


Table 1: The republic—first preferences (1999)

Party
identification

‘Other, Greens &
Democrats

Labor

‘No party”
Liberal

No answer', One
Nation & National
Total/overall %

No of
respondents

219

1149
427
1070
168

30332

Republic with Republic with Retain
direct election of Presselectedby Queen
President (DE) % Parliament (PS)% %

56.6 315 8.2 37
59.4 23.8 14.7 2.0
49.6 22.0 241 4.2
48.0 16.7 33.0 2.2
50.6 7.7 39.9 1.8
534 20.8 234 25

1) The question on party ID provided for a
‘no party’ answer, so those who expressly
answered ‘no party’are coded differently
from those who left the answer blank.
The position of the 'no party’ people in
the table is consistent with them being
mainly swinging voters. The ‘no answer’
people seem to be suspicious individual-
ists not unlike One Nation voters.

2) 3431 people responded to the survey,
but the cross-correlation program ignored
those who failed to answer the relevant
questions, leaving 3033 responses. The
accuracy of the survey, and whether the
results could still be relevant nine years
later, are discussed at ozconstinfo.free-
homepage.com/republic/survey.html.

Table 2: The republic—first and second preferences (1999)

Would logically vote for PS...

as 1° pref

as 2" pref Total

Would logically vote for DE...

‘Other, Greens, &
Dems

Labor

“No party”
Liberal

No answer, One
Nation & National
Overall %

315 30.6 62.1
23.8 31.1 54.9
22.0 18.3 40.3
16.7 20.9 37.6
77 16.1 23.8
20.8 24.3 45.1

they prefer to keep the Queen if they
can't get the republic they want? In
brief, while only about half of the
direct-electionists were happy to vote
for parliamentary selection in 1999,
nearly all parliamentary-selectionists
(except some very vocal ones among
their leaders) would be prepared to
vote for direct election. Table 2 shows
a summary of the results.

The ‘predicted’” vote for a PS
model agrees exactly with the ac-
tual ‘yes' vote in 1999. This confirms
what everyone ‘knew’ in 1999—that
supporters of collectivist parties had
voted ‘yes” but those of the ‘right’ had
not. It also, however, reveals that if a
sensibly-drafted direct-election pro-
posal is ever put to a referendum, it
will likely be supported by a majority
of voters from every party. Among the
supporters of the Liberals and Nation-

as1¢tpref as2"pref Total
56.6 233 79.9
594 20.2 79.6
49.6 15.5 65.1
48.0 11.5 59.5
50.6 7.1 57.7
534 15.6 69.0

als, those who vote ‘yes’ because it is
their first preference will not quite be
a majority, but add those who will ac-
cept it as their second preference, and
you have a majority across the politi-
cal spectrum.

To date, federal politicians from
all parties have been wary about direct
election—those who drafted the La-
bor Party’s policy refer to a future time
‘when a [community] preference has
emerged’. But the evidence presented
here shows that a clear one already ex-
ists. No doubt the new prime minis-
ter’s political strategists will recognise
this. When they do, Kevin Rudd will
have the perfect opportunity to drive
a very sharp wedge between coalition
voters and coalition politicians, unless
those politicians are paying attention
to their supporters. R
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