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23" ¥anuerv, 2009

The Secretary,
This Senate Standing Committee on Finance and Public Administration
Parlrament House,

Facsimile (G2) 6277 5809
Dear Sis,

Re:- Senste "Tnouiry™ into ep Act for = Plebiscite for se Asstraiias Republic.

1 make %his sobmission, rot in 2oy hope, much less expectation, of having
ey cffect on the closed minds of vour commitice. In fact, the reason [ make anv
submission 2t ell }5 to place on the public record my disgust at the disgracef! abuse of
process and blatant weste of public money of this so-called ingoiry, and of the even
groater abuse and waste of money which wonld be occasioned by the plebiscite proposed
by the projertad Act.

I say "so-called” advisedly because it is not 2n inquiry at all, but a culpable
misuse of taxpayers® money W promote a divisive and treasonable campaign aimed at the
overthrow of the Soversign. What makes it more disgusting s that it is promoted by
members of the Federa! Parlisment, who are required by 542 of the Constitution wo tzke an
cath of allegiance in the following terms. "I, {name), do swear that T will be faithful and
bezr true 2llegiance 1o Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth the Second, Her heire and successors
sceoriing to faw, SO HELP ME GODI"— So much Sor feithflncss and toe alleziance.

Furthermore, 35.44-426 of the Constinution provide for the disquelification
of members of Parliament znd the sactions 0 be epplied for such disqualification.
Ameong te ressons for disqualification 2re; being attainted of treason, and being under
any acknowlsdgment of adherence to0, or being 2 citizen of, a foreign sower. The principat
sanction is w0 be stripped of office. But we in this country are w00 soft (and in lamer days
too politically comect) In regard to our internal security; and we allow these despicable
people tc promote their reasonable activities with impanity.

It comes as no surprise to me of course, that these people teke no regard of
their oath ("a mere form of words” is thoir description), because I believe that decency
end honesty are quite Soreign to them, and they don't 2ven know whzt honour means. Oath
breaking seems 10 be a2 matter of form 1o them.



As far as I have been able to determine, no temms of reference ot discussion
paper have been promulgsted by the Committee. Therefore we have only the dmaft bill
andhspro;ﬂe:’sexplg:e_xymczo—andmnmgoby

It:sc]ezr;.z:thsmwano.hc’dzsngenmasa::em the already
discredited Repub.z*zns o reopen an issue that was epphatically decided by the
Australian people mine yeass ago (see 2. below),

A plebiscite is 2n jmproper and tendentious meshod o use for sach a
sericus ard fundamental issue 55 2 changs 10 the Constinzmion, much ess a change aimed
at:neuuc}cbas:soffxmnash.smr, A plebiscite has only been used en tes
previous oceasions, none of which impinged on the Constitution. They were pr:s*‘mab;:,
used te give the government of the day an excuse for 2n action it had already determined

upon. It is woriny of note that the frst two such plebiscitss (co the subject of

conscription during the First World War) were defeated.

Whether or not voting is compuisory, 2 plebiscite cannot stitact the serious
attention that a referendum should and does. This, of itself, wonld t=nd to skew the result.

The Bill makes it clear that the proponents ofarepubﬁc intend to use the
discredited methodelogy of a piebiscite (or more Ekely a seddes of plebiscites, with the
incvitabie tick q‘ucs&ms) as per: of their brain washing campaign. A plebischie is 2

w.__p}-cﬁ.‘li mzpmpm:e process for a question of this kind; even if the guestion fise!f

was leg '1.

History bas shown that the only legitimate way of infroducing a republic is
by sevolstion; which of course is the way the vast majority of ropublics have been
csiablished - with the ccoseguent bloodshed and loss of life.

I there were & genuine desire by the Austalian pecple for such 8
complete change inm our system of govermment, it would manifest itsell by 2=
overwhelming demand Som the vast majerity of the population. Instead, & comes Jum 2
vocel minogity with access 1o lasge sums of money and free propaganda, which enables i
o insinuze its lies 10 the wider community; and, for & ime, 1o convert some of them (the
imore gullible) 1o its views.

’ ' Agpart from anything clse
his wmﬁSlSﬁmmmm&mmmemmszm
labour and materiz! costs, not 0 mention the enormous costs of promotng and fighting
e question.

3, The 1999 Referendum,

Let us consider some fooss mther then the self serving assertiozs of the
republicans.

(i)  54.87 % votad NQ, (45.13 % votzd yes). That is o sey that 21.6 % more people
voted NO than voted yes.
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Gv) 106 foderal electorates voted NO, while only 42 voted ves. In electors] terms this
would bave been the greatest landslide in efectora] history. A Prime Minister with
that majosity could weil feel that he held the office for fife.

(iil)  Every stare and territory, with the exception of the A.C.T. voted NO. Perhaps one
could draw the conclusion that the cloud cuckoo land of the A C.T., heavily populated zs
it is with public servants, academics, hengers-on of politicians =nd the media, would be
predisposed to vois for such an outdated and discredited form of government,

{v) inafvsis of the voting pattem in the referendum shows quite clezr!y that those
electnretes voting ves were Libera! electorztes with a high proportion of “yuppie” (to use
the vormacuier) residents, and Labour elactorarss in hard core extreme left arsas. To2
former types (being solf styled intellectuals) zre more gullible and hence susceptible fo the
lies and half tuths of s=publican propapanda; whilc the extreme lef would of course vore
agrinst any estzhlished system:. Real Labour and Liberal electorates and all National
electorates voted NQ.

(v)  Inregardto tha canard that the referendum was lost due to the vote no republicans,
it has to b= remembered that Beasley, the then leader of the opposition {five
mcumbents ago), togather with other leading Labour and republicen Bmemes wrzed
them fo vote yos on the basis that “the sort of republic we wam can be decided
after winning the referendum™.

Purthermore, the NO campaign, under the influence of the vote no republicans
wes, t5 sav the least, poorlv conceived. For example, the stupid slopan “If you want to
vote for g President vote NO™ must have cost the NO vore dearly. [, myself, had dozens
of peoniz ask me “docs that me= w= have 10 vote ves?™

{(vi) Finally, and significantty, millions of dollars were powred into the YES campsion
by big besiness — and foreizn owned big business, Recent events have shown just
how corrupt big business can be; and clearly, big business sees that comupt
practices are more sasily carried on in a republic. Yet, despite the overwhelming
financial sdvantage of the YES cempaizn and the lies and distortions commiticd
& that campaion, the resullt, 2s we have seen, was its resounding defemt.

3, Tke Advantepes of Our Present Constitutional Arrangements.

(i) Our present systern of govermnment, a Comstitutional Monarchy, is the
envy of the world Since Fedemtion, more than s hundred yvears sgo, aud indeed even
before then, Ausirzlia has been the most sizble country in the world. Even the excesses of
the Whitlam, Hewke 2nd Keating governments, end the futilify of the Fraser government
have not heen shla to destabiiise the Commonwezlih. For thar matter, cven the reasonable
activities of the republicens, aided and sbetted by their adherents in the vene! media have
not heen =hie o do so.

(i) On a8 worldwide basis constitutionz] monsrchles repeztedly and
continuslly prove to be the best form of goveroment.
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For cxample the United Nations Som time 1o time publishes a list of iss
member states in order of their icvel of "humas development”, besed on such factors 2s
life expectancy, sducational achieverment, income eic. In other words, in order of the best
places in which to live. Invariably, & lsast sight of the top ten are constinutional
monachies. In 1999 for example (the year of the referendum), the only republics in the
top 10 were Iceland and the United States (and look what bas happened o them just
recextly!), and of the cight menarchies three, Ceeat Britain Cenadz and Australia, were
Bridsh Constitutional Monarchies. The only monarchies outside the top 20 arc the Arzb
absolute monarchics and some, but not all, of e small Aficen monmchics. It goes
withou! saying that the werst places in which to Eve are all sepublics.

Again, in 1598 the Beglin based orgasisation Transporency Inicrnaviornal
published a list of countries ip order of their pescoived cornuption. The four least comupt
counlnes wore consuwutional monarchies, zll the monarchies in the United Naticns top 20
weze in the leest comupt top 2C; and of course the most cormupt coumtrics were republics.

If that is not sufficient, researchers &t Harvard and the Univessity of
Chicage conshicted a survey which identified the world's best and worst Governments,
based on such criteria as efficiency and levels of freedom. The top seven, New Zealand,
Cenada, Great Britain, Austmlia, Denmerk, Swedea and Norway are constitutional
wonarchies. Agaio, the Worst are republics.

i) The Quscn, ss the personification of the Crown, represents ihe people
of Austraiiz. This is the cnux of Constitutional Monzsxchy, the Crowa is there to protect the
peopie from rogue poiiticians. This wes proved in November 1575; and 1t weas e
Govexpor- General, in his owa right and representing the Crown, wio acted 1o protect the
people by giving the people their right 10 decide the issue; which Whitam was Tying o
prevent. Decide &t they didl

(iv) Furthermore it is made very clear by ss.2, 61 and 62 of the
Ceonstitution that the Governor-General’s position is en independent one, His powers are
subject to the Constitwion 2od are Vice-Regal. The Constitution confers its powers on the
Covernor- Generz! in his own tight; and pot as a surzogate, delegate or sepresentative of
the Sovereizn.

4. Who are the reprblicaas?

It would be interesting to classify the soms of poopls who contizus o
prociote a form of government winich is recolent of mid-19%, century revolution and
disenchaztment. As I said eerlier the vast majority of republics are the ==suh of revoluiion,
or bave been established by forcs majenr afier defeat in wer, Very few if any, 22d
cerminly oone that I koow ofl bave resulted from 2 sseekthy campaigs of lies aad innuendc
carried on by vesied interesss both inside and outside the couniry. Extemnal encmics are
reiatively easy o cope with in this sort of situstion; it is the enemy within, as Cicero said,
that is the real danger. Let us examine some of them.

(8) Tbe pamanoid Britain haters. These form the intransigeat core of the
republican suovement. For soms of them their hawed hes ethnic origins, for others it is of
asadical lefi-wing ideclogical origin, and for others yet again it is simple eavy.

o They vent the splecn of thelr nasty litile minds on enything British, but
particularly op the Royal Family. These cowardly attacks are made in e knowledge that
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the Royal Family does not sngage in actions for defamation. In these despicable activities
they zre sided and abentad by the vens! mediz; in fact the media is very oftes the initiator
of such disgracefi! activities

Some of them have come to this country to escepe from conditions in their
country of origin, a republic. AH of them, whatever their (or their perents or grandparents)
othar rezsons for coming fo Australea, have come to enjoy the frocdom amd opportnunities
offered here. What they don't reafise, or prefer to forget, is that this Seedom and these
orrortunities ars the Buit of centuriss of development of British legzl, constitutionz=l and
politicel instifzions Our Austalizz Constiruticnal Monarchy and system of responsible
government hasad on democraticslly clected representaion is a &reet beneficiary of those
institutions. Yet these people, 2nd the ideological e, want o throw all this away fora
demonstrebly Yoss satisfactory Sorm of government, and to meke us accepr it on thedr say
so. These people 272 heneath contevpt,

children into shirts labellad "T can be President when [ grow up”. Xt is the parents whe
nead 10 grow up; they heave g flaw in their ¢ ter and & mental sbherretion which
prohibits them Hom seeing thelr own Emitations. As a result they detude themselves into
ﬂ"r-:_ng that by climinating the monarchy, they (or presumsbly their children) could
become “the highest in the tand". Poor soals, more o be pitied than censured.

{(b) The Cheuedny Classes.  These include the "politically correct” the
self :tled imtelligenisia, academics (always from the sofft disciplines), journalists, the
"'“7: s , the “grecpies®, the feminists, the multi-culturzfists, the anime! libbers, the
global warmers, etc erc.

For the most pert, these people arc so Intent on their own selftimportamce
and "correctness” that they will acoept anvthing that panders to their self-esieem. This ves
amply demonstrated by the propagends for the YES cese in the 1999 referendum; and by
the reaction of the defeated republicans who, 25 part of their puerile response to the
defeat, said that " Australians are stupid™. The chattering classes were persuaded, and
nersuzded themsehves, thet republicanism was the fashionsble and politically correct
thing. It is imeresting to veflect that thay were the only ones to be so persuaded. If they
weren't 50 contemptible thev'd be langhable,

(c) Rig Business. As mention sbove most big business, both domestic
znd foreign, contributed countless miltions 1 be YES campaign. To imagine that this was
in snv way disinterested is 2bsurd. it was an investment. Big business knovrs that it can
"get away” with more in a republic than wnder our system of government. No further
emdc"‘&. of this is nesded than to observe and analyse what goes on in the United States.

""What’s good for Ceneral Mozors is good for the USA®

One of the biggest "investors® was that loyal =x- Ausiralian Rupert
Murdoch who renounced his Anstreliam citizenship to futher his business interssts in the
US.

Big business is not interested in “the people® except as 2 source of income;
its sole imtarest is proft fend the persona! incomes of the directors and senior exeautives).
Egnally, big business regards governmen: simply 2s snother means to its end of making
profi Big business is to be fearcd as well as despiscd
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- (9 Ihe " we want to be independent and have of one of us 2s head of
siate” btrigade. These should of course be inchaded in subsection {&) below, and in any

case can be found in all categories of republicans. Nevertheless, it is worth puaﬁng their
midicuwous agguments to mst.

In regard to the first of their cries; Austreliz has been independent in Bct
since Federation, for examopie she declared war as an independen; soversign swate in 1914,
She became techricaily {or legaily if you want to put B thar way) independent in t!’x:
1930s. By the Royal Style and Titles Act of 1953 the Queen became Queen of Austraiia.
Avstralia could ncver be moee independent and sovereign than she is now.

As w the sccond, the Governor- Ceneral (who is ™ hicad of state™ ) has bean
Australian since Lord Casey’s appointmem more than 2 generation ago.

{¢) The Lunatic Fringe. Then there are the other republicans, many of
whom of cousse fit into one or other of the above carggories, who have en air of unreality
abort them reminiscent of Alfze in Wonderland

() The Beathrow Republicans. Those who became republicans because they had 10 go
through custioms st Hemthrow with the "the Asgeatines the Portuguese and the Greeks”,
and not 2s privileged citizens of the British Commounweakh, They copvenisatly forget that
it was the Hawke government which agreed with the governments of Great Britwin and
Cagads that they would each regard the others” citizens as aliens. So because they don™t
gct special treztinent at Hestbhrow they become Republicans!

() Anthozy Mason, fommer Chief Justice of the High Couxt of Australia, i 1997
declared that he had been a republican since 1933 when, at the age of cight, be had been
incensed by the  bodyline Tesis", A closet republican for 65 years!

e .. - - .._ = - .-

oz Lawood to thank for Mason being a republicen. *

(i) Al Grassby, 2 Minister of the Crown in the Whitlam Labour government; said that
the monarchy was responsible for the recession of the laie 1580s, for the suilion
Austraiizns out of work, for the husiness excessas of that period and for the exccus of our
top scicotists! {Of course, what be did not say was that that was the time of "the world's
greatest treacmer” Paul Keating, and Prise Minister Bob Hawke )

(iv) Mirs. Janzt Holmes a Count/ o
i in 19%8 wk!ada:ga_c.. fom e
omsh Cta:abr of C h.s-nmcrc:. t=at she wanted a2 new fleg and a new constitusion becanse
an Asian Cabinct MEnister had told her ther his country would help the Australizr —=-%»
in their stru;:szin for independen~e fram Britain! * i o o
: g o

-

——
-

Epe———
(W Richard Butler ~
that we should become a4 republic becavse, amongst other things, taxi drivers in Manilla
2=d New York don't understand our consdtution!
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(vi) Richard Woolcott, former head of the Departmem of Foreign Affsirs and Trade,
thinks that sor Constitotion shocid be aitered simply because be found difficalty in
cxpisining # 0 forsigners. In this he is appsrently representative of 2 number of other
diplomsts and trade rcpreseatatives. If these people can't explain and dafend our present
system of government they should get off its payroll. 4 ¢

- S S

(vii) Mrs Sallyanne Atkinson, former Lord Mayor of Briskane 2nd former Austalian
Trade Comunissioner to France, said that she was g republican because she found the
French confused by the fact that the Queen of England was also the Queen of Australial
That is not the orly thing the French are confised sbhout. (For as*az'* the Queen is not the
Queen of Ergland but the Queen of Britain - or more precisely the United Kingdom of
QGreat Britzin and Northem Ireland ) The French, sfter their bloody revolution of 1789
have had the Terror. =n Empire, the resioration of the Monarchy, a Second Empire,
Republic’s 12,3 and 4, the Vichy coiia.bom with fhe Nzzis and now the Fifth
Republic! BMre Atkinson's time wourld have been better speat ‘eschinmg the FPrench
“"ﬂ"""""‘g of the cmability, freedom and absence of violence of our Constinutional
Monarchy =d the Wastminstsr system of govermment.

{vif) Petor Colling, 2 former senior Libera! Minister of the Crows in New South Wales,
szid be was a republican becsuse he though: that the ultimate decision-making process for
Australia rested with the "foreign™ British sovernment. This is utter nonsense and ceased
to be the case ysa-s hefore he was borm i

- I

(Ix) Paul Xeily, former editor in chief of the Australian newspaper. Iet the cat owt of the
bzg when be said thet the medis supporied 2 republic because i was pews, and news is the
lifeblocd of the media. In other words #t dossn’t matter whetber it is good or bad as long
2s it sells newspapers. But then of course the mediz is big businsss; and who owns the
Anstralian?

Eprp—

5. The pecpic don®t count in & republic,

{a) As | mentoned earfier, in the constitutional crisis of 1975 the

Governor- Genersf, In the face of Whilamn’s sttempt to defy the constitution, in effect

referrad the matter 10 the peopls for decision. Of course be hed to go sbout it in the proper

constitutions! way, bt the practical effect was to call an election and let the peosle

declarn their 'hczsv-- “umw'-r the ballar box. All of this tock pl=ce as 2 result of the

C'cw" shrough the Governor Genera!. oa kis sole decision =nd using the powers vested
iim by the Constitmtion; oiving the people their right to make the decision.

(d) In the Republic of India on the another handd in that same year of
1975 the Prime Minister, Indirs Gandhi, kad a very similar situetion to that which feced
Whitlam. Wher #d she do? Having the President in her pocket, she had Palizment
nrerogued, haf the opposition inchuding its Jeader thrown into gaol, and governed without
an oppesition for some time. Having had the sinuation settled w Aer satisfection, she
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arranged for slections to be held at an opportune time. In this whole process the people of
India did not get a look in. muck iess were they consuited

{c) In the Republic of the USA, President Clhinton. facing & Congress
comrelied by e opposite side o7 politics, was refused supply. As a result, &< process of
governiment suffered =n hiatus, ali federal employees (inciuding the armed serviees) went
withowt pay for some considerable time. umti} a dea! of some description was seitled
between the President and the Congress. Again, ai no stap= were the people of the United
States consulied, much less were ey given the dopportunity 10 make a decision betvreen
the two waming factions.

In a republic the politicians c2n and do ride roughshod over the people. In
a Constitutional Monarchy Wic Crown proiccts the peopie from roguee polideians.

6. Lrgality.

Typically. in this stipshod proposed Biil znd Explanatory Memorandum.
Ciause 6 of the propesed Bili is vague, It cites the Referandum (Meachinery Provisions)
Act 1984 - which cuavon itself is of dubious legality - but worse, ft 2iks zbout "such
modifications 25 are necessary.” Modéifications which wii! no doubt be es izndenticus and
disingepuous as the Bill iwmseifl In other words. this Biil, if enacted. will give the
government a free hand 0 manipulate the process. no doubt in 2 manner designed to
achieve the result it wazts,

7. Epilegue.

After 13 years of iniensive propeganda. almost blagket medie promotion.
nearly 32080 millior of taxpoyers money wasied on conventions and a referendum, nol to
mention the millions subscribed by big business, the repubiicans sill don't know what
they want - 2xcept of course 10 get nd of the Crown. Presumzbly your commitize bopes
that by holding a plcbiscite {or a series of plebiscites) some feols might be persuaded ®©
go along with their proposals. The whole process, at a conservative estimate, would cosi
in excess or $500 million. In zdditioq, and guite apart from all the other reasens for and
huving a republic, the cost of estzblishing a republic would run into wens of billicas. Then
of course, there would be the cost of keeping a President in (e style 10 which be would
wait 10 become accustomed. ht is wornthy of notle. for example, that Mardcla had 2
perscnaf s=5 of S00.

Yous commines mazy not Ike what I have written, and that is their
privilege. I nevertheless wish to give evidence at the public bearings which 1 understand
arc fo be held. Weuld vou please advise me of the venues and dates of these hearings so
that 1 myight in turn advise you of the hewing I wish to aziend.

Yours faitp™ "™



