny or why our whole nation stops
monarch of another country on the other sidand celebrates because we won a boat race.
of the world; a country that, like Australia, Who else would eat vegemite and enjoy it?
has changed over the years and now sees @sir current head of state cannot truly experi-
future very much in Europe. Anyone who hagnce these Australian idiosyncrasies.
travelled there recently and lined up at the The world looks at us with envy. | believe
‘others’ queue whilst Europeans and Brits linghey admire our stable democracy, and our
up at the "preferred’ queue would know howphysical and cultural environment. We are
that must feel. seen as a young, vital nation, often with

Our constitutional head is chosen by birthachievements and influence disproportionate
right and is only a woman if there are nd© our relatively small population. Yet some
boys in the family. These are simply noteople here feel that we are incapable of
values that Australians ascribe to today. Ouirafting and agreeing constitutional change on
Prime Minister has correctly identified this, agin issue that most frankly agree is not radical,
have the Treasurer and many other senidfryou take my opening premise, and one that
figures of government. has mounting support from the Australian
There has been much talk of symbolismpeome' . .

Some have sought to dismiss this as merely SUrély the issue is not whether or not we
n, it is whether or not we will. It is indeed

symbolic change. | say to those people: whe - :
we win gold at the Olympic Games in Sydne)}he art of the possible and that involves open

and you see our flag run up the pole, oufinds on all parts and a consciousness of
national anthem sung and the gold meddynat is best for our country in the long term,
hung around our athlete’s neck, will you no ot what simplistic opinion polls might tell us
be proud of those symbols? Will you not feefiS year.

a catch in your throat as our anthem is the | would like to discuss one particular
one to be sung? Are these not mere symbagoposition briefly. | came to this Convention
too? Of course they are and of course they ags a member of the Australian Republican
important to us. Important symbols of aMovement, elected on a clearly enunciated
society are a way of uniting the people whalatform. | have been surprised at the number
hold those symbols dear. This debate and tigé other elected republicans who have come
move to a republic, which involves muchhere on a particular platform but with no
more than mere symbolism, provide us agetails. We believe our proposal is workable,
Australians with the opportunity to celebrateeasily understood and poses no threat to our
our nation and the symbols that represent it isystem of parliamentary democracy.

a way we never have before. Professor Craven earlier suggested an

| drove down here to Canberra on thdémpasse if a joint sitting of both houses could
Sunday prior to the Convention. It was &0t resolve on a president. | simply say that
beautiful morning and, free of my three little® More acceptable candidate should be pre-
children, | was actually able to enjoy soméented in that situation and that, in the inter-
quiet solitude and the physical qualities of ouy€ning time, the Deputy President, normally
country. | passed through Sydney’s suburd§€ senior governor, as is the situation now,
and took a trip around the world as | did sowould preside.
and then | passed into the bush. As always, | Prior to the Convention, we became aware
was struck by how truly unique our land is.of other models, particularly the McGarvie
Nowhere else in the world would you see thenodel. | also pay tribute to the contribution
trees, rocks, waterways, birds and animals thaf that debate. It is probably the most
we find in the Australian landscape. Nowhereninimal of all propositions and hence its
else in the world smells like our country.attraction to many conservatives. But at the
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end of the day it still simply rubber stampswhich the Senate can block supply have been
the decision by the Prime Minister and couldtlearly spelt out. The leader of the Labor
still give us a political appointment in theParty quietly consults the Labor president,
manner in which Bill Hayden was appointedvho, as a progressive, is a strong supporter of
some years ago. a more radical social agenda and indeed

In the last few months there has also beef@Mpaigned on this issue with some success
considerable discussion of the notion of &) her presidential election.
directly elected head of state. | would like to The nude sun bathing party senators are
dwell on this in particular for a few minutes.also unhappy at the government’s social
We in the ARM have not ruled out directconservatism, and the opposition is well
election because we are a bunch of autocratsware of this. It floats the blocking of supply
Our movement has spent years debating all ¢fith the crossbenches. It is agreed between
these issues in order to arrive at a model théie opposition leader and the president that
is deemed to be workable and likely to garnethe Senate can block supply and under full
the support of both sides of politics, essentialodification the president can dissolve the
at a referendum. | would just point out agparliament in these circumstances. So the
well, in response to an earlier speaker, that iopposition and minor parties combine to
Queensland, if we talk about votes, the ARMlock supply and the president grants a
got over 3,000 votes more than the Clendouble dissolution, as arranged with the
Jones group, and Michael Lavarch actuallppposition leader. An election is held and the
outpolled Clem Jones and below the lingoalition is again elected, although with a
votes. So we have support for our propositioreduced majority, and still does not have
in that state as well. control of the Senate.

Let us look at a hypothetical direct election So we have a hypothetical situation where
scenario. Following lively preselection cama government with a large mandate is thrown
paigns in the all the major political partiesout of office by a political deal involving a
President Labour gets elected in the year 20Qesident who only garnered 32 per cent of
for a five-year term. She has defeated thgoters’ first preferences. The coalition govern-
Liberal presidential candidate, the Hansoment is re-elected with a similar mandate
candidate, the Mack independent candidatgshile the partisan president does not have to
the nude sunbathing candidate and the bgxce the people for several more years and
nevolent Turnbull party candidate. The Labotannot, strictly speaking, be claimed to have
candidate for president gained only 32 pesbused her position because her actions and

cent of the primary vote but was elected withhose of the Senate have been set out in the
the preferences of the Hanson and the nudgll codification of powers.

sunbathing candidates. o No doubt some will say this could never
A year after that, the federal coalition is retappen, but | do not believe it is such a
elected to power with 48 per cent of theyacky scenario. What | am trying to do is
primary vote but still without control of the jjystrate the dangers of politicising the
Senate. The coalition introduces some toughpsition of president and creating the rival
social measures in the new conservativ@andate or power base that the Prime
century but these are not popular with all. Minister and others have talked about. To
One year after being elected polls show ipretend that the political parties can be kept
could be defeated if an election were heldout of presidential contest is naive in the
The government is trying to have its budgeéxtreme and delegates here would be guilty of
passed by the Senate but there is stroritying to pull the wool over the public’'s eyes
opposition to it from Labor and the minorityif they suggested this.
Left parties, although it is generally a fair The alternative is to strip the president of
budget. any powers. | do not believe this is desirable
As part of the full codification of the as Australians do not want their Constitution
powers of the president, the circumstances & radically altered as this would require. |
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feel that they are quite comfortable that, irvention, has focused more on the nationality
the event of a constitutional crisis, we have af the head of state rather than the change
figure that can act as an impartial umpire. from monarch to citizen.

So, in conclusion, the Australian Republican | support Australia becoming a republic
Movement believes that stability of govern-both because | want an Australian to be head
ment and the impartiality of the head of statef state and because | want a citizen, not a
is the key issue. For this reason, we haveonarch, to be head of state. | cannot con-
devised a method of appointment that weeive of, let alone accept, any argument why
believe ensures that political parties will behis country should not have an Australian as
forced to put their party politics aside inits head of state. But surely that cannot be the
choosing someone who will remain impartialonly concern. After all, if it is only the na-
We agree with the Australian people that wéionality of the head of state that we are
do not need a political head of state. bothered about, we could simply take up the

Mr BACON —Delegates and fellow Aus- proposal contained in submission No. 241
tralians, | say, as a Tasmanian who has note(iom Tasmanian Jim Campbell to this Con-
with some amusement, comments that thgEntion. That submission proposes that an
push for a republic is coming just from ustralian royal family be installed comprised
Melbourne and Sydney, that | am also ﬁ; it is claimed, direct descendants of George
republican. Perhaps | could use the commenY-
that | heard in Hobart last Friday that we Thankfully, at least those descendants who
Tasmanians, as residents of an island statgere contactable by the media last weekend
are perhaps tighter girt by sea than the rest of Tasmania did not support the idea. One
you. pointed out that, in a democracy, such a

In addressing the question of whetheProposal was unacceptable to him and, he
Australia should become a republic, on thi elieved, most Australians. Of course he was

the seventh day of the Convention, it wouldi9nt: We no longer view our ancestry as a
seem unlikely that a great deal new will b egitimate qualification for any position, let

said. | have enjoyed the contributions fronfiOne one as important as the head of state.

those who are speaking for the first time Changing to a republic means that we must
today, as | have enjoyed the contributionadopt a democratic process for choosing our
from every delegate during the week. Ohead of state. It means adopting a system
course, | have not agreed with very many obased on the sovereignty of the people. So if
the contributions. Some | have, some | haveee want an Australian citizen and not an
not, some | have agreed with in part and\ustralian monarch to be our head of state,
some | have disagreed with in part. But the question becomes how we are to select
think everyone here has come with the interene citizen from all of us who are citizens of
tion of clearly stating their views and seekinqAustralia. On this question, | have changed
to persuade others that the views they put arey opinion since we debated it in the House
right. So | do appreciate the opportunity tf Assembly in Tasmania last year. | then
state my position on the general question. supported the appointment of the president by
i ; two-thirds majority of the federal parlia-
e ol e that 18 ont. Whilst I still believe that that model is
jigsaw picture that is our own view of Aus- Vastly superior to either no change or the

tralia and an important step in clarifying theVicGarvie model, | am now convinced that,
view of our country that others in the worlgWithout a direct role for the Australian people
have. Ensuring that we have an Australialf} the appointment of our head of state, too
citizen as our head of state is a change, in @y Australians will feel disappointed and
view, which should be delayed no longer€Ven cheated and may vote down ﬁ change
However, | do think some of the pro-republi-that they feel is just not good enough.

can speakers at this Convention, and much of There is no doubt that most Australians

the public debate, at least prior to the Corbelieve that a change to a republic will give
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them a direct say in the appointment of théhree nominations to go forward to election.

head of state. Every test of public opinion hasVhilst there are some strong views both here
shown this. In fact, in the paper circulated byand in the community against politicians

Gary Morgan last week, he claimed that théeing involved, | point out that members of

only question his organisation had put tgarliament do face election and judgment, and
people for over 40 years was whether theyegularly at that, by all Australians.

support the monarchy or a republic with an the model proposes a new sort of election

elected president. The Newspoll published ify iy view, with expenditure, advertising and

today’sAustralianand a further Morgan poll campaign support regulated and provided
which has been circulated verifies that that ig,o,gh a single non-partisan body. It greatly
the opinion as expressed in opinion polls. Ofgquces the bogey of additional cost by

course, | accept the difficulties that somepecifying that the election for head of state
delegates have with opinion polls. Howevery,,iq”" he held simultaneously with every
| think we can accept them in the same sen

¥econd House of Representatives election.
that we accept speaker after speaker standifggyy put crucially, it addresses the vexed

up here claiming to have the support of theestions of dismissal and partial codification

Australian people. The truth is that all of u§p, 3 rejatively simple and straightforward way

have some supporters amongst the Australigfa; reinforces the primacy in all necessary

people. None of us can claim to have thesgpects of a government and Prime Minister

support of all the Australian people. who hold the confidence of the House of
So, are the other people who want to haveepresentatives.

a direct say in the election of a head of state prior to the Convention, most people

wrong, confused or just plain ignorant, as aelieved that such a model had no chance of
least some opponents of direct election havgccess and of course they might still be
told us? Or have they picked up on thgyoved quite correct. Perhaps that was be-
essential feature of the change from a consiayse most people, myself included, grossly
tutional monarchy to a republic, a systemynderestimated this Convention. It has been,
based on the sovereignty of the people?  for me, and | know for many other delegates

| congratulate the direct presidential electiothat | have spoken to, a fascinating experi-
group for coming up with a direct electionence. Its make-up reflects the diversity of our
model that satisfies the desire of the Austracommunity, not perfectly of course, but at
ian people for a direct role in a republic and!éast all conceivable points of view are
in my view, answers the various problemgepresented here. For a parliamentarian used
that have been raised against the populf more predictable outcomes, the willingness
election model, though of course it may stillef many delegates to listen to opposing views
be improved by further suggestions fronfind to be convinced by argument has been
delegates. It starts from the premise that aRarticularly refreshing.
Australian citizens are eligible for election, Already a wide consensus has been
excluding only those who retain allegiance tachieved on the overdue but nevertheless
a foreign power and serving members ofvelcome recognition of Aboriginal and Torres
Commonwealth, state and territory parliaStrait Islanders as the original occupiers of
ments. It specifies that the head of stateur land, on the multicultural diversity of our
cannot be a member of a political party.  modern Australian community and that our

It has an open nomination system an@resent constitutional arrangements have

includes the right of states, territories an@enerally served us well over nearly a centu-
local government to put forward nominations’Y- These, t0o, are all important pieces of the
It has a gatekeeper system, as it must d§gsaw that makes up our view of modern
After all, we cannot have an election withustralia that I referred to earlier.

dozens, if not hundreds, of candidates. The The challenge over the next few days,
gatekeeper system would be where a twgparticularly for the clear majority now on the

thirds majority of federal parliament endorsedecord in favour of a change to a republic, is
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to strive for agreement on the best model to Secondly, Australia is a diverse nation
put to the Australian people. As one of aonsisting of people from many cultures but
growing number, | am in favour of a directcommitted to one nation. Our governmental
election. | hope we can convince you that nagtructures should reflect this and it is simply
only is a republic without a direct role for theunacceptable to have the ultimate public
people not the best model and perhaps noffice which by law cannot be filled by an
even a true republic, but it is also going dowrAustralian. Thirdly, and flowing from the
a path which is likely to be rejected by thesecond reason, a head of state who is a
people we are all here representing. hereditary monarch is fundamentally undemo-
Mr LAVARCH —In the next three days we cratic and at odds with basic norms of human

will decide the fate of whether our nation hadgights. In contrast to the American constitu-
an Australian as our head of state. Make npgon, Which is concerned about proclaiming
mistake, if delegates supporting an Australiafuman rights, our Constitution through its
head of state irretrievably divide on thecréation of the head of state sends out the
preferred model, then we will not achieve thi€PPOSIte message.

constitutional change. A republic is not The rules which govern who shall be
inevitable and the current momentum willAustralia’s head of state are contained in the
stall if republicans lose sight of their principallaws of royal succession. These rules are
goal. That goal—our all-embracing goal—utterly inconsistent with current community
must be an Australian head of state. values and the laws of Australia. The rules

The model to achieve that goal is seconProvide that Roman Catholics and persons
dary. In this endeavour, the end is vastly mor@arrying Roman Catholics are excluded from
important than the means. This is because i€ throne, that the monarch must be in
the great sweep of time the referendum t§ommunion with the Church of England,
establish a republic will give us only one finaldeclare himself or herself to be a protestant
utterly irreversible outcome and that is thexind swear to maintain the established church-

end of the constitutional monarchy. es in England and Scotland.

Over time other things may well change: The framers of the Australian Constitution
the structure of the parliamentary system willetermined that it should be made clear that
evolve; the federation may alter; a constituthere was no established church in Australia
tional bill of rights might be adopted; and wein the way such a church exists in the United
may one day embrace an executive presidelkingdom. Whatever may be the historical
cy. All of these changes can occur if theeasons for the British position, no such
republic referendum is successful, but whagonsiderations were thought appropriate to
will never occur is a change to restore théustralia even at the time of Federation. As
monarchy. There will never be a politicalthe constitutional advisory committee on
party, a leader or a popular movement whicBxecutive government observed, the fact that
aims to replace an Australian head of statée monarch must be a member of the Church
with a foreign monarch. of England is not appropriate to Australian
conditions and it is inconsistent with the spirit

The threshold question is this: is the re- ; o - PF
placement of the monarchy with an Australiaég;rsteggtgsl,m of the Constitution which, in

head of state of itself of sufficient importanc
for delegates to put aside legitimate and more - no religious test shall be required as a qualifi-
consensus model? For me the answer is @@mmonwealth.

resounding yes and | will explain why. First-If the head of state in the Australian republic
ly, an Australian head of state would reflectvere regarded as holding office under the
our status as an independent and autonomo@smmonwealth, it would follow that the
nation. It is symbolically important. It is a Commonwealth parliament could not impose
symbol which tells ourselves and the world @n that office a religious test of the kind
lot about our beliefs and what we stand for.which currently applies to the British monarch
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and consequently to our head of state. Equalthie structure of our parliamentary system of
objectionable is the requirement that if thehe creation of a separate source of political
reigning monarch has children, sons succeedithority.

before daughters—that is, the oldest male thg gjrect election model pursued by some
child will succeed to the throne in the placgygiegates attempts to address these structural
of older female children. This requirement igsq,e5. My principal criticism of the model is
difficult to reconcile with Australia’s 10ng- {he manner in which it proposes to deal with
standing and proud history of electoral equalizypflict hetween the House of Representatives
ty for men and women and of the legislative,,q {he Senate over the passage of a budget.
recognition by the parliament of the need t§he model provides that the head of state
proscribe discrimination on the basis 0fpa| not dissolve the House of Representa-
gender. tives by reason of the rejection of or the

Women have achieved the highest officefailure to pass a money bill unless the govern-
of the parliament and will no doubt one dayment begins to act illegally.

0bta|n the office of Prime Mi.nistel’, which is Presumab|y1 such |||ega||ty would occur by
the pinnacle of the executive governmenigpending money that has not been appropriat-
There is of course no legislative prohibitioneq. Even then, dismissal could not take place
to a woman holding that office. Equally, inyntil the High Court had determined that the
the judiciary, women have reached the highegbyvernment was, in fact, acting unconstitu-
levels of judicial office. Again, there is notjonally. The outcome, therefore, is a political
constitutional limitation on a woman perform-stand-off between the government and a
ing any judicial office within Australia. In hostile Senate which must be resolved in the
short, it could be no longer contemplated th&iolitical domain. That, of itself, is fine, but
legislation or practice would see the appointhe prospect of the government not acting
ment to public office depending on the gendsflegally, but simply not spending money by

of the person concerned, even for the head gfosing down the services of government, is
state and perhaps, most importantly, for thgimply not acceptable.

iti fh f . . . .
position of head of state I will not accept public servants being

These current arrangements cannot kgcked or pensions and benefits not being
allowed to continue. Australia must have itgaid because people will not confront the core
own head of state. The method by which thigssue of the power of the Senate to block
is achieved is a lesser consideration to gainingupply. | suspect that advocates of direct
the change itself. | understand the genuinglection would like to remove that power, but
desire of some delegates to promote a repubtio not do so because of their correct political
can model which incorporates direct electiojudgment that such a proposal would attract
of the head of state. | understand and recogeo much community opposition.

nise that popular opinion, as reflected in If you accept my starting point that the

opinion polls, is very much behind direct L
election being a central feature of the nev\r/eplacement of the constitutional monarchy

: ith an Australian head of state is the prima
system. However, | also_ believe that such glim and that we should not be suckgd in ?é
model will ultimately fail at a referendum g

without there being a major shift in the statejibroader agenda of reform, then the question

" . . : which model will get us there? It is my
positions of the federal Liberal and Nationa udgment that direct election will not. You

parties. can imagine a campaign with the Labor Party,
When the Keating cabinet decided upon marious progressive groups in society, the
republican model, it rejected direct electionARM and some Liberals pitted against the
It did so for both policy and political reasons.leadership of the Liberal and National par-
The policy reasons have been well canvasséiés, the ACM and a variety of right-wing
by a number of delegates, and | will noigroups—the same forces which drove a
restate them in any detail. Essentially, thegtarting point of 70 per cent of Australians in
turn around the concern about the impact osupport of the 1988 referendum down to 30
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per cent when the vote was actually takercan all take great pride. But the progress of a
They would be pitted against direct electionnation is a dynamic process and we must all

To an extent, those forces will be pitted®® Prepared to listen to each other in this

against any model but, with not direct elecmportant debate.

tion, the mainstream political conservative My friend and colleague Peter Costello said
parties will not be adding legitimacy to thehere that he is ‘for change not because of
opposition. Think very closely and carefullywhat others may think of us but because of
about this, delegates. If you want an Austrawhat we think of ourselves’. | can understand
ian head of state, think carefully about wheththat sentiment. | can understand the strong
er you will get there with direct election. emotion?jll_ pull tg address what appefars to bei
- a contradiction between our sense of nationa
Proceedings sug;.)oeg%ﬁ(]jmfrom 1.08 p.m. to identity and the issue of our head of state.

. | recognise that the desire for change in our
Senator NEWMAN—Like every other cqonstitutional arrangements tends to be
delegate to this convention, | feel very PriVi-stronger and more commonplace in my
leged to be involved in such an importantnidren’s generation than in my own. |
task. I have found the debates and the workamain to be convinced of the need for
ing parties | have been involved in verychange, but, given that the nation is engaged
valuable in assisting me to come to My gebate about essentially our head of state,
position. | am part of a generation which hag gy passionately for the right of the Austral-
known the great strengths and protectiopy people to be given a responsible alterna-
which our present constitutional arrangementgye to our present constitutional arrangements
have afforded. so that they may make the judgment.

Despite some of the rhetoric which has |t js for this reason that | believe that the
flowed here, under our constitutional systemyroposal that we have come to know as the
Australia has developed into a proud, indenmcGarvie model most fully meets the test of
pendent and democratic nation. We have ongresponsible alternative to our current consti-
of the strongest democracies in the world. Wgytional arrangements. In my view, the serious
have been, and continue to be, good interngefects inherent in the popular election of the
tional citizens, ready to protect peace and tRead of state, with its creation of a rival
play our part in humanitarian operationsyower source to executive government, the
around the world. Our men and women aéerious erosion of the Senate’s capacity to act
arms have served their country with skill anas a check on government and the all but
courage and with a fierce pride in beingmpossible task of the codification of the
Australian. reserve powers, are avoided in the McGarvie

| have listened very carefully over the lastmodel.
few days to the arguments being put as Delegates should be under no illusions: the
justification for a change in our presentmost effective way of ensuring that a politi-
constitutional arrangements, but | have natian becomes president is to select popular
been convinced of the need for changeslection as the means of appointment. The
However, our task is to frame a questiogreat cost associated with popular election
which recognises the legitimate aspirations afill ensure the major political parties, with
a great many Australians to achieve constitutheir infrastructure and expertise, will enjoy
tional change while ensuring the overwhelman almost unassailable advantage over indi-
ing merit inherent in our present system ofiduals.

governance is protected. Also of concern would be the influence
| want to make it perfectly clear that | dowhich major corporations, industry groups or
not walk away for one moment from mysingle-issue lobbyists may achieve by bank-
confidence in the present constitutionatolling a successful candidate. In other words,
arrangements. They have served us well. Thelespite regular elections—many already feel
have enabled us to build a nation in which weve have them too frequently—to elect a
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couple of hundred people in the Senate artie hands-on expertise of those who have a
the House of Representatives, we are told wiest-hand knowledge of what the job entails.
still need to elect another single individuaMoreover, it would ensure that the member-
with enormous power to call the ultimateship of the council had a deep and abiding
shots. | just cannot agree. understanding of the critical importance of the

The various attempts to make the selectioﬁonvemions which are such a strong feature
f our present system.

of a head of state by the parliament more us&
friendly have not greatly improved the situa- Mr Chairman, | would like to table and
tion. The problem for me is that the successsommend to delegates a paper which was
ful candidate will still be able to claim that presented by Mr McGarvie to the Australian
magic word ‘mandate’ with all that thatInstitute of Management in 1993 entitled
implies. Solutions to the mandate issue inGovernorship in Australia today: the role and
clude limiting the powers of the head of statéunction of the governor in a parliamentary
in one way or another. This inevitably woulddemocracy’. | think that many Australians
mean that there would need to be a conswould be quite unaware of what | would call
quent reduction in the powers of the Senatéhe ‘invisible duties’ of a head of state. Fete

| do not believe that Australians want theopening is just a small part of the job descrip-
power of the Senate to be reduced—aniion. | fear that there has not been sufficient
certainly not my Tasmanian constituents—sattention given here to the important contribu-
the head of state must retain the power to ation which our head of state makes to the
as an umpire in a situation of parliamentarghecks and balances of the very sophisticated
deadlock. system of parliamentary democracy estab-

There are two matters of detail in theIIShed by compact between the founding

McGarvie model which | would like to briefly staFes over 100 years ago. , ]
address. Firstly, with regard to the Constitu- Like other delegates, | see this Convention
tional Council which would receive the Prime2s being one important step in helping Aus-
Minister's nomination, | think it is not well tralians understand the intricacies and the
understood that this would be established fofalue of the system we already have. While
a short period each time a head of state waRis has been a great exercise, | urge all
to be nominated—hardly another layer oflelegates not to underestimate the corrosive
government, as some people debating ha@d counterproductive forces which may be
said. It would be consulted by the Primeunleashed by the inordinate delay in resolving
Minister. It would have the right to encouragehe constitutional questions if we do not
or to warn, although ultimately it would eithercomplete our task. We cannot hand it on to
accept the Prime Minister's advice or resignothers, as has been suggested today.
Mr McGarvie’s concept replaces the monarch To those delegates who feel that adoption
with a council. It has been criticised as beingf the McGarvie model is a difficult compro-
elitist. Why? We are all for elitism in sport. mise of their position, | can only say that it
Isn’t it desirable to have some of the mosis a difficult compromise of my position as
respected Australian citizens appoint ouell. But compromise is not a dirty word.
Australian head of state? After all, the federal compact was itself a
Secondly, | am rather attracted to a variCOmMPromise brought about through negotia-
ation of Mr McGarvie’s Constitutional Coun- 10N by people committed to achieving a
cil, that is, by substituting a college com-neble purpose. After all, the small colonies
prised of a retired governor from each of thdk€ Tasmania were only prepared to sign on
six states. This would provide importan@fter they were guaranteed an equality of
symbolism of the involvement of the federat'UMPers in the Senate—and the more popu-
ed states. Speaking again as a representat/Q&S colonies were not too keen on that.
of Tasmania, | am particularly keen to ensure The McGarvie model’'s great appeal is that
that the role of the states in our federation ig maintains the strengths and safeguards of
in no way diminished. It would also provideour present democracy and is least likely to
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strain our federation. Although | have madéMr Howard lies only with the truly Machia-

it clear that | believe our existing systemvellian strategy on behalf of the monarchists.
serves us well, | strongly endorse the am referring to a scenario elucidated by a
McGarvie model as the most appropriate anféw which would see the monarchists backing
responsible alternative to be put to the Ausa republican model that had no hope of
tralian people. But by way of postscript lethipartisan support and therefore little chance
me say that, whether Australians vote tof success in a referendum. | am heartened by
retain a constitutional monarchy or to movehe vehement rejection of such a notion by
to a republic, | hope that in our centenarynany monarchists and will be watching with
year we will have our first female Governor-interest, as will many, in the remaining days
General or president as the case may bef this conference.

because it is long overdue. We must not forget that this Liberal govern-
Senator LUNDY—I would like firstly to ment has officially opposed the republic until
acknowledge the Ngunnawal people. | amow, where we have witnessed the most
honoured to have this opportunity to addreggrofound backdown by the Prime Minister in
this Convention as a representative of thbis authorisation of a conscience vote on
Australian Labor Party. Although appointedbehalf of Liberal Party members. But he had
to this Constitutional Convention, | have, a0 choice. Such is the power of this place;
senator for the Australian Capital Territorysuch is the power of the people at this Con-
been elected by the people. Therefore, Vention.
would like to thank and acknowledge the ity jts unique—and contentious in the
support that has been forthcoming from thgst instance—method of selection and
Canberra and regional community for thejection of delegates, this Convention has
Labor Party’s continued enthusiastic SUPPOfhanaged to harness the imagination and the
and leadership for an Australian head of staf@erest of both the mainstream media and the
and the move to an Australian republic. people of Australia—put whichever one you
The Labor Party has proudly advocated thike first. Hence, this Convention is arguably
timely progression of our country to a repubthe most significant single contribution to
lic and in the course of this debate it must beivic education that this nation has ever
acknowledged that the model initially pro-experienced. On this basis alone, | acknow-
posed by Labor was a compromise in the firdedge ex post justification for the whole
instance. The momentum behind that modegbrocess and hope that it can be a guiding light
including the campaign by the Australianin further active participation using an elected
Republican Movement, was borne of practicahodel such as we have experienced here.
acknowledgment that the Australian electorate 14 equcate citizens about their democratic
was unlikely to support extensive constitutionfights and political institutions is to empower
al change. a community. It is the confidence that comes
It is quite ironic that this Constitutional with understanding these rights that creates
Convention was the political solution of athe active citizen. The challenge before
Liberal Party desperate to get the AustraliaAustralia’s political leaders is to inspire
republic off the political agenda. The terms ofveryone to want to partake in such an educa-
reference were narrowed in a deliberatéve process and, failing this ideal, to ensure
attempt to prevent this Convention fronthat everyone at least has the opportunity.
venturing into areas that constitute progressive Tpig brings me to one of the greatest

reforms. The argument presented by the,nragictions in this debate. | am compelled
government that their narrowness would helgy gqgress it, as it goes to the heart of how |
focus discussion is proven false by the clumsysiionalised my decision to stand for public
construct of those terms. office. | know that place that is so familiar to
Nonetheless, | feel that this Conventiorgeneration X—the complete rejection of the
developed a life of its own last week and thainstitutional structures that have guided our
any hope of manipulation of the outcome bylemocracy; what could almost be described
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as genetically programmed cynicism detemhy is this system so resistant to change, as
mined on the basis of generation. In retrois evidenced by the failed referenda of the
spect, | think | understand what makes theast? If it is the politicians themselves, why
difference. are perceived non-performers continually

In my attempt to analyse this sentiment ifeturned to parliament? That is a broad state-
the context of this debate, | returned to mynent, and | do not want to make too fine a
years prior to being elected to public office taP0int of it, because there are obviously some
look for clues. It was not the system or mysPecific problems in some quarters.
perceived alienation as an individual; the | think it is time to put the politics back
basis for my cynicism—and it was extreme—into this debate. Do you think that the polls
could be found in my frustration with how that indicate a call for a president with broad-
things were. The solution was to try to changer powers may bear any relationship to the
things. perception that our current leader is lacking

My social conscience developed from mywith respect to leadership? Think about it. |
experience on a building site. | had no underrgue that it is the policies and the conduct of
standing of social theory, let alone politicalgovernments and individual politicians that
science, but getting involved through policreate dissatisfaction, disillusionment, disen-
tics—initially in the Labor movement and franchisement and, ultimately, cynicism. This
then as a community activist—gave me th@ill not be solved by the shallow distraction
words, the concepts and the means by whidhat a glamorous presidential election process
| felt | was contributing meaningfully and Will create.
positively to the pursuit of the notions that | do not believe it is appropriate that the
formed the basis of what my ideals were angrocess of becoming a republic should be
are. used in this way. No-one knows this game

The contradiction | speak of can be foundetter than the minor parties and independ-
in the argument that the panacea for thiénts. Itis no surprise that the most vehement
pervasive decline in the confidence of Ausattack on the system and the parliamentarians
tralians in our parliaments and politicians igomes from these quarters. So | say: get off
to have a direct election for the republicarthe grass; be not spoilers. People are looking
head of state. We have heard that this oufor dignity and pride, and it is here and it is
come is the only one that will restore thepassionate. But under a government whose
confidence of citizens in their democraticpolicies alienate, that energy is disparate,
system and that citizens are crying out fonegative and fuels discontent.

greater participation in the democratic pro- Australians will not be patronised. | know
cesses of Australia. | am not the first person to utter those words

| put it to you, delegates, that this contrain this place. The most blatant example | can
diction can be found here. Those who argugee of patronising Australians would be to
for increased democratic processes are inh@mbark upon an elaborate exercise to elect a
ently criticising the existing democraticpresident who will have no political power to
processes. Where is the consistency? | coaffect change. The message given is, ‘Please
tend that the answer lies in the policies, thenderstand, we are humouring the angst and
politics, the issues; what the governments adiscontent that you may have for our political
there to do, to enact; what they represent. Thgocesses, but if you vote for a powerless and
policies and the ability of the government ofsymbolic president, you might be fooled into
the day to service the needs and satisfy tHeelieving that things might get better.’
aspirations of all Australians is what guides | g not think this is good enough. There
this degree of angst. are many models for achieving a republic that

The push for a direct election is more abouwill serve adequately. Since this Convention
politics than it is about active democracydid develop a life of its own, | am confident
Consider these points. If it is the currenthat an outcome—a hybrid model that cap-
political system that is alienating Australianstures the strengths of all the ideas put before
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us—will emerge to unite the republicans. Thi$ submit that the answer is if, and only if, the
Convention will then be in a position topeople want it. If we look around the world
provide guidance and direction to a governand back into history, it is not hard to find
ment that is lacking in these attributes. examples of very good and very bad monar-

The time is so right for Australia to becomechies and, on the other hand, very good and
a republic. There are many positive reasonéery bad republics.
for embarking upon this process. | would just | believe the crucial factors are not whether
like to go through a couple of points that thishe Constitution falls within a monarchist or
opportunity presents: it is an opportunity taepublican framework but whether the consti-
acknowledge the original occupants of thigutional provisions are well thought out and,
land; it is an opportunity to provide for most importantly, have the wholehearted
proportional gender representation; it is agupport of the people. Nevertheless, in the
opportunity to assert our national identity irminds of many here, there is no doubt that the
an increasingly global economy; it is amature of the framework is crucial. They state
opportunity to rectify dangerous ambiguity inwith equal conviction that we must or must
the reserve powers of our head of state; it isot change. Some have devoted enormous
an opportunity to lock in an ongoing processime, energy and financial resources to pro-
of constitutional reform and rights; and it ismoting their ends, but to what extent do the
an opportunity to address the irrelevance gdeople support those ends?
the monarchy in Australian society. In closing Let me take you out of the Canberra cocoon
my remarks, | want to thank each and eveny,. "y oment and let me take you back to the
person who took the time to write or e-maileq \orid to a public forum organised in
me about their views on the republic debatg:

. i obart by the Constitutional Centenary
%ﬁlg S:Scz%tévgscglllz?r?es daglg gasten;ursgrg part @5undation during the election campaign. The

first thing to note is that there were only
DEPUTY CHAIRMAN —Before calling about 30 people present. The second is that
Mr Eric Lockett, | draw the attention of the the only invited speakers were from the ARM
Convention to the presence of a most distirand the ACM—anyone else is clearly seen to
guished South African jurist, Mr Justicepe irrelevant. The speakers in turn argued
Richard Goldstone, in the chamber. Mr Justicgheir cases that it is crucial that we do or do
Golds_tone was born in 1938. He was appoinfot change to a republic.
ed a judge of the Appellate Division of the . .06 question time. An ordinary

ﬁuprbeme Cpurtt_ in 1f9§]9'CSinC(t3.tJ#|y 1|934 Nllow from a working class suburb stood up
as been a Justice of the Lonstitutional Lourk,,y 44 ys of his problems and concerns.

As many delegates will remember, from 199 hey were problems and concerns shared by

tg 1994 he se;rvled as chairpg_rsonpoglﬁgﬁmst Australians. He then asked the speakers
V_orlnmlssmr:j Iot' r)gutl_ry rerg];_a[] Ing t' kl) what difference it would make to his life if
lolence and Intimidation which came 10 D€, ,qiralia does or does not become a republic.
known internationally as the Goldston he speakers being honest people, as all
%oménl:_ssflo;. And ftrom %%?4 tlj’nl.t%%ﬁﬁet."(\)’ﬁ% asmanians are, agreed that in fact it would
e Chiet Frosecutor of the Uni alioNgake no difference. Did the questioner finish
International Criminal Tribunals for the up voting for me or did he, like 54 per cent

];OJ{n(xeY:%oﬁfXgi%%dbRW%TJ?a'rgggrrlc'gogb Australians, simply discard his ballot
’ y your p per? | leave you to speculate.

you are very welcome among us. i i h media attention f
. | is easy with so much media attention for

DELEGATES—Hear, hear! i us to get carried away with a sense of our
DEPUTY CHAIRMAN —And now, with  own importance. Perhaps it would do each of

no hint of anticlimax, | call Mr Eric Lockett. ys no harm to take a look at Luke 6:26,
Mr LOCKETT —Mr Deputy Chairman, which says:

fellow delegates: to be or not to be, that is thgvoe to you when all men speak well of you, for

guestion. Should Australia become a republiaBat is how their fathers treated the false prophets.
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It is easy to convince ourselves that we haver ignored by those in power, hence their
a mandate to impose our own views. But thenistrust of politicians. This has been called a
reality is that for every five Tasmanian elecpeople’s convention. In reality, it is nothing
tors only one said, ‘I support the monar-of the sort. Over 60 per cent of the delegates
chists,” and one said, ‘| support the republinames were known to me before | came here,
cans.” The other three by choosing nonalthough | had met not one of their owners.
aligned candidates or more likely discarding hat seems to me a pretty fair indication of
their ballot-papers said, in effect, ‘Neither oftheir ineligibility for the title ‘ordinary
the above.’ citizen'.

They have heard the hyperbole from one Delegates are diverse and have much to
side that if we do change the sky will fall incontribute, but we are by and large a power
and we will lose all our democratic rights ancelite. One could talk about the over represen-
freedoms and from the other that if we do nofation of politicians, lawyers and academics
change we will be unable to hold our headand the under representation or non-represent-
high and the country will go into economication of many other walks of life. The point
decline. They have heard this and they have that, with half of the delegates appointed
said, If not a ‘pox on both your houses’, themand the other half elected in a contest domi-
at least ‘pull the other leg; that playSod nated by two large power groups in which
Save the Queen-or Advance Australia Fair |ess than half the people voted, we are a
as the case may be.’ grossly unrepresentative body—a grossly

It is tempnng for those who oppose aunrepresentati.ve bOdy It seems hlghly unlil_<e—
republic to call on the fear of the unknown tdy that the voting pattern of such a body will
bolster their cause, but a timid failure to movdruly reflect the will of the people.
forward for fear of the unknown would betray There is a feeling at large that the time to

the spirit that built this nation. On the othergyt our ties with the Queen is near but we
hand, | suppose there has always been spould do so only if and when a good majori-
Streak Of C|aSS pre]ud|ce and ant|'Br|t|Shy of the people are ready and on terms
prejudice in Australian republicanism. Happilyagreeable to them. Incidentally, 1 still have a
that has been largely restrained here. Prejlingering feeling that we should also be
dice is a no more acceptable motivation fopsking them how they would prefer their head
such decisions than is fear. Make no mistakey state to be chosen rather than presuming
we owe an enormous debt to Britain. To denyhat we know best. Nevertheless, | will con-
that is to deny our history. tinue working towards what seems to be the
To pick up Ms Schubert’s metaphor frommost acceptable republican model. However,
last week, a young adult leaving home neeld will not participate in any vote which
not renounce his or her parents. Denial afresumes to tell the people what their deci-
parentage is a sign not of adulthood but a$ions should be on whether or not we become
adolescence. Let us not take Australia back @ republic.
adolescence by, for example, deleting refer- g, rhermore, 1 will do what | can to prevent
ence to our British origins from the flag. Letina  convention from destroying whatever
us grow up. It was notable that the displayg egipility it has built up from its very low
at Ausflag last night were remarkable not SQtarting point by acting in such a high-handed
much for wha_t they included but for what,onner. If the people eventually approve a
they excluded; namely, that reference t0 OWhange, | will happily accept their decision,
British origins. and | hope the monarchists will too. If the
Most Australians are, unlike this body,people reject it, | will be no less happy.
largely indifferent to whether we become @owever, | believe that in that case there
republic or not. But they care passionatelghould be a moratorium on any further such
about our fundamental freedoms and dem@roposals for at least 10 years. To put it
cratic egalitarianism. They believe in a fair gdbluntly, the republicans will have spoken up,
for all. They do not like being pushed aroundas is their right, put up and if they do not get
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up they should shut up. Let us have an end twur delegates have realised—because it is an
the divisions. elitist model.

Ms AXARLIS —I am honoured and privi- | therefore go to the other two models: the
leged to have been appointed to this Convefrodel that | came determined to defend—that
tion. | stand before you as part of that compos, the two-thirds majority of parliament, with
site heritage. | have been fortunate and simple majority for dismissal and appoint-
blessed to represent Australia in a very smament by the Prime Minister. Then | wondered
way in the world of opera, to represent it invhy |, as a person who so often speaks
the finest opera houses of this world and t@round Australia on quality management and
have lived for at least 23 years in some of then processes which should have the total

countries whose models you propose. involvement of all employees, was reluctant
) ) to vote for a direct election because, ladies
| have been excited by being able to segq gentleman, vox populi, vox Dei—the

Shakespeare in the state of its origins. | haugice of th le is the voice of God
been charmed by the magic of the city (;?‘olce o the people 1S the voice of L0¢.

Edinburgh, recalling the novels that I studied | éturn to the two-thirds parliamentary
as a young child in Australia. But equally 1maority, and 1 wonder why we have such a
have felt magnetised by standing at Delphi ifegative opinion of our politicians. Like Janet
the part which the ancient Greeks called thElo/mes a Court, | am absolutely in awe and
navel of the earth as I did when | approacheffSPECt, and my respect has grown as | have
Uluru and was able to finally improve mysat in the chamber for the last few days. | say

education which was sadly lacking in théat if we do have a negative image of our
oliticians, it is our responsibility to change

culture and the beauty of the indigenouﬁat perception. | call upon the media also to
eople, in immersing myself in their paintin o . e
pPeope, N | ng myset | W paint gfdo something about it. Our politicians are a

with their circles which are all-embracing o X

the earth and its creatures. We are a compfuly representative body of government. We

site of all this. have elected them; we have chosen them. But

o ~ if we keep getting negative images rather than

To be a republic is to shed the last vestigehe day of constructive work and decision

the last symbol. For Australia, the Britishmaking that has taken place, it is no wonder

Empire no longer exists. _I_f you had anythat we are getting sceptical.

doubt, be assured the umbilical cord was Cut\y/e have heard some wonderful presenta-

when Britain entered the Economic Union. Iti;ns here from our young delegates. | am
is time now to complete that process. If YO na,aq at how articulate they were, yet we
have any doubt, stand as | did, and as | haye, e seen very little of it. | am glad that this

d%r:e rgany timesb, in .ap.p“:ﬁCthﬁ fEngIan changing as the Convention progresses. We
either by se€a or by air, In the "All Toréign 5heneq our minds and our hearts.

passports’ line—I, as an Australian, while the o
Germans, the Greeks, the Italians and theYVe really have two models: a direct model

French were able to come through the gat%ghich concerns me inasmuch as, although |

quickly as members of the Economic Unionnave been frustrated by the states in trying to
establish a national system of new apprentice-
Ms PANOPOULOS INTERJECTING — = ships and traineeships, | must defend equal

Ms AXARLIS —Please mind your mannersiepresentation of all states in the Senate; |
name. Please be assured that, in the eventft we will have true representation for all
a republic, | can only vote for a system thaf\ustralians.
assures us of the wonderful democracy we Our continent is too diverse, ladies and
have enjoyed and which, as | said before, igentlemen, to allow just certain powers. At
envied by many nations. | cannot quite accepghe same time, | am concerned about another
the McGarvie model—although | duly payleader who would be, as we said, legitimised
respects to Mr McGarvie because it is mucby a direct vote. | believe that Australians
easier to criticise than to set up a model, anust have direct input into this process. We
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must be all-embracing and we must allow thé&rade, just as their parents and grandparents
people to have their say. Therefore, | believdid, are basically pragmatists and strongly
there are only two alternatives: we either voteelieve that while our present system works
for a direct election with all that that entails,we should not tamper with it. | take heart in
or we vote for a two-thirds majority of parlia- their opinions and those of members of my
ment appointed by the Prime Minister afteparty, the National Party. Our party’s position
due deliberation with the public, put befores quite clear. At a specially convened nation-
the parliament as one voice with one persoml conference last year, our members reaf-
There are no other choices. firmed their support for the Australian Consti-

| apologise, because Mr Phil Cleary was sgition.
kind as to give me his position to be able to The conclusion | have reached through
speak without ever asking me what myconsultation and careful consideration is that
opinion was, but | am concerned about duahe Constitution of Australia works well. It
powers in our political system. has seen us through good times and bad and
| therefore say to you: we still have a lot thas allowed our nation to become the vibrant,

work in the next 24 hours. If you want asuccessful, democratic country that it is.

direct vote for our new head of state, th\lothing in our history has been stifled be-

must be an Australian, then work very hard irf34S€ of our links with the Crown—not in the
order to convince me, otherwise | will takereconcmatlon process, not In promoting our

; L relations with our Asian neighbours and not
the less bold step and will maintain a consti: trade negotiations. Nothing has been

tutional democracy that has withstood the.
time. But | cannot accept a constitution than:ggfr?dsig]y Iougop:]eostegt r?ésiﬁg:t gf rgoxglri?:_
denies the existence of indigenous people. |~ Ply 9 P

; ill give us a better sense of nationalism and
cannot accept a preamble which does neéj\{nity. The further this Convention progresses,

acknowledge our diversity and our values; .
Therefore, we have a lot of work to do in thethe more convinced | am that we should
next 24 hours. We must pool our thoughts, wEemain as we are.

must pool our skills and we must work for a The republicans in our midst have been
model. | am convinced that people want a@ebating amongst themselves just how we can
republic: we must work for a model that will effectively change our Constitution. As each
best serve the interests of this nation. | cammepublican delegate stands up and argues
here as a young child, but I can truly say hgainst the other republican proposals, they
have always considered myself an Australiaoonvince me that none of them will stack up
and, in the 24 years that | was overseas,dt the end of the day. These republicans have
always called myself an Australian. | love thismot come up with any concept of how we can

country. Don’t dare mess it up! practically achieve the choice of a head of

Ms CHRISTINE FERGUSON—I am very State or the powers to be invested in that

privileged and honoured to be part of thiélj.os'tl'oorl]l' Ihhave beeln (l:on}/mceéjhby (I;/Iallcolm
historic event which is taking place almost urnbull that a popularly elected head of state
v(\jould not work. | have also been convinced

100 years since our founding fathers agre . . d
on a final draft for the Australian Federation"?Dy Pat O'Shane that neither the McGarvie

; del nor the two-thirds majority would
| am particularly pleased to be able to be ong'© i !
of the voices for the rural people of Australia.Work' It lse_ems that codification, either total
As a representative of the bush, it is signifi—Or partial, s a no-no.
cant that those who have spoken to me in So where does that leave my view of the
Wagga Wagga or who have approached noebate? To my mind it leads us right back
in the main street of Gundagai, my homevhere we started, and that is to keep the
town, have unequivocally supported theConstitution we have. There can be no argu-
monarchy. These people, who have finenent that the present Constitution will not
traditions of their own growing our primary work. We have 100 years of Federation to

products for our cities and for our exportprove it. Through parliamentary legislation
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and the legal system, our nation has evolvet eradicate. Do we really need to change our
and adapted to the complexities of the modesystem of government to change the symbol-
world. Thanks to the vision of our foundingism? | am sympathetic to changing protocols
fathers, section 128 of our Constitution hasvhich may have become obsolete or need
ensured that Australia is one of the very fewipdating. We changed our national anthem
countries in the world where constitutionawithout changing our system of government.
change can only be achieved through 8&urely we are sophisticated enough to simply
referendum of the people. The power of oualter our traditional formalities without any of
present system rests with the people in Aushe great risks attached with changing a
tralia. In times of dispute, ultimately thesystem that works well. The most irritating
people make the decision. reason given to change to a republic has been
Building on our British foundations, Aus- that republicans ‘do not like toasting the
tralians have one of the world’s oldest an§ueen at official functions. | say to them:
most successful democracies—a system to §@n’t. The other evening at our official
proud of. We have achieved much in ouPPening dinner, our Prime Minister toasted
short history. Other nations are envious of oypuStralia, and everyone followed. Can | say
system. Many thousands have chosen tbWas relaxed and comfortable.
migrate to Australia because of our stable and There has been general agreement amongst
responsible system of government. We no®ur delegates that we remain part of the
have an independent and democratic natidgommonwealth and refer to the nation as the
and because of the statutes of Westminst€¢gommonwealth of Australia. Whilst | am
the Australia Act and other acts, we ar€xtremely pleased with this revelation, it
completely free of legislative, executive anduzzles me even more why there is a need to
judicial links with the United Kingdom. throw out our monarchal system of govern-
It is important that people understand th%eﬂqt |Ewe still feel IltthlsUprgferabIeCto ret_rtnle_ln
links of legal authority of government to the ﬁ ommonwea ivil naer oturb tonsurjllon
Crown. Contrast this symbolic role of theVS NAVe SEEN Mo ClvIl unrest but we have
Queen with that of the executive authority o njoyed a peaceful, friendly, democratic and
table society. Our Constitution has evolved

our elected governments. In particular, it mus ;
’ : d matured the Aussie way. Why change
be remembered that the Queen has no dire gmething that works and works well? There

power over the government of Australia. N\ "2 “spreqd of evidence that a republic
reality, the Queen takes no part in the dec|: ould orotect the freedoms enioved b
sions that the Governor-General takes i t |.p " ided b Joye i y
accordance with the Constitution. The moncgf] srgt:iir:)sncﬂr:\?jgré%%\ﬂbﬁc tgeggrffgésdgﬁs
archy is quite apart from party politics. : ’

could be eroded and the safeguards inherent
Our Constitution, its head of state and thén our existing Constitution could be removed.
type of society it epitomises are supported byhe appointment or election of a president
our belief and our systems and the frameworkill add an extra political dimension to the
of our values, which our history has shape#iead of state that currently does not exist.
and our forebears have passed on to us. Thepgis position must not become open to
systems are integral to our society. They geonflicts, tensions, instability, divisiveness and
to the very essence of our nationhood. Theyolitical intervention. In the office of the
are extremely difficult to establish and onceasovernor-General we now have someone who
ruptured they are not easily repaired. Wetands outside politics who represents conti-
cannot go back. nuity and unity, who is appointed to office

Citizens of Australia are being asked bywithout seeking it, without having to fight an
republicans to reject the symbolic qualities oflection and defend others to obtain it, and
the monarchy and, as quoted by Justice Kirbyithout having to seek the support of others
the republicans’ concern is only with thetO retain it.
symbolic link in the person of the Queen. It It has been interesting to read the many
is the symbols not the realities that they warpolls that have been conducted since this
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Convention has commenced. One of the mo#ite ones who should have an exceptional say?
telling polls was one conducted by tisun- Who is telling us we are wrong?
Herald. Question No. 7 asked: if Australia Tp¢ republicans are telling us we are

were a republic, who would you like to see a: rong. | am sure the people of Australia

the president? ‘I don’'t know’ was a huge 77,q,q agree with Neville Bonner and say,
per cent, with three per cent for Paul Keatingyq\y gare you.’ Thomas Jefferson said, and
or Gough Whitlam and two per _cent forye Rg| constantly remind us, ‘Eternal vigi-
Cheryl Kernot or William Deane. The mostince is the price of liberty.’ | stand before

interesting question was saved It?r Last. Whooy at this Convention as a mother protecting
Is our present Governor-General? The answgk, chiidren. | take my responsibilities pro-
| don’t know’ was 68 per cent. Can YOUacting my country with the same seriousness
believe that if the Australian people are reall;,q zeal. We in this chamber will not decide

interested in this debate a whopping 68 pekysiralia’s fate. The mothers of Australia will
cent would not even know our preseny

cide, as did the fathers 100 years ago. That
Governor-General and a huge 77 per cent hETN'E?Why | will fight to save our democracy
no idea who they would like as president? }, . 41 my might. | will fight because |
have also observed that last Monday, thgejieve it to be the best democracy in the
opening day of the Convention, the television 414 |t is under threat by those who would
broadcast of the cricket test attracted 121,8Q03a s a symbolic change.

viewers, while the direct broadcast of this

’ to sell their wares such as ‘next millennium’.

Finally, yesterday’'Sydney Morning Herald One might say they have caught the
with headlines screaming ‘the Australiammillennium bug. They hang on such words as
President’, referring to Greg Norman, said th&ndependence, the Olympics, cut the apron
people of Australia were more responsive tetrings, we want to stand on our own two
the reign of Greg Norman than they were téeet'—as if we would want to stand on
the head of state. Let us stop the nonsense afiyone else’s. As a mother, | can recognise
forcing the people into voting for a republic.this. | have seen it in my four very independ-
They are obviously happy the way they areent and wonderful adult daughters. But what
If they were not, they would be sitting up and do not see in them, which | do in my
taking notice by now. In conclusion, | believerepublican brothers and sisters, is their need
this nation can go forward to the next centuryo deny their mother or to change their name
with a stable and proven Constitution. Theéo another as a symbol of their independence.

system of government | support is clear; what | gee the ARM as rebellious teenagers who
we have is what we keep. mistakenly believe they need to shout about

Ms RODGERS—Chairman, fellow deleg- the!r independen_ce and who talk down Aus-
ates, Australians: there is always a point ifalia and Australians. Those of us who know

history where good people make a decisionU€ independence know that it does not need
Mostly it is right and sometimes it is wrong.Shouting about but getting on with the living
Australia is at the crossroads of our mosp! It: I believe the majority of Australians are
important decision since Federation. Will weeontent with their democracy. They like
do the right thing as a chosen few to prese,@ustralla the way it is. This Convention is our
to all Australians? Only history will report, | démocratic right to speak our minds. May we
ask the people of Australia: please note whgWways live in a democracy that does not need
at this Convention are the proud Australiandnat right written down.

who at this Convention are proud because we Mr Beazley said: ‘We are a republic in all
know we are independent and feel secure iout name.” There was a very wise man who
the knowledge that we are recognised arour@hce said, ‘What’s in a name?’ Don’t we ever
the world as a proud, independent nationfarn? It is interesting to note that the biggest
Who stand here today proud of our flag angroponent of a republic chooses to ignore the
respect those who fought under that flag gseople’s wish to choose their own president,
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if we are to make sense of constructed publidorthern Territory and Torres Strait, ‘Forget
opinion polls. Does the man who would bdt, because you'll have no say. All the say
Prime Minister see his longed for title erodedvill be concentrated in the Melbourne, Can-
by such an event? berra and Sydney axis.” My fellow Australian

Over the past few years, we have experEa”g Hancock used to refer to it as the
enced a very slick example of social engineeB€rmuda Triangle. Do you want to give more
ing designed to destabilise the feeling oPOWer to politicians? Do you want to lose
security and confidence which Australiang/Our say?

have in themselves. In its place we have beenSo far, the debate has been run by the
promised a republic to give us more Australrepublicans. They have raised the funding,
ianness as the answer to all our prayersvhich has enabled them to disseminate the
Those who believe the message are having tgespel. But let us look at the facts. At a
wool pulled over their eyes. Thoughvoluntary election, 45 per cent of Australians
Australia’'s wealth was developed on theoted. That is approximately five million
sheep’s back, we must open our eyes to whpeople out of a potential 12 million. Three
is really going on here. We have to lookmillion of those supported the idea of a
behind the emotional rhetoric and search fatepublican model to be discussed. Approxi-
the truth. The simple truth, my fellow Austral-mately two million said, ‘No way. We like
ians, is far from what we are hearing from ouAustralia the way that it is.” But a massive 55
cavalier proponents of a republic. per cent, which is well over half of all Aus-

The ARM is pursuing its cause with all thetr@lians—I would argue, the silent majority—

sing from one hymn book n@nward Chris-  Two states had a clear majority in saying
tian soldiersbut Don’t you think an Austral- that they like Australia the way that it is. To
ian is good enough to be head of stateucceed at a referendum, it is necessary for
Obviously, yes. Who could say no? Eventhree states to say, ‘We like Australia the way
dare | say, Mr Ruxton, a woman would behat it is.’ The republicans are believing their
good enough to be head of state. own rhetoric, but these are the facts.

The republicans are using a very old device: Their second hymn i€\ republic is inevi-
emotion. Hitler used it on the German peopleable. Who was it who said that the bigger the
He offered them pride after Versailles. Unforiie, the more likely the people will swallow
tunately, the German people fell for it. Weit? | have news for my republican friends.
W!|t|hn0t- Tthe republlcdans(’j ano-Bn‘issage, a¥he only one inevitability is death.
with most propaganda designed to give us
that warm, fuzzy feeling, hides a minefield. DELEGATES—And taxes!
The people of Australia will look behind the Ms RODGERS—No, not everyone pays
rhetoric. They have good intuition and comiaxes. | do! Some other myths perpetrated by
mon sense and that is why the most preferrddr Turnbull are: we don’t propose to change
republic is the unfettered popularly electedhe substance of Australia; and patriotism is
model. They will ask why, how we will be beyond price. | wonder whether he read
better off and what will it cost. Will it pro- Hitler's and Stalin’s speeches. | believe that
vide one more job? Perhaps it will for thethe price is too high even if there is the
president. slightest chance of putting Australia’s wonder-

The naivete of many of the proposals appafs!! democracy at risk.

me. They are obviously put forward by those Though we are constantly being told that
totally unaware of party political behaviourwe want a republic, | do not believe that the
or, more insidiously, are designed to gralnajority of people in Australia would agree.
more power for Canberra. If | take a parochiaBut believing in a democracy, as | do, unlike
view as a Western Australian, | would say tavir Turnbull, | will wait for the voice of the

all Western Australians, South Australianspeople. | am just wondering whether there is
Tasmanians, Queenslanders and people of theything in the rumour about why his mother
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called him Malcolm Bligh. Maybe he was one Ms ANG—If we have come this far maybe
of his ancestors; we all know what happenede are willing to go a little further. | come to
to him. this Convention as the youngest delegate, as

It has become quite obvious that the pre person of ethnic background, but, first and

; ; ; ; t, | come as an Australian interested
of Australia wants a republic. The impression° ¢St . ;
the people of Australia are getting from th%;f designing the right republican model. |

: e lieve that Australia’s future lies in a repub-
ress is that the decision is already taken a - . )
'Phat there is no need for a vote. Doyyou really)C: AS Australia paves its path into the next

; " : tury so, too, will Britain progress forward.
think the people of Australia are so stupi entury. -
that they are not noticing how you fail to\S two independent countries, the paths they

; ake will be unique but tied weakly together
;?apt?g ?L?o a;%gr?ﬁgtiomgemss?ﬁg OX[CR); tr:] a shared monarch. However, it is Australia

: : Who owns the lesser share for ultimately our
with the republican proposals? head of state, the Queen, is undeniably Brit-

| remind the press, you have a professionah.
duty to the people of Australia to report all . _
arguments fairly and evenly. You would be We proclaim that our country is a multicul-
the first to scream if you were caucused. Buural nation and yet we present our head of
who amongst you do you follow? What givesstate, our supreme symbol, as only represent-
you the right to play God with our future?ing our British heritage. | believe that the
The people of Australia would like to know. majority of Australians embrace and welcome

. . their fellow brothers and sisters from over-

Much has been said by the republicansy,g | hejieve that the majority of Australians
about the irrelevance of our Constitution, o yro.,4 that our country is a multicultural
today, but | remind you that our Constitution, o451 “Indeed, our national anthem embraces
has been revised several times since Fedefis ijea—For those who have come across

ation. The relationship has changed fromyg geas with boundless plans to share'.
imperialism to a totally independent nation.

The Statute of Westminster and the Australia However, | believe that the perceived view

Act stands at each end of this process, Whyf our friends overseas is that Australia is
change the pace of change for the Olympicgominated by and presided over by white
or even the new millennium fervour? Aanglo-Saxons and that only these white
question for all Australians is: Surely chang@nglo-Saxons are the true, genuine, fair
should come in its own time. Why are wedinkum Aussies. That is a misleading view
hell-bent on changing what no one, and {hat the majority of Australians do not agree
repeat no one, has been able to show is &fith. One may choose to argue, who cares
improvement to our wonderful democracy. Miyhat people overseas may think of us—an
Clem Jones echoed the voices of many repurgument perhaps with some merits—but then
licans when he said ‘let us have Courage’. hOW does one argue when some pe0p|e here'
say ‘let us not be foolhardy’ and whatever theyyr fellow Australians, believe the untruth

final result of this Convention may God granthat some Australians are lesser than others.
the Australian people the wisdom to know the

difference. It is a question for all Australians. As Dr Tony Cocchiaro rightly said last
All republican models so far present an elitistveek, ‘Migrants have been told by all sorts of
approach, a dictatorship style or more powesubtle messages and symbols that some
to politicians. | say if we lived in a country Australians are more equal than they are’.
that had unstable government, clearly | woulthdeed, | was disappointed that a delegate
support a change. If the proponents of chang#hose to be more forward in his message by
could come up with a better system, clearlgxpressing his distress that migrants ‘were
| would support a change. The many antéeing welcomed into our community with
various republicans have not. So clearly welcome arms and then start advocating
cannot support a change. Let us continue thanging our government in ways that could
change by evolution not revolution. well give rise over time to the very same
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conditions from which they were so anxioushe a step forward for Australia, and every
to escape’. journey of a thousand miles begins with a
Itis clear that having a white Anglo-Saxon$Single step. | believe that if we take on the

the Queen, as our head of state, as our syieW of Mrs Rodgers and liken republicans to

reme representative, will not dispute thidlitler, who based his lies and propaganda on
view. Is the British monarch the role modefis eémotions, we will be taking a step back-

we want our future generations to aspire to¥ard.

| believe we should become a republic not There then arises the contentious issue:
simply because of overseas opinion but, mosghat sort of republic should we embrace?
importantly, because of how we AustraliansMany delegates have spoken of polls which
perceive ourselves. indicate strong support for a direct election if

We the younger generation of diverséfustralia is to become a republic. | imagine
background find it difficult to embrace thethat such polls would have run along the lines
idea of hereditary title. | am a member of &f asking the question, ‘Do you support a
generation that has been taught the merits 8fove to a republic?’ and then, ‘If so, do you
hard work. We have grown up taking forsupport direct election of the head of state?’
granted that to get where we want in life Did these polls then go on to ask, ‘If you
requires determination, dedication, applicatiosupport direct election, do you support partial,
as well as a little luck—a belief we can gefull or no codification of powers? Do you
anywhere in life except to have the ultimatehink the Senate’s power to block supply
honour in Australia of being the head of stateshould be abolished?’ It is these important
This position is distant and unachievable, &sues that the majority of Australians have
position that can only belong to a member ofot been educated about. | am an example of
the British royal family. most Australians in that | do not have a

To those people who argue that there is nétackground in constitutional law.

a flaw in our current system, | say that there | am a medical student whose only traces of
is something inherently wrong with having aconstitutional knowledge stem from a grade
head of state who lives in another country, i30 social studies class. If you had asked me
invariably a white Anglo-Saxon, must be asix months ago if | supported the move
protestant, and must have been the eldegjvards a republic, | would have said yes. If
male son or, as a last resort, the eldest femalgy had then asked me if | supported direct
daughter. There is a flaw in having a head dd|ection of the head of state, | probably would
state who must feel like a visitor when she,gye said, ‘Yes, why not—after all, it is in
visits her own country, Australia. theory the most democratic method that gives

Let us not be tied down by the old adagerue sovereignty to the people.’” However,
‘If it ain’t broke, don’t fix it Australians after doing background reading for this
value innovation, development and progres§&onvention and having listened to the deliber-
Without this vision we would still be watch- ations of the delegates here, | have been
ing black-and-white television or riding in apersuaded that there are some problems with
horse and carriage. It is a logical and neceslirect election. It is not because | am unambi-
sary step for Australia to move forward to dious or that | lack vision; it is because | am
republic. If we have come this far, maybe wepractical.

are willing to go a little further. | came here supporting a change to a
I am in no way suggesting that a move tgepublic, not a change in our system of
a republic will solve the problems of racialgovernment. | am not at all against the princi-
equity, foreign debt, unemployment or acceptples of direct election. | am keeping an open
ance of all religions, or any other majormind as new models are being designed
problem or, as Mrs Rodgers stated, that it willvhich incorporate the concept of involvement
answer all our prayers. However, | do believef the Australian people whilst maintaining
strongly that it will address several of thethe safeguards of our current system. | am
anomalies | have spoken of, and that it wilproud to be part of a Convention that is
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embracing the principle of compromise. | am | was elected to the Constitutional Conven-
proud to be part of a diverse group of peopléon on a joint ticket of three parties: the
who are seen to be contributing to Australia'®ustralian Greens, the Australian Bill of
history. Let us embrace an Australian republiRights Group and the Australian Indigenous
and, the next time we sing our nationaPeoples’ Party. This joint ticket came about
anthem, pay particular attention to the lasafter two years of progressive parties working
line: ‘In history’s page let every stage adto establish common ground and seeking
vance Australia fair.’ ways to change the current political processes.
And change them we must if we are to

Ms MOORE—I apologise for speaking achieve a truly democratic Republic of Aus-
quickly but I have to fit it all into 10 minutes. trglia.

Fellow Australians, last Monday lan Sinclair . . .

rightly and appropriately welcomed us to this_AS | said briefly on the first day of the
Convention by acknowledging that we aré-Onvention when seconding the motion
meeting on the land of the Ngunnawal peoplEelating to women being represented on

and by recognising that indigenous Australd€cision-making bodies, we are here and we
ians deserve to have their culture, traditiond@nt to be included. Someone shouted out

and struggle recorded in the history of thighat day that motions to have women involved
land. | too would like to acknowledge ourWere just political correctness. Why do people
presence on Ngunnawal land and to apologiigel so threatened by women'’s involvement?
to the Ngunnawal and all other indigenoudV€ make up more than half the population
peoples of this continent for the great injust2nd it is far more than political correctness
ices of the past and the continuing oppressidhiat warrants our equal participation: it is

which Aboriginal and Torres Strait Island"ght and just. If we truly want a real democ-
people experience. racy, women must be involved in equal num-

bers and with equal influence. With our
Our present Constitution gives no acknowinvolvement, the whole dynamic of decision-
ledgment to this nation’s original inhabitantsmaking will change. Look at the way parlia-
and that is one of the central reasons that |-nent operates and look at the way things
and those | represent—believe that yes, it idave developed at this Convention in such a
time that Australia started following the pathshort time: the boys are at it again—jousting,
to becoming a truly democratic and represer@busing, jibing and competing for the best one
tative republic with a fully reformed constitu-liners.

tion. Until we do so, the colonial mentality \ye need look no further than this chamber
which has allowed us to treat this land like aRy, see the need for fundamental change. From
unoccupied quarry will prevail and continueyay one, it seemed that we were becoming
to divide a community that has every 0pporimpyed with the elitist, self-interested parlia-

tunity to be united. mentary processes that took place here for
decades and which continue to be practised

p on the hill. We seem prone to repeating

Prime Minister, have expressed the view th ;
L . e very same processes which have made the
there are more important things to worr ustralian people so cynical about both

about than the current republic debate arld”:. A

that issues such as government accountabill-i%’“t'CS and politicians.

and social insecurity are more important. And, It is impossible to answer the question of

given the narrow focus of this Conventionwhether Australia should become a republic
they are probably right. However, many of thevithout first asking—as Andrea said before

daily concerns which face people would bene—not only why we should but also what

constructively addressed if we had a constitwsort of republic it might be and how we arrive

tion which protected and recognised people’at becoming one. It seems that we have
rights, responsibilities and freedoms, anBiecome obsessed with reaching final conclu-
which provided for a fair system of parlia-sions on the issue of our head of state to the
mentary representation. extent that we have completely lost sight of

Some in the community, including the
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what sort of republican state this perso®n the few occasions where the government
would head. has heeded the desire of most Australians to

. ... actively protect the environment—for exam-
The Greens believe that the Constltutlorb|e, in relation to the Franklin Dam—we have

for a variety of historical and political rea-5q to rely on the High Court to interpret
sons, has not served us as well as some hgggourably the foreign affairs power and to
have stated—none of whom, | would dare tQg|y on international conventions. More than
suggest, are under-privileged or live below thgy”counties around the world, from Belgium
poverty line—and that changes to the Consty, By|garia, from Peru to Portugal, have
tution, of which a move to a republic is on€incjyded some form of environmental protec-
part, are a natural progression. This does ngpn in their Constitution. Yet it has been
mean that we have to abandon the m_""’ggnsidered too difficult to spend even one
admirable ideals and processes containgginyte at this convention discussing how our

within our existing system—that we have tqconstitution should move towards addressing
give up everything and start again—but therg,e very survival of people on this planet.
are serious omissions and anachronisms which

do require earnest attention. If local government were recognised in the

Constitution, as it is in Japan, for example,

The Greens believe that our Constitutionvhere it is seen as essential to democracy and
needs to acknowledge original occupation byhere it is established as part of the state’s
indigenous people, to protect the environmergystem of governance, we may not have
to recognise local government, to allowwvitnessed the draconian dismantling and
democratic participation in political decisionforced amalgamation of local councils in
making, to recognise the rights and respons¥ictoria and the inevitable centralisation of
bilities of people and to enshrine the responsiiecision making for more than three million
bilities of governments to ensure those rightdustralians in that state. The restrictiveness of
are provided. For example, if methods othis debate has been disappointing, if not
environmental protection were written into thesurprising.

Constitution, perhaps we may not have seenMr WADDY —Mr Chairman, | raise a
Australia’s recent appalling stance at th@oint of order. This speaker has already
Kyoto Climate Change Convention—and lappealed for quiet in the chamber so she may
was there to witness it first-hand—wherebyse heard. | draw to the attention of the Chair
our government, not bound by a constitutionahat | cannot hear her here.

responsibility to protect the environment on CHAIRMAN —Thank you, Mr Waddy. |

behalf of the Australian people, acted agny the point is quite valid. Please extend to
spokesperson for the fossil fuel industry an e speaker the same courtesy each of you

insisted on an increase in greenhouse 9@§pect for yourselves
emissions. '

Ms MOORE —Thank you, Mr Waddy. The

The closest our present Constitution comeadea of proportional representation, which is
to addressing an environmental issue igractised by many nations and is widely
section 100, which deals with the relationshimcknowledged as the most democratic method
between the Commonwealth and the state of election, is another issue which has been
relation to the use of waters and rivers. Thexcluded from this debate. It is highly ironic
reason that this section was included was nthat many of those at the Convention who
in order to protect the environment but tchave been espousing high ideals of democracy
exploit it to the point of exhaustion. As aand urging us to limit the powers of the head
Victorian delegate to the original conventiorof state have not given a moment’s consider-
guoted in relation to the Darling River sys-ation to the totally undemocratic control that
tem: the executive of the federal parliament cur-

Australia would be the gainer if every drop ofrently has over the people of this nation.

water were taken out of those rivers for irrigation [N the rush to arrive at a single proposal in
... and the river beds were dry. just 10 days, we have jettisoned all manner of
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approaches which could provide us with anethods of covering elections. The ARM has
system that would serve us well for a hundrechade much of its 1.6 million votes for this

years and beyond. Yet while the Greens hawwonvention. | would suggest, however, that
many ideas and detailed plans of how ththis has more to do with the fact that the
Constitution might be changed to help usnedia treated the Convention election cam-
achieve a fair, just and equitable society, wpaign just as they treat any other election
do not set out to prescribe the exact nature chmpaign—that is to say, they concentrated
the constitutional change required by ouonly on what the self identified major players

society. Rather, we see the key role of thisad to say and effectively ignored everyone
Constitutional Convention as to establish alse.(Extension of time granted)

process by which the ideas we have discussedmea”y, there are many ideas on what sort
and consolidated in this forum can be broughy; 5 republic we should have, from minimal

to the community level at the earliest poss'bl%hanges resulting in nothing more than an
stage. Australian—or for that matter a group of
On the first day some delegates seemed #stralians—performing the head of state role
think that we were being sidetracked awajnstead of the Queen of England, to wide-
from the main game, that we wandered totanging changes resulting in a fresh document
far into extraneous issues when delegate¥hich recognises that we are a different
considering the agenda were asked to addreggciety to the one we were 100 years ago.

issues of gender and broad constitutional With so many ideas, a|ong with the com-
reform. When we put our motions, especiallynitment that 1 hope we all have to get it
those seeking discussion of wider constitwight, is it fair to those who elected us that we
tional issues such as a new preamble, agy to arrive at one model, based on frantic
knowledgment of original indigenous occupagiscussion and a fair amount of backroom
tion, a bill of rights and responsibilities, anddealings, in just 10 days? If the Australian
an environmental head of power, we were ngeople are to feel comfortable about changing
suggesting that we arrive at definitive concluto a republic, they must own the process. It is
sions here. Our privileged role is to kick offnot for us to dictate the model to be put to a

organised debate on these matters of utmaglferendum. Australians clearly want to own
importance, to flag issues that must be eXthe process in a very real way.

plored and included in any comprehensive

attempt to change our Constitution and movg |
: ; process out to the people so that they can
towards a truly democratic republic. look at the issues, hear the arguments for and
While the Australian community has beeragainst the models which have been put
considering republican models since thérward and, when everyone has had an
Eureka Stockade and beyond, we are startingpportunity to carefully consider the well-
only now to formalise the debate and s@xamined options, we then put the issues to
quickly, supposedly in the name of democraa well-informed public in a series of refer-
cy, we have bypassed discussion of the trulynda? It is only then that we will have any
democratic principles and laws that could b&ope of achieving, to quote from the ATSIC
contained within our primary legal documenpreamble ‘a united Australia that respects and
and have become fixed on the head of statprotects the land and the indigenous heritage,
Those advocating direct election, includingzalues the cultures of its peoples, and pro-
people for whom | have the highest regardvides justice and equity for all’.
need o, demonsira that pOuUr SSCHON caRMAN —Many of you might o
or those from wealthy eli¥es who gan establisEnOW that Ms Moore's mother was hurt after
> : . he arrived with Ms Moore, a delegate to this
the prime-time profile needed would be th tion. | understand that she broke an
only ones to have a chance of being electe onvenuon. :
Ibow. We all wish her well and a speedy

To this end, we would also need to be sureecovery. As a result of very special pleading,
that the media was capable of changing itBrofessor Trang Thomas asked if she could

Is it so unreasonable to suggest that we take
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say a few words before we move into the nexichieves the republican vision with the safe-
phase. guards that preserve and guarantee our exist-
Professor THOMAS—After more than a g democracy and stability. | commend the
week of discussion about several aspects jfcGarvie model for further consideration and
Australia becoming a republic, | would likediScussion because in every way it is the
now to contribute to the debate from a mor&ePublican equivalent of the status quo. The
personal angle. | grew up in a republic and %ewer complications or optional extras we add
have no romantic notions about it. We had ¥ the republican model the more we keep
model similar to the American model with al@th with the people. The most certain guar-
president and parliament elected by th@ntee of defeat for any republican proposal is
people. We also had a Prime Minister. wdo include so many features of constitutional
had lots of elections but we had no governchange that the majority of Australian people
ment stability. Heads of states were frequentljave at least one feature to object to.
removed to force an election, sometimes after My last point is to comment on an issue
only five months in office. Democracy wasraised by my friend and esteemed professorial
non-existent. Leaders of the opposition wereolleague Geoffrey Blainey, and it is about
frequently sent, at worst, to gaol; at bestitizens of ethnic background. He rang the
overseas as ambassadors. The people hadlarm bells by suggesting that not all citizens
saying, ‘Duoc lam vua, thua lam dai su’are created equal: some know nothing about
meaning, ‘If you win you rule; if you lose the country, some have lived here for only
you become ambassador. So let's have atwo years, some know no English and some
other election.’ still have divided loyalties. | know there are

| came to Australia 34 years ago. For th(f”a”y of those people because | was one when
first time in my life, | had the exhilarating | Pécame an Australian citizen.

experience of living in a peaceful, free, stable The issue of dual citizenship is not an
environment. We are very fortunate peoplethnic issue in this day of global travel and
indeed. We enjoy the enormous benefits dfusiness. Some Australian born people have
our heritage, parliamentary democracy, thacquired foreign citizenship, and | know this
rule of law, the common language and théssue has been dealt with in section 44 of the
history of political stability, to name just the Constitution. | believe that every Australian
obvious. | love Australia for what it is. In that citizen should have the right to take part in
sense, the system ain’t broke, so why changrir political process, including the right to
the political landscape? aspire to become our head of state.

| support the idea of a republic because As with many other migrants, | do not take
over time Australia and Britain have gonehis country for granted. | appreciate my
their separate ways—-Britain into Europe anébrtune at being allowed to live here, and |
Australia into the wider world. Our nationalhave worked hard to contribute to this country
interests are not antagonistic but they are nat every way | can. We have no divided
always identical. Australia is now on its wayloyalties. Many people of ethnic backgrounds
to becoming independent in every aspect-have risked their lives, the safety of their
practical and symbolic. The symbolism of gamilies and the downgrade of their profes-
head of state who is not an Australian and isional careers to become Australian citizens.
shared with other countries is outdated. W&hey are prepared to die for Australia, just as
should have an Australian as a head of statgou and I. Just look at the number of soldiers
who receives full recognition wherever he oof ethnic backgrounds who served during the
she goes. Gulf War.

But, in looking for change, we have to So in our Commonwealth of Australia,
acknowledge that the success of this Convemhether monarchy or republic, all citizens
tion depends largely on our capacity to givénave the same rights and obligations. There
the people a realistic alternative to the statusre no first-class citizens and there are no
quo. By realistic choice, | mean one thastecond-class citizens. Let us work together for
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a republic which guarantees equality and vote to be directed in favour of one of these
political stability. models (or abstention).

- .- Delegates to stand in their places, or otherwise
CHAIRMAN —The general addresses will prominently indicate their position, and have

be adjourned to a later hour. | call on Mr i qir votes recorded by tellers.

Gareth Evans to the present the report on Chairman to announce number of votes recorded

behalf of the Resolutions Group. for each model.
RESOLUTIONS GROUP - Assume V receives lowest number of votes: V
Report eliminated from subsequent rounds.

Round 2

Mr GARETH EVANS —I move:

A. (1) The Resolutions Group recommends to the Eierlgste%e{i/g)azt\e( gg;lno:oattl;\éﬁﬁgge vote, to be
Convention that time be allocated from 5.00pm to v ' .

7.30pm on Day 8, Wednesday 11 February, to Assume W has least support: eliminate W.
enable debate and indicative voting to take place dRound 3

- Preamble to the Constitution - Each delegate to again have one vote to be

- Oath, Qualifications and other Transitional and directed to XY or Z, or abstention
Consequential issues not previously addressed byAssume X has least support: eliminate X.
the Convention. Round 4A

(2) The Convention notes that the Resolutions \yjth change models now reduced to two, Chair-
Group will circulate draft resolutions on these man to put the question:

matters as soon as possible, and no later than,
Wednesday morning.

(3) The Convention recommends to the Chair-
man and Deputy Chairman that additional time be . f  either Y or 7 No Ch
allocated to enable delegates who have not yet'nb avour of either Y or Z, or No Change (or
spoken on the issue "Whether Australia should 2Pstention).
become a republic” to do so. - Chairman announces number of votes cast for

B. The Resolutions Group recommends to the ©Ptions Y, Z and No change.

Convention that the order of proceedings on Days Notes on Round 4A:

9 and 10 be as follows: The "No Change" option is introduced at this
I. DAY 9 (Thursday 12 February) stage in order that, on at least one occasion in

(1) 9-12 am: That debate proceed on the models the Convention, republican ﬁupporters W]l” have
for change (Supported I cach case by the Suna ar, PP [0 Cxpress tet oun preference
tures of ten delegates) which have been circulated 9 )
and put on the notice paper in accordance witiound 4B
previous Convention resolutions. No amendments Each delegate to have one vote to be directed to
will be permitted in the course of this debate unless Y or Z.
they have the support of all ten sponsors of the Assume that the higher vote is for Z: Chairman

origingl model. . o declares that Z ithe preferred change model on
Chairman to introduce debate by indicating that a preliminary indicative basis.

he will at 12 noon be putting the following ques- 3y 5 15 Adjournment: Determination of final

tion to the C.or?ventlon. ) preferred change model, by debate conducted on
“If Australia is to become a republic, out of thethe resolution, to be moved and seconded by the
models for change before the Convention, whichmain proposers of model Z:
'f] th: m°d|?| you W|°U|.d mos]:[ I|kedto ST PULTO »That if Australia is to become a republic, this
the Australian people in a referendum Convention recommends that the model adopted
(2) 12-1 pm: That an exhaustive ballot be be Z".

conducted to determine, on a preliminary indicative ap, ; ;

h - y amendment (including on the method of
basis, which of the models for change so debateg,,qiniment or election) to be accepted by the
is preferred by the Convention. This ballot shall b&hairman, provided it has the support of either 10
conducted in the following way: delegates or the mover and seconder of the motion
Round 1 to adopt model Z.

- Assume five models (V,W,X,Y and Z). Chairman Note: The object at this stage of the process is
to advise each delegate that he or she has ongo enable a final determination of the

'Out of the remaining two models, and the
status quo, which do you prefer?"

Each delegate to have one vote, to be exercised
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Convention’s preferred change model. In the Mr GARETH EVANS —It is called ‘Rec-
event that a majority emerges differently fromymmendations of the Resolutions Group
the Lnorging‘s indiﬁativ;e e%<ha#stivefballot, o) bﬁ:oncerning debate in the final plenary ses-
it. The idea is to allow for further refinements of _. )
delegates’ positions and the construction—fo ions (days 9 arld 10) and related matters'. As
example—of a new hybrid position, if that is the @m sure my friend Bruce Ruxton will be the
mood of the Convention. first to tell me, this is not one of the most
Il. DAY 10 (Friday 13 February) straightforward and simple sets of recommen-
dations and, accordingly, it being my turn to

(4) Debate to be conducted (with no amend ove it on behalf of Daryl and myself is a

ments permitted, save by leave of the Conventio

and vote taken on the resolution: omewhat dubious privilege. | hope you will
"That this Convention supports, in principle,bear W'th. me, Blfuce,' and other delegates,
Australia becoming a republic.” because it is terribly important that we ap-

(5) Convention to finally determine its position proach tf|1e e’.‘g garr}e OI’]: thlsh Convention W'thd
on all matters other than the basic model fof Very clear idea of what the processes an
change, which have been the subject of earligrocedures are and what we are designed to

provisional or indicative votes by the Conventionestablish from them.

This debate to be strictly time limited, and with no ill beai he beginni h
amendments permitted, except by leave of the | Will Degin at the beginning. There are two
Convention. resolutions here: they are a small one, A, on

Such matters to include: the first half of the first page and then a much

title of head of state; title of country; member longer on, B, which sets out the whole pro-
T ek ; Pt A ' for days 9 and 10. Resolution A is
ship of Commonwealth of Nations; timing of Cess Tor
referendum; timing of commencement of republ€SPONSIve to those many delegates who have
lic; information campaign to precede referendumpeen worried about the lack of time to have
content of Preamble; format of oath; qualifica-a detailed debate, in particular on the question
tions issues (to extent not addressed as part gf the preamble but also on a number of other
gﬁae?]%gl ”Eﬁgsi'gi)énost_heiﬁngﬁ‘é‘:t'it(')%”sa'fgr“dSt“fﬁgg?esidual matters like the oath, qualifications
. s S 'and other transitional issues which need to be
ongoing constitutional reform process. the subject of some considerable debate

(6) Debate to be conducted (with no amend ) ;
ments permitted, save by leave of the Conventionfae‘cOre we get to the stage of final voting.

on the resolution: It is proposed that tomorrow evening,
“That this Convention supports the adoption oiVednesday, day 8, we allocate the new

a republican system of government on the modgkession from 5 p.m. to 7.30 p.m. for that
[resolved by the Convention at the end of Day 9purpose. That debate is intended to result in
gogrs‘i{ﬁrﬁeé‘:? to there being no change to thiygicative votes on the actual substance of the
' ) Convention’s conclusions on those matters.

Pl 2 £, LS (4 e merTey wouldgo foviard then for final dter-

and vote taken., on the resolution: nation on Friday morning, as we will get to

) _ __in a little while. It is intended that the Resolu-

"That this Convention recommends to the Primg, g Group, as resolution A(2) says, ‘will

mg‘&sée;ﬁdngth?rlgglggtCagﬂgggetorfﬁ:%'gﬁgtpirculate draft resolutions on these matters as

tution, supported by this Convention, be put t$00n as possible’—hopefully this evening, but

the people in a constitutional referendum.”  certainly no later than tomorrow morning.
Daryl Williams We are conscious that the time of 5 p.m. to
Gareth Evans 7.30 p.m. tomorrow was allocated by the
Co-Rapporteurs Chairman this morning for further speeches
10 February 1998 on the general issue of whether Australia

should become a republic. If that time is now

Mr Chairman and colleagues, the documeny e taken for this purpose to debate the
to which | will be speaking is that which waspeample, it is the recommendation incorpo-

distributed recently. rated in A(3) that the Chairman and Deputy
Mr RUXTON —Here comes the snake oil.Chairman find some additional time elsewhere
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to enable those speeches to take place, psubject of debate on the morning of day 9.
haps by going through the lunch hour ofThat debate, as it says there, will proceed on
whatever, but that is a matter for thethe basis of being introduced by the Chairman
Chairman’s recommendation. That is whaindicating that he will at 12 noon be putting
A(1), (2) and (3) are all about. this question to the Convention:

We get now to B which is the real sub-If Australia is to become a republic, out of the
stance of this report. It is proposed that thrﬁ:gdri'ggglr ggﬁnv%gquf%gstmkiogviggogh}"’gcglf
final sessions in day 9 and day 10 be co : ;
ducted on this basis. In short, day 9 would beUStra_lllan people in a_ remrendum?.
all about this Convention refining and finally I hat is the general issue that will be debated
expressing a preference for a particulg®? Thursday morning. People will have an
change model. Day 10 would take the form ofPPOrtunity to present their models as circu-
some rather more general resolutions—whicigt€d and for debate to proceed about their
we will come to when we discuss day 10—Pros and cons. Then at 12 o'clock the Chair-
but, first of all, the general resolution on theMan will actually put the question: which is
Convention supporting in principle Australiath® model you would most like to see? How
becoming a republic, then resolutions finalisd® We get to a conclusion as to which of
ing our response on the whole variety othose before us is the preferred one? That is
specific matters, then a resolution specificalljhen what resolution 1(2) is about. It reads:
testing, if you like, the preferred republicanThat an exhaustive ballot be conducteddieter-
model directly against the no change alterndpine, on a preliminary indicative basis—
tive, and then a final resolution recommendsorry for that language but this will become
ing that the particular preferred model and thelearer when we get to what happens on
other proposed constitutional changes emeThursday afternoon; the idea is to reduce
ging from our debates be put to referendumhowever many models there are the subject of

The concept is day 9, Thursday, to focudiscussion in the morning down to one—
hard on the details of the particular republicawhich of the models of change so debated is
models, reaching a concluded opinion of thigreferred by the Convention.

Convention by the end of Thursday as t¢ow will this ballot proceed? That is the
what that preferred model and then on day 18ubject of page 2 and rounds 1, 2, 3, 4A and
for that model to be the subject of a series ofB. All the way through this it is put together
other general resolutions of the kind | haven the assumption—and this may not be
just summarised. Let us go back to day 9 anaccurate but let us assume it is—that there
track through carefully what is involved. Iwill be five models, V, W, X, Y and Z, that
know it is complex; the Resolutions Group isare actually before the Convention on Thurs-
very conscious of that. We apologise for thaiday morning.

We thought on balance it was better to spell Assuming there are five such models, the

:jn?jltlarzﬁtjéolg S;Laélr’ ;[ﬁa%e:o'thg%gt ;gglte\,rvsel:e hairman will advise, at the commencement
uncertain the vote on round 1, each delegate that he
' or she has just one vote which has to be
The morning session of day 9 from 9 to 11directed, apart from abstaining, in favour of
would culminate in the proposed exhaustivene of these models. Then it is proposed that
ballot from 12 to 1. The morning session orthe delegates stand in their places or other-
day 9, Thursday, would proceed on the basigise prominently indicate their position and
of a debate around the particular models th&iave their votes recorded for one or other of
will have been circulated with sponsoredhose initial five by the tellers. The Chairman
signatures over the next two days. The modelgill announce the votes that each one of those
that have just been circulated in tentativeptions or models has received and, assuming
form today and which will be made thefor present purposes, that V gets the lowest
subject of further circulation tomorrow, whennumber of votes, V is eliminated then we
they have attracted 10 signatures, will be theove to round 2. That process is repeated for
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four models. We come to round 3. Theo page 3, the resolution that will be before
process is repeated for three models. In eathe chamber is:
case the one with the least votes drops out. hat if Australia is become a republic, this

Basically, the point of this excursion at thisgonvention recommends that the model adopted be
point is simply to enable, if you like, the ™
republican models to be put to republicadn other words, the basic resolution before the
voters and a clear choice expressed by tho§@nvention starts with the proposition that
who want to commit themselves just to théias emerged from the morning’s proceedings.
republican cause. Those who would mucfihen, however, that can be fully and exhaus-
prefer that there be no change will have thtively debated, basically without inhibitions,
option in this sort of vote of voting for the through the course of the afternoon until we
status quo. There is no twisting of arms abougach a final conclusion. The recommendation
this. If anyone is going to vote for the statugs that any amendment, including on the
quo at the end of the day but wants to use th®ethod of appointment or election, is to be
opportunity to vote for one of the modelsaccepted by the Chairman with just one
now, nobody is going to stop them. Butconstraint.

basically it is designed, as it says here, 10 |, order to ensure that we do not get haring
give republican supporters at least one oppogf in directions that are not supported by a
tunity to express their own preference begignificant number of delegates, the qualifica-
tween their most preferred change models. o, is that, for an amendment to be con-

Then we get to 4B, which comes back tcgidered, it either has to have the support of 10
the mainstream of the exhaustive ballot; bac#telegates on the one hand, so there has to be
to Y versus Z with just the choice betweerf substantial body of people supporting it, or
those two. Assume the h|gher vote is for Zl,t has to be an amendment which actually has
then the chairman declares that that is thi&@e support of the mover and seconder of the
preferred change model on a preliminarynotion to adopt model Z. The reason for the
indicative basis. That is where we have got ttatter business is that of course there may be
by lunchtime. Now we get to what happens ifuggestions for improving the language or

the afternoon, but Mr Garland seems to bnproving the way some particular proposi-
determined to interrupt. tion is expressed or adding some small refine-

o , ment to it which is appealing to the mover

Brigadier GARLAND —I would like to gnd seconder which they are prepared to

address what Mr Evans has said so far, anchtcept, and nobody wants to introduce an
have a series of questions to ask. artificial inhibition against that. But it is

L .. designed as much as possible to narrow and
CHAIRMAN —I think it would be better if .
we let Mr Evans finish and then Mr Williams sharpen the focus of debate in the afternoon,

;o tarting with the starting point of the model
finish. They both speak on exactly the samg . :
matter. Then | will call you, then | will call §/h|ch has emerged from the morning process.

Ms Glenda Hewitt. As the note there says:

) o The object at this stage is to enable a final determi-
~Mr GARETH EVANS —I rt]hlnkhlt ISh Ination of the Convention’s preferred change model.
important that everyone see how the who o . .

: . I may be that a majority will emerge differ-
thing comes together before we start pickin ntly from those afternoon proceedings, as

it apart. That is Thursday moming. compared with the majority that was there for
On Thursday afternoon, you start with thehe morning’s indicative ballot. If so, so be it.
product of that morning’s exhaustive ballotThe idea is to allow for further refinements of
What we are up to on Thursday afternoon idelegates’ positions during the afternoon,
the determination of the final preferred changbaving heard all the debate during the day,
model—not just on some initial indicativeand possibly the construction of some new
basis but the final preference. So the way ihybrid position, if that is the mood of the
which this proceeds, as we turn over the pagéonvention. The idea is not to inhibit or
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constrain debate; it is to provide the simplegget to. If there is no intention to impose a
procedural way of working through thisprocedural constraint, it is an opportunity. But
morass and getting to something whiclbasically we are trying to confine debate to
actually does reflect delegates’ views. the major issues on the Friday morning. So

Much more quickly, on day 10, against thafesolution (5) is about clearing that and giving
background, you move into day ten and yo@" endorsement to those particular matters.
have got the series of motions that | earlier Resolution (6) is the one that many deleg-
summarised. | will very quickly go throughates will have been waiting for. This is the
them. Recommendation (4) is proposed to b&pportunity to finally focus on the actual
the first one for Friday. Many delegatespreferred model that has emerged from day
would, of course, prefer that this be dealt witmine and to vote for that directly against the
much earlier. That is something about whiclmo change alternative. Finally, resolution (7)
there has been some disagreement, but tiethe resolution that we hope, whatever our
overall majority consensus, if | can put it thatview, might attract a greater degree of con-
way, is in favour of having it here at thesensus however much you might hate the
beginning of Friday. This is on the resolutionparticular model that has emerged or however

That this Convention supports, in principleMuch you might hate the whole republican
Australia becoming a republic. idea. The very last proposition that we hope
Then we deal, in a final way, with all the that we can finish on a more positive note is

matters like the title of the head of state, th&!'S:

content of the preamble and so on, which do That this Convention recommends to the Prime

not go directly to the actual change modelMinister and Parliament that the republican model,

but are part of the issues that we need fnd other related changes to the Constitution,
- - - upported by this Convention, be put to the people

address if we are ultimately going to pul;sn a constitutional referendum.

anything to referendum.

. half of the Resoluti , | move
Hopefully, all these matters will, by Fndayon behalf of the Resolutions Group, | mov

- “4Ythe recommendations outlined above.
morning, have been debated to the point o

there being not just a very early provisional CHAIRMAN —Thank you very much, Mr
vote—25 per cent and so on—but a cleadgvans. Mr Williams, do you second the
indicative vote already on the record, just agiotion?

there has been already in regard to the title of Mr WILLIAMS —Mr Chairman, | am
the head of state, the title of the country, th@elighted to second the motion. Mr Ruxton
timing of the referendum and so on. As tthas again accused Gareth Evans and me of
some of these matters, we have got this fapeddling snake oil. | thought that might
As to the rest of these matters, we hope to lgappen, so | have brought a little gift for Mr

that far by the conclusion of tomorrowRuxton: it is little bottle of snake oil for his
evening’s proceedings. own.

Resolution (5) assumes that there will have | pelieve that this proposal is the result of

already been detailed debate and an effectigenuine attempts by the Resolutions Group,
resolution of all these issues. So what we aighaired by the Deputy Chairman, to develop
essentially doing here in resolution (5) ora process which meets the terms of reference
Friday morning is simply finalising and set by the Prime Minister and takes account
confirming that that is the Convention’s pointof the competing and conflicting interests of

of view. Accordingly, with this motion—as, the different points of view represented here.
indeed, with all these other motions fon commend it to the Convention.

Friday—it is not anticipated that amendments i L
would normally be permitted. The exception. CHAIRMAN —I first call on Brigadier
there is if the Convention gives leave if therd>ariand.
is obviously an overwhelming mood that Brigadier GARLAND —I smell a gerry-
someone be heard or should have a fair go arander in the air. Snake oil might be around
there is some position that everyone wants tout we have not seen the ‘Gerry’ yet. | notice
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that in round 1 of the voting we are beingThere is no allowance for any of the delegates
presented with up to five, six or seven—o make any addresses to the gathering here
whatever it might be—resolutions, but that thes a result of this. | wonder whether that is
delegates who are sitting on the floor get ongoing to be taken into consideration.

vote in relation to all the resolutions. | would gecond. | refer the gathering to the Prime
think that that is a denial of one’s constitu\jinister's words on day one, when he said:
tional right to vote. o . ' . .
The convention will provide a forum for discussion
Mr TURNBULL —But you have a vote on about whether or not our present constitution
each one. should be changed to a republican one. In particu-

Brigadier GARLAND —If it is on each lar. )
one, 1 will excuse them. But the way it reads _Whether or not Australia should become a
to me is: “They have one vote to be directeffPuPlic .
in favour of one of these models’. That to me,_ Which republic model should be put to the
means we get one vote to vote for all th&'€ctorate to consider against

models. the status qoi . . .
DELEGATES—No. Wrong. | consider it is improper for us to judge
Brigadier GARLAND —Okay, if that is not 2%1'2;;@6 status quo. That is up to the

the case, if | may vote for every model that )
comes up, | am prepared to accept it. CHAIRMAN —We will take each of these

CHAIRMAN —The intention is that every contributions, and then | will call on either

. Y Mr Evans or Mr Williams if they wish to
delegate will have a vote on each 0CCasioN egnong.

Brigadier GARLAND —The second ittm  The Most Reverend PETER HOLLING-
which | would like to clarify is why in round \yORTH—Mr Chairman. the first matter |
4A, before we have come down to a finalyant 1g raise is a procedural question relating

republican model, two republican models argy the models which will be put forward
being pitted against the status quo. | woula%morrowl As | mentioned to you before, |

have thought that we ought to be arriving ataye a minor problem and | would like some

what sort of a republican model before weyiqance from you. It is this: in preparing a

started comparing it with the status quo.  mqqel, | have begun to collect signatures, and
Mr BEATTIE —Hear, hear! | agree with | doubt if | can get 10. The reason is that the

you on that one. major power blocks have declared that their
CHAIRMAN —Do you wish to answer supporters may not support any other models.
that, Mr Evans? Brigadier GARLAND —Shame!

Mr GARETH EVANS —As to the last The Most Reverend PETER HOLLING-
point, you get to vote for and debate th&VORTH—I am not saying which power
preferred Convention model against the statusocks. Secondly, as | went around amongst
quo when you get to resolution 6 on day 2the non-aligned delegates, my good friend and
That is the big opportunity to stand up andolleague Mr Richard McGarvie had got there
vote and debate on that particular issue. THeefore me. Good luck to him. | commend
earlier stuff is simply trying to clear the him. It does raise a problem as to what we do
ground so that there is the maximum possiblegbout those propositions which may be at
information available to delegates as to whereariance to some small degree—in other
the support is coming from, or the oppositiorwords, they are hybrids. | need some guid-
is coming from, to particular models. You doance—you may want to take it on notice—in
get that opportunity, Alf. It is there on resolu-the event of not being able to get the required
tion 6 day 2. 10 signatures by tomorrow.

Ms HEWITT —I have two queries. The CHAIRMAN —I will intervene at this
first one is purely selfish. In speaking, | havestage. As delegates will be called on to vote
chosen to put my name down for day 9on successive models, it means they have
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more than a vote on each model. Thereforsay and to those who are not, bad luck. The
any delegate can support more than orteird matter—
_moﬁcellt_)ecaulse |tdW|II be for rt]he C?anenr:'lor? Mr RUXTON
itself ultimately to determine the model Whichy, e plic. That is what a republic is all
will go forward. Therefore, the answer from

i ) ; .~ about.
my point of view—if Mr Evans or Mr Wil-
liams wish to add to it they may—would be The Most Reverend PETER HOLLING-
that those delegates who may have support¥fORTH —The other matter—and again this
one model would be at liberty to supporiS @ question about which | am confused—is

more than one because it will be ultimately dhat this proposes that the Convention sup-
Convention choice. ports in principle Australia becoming a

republic and then votes on the resolution on
W-g)hF?ThﬂOSIT?ea\rﬁ(rend Psl’:-.TER HOLLING-  he Jast day. Is that in line with the original—
- you, Sir. and | do not have the questions in front of
DEPUTY CHAIRMAN —I think the me—advice we were given in our original
situation is that, in establishing whether younvitations?
have 10 signatures in support of a proposition, DELEGATES—No.
if you allowed the same 10 people to sign 10
different propositions, it would not represent The Most Reverend PETER HOLLING-
a very broad cross-section. The argument wAYORTH —I did not think it was. My under-
that, if you signed your model, for examplestanding is—and the Prime Minister reiterated
you would not also sign Bill Hayden’s model.it on Thursday of last week, and | fully
That was the distinction. But there was ngupport this—that we as a Convention have
problem about people voting as they chose 48 ensure that there are two clear choices that
the propositions came up. It was only relatean be put before the Australian people. |
to signatures. would support fully that we do that, and | will

: . . . be working hard to try to find a second
CHAIRMAN —I think, against that, it is @Iternative republican option. For some it will

—Yes, you are right. That is

essential that there is an opportunity fo . P
: e the best case; for some it will be the least
delegates to choose ultimately rather than orst case. But | would have thought there is

have only the 10 choosing. If there are diffi-_ _,:
culties and somebody—as in Archbisho;ﬁ slight problem about the phraseology of that

Hollingworth’s situation—has difficulty, | nal resglutlon Wh_'Ch says. .
would suggest that people might take note of That this Convention recommends to the Prime
my advice rather than the deputy’s on thi%linister and Parliament that the Republican model

. : nd other related changes to the Constitution
occasion. Do you wish to add further, ArCh'supported by this Convention be put to the people

bishop? in a constitutional referendum.
The Most Reverend PETER HOLLING- | would have thought some reference to the

WORTH—Yes, | have another two points,status quo should be there in that final resolu-
but | will be very brief. The second matterijgn.

is—to raise again what the previous speakerlvIr HAYDEN —I sympathise entirely with

raised—a problem, and itis a problem we ARis Grace Archbishop Hollingworth. | am

all going to have to five with. Many of us having trouble getting signatures for my
here—and | sympathise deeply—have delibety 1 " Archbishop Hollingworth, with the

ately held back from saying anything becausg
we are trying to hear the debate. We arg!PPOrtof the angels, cannot get very far, my

going to pay the price of that, and | do nothances, as a longstanding atheist, are not
think there is any way that can be avoidecgzeryt good at a{l. In f?clt, ' ﬁf’tht B&ucrf
Time is running short and we have to reacktYX!0N S signatureé at iunchime and he

a resolution. | really do not know what one>uddenly had a spasm of writer's cramp. So

says except that it is a shame, but that i IS notjust the republicans, I might add.
usually what happens. The strong and the My concern is more about the exhaustive
powerful and the well organised have theivoting model. | find it quite an unusual
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model, if | can put it rather gently, to suddenballot. That is the view, for better or worse,
ly, at round 4A, have introduced the statushat finally prevailed in the Resolutions
quo, with the two remaining models at thatGroup. Nonetheless, there was a certain
point, a vote then taken—and it does notesidual nostalgia for having a test of how the
matter what the result is—and the status qustatus quo stood against at least the most
then dumped and the vote going on to Y angdreferred republican models. Thus you have
Z, which would have happened in any case this little reference in round 4A which is an
the status quo had not been introduced.  opportunity to expose that.

The status quo is not introduced in any The point of the exercise, as with so many
other part of this procedure. | might say thabthers of these procedures until we get to the
| had many years of experience with th&inal crunch, is to give maximum information
exhaustive balloting system when it first cameo delegates about where the support is when
to Canberra. It was a system the Labor Pargbnfronted with different patterns of choice.
used in the caucus to select members for thehink you have got that combination, Bill, as

shadow cabinet. | discovered it was an oppok resulit in the way that this is drafted at the
tunity between rounds to do horse trading anghoment.

all sorts of less than straight deals, so | am

i Al ; « | will also quickly reply to Archbishop
\S/gﬁ/osfussysli‘:éon:séfalegtl#rt]ga?ny fiddling with thISHoIIingworth while I am on my feet. He did

. . . make the point that this general question
_ I'wonder: if the status quo is going to beypoyt whether Australia should be a republic,
introduced there, why is it not introduced agoy identified as the first item for the last
a concretely viable part of the overall thing%ay, was originally scheduled to be debated
In that case, it should be introduced in r_oungarlier in the Convention. It is not my under-
one and all the way through or, alternativelysianding on the program as circulated. It was,
it should be introduced in the last rounqsn fact, the very last question that the Prime
roughly on the principle that it is somewhaiyinister and the chairmen were proposing be
similar—the surviving republican proposal—yt to this Convention. It was certainly
to an amendment to the existing resolution agheduled for the last day. What we have
it were. But it should be at every staggjone is keep that on the last day on the same
through this process. It is not going to add Ryinciple that the Prime Minister and chair-
lot to it. Itis going to, | think, make a lot of men originally had in mind: that people ought
people here a lot happier and certainly muchot to be asked to vote on that general propo-
less suspicious than they are at the presegiion until such time as a clear preference
time. | ask Gareth Evans whether he coulgzq emerged from the Convention as to what
contemplate that. sort of a republic they would be looking at.

CHAIRMAN —I think we might call on Mr That is the reason for the sequence.

Evans to respond to those. | still have a seriesTne fact that the very last resolution is now

of other speakers. proposed to be the one about what goes to
Mr GARETH EVANS —In my original referendum is picking up, | think, what was
formulation of the exhaustive ballot processpriginally a suggestion from Father Fleming
the status quo did have a mention all the wathat seemed to be quite warmly received
through every stage of the exhaustive ballotaround the Convention: that really resolution
The reason why it got knocked out is ther& was a proposition around which many
was fierce opposition to that from some opeople could unite. Even if, as | said before,
your former colleagues on the monarchicahey hated the idea of a republic or even if
benches who took the view that they ought tthey did not like very much the particular
have the free and untrammelled right, withoutnodel, nonetheless they could still give some
the embarrassment of having a status quupport to the proposition that there be a
option, to express a preference on whicheferendum so that the issue could be tested.
republican model should be preferred as w8o, Your Grace, that is the reason why the
worked our way through that exhaustivesequence is as it is, and | think that still
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remains a good reason for keeping things iaver to the next page, page 4, at the top of

that order. the page the resolution reads:
CHAIRMAN —Mr Hayden, had you That this Convention supports the adoption of a
finished on that point? republican system of government on the model . . .

in preference to there being no change to the
Mr HAYDEN —I want to follow up on ~ ’ciiiiion.
that. | do not find the explanation that Gareth

Evans has given at all persuasive. It seems fgain, quite a large number now have come
me that the more you look at round 4Afo the preservation of the status quo, and the
where you have a vote to be exercised ifinal recommendation reads:

favour of Y or Z or no change—and Nno0 That this Convention recommends to the Prime
change has not come in before—then regarginister and Parliament that the republican model,
less of the outcome, the status quo is dumpeaid other related changes to the Constitution,
and Y and Z go to the final vote. It is justsupported by this Convention, be put to the public
incongruous. If the status quo gets a highdp & constitutional referendum.

vote than, say, Y or Z, then people are goingdo submit that, where you have a substantial
to protest quite volubly. The place for the Nhody of people who will be opposing those
change or status quo to go in would be theesolutions, there should be a record which
last round. The only reason | can think okhould go forward when the decision is
doing it this way is, first of all, to placate passed on.

those who want the status quo or no change ) .

to be included, probably all the way through CHAIRMAN —There will be. There will be

the ballot. Some might have other views. & complete record kept of every vote that is
If it is put in the last round against the finalmade and every dissent or those who have

surviving proposition from the republicans,abSta'ned'

say it is proposition Y, there are republicans Senator HILL —In support of Archbishop
who are making stout-hearted claims here thafollingworth, | want to protest also the
they will not support the ARM people, for undemocratic structure that is being put to us,
instance, and vice versa. So, say Y is ARMiesigned to suit blocks or parties—the monar-
and Z is the non-ARM people and Z getshist party and the republican party—and
defeated, Y goes into the last round againglesigned to disadvantage independents. It is
the status quo. The Z people could then throthe first time | have ever come across a
their vote in behind the status quo. But byoting procedure such as this, where you need
putting it on the second-last round and not0 votes to even qualify for an amendment.
giving a damn about it anyway, the Z peopleso the blocks lock you into a set of preferred
are not able to throw their support in behindptions of the blocks. You are not even able
the status quo. The thing has a bit of a taintb seek to amend that unless one of the blocks
about it the more | think about it. Either thesupport you, which of course they cannot. |
status quo is thrown in at the end or it shoulthink, firstly, that this should be amended so
not be thrown in at all—certainly not in thethat you no longer require 10 votes to be able
second-last round. Frankly, Gareth, if | dicto move an amendment. Secondly, Mr Hayden
not know you well, | would say there is a bitis quite correct on the issue he raised. It
of a ramp being worked up here in a way thageems to me that the question being put is
is not unknown in the Labor Party confer-incompatible with the resolution being debat-
ences. ed. If you look at the resolution being debat-

Mr GIFFORD —Mr Chairman, on page 3, €d—

item (4) states: Dr O’'SHANE —Mr Chairman, | rise on a
That this Convention supports, in principle,point of order. Could | have some clarifica-

Australia becoming a republic. tion on the procedures? As | understand it, in

| submit that, in respect of that, there shouldisual procedures, any amendments that have

be a ballot that records the names and numbleeen received in writing ought to be allowed

of those who are dissenting. Then, if we turio be moved, seconded and discussed before
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any amendments are put from the floor. Aments, that amendment will be considered
the outset of this— along with all those others—

CHAIRMAN —We are not at that stage, Mr RUXTON —You are falling into the
though. We are only at the point of introductrap of Pat O’Shane, Sir.

tion of the Resolutions Group report. We are cHAIR —I am going to take at this stage
not considering any amendments at this stag€ontributions from the floor on the general
Dr O’'SHANE —I am sorry, Mr Chairman, question. When we move to the amendments,
but | swear as | stand here that | just heartdl you wish to move one, you may do so. If
Senator Hill propose an amendment. you wish to question or otherwise pursue a

CHAIRMAN —No. | think he was Suggest_general debate on the Resolutions Group’s

ing that it should be amended. He certainly igeport, you may do so.

not proposing an amendment at this stage. The Right Reverend John HEPWORTH
The purpose of this part of the proceedings is—! Would continue to seek a clarification on
the explanation of the Resolutions GrougtA- Could | add to that that | understood
report. At a later stage there will be amendthere were three terms of reference from the
ments received, a number of which have bedifrliament. One was the timing. That will be
distributed. We will then receive any furtherdisposed of. The two most contentious are
amendments. | am certainly not taking Senavhether Australia should become a republic
tor Hill's present comments as, in fact, movand, if so, what model. It would seem to me

ing any amendment to the Resolutions Grouﬁﬁ‘at 4A is a confusion of those two. | have no
report. problem with the resolutions towards the end

Dr O’SHANE —May | go so far then as to which pit the status quo against the preferred

move that the report of the Resolutions Grouanbciﬁgijst?g tn:z pt?JIeﬁg¥ tgb\clalg:ﬁ'h Itths:temz
be debated? ’ :

status quo is not one of the republican mod-

CHAIR —That has already been moved. Iels. That ought to be obvious from everything
was moved by Mr Evans and seconded by Mrve have said for the last week and a half. It
Williams. We are now talking about theappears not to be obvious from the Resolu-
report before we receive any other reportgions Group. | wonder whether they could
There is no point in receiving another motiorclarify why suddenly the status quo is being
on that one. | call on Senator Hill to resumeconsidered a republican model. | think that |

his remarks. would resent it.
Senator HILL —If you read the resolution, Mr WILLIAMS —This proposal is a
you see that it says: compromise of views and | think is broadly

If Australia is to become a republic, out of theSUPPOrted by representatives of all the major
models for change before the Convention, which igroups that are represented on the Resolutions
the model you would most like to see put— Group. It represents competing interests. Let

One of the models that is being put is th&"€ 9o straight to 4A, which has been men-
status quo. It is inconsistent; it does not workioned by Mr Hayden, Senator Hill and
, . ., Bishop Hepworth—three Hs. The point of 4A

Mr RUXTON —Mr Chairman, it was said is that it is not part of the sequence of ex-
once that the only honest person to enter the,stive ballot. It is inserted as an addition.

parliament was Guy Fawkes. | would like toi¢ js an addition as expressed in the paper to

move an amendment. give the republican supporters an opportunity
CHAIR —We are not taking amendmentdo express their own preference. But this
at this stage. preference is being expressed at a stage in the

debate where it is only a preliminary indica-
tive vote. So the outcome will be from 4B the
conclusion of the exhaustive ballot between

CHAIR —If you do, you may circulate it in the final two preferred republican models.
writing. When we get to the stage of amendThat will go forward for the afternoon debate.

Mr RUXTON —Surely we can move an
amendment to Gareth Evans’s proposal.
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Mr LOCKETT —As | declared in my best model and what monarchists felt was the
speech a little while ago, | believe it would bdeast worst model.
highly improper for an unrepresentative body o, the republican side, we wanted to have
such ‘as this to tell the people how theyhe status quo in at every turn. We wished to
should vote in a referendum. That leaves mge aple to respond to the challenge from the
in & situation where | cannot participate in th@nonarchists that the republicans should get
vote of resolution 4 or resolution 6 on theyejr act together and come up with our best
final day. That is something | have to livemqgel, It is a bit hard to do that if the ‘best

with. But | suspect that other non-alignedepyplican model’ is there largely with the
delegates might be also considering thegupport of the monarchists.

ot L e gt O L e o e resotns
order to abstain from voting on whether ocOMmMitiée know, an enormous amount of
not we should become a republic, | am unablii™e @nd effort has gone into producing what
to exercise a choice between the final tw> ©SSentially a compromise and what is

models to be put to the people. | have no Wa%znsatisfactory in ideal terms from both sides.
to go with this procedure. here are motions from republicans seeking

to put the status quo back into each level of
Mr GARETH EVANS —I can only repeat the exhaustive ballot and, frankly, Wendy
that you will get your chance to do that inpachin and I, who are both on the Resolu-
4B. The basic sequence of events is: round §gns Committee, were of a mind that we
round 2, round 3, round 4B. That is theshould not support that because this had been
logical sequence. You have a little bit of &5 compromise that had been entered into in
brumby, as Bruce would no doubt describe ifgood faith. Now | see that Lloyd Waddy and
tucked in there at 4A, which is deSlgned to bkerry \]onES, who also Supported this compro-

off the main line of the exhaustive ballot. Itmise, and their supporters want to take out
is put in there for an express purpose whicha

has nothing to do with getting the final | say to this gathering that this document,

preference of the delegates on an indicativgrI o ;
. . , perfect though it is and the creation of a
basis. That is achieved by 4B and you hav ommittee—and we know what species

got that choice. ) committees create—was reached out of a
~ MrTIM FISCHER —Mr Chairman, would genuine effort to find compromise and to give
it be your intention to propose rounds 1, Zgome measure of ground to each side. If all
and 3 and then, as a separate question, thets are off, then we will be voting purely in
adoption of round 4A and so the Conventiofhe self-interests of the republicans and the
can, later this afternoon, choose one way @jther side, no doubt, will vote purely in the
the other on 4A and then subsequently 4fhterests of monarchists. This was difficult
and the rest of the paper? enough to draft in a committee of about 12,

CHAIR —Yes, | intend to put the questionswhich included a number of non-aligned
individually and | have a number of amenddelegates—Julie Bishop, Stella Axarlis,

ments, of which notice has been received ofirchbishop Pell—who do not have a particu-
nearly every point. lar axe to grind. They all supported it.

Mr TURNBULL —It is very important for _ If we are going to throw it back into the
delegates to bear in mind that this voting®©t: then so be it. If it is going to go back
procedure endeavours to reconcile two esseffii0 the pot, we will vote in accordance with
tially contradictory wishes. On the part of thePur best interests but, speaking for myself and
monarchists—and | would include in that/eéndy Machin alone, our feeling is that this
group the Prime Minister, Mr Howard—thereConvention would be well advised to accept
was a desire that at every stage of this efl if | may use a common term, as the least
haustive ballot the status quo would not b#/orst procedure available.
included so that the final result would be a Mr HOWARD —As a frequent user of the
combination of what republicans felt was thexpression ‘least worst’ in the context of this
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debate, | find myself in broad agreement wittof republic Australia should be, if we choose
Mr Turnbull—and | stress ‘broad’. | wantedto become a republic. Like any other Austral-
a situation whereby you had the followingian citizen, | have that right. Any process that
procedure: you had everybody involvedienies me that right is profoundly undemo-
without qualification in expressing a view oncratic. Given the sensitivities of everybody,
what ought to be the republican alternative thowever tortured the methodology may be—
be presented at the referendum. and it is a bit tortured; it is a combination of

At the end of the day, | wanted a run-offtheé pre-selection processes of the Liberal
vote between that preferred alternative and tfe2'ty in New South Wales for the House of
status quo. That is what | said in the middiétepresentatives and the Senate and | think
of last week. There are people who suppofio™e of the voting procedures of the Enmore
the republic who say that is terrible becausgranch of the Labor Party—it produces a
you might get those wicked monarchistd@i"ly fair result at the end.

voting strategically, forgetting of course that Mr BEATTIE —The difficulty with the

republicans are also capable of voting strarime Minister's argument is this, and this is
tegically as between republican models. Swhere | agree with Bill Hayden: if you go to
that was one point of view. round 4A, effectively what happens is you

Another point of view was that that was nosplit the republican vote and there is a possi-
going to occur and there was a lot of discudpility that no change will come through. What
sion. | do not think people should sneer at theort of signal does that send?
fact that people discuss these things. | do not\r HOWARD —No.
think there is anything wrong with that. At a
gathering like this, you inevitably have to Mr TURNBULL —No. You are wrong.
make some compromises but, at the end of\;r BEATTIE —Yes, it does. You have
the day, you have a glide path and a methagyo models.
of handling it that does give people a capacity
to express their view. What has been pro- Mr TURNBULL —No.

duced, whilst it is not precisely what | argued Mr BEATTIE —Yes, you have, Malcolm.
for at the beginning, is a situation where, aj|| the way through here you have choices
the end of the day, you get a run-off betweeBetween the republican model. They are pitted
the status quo and the chosen republicagyainst one another; that is what happens.
alternative in which all of the delegatespnly when you get to the end, do you get the
republican and non-republican alike, have change model put in. That is what it says.
participated. | think that is a fair and reasononly at the end do you get the no-change
able situation. I know it is not acceptable tanodel pitted against two republican models.
everybody. That is what happens. It creates enormous
The alternative is to have a situation whergonfusion. The Prime Minister is partly right:
one of two things could happen. If you putt does allow the monarchists—not that they
the status quo in with each of the republicawould—to vote tactically through the whole
alternatives at every stage, what you are doirgxercise. In fact, it quarantines their position
is saying to people who support the statugntil you get to 4A where suddenly no change
quo, ‘You have no right to express a view orénters the equation. That is exactly what
what kind of republic Australia should be, ifhappens.
Australia does become a republic.” | would \y\pat you end up with is the possible

regard that as a profoundly undemocratig,gicrous position where you have republicans

method of voting. | would say on behalf of56sing between two models and the monar-
the government that it would be very difficult shists who largely support no change are

for the government to see that as a democrafiing to vote for no chanae. You split the
expression of the views of this Convention.% g ge. X

position and no change could possibly win.
| think, as a supporter of the status quo, That will make us look absolutely ridiculous
have a right to express a view on what kindcross Australia.
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Bill Hayden hit the nail right on the head Round 4A makes absolutely no sense. The
and | have to say, Brigadier Garland, | did notime for choosing between a republic and the
know that you and | would be on a unitystatus quo is a separate question in itself. It is
ticket, but it happened today. It is a surpriselp to the republicans proposing various
to both of us. You were right as well. Mal-models to put them up. They are testing each
colm says, ‘Let’s put it back into the meltingrepublican model against another republican
pot.” | understand, Malcolm, that these thingsnodel, not against the status quo. That deci-
are difficult. 1 understand that you have alkion will be made in the final vote and by the
been working to come up with a resolutionAustralian people at referendum. | do not
and it has been hard. | appreciate that buthink it is quite democratic because it would
frankly, this is so flawed we need to put itdeny those of us on this side, who may want
back into the melting pot. to have a say in voting for a particular model,

i the right to have that say.
Mr TIM FISCHER —Just vote against 4A. ] )
That is all you have to do. Mr WADDY —Mr Chall’man, Miss Jones

and | were the two monarchist members of

Mr BEATTIE —I do not know how diffi- the 11-member Resolutions Committee. |
cult it is to get through, but the problem isthink it would be pretty clear that, although
Mr Fischer, that you are going to have repubthe majority of republicans elected to this
licans choosing between two models. So yo@onvention is not quite in that proportion,

are going to have a split of the republicanhere are certainly enough republicans here to
vote and you are also going to have thosgarry their way. | rise to support what Mr
who support no change, the monarchistSurnbull and the Prime Minister said, and |
voting for no change. So you are disadvantagiso reiterate what | said the last time | spoke
ing those supporting a republican cause. Thabout the Resolutions Committee; that is, it is
is what will happen. purely the handmaid of the Convention. The

: ..Convention is in charge of its procedure, as
Mr Chairman, | have an amendment wm]t is showing at the moment.

Miss Jones about this so | will not go on a
great length, but one of the issues that in my What we were confronted with in a
view has to be determined before we get tminority position was the fact that the repub-
the models is whether we want a republic diicans on the committee in general, in choos-
not. The bottom line is that by Thursday weng the republican model which is their
would have had nine days of lengthy andbusiness, wanted at every turn to put in the
adequate debate about this issue. Surely, theiatus quo. | want to make it quite clear to
is the prime issue that should be determinedelegates that my position is very clear: |
before we get to the models. But that will béntend to vote against every republican model.
a matter of amendment. | hope we can actuad lot of other monarchists feel the same way,
ly change this, otherwise we will end up withbut not others. Others have said, ‘We may
a debacle. have to live under a republic and we want to
. , say which sort we live under.” That is not my
CHAIRMAN —Your time has now expired. hosition but it is a genuine, legitimate position
You will have another opportunity to speakyhich should be respected. | might say that,
with your amendment later. on the other side, there are republicans who

Ms PANOPOULOS—Mr Wiliams and mr  Will not vote for any republic and who have
Turnbull talked about compromise and howp@id Publicly they are only for a republic if
we all need to get together—how we all gotn€Yy g€t their way.
together on the Resolutions Committee and What the Resolutions Committee did was
compromised. Well, when there are twdo take out in the choosing of the republican
monarchists out of 11 on the Resolutionsnodel—which | regard as a republican re-
Committee, you do not compromise; you gegponsibility but not all delegates do—the
done over because you do not have thstatus quo at every turn, because it obviously
numbers. denied people who wanted the status quo but
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who still wanted to say, ‘If you are going tol believe is essential. But | am sorry for
force a republic on us, we want to have a sayterrupting you.

on what it is.” Some of the republicans were pr 0’'SHANE —I just want to put this point
extremely keen to have round 4A in. Itis, agf view: we have moved well beyond the
Gareth said, an excursion. They want it for qint of clarification of any points that might
purpose which is their own; they want it, Ihave been concerning members of the Con-
understand, believing that anti-republican§ention. | would reiterate the point that we

will have to vote for the status quo, and theryre opviously into a full-blown debate about
they will get a reading of the numbers bej;,

tween the two most popular models. | know
of no other reasons that have been advance

ggcsgle\g% &egpsi{] ?#é?ebe there, but it Wagroup, | did not support this recommendation
' ..coming forward for the reasons that have been
_In respect of day 10 we the monarchistgpejied out by Peter Beattie. | got the call
indicate that (4) is superfluous because Undﬁﬁer he got the call. His remarks pre-empted
(6) there is a resolution which, if a group ofyyhat | was going to say. So | take this oppor-
republicans have the numbers, they will b?unity now to not only adopt his remarks but

d want to make it clear to Convention
embers that, as a member of the Resolutions

able to pass. It states, in part: also fully endorse them and, in doing so, |
That this Convention supports the adoption of @ndorse the remarks made by Mr Hayden and
republican system of government— Mr Ruxton.

Therefore, we have said that you cannot have | take up the point made by Sophie

a republic in principle; you can only have apangpoulos that if it were the case that the
republic if you move to change the Constituronstitutional monarchists should not have the
tion according to a set of amendments whicRjg change model at any stage, then they
in shorthand we call a model. | also aske@,ght not to be here. That is logically the
that the paper be rearranged the way it is @ftyation that they are in, otherwise the no
least as a model which eventually can b hange model ought to be put forward at
pitted against the status quo and a dignifie very round and voted on by all members of
as to whether that should be done. the Prime Minister, with respect to him, that
That is the full background. You have heard have not heard one person on this Conven-
it now from Mr Evans, Mr Turnbull, the tion floor, nor beyond it, say that the Prime
Prime Minister and me. The Convention iMinister as Prime Minister or as a private
now fully apprised of the background. | wishindividual is not entitled to have his say with
you well in your deliberations. respect to whether or not Australia becomes

Dr O'SHANE —I have a number of points & republic. But what | personally take excep-
to make but the first point | want to revisit istion t0 is that we all get funnelled down the
the point of audit that | raised with you much®ne chute to say, ‘There will ultimately be no
earlier this afternoon in this discussion. It i€hange.
very clear now that we are into a full-blown CHAIRMAN —I know it has been suggest-
debate on this particular resolution, in whicted that we should be at a stage of a full-
case—with due respect to you, Mr Chairblown debate. | would point out that the
man—you should faithfully put forward the Resolutions Group have had considerable time
amendments that have been submitted to yaa examine this proposition. It is a complex
in writing as per the instructions given earlieone. Therefore, | intend to allow a few more
in the proceedings of this Convention. Thosepeakers before we proceed to consider the
amendments should be properly debated amgnendments.

then voted on. Senator FAULKNER—I would like to
CHAIRMAN —They will be in a moment. congratulate the Resolutions Committee for

| am at a point of explanation as far as theoming forward with this camel. The problem

Resolutions Group report is concerned whictve have is that it has about seven humps,
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three heads and nine legs. But | think there igre, we will have before us absolute clarity
a misunderstanding that does need to kabout the preferred models of the Convention,
clarified, because there is clearly an oppoiincluding the preferred models of the republi-
tunity for tactical voting with this particular can delegates as opposed to those who sup-
proposal that is before the Convention. Iport no change to our constitutional arrange-
works this way: in round 1 as outlined, therements.

is no doubt that the constitutional monarchists cHAIRMAN —A large number of deleg-

who might support no republican model canytes wish to speak. | propose that we have

determine by their own votes which of thegpy three more. We will then proceed to the

models do not go forward to round 2. first amendment. You will have an opportuni-
There is no doubt that tactical voting, if thety then to make an explanation.

monarchists here decide to engage in thatThe Most Reverend GEORGE PELL—I
activity, can determine which model has leasf,oyid Iike to speak as a member of the
support in that round and is therefore elimiresolutions Committee in favour of the
nated. It is also true that that is the case igygposal that has come from the Resolutions
round 3. But rounds 4A and 4B, as | undercommittee. As one of what has been de-
stand it, are designed to ensure that if there &gyihed as the three uncommitted members of
tactical voting in that round, clearly suchihe committee, | would like to point out that,
tactical voting would be exposed. It would b&yith one possible exception, at no stage was
clear to all the delegates how the monarchis{gere an attempt to eliminate quickly and
might vote. conclusively minority views. There was no

Frankly, | accept that if there are votesattempt to roll anyone. We were tempted in
before the chair put in this way it is up tothose directions. We broke and we came back
each and every delegate, regardless of whethnd renegotiated our position. This certainly
er they are a republican, monarchist or callis a compromise.

thumpian, to vote as they see fit. They are | js recognised that those who support the
absolutely entitled to do so. But as far as thi onarchy have a right to vote. We presume
Convention is concerned, it is also reasonabig ;¢ they would exercise it for republics
for us to understand the extent to which th?ollowing the least worst option. As a product
votes of those who support no change in oWt compromise, it is useful for those who are

constitutional arrangements will impact on th@epyplicans to know what the republican
decisions of the Convention in relation to thg)sinjon is as expressed in 4A. That is why

favoured republican model. That is what thignat is there.
is designed to achieve. Its only weakness, aSrore was quite a body of opinion that
far as | can see, is that there might be a X P ;

capacity, obviously, for delegates who suppoWanted that in-principle vote to come in early

no change to our constitutional arrangemenfd! Thursday. It was not accepted, but there

to make this difference: the difference inVaS & compromise. After a whole day of

those early rounds is in terms of the decisiof€Pate and clarification, we voted for that to

on which of the republican models is elimi-cOMe in at the start of Friday. It might be

nated. That is the weakness. However, it haQ'Perfect. Itis certainly a compromise and it
to be said that it is the early rounds of thid> certainly unusual. However, except for one
voting procedure Issue, it represented the views of far and away

the great majority of the committee that this
Father JOHN FLEMING —Ha! was the best and fairest way of putting the
Senator FAULKNER—That is a pretty issues before this Convention.

objective assessment of the strengths andpr || —| fully acknowledge the difficulties

weaknesses of this voting procedure. faced by the Resolutions Group in coming up
By the time you get to rounds 4A and 4B with an effective voting procedure, but | have

if the models left before the Convention ar¢o say that this present voting procedure is

those that genuinely have the support ofreighted extremely heavily against the hybrid

delegates, and if we adopt this voting procednodels. All of those hybrid models will be
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knocked out in the first four rounds of votinglf you wish to move any amendments to that,
because those who support non-hybrid modey®u may do so.
are organised into three main voting blocks. . .
. The second point is that, with respect to the
The very purpose of these hybrid comprogeqo)tion of the Resolutions Group, which

mise models is to act as a second choice k

h h first choice is knocked out. | e will deal with seriatim, we will start with
0S€ WROSE Irst choice 1S Knocked oul. T | hronose to deal with each part of this one
would defeat the very purpose of havin

i X .Eby one, because | have a series of amend-
compromise models if they were all to go iNyantq and | hope I will be able to pick them

the first four rounds. | submit that there . . .
up at the appropriate time. It is a matter of
should be some procedure whereby the hybr{ ing to mglge gure, in this sorting process

or compromise models can be reintroduced i+ 'have tried to pursue, that | have covered
a later stage, where those people whose firglo 1, 411

choices have been knocked out can consider
a second hybrid compromise choice. We will therefore begin our consideration
Mrs KERRY JONES—I thought we all by looking at ALl. With respect to Al, | note

came to this Convention with the goodwillthat in A3 they talk about the Chairman and
that we all agreed we wanted to go to &eputy Chairman providing additional time
referendum. We cannot go to a referendu®r delegates who have not yet spoken on the
until the republicans tell us which model—issue. | think it would be better to allocate
and only one model—they are prepared t§om 5 p.m. to 6 pm. for the general debate,
put. ‘No change’ will be in the referendum.so that delegates who have not spoken—and
The Newspoll this morning again showed uhere are a number who have not yet ad-
that many Australians out there are waiting télressed the Convention—can have an oppor-
see which model comes through before theijdnity to speak to a reasonably full audience,
decide whether they will vote for no change—and that we allow this motion to proceed from

the status quo—or whatever republican modé& P-m. to 8 p.m. or until whatever time is
comes out. necessary for the debate to be concluded on

Therefore, the tactical voting—and we dothose points.
take umbrage at some of the statements madg therefore suggest an amendment in the
in this discussion this afternoon—is for thesjtting times which would mean that on
republicans. Once again, we give you &ednesday evening we would sit until at
commitment that our solid no republic blocieast 8 p.m. The general debate would ensue
will vote ‘no change’ throughout, whicheverfrom 5 p.m. until 6 p.m., by which time |
method occurs. hope that we will have been able to allow all

CHAIRMAN —About 20 people want to those who have not spoken to address the
speak. We have a large number of amend-onvention. The processes identified in
ments. | propose that we now debate theesolution A would then continue from 6 p.m.
amendments. As you debate them, you will bentil 8 p.m., or until whatever time was
able to raise whatever point of view you haveneeded for us to conclude that debate.

Before | go to the amendments, | have tWo paying put that proposition, are there any
things to do. With respect to Archbishopother amendments to A(1)? | have not re-
Hollingworth’s request, a resolution whichcejyed notice of any. | want to make sure that
was passed by this Convention on 9 Februaphaye not passed any over. | am referring to

with respect to how many people should

nominate and how many signatures are re- Amendment carried.

quired, each delegate may subscribe to only . .
one such model for the purpose of this resolu- Récommendation A(1), as amended, carried.

tion. Thus, my advice was wrong. Each Recommendation A(2) carried.
delegate has only one vote as far as the

resolution is concerned and the nomination. Recommendation A(3) carried.
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CHAIRMAN —We move then to recom- issue first. If that is carried, then the monar-
mendation B. | call on Councillor Tully to chists can help us, as John Howard has said,
move his amendment: by determining what the model and the

Councillor TULLY —I move: wording of that republic should be.

In paragraph I(1) amend paragraph to read: We are doing it the wrong way round. |
"Out of the models for change before the ConWill be supporting and foreshadowing the
vention and the status quo, which do you prefer7amendment proposed by Clem Jones, but if
The purpose of this amendment is to ensupPU really want to be involved in the debate,
that every delegate has the right at everyy You understand what exhaustive balloting
stage of the voting process to have their vieJp @ll about and the process of an exhaustive
determined. We have heard about the snak@llot—it simply means that the proposal with
oil salesmen here today. | would say the{® least support drops out last and then
have stopped selling their snake oil and theflOves up—what you are going to find is that
are giving it away. This amendment is thd/0U are going to be snookered. If you listen
most fundamental amendment to the modf the snake oil salesmen here, you will lose

fundamental question which will come up inPn the day.
the next 48 hours. You will recall a week ago
today, almost to the hour, there were dele% C';;AIRMAN —I\(/jlsﬂl:/lary Ke”&” ! utndler-th t
ates surrounding me who were concerned th {an y}ou secon € amendment. IS tha
a proposal that we wanted considered wagrrect:
summarily taken off the agenda. This particu- Ms MARY KELLY —I am seconding it,
lar proposal, if you vote for it in its original yes.
form, will mean to the people on my right )
that you will be denied the right to have your CHAIRMAN —Thank you. Do you wish to
view expressed for four or five stages of théPeak to it?
voting process. Ms MARY KELLY —Yes, | do, briefly. |
| believe that every delegate here, whethéccept that there is not one procedure that can
they are republican or a monarchist or if thepgccommodate everyone’s needs, but | also
believe in the status quo, should ensure thatant to aim so that the result is to get the
they have the right at each stage of thgwost preferred position at the end. So, in the
process to express that view. This has beénultiple sources of evidence that we are
drafted for one particular reason in my viewselecting, the rationale for 4A, and that
and that is to achieve a particular result by areceded by those rounds, has been that one
particular group. That particular result is s@ide—that is, the republican side—needs to
that one particular republican view will win have an untrammelled right to decide amongst
on the day. it_self yvhat the republlcan models are, but.that
If you people on my right think that this is right is constrained to only some republican

; P odels. The other side wants a right to
g(raizli%gledp:gpboesgleni}o%alflcs(;f %/c? up!;)goek gt gr:ﬁﬂﬂuence that debate as well, but that influ-

round 4A, you are cut out of round 1, you ar&Nce is confined to only some of those lr)noﬁ—
cut out of round 2 and you are cut out of!S: In other words, in trying to meet both
round 3. You might be cut out of round 16 ifS19€S; it falls between two stools. You basi-
we have that many republican models. yoGally have to pick a side.

will be cut out of it. You will be cut off at  This resolution has the effect of putting all
the pass. What is going to happen is we afgositions in that exhaustive ballot for every-
going to have a ridiculous situation arisingpne to vote on. | do that with some trepida-
and | am foreshadowing the proposal by myion, but | accept the undertakings from the
friend and colleague Clem Jones that if yobulk of those who are not pro-republic that in
want us to determine whether or not wehis case they will have their position to vote
should have a republic or the continuation ofor. So the effect of this amendment is to
the status quo let us vote on the republicachoose a side that is not between two stools
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here; to have all positions throughout thistes that it is not the completion of the choice
whole exhaustive balloting process. process by lunchtime on Thursday when you

CHAIRMAN —Thank you. Is there a have got a preliminary indicative model. That

speaker against the amendment? is simply so that you have got something
Mr RAMSAY —I find this amendment is

specific around which to conduct the debate
moving so far from the motion that it is

in the afternoon.
amending that it is making it completely Paul, there is no inhibition, the way this
different. The motion that is before the chailProcedure is crafted. If the direct election

is really to choose which model for a republidhodel does drop out early on, before you get

should be put, if Australia is to become 40 the last round, there is no inhibition—
republic. The amendment as worded is: ~ Provided you have got 10 votes, and | assume
ou do, to support you—against your moving

gain in the afternoon to put that direct
. . . ._election process back in. If you have the
It has got nothing to do with determininggypport of a majority of this Convention—

which model the Convention wants to be PUlnd, frankly, if any model is to go forward to

to the Australian people by way of a referenyne people it has to have the support of the
dum. Itis not, as Councillor Tully suggested maority of this Convention across monarchic-
improving the position of those who arey| ang republican lines; that is the truth of the

seeking to support the retention of the statygaiter—then you will have the full opportuni-
quo, but it is completely avoiding the questiony, 5 do that.

which the motion is attempting to ask in . .
terms of choosing a model. | strongly oppos Equally, that is the answer to Jason Li when

the amendment. Furthermore. the seco said earlier on that these hybrid models

amendment that is not before the chair yet &€ by definition, going to drop out of the
seeking— picture, and maybe that is unfortunate because

. . they might be helpful in reaching a consensus
CHAIRMAN —Let us talk to it when it |ater on. The afternoon session, when there is
comes. We are confused enough, I think.  an gpen-ended debate and amendment process
Mr RAMSAY —Sir, if | could just indicate all over again, is, as the note says, your
that it is seeking to change the order andpportunity to construct a hybrid model, if
place a later amendment ahead of this ortbat is the mood of the Convention.
which also has an impact on this amendment, | | ¢an put it in context. | know exactly
because if there were a vote, in principle, fofhy you are anxious about this and | share a
a republic then this new amendment—'Out ojot ‘of the positions that you embrace here.
the models for change before the Conventiog;t at the end of the day, all the morning is
and the status quo, which do you prefer?’—poyt s a preliminary beauty contest in which
takes on a completely different meaning. I anhe object of the exercise is to get down to at
strongly against it. least one model which is the foundation for
CHAIRMAN —Thank you. As there is no the debate in the afternoon. The background
speaker for the amendment, is there a speak®fr that debate is that all delegates can see
against? basically where the support patterns are and

Mr GARETH EVANS —I think we have ¢can rethink the positions they have initially

already canvassed the reasons the ResolutidfioPted and see how we might craft some-
Group came up with the particular sequencing Which might attract a wider consensus.
that we did, even though some of us, m hat is the point of the exercise. | know it is

included, would have rather liked to have th&©t totally satisfactory, but it is the best we

status quo in there at all stages, as thfuld do to accommodate all those views. Do
amendment proposes. To try to take, perhaﬁ%?t overstate the impact of what happens in
a little bit of the heat out of Councillor "€ moming.

Tully’s and others’ concerns on this issue, | CHAIRMAN —Having had two speakers

remind him and all other Convention delegagainst the motion, | propose to put the

Out of the models for change before the Converr;
tion and the status quo, which do you prefer?
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amendment moved by Councillor Tully and CHAIRMAN —Is there any speaker against
seconded by Ms Mary Kelly. It relates tothe amendment? As there is no speaker
paragraph two in BI(1). against the amendment, | call on Mr Haber.

Amendment lost. Mr HABER —I ask the mover and second-

CHAIRMAN —I now call on Ms Catherine er whether they envisage the no change
Moore to propose the amendment in heoption being included in that plebiscite?
name, which is to be seconded by Ms Glenda \ys MOORE —Yes.
Hewitt.

Ms MOORE—I have big problems with
the process here. My gut feeling tells me th

Mrs MILNE —I rise to support this particu-
ZI§w amendment. The Prime Minister is the

there is a lot of manioulation aoina on by the?€rsON who told this Convention that at the
ere Is a lot of manipufation going on by &,y of jt he expects one model to be put up

power brokers. The alarm bells are alsggqingt the status quo. As | said on the first
ringing because the monarchists want us g

. > . day, it is not the Prime Minister's Conven-
support one particular model. 1 think that th'iion' it is the people’s Convention
yvhorl]e [IZ)FO_CﬁStS 's dooming us tc? fa”?t[e'g(g? V\;hat has occurred in the last W('eek is a big
is why | wish to move an amendment to .V , _
The bottom line is that a lot of people haveshlft across the Australian community towards

" : larly elected president. A lot of people
been writing to us at Old Parliament Hous popu ;
saying that they are being left out of th %\I/ho came here had not actually considered

t position seriously. Now that they have,
process. | ask delegates to ask themselv: 2y pwant time to cgnsider an app)r/opriate
whether they are going to be able to go out t odel to go to the people in an indicative
:Hg ce(;/rggnl;r;gy::;t y\\,'\?gﬁ;??gouoﬁﬁf%?kt}h'éaIebiscite, with the two-thirds appointed
process by saying that we wanted one modglodel, so that the people can decide what

and that is why we voted for one.” That is ey want and it can be a credible, well-

; ; onsidered option. It is ridiculous to be
trﬁgts Otﬂel ?(r)rl]lopvl\jitr?g gatm:n%nr:]eer;?mbeemi'nlsrer}?ggailroaded into choosing one option this week

before B(2): o satisfy what the Prime Minister wants. If
. | _ anyone believes that the Prime Minister saw
This Convention recommends that, given the brogghat resolution for the first time this afternoon

range of views on what would be the ideal mod .
for a republic and foreshadowing the situation i?yvhen he got up there to speak to it, then they

which no model has the clear support of delegate¥€ extremely naive.
to this Convention, the proposed models be put to CHAIRMAN —There being two speakers

the Australian people in an indicative plebiscite. . -
. . i in favour of the motion, | propose to put the
| believe this is the only way we are going togmendment.

come up with a model that we are happy with .
and that will ultimately lead us to a republic._Councillor TULLY —I have an amendment
and not a ‘no’ in a referendum. to the amendment.

CHAIRMAN —Thank you, Ms Moore. Do CHAIRMAN —Unfortunately, there have
you wish to second the motion, Ms Hewitt?already been two speakers. | called for a

Ms HEWITT —Yes. Mr Chairman, you are _speaker against. In those circgmstances, I
asking us delegates to play a two-up gamlgtenq to put the amendment. | think we know
with double-headed coins. Under the curreff@t it is. You say you have a further amend-
structure, we are being forced to vote fof"€nt which you can give notice of. Unfortu-
factions at this Convention. This Conventiofi@tely, the time has passed.
is about people’s choice—the people whom Councillor TULLY —I am sorry, but this
we are representing. We are not representimgnendment is to the wording of that amend-
ourselves; we are representing the people ofent, and it may be acceptable to the mover
Australia. Rather than let the ARM and theand seconder. It is the amendment before the
ACM have a bob each way, let us put it tochair, and | can indicate a proposed amend-
the people. ment to the wording.
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CHAIRMAN —Righto, Councillor Tully. on Friday afternoon after we have looked at
Councillor TULLY —The proposal is that the models and after the Convention has or

on the sixth line, where it says: ‘has the clea@s not made up its mind. | move a procedur-
support of delegates’, we delete those wordd motion that the item be adjourned until that

and insert: ‘has the support of an absolutBme.

majority of delegates’, to make it fundamen- cHAIRMAN —We have had two speakers
tally clear that it is an absolute majority of3q4inst. We will put the amendments. The
delegates at this Convention, because thgnendments include that by Councillor Tully,
words ‘clear support’ may be open to SOM@hich is accepted by the mover and seconder,
misinterpretation afterwards. | would ask thnat is ‘in which no model has an absolute
mover and seconder whether or not thebhajority’, plus that moved by Mr Haber and
would be prepared to accept the change to th@jopted by the mover and seconder that there
wording. should be no change. | am about to put the

CHAIRMAN —Are the mover and seconderguestion. Have you a point of order or some
prepared to accept that modification to thether procedural matter, Mr Jones?

wording? _ Dr CLEM JONES —I believe that the
Ms MOORE—I think | am, but I am not suggestion that this motion should be deferred
quite sure that | understand the full implicauntil the end of the proceedings is a reason-

tions of it. able proposal and should be taken note of. It
CHAIRMAN —Ms Hewitt, are you pre- has been before the house twice already and
pared to accept it? it was not acceptable because time was

Ms HEWITT —I accept ‘majority’, but ‘not inappropriate. It is still inappropriate but, if it
absolute majority’. So it would read: ‘fore- Were defeated today, it might be suggested
shadowing the situation in which no modejhat it be precluded from being brought up
has the majority support of delegates’. It iste'- I support the idea that it be deferred.
‘absolute majority’—I think that is a safe bet. CHAIRMAN —Mr Ramsay, you intended

CHAIRMAN —What is a safe bet, anto move as an amendment that this motion be
absolute majority? deferred to a later stage of the Convention.

Ms HEWITT —I am happy to go with Was thatyour intention?
Councillor Tully’s suggestion so that the Mr GARETH EVANS —Just for clarifica-
words will read ‘the situation in which notion, |1 have already indicated to Delegate
model has the absolute majority support o€lem Jones and others who have raised the

delegates’. plebiscite question that it would be perfectly
CHAIRMAN —Ms Moore, do you accept consistent with the existing process here set
that amendment? out for there to be an amendment to the very

last resolution for this to go to referendum. At
Ms MOORE—Yes. ) ) that stage, if there is still a strong view in the
CHAIRMAN —That wording is now Convention that the plebiscite option should

changed, so we need to take a speakpe explored as an alternative to that, that

against. would be the appropriate time to do it.

_Mr WILLIAMS ' —By accepting this mo- | gyggest to you, Chairman, that, rather than
tion, what you are saying is that the procesgejng committed to a particular form of words
of it, designed to identify whether this Con-3q have that in the sequence at the moment,
vention can support a particular republicalye should have a recognition that that is
model, should not be undertaken; you shoulgytended to be the case and an understanding,
give up before you start. | do not agree withf 5,ch a motion is sought to be moved as an
It. amendment to resolution (7), that leave of the
Mr RAMSAY —I agree with Daryl Wil- Convention, in accordance with this resolu-
liams on this. If this motion were to be put totion, would be granted in order to enable such
the Convention, it should be put at some tima resolution to be moved. | think it would be
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appropriate for that view to be tested, butepublic undetermined. The motion will put

only at that stage. the threshold question in its true form. If
Mr WRAN —I move: carried, it will enable them to do just that:

_ participate in debate, give their views and

That the motion be put. probably make a very valuable contribution to
Motion carried. it. Importantly, it will mean that we have

CHAIRMAN —The motion is that the Permitted all delegates an opportunity to

having in mind the admonition of Mr Evans.final stages. | plead with all delegates to
support this motion for these reasons. It will

Motion lost. bring the monarchists into the field of unin-

CHAIRMAN —We now move to an hibited debate in the final stages of our
amendment moved by Mr Clem Jones to beonsiderations. | feel that it is our true duty
seconded by Mr Peter Beattie. to do this. | commend the amendment to the

Dr CLEM JONES —I move: Convention.

That paragraph (4) under Day 10 be moved to
paragraph (1)—Day 9 and the other clauses be re-Mr BEATTIE —I second the motion. We
numbered accordingly. are simply moving the motion set down for
The suggestion that this threshold motion bthe beginning of day 10 to the beginning of
put at an earlier date was made by me at thday nine. That resolution is that this Conven-
beginning of the Convention. At that time ittion supports in principle Australia becoming
was not supported and | accepted and undea-republic. By the time we get to day nine,
stood the reasons why, particularly the rearhursday, we will have had eight full days of
sons put forward by the monarchists who felthis Convention. When we received your
they needed to listen to the debate on thavitation to come to this Convention, Mr
particular models before they decided on th€hairman, you quoted from the Prime
issue. Minister’'s speech introducing the bill. You

| suggest that circumstances have change%?li.d that in particular there were three issues.
The resolutions group proposal now beford Nis was the order in which you dealt with

us, acceptable as it may be, is acceptabi em in your letter. You said, in particular—

except in so far as a couple of points | wantiS is what the Convention had to deal
to make. A situation could arise in which theVith—this: first, whether or not Australia
chosen model might not fully reflect theShould become a republic; second, which
views of the majority. In this context, | refer "€Public model should be put to the electorate
to what | said before in the approach to th& consider against the status quo; and, third,
monarchists, which has been consistent right What time frame and under what circum-
throughout this debate. They have beept@nces might any change be considered.
passionate in their desire to preserve the status

quo. We must respect them in that. However, | put to the Convention that that is the

it is an approach that | feel has not permittedegipie way to go when you are considering
their participation on what sort of republic weyhjs jssye. In other words, before you actually
might have, if we are to have one. get around to debating the model itself, you
The monarchists are dedicated Australiansletermine whether we are going to have a
| do not think anyone could argue about thatepublic or not. That is not going to disadvan-
They have shown their dedication rightage anyone. It will not disadvantage those
throughout the debate to date. They arsupporting the republic and it will not in any
Australians whose views we would like toway disadvantage those who support no
have. We respect those views, even if we dchange. But at least what you have before we
not agree with them. | believe it is vital thatenter these final two days of determination
they make a contribution to the model quesabout the model is a determination at the
tion uninhibited by having the question of abeginning of the first of those last two days
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as to whether we are going to have a republiz need to? | think it is really important that
or not. we actually do answer that first question

In other words, what | am talking about is/@iSed by the Prime Minister in his official
practical. It is common sense. It is the only€tters inviting the appointed delegates to this
logical way to conduct the business of thi€vent. | think it is important that we answer
Convention. That threshold question has to Hﬁat question that was amongst those put to
put, in my view, right at the beginning of thetn€ electorate when we all campaigned for our
second last day. | know, as Clem Joneglection to this event. | think it is important
indicated, that some argued that this questioff¢ d0 So before we get into the debate about
should be put earlier in the Convention. Many"'€ differences of opinion around models so
argued that they wanted time to consider thg!at we can clearly express the majority will
arguments and the views. There were peopﬂi the Australian public for an Australian
not aligned here who wanted time to make ufgPublic.
their mind. | put it to the Convention that, by Ms RODGERS—I appreciate that our
then, we will have had eight days of debatdriends want to keep this debate running for
It is then decision time. Decision time start@s long as possible, and we as Democrats
Thursday. We are going to get into the modwant to do that too, but the republicans have
els. That is the first item of business. Myhad five years to debate this issue. We have
view is that, before we get to the model, it ideen here eight days. How can we or anyone,
important that we determine whether we arwithin the different republican models, be
going to have a republic. That is commorasked to vote on whether we want the status
sense. | know that it has been through thguo or not without a model? There are people
committee process. | hope that delegates wilho, within the republican movement, will
vote for this proposition moved by Clemsay, ‘| will only want this.’” They are very
Jones as it is common sense. pure about the sort of republic they want.

Mr WILLIAMS —Mr Chairman, | invite They need to be given the choice too. | think

the Convention not to vote for this resolutiont0 be asked to do this is definitely putting the

The fact that the resolution appears at aﬁart before the horse.

represents a compromise of views, and its Dr O'SHANE —I speak for the amendment.
position in the— It seems to me that early last week when this

Convention was kicked off there were a lot of
Dr GALLOP —We were asked 0 vote ONgiaiements about having a vision for the

that when wke [je(;eivetci the letter. That is Wha},,re of Australia. There was a lot of expres-
We were asked 1o vote on. sion of excitement about being here, that we
CHAIRMAN —Contain your enthusiasm,are making history. What sort of history are
please. we making if we are not prepared to take
Mr WILLIAMS —Mr Chairman, the fact SOMe real leaps into the future? It is absolute-

that it appears in this list of resolutions at ally ri.diculous. )
is a compromise, and its position in that list Sir James KILLEN —Mr Chairman—
is very much a compromise. For many people, Dr O’'SHANE —Stop the clock please, Mr
the question whether they in principle supporthairman.
becoming a republic is meaningless unless .
you identify the sort of republic. For thatCOCn;lrﬁjlsMéglse
reason, it is put deliberately after the debaté P ' )
on Thursday when it sought to identify a MrRUXTON —I move that the motion be
preferred model. put.

Ms SCHUBERT—I rise to speak in favour CHAIRMAN —You cannot do that in the

of the amendment. Why debate the models fiddle of debate. Ms O'Shane, please com-
we have not clearly established that there Rlete your remarks.

a need to? | repeat: why debate the models if Dr O'SHANE —What sort of a proposition
we have not clearly established that there is it that we talk about models before we

Ms O’Shane, can you
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make the decision that, in fact, we shalhyes and the noes to take place before the

become a republic? All of our fellow Austral-announcement of any of the numbers?

ians who are watching this on television and CHAIRMAN —lt is very easy to do that, if

have their ears glued to their radio sets afg is the wish of the Convention. | am

saying to us, ‘We want to be a republic.” 50044 follow that procedure. I do not think
Mr WADDY —No, they are not. No, they it makes much difference, frankly. We have

are not. Read the papers. now concluded all the amendments that |
Mr RUXTON —No, they are not. have for Bl with its procedures for day 9.

. . Before | go on to day 10, which is BII, | want
Brigadier GARLAND —You are wrong. {5 make sure there are no further amend-

Dr O'SHANE —Stop the clock please, Mr ments. Mr David Smith, yours is for day 9,

Chairman. isn’t it?
CHAIRMAN —May | have a little bit of ~ Sir DAVID SMITH —I move:
quiet. Ms O’Shane has the floor. (1) Delete 4A
Dr O'SHANE —Thank you, Mr Chairman. (2) Renumber 4B and 4A
| hope you stopped the clock. (3) Redraft 4B to read:
CHAIRMAN —Will you continue please, "That a final round of voting will be between
Ms O’Shane. whichever of Y and Z survives from round 4A, and

the status quo."

Mr Chairman, | say at the outset that | am

| support the comments made by Mish fth h h havi ted
Schubert that this question has to be put firsp"€ 0! th0S€ Wno came here having accepte
he Prime Minister’s invitation to see that this

and then we get down to the grinding taSk_Convention produced a republican model to

unfortunately, it has to be—of sorting out theg % o g against the status quo at a referen-
models. »
_ _ dum. Lloyd Waddy made the position clear to
CHAIRMAN —Did you wish to move that those of us who sit in this segment of the
the motion be put, Mr Ruxton? Do you wishchamber. There were some who stood for

Dr O'SHANE —Thank you, Sir. Therefore,

to proceed with that? election on a ‘no republic’ ticket. They have
Mr RUXTON —I would be delighted to. | an obligation to their electors. | did not stand
move: for election; | was appointed by the Prime

Minister. | came here in a spirit of goodwill.
] i We have not had an explanation on the points
Motion carried. raised by Mr Bill Hayden and Mr Peter

CHAIRMAN —The amendment before yOuBeattie as to why the republican models are
is the one that has been moved by Mr ClerRUt Up one by one and the status quo is put in
Jones and seconded by Mr Peter Beattie. It ith the last two.
on the board. Those in favour of the amend- Senator Faulkner, | think, gave us the
ment, please raise your hand. The result isomplete answer to the machinations of the
ayes 54. Those against the amendment movRasolutions Committee, because he told us
by Mr Jones, please raise your hand. Thenat the procedure had been designed to
result is: noes 72. | declare the amendmewrhsure that 54 out of 152 delegates—more
lost. The next amendment | have refers to thgan one-third—could not vote in the manner
next paragraph. of their choice within the manner that had

Mr GUNTER —Mr Chairman, | would be Peen predetermined by the Resolutions Com-

grateful if the result of the ayes vote in termdnittée. | resented it today, as | resented it the
of numbers was not announced until bot®ther day, when Mr Turnbull said that we
ayes and noes have been counted. Rather tH4fuld be voting strategically. We still live in
the ayes being counted, their number ar de@mocracy, I think.

nounced and then the noes being counted,] hope to defeat whichever republican
would it be possible for the counts for themodel you put up at the referendum. | do not

That the motion be put.
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seek a soft target. | will fight any of your model is actually catered for in item 6 on day
targets. But | have to take into account th&0. The substantive motion is on page 4 and
possibility, as a father and grandfather, that ift reads:

God forbid, one of these republican models That this Convention supports the adoption of a

came up, my children and grandchildrengp pjican system of government on the model
would have to live under it. I will not vote for [resolved by the Convention at the end of Day 9]
an inferior model and | resent the implicationn preference to there being no change to the
that | will. Constitution.

The purpose of the amendment which The substance of what Sir David is proposing
have moved and which Mr Withers willis simply to move that vote from day 10 to
second is designed to reinstate the fairnessday 9. For the life of me, | cannot see any
which Mr Hayden and Mr Beattie havemerit in it or why he would want to do it.
already referred. We challenge the republicans ..
to select their models and put them up. Whep SIf James KILLEN —I well understand
they have the best they can come up witﬁ'at there are any number of people in this
they can put it against the constitutionaﬁhf;:‘rlnber ;3 Iﬁyoku'[hoftptﬁlllng_dowr; the hl;yse,
monarchy. | will not be railroaded into beingP!t ' Would think that there IS a clear obliga-

excluded from the first three votes and shovedPn On those who take that view to tell us

into the last vote with two others so thatVNat s_otrt o_lf_hdwelllnglg they W‘?tl.”d ha\t/r? t”%
Senator Faulkner can prevent us from voting'OVe Into. The Simple proposition 1S that |

strategically. It is an obscenity and | resent i/OY &re going to pull something down tell us
what the alternate residence is.
CHAIRMAN —Is the motion seconded? :
_ I do not know whether you are going to go
Mr WITHERS —Yes, | second the motion. gnd live in a bow shed or in galvanised iron
Mr TIM FISCHER —I have a point of on top of poles, but you have to convince us
clarification for Delegate Smith. In the lastthat the dwelling we are living in is inad-
line of the amendment you say ‘from rouncequate for whatever purpose. | think the clear
AA'. You delete 4A in (1). | assume that inresponsibility falls upon those who say, ‘Here
actual fact you may mean from round 3. Caff IS, you must m_ove_out.’ Y_ou_ come down to
you reflect on that for a moment becausthe final say which is, ‘This is the dwelling
under (1) you are deleting from the corave ask you to go and live in.” That is the
motion 4A. It is true that at the end of roundchoice. | support what David Smith has done.

3 it is envisaged under the green core motion .
that we will have two before us at that time. CHAIRMAN —I have been advised that the

Therefore, | think you do mean from the endnover and seconder have agreed that para-
of the process at the end of round 3 in thg'aPh (3) now reads, if | understand correctly,
very last line of your proposed amendmentSurvives from the previous rounds’, and the

| would seek that point to be clarified by theord 4A is deleted. Is that correct?

mover and the seconder so we can proceed. Sjr DAVID SMITH —Yes.

Sir DAVID SMITH —lIn the haste that we 1 GUNTER —With some regret, | have
wrote redraft 4B, | think we really mean thatto speak against Sir David Smith’é amend-
that shouldbbe a new 4B. \g/_e wish to deletgont it delays even further a measure of the
4A, renumber 4B as 4A and insert a new 4B \hlican options against the status quo,

so that the republican models are votefnich compounds the problems that were
through to the end one by one as will be dongyiseq in earlier amendments: that is to say
with rounds 1, 2 and 3. You should continugy, ¢ people who prefer the status quo do not
that with round 4 and when you have youlaye the option at an early stage of deciding

republican model you can put it up againsjhether to support the status quo outright or

ours. to support the least bad option, which some
Mr TURNBULL —The run-off between the people have described as the least worst
more popular or most popular republicaroption.
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If Sir David were concerned to make suréave a vote between the republican model and
that all those who want to support the statuthe status quo.
quo have that option, it would be fairer to \jr MUIR —I move:
give those in support of the option a distinct
choice of voting for the status quo in each i i
round or going for the least bad of the repub- Motion carried.
lican options. | have certainly heard Sir CHAIRMAN —I put the amendment moved
David, Mr Evans and the Prime Ministerby Sir David Smith and seconded by the Hon.
mention that putting the status quo into th&®eginald Withers. Those in favour of the
earlier rounds would in some way prevenamendment please raise your hand.
status quo supporters from indicating which omendment lost.

of the republican options they prefer. That is CHAIRMAN —The amendments for Bl all

absolutely not true. :
) having been lost, | have no more amendments
If all options—the status quo or any of theth respect to BI, which is the program for
republican options—were on each of thgzy 9. Are there any amendments of which |
rounds they could be supported by those wham not aware? If there are no further amend-
have been elected as supporters of the statgants, | put the question that BI, the program
quo. You would then not be compelling statusor day 9, Thursday 12 February, as proposed

quo supporters to abstain by either leaving th, the Resolutions Group be approved with-
chamber or not voting in the chamber, or t@);t amendment.

vote tactically. It would be clearer, more . .
honest and more patent to those observingMotion carried.
this Convention from outside if, unlike Sir CHAIRMAN —We move to BIl, the
David’s option, those status quo options wergrogram for day 10 of the Resolutions Group.
in existence at each round. | have an amendment by Mr David Muir. Do
: -
CHAIRMAN —Dr Teague, are you for or you wish to move that amendment, Mr Muir~

against? Mr MUIR —The amendment deals with the
. issue of plebiscite that was raised earlier. As
Dr TEAGUE —! am against. it stands at the moment the recommendation
CHAIRMAN —Brigadier Garland, are you reads:
for or against? (7) That this Convention recommends to the Prime

: : : Minister and Parliament that the republican
_Brlgadler GARLAND —I would I'.ke to model, and other related changes to the Con-
think that the amendment was carried, but | itytion. supported by this Convention, be put

do believe that what is up there is not quite  to the people in a constitutional referendum.

right. | would suggest that it should be ‘inser{ynat | am proposing here are two additional
a new 4A’ rather than a new 4B. Then 44y aqtions which go together and which might
would go out, as it says in the first paragraph,q pest styled (8A) and (8B). There can be no
you would re-number 4B as 4A, and then yoiection to this amendment in that it pre-
would go on from there. It seems to me thal o any debate, because it is quite clear
we need to find out which is the preferreéqpy it talls at the end of the Convention. It
republican model before we can put it aga'nifilves us the flexibility at this Convention to
the status quo. go through a two-step process rather than a
There may well be many republicans sittingne-step process in the progress towards a
over there who do not like the ARM model.republic. | move:
They could well say, ‘We will not have the  adq after (7):
ARM model, we will have the other one.

That the motion be put.

"(8A) That this Convention recommends to the

Until that is decided, | do not believe you can Prime Minister and Parliament that the
put either of them up against the status quo. best supported two republican models be
| believe you have to work through all the put to the people at a plebiscite.”

republican models and come up with the "(gB) That this Convention recommends to the
preferred republican model before you can Prime Minister and Parliament that the
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republican model best supported by CHAIRMAN —Mr Evans's point is valid.
plebiscite and other related changegys yoy accept, therefore, Mr Muir, that the

Zggﬁggﬁg) bbye tghst go?ggngggpéw?ﬁrgmotion should delete (7) and replace it with

constitutional referendum.” the other (7)?
Somebody behind me has indicated that theyMr MUIR —No, | do not. | think they
may want to insert the word ‘three’ instead ofhould go in the alternative, not in substitu-
‘two republican models’. If somebody movedion.

that, I would accept that as a friendly amend- cHAIRMAN —I cannot see that they are

ment. reconcilable. We cannot take it in the form of
CHAIRMAN —Is the amendment second-being a substitute in the circumstances.

ed? Mr MUIR —When you take the proposition

Councillor BUNNELL —I second the in the alternative, there is no difficulty with
amendment. | have felt this afternoon a littleany mutual inconsistency. It must be the case
like Alice at the Mad Hatter's tea party, butthat you can have propositions in the alterna-
without the tea. | have seen Liberal and Labaiive. There is no inconsistency with that, |
politicians, committed republicans, voting insubmit.

a bloc against committed republicans on the Mr GARETH EVANS —You could get

floor of this Convention. Never in my politi- there by brefacing (8 with ‘In the event that
gal I.|fe have | §een such a sight. resoluti)érﬁ) (7) is c?eg‘eélted’. In effect, it is an
Itis a self-evident truth that there are manyjternative that comes into play in the event
broad views on the issue of what type ofhat (7) is defeated. A preferable alternative
republic Australians want. There are passions the one canvassed earlier, which is that you
ate republicans. Two major models are thgeserve your fire and move it by way of
direct election of the president model and thgmendment, if you are so disposed, to (7). |
ARM model, although there are, of courseam sure that the Convention would give you
other very valid models on the floor of thisieave to do so. It would be an alternative
Convention. proposition when we get to that debating
The polls show us clearly that the populaitem.

election model is greatly followed by the ~pyAIRMAN —Do you wish to do that, Mr
people of Australia. | believe they shouldy,ir “or do you stick by your argument?
have an opportunity to vote in a plebiscite on” "’

which one they want. It is essential, as | said, Mr MUIR —I prefer that it go in prefaced
that the people of Australia have this opporas Mr Evans just indicated. The reality is that
tunity. It is with great pleasure that | seconcit the end of this Convention any sort of

this motion. motion can be moved. Notice was given to us
._here today in relation to (7), so why should
CHAIRMAN —Is there a speaker agalns{:ot notice be given in relation to (8A) and

the amendment? (8B)?

Mr GARETH EVANS —I rise a point of CHAIRMAN —I confess that | see it as

order. Existing resolution (7) provides that the ! .
Convention recommend that the best suppo nconsistent. Is there a speaker in favour of
e amendment?

ed model go to a referendum. You are no
proposing immediately following that, not in Professor PATRICK O’BRIEN —As
substitution for (7) but in addition to it, that David Muir pointed out, if we are going to
the two best supported propositions go tonclude that a preferred model with a majority
plebiscite and that, out of them, you get to @r whatever is going to go to a referendum,
referendum. | suggest if this resolution is tdhis should be because we may not get a
have any standing at all that it has to be imodel up that is preferred by whatever re-
substitution of the existing (7) rather than imuired majority. Therefore, there must be
addition to it. Mr Chairman, you should rulesome provision to cater for Citizen Howard'’s
accordingly. recommendation or suggestion—there is no



652 CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION Tuesday, 10 February 1998

need to giggle; what | said wasn’t very funny. CHAIRMAN —They are accepted by Mr
You must have a very poor sense of humouMuir and the seconder, Councillor Bunnell.

CHAIRMAN —I suggest that you speak to  Mr CLEARY —It has been really intrigu-
the amendment rather than the person.  ing wat;:h};ng thbe votes.bl cast mydeyhe over
, some of the Labor members around the traps
mESr?LeeSSS%rmeRICK O'BRIEN —There and you see what the party system does. You
are dead right, Ann. You are dead right,
Dr TEAGUE —Oh, ha, ha. David. You can see the blocks coming out.

. .- You know what the people want? They have
plgaigRMAN Can you keep on talking, told us they want a direct election model

republic but we are not going to get it.
Professor PATRICK O'BRIEN —I cannot

talk when they are interjecting like that. Pr'1\i/:r GARETH EVANS —Oh, come on,

CHAIRMAN —Please continue. Let US \r CLEARY —You can see them mobilis-
have a little quiet. Let Professor O’Brien havqng here, from you too, Gareth. It is SO trans-
the floor. He has a minute and a half left. parent. They are moving us down that path so

Professor PATRICK O’BRIEN —The we cannot move, but we have got something
simple point is that it is making provision forup our sleeve for you.

a contingency that is highly possible. If there pgl EGATES—0Oo0o00h!

is a preferred model that is voted on, that .

provision becomes redundant, and it is merell)ﬁ.'vIr CLEARY —I think we should go for
foreshadowing the possibility. 1 can underi™S:
stand the fears that some people have. | knowMr RUXTON —Oh, oh-whacko.

that Mr Howard does not want the people to \pr CLEARY —You know what, Bruce: if
even get a sniff at a say in the elected modelye put this to the people, you know what
But that is not what it is. It is simply saying they will say? They want another power site

that in the event of (7) becoming redundany the political landscape, and that is what
because it is not preferred, the option is goy are terrified about.

lebiscite, which, it seems to me, is reason- .
gb|e and fair. CHAIRMAN —Is there a speaker against

Mr RUXTON —Mr Chai d del the amendment?
r —NMr Chairman and deleg- .
ates, we have to throw this amendment right Mr WADDY —Mr Chairman, those deleg-

out. You see the republicans with their twctt€S _Who remember what the initial three

models. The ones who want the popu|ar|§/uestions were would realise that No. (7),

elected president are fighting to the last. They/Nich is now in contention over (8) and (9),
want a plebiscite prior to the referendum an oes well beyond the brief and jurisdiction, as

there is no chance for anyone who does ngt '2Wyer would say, of this Convention. It
was on the spur of the moment, | imagine,

want either of those models in the pIebiscitgtnat Father Fleming raised this referendum

What about the status quo? That is not ev . : )
mentioned in (8). | suggest that it is not onduestion and the form of that question which

S L ._..was that the monarchists would be able to
This s just a catchy, catchy, quickie, qUICkIe'oin with the republicans who want to have a

| never thought you, Paddy O’'Brien, could e
not talk over people, for goodness sake. 'eierendum, which is the only way you can
' get a republic. You cannot move into a state

CHAIRMAN —Mr Muir, there have been of republican suspended animation. We have
some words added. Are they your words? Dto move from where we are by constitutional
you agree with them in the event that (7) immendment.
not to proceed? | do not know that the gram- \y/a are here for 10 days to choose that

gar is perfect, E“t that iil %nother question,mendment. The republicans are going to tell
O you accept those words? us by the end of Thursday what alterations to
Mr MUIR —Yes. the Constitution in broad ought to be made to
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achieve what they want. It was put in thighere any other amendments of which people
report by the Resolutions Committee as have given notice that | do not have? If there
non-contentious item, the idea being—andre no further amendments, | put the Resolu-
there was no dissent from this as | recall otions Group proposed resolution, which is the
the Resolutions Committee with all the peopl@rogram for day 10, being that item numbered
represented there—that we would present 1bon the paper before you.

the Australian people something with a great : :

deal of unanimity. We felt that that was in Motion carried.

keeping with the dignity of this historic CHAIRMAN —We therefore have put A
Convention. and B in their entirety, and | declare the

Never before has a group of people like thifesolutions Group report duly approved by
been brought together. | suggest that the eydie Convention. We therefore move to the
of Australia will be on this chamber all dayconsideration of the report of Working Group
on Friday. This goes beyond it. No. (7) goe$
beyond the brief of the Convention. If we areyORKING GROUP |
going to start arguing about procedural mo- . I
ments at that point and whether it should b&N90ing constitutional change
a this or a that or something else, then | Ms MACHIN —I move:
would suggest that we Qelete (7). (8) and (ggl) That this Convention resolves that the Govern-
and we just end up with the model as the™ ment incorporate in legislation the following
P.rlmeﬂi\./llnlster aSk”e% us, dbeCr?UtS& ";1 My process for ongoing constitutional change:
VIew, this goes well beyond whal We Nave ;g agtaplishment of a broadly representa-
been asked to do and the brief we have had'() tive Constitutional Committeey(nu[r)nbering

CHAIRMAN —We have a large number of around 27) consisting of no more than one
working group resolutions and amendments to ~ third of serving State, Territory and Federal
consider, so | urge that, if you really must Members of Parliament and t.WOdtB'rdﬁ
talk about this, you be as brief as you can community representatives, appointed by the

please Government.
' ) (ii) That this Constitutional Committee oversee
Mr TURNBULL —I move: a three year community based ongoing
That the motion be put. process of consultation about constitutional

. . change leading to a plebiscite on concrete
Motion carried. . constitutional proposals, with the results of

CHAIRMAN —Those in favour of the the plebiscite to be converted into a consti-
amendment as it appears? tutional amendment proposal and put to

Mr CLEARY —I think we actually fore- ref,erendumf , .
shadowed or moved that it be three republican (iii) This Committee and its consultations should
models. | know there was a bit of light banter Egdrg?:t%rﬁegu% the Federal Government's
up the back about eight, but we are quite ‘

happy to settle on three. (I2) Matters that should be considered in this
Brigadier GARLAND —Why not five or process would mdUde,:

SiX. . The role of the three tiers of Government.
Mr MUIR —I will accept ‘three’ as a - Rights and responsibilities of citizenship.

friendly amendment. . Commonwealth environment power.

CHAIRMAN —The amendment now reads . System of governance and proportional repre-
‘best supported three republican models’. It~ sentation.
having been carried that the question be put,. Review the mechanism of constitutional
| intend to put the amendment. change (Section 128).

Amendment lost. . Constitutional aspects of indigenous reconcili-

CHAIRMAN —I have no further amend-  2tion-
ments before me with respect to day 10. Are Ms DORAN—I second the motion.
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CHAIRMAN —The first amendment of saying that if the best available are all female,
which | have notice is that proposed by Mdet us have them, but do not let us start
Mary Kelly. having this quota system; it is not on.

Ms MARY KELLY —I move: CHAIRMAN —Is there a speaker for the
That, at the end of (12), the following point beamendment?

added: . , Ms RAYNER—I thank my son for his
* Equal representation of men and women in th%ontribution to the debate.

Parliament. ,
Ms MOORE —I second that motion. Mr RUXTON —G'day, Mum.

Ms MARY KELLY —I support the resolu- CHAIRMAN —I am glad to see these
tion arising from Working Group | as it setsfamily connections extend.
up a process for further discussion, or at leastMs RAYNER—I would simply urge the
recommends such a process. In doing that, @onvention to support this recommendation.
lists some matters that might well be disit is not a recommendation about quotas; it is
cussed. In that list is a whole lot of thingsabout half-and-half representation. In fact, if
that this Convention could not make roomequal representation of women and men in the
for—a disappointing decision, yet one weparliament is the end result, then women are,
accept—such as the question of rights and set again, underrepresented since they are 52
on. per cent of the Australian population.

My amendment seeks to add one thing to |t would be helpful if we did support this
that list, and that is the issue about equabcommendation because, at the beginning of
representation of men and women in parliahis conference, we agreed that, in principle
ment. In adding that to the list | am not hereyt |east, the Resolutions Group, that power-
to advocate its merits—although they ar@ouyse of dynamism which is structuring our
many—but simply to allow this to be referredfina| vote in the last two days so well, should
forward into hlStory so that it has a Chance, |Be gender-ba|anced_a term Mr Ruxton does
it is pleed up in the future, of being diS'not understand.
cussed. As that was what | was precisely Mr RUXTON —How would you be with

elected to do here, | would appreciate havin . . :
that dot point added so it can be referregO Moira Rayners in the parliament?

forward with other issues that have not had a Ms RAYNER—I urge that this amendment
chance to be discussed here. be seriously considered by this meeting.

CHAIRMAN —Do you wish to speak as CHAIRMAN —Thank you, Ms Rayner.
the seconder of the motion, Ms Moore? ~ Mrs Marylyn Rodgers, are you against the

Ms MOORE—I fully support the resolu- amendment?

tion to add that dot point. The list was not Ms RODGERS—Yes. As a person who
meant to be exhaustive, but | would like tajoes not support affirmative action, although
see this added on the ground floor level, as jtunderstand the sentiments of many women
were. | must say that | am not very confidenjyho do—I am a mother of four daughters, so
that such a proposal is going to get up today,have a particular vested interest in this—I
given the lack of support for communityam sorry, but | find it patronising and | do

consultation that has been demonstrated in th@t think women need to have this entrenched
chamber today and yesterday. However, jh our parliament.

fully support the amendment. ) | think that one day we will find this was
CHAIRMAN —Is there a speaker against, very short-sighted approach because, in
the amendment? time, the gender balance will be in the favour
Mr RUXTON —I speak against the amend-of women. | think that, the way we are going,
ment for this reason: | do not believe thatve are going to override it and we will rue
equal representation is going to produce ththe day we insisted that we have 50 per cent
best parliament. | have always stood out bynen because more women will show they are
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capable of being here and will have thdl2) Matters that should be considered in this
opportunity. Up the women! process would include:

Ms SCHUBERT—I would like to support - The role of the threg .ti.e.rs of G.o.vernm.ent.
this amendment because it does not actually- Rights and responsibilities of citizenship.
prescribe an approach to gender representa- Commonwealth environment power.
tion. It merely lists it as one of the items to . System of governance and proportional repre-
be considered in our process of ongoing sentation.
constitutional discussion; it does not prescribe . Review the mechanism of constitutional
it. | would have thought that Mr Ruxton change (Section 128).
would have been glad of the opportunity to . cConstitutional aspects of indigenous reconcili-
restate his views on this issue, as he does so ation.
often, before a group of eminent Australians . \ways to better involve the people in the
who will sit down and look closely at many political process.
of the issues that remain to be assessed as Weyight be useful if | speak to the two points
undertake a rejuvenation of our constitutiongh, this amendment. | will refer to both of
documents, to update them as we move infem together. The first point relates to this
a new century. ongoing Constitutional Committee being

It does not prescribe a particular approachpartially elected by the people, and the second
and, because of that, people who suppopoint relates to adding a dot point for con-
equal representation and people who just waaideration. That dot point reads ‘ways to
the debate to be held, can feel very comfortetter involve the people in the political
able in supporting this amendment. | comprocess’.

mend it to you all. If 1 can take the first point, there is a
Senator MINCHIN —I move: concern that has been raised in this Conven-
tion that there have been a number of conven-
] ] tions preceding us in the last few decades
Motion carried. where a great deal of time, money and effort

CHAIRMAN —The question is that the has been expended with no result. | refer in

amendment to the resolution of Workin%?articular to the 1973 Constitutional Conven-

Group | be referred to the Resolutions Grougion: @nd | understand that we have at least
three people in this chamber who actually

Motion carried. attended that Convention. | understand one of
CHAIRMAN —Before | move to the next them was the Chairman, Mr Sinclair. | under-

amendment, | have a proxy form for the Honstand that Sir James Killen and Mr Clem

Kim Beazley, nominating Stephen Martin ag/on€s were also at that Convention. Unfortu-
his proxy from 4.30 to 7.30 p.m. today. |nately, there was no election of any delegates
table that proxy. | call Mr Muir to speak to to that Convention. | believe that if there had

his amendment. have been, as at this Convention, the deliber-

ations at that time would have been carried
Mr MUIR —I move: forward.

Amend paragraph (I1) as follows: We need community ownership of constitu-
(i) The establishment of a broadly representaional reform in this country. If we have
tive Constitutional Committee (numberingconventions without people elected, we will

around 27) consisting of no more than ong,ot have that community ownership and there

third of serving State, Territory and Federat'vi” be no pressure on government to step up

Members of Parliament and two thirds o .
community representatives; ; peonstitutional reform. We need to involve the

Geveramentwith the Parliamentary repre- Public to achieve constitutional reform in this

sentatives appointed by the Government andountry. Every civilised nation on our planet

the community representatives elected byieeds to review the way it does things to

the people. accord with the modern age and the changing
Add at the end of (12) an additional dot point:  times. That addresses the first issue.

That the motion be put.
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The second issue, that is the dot point | am So just on that point, | think within a very
now referring to, relates to ‘ways to betteishort time if we become a republic there will
involve the people in the political process’be hiccups. There will be a need to make
We have spoken in the days of this Conversome very serious changes, even on small
tion about the alienation of the people ofmatters. Therefore, | think it is very important
Australia with respect to the political processthat the constitutional review body has on it
In 1991, Bob Ellicott, who served aselected people from community or other
Attorney-General in the Fraser Liberalgroups. It is the case that previous constitu-
government, wrote: tional conventions that took place were not
The major political parties and institutions they rur*aken SeT'OUS'Y In th? community because the
are becoming increasingly irrelevant and unrespo§©ommunity felt that it was a small group of

sive to the need of the country and the silenpeople, nothing to do with them, making
majority of Australians who have long supporteddecisions. So | really think that this amend-

them. ment should be supported.
He spoke of sometimes inept and even corruptMr CLEARY —I second the motion.

and lying politicians and many other forces Mr RUXTON —We have been through this
who have combined in an unwitting CoNSPIrapafore. All these extraneous issues are coming
cy to tie down the body and to debilitate |_t.up when we are all supposed to be here
CS:I(;nl\D/ZX{(ijonsn\:\lllEgiteV\ilﬂolSl)ZZa: delegate to thISdebating the republic. Now we are getting on

_ ’ _ ' “to issues like proportional representation, the
There is much that is wrong by the way that thistates, et cetera. | do not believe that this
&Ountryb'sf runhandAgozlelr_ne?] 3”" adm'”'St‘?e.t%atter should be discussed at this time. It

ever before has Australia had so many of i : :

citizens who are hurting because of what has beghoeg not line up Wltp] thehlette( you sent out
done to them by their governments and by theif" © January on what the Prime Minister
fellow Australians. required. | believe that we should throw out
Those quotes serve to illustrate the point th ﬂt;%[uIZdS Egr fﬁgékétdsgzlt”%gx' Iot?[ﬁgfv\(/?séhlsl
we need to better involve the people Of - the republicans that if this goes in the
Australia in the political process. | commen epublic will not get up because the Austral-
that to the Convention. ian people will not wear it. You never heard

CHAIRMAN —Having in mind that we What Professor Craven said this morning.
need only this 25 per cent vote, can | sugge&ven | mentioned the 1988 referendum. All
that there will be another opportunity to talkthese motherhood proposals—they won't take
on this matter. Mr Jones has just reminded ni&em.
that there is a meeting of the Resolutions CHAIRMAN —I put the amendment,
Group, which has been rescheduled for fsminding you that it only has to be referred:;
o'clock. The working groups on the statet s not a matter of passing it.
issue for tomorrow we will defer until this .
voting is concluded, but Mr Jones wants the Amendment carried.

Resolutions Group to assemble at 6 p.m. Are CHAIRMAN —The question now is that
there any other speakers who really feel thethe report of Working Group | be referred to
must say something? the Resolutions Committee.

Professor PATRICK O'BRIEN —I think Motion carried.
it is quite clear that the Constitution is testegyORKING GROUP J—
by usage and that, regardless of what particy- .
lar model this Convention might come up! € oath of allegiance of the new head of
with, there will be problems. | cannot envis-State
age that this Convention or whoever does the Mr EDWARDS —I move:
drafting for the changes will be able to pery;. The working Group agreed that the new Head
fectly marry up all the new provisions with  of State should swear, (or affirm) both an oath
the existing clauses of the Constitution. of allegiance and an oath of office.
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J2. The new Head of State should swear an oathe oath. It has no legal effect; it is a moral
of allegiance, the wording of which should beprgvision in that since.
the same as that for any other person requirepdr
to swear an oath of allegiance. The wording of The Most Reverend PETER HOLLING-
the oath should be modelled on that provide) ORTH —I second the motion.
for by the Australian Citizenship Act, as ]
follows: Dame ROMA MITCHELL —I am against

“[Under God] | pledge my loyalty to Australia this. Having taken both oaths on several

and its people whose democratic beliefs | shar@,ccaSions’ | certainly do not _Want to be
whose rights and liberties | respect and whosteleased from them nor do | think anybody
laws | will uphold and obey." else would want to be. | take the view that
J3. In addition, given the importance of this neweach oath is to the Queen, her heirs an_d

' office, the new Head of State should swear>UCCESSOrS accor.dlng to law. Presumably, if

(or affirm) an oath of office as follows: we have a republic and a president, as far as
. ) ] the Queen of Australia is concerned that
| swear, humbly relying on the blessing ofyresident will be her successor. | do not think

Almighty God, (©r | do solemnly and sincerely any thinking person would want to be re-
affirm and declare) that | will give my undivided |ea5ed, so | am against it.

loyalty to and will well and truly serve the
Commonwealth of Australia and all its people Mr GUNTER —For exactly the same
according to law in the Office of the President€asons that Dame Roma Mitchell has op-
of the Commonwealth of Australia, and | will do posed this amendment, | point out that the
right to all manner of people after the laws angchedule to the Constitution where it sets out
usages of the Commonwealth of Australidhe oath and affirmation to be taken is in the
without fear or favour, affection or ill will." usual form—that ‘“True allegiance to Her
Ms HOLMES a COURT —I second the MajeSty in this case Queen. Victoria ’her
motion heirs and successors according to law’. As-
' suming that we take a perfectly constitutional

CHAIRMAN —Professor Craven, do youStep through section 128 to a republic, the

wish to move your amendment? head of state would be the successor, accord-
ing to law, of Her Majesty. So, of course, the
Professor CRAVEN—Yes. | move: existing oath or affirmation would be entirely
Add an extra paragraph as follows: appropriate and envisages successors accord-
ing to law.

That in the event that Australia becomes a

republic, the Government take appropriate -
steps to secure the release by Her Majesty t CHAIRMAN —Thank you, Mr Gunter.

Queen of all Australian citizens from oaths ofR€membering that we only need 25 per cent
allegiance and office taken to Her. to refer it to the Resolutions Group, | put the

. . . N . question that the amendment be agreed to.
It is a relatively minor but significant point.

In discussions we found that there are someAmendment lost but referred to the Resolu-
people who have taken oaths of allegiance t@ons Group.

the Queen that are relatively permanent—for . .
example, barristers and solicitors who take an CHAIRMAN —The question now is that
oath for life. Some people take the view thath€ report of Working Group J be referred to
that simply transfers to an oath to Australidhe Resolutions Group.

upon becoming a republic. Some have a \otion carried.

genuine moral qualm about that and have

expressed that to me. The proposal is thfYORKING GROUP K

there simply would be an administrativegrenchment of the Australian national flag
arrangement set in place whereby the goverfi; y ¢ the Coat of Arms of the Common-
ment of the Commonwealth, in the event th ealth of Australia

the Commonwealth converted to a republic,
requested that the Queen release citizens fromSir DAVID SMITH —I move:
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K1 We recommend that a provision be added tthe entrenchment of the national flag in the
the preamble to the Constitution which wouldConstitution would be very wrong. It would
ensure. be wrong for a couple of reasons. First of all,

. (Kl1a) that the Australian national flag andno-one mentioned this morning or yesterday
coat of arms of the Commonwealth of Austral-afternoon the existence of the Flags Act. The
la may not bel_changedl without a national vot§ia \which we have has been declared under
of the Australian people; the Flags Act to be the Australian national

- (K1b) that passage of any proposal for changgag At the present time there is an amending
o the flag or the coat of arms should red e bill before the Senate introduced in the House

ial majority of the kind ired und ; ;
g‘eiﬁ’i?,ﬁ'i;‘s‘ag?r{hﬁ %Onimg?iorﬁfg‘r‘]ﬁe Hneelof Representatives by David Jull when he was

. (K1c) that the submission of any proposal t(JV“B'Ster for fAﬂmlnlstratale SeFV'CﬁS- The
add such a provision to the preamble be at gubstance of that amendment Is that a new

time to be decided by the government of thélag, if it is to be chosen at all, is to be

day, but subsequent to any referendum on @hosen by a majority of all electors voting. In

republic. other words, it is to be put to a plebiscite of
In moving the motion, | point out that amend-the Australian electorate.

ments (1) and (2) on the sheet have, in fact, | would have thought that would be ad-
been replaced by the resolution itself. Wequate to satisfy most people that, if there
failed to make that clear to the secretariat anglas a strong body of opinion for change, then
for that | apologise on behalf of myself andthe electors of Australia should have the
my other three colleagues. The report ofpportunity to express their view one way or
Working Group K in fact overtakes amend+the other in a plebiscite. We heard this morn-
ments (1) and (2). You will recall that theyjng from Mrs Janet Holmes a Court that
were moved yesterday and we were told frompjlowing an exhibition of new suggested

the other side that there was somethingags Ausflag’s web site received 1% million
defective in our wording and that we reallyinquiries.

ought to refer the matter to a working party.

The working party did meet. The recommen. ! day, forinstance, Bulletin Morgan poll
dation is a result of the working party’son the issue of a new design for the Austral-

activity and amendments (1) and (2) fall b an flag found that 52 per cent of Australians,
the wayside now. on the sample byulletin Morgan, favour a
new design, while 44 per cent—which is
CHAIRMAN —Thank you. Mr Johnston, gown 12 per cent since the last Morgan
do you wish to second the motion? poll—prefer to keep the current flag, and four
Mr JOHNSTON —Yes, Mr Chairman. | per cent are undecided. The point | am mak-
second the motion and | also have somigg is this: there is a broad body of opinion
information on the flag that people might findin the Australian community which is for the
useful. It demonstrates that it was a publiflag and a broad body of opinion which is
decision, that the public were involved in itsagainst the flag. This resolution seeks to lock
design and that it continues to be very relthe whole issue of the flag into the Constitu-
evant. | seek leave to table a document whiction—

the secretariat is already aware of. Sir DAVID SMITH —That's right.
CHAIRMAN —Mr Johnston has tabled a pr \WRAN —Yes. | am aware of that. Sir

document which we will duly put in the payid. Thank you for your help. It seeks to
record. lock it into the Constitution in such a way
Mr WRAN —I am against the motion andthat you need a majority of voters in a majori-
| am for the Turnbull amendment, but may ty of states to get it out in order to have a
say that the flag that we have is somethinglebiscite of the people. Indeed, your first
that | was brought up with and of which | amproblem, Sir David, under this resolution will
very fond. | have not seen one yet—I may itbe to get it through a referendum, because
my lifetime—that persuades me that this flaggou cannot get it entrenched in the Constitu-
should be changed. Having said that, | thinkon unless you have a referendum, and you
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could not succeed in a referendum if the lategrough the House of Representatives and will
Bulletin Morgan poll figures happen to beshortly, | understand, be debated in the
correct—occasionally, of course, we knowSenate.

they are. | urge delegates to be cautious, because that

But my point is a much more substantialvhich some of them most seek to preserve
point. If there are conflicting broad bodies ofmay be lost through this mechanism. | urge
opinion, they should have an opportunity talelegates not to go down this path because if
express their view and not be confronted witlthey do—referring to the poll that was pub-
a constitutional change which | think islished in the paper this morning—they may
designed merely to block the true expressiofind that they have an enormous fight on their
of the Australian elector. hands. This is one issue which | feel we

Professor WINTERTON—Mr Chairman, Should trust to the bipartisan support of the
| have just two points. Firstly, | suggest to théN&jor parties in the parliament. If we do that,
movers of this principal motion and the firsthen | think that that which they seek to
two amendments that the preamble is—  achieve, they will. I oppose the report.

CHAIRMAN —The second two amend- MrBRADLEY —I rose at the beginning of

ments is no longer being moved—havingg‘r Edwards’s speech to raise a point of

been withdrawn—and the third amendment ig'der. Early this afternoon, given the very
imited time available for these voting periods

out of order. | will explain that in a moment. -
and the other matters to be dealt with, you

Professor WINTERTON—If you want aqopted the procedure of taking speakers for
substantive constitutional provisions theynq against. On this particular matter we have
should be in the body of the Constitution, nok oy had three speakers against the working
the preamble. | entirely support Neville Wrargroup resolution. It seems to me that the time
in his statements about the inappropriateneggailaple to debate it has been almost entirely
of the section 128 majorities. | presume thalpysorhed by persons from this block over here
the Turnbull amendment is still before thgyno wish to oppose the protection of the flag.

ting? . .
meeting ) ) ) CHAIRMAN —If you wish to speak in
CHAIRMAN —No, actually it also is going fayour of the motion, I urge you to do so. Do
to be ruled out of order because it is Noyoy wish to speak in favour of the motion?
something that in any way relates to the Mr BRADLEY —I do not, but | suggest

preamble and it is not, therefore, a mater fol(/lr Chairman, that for the rest of the matters

this Convention. that are being debated you take speakers for
Professor WINTERTON—ADbsolutely. gng against.

That is also true of the flag. We limited our .
consideration to the republic. The other issues CHAIRMAN —l intend to do so.
of constitutional reform have not had a Father JOHN FLEMING —I am speaking
substantive provision. They have been ran favour of the resolution. | would not be so
ferred and we have suggested processes fmnfident as Mr Wran that the majorities that
dealing with them. This would be the firstare called for could not be found to entrench
extraneous matter where we actually passelde flag, as recommended by Sir David Smith.
some positive resolution. | urge you to votd think the point is that when one looks at it
‘no’. through the prism of Sydney, one always sees
Mr EDWARDS —Mr Chairman, if it is things differently than when one sees it
your intention to rule the Turnbull-Edwardsthrough the prism of other states. It is certain-
amendment out of order, it leaves me with ny MY €xperience of opinion polls that they do
option but to speak against the report antgnd to be heavily dominated by the Bermuda
resolution of Working Group K. | urged !fiangle, as some have called it.
delegates this morning to consider this matter | would not be quite so confident that the
most cautiously, and | reminded them of th@eople of Australia, in what | think have been
amendment to the Flags Act which has passeulischievously called the outlying states—as
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a matter of fact, | might say that New SouthConvention as to whether or not a peripheral
Wales is outlying from where | live in Southissue, which | cannot hear in any of the

Australia—would vote that way. | think thatdebate, is within the competence of this
the situation might be rather different. TheConvention. | do not believe that it is. We are

point about this is that in a federal systenhmere to discuss a republic or the status quo,
like ours we need to take account of regionand | would ask for a formal ruling because

differences. If there is to be a change in thésubmit that this is totally outside our terms

flag, it ought to be only of a kind which of reference.

regional differences could embrace. CHAIRMAN —I ruled, as | did the other

If it is simply a majority of Australians day, that the amendment, which has now been
dominated by two states, it does not seem withdrawn by Major General James, was out
me that that meets the requirement of a flagf order. | have also indicated that when we
to meet the aspirations of all Australiansreach that point | intended to rule that that
whether they live in Western Australia, theemendment to be proposed by Malcolm
Northern Territory, South Australia or in theTurnbull was also to be ruled out of order.
Bermuda Triangle. | am simply saying thafThis amendment, however, as | indicated the
this is an excellent suggestion and one thatdther day, as it is to the preamble to the
think we should go with. | would not be at allConstitution, is not for me to rule out of
surprised if the numbers were there. Whyrder. However, we need to have in mind that
don’t we try it out and see what the Australit is to be referred to the Resolutions Group.
ian people want? It is not one which we are either passing or

CHAIRMAN —Having in mind that we defeating at this stage.
only need 25 per cent to refer it, | can take Ms HOLMES a COURT—I would just

one other speaker for It echo Councillor Tully’s point. | think that the
Mr RUXTON —I just want to take up the jnformation that we have, such as the gallop
maitter that Neville Wran spoke about of theyg|is and the number of hits to the web site
Flags Act being amended, passed through thig aysflag, indicate there is a big interest in
House of Representatives and now stalled ifis jssue amongst the Australian people. For
the Senate, and that a referendum of thes tg do this at this moment would be ex-
people of Australia must take place before thﬁemely inflammatory, particularly as we were

flag is changed. Surely to goodness it is ngy|g we were not coming here to do it.
good having an act of parliament. Some

government could get in with a vast majority Major General JAMES —I move:
in both houses and repeal that act. That is NOt1hat the motion be now put.

safe for the Australian flag. It might be a
start, but surely an act can be repealed very

easily by the parliament. CHAIRMAN —The question is that the
What we are saying is that it need not beeport of Working Group K be referred to the

the current Australian flag, but having theresolutions Group.

Australian flag in the Constitution will safe- : :

guard whatever the flag is in the future. | Motion carried.

cannot understand why there is such opposi-\;y WRAN —Mr Chairman, does the

tion to this one. There is some ulterior moymendment go with it?

tive. | believe that that act before the parlia-

ment is not the utmost of safeguards for the CHAIRMAN —No, the amendment does

flag because the act can be repealed. not go with it.

Councillor TULLY —On a point of order, ~Mr WRAN —You did not put it.
| have listened intently to this debate. | know
that a working group was established to CHAIRMAN —I ruled the two amendments
consider this issue, but it raises a fundamentalt of order. The only amendment we had
question in terms of the competence of thisvas the Turnbull amendment, and that is out

Motion carried.
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of order because it is not an amendment t.2) To be eligible for nomination, Members of

the preamble. As the result of an amendmegtate and Federal Parliaments must have resigned

to the preamble, it calls for business which i%%taljef)? gt‘:tg 12 months prior to nomination as

unrelated. ) . L
. For the purposes of this resolution, nomination
Mr WRAN —I totally agree. | think the means:
whole thing is out of order. (a) nomination by the Prime Minister under the
CHAIRMAN —Thank you. Working Group McGarvie model; _
K is referred to the Resolutions Group. (b) nomination by the Parliament under the
i ) ; two-thirds majority and direct election
Sir DAVID SMITH —Mr Chairman, just a models.

point of clarification on the way this working (L3) The Head of State should be subject to the
group system is going to work. Yesterdaygame disqualifications as set out in s44 of the
when we had Mr Johnston’s original motionConstitution for Members of the Commonwealth

seconded by me and Major General JamegR&rliament.

motion seconded by Mr Bradley, ProfessofL4) Any future amendments to s44 should also
Winterton—and | think there was some othe@pPply to the Head of State.

support on that side—stood up and pointewith the concurrence of the seconder, | move:
out that the proposals would not work. It was That in L(2), line 2, delete "resigned", insert

on that basis, and | believe it was at youtcease to hold office".

suggestion, that this matter was referred to @ther than that, the matters before the deleg-
working group. | simply point out that not gtes are those numbered 1 to 4. That section
one smgle constltutlpnal Iayvyer atte_nded thadntitted OTHER ISSUES RAISED BY THE
working group meeting. It is not going to beyORKING GROUP are simply comments
very helpful to this Convention if the lawyersang are not formally put before the delegates.

amongst us stand up at the back of the cham- .
ber and tell the amateurs that what we are CHAIRMAN —Is that motion seconded?

doing will not work, but then refuse to come Dr TEAGUE —I second all that has been
and help us make it work. put to us by Kevin Andrews. | just flag that

. . . there are several amendments. | note that
CHAIRMAN —Sir David, you are in gmendments 1 and 2 are just a direct deletion
exactly the same position as every othest one of the qualifications we put that there
convenor or chair of a working group. Yourpe 3 12-month period between a member of
working group reports, amended or unamengne parliament leaving the parliament and then
ed, are referred to the Resolutions Group. Thgaing able to be nominated to be the head of
Resolutions Group will consider those report§iate. There was a divided opinion in the
and will be required to report back on each orking group anyway. | leave it to delegates
them in due course. Your working groupyq jndicate by voting for amendments 1 or 2
along with each of the other groups, will begg they see fit.

considered by the Resolutions Group. Amendment 3, however, | would urge

WORKING GROUP L delegates to oppose—that is, that there be an
Dual citizenship ado_ltij[iona:c qutlagfication ofdanyqrcwje rﬁvingtbleent
) a citizen for 15 years and resident for at leas
Mr ANDREWS —I move: 15 years. | believe it is right to allow the
Should Australia become a republic, the Workingpeople of Australia, through their elected
Group recommends that the following qualificationgepresentatives in the parliament, to take that
aan d'gq‘;a"f'cat,'ons apply to the appointment oftq account if someone who did not meet
a Head of State: that qualification was otherwise to be com-
(L1) The Head of State must: mended. | am opposed to amendment 4—that
(a) be an Australian citizen; is, that there be a mi_nimum age of 40. In fact,
(b) be eligible to vote in an election for theth® Whole body of this resolution, as put to us

House of Representatives or Senate at tHdy the working group, is opposed to the
time of nomination. Professor Blainey amendment 3 and opposed
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to the Bruce Ruxton amendment 4. Withpolitics, so should we hope that our head of
regard to Senator Natasha Stott Despoja&ate is too.

amendment that the minimum age be 18, of
course we agree with that because if nothin
was amended that would be the outcome.
urge, with minimum amendment, the resolu
tion to be eventually adopted by delegates.

In seeking to have this occur, L(2) merely
guarantines members of parliament for a
period of 12 months. It does not bar them
from ever becoming president, it simply
qguarantines them for a period of 12 months
CHAIRMAN —I call on the first amend- from the date of the nomination. It then goes
ment, which is that proposed by Mr Dougon to qualify what nomination means, depend-
Sutherland. ing upon which model is agreed upon. All it
Mr SUTHERLAND —I move: says is that we will never again have the

_ possibility of public argument and public
That the first sentence of L(2) be deleted.  consternation about a member of parliament
Mr O'FARRELL —I second the amend-in this country being directly appointed or
ment. elected as head of state. That is all we are
saying. We are not saying that John Howard

Mr SUTHERLAND —I have consulted my should not be president one day or that Reg
seconder and we are quite comfortable aboflsie s should not be president one day. Or
excluding the other lines to L(2). In otherT '

. -~ Tony Abbott. Or Kevin Andrews.
words, completely excluding L(2), which is
what the second amendment seeks to do. ThaMr RUXTON —Or me?
would truncate both those amendments and) ;< THOMPSON—Bruce, you do not

permit it to go forward. To save time, | do ., e within this because, to my knowledge,
not propose to speak. | think it should b ou are not a member of parliament. But we
]gnollljgh to refer it and it will come baCkare not saying that. All we are saying is: let
inally anyway. members of parliament have a 12 month
CHAIRMAN —I understand you are pro-cooling-off period, if you like, between being
posing to accept the amendment proposed laymember of parliament and being available
Professor George Winterton and seconded 9§ be head of state. So could people please
Ms Julie Bishop. Is that correct? consider that when they are voting on whether

Mr SUTHERLAND —Yes. or not to support L(2).

Ms THOMPSON—As a member of Work- CHAIRMAN —Councillor Tully, are you
ing Group L, and as the person who arguefbr or against the amendment?
most vigorously for the proposal which is
before you as proposal L(2), | want to jus
talk you through the reasons that particul
proposal was put before the working group,
| preface my remarks by saying that | hav
nothing but the greatest of esteem for m
friends in the parliament. As they say, som
of my best friends are parliamentarians

However, that is not to say that | do no :
appreciate the great concerns that a Iarg ese barriers. | understand the reasons we are

number of members of the public have ex: ing to keep people from moving out of the

pressed about the potential for poIiticisatiorﬂ%lwg\%P r;c\:;gsé;gtogir;]e %eshqtetﬂggépggrcr?;z
of the office of president. We are all con- ' going to p

cerned about that. We are all concerned th\gg’ we are really taking away the rights of

Councillor TULLY —I am in favour of the
mendment. If we are going to live in a
emocratic society where individuals have
qual rights—other remarks will apply to
ther amendments coming up—we should not
ut barriers or qualifications on any adult who
therwise qualifies to nominate for any other
osition. It is inappropriate that we are putting

our head of state be someone who is abo dividuals. | cannot support a proposal that

politics and who is seen to be above politics. ould do that.
Much in the same way that we like our judges Mr ANDREW —I| am also against the
to be above politics and seen to be abovamendment.
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CHAIRMAN —Is there anybody for the Professor BLAINEY —And she’s a
amendment? woman. | assume that the Queen knows much
Mr ANDREW —I want to declare first that 200Ut the Australian Constitution. It is a fact

| do not have a vested interest in this amendhat she has met and talked to every Austral-

leader since the distinguished Labor leader
ment, lest anyone should wonder why | an?n ! :
rising to speak. But | am concerned tha en Chifley. So the Queen must go. Who will

: TR : replace her? The timid, unpatriotic proposal
gggwgainé Sﬁgn%fifggt'ﬁa![r']?ﬁp t'iiyvsvggugp?lfgefore us is that the president has only to be

e S e Australian citizen on the electoral roll.
Milligan who said, ‘One day we will find 20
ourselves in a situation in which the "don’t] IS means that the Queen could be replaced

knows" win the ballot. Then we really will be by someone who has lived only two years in

in trouble.’ | hope we recognise that haVingﬁustralia, who knows little about our system
some sort of political commitment should nof! govelrlnm_ent and vr;/ho may publicly r?tal'”f
be seen as a handicap to being an effecti (er?_eda egiance to the nation so recently left
Australian but quite the contrary. | say that, ehind. ' _ _
recognising that many people’s political In my view, we are being sold an irrespon-
commitment will be exactly the opposite ofsible proposition. The new president, if we
mine. | commend those who believe in somgecome a republic, will carry not only the
thing. symbolic power of the Queen but the powers
. of the present Governor-General. We are told
agiﬁéﬁk?gglwn;g;\g?}? |h[2?ljj'[ gr\:\éoasrﬁ:ﬁg;?that this new president need not necessarily

, ssess knowledge, experience or familiarity
The amendment is the one moved by My . : ; ! : P
Doug Sutherland and Mr Edward O'Farrell, ith this land, its peoples and its Constitution.

It is the amendment that was on oNbtice find this incredible. If we are to have a
Sthe a € S C€ president, that president needs to be more

Paper in the names of Professor Georg(%)han :
! X . just a name on the electoral roll. Mr
Winterton and Ms Julie Bishop that bothsenae Mye, the distinguished delegate from

paragraphs be deleted. Those in favour of thg e 1o 1eq Strait Islands, seconds this amend-
amendment please raise your hand; thogg. .

against? | declare the amendment referred.
is a matter of referring it, not passing it, as CHAIRMAN —Do you second that amend-

you will recall. ment, Mr Mye?

Professor BLAINEY —I move: Mr MYE —Yes. | |
That, if Australia becomes a republic, the head of CHAIRMAN —Do you wish to speak to it?
state must be both: Mr MYE —No.

(&) an Australian citizen of at least 15 years CHAIRMAN —Is there a speaker against

standing; and the amendment?
(b) aresident of Australia for at least 15 years. )

. . Professor THOMAS—I would like to
Many republicans have long been critical of . ; . et
the ¥actsp that they do no? like about thes.peak against this motion because it is mean

: = . Spirited. It is unnecessary. We have already
v(eﬁgte?ﬁ ebyut/vtglflé %Le(a\?ﬁri/hselop\)l\rlelsr} dzpnetif%;'g alked about Australian citizens and | think

: . ; e all should be equal. There should not be
president is to replace her. The republican e citizen above gnother. There is no need
object to the Queen though she exercises t§build up barriers because, if a person is not
political power in this country. They object to orthy of the job—there is only one job
one who has been to Australia many times iy’

the last four decades and has seen more agyway—the person will not be elected,

; . minated or selected. At this stage, | think
this land than 95 per cent of the republica e should be inclusive rather than building up

deIegatgs who oppose her. barriers. If we say 15 years, then why not 30
Brigadier GARLAND —And she’s a years? Why not 40 years? A person who is a
woman. citizen is a citizen, no more, no less.
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Sir DAVID SMITH —I support Professor the land needs some sort of form. You cannot
Blainey and Mr Mye in this, Mr Chairman. get a security clearance without that sort of
When my parents came to this country frontbackground. You need some sort of residen-
a non-English speaking background nearly 7flal status. | suppose 15 years might be a bit
years ago, they were required to renouncexcessive in that sense, but, in terms of the
former allegiances before taking Australiarhighest office in the land, | think 15 years is
citizenship, and they did that gladly. Nowa+easonable. You cannot become the President
days, new Australian citizens are not requiredf the United States of America unless you
to renounce their citizenship. We could havéave been born in that country. | think this is
a head of state of this country who owedi minimal concession. | strongly support the
allegiance to a foreign country. If the head ofmotion.

state came from certain countries and made ay;s HOLMES a COURT —I would like to
state visit, he could find himself clapped intognhort Professor Thomas. | think that to say
gaol for not having done national service. 5t roughly 30 per cent of the population
While we are on the subject of all citizenswould be ineligible for quite a length of time
being equal, | remind the last speaker thas an outrageous suggestion at a time when
when a foreign resident comes to this countrwe are trying to bring Australia together. |
and takes out Australian citizenship they areould like to remind Professor Blainey that
entitled to retain their former citizenship.at this Convention there are 152 people. |
When an Australian takes foreign citizenshipywould not suggest that all of us were ignorant
this country strips him or her of their Austral-of our Constitution up until about six months
ian citizenship. ago, but a great number of us have learnt a
. _huge amount about it in less than two years.
tthmAc\)ltIi_\;l\r?’éN —ls there a speaker agams. think we can satisfy ourselves that whoever
’ is able to be selected for this position would
Councillor TULLY —Briefly, | fail to have the intelligence and the brain power to
follow the logic of that argument. What wetake a pretty fast—
are saying is that, after 15 years, if they Ms CHRISTINE FERGUSON—Big
became president and went to a foreigﬁssumption
country, they could be thrown in gaol. That )
is just totally and absolutely illogical. | do not Ms HOLMES a COURT —It may be an
see that it relates to the argument at all. ~ assumption, but I think that every model we

. . . are putting up has that assumption in it and
Mr SUTHERLAND —I think he is talking  ,,¢'someone would be able to get a grip on
on the next amendment, John.

our Constitution.

) COUnCi”Of TULLY —lt is Pa.ul, and if he Dame LEONIE KRAMER —I think the
IS ta”f'nt? on Itkhe next erl]mefndment,?tr{;\e/n Wh¥otion that this has something to do with
wasn't he talking on the first one? We argyiscrimination is quite beside the point. It is

:ﬁlkting about %n am('eo\ndrtnelrjt Wh.it‘.:h re?uirle tally irrelevant to what Professor Blainey
at a person be an Australian ciizen 1or Ly aq saying. The fact of the matter is, first of
|

years before they can hold the office of heady “that'the person does have to know some-
of state. As far as | am concerned, | reiteralgin g ahoyt Australia to take the highest post
what | said before. It is totally and absolutely, the 1and, and more than just a little. What
inappropriate to have two classes of AUStra‘Drofessor Blainey said, | think, made that

ian citizens. That is what this amendmenberfecﬂy clear and was absolutely right.

intends to achieve. Furthermore, we have to think about someone
Mr HOURN —I rise to support this motion, who is a special kind of person. It is not true
although | must say that | have been againgd say that anybody in Australia could be
the other motions about age barriers andead of state. | think the republicans have
political affiliation barriers. | think they are been very misleading in their rather general
undemocratic. But, in this particular caseaspiration that everyone born in Australia
somebody who is to hold the highest office ircould be head of state. It simply is not true
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and we all know it is not true. It is hypocriti-  Mr RUXTON —You are on it again. ‘The
cal to pretend that it is. Queen of Australia’, | would suggest, makes

CHAIRMAN —Mr Vizard, are you against? her an Australian.

Mr VIZARD —Mr Chairman, | oppose this. Mr VIZARD —An own goal, Bruce! You
| oppose it because 15 years is an arbitraﬂiﬂVe done it again.
figure. How many years do you have to live Councillor TULLY —She is a Pom.

the attrition of time, almost like doing pen-

e , he is Greek. He goes to Greece on an official
ance, at the expiration of that period one h g

¢ 8fisit on behalf of Australia and, when he gets
stayed long enough to qualify to be an Ausgere *they grab him and put him into the

tralian. Some people in 15 years do not pic rmy. That is what it is all about.
up any language. Some people in 15 years do. . . .
not pick up any values. Some peopie in 15 | think the motion is logical, even though
years—in 50 years—do not aspire to any(_)t_hers may not. | am quite sure that outside
thing. But other people, in the space offiS chamber, out there in the big world, dual
minutes, stand for something—something witationality would not suit Australians for their
integrity, something of value, something thate@ding citizen. | believe that the minimum

thina—and Iv th | e should be 40. | picked out an arbitrary
tmh%aggui?rr;e ng—and apply themseves ﬁgure. | think in America it might be 35. For

What other tests do you seek to impose? xample, if Steve Vizard were 34, he would

. i I . H I
15 years supposed to qualify to teach yOHOve to wait only one more year. However,

A | ) think that being 18 and being an Austral-
English, to give you hobbies that are Australy,, o, maybe twogyears is not ggood enough.

ian, té)tgive you a folotball fteam? '.f ,i?t\?\fhp'l think there should be some qualification,
posed 1o give you a love ot your City's WNY,anyise we are not treating this top job

15 years? Why not 40 years? Why not 8@eriously. | think we have to take a serious

years? | suggest that people who come helgyiq 15 the new president of Australia, if there

choose to live here and treat this country ag going to be one. If you do not do that, |

their home, by those very facts alone, qualifyj; ; S
to stand for the position of president. Yhink people are going to reject it out there

anyway.
Mr MUIR —| move: CHAIRMAN —I declare the first part out

That the motion be put. of order because the first part in respect of
Motion carried. dual citizenship is already covered by L3,

CHAIRMAN —The question is that the Which says:
amendment proposed by Professor Blainey biégne Head of State should be subject to the same

agreed to. disqualifications as set out in s44 of the Constitu-
Amendment lost but referred to the Resoluf®" " " -
tions Group. That already ensures that no member of the

federal parliament can hold dual citizenship,

4 gyrﬁlsygmcgktg;?ogow to amendment and it has been so held by the High Court.

: Therefore, that first part of your amendment

‘Mr RUXTON —I move the amendmentis already covered. The second part—that is,

circulated in my name. that the minimum age of a head of state be 40
Dr SHEIL —I second the amendment.  years—is valid.

Mr RUXTON —My amendment is in two  Mr RUXTON —There is another part there
parts. Firstly, the head of state is not to hold have forgotten. We have not discussed
dual citizenship. | object to the head of statehether the new president will be
of this country owing half his allegiance tocommander-in-chief of the armed forces.

Mr CLEARY —What about the Queen? that?
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Mr RUXTON —I believe that the president CHAIRMAN —I intend to declare your
should have the same power as the Governaimendment out of order because it is already
General, that he should be the commander-igovered. If you have a look at L1, it requires
chief of the armed forces. | would certainlyunder (b) that you, ‘be eligible to vote in an
not like to see that particular position ofelection for the House of Representatives or
commander-in-chief go to the Prime MinisteiSenate at the time of nomination,” which
of Australia. means you must be 18 years of age. | intend,

CHAIRMAN —Thank you, Mr Ruxton. As therefore, to rule your amendment to Mr
| have declared, that part that is labelled L&Uxton’s amendment out of order because it
is redundant because it is already covered By already covered. You can speak quite
L3 in the working group report. Section 44Properly against it being 40 years, as you did.
already precludes members of the parliament Father JOHN FLEMING —Mr Chairman,
from being dual citizens. | do not see that it is demeaning. You choose

Senator STOTT DESPOJA—I too believe an age; it could be 18 years of age. You
that our head of state should not have agould argue that it is an arbitrary age which
allegiance to another country. That is why We now have for adulthood, which brings
am a republican, but | realise that has bee#ith it certain kinds of privileges, such as
ruled out of order. We wish to address th&oting and so on. | suppose that it is an
second part of Mr Ruxton’s amendmentarbitrary age. When I got to the age of voting,
which relates to a minimum age for the head happened to be 21. So the question of age
of state. Bruce, don’t blow me kisses. It igqualification is not one that is remote to a
bad enough that you are discriminating on theensible society. We are not talking about
basis of age, Mr Ruxton, let alone any othefestricting people being part of the decision
‘isms’. making process. | believe that Senator

..Natasha Stott Despoja really cast the net too
Séng?(\)/? ?;Zeiu%ndfm$ﬁgr?§{gn?g;% V\t'ﬁ roadly. It is really looking at one particular
impact of that amendment is clear. | shoul ffice. Although it was a nice debating point

‘ , e ,: 10 be able to say, ‘Of course the monarch
have stated not ‘18 years’ but ‘voting age’ in-> ; e ; A
case the voting ag()e/ should changge. Igthin;ould be strictly a squirming baby in the crib

there are enouah barriers to vound people! all the things fell rlgr’]t and the terrorists
entry and pro?notion in degisior?-r?wakPng. ombed out the Queen’ or whatever, the fact
bodies in this country. Let us not seek tt%S
entrench those barriers. | think it is difficult
enough. | wonder if this amendment would bgueen.
moved if we were discussing the monarch, We ought to compare like with like. | do
because | do not believe that the monarch hast think it is unreasonable to expect that a
to be 40 years of age before they have tbead of state, such as the president of the
qualify. republic unambiguously would be, would be
With the greatest of respect, | really do nofl person who would be well looked up to in
believe that wisdom or integrity or intelli- 1€ community and had a certain seniority of
gence is the preserve of those over 40 in trﬁge. | do not see any difficulty with the idea

that the real power is exercised in this
onstitution by the Governor-General, not the

community or indeed in this chamber. Yo at we could accept the notion of elders, at
only have to look at the delegaies—eaSt at some point in our system. | would
specifically under the age of 25, | woulgclearly reject it for the election of members of

suggest—at this gathering who have showp@'liament, such as senators.

that certainly those values and qualities are When we are talking about the president
not the preserve of those over 40. Indeed,dnd we are talking about it for a limited time,

think many of them here would make greait is reasonable to expect that the full dignity
presidents, so | seek to move to amend thef the office is something we should have
amendment, if indeed the amendment of Mregard to. Whether it should be 40 or 35 | am
Ruxton’s is successful. not going to quibble about. | think it is not
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unreasonable in principle to accept the ideaMr BARTLETT —Does (L6) become
that there is a hurdle below which we shouldedundant?

not go. CHAIRMAN —The motion involves only

CHAIRMAN —I call on Archbishop (L1) to (L4), as Mr Andrew indicated. The
Hollingworth to see whether he is for orother parts are for the information of deleg-
against the amendment. ates only. When Mr Andrew moved the

motion, he moved (L1), (L2), (L3) and (L4).
The Most Reverend PETER HOLLING-  hg gther parts are for the information of the

WORTH —I am against the amendment. delegates.
CHAIRMAN —I therefore call Archbishop Mr BARTLETT —So (L6) does not be-
Hollingworth. come part of the referral?

The Most Reverend PETER HOLLING- CHAIRMAN —No.
WORTH—As in relation to Professor prBARTLETT —Thank you.
Blainey’s previous motion, | accepted the
argument but | would have rejected th-ef the amendment? Councillor Bunnell, are
amendment. The same would apply in thi in f f th d t?
instance. There is no question that the matt Qun ?VOW or the amen mep '
of qualification, experience, wisdom, insight Councillor BUNNELL —Yes, in a way. By
and so forth are very important qualities. Butvay of clarification, in the Clem Jones model
it seems to me to be a bad principle at law ty€ had the minimum age as 35 years. We
try to entrench or prescribe in that way. Fofook that out after much consultation with the
the same reason, | would oppose a maximuRgople of Queensland. They were very resist-
age, as that, too, is ageist. Generally speakingj)t to @ minimum age, which | think really
we are yet to determine what the actugupports the senator's earlier point. So it is
process of appointment and election to thi!st a point of information. Many of the
Australian presidency might be, should tha§ommunity were against a minimum age.
come about. One way or another, | think you Ms HANDSHIN —I speak against the
could be reasonably certain that whoevesmendment. | simply ask: why 40 years?—as
made the final decision was likely to make &o many people have been asking. Why has
wise one. In those instances, | think it is40 years suddenly become the magical age at
proper not to prescribe but to rely upon thavhich one acquires all the necessary skills
good sense of those who bear authority. and knowledge to be eligible to be the head

CHAIRMAN —Ils there a speaker in favour

CHAIRMAN —Have | a speaker in favour Of State? _
of the amendment? Ms HANDSHIN —With all due respect, Mr
Mr BARTLETT —I am in favour. | want E:;g.cm, | think there is a bit of snake oil

to raise a point of order. In light of Arch- :
bishop Hollingworth’s comments, it is a very Mr RUXTON —I have got the snake 9"-
good idea. In light of Mr Bruce Ruxton's Ms HANDSHIN—You have voted against
birthday, perhaps we could make the maxiand spoken against gender equity issues on
mum age 72. | am a bit confused and | warthe basis of merit, yet you contradict your
a point of clarification. You have knocked outmerit principle by proposing this amendment
the first point of Bruce’s amendment, point 8Jimiting eligibility on the basis of age. That
regarding the head of state. seems to be rather skewed logic to me.
. . Competence does not have an age limit. After

CHAI;QMAN —Thatis correct. Itis already 5 "some of the greatest leaders in the world
covered. ~ have been under the age of 40.

Mr BARTLETT —I have a question in = cHAIRMAN —Are you for or against, Mr
relation to (L3). As | understand it, you saidjohnston?

; . s

that section 44 covers that point. Is that right~ Mr JOHNSTON —I am for Mr Ruxton’s

CHAIRMAN —That is correct. motion. | remind the Convention of a long
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guoted saying that life actually begins at 40debate, the effect of this amendment is to add
More than that, | think it would be ludi- an (L5) to the Working Group L report,
crous—and certainly | would never put myselbecause you will note that Mr Andrews has
up for president or whatever else we mightlarified this by saying that he has (L1), (L2),
end up calling it—at 18 or a lesser age. Whal.3) and (L4), and that the balance does not
experience have you had in the world of workorm part of the resolution from the group. It
or in all sorts of fields of other endeavourds obviously clear, though, that the group
How, then, if you have not had this experi-considered these other issues.

ence generally in life or, perhaps, in educa- gearing in mind the comment that | referred
tion, can you ever hope to try to embody thg, the chamber before by Bob Ellicott and
feelings, the needs, O,I the people you W°”|§avid Smith about the concern with respect
be trying to represent? | think you need somg, narty politics in this country and bearing in

time—probably the first 40 years of yourming the great deal of public comment that
life—to become fully acquainted with what it\ye had in Queensland in relation to the
means to be an Australian, with the difﬁcu"running of the Clem Jones team, it is very
ties of what it is to be an Australian. Certain, '

. . clear that Australians do not want a party
ly, I think 40 years is a very reasonable age,qjitician as their head of state. They want a

Senator PAYNE—I move: neutral umpire and they need somebody in
That the motion be put. that role who will forswear any party alle-
Motion carried. giance.

CHAIRMAN —We will deal with this  To those who say that we are making or
motion par by par, because there are twi@king away rights of those involved in party
points under Mr Ruxton’s motion. There ispolitics, | would respond by saying two
the amendment to resolution 3(a), and pardhings. One is that in relation to candidates
graph (ix), about which most of the discussiofior head of state you have a choice—
has taken place—that is, that the minimunhopefully, we will have the chance one of
age of a head of state be 40 years. ThHiese days to elect a head of state. Should you
question is that that part be referred to theant to nominate for that position, you will
Resolutions Group. Those in favour pleasbave a choice as to whether you do so and, if
raise their hand; those against? you choose to do so, then to relinquish your

| declare that it will not be referred. party allegiances. The second point | would
: like to make in relation to that is that there is
The second part of the resolution start

. resently a convention which is abided by our
‘under Resolution 3(c), the matter of ComB y y

) o . present Governor-General. The convention is
mander-in-Chief et cetera. Those in favour of, ¢ political ties are disavowed on the

referring that part to the Resolutions Groups,vernor-General's taking that position. So

please raise their hand; those against?  (here are two very persuasive reasons why
| declare that part of the amendment rethis should be supported.

ferred: CHAIRMAN —Technically, in its present
Having already covered amendment NO. 4, “it cannot be accepted because (L7) was

we are down to amendment No. 6 and MRt moved, but because it does add an addi-

David Muir. tional requirement for a head of state, | think
Mr MUIR —I move: with some modification of the words it could
Paragraph (L7) Delete the words, substitute: be accepted. What it would mean is that,
In order to establish the principle of a neutrainstead of your introduction, you would be
umpire, that the head of state be required tsuggesting that a new (L5) be added which
resign from membership of any political party. would read in the form of the words that Mr
Councillor BUNNELL —I second the Muir has proposed.

motion. Professor WINTERTON—I support this

Mr MUIR —Mr Chairman, in respect of the motion. Many republican constitutions in the
indication by Kevin Andrews earlier in this world contain this principle but, with respect,
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it needs dramatic rewording because it impliesonorary memberships of organisations. It
that, in order to take office, the presidenseems quite odd that we should require people
would have to join a party in order to resignto renounce those dignities which have been
from it. What | suggest it ought to say—put upon them by organisations they have
although it is only a question of whether it isserved in order that they ought to be able to
referred—is that the president not belong tserve their country as a whole.

any political party. | also suggest we add t0 \1s RODGERS—I would suggest that the
it a provision to the effect that it should st important thing is not whether someone
include organisations affiliated with political gy g resign but that they should be required
parties but perhaps provide that that not notify people of their membership in
justiciable, so that you do not start gettingysjitical” organisations so that the people
litigation in the High Court on the subject. Ityngerstand where they are coming from. |
should be wider and include organisationging it just amazing that this is suggested
affiliated with political parties. because we have constantly been assured by

CHAIRMAN —I think we all take it that the republicans that the appointed person will
we are not trying to draft the question legallyje apolitical. | think this just proves to all of
we are putting the principle rather than theus that the appointment will not be.

legal framework. CHAIRMAN —Having in mind that the
Mr BRADLEY —I wish to speak against. requirement is only 25 per cent for a refer-

Some arguments placed up before this Coence, | put the amendment moved by Mr

vention this week or last week have beeMuir.

paper thin. | think this is really tissue paper amendment carried.

thin. The idea that somehow an elected, . .

appointed, selected or balloted president will CHAIRMAN —The question now is that

be a neutral umpire because that person §3€ report of Working Group L be referred to

required to resign his or her membership fror'® Resolutions Group.

a political party is the sort of tissue thin Motion carried.

argument that the people of Australia will see cHAIRMAN —That then. as far as | can

through. determine, concludes our voting. We therefore
| find it quite satisfactory to rely upon thehave some time to move back on to the
part of Working Group J's resolution, whichgeneral speakers, which | now propose to do.
we have already referred to the ResolutionBhere are two other matters that | have to
Group, which is the oath that any new headdvise you: the first is that the working
of state would have to take, which would begroups for tomorrow’s session should now
‘to do right to all manner of people after thedisperse to meet and, second, can | suggest
laws and usages of the Commonwealth dahat we will not start with the working group
Australia without fear or favour, affection orreports tomorrow morning because | suspect
illwill. For my part, that is sufficient. It does they may be a little late. Therefore, we will
not matter to me in the least whether the heastart in the morning with the general address-
of state is a member of any particular organies on whether Australia should become a
sation. Having sworn that oath or affirmedepublic. Hopefully, we will get all the work-
that matter, it is sufficient for me that a newing group reports and be able to move to
head of state would conduct himself or hersethem at about 10 o’clock. So that will allow
appropriately. It seems ridiculous to have tthe working groups a little more time if they
have inquiries into the memberships of orhave difficulty in concluding their consider-
ganisations that persons have in order fation tonight.
them to qualify for this office that we are | ynow the difficulties for delegates but |
proposing. trust that, having in mind the admonition of
The final point | wish to raise is that thereseveral delegates earlier today, all those
are many eminent people in the communitdelegates who are involved neither in a
upon whom are conferred life memberships aworking group nor in the Resolutions Group



670 CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION Tuesday, 10 February 1998

will remain because | would like to call onLast year, | read a very thoughtful and ana-
several speakers still on the general questiolytical piece of research which distressed me
We have a lot of speakers to get through, sgreatly. The report commissioned by

we will continue our deliberations until 7.30Clemengers entitledhe Silent Majority 1l

as had originally been intended. | call on M®utlined that the Australian people mistrust
Helen Lynch to give her general address. those of us in positions of power and influ-

Ms LYNCH —Mr Chairman, delegates: it €Nce, business leaders, politicians and the
is a great privilege and special honour to bghurches. Our Australian people feel that we
an appointed delegate to the Constitution&1ave let them down.

Convention. While | retain the deepest respect This loss of respect by Australians is well
for our monarch, I am emotionally committeddocumented and it is timely to reflect on how
to the republican cause and have been forthis happened and to consider what we might
number of years. | came to the Conventiodo to regain that trust and respect. We need
inclined to the McGarvie model but with anto address the big topic issues of greatest
open mind prepared to listen to all divergentoncern, embracing moral, ethical and eco-
views and to support a model which woulchomic issues within our community. Then the
actually work in practice. Australian people might start to trust politi-

My business experience has taught me th&tans again.
thinking up radical new ideas is often the while | readily acknowledge the support for
easy part. The hard part is the executiomjirect election, | suspect that the majority of
Seasoned practitioners of any profession withe Australian population, like me about six
confirm that this has been their experience imonths ago, have little informed knowledge
implementing change. of our Constitution or the impediments to

Our Constitution has served us well in theggood governance that could arise if a com-
past, but it was devised by a few dozempetitive situation developed between the
politicians and all were men. Australia wagresident and the Prime Minister as a result
then a very rich, monocultural society consistof direct election.

ing of large isolated settlements with poor \we should not lose sight of the fact that the
communications. There were no interstatprime Minister is actively accountable. He has
highways and there was no female suffrag€e renew his contract of work with the elec-
Aboriginals had no rights and Asia was gorate every three years. The principles for a
colonial backwater. republic that | support are for a model that
Contrast that to how we see ourselvesnables good governance where roles and
now—young, vigorous, energetic, creativeresponsibilities are clearly defined and ac-
proud of our role as the home to the oldestountability is transparent and where the
living culture in the world, optimistic and integrity of the process is evident and appro-
committed to an open, tolerant, multiculturapriate checks and balances are in place. |
Australia. In this modern globalised economyhink we should make provision for ongoing
the role of the head of state is primarily toconstitutional review. What we want really is
represent us both to ourselves and on thesystem that works in practice.
world stage, to be an advocate for us and 10|, symmary, | would prefer a president to

promote trade for Australian resources, manise appointed on the nomination of the Prime

facturers and services. To do this we nged Oginister and seconded by the Leader of the
of us to be our head of state. Queen Elizabe pposition—bipartisan support confirmed by

and the British royals fulfil this promotional yo_thirds majority in a joint sitting of both
role for Britain, often in direct competition pnoyses of parliament. | believe dismissal
with Australian products and services. Comgnould be moved by the Prime Minister and
monsense dictates that it is in the best integngorsed by a majority of the House of
ests of Australia for us to become a republiqRepresentatives and the Senate or by a consti-

The consequent question is: what sort afitional council acting with advice from the
president should we have, and who decide$*ime Minister.
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While | have not entirely discounted thestands abstract and apart from our day-to-day
possibility of an electoral council or provisionlives, that sits remote in time and place from
for wider consultation with the community, Ithe dinner tables, the playschools and the
definitely prefer the ultimate accountability offactories and the beaches of our country.
the bipartisan approach. After all, we the . . .
people get the politicians we the people elect, Nationhood is the journey we make each
| support a broadly based process to progreS8Y- It is the tangible freedoms and rights
the education of the community before thd/Nich shape our lives each day. It is the time
referendum. Our job is to get the intent and'€ SPeNd with our families, the daily pick-up
the settings right for the preamble and th&©m school, the money we spend, the sports
Constitution and then let the constitutionaje@ms we follow, the beaches and the moun-
lawyers loose on the changes we agree to. @NS We enjoy. Itis the values and the frame-

works shaped by our supreme Constitution

To me, a republic is a visible symbol of awithin which we fashion our daily lives.
mature, confident, independent Australia,

accustomed to and enjoying our place in the Equally, nationhood is about how we abuse
Asia-Pacific region; an Australia proud of ourour environment, sack the land, or rob our
tolerant multi-racial society, and understandindigenous people. For better or worse, every
ing the many cultures in the countries witivaking moment of our existence, who we are
whom we share the region. We all know thagnd what we do, are the real concrete mani-
no worthwhile change is ever achieved withfestations of nationhood. Nationhood is not a
out passionate ideas and hot debate. We hap#ze, nor is it a gift. It has a price. Nation-
certainly seen that from all camps at thi§iood carries a heavy burden and a deep
Constitutional Convention. If passionate ideaggsponsibility: the responsibility to understand
and hot debate are the criteria, then | antichur charter, its rights and obligations; the
pate that we will have a very positive outresponsibility to value and abide by our
come. Constitution; and, critically, the responsibility

o - .. _tointerrogate, to improve and to reinvigorate
My wish is that we leave this Constltutlonalour governing Constitution and our nation to

Convention united in our support for a repub- :
e rodel for the Commopn%vealth of A)us_constantly r_nal;eI it better, more relevant and
tralia which reflects the aspirations of thg"Ore meaningtul.

majority of Australians. If the president of Nothing is beyond improvement save for
Australia were to be a woman, that wouldGod and the combing of Bruce Ruxton’s hair!
really be the icing on the cake. It is here that we part company from our

Mr VIZARD —Thank you, delegates, forfriends the constitutional monarchists. It is
flocking in! Each of us stands here chargegaid, ‘Why tamper with our Constitution?” It
with answering a fundamental question aboug said, ‘Why touch a document that served us
the future of our great nation. In answerin(_&e”? Itis said, ‘Hands off the Constitution.
that question, each of us asks: how can | be¥fe say that our Constitution, the supreme
serve my nation? Nationhood is not a priz€harter of our nation, was intended by our
which, having been won, sits silently on thdounding fathers to have our hands on it. We
shelf and gathers dust. Nationhood is not 8y that it is in the very essence of our
destination reached by our forefathers sonfationhood that the charter of our nation is
hundred years ago from which no subsequefittended to be touched and felt and chal-
journeys are to be made. lenged.

Nationhood is not a yellowing scroll of Great nations rise and fall because in their
parchment comprising signatures of long deacbmplacency they refuse to look at them-
lawyers and politicians, the sepia photograpleelves and their governing instruments and
of our grandfathers and great-grandfathers thetstitutions. They bask in the sun of the work
line the walls of this building, or a rare andof their forefathers. They refuse to rise up
exotic beetle captured in amber. Nor igrom their beds, built by the sweat of their
nationhood some bare ideal or principle thabrebears, to help build for future generations.



672 CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION Tuesday, 10 February 1998

Are we incapable of the work of our found-of European or Asian heritage, to the indigen-
ing fathers? Are we incapable of the energyus Australians, citizens all. To the Austral-
the commitment and the compromise of ouians of today, no less relevant than the Crown
founding fathers? Nationhood brings with itwas to our Anglo-Celtic forefathers of the
obligations and imposes these obligations oidth century.

all its citizens, from the meanest 0 the g nmanity and fallibility of those who

mightiest. Daily, our nation challenges us. | fted the Constituti t a alib i

this nation the best it can be, today and fo?,lra ed the Lonstitution was not a gib Sent-
’ ent. They expressly recognised that they

our children, and for every Australian? We
y L . could not, would not, speak unshakeably for
should ask that question, just as our foundi ture generations and so enshrined in the

fathers asked that question a century ago. Constitution is both an expression of their

Our founding fathers were not so complaewn fallibility and humanity and a challenge
cent as to make any presumptions of th® future generations, an invitation to continue
sacred inviolability of that which they craftedwhat they had started. Section 128 of the
when the undertook their work. They knewConstitution expressly provides a means of
well that what they fashioned was not perfecamending our governing social contract by
that it represented a compromise: a comprgopular vote of the people of Australia at
mise by the imperial parliament, a comproreferendum. By this, the architects of our
mise by individual state parliaments and €onstitution expressly acknowledged that
compromise by the great men of the time—#heir work of compromise should be improved
unique compromise of excellence; neverthde accommodate that which they had not
less, a compromise tempered by the spirit dbreseen, to abolish that which needed change
optimism and political expediency. We wouldand to achieve that which they could not. In
be foolish to attribute to that timely work of section 128 we find the express challenge of
compromise, a perfection and inviolabilityour founding fathers, handed down to us and
never intended by the men who were closesb every generation. The challenge: is this is
to it. the best our nation can be?

Moreover, our founding fathers sought to This is not the speech | was going to give
make their charter relevant to their time, in d@his morning, although the numbers would
way that challenges us to do the same. Whdrave been better. On reflection, it is clear that
confronted with the task of binding togethetthe debate at this Convention has moved on.
five separate states—each with disparat®e have heard each other and have come to
navies, armies, police forces, postal systeminow each other, if not to agree with each
transport systems, bureaucracies, parliamertdther. The debate has moved on and | do not
and governments—our founding father$elieve it helpful or constructive to make the
looked to a unifying symbol born of thespeech that | planned to make four weeks
moment, born of their moment: the symbol ofgo, to run the arguments we ran at election
the British Crown. At a time when nearlyand to further entrench views already en-
three-quarters of all residents of each separatenched. To do so is to acknowledge that no
state were born in the United Kingdom or ofdialogue has taken place, that we have not
Anglo-Saxon heritage, it was the Crown andistened and that we have not been moved.
symbolism of the United Kingdom that | planned to talk about the advantage of
uniquely bound them together. It was therndividual republican models. | planned to sa
Crown which then, unlike today, forged & b - P y

) at it is clear that the Queen is the head of
powerful, relevant, meaningful symbol bor :
of a common heritage and the commorﬁtate and cite a number of texts and laws. |

. . : lanned to say that while the expression ‘head
experience of all Australians at that time. of state’ is not a constitutional term, it is
We honour the commitment of our foundingequally true that the Queen enjoys the prima-
fathers by seeking to find a head of state borey powers and authority of a person occupy-
of our time and no less relevant to today’sng that position; that the failure of the Con-
Australians—to our new immigrants, to thosestitution to use the specific words ‘head of
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state’ does not change the Queen’s actual rafeake this morning. | urge all delegates to
any more than its failure to mentionseek to answer the question that our founding
Buckingham Palace does not change her platathers asked and continue to ask: is this the
of residence. best my nation can be? They should answer

Together we have had our hands on th&at challenge with the commitment, energy
Constitution this last week. We do not pro@nd spirit of adventure and willingness to
pose to change the name of this country. WgPmpromise that our founding fathers brought
do not propose to change our membership & the birth of our nation. Mr Chairman, it is
the Commonwealth of Nations. We do nof!ot just in the answer but in how we answer
propose to change the powers of the head tat we continue to define our nationhood.
state. We do not propose to obliterate the Sir ARVI PARBO —Mr Chairman and
relationship which exists between the Priméelegates, | am one of the people who came
Minister and the head of state on the exercige this Convention with an open mind and
of reserve powers. We do not propose twithout a commitment to any particular
shred the delicate tapestry of democratioutcome. My expectation was that the argu-
institutions. ments put forward by those who, unlike

So the constitutional monarchists ask udnySelf, have been involved in the debate for
why bother? They ask: why bother to do>°me time would point to a desirable course
anything? Our founding fathers ask us to dgf action which was clearly superior to the
better than ask why bother.Why bother t&lternatives.
have a Constitution that makes sense to theWe have certainly had many points of view
man in the street? Why bother to have a hegulit over the last seven days. Many of the
of state who is unambiguously relevant to theresentations have been thoughtful and con-
state he or she is supposed to represent? Wélyuctive. Some have been one-eyed. Some
bother to have a governing contract thabave been calls to the barricades, and some
means what it says? Why bother to empoweteserve to be nominated for television awards.
a symbol? It is not good enough to argue thego let me tell you what | have gleaned from
the Queen does not do us any harm and thall this collective wisdom in terms of the
she is distant, latent, limp, unobtrusive andutcome.

does not get in the road. Symbols are sup-the starting point is that the Constitutional
posed to get in the road. Symbols are SUpyonarchy has served Australia well. It has
posed to be as powerful as the Queen was e far superior to many other systems of
our founding fathers 100 years ago. Symbo overnment in other parts of the world,
need to be drawn from the wellspring ofihciyding many which go under the label of
common experience of Australians iving inyepplic. One of the best things that happened
Australia today . to me early in my life was that | was able to

Talk about the need to reinvigorate symbolavoid living in the Soviet socialist republic
and to look for common meaning is moreand become a citizen of the Constitutional
than rhetoric. Ask any businessman about thraonarchy of Australia. Incidentally, over the
need to provide a clear mission for a corporayears, | have found that some republics are
tion, a set of values and a charter of definedood and some are bad. When someone
roles and authorities. The creation of amspeaks of a democratic republic with the
unequivocal communication of these fundastress on the ‘democratic’, it is well to be-
mental values goes to the heart of corporame cautious. When the term becomes
identity and in turn to the capacity of employ-‘people’s democratic republic’, it is time to
ees and corporate stakeholders to better fulfilrn and run.

their roles, to work to deliver bottom line Thare seems to be practically no argument
results and to create greater value for ally,t the past merits of the present system. |
stakeholders. will quote from Malcolm Turnbull’s opening

Nations deserve powerful, relevant symbolsomments on behalf of the Australian Repub-
no less. This is not the speech | intended tiican Movement:
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There was nothing wrong with our nation. Australizhave to be made on emotional not on practi-
had become a proud and independent country yeag| or pragmatic grounds.

ago, but there was something wrong with our . .
Constitution. It still provides that our great If Australia were to become a republic, the

Commonwealth is presided over by the Crown opowers of a republican president and the
the United Kingdom, of Great Britain and Ireland.method of his or her appointment must be
Our goal is a simple one. Australia’s head of statgecided. It seems to me that, as the supporters

should be an Australian citizen representing Aus: -
tralian values living in Australia chosen by an f both the constitutional monarchy and of an

answerable to Australians. That is the goal fof{€rnative republic agree that there is nothing
which we have fought. wrong with the present system and that the

] ) issue is who should be the titular head of
There is nothing wrong with Australia, andrepublican head of state should be exactly the
we are already an independent country. Thgsme as the powers of the Governor-General,
only requirement is that the head of state b@e present de facto head of state. Certainly
an AUSFI’ahaI’I. To aCh|eVe thIS, the Austra“arho ConV|nC|ng case for Changlng these powers
Republican Movement does not propose tRas been made at this Convention so far.
establish an Australian monarchy. They wish . .

For the same reason, it seems to me logical

to convert Australia into a republic. that the method of appointing and, if need be,
Those in favour of continuing the constitu+removing the president should be as close to
tional monarchy argue that the head of stattie present method as possible. The proposals
of Australia is already an Australian, thefor electing the president either by a two-
Governor-General. The only role of the Queethirds majority of both houses of parliament
is to appoint and, if need be, dismiss ther by direct election would be very different
Governor-General on the advice of the Ausfrom the present method. It has been said by
tralian Prime Minister. To quote from Mr some at this Convention that the Australian
Lloyd Waddy’s opening statement on behalpeople are overwhelmingly in favour of a
of Australians for a Constitutional Monarchy:direct election of the president. It is not clear
... it was rediscovered that even when she w What evidence these statements ar_e.based on,
present our Australian Constitution denied th?u'[ presumably the sources are opinion polls.
Queen the exercise of any of the Crown powers With great respect to opinion polls, it is
oo benaa Sormucd . st thauel known tha the resuls depend greatly on
government in all its fullness in her presence. H %W the questions are asked. In this instance,
was not her agent. He was not subject to an{/"€n thos‘? polied were asked vv_hether they
direction by her. His powers, the powers of thdavoured direct election of a president, were
Governor-General, derived from the terms of théhey informed that the consequences are that
Australian Constitution, the Constitution thatsuch an election would inevitably become
Australians themselves had voted to adopt. politicised; that the person elected could

It seems therefore that, as the Prime Ministélﬂere_fore not be seen as an impartial umpire;
has put it, the argument is about symbolisnfnat in such an election the smaller states
There is no case for challenging the existing/ould be swamped by Victoria and New
system on grounds that it is not working>uth Wales; and that, in the case of more
satisfactorily or that a republic would producéhan two candidates, the winner could receive
a better result for the Australian people. Oufell under 51 per cent of the votes? | suspect
existing system is serving us well. We arghat they were not so advised and the results
already completely independent and governédf© therefore of questionable value.

by Australians. The difference in views is that Against this background, a poll by the
the constitutional monarchists see symboliMelbourne Age last weekend—presumably
value in the Queen remaining the titular headgain without the explanation of the implica-
of state. The republicans see symbolic valugons—showed just 51 per cent favouring
in the titular as well as the de facto head oflirect election. The newspoll published by the
state being an Australian. The decision wilAustralianindicated 56 per cent. | also note
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that only 41 per cent of the voters participatedontinue, but if the Australian people so
in electing delegates to this Convention—decide, | would also be very happy to live in
arguably, a more significant event than th@ McGarvie Commonwealth of Australia.
routine election of a president. All this does Finally, on the referendum, we all know
not add up to the indication of an overwhelmthat most issues put to the Australian elector-
ing desire for a direct election. Incidentally,ate in past referenda have been rejected.
if we at this Convention need our egos deflatThere are no doubt many reasons for this, but
ed, theAgepoll also concluded that only 13one of these must be that the people, quite
per cent followed the debates at this Convenieasonably, will not vote in favour of any-
tion closely and that 64 per cent did not thinkhing which cannot be put and explained
the cost of the Convention was justified. Thisimply. In my view, simplicity also has to be
is just as a matter of interest. the essence of any republican model put to

Where do | come out after all this? Thetrlieorflectorate if it is to have fair consider-

task of this Convention is to select a model o? ) )
an Australian republic that could be put to the Those who attempt to piggyback their pet
Australian people as an alternative to th&eliefs by trying to graft them to the model
present system. In my view, the McGarvigVould do well to remember that this may well
model would retain all the strengths of thdesult in the failure of the referendum. This

present system, while satisfying those whBust be particularly so in this case because,

wish to have an Australian as the titular a lTIIeO rftogrp?rl]lg r;h;. o rrictefeétfer:ggn\wl ot%(argo:ﬁ ttr?:
well as the de facto head of state. The onl PP Jority

difference | had with Mr McGarvie was thatx]ajomy of the states, it has been pointed out

: f the n for all
| thought the republican head of state shoul}{at’ because of the need for all states to pass

; omplementary legislation, in practice the
be called president and not governor-generghferendum really has to be carried in all

As it happens, the Convention has already SQates for the changes to be implemented
decided. successfully. Agreement on this scale is a
While the head of state of Australia shouldyery tall order, very unusual indeed, and it
in my view, be called the president, the stategnderlines the need to be scrupulously honest

could well continue to have governors if theywith the voters.

so choose. With that small modification, | CHAIRMAN —I declare the Convention
therefore support the McGarvie model as addjourned until 9 a.m. tomorrow, when we
alternative to our present system. | would biill resume the general addresses.

happy for the constitutional monarchy to Convention adjourned at 7.39 p.m.



