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A monarch becomes the embodiment of the nation as they travel the country and 
represent the nation in international forums. 
 
Monarchs are non-political, as a head of state should be. Could any President of Australia 
be able to be non-political - to be elected they would need the support of the political 
parties.  
 
An Australian monarch could be elected or appointed for life (or to retire at 70). We do 
not favour heredity principle (which does have its advantages) for a new Australian 
monarchy, but it should be debated along with alternative methods of choosing a 
monarch.    
 
The 1999 referendum failed because Australia did not want to change and because the 
concept of a parliamentary appointed president is not what electorate wanted. The head of 
state must be independent of the parliament. Our constitutional monarchy ensures this.  
 
We reject the concept of a plebiscite as an inappropriate way of approaching the matter. 
Further the cost, which will be tens of millions of dollars, cannot be justified under the 
current economic circumstances and given the resounding no vote in the referendum only 
10 years ago.  
 
We believe that if change is to take place the option of an Australian monarch should be 
considered. We would encourage open debate and detailed consideration on this matter, 
possibly by way of a convention on the subject, prior to any future referendum. 
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