SUBMISSIONS ON THE DISCUSSION PAPER
To the
 Senate Legal and Constitutional Committee Enquiry into an Australian Republic.
Answers to questions as follows…
QUESTION 1.  ABSOLUTELY NOT.  This situation would lead to a dangerous concentration of power which could degenerate into dictatorship in the wrong hands.
QUESTION  2   Only those powers necessary to carry out the functions of Guardian and Enforcer of the Constitution. These should include…

 Ultimate control of the Armed Forces and Commonwealth Police.

The power to force an election or a referendum to resolve a parliamentary deadlock or unconstitutional actions by government.
 The power to refuse to sign legislation into force while constitutional problems remain.
QUESTION 3. Only those powers necessary to strengthen the enforcement of the Constitution.
QUESTION  4   NO.  
QUESTION  5.   YES.   Political parties should be banned from campaigning.  Unfortunately, there is no known way of preventing this.
QUESTION  6.    Assistance should not be given.
QUESTION 7.   All known methods will lead to division and friction, particularly in times of constitutional crisis.  Keating’s description of the Senate as “unrepresentative swill”  should be kept in mind.  Many would agree with him, regardless of the method of election used.
QUESTION 8.   (A) YES.  (B) It is entirely unacceptable.  It is a situation which could lead to extreme instability in a crisis.  (C)  I am not aware of any instance in history where this has been successfully achieved.
QUESTION  9.   A very difficult question.   I have no idea how this matter could be resolved.  Nor, I believe, has anyone else.
QUESTION 10   There should be a number of barriers to nomination for Head of State  Unfortunately attempts to gain consensus  on this matter will only cause further division in the community.

QUESTION 11   Attempting to put a limit on the number of candidates could lead to accusations of discrimination from minority groups, and could tie up proceedings in the courts for long periods and at great expense.  Who would decide which groups could put forward a nominee?

QUESTION 12.  YES, there should.  But who is going to decide and on what basis.? Another deeply divisive issue.
QUESTION  13.  The title of President should not be used, as this could lead to misconceptions regarding the role and functions of the office.
QUESTION 14.   The period of office should be for life, while health and mental capabilities allow, unless removed by referendum
QUESTION  17       The Prime Minister should have power to call such referendum.

QUESTION 18   Grounds for removal must be clearly spelt out.  Only electorate should have power of dismissal, via referendum.
QUESTION   19.    As at present.
QUESTION  20.   University degrees in Political Science, History and Philosophy and in general the broadest possible education and experience.

QUESTION  21.   This question should be viewed in the context of the problem of electorate  control of government and bureaucracy.    

 
Local government is relatively easy to control, therefore everything which can be done, i.e. schools, hospitals, town planning and building regulation should take place at this level.  

State government is less easy to control.  Only things which cannot be done at Local Government level should be done here, i.e. Higher education, main roads, harbours, water and electricity supplies.

Commonwealth Government is the most difficult  for the electorate to control and should be firmly restricted to Foreign Affairs and Defence, Immigration, import and export controls and similar matters.


The main criterion in all these areas is democracy (voter control) not efficiency.  If we are determined to have maximum efficiency then we should opt for a dictatorship.
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