CLAREMONT
28th March, 2004.
Senate Legal and Constitutional Committee,
Room S1.61, Parliament House,
Canberra. ACT. 2600. 

AUSTRALIA. 
To The Senate Committee, 
Please receive my (second) supplementary (to number 17)
Submission to the Senate Legal & Constitutional References Committee (2003)

Re Question 26 : Should there be an initial plebiscite to decide whether Australia should become a republic, without deciding on a model for that republic?
An Initial Plebiscite ? _ A conception patriots have when patriots have no conception.

Bleats for a plebiscite obviously come from those who are bereft of a worthwhile republic system… For why indeed would any individual, group, political party or republic movement, with a workable model for a republic, call for a plebiscite? 
An Undecided Model ? _ An elusive system a state has when a state has no elusive system.

Of many proposed ___ The three ‘models’ put to Canberra’s 1998 Constitutional Convention were recorded in that Convention’s Communiqué by its bipartisan-parliamentary-editors as being “categories of model for a republic”. 
Likewise couched ___ Are not ‘models’ featured in the Senate Inquiry’s Discussion Paper, and the pro-Submissions received, also “categories of model for a republic”?

---ooOoo---
Becoming republic should be per a-political insight _​__ Not per a factional catfight.

My Submission No 17 to the Senate Legal & Constitutional References Committee (2003) is a model for a Republic of the Commonwealth of Australia… Wherein…
Oz retains the system it has _ And its majority-middle gains the republic it wants.

www.users.bigpond.com/republic.australia/  
States Head-of-State Selection (STATES) Republic Model 

“STATES” is Australia’s Current Constitutional Monarchy - In Republic Format 
“STATES” is a model for an Australian republic – NOT a model for a head-of-state

With My Regards,
Yogi B Marriott…                                                                             Yogi. 
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