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FIGHTING FOR THE REPUBLIC,
by Malcolm Turnbull, Hardie Grant Books, 2000, $262.

Reviewer: David Flint

Malcolm Turnbull had everything going for him. Dogi the better part of a decade,
with up to $150 million of taxpayers’ money, his gialian Republican Movement
produced not one, but two republican models. Apdhie 1999 referendum he has the
full support of the ALP, who promise to campaigrifaswere a federal election. There
are revealing glimpses in this memoir of Turnbuilistructions on how Kim Beazley
should present the case! He also has the suppartgood part of the Liberal Party
organisation, and most sitting politicians. (A wpom 93% in Tasmania.) The
establishment is not only on side, but is uncharattcally outspoken. The Vice
Chancellor of Melbourne University warns a No vetd result in acute international
embarrassment! Three distinguished jurists, Simaa Cowan, Sir Anthony Mason
and Sir Gerard Brennan, certify the model as safen though two of them had
previously expressed serious reservations. Thewbvdming majority of Australia’s
political journalists, editors and the press thrthemselves enthusiastically into the
campaign. And Turnbull has vast resources — in @mvention elections he
outspends Australians for Constitutional Monarchly. 5

And yet, he loses. By a landslide. All States ahd Northern Territory vote No.
Seventy two percent of all electorates, rising iteety three percent in Queensland and
Western Australia. Why?

The Yes campaign is at best mediocre. There arenany contradictory messages
from the ARM and its satellite organisations.

And as Turnbull fears, the No case, through thefadhusbanding of its funding, gets a
‘better bang for its buck'.

The ARM makes the mistake of thinking they are filghp an election. Campaign
Director, Greg Barns — ‘aggressive, blunt and oftery abrasive’ — decides to target
individuals. He launches ‘a very personal attack-tnt’. All a complete waste of time,
nobody is standing for election. The personalisatibthe campaign is exposed in these
memoirs. It is clear that Turnbull does not thinkain of those who dare oppose him.

Thus John Howard is Nick Minchin's ‘ventriloquistTed Mack delivers ‘a
contemptible tirade’, Sophie Panopoulos is ‘modermdive’, Phil Clearly ‘irrational’,
Peter Reith ‘shameless’. Kerry Jones is ‘cynicabyill’, ‘personal’, ‘provocative’ and
‘outrageous as usual’. David Flint speaks withadfected pseudo British accent’. He
predicts Flint's book,The Cane Toad Republiwill be remaindered. Flint is not a
‘constitutional lawyer at all’. (This from a writevho claims every single constitutional
text refers to the Queen as head of state — prdsynminvisible ink.)

Opposition from within is equallyerboten Steve Vizard is ‘troublesome’. Mark Day
is almost expelled for asking whether Turnbull éstphis use-by date.
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Yet other errors are made. In the Electoral Corsimis pamphlet for all voters, many
of the Yes case pages are totally blank. Oppesitd is a page full of more reasons to
vote No!

But all this is all peripheral, for there are tanmflamental reasons for the defeat. First
the model. It is unacceptable. Not only is it aifpmén’s republic, but it is one in which

it will be far easier for the Prime Minister to kathe President than his cook. The
people smell a rat. The lesson from this is thditip@ns should reflect very carefully
before they divert any more of the people’s hanthe@d money from, say, health, or
education, or roads, to this folly. Not only beaatise onus is on the Turnbulls of this
world to demonstrate — in the words of one of tloaittlers of our nation — that there
is strong evidence that the adoption of the pregisdel they propose, and not some
vague idea, is ‘desirable, irresistible and inéblgta

The other fundamental reason is that this issuedjogrss not register with the Australian
people. Forget about single issue opinion pollst Juink of the issues Australians
really care about — the Olympics, the flag (and'dtre republicans hate that), East
Timor and what happened to the Rugby League.

Months before the referendum, Turnbull confessiss tiut only to his diary. He writes:
‘we have Buckley’s chance of winning.” Why? ‘Theoptem is nobody is interested..’

This confession makes more fatuous Turnbull's claihen he grudgingly concedes

defeat, that history will remember John Howard doty one thing — that he was the

Prime Minister who broke the heart of the natiofiurfibull’'s advisers should have

warned him not to say this — but they had their alelusions. Greg Barns and others
wanted him to claim the defeat as ‘a victory fag tepublic’. Some victory!)

That this is a non-issue was obvious in the canmpdtigelf. The Daily Telegraph
Sydney’s largest circulating newspaper, promotetafor debate on the republic before
the referendum. The promotions appeared regulanlyite daily page ‘Queen v
Country’. As paid advertisements they would havestca small fortune. With
outstanding speakers, in Parramatta Park, the gpbigr heart of the city, the very
centre of thel'elegraph’sreadership, at lunchtime on a Friday, it was sor@tract such

a crowd as would rival an AFL grand final! How myaattended? Tens of Thousands?
Thousands? Perhaps hundreds? No. About sev&ayenty, including the speakers
and theTelegrapts staff.

Mr Turnbull was right in July 1999, and he is stiiht today. Nobody is interestedA



