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Appendix 2A 

Australian New States Proposals 
 

 

New State proposals pre-dated Federation in the form of New Colony proposals.  Victoria and 

Queensland successfully formed New Colonies after their separation from New South Wales in 

1851 and 1859 respectively (McNaughtan 1955: 99, 110), and there were many unsuccessful 

attempts to form new colonies prior to Federation as well.  The six Australian Colonies that 

became the six States at Federation had thus all been established as separate Colonies by 1859, 

when Queensland separated from New South Wales, and by 1863 the boundaries had been 

established that remain in place in 2005, except for the modifications arising with the 

establishments of the ACT and NT as Federal Territories in 1911 (Hartwell 1955: 82-83; 

Jaensch 1996: 205-206).  Six External Territories have also been acquired by the Australian 

Commonwealth since Federation: Norfolk Island (acquired in 1913), the Australian Antarctic 

Territory (1931), the Heard and Macdonald Islands (1947), the Cocos Islands (1955), Christmas 

Island (1958) and the Coral Sea Islands (Jaensch 1996: 208; Singleton et al. 2000: 71-72).  No 

New State has ever been formed, however, despite numerous attempts to establish one or more 

new Australian States since Federation in 1901, in accordance with Chapter VI of Australia's 

Commonwealth Constitution. 

 
Appendix 2A has two sections.  The first describes plans for New Australian States, or New 

Colonies prior to Federation, with a cartographic emphasis and in a generally chronological 

order, beginning with John Dunmore Lang's famous 1852 plan for eastern Australia.  The 

second contains a compilation of media reports from 1989 through to 2006, in Table 2A-2, 

which describe support for New States in recent decades,  This compilation shows that New 

States are still quite strongly supported in Australia, especially in North Queensland. 

 
 
Plans for New States 
 
A significant number of advocates and scholars have promoted New Colonies and New States 

and summarised their proposals in maps.  Table 2A-1 below lists 19 such maps and shows that 

there have been sustained proposals for one or two additional States from within each of NSW, 

QLD and WA, and an additional State straddling the SA-VIC border, some of which are still 

being pursued in 2007.  As summarised in the Australia-wide maps of Thompson, Paddison and 
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Pape (see Figures 2A-2, 2A-14 and 2A-17 below), if all proposals had succeeded in achieving 

New States or Territories, Australia would now host some 15 to 20 States and Territories, a 

number supported by Moorehead (1950: 115-116): 

The existence of about 16 States, each guaranteed a definite proportion of loan and tax moneys 
and each entitled to special grants from the Grants Commission, would immeasurably strengthen 
the Federation [and] see the proper and full development of our resources. 

 

Table 2A-1:  List of Maps Showing Proposals for New Australian States 

Year 
Figure(s) 
Showing 

Map 

Number of New 
Colonies, States or 

Territories Proposed 

Author 
(and Organisation 

if Applicable) 
Publication Showing Map 

1852 2A-1 2 additional Colonies in 
what is now QLD John Dunmore Lang 

book titled 'Freedom and Independence for the Golden 
Lands of Australia: The Right of the Colonies and the 
Interest of Britain ands of the World', Longman, Brown, 
Green, and Longmans, London, 1852 

1922 2A-2 
6 additional States and 3 
additional Federal 
Territories Australia-wide 

Victor C. Thompson  
(Northern New State 
Movement) 

The New State Magazine, Northern New State Movement, 
Tamworth 

1923 2A-3 2 additional States in QLD 
Arthur Soanes 
(New States League of Central 
Queensland, Rockhampton) 

'New State Movement in Queensland:  AGENDA FOR 
CONVENTION', Rockhampton, October 24 and 25, 1923, 
printed by "The Northern Daily Leader", Tamworth 

1933 2A-4 4 additional States in NSW 
and QLD 

Ulrich Ellis (Country Party of 
Australia) 

book titled 'New Australian States', Endeavour Press, 
Sydney 

1949 2A-5 2 additional States in NSW D. H. Drummond (Country 
Party of Australia) 

booklet titled 'The Australian Constitution and New States', 
The NSW Constitutional League, NSW, 1949 

1950 2A-6 1 additional State in NSW Ulrich Ellis (Office of Rural 
Research) 

booklet titled 'The Case for New States', Office of Rural 
Research, Canberra 

1955 2A-7 4 additional States in NSW 
and QLD 

Gordon Greenwood 
(University of Queensland) 

book titled 'Australia: A Social and Political History', 
Angus and Robertson, Sydney 

1955 2A-8 
2 additional States and four 
"provincial regions" in 
northern Australia 

J. Macdonald Holmes 
(University of Sydney) 

book titled 'New States for Australia', Proceedings of 
Australian Institute of Political Science, Spring Forum, 
Armidale, The Institute, Sydney 

1965 2A-9 1 additional State in QLD A. D. Hooper (New State for 
North Queensland Movement) 

booklet titled 'Why North Queensland needs Self 
Government', New State for North Queensland Movement, 
Townsville 

1967 2A-10 1 additional State in NSW Ulrich Ellis (New England 
New State Movement) 

booklet titled 'Referendum Guide: The Case for Self-
Government', New State Referendum Council, Armidale, 
1967 

1970 2A-11 1 additional State in NSW 
Ulrich Ellis (New State 
Movement of Northern 
N.S.W.) 

booklet titled 'Self-Government in the 70's', "Leader" Print, 
Tamworth, 1970 

1971 2A-12 1 additional State straddling 
the SA-VIC border R. McL. Harris 

article titled 'The 'Princeland' secession movement in 
Victoria and south Australia, 1861-1867', Australian 
Journal of Politics and History, Vol. 14, No. 3, p. 366 

1976 2A-13 2 additional States in WA F.C. Weir article titled 'A plan to cut WA into three States', by Athol 
Thomas, Canberra Times, page 17, Wed 9 Jun 1976 

1983 2A-14 8 additional States 
Australia-wide 

Ronan Paddison (University of 
Glasgow) 

book titled 'The Fragmented State: The Political Geography 
of Power', Basil Blackwell, Oxford 

1987 2A-15 8 additional States 
Australia-wide 

J. R. V. (Victor) Prescott 
(University of Melbourne) 

Article titled 'New state movements', in Australians: A 
Historical Atlas, Fairfax, Syme & Weldon Associates, 
Broadway, NSW. Vol. 6, pp. 257, 286. 

1996 2A-16 
2 additional States in north 
WA and QLD and 
Statehood for NT 

Geoffrey Blainey (University 
of Melbourne) 

Article (no author stated) titled 'Australia Needs New 
States', The Australian National Review, Vol. 1, No. 1, May 
1996, p. 5. 

2003 2A-17 
14 to 16 additional States 
including NT granted 
Statehood 

Bryan Pape 
(University of New England) 

Article by Denis Gregory titled 'The man who's creating a 
United States of Australia', Sun-Herald, 11 May 2003, p. 
13. 

2005 2A-18 
3 additional States in QLD 
and NSW and Statehood for 
NT 

Ian Johnston 
Website (current at September 2005) at www.newstates.net; 
map also shown in article by Daniel Lewis titled 'Altered 
states', Sydney Morning Herald, 25 January 2005, p. 12. 

2005 2A-19 4 additional States in NSW 
and QLD 

Stephen Welstead, David 
Hannaford and R. K. Cummins 
(of 'New States for Australia') 

'New States for Australia' website (current at September 
2005) at www.newstates.com.au 
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Lang's 1852 Map of Seven United Provinces 
 
John Dunmore Lang (1852: ii) had in fact envisaged the division of Queensland into three 

separate units in his famous 1852 book 'Freedom and Independence for the Golden Lands of 

Australia', as in Figure 2A-1 below, as part of a seven province union (Lang 1852: 32): 

There would thus, under the scheme of union and of General Government which I would 
propose for the Australian provinces, in the event of these provinces having their freedom and 
independence conceded to them by the Imperial Government, be "THE SEVEN UNITED 
PROVINCES OF AUSTRALIA"; viz. three to the south, and three to the north, of New South 
Wales, with that great province in the centre.  The head-quarters of the National government, as 
well as the capital of that central province, would be the city of Sydney on the magnificent 
harbour of Port Jackson. 

 

McDonald (1995: 539) notes, for example, as follows: 

The dream of a separate state for central Queensland is a recurring theme in Rockhampton's 
history: the seeds of the Separation Movement were sown as early as 1861 and revived as 
recently as the 1960s.  The intervening century divides conveniently into four phases in which 
the movement has advanced and receded, with each climactic effort being demolished by "the 
Brisbane Government" either directly or in collusion with the Imperial Government.  Southern 
political and commercial interests have made certain that no rival capital shall exist in either 
Central or Northern Queensland, but there may be even more sinister reasons for the repeated 
failure of the movement.  Rockhampton, like a child of Victorian times, has been alternately 
punished for its rebelliousness and bribed by gifts (especially railways) to make it good.  The 
punishment and the gifts, like the Separatist dream, are also part of a continuing process. 

 

Advocacy in favour of a New State for North Queensland has continued to the present day and 

has been regularly reported in the Townsville Bulletin and other north Queensland newspapers.  

Frank Rossiter formed the North Queensland Party in 1994 (Madigan 1994: 13; 1995) with the 

express goal of achieving a New State for North Queensland, and remained "a public promoter 

and fierce campaigner for North Queensland as a separate state for many years up until his death 

in 2001" (T. Brown 2005: 3).  Rossiter (1994: 1) proposed that "the boundaries of the State of 

North Queensland shall extend from the parallel of twenty-two degrees South latitude", just 

below the township of Sarina.  In May 2005, Trudy Brown (2005: 3; see also Siemon 2003: 12) 

reports that Rossiter's proposal remains alive in current times: 

LOCAL resident Harrison Duncan has reignited the debate over North Queensland statehood in 
Charters Towers.  Mr Duncan called on locals to consider supporting the push for a North 
Queensland state after lamenting the neglect of the North by the Queensland Government. 



 2A-4

Figure 2A-1:  Lang's 1852 Map of Proposed Seven United 
Provinces of Eastern Australia 

 
 
 
Thompson's 1922 New Staters' Map 
 
Harman (1977: 29) observes that "individual newspaper men" in northern New South Wales 

played "a leading part in new state agitation throughout the 1920s", and that Victor Thompson 

was "by far the most important".  Figure 2A-2 shows a map developed by Thompson which 

divides Australia into 12 States and five Federal Territories (including Northern Australia and 

assuming the continued existence of the ACT). 
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Figure 2A-2:  Thompson's 1922 Map of Proposed New States 

 
Source:  V. Thompson (1922), New State Magazine, Vol. 1, No. 6, front cover page, as displayed in 
Hudson and Brown (2004: 31). 
 
 
Soanes' 1923 Queensland New States Map 
 
Figure 2A-3 shows a proposal put forward by the New States League of Central Queensland to 

divide Queensland "into three new States on the lines of the boundaries set forth in Samuel 

Griffiths' Financial Districts Bill 1888" (Soanes 1923), with provision made "for further 

subdivision of these States on the vote of the majority of the population of any area of the size 

not less than that of the smallest existing Australian State". 
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Figure 2A-3:  Soanes' 1923 Map of Queensland New States 

 
Source:  Soanes (1923: 4-5) 

 
 
Ellis' 1933 New States Map 
 
Ulrich Ellis wrote prolifically in support of New States (see for example Ellis 1933; 1948a; 

1948b; 1950; 1952; 1953a; 1953b; 1955; 1957; 1958; 1961; 1964; 1966; 1967; 1970), and 

displayed the map and accompanying descriptions as shown in Figure 2A-4 below in his 1933 

book titled 'New Australian States', which remains arguably the definitive work on proposals for 

new Australian colonies prior to Federation and New States since Federation.  Ellis (1933: 88-

113) devotes three chapters to the narrowly failed attempts to divide Queensland into three 

separate colonies prior to Federation, more or less in line with the Northern, Central and 

Southern State proposals shown in Figure 2A-3 above and Figure 2A-4 below. 
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Figure 2A-4:  Ellis' 1933 Map of Proposed New States 
in Eastern Australia 

 
Source:  Ellis (1933: 233) 
 
 
Drummond's 1949 New States Map 
 
Drummond (1949: 7), like others before and since, notes that: 

It is significant that since the Imperial Parliament handed over the control  
of Australia to the Commonwealth, no new State has been created, notwithstanding that Sir 
Henry Parkes, the founder of the Federation, said – "that as a matter of reason and logical 
forecast, the division of the existing colonies into smaller areas to equalise the distribution of 
political power, will be the next great constitutional change". 
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Noting that "in Switzerland with an area 1/200th the size of Australia, there are not seven States 

but twenty-five", Drummond (1949: 7) argues that the Australian States are too few in number. 

 
Drummond (1949: 8) summarises support for New States in Queensland and New South Wales 

by the late 1940s as follows: 

In Queensland all political parties have announced their approval in principle of the subdivision 
of that State.  In New South Wales a Royal Commissioner has reported in favour of a Northern 
New State, including Newcastle.  The people of the North, in Convention assembled, have 
adopted the boundaries recommended, and named their state "New England". 
...  It is admitted by people who have reasonably studied the question that Queensland could well 
be divided into three or four; New South Wales is capable of division into at least three, and not 
only the proposed State of New England in the North but the Murray Valley and the associated 
Riverina, plus the southern tip of New South Wales on the coast, would be quite capable of 
sustaining at Australian standards a State system of government. 

 

Figure 2A-5 below shows the current State of New South Wales divided into three States with 

the formation of New States in New England and Riverina. 

 

Figure 2A-5:  Drummond's 1949 Map of 
New States Proposed for NSW 

 
Source:  Drummond (1949: 4) 
 
 
Ellis' 1950 New States Map 
 
Ellis (1950: 36) notes that the map in Figure 2A-6 below follows boundaries recommended by 

the Nicholas Royal Commission in 1934, and agreed to by the February 1949 Convention of the 

New England New State Movement: 
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The proposed State of New England was defined by the Royal Commissioner (Mr. H. S. 
Nicholas, K.C.) appointed by the N.S.W. Government in 1933 to define areas in N.S.W. suitable 
for the establishment as self governing States in the Commonwealth of Australia in which 
referenda should be held to determine the opinion of the people.  After a spirited discussion in 
which the desirability of including Newcastle was debated at length, the Convention of February, 
1949, agreed to adopt the Nicholas Boundaries on the grounds that they have been defined as the 
result of an expert investigation and that the definition by the Movement of any other boundary 
would delay results by giving the Government the excuse for appointing further Royal 
Commissions. 

 

On close inspection it can be seen that the New England boundaries shown in Figure 2A-6 

below differ just slightly from those shown above in Figure 2A-4 above. 

 

Figure 2A-6:  Ellis' 1950 Map of Proposed New State of New England  

 
Source:  Ellis (1950: 24-25) 

 

Ellis (1950: 36) envisages New England as the first of several New States within the current 

bounds of New South Wales alone: 

The separation of New England would give the people of the rest of N.S.W. – including Sydney 
– an opportunity to put their own house in order.  The New States of Sydney or Cumberland or 
Riverina or Monaro could also adopt brand new State Constitutions containing similar provisions 
to guarantee the status of local government. 
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Greenwood's 1955 New States Map 
 
Greenwood's map as shown in Figure 2A-7 below is very similar to that of Ellis (1933: 233) as 

shown in Figure 2A-4 above. 

 

Figure 2A-7:  Greenwood's 1955 Map of New States 
Proposed for Eastern Australia 

 
Source:  Greenwood (1955: 385) 
 
 
Macdonald Holmes' 1955 Map of New States Proposed for Northern Australia 
 
According to Macdonald Holmes (1955: 42): 

The work of Federation was too soon stopped by two world wars and some false philosophies 
and practices.  The people of Australia must book back a little as well as forward if the line of 
our history is to fall true and straight.  There is no doubt that more States would have been 
formed as social progress developed had our attention not been otherwise diverted.  We have 
now to take up the task that Early Federation implied and plan New States in the new conditions 
before us. 
  



 2A-11

Herewith [Figure 2A-8 as below] is a first draft  of a new division of Northern and Central 
Australia with two other New States, Stuart and Cook and four provincial regions as client states. 
 

The discussion of these regions must await another place and time but I introduce them now to 
show how New England's desire for a New State is only the first step in Australia's growing 
appreciation of her new destiny. 

 

Figure 2A-8:  Macdonald Holmes' 1955 Map of New States Proposed 
for Northern Australia 

 
Source: Macdonald Holmes (1955: 40-42) 
 
 
Hooper's 1965 Map of a Proposed North Queensland New State 
 
Figure 2A-9 below shows a proposal by Hooper (1965) for a North Queensland New State with 

a southern boundary just slightly different to that shown in Figures 2A-3, 2A-4 and 2A-7 above.  

Hooper's case in favour of a New State for North Queensland begins with a commonly raised 

argument (Hooper 1965: 3): 

The chief aim of the New State for North Queensland Movement, in common with other New 
State Movements, is the settlement of the Continent, particularly the northern portion, with a 
population large enough to defend our shores and expand our industries to meet the needs of the 
population expansion. 
...  With the growing demand by land hungry nations of South East Asia to house and feed their 
underfed and rapidly expanding population it must be perfectly obvious that these people will in 
a very short space of time challenge our right to complete possession of our empty and 
underdeveloped portions of this territory. 
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Figure 2A-9:  Hooper's 1965 Map of a Proposed 
North Queensland New State 

 
Source:  Hooper (1965: front cover page) 

 
 
Ellis' 1967 New States Map 
 
The New England New State boundaries established by the Nicholas Commission in 1935, as 

shown in Figure 2A-6 above, were those which were voted on in the 1967 referendum in which 

the proposal for a New England New State was narrowly defeated (Ellis 1967: 43).  Figure 2A-

10 below appeared in the 1967 'Referendum Guide' prepared by the New England New State 

Movement to promote the "YES" case for the 1967 referendum in favour of the New State.  The 

question voted on was: "Are you in favour of the establishment of a New State in north-east 

New South Wales as described in the New State Referendum Act, 1966?" (Ellis 1967: 7). 
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Figure 2A-10:  Nicholas Commission Map of Proposed New England State 
as Shown in Ellis (1967) 

 
Source:  Ellis (1967: 28-29) 

 
 
Ellis' 1970 New States Map 
 
Ellis (1970: 32,36) notes that of the 366,915 formal votes cast in the 1967 New State 

Referendum, YES votes totalled 168,103 (45.8%) and NO votes totalled 198,812 (54.2%).  But 

the YES vote won comfortably in the "core" New England districts north of the Newcastle-

Hunter region.  Ellis (1970: 32) notes that in the northern electorates from the 'core' part of New 

England, "a yes majority was recorded in every electoral subdivision".  Of the 157,684 formal 

votes cast from these northern electorates, there were 105,118 YES votes (66.7%)  and just 

52,566 NO votes (33.3%).  But the YES vote accounted for just 28% of all formal votes in 

Newcastle electorates, and 34% in the 'milk zone' electorates of Gloucester, Maitland, Oxley and 

Upper Hunter (Ellis 1970: 36).  Ellis (1970: 32) attempts to explain the results as follows: 

Newcastle electors obviously wished to continue their association with Sydney and were 
impressed by arguments submitted by metropolitan interests and some Labor leaders.  Milk zone 
dairymen were swayed by propaganda alleging that a New State might deprive them of their 
Sydney market, a fear that New Staters believed was unfounded. 

 

Ellis (1970: 31) also noted that: 

The [Askin] Government went to some lengths to explain that even if the referendum were 
carried, a New State would not necessarily be formed.  The official case circulated said:  "A 
favourable vote in thus referendum would not lead to the immediate creation of a New State.  
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Further steps would be necessary, including a second referendum covering the whole State of 
N.S.W." 

 

The referendum outcome came as no surprise to many observers of the referendum process.  

Woolmington (1966: 102), writing shortly before the referendum, notes that: 

... a majority of the proposed New State's inhabitants, particularly those situated in the far south 
[that is, the Newcastle area], have never manifested any support for the project, and indeed it is 
fair to say that the Royal Commission of 1934 proposed the inclusion of most of these southern 
districts on grounds quite different from any consideration of support for the project.  However, 
if the New State is ever to be created by approval given in a referendum conducted throughout 
the New State area, there would appear on the present evidence to be little chance of the event 
taking place, except in a truncated and essentially rural area with a relatively small population. 

 

The New England New State Movement revised the south-western boundaries of its proposed 

New State in light of the referendum outcomes: 

The referendum result provided new and up-to-date information not available to the Nicholas 
Commission, the New State Movement or the Government.  First of all the referendum 
determined the area in which an overwhelming majority of the people supported the principle of 
self-government.  It also established an area in which the people were disinterested in self-
government, namely the Newcastle and hunter districts.  Before the referendum the measure of 
support for or against was purely a matter of conjecture.  Now it has been decided through the 
ballot-box. 

 

By 1970, the boundaries for New England as in Figure 2A-11 below, following a detailed 

review based on the 1967 referendum results etc. (Ellis 1970: 34, 35, 42, 44). 
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Figure 2A-11:  Map of Proposed New State of New England as Shown in Ellis (1970) 

 
Source:  Ellis (1970: 34-35) 

 

 
Harris' 1971 New States Map 
 
Whilst most proposed new colonies and New States have been located entirely within the 

bounds of a single colony or state, the new colony of Princeland, proposed in the 1860s, crossed 

the boundary between the colonies of South Australia and Victoria. 

 

Figure 2A-12 below shows a provisional map of Princeland, with the map of Tasmania 

superimposed within the area envisaged, for comparative purposes.  Harris (1971: 366) notes 

that: 

The size of the colony, which the secessionists stressed could only be approximate until 
boundaries had been delineated by the Imperial government, was estimated to cover 42,000 
square miles – an area larger than Tasmania (26,215 square miles), compact and manageable. 

 

Quoting in part from the 6 December 1862 edition of the Pastoral Times newspaper (as cited in 

Craig 1963: 37), Harris observes that the motivation behind the Princeland secession movement 

resembled that of corresponding movements in the Riverina and elsewhere: 

The causes of dissatisfaction in this area were manifold.  The feeling in these two districts [the 
South-East of South Australia and the Western District of Victoria] was the same as that in the 
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Riverina – that as far as their respective capitals were concerned, they were 'stowed away in the 
bush' and must be 'content with the political crumbs that fall from the overloaded government 
tables, even though [they supplied] no small proportion of the expenses of the feast'. 

 

Figure 2A-12:  Harris' 1971 Map of New Colony of Princeland 
as Proposed in the 1860s 

 
Source: Harris (1971: 366) 

 
 
Weir's 1976 New States Map 
 
Retired surveyor F. C. Weir (in Thomas 1976: 17) proposed the division of Western Australian 

into three States, as in Figure 2A-13 below, as an alternative to secession and "to promote 

decentralisation" and "give more power to the western third of Australia": 

By creating two new States, WA would get three times the representation in the Senate and 
something like a fair say in the running of the Australia. 
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Figure 2A-13:  Weir's 1976 Map of New States 
Proposed for Western Australia 

 
Source:  Maps prepared by Weir and reported in 
the Canberra Times newspaper by Thomas (1976: 17) 
 
 
Paddison's 1983 New States Map 
 
Paddison (1983: 140) shows the areas proposed for eight New States in Australia as in Figure 

2A-14 below.  As with maps shown above in previous figures here, Figure 2A-14 has 

Queensland and New South Wales both divided into three States. 

 



 2A-18

Figure 2A-14:  Paddison's 1983 New States Movements Map 

 
Source:  Paddison (1983: 140) 
 
 
Prescott's 1987 Map of New Colonies and New States Proposed Between 
the 1850s and the 1960s 
 
Figure 2A-15 below shows a map displayed in the publication 'Australians: A Historical Atlas', 

accompanying an article written by Prescott (1987: 257) which, again, largely coincides with the 

maps shown in previous figures as above, especially the Australia-wide Figures 2A-2 and 2A-14.  

Figures 2A-14 and 2A-15 both show the proposed New State of Princeland, which straddles the 

border between South Australia and Victoria as in Figure 2A-12 above.  
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Figure 2A-15:  Prescott's 1987 Map of New Colonies or New States Proposed 
Between 1850 and 1960 

  
Source:  J. R. V. Prescott (1987: 257) 

 
 
Blainey's 1996 Map of Proposed New States 
 
According to Blainey (1996: 5; see also Solomon 2005: 33), speaking at a seminar conducted by 

the Western Australian Planing Commission, the northern part of Australia is especially in need 

of further development and the establishment of New States, as in Figure 2A-15 below: 

I think it is very difficult in the long-term to morally defend possession of this continent if you 
do not have, here and there, signs of that possession.  The part of Australia that is nearest Asia is 
virtually uninhabited. 
... the northern regions would be better served by decentralisation of cities and less overlap 
between the States and the Federal Government. 
 
In a huge continent with very different economic interests and very different resources, the 
country is run best if each region decides how it should be developed.  The differences in climate 
and resources between the south-west of Western Australia where Perth is, and the north-west of 
Western Australia really are profound.  They're just as acute really as the differences between 
Canberra and Darwin and ultimately I think, if we're going to retain possession of this continent 
we are going to have to have State governments which suit the particular needs of each particular 
area. 
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Figure 2A-16:  Blainey's 1996 Map of New States Proposed 
for Northern Australia 

 
Source:  Blainey (1996), as displayed in the Australian National Review, 
Vol. 1, No. 1, May 1996, p. 5. 
 
 
Pape's 2003 Map of Proposed New States 
 
According to Pape (in Gregory 2003: 13), "Australia should be divided into about 20 states, 

each with its own government of about 40 elected MPs", but "some of the present state functions 

could be handed over to the Commonwealth": 

NSW could take in an area along the coast from a point north of Newcastle, Sydney, to the south 
of Wollongong and extending west to, probably, Bathurst. ...  The other states could be New 
England in the north, Riverina in the south, and probably two others as well as the ACT. 
... This new state exercise has being going on since pre-federation in Queensland.  There was a 
movement around Rockhampton, which could become a state along with, say, the Darling 
Downs and Townsville regions. 
 

The Northern Territory should become a state and in Western Australia new states could include 
the Kimberley, Pilbara and Kalgoorlie regions.  You might get new states in South Australia 
around the Whyalla area and the western region and two or three in Victoria but it would be up 
to an inquiry to decide.  You can't just put lines on a map. 
... it's time we reviewed the present boundaries and looked at a new model of government for 
states, something like the ACT. 

 

Pape's belief that the establishment of New States could be accompanied by a transfer of 

functions from the States to the Commonwealth aligns with past proposals in favour of New 

States (see, for example, Pern 1930; Page 1931; Kitney and Meade 1993: 4; Goss and Plumridge 

1996: 90; Gregory 2003: 13), as further described in Chapter 2. 
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Figure 2A-17:  Pape's 2003 Map of Proposed New States 

 
Source:  Pape (2003), as displayed in Gregory (2003: 13) 
 
 
Current Proposals by New States Organisations 
 
At least two organisations aiming to form new Australian States have established an internet 

presence since 2002.  Ian Johnston (at www.newstates.net/, accessed 6 September 2005) 

displays a New States map which envisages a system of 10 States, a clearer version which is 

shown in Figure 2A-18 below as it appeared in the Sydney Morning Herald newspaper (Lewis 

2005: 12). 

 

Figure 2A-18:  Johnston's New States Map 

 
 

A Lismore based organisation, 'New States for Australia' (at http://www.newstates.com.au/, 

accessed 6 September 2005) envisages a system of 10 States formed through the creation of two 

additional New States in each of Queensland and New South Wales, as in Figure 2A-19 below   
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Figure 2A-19:  New States Map Produced by Welstead 
and others of 'New States for Australia'  

 
Source:  'New States for Australia' at www.newstates.com.au 

 

The aims of 'New States for Australia' are expressed as follows on their website (at 

http://www.newstates.com.au/index.html, accessed 6 September 2005): 

The New States for Australia manifesto is to address the rural regions of Australia that are being 
left behind in regards to health, education, employment, infrastructure and other essential 
services including financial services, transport, local/state/federal government services through 
economic rationalism, globalisation, GATT etc by Australia's major political organisations. 
 
We believe that it is time that northern NSW and north QLD developed self government by rural 
Australians. The New States populations will exceed a million persons by 2020 which could be 
administered far more efficiently by the New States than by a far off metropolis. We believe the 
New States or "Regions" would allow the creation of at least 2 areas in NSW and possible 3-4 
New States or regions in QLD. The data on the web site has been aggregated for each state but is 
available at a postcode level/local government area and can be re configured to new boundaries 
as required. 

 
 
Selected Recent (1989 to 2006) Media Reports Describing Support for New 
States 
 
Table 2A-2 below contains extracts from 119 recent media reports, from 1989 through to 2006, 

which describe support for New States in Australia. 
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Australian 
Financial 

Review 
27 Jan 1989 

p. 88 

'Our New 
Republic', 

by Padraic P. 
Mcguinness 

THE Australia Day address by the retiring Governor-General, Sir Ninian Stephen, at the National 
Press Club this week was a typically graceful performance, entirely in keeping with the excellent 
fist he has made of the job throughout his incumbency. 
... 
Most people see the absurdities of federalism quite clearly, but it is an even more deeply 
entrenched part of our nationhood than the nominal link to monarchy. 
... 
Rather than looking forward to the really old-fashioned nationalist centralist model, without States, 
it may be that the future political evolution of nation-States will be towards supranational forms of 
federalism. Not surprisingly, for example, New Zealand does not fancy the idea of becoming a 
State or a couple of States of Australia. But it may well at some time contemplate becoming part of 
a political grouping in which Canberra and Wellington are both subordinated to a new centre.  
... 
There may well be a case for easing constitutional restrictions on the creation of new States or the 
splitting of existing States. But the case for enhancing the power of local government is weak and 
windy. 

The Age 
25 Jan 1994 

p. 12 

'What we 
Need is 12 

New States', 
letter by 

Councillor 
John Jago of 

Sale 

Contrary to the reported claim of the Western Australian Premier (`The Age', 17/1), Canberra has 
not eroded the powers of the states.  The states have indeed lost a number of powers, but legally, 
through the Federal Constitution. The lost powers include the original powers which the states 
ceded to the Commonwealth, plus those given to the Commonwealth by the Australian people at 
subsequent referendums.  What the states have lost is not rights, but credibility. They have not 
functioned as regional governments within a federal system of government (with the exception of 
Tasmania). 
 
Mr Court errs in claiming the Commonwealth Government as the most highly centralised 
government in Australia. In reality the states are the most highly centralised governments, 
centralised around their capital cities.  Abolition of the present states is virtually impossible, 
because it would require a majority in all states in a referendum. 
 
The solution is to create 12 new states, making 18 in all but having the boundaries of those 18 
states coinciding with the boundaries of the 18 natural regions in Australia. (Examples of such 
natural region states would be Gippsland, wholly within Victoria at present; Riverina, 
incorporating areas within the present Victoria and New South Wales; and Mallee, incorporating 
parts  of the present states of Victoria, South Australia, and New South Wales.) Effective national 
and regional development will not occur until there is effective regional government of these 
regions. The present states with their totally illogical and artificial boundaries are not capable of 
doing that. 

Australian 
Financial 

Review 
21 Jul 1994 

p. 17 

'Politics and 
the Public 
Purse', by 

John Stone 

MR Keating's poisoning of the constitutional wells via his politicisation of the republican issue 
does not alter the fact that many people today worry about the way some features of our 
Constitution are operating.  Unfortunately, the flagrant bias on this topic of the ABC, and major 
newspapers such as The Australian, means that only proposals for change from the  Left can hope 
to get a hearing.  We are thus chiefly bombarded with claims about the alleged need for wider  
constitutional powers for Canberra for this or that spurious reason.  For example, "the impact of 
globalisation" is allegedly rendering our Federal system obsolete; changing patterns of population 
require new State boundaries and/or creation of new States; new regions, and associated new 
government machinery, should take over the roles of State governments, and so on.  In effecting 
these changes on the Left's agenda, we might also encompass some others, such as diminishing the 
Senate's constitutionally endowed powers as  a virtually equal chamber with the House of 
Representatives. 

Canberra 
Times 

22 Nov 1996 

'A new state 
based on the 
ACT': Letter 
by George 

Tafe of 
Kambah 

WHAT a wonderful idea! Link the ACT with the surrounding 17 shires to improve the 
coordination of services and better market the marvellous variety of attractions and industries of 
the region for visitors and residents.  But why not go one step further? The argument to turn the 
ACT into a new state has been simmering for a while, and joining us with the Northern Territory 
has as many disadvantages as advantages. Why not form a new state with these areas? Seriously!  
Just think, a real state government with a genuine parliament instead of our present Mickey Mouse 
Club or (even better) the nation's hub if we ever manage to get rid of state governments to have 
just two tiers of bureaucracy instead of three. 
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The 
Australian 
4 Dec 1997 

p. 13 

'Two birds, 
one stone, and 

a chance to 
redress the 
balance', by 

Duncan 
Campbell 

Creating a republic could afford a unique opportunity to consider a radical reconciliation solution ...  
IT is not just that there is no quick fix to Wik. There are no fragmented fixes to any major Aboriginal 
issues. John Howard's desire to close the debate, Kim Beazley's view that it is all a debacle and Gatjil 
Djerrkura's appeal for equal airtime for the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission point to 
the ad hoc way we go about trying to handle such problems and to the lack of Aboriginal voices in 
Parliament.  There is a pressing national need beyond the scope of the derailed reconciliation 
mechanism for new approaches to meeting the claims and requirements of Australia's indigenous 
peoples: we need to create a constitutional framework for resolving them.  
 
We could start at the Constitutional Convention by proposing that Chapter VI of the Australian 
Constitution, concerning the admission or establishment of new States, be modified so as to treat 
enrolled members of the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander population throughout Australia as one 
State, the Aboriginal State, for certain purposes.  These purposes could include representation in both 
houses of Federal Parliament under a revised Section 121, the election of an Aboriginal premier or 
chief minister with a small government and legislature, and the conferring of particular powers, for 
example, for an Australia-wide Aboriginal custodial and correctional service, or in some health, 
education and cultural areas. There would be a need for a symbolic capital territory, and appropriate 
sites are probably already under Aboriginal management.  
 
It ought to be possible to devise constitutional provisions under which the defined responsibilities of 
an Aboriginal State towards registered Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander citizens were exercised 
within existing States just as occurs in the case of Commonwealth powers.  There would certainly be 
historical justification and no doubt great satisfaction in the concept of the Aboriginal State being 
conterminous with the Commonwealth, and in providing an elected national leader and reserved 
parliamentary seats. 
 
The present process of constitutional reform hopefully will lead to our evolving as a republic, but to 
be worthwhile and durable the constitutional review must treat a workable republic and enduring 
reconciliation not only as equal priorities but as matters to be integrated institutionally. There are still 
more questions than answers about the forms the republic might take. On the other hand the questions 
about how to achieve and then administer reconciliation have scarcely ever been posed.  Special 
statehood may not, of course, prove to be the most practical approach. The essential point is it is an 
approach that could give rise to other, new approaches and help catalyse a commitment to make the 
republic host, beyond reconciliation, to a political system shared with Aboriginal Australians.  
... 
For the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander communities, the constitutional issues are still the 
primary ones between indigenous black and invading white, and not those between Australians and 
the Crown, or the Commonwealth and States. They are primary issues also for the Maoris, the 
Hawaiians and the Indians of the United States and Canada - in other words for those displaced by 
British or American colonialism and denied the independence obtained by other colonial peoples.  
 
In the US, for example, indigenous rights, political organisation, administration, funding and values 
remain in random dispute. Our own disputes can also be allowed to grow ever more corrosive, or we 
can seek a new constitutional pathway through our own problems in company with indigenous 
Australians. 
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Sunday 

Herald Sun 
16 Aug 1998 

p. 79 

'State Your 
Preference', by 

Peter 
Costigan, a 

current affairs 
commentator 
and a member 
of the Press 

Council 

FORGET the tax-reform package. It was Prime Minister John Howard's other big announcement this 
week that has the real potential for serious political reform in this country.  He took up an old and 
undelivered promise by his original political patron, Malcolm Fraser, in the 1975 election campaign 
to offer statehood to the Northern Territory.  The hype accompanying the announcement by Mr 
Howard and NT Chief Minister Shane Stone was all about Australia "celebrating" the centenary of 
Federation on January 1, 2001, by creating our first additional state.  Northern Territorians will have 
the chance of voting for their future status at the next federal election. 
 
Because most NT residents have long cherished the idea of becoming part of a fully fledged state, it 
is unlikely they will vote against it, as their territory compatriots did over self-government for the 
Australian Capital Territory. They had it imposed on them, anyway.  The difference is that the NT 
has been funded as a state for almost a decade and statehood should mean no changes in taxing 
arrangements.  Between the likely vote for NT statehood and the actual launching of the new State of 
the Northern Territory, numerous details will have to be sorted out, not the least being the status of 
the federally inspired Land Rights Act and the management of the huge national parks in the 
territory, now controlled by Canberra and Aboriginal groups.  
 
But that means there is also time to think again about the whole idea. To many Australians, the idea 
of the sparsely populated Northern Territory, half the population of the ACT with only 182,000 
people, being an independent state and probably sending three senators to Canberra, would be a sick 
political joke.  But if, for example, the opportunity was taken to join the NT with adjoining territory 
to make a natural, sensible union of interests, then the idea of statehood is not only appealing but 
adds up to serious reform in the way we govern ourselves.  It is not as if there is no precedent for the 
idea. Before federation and for more than a decade into it, the NT was part of South Australia.  In 
1911 Adelaide ceded control over the entire northern part of its state to the commonwealth in 
exchange for the most-repeated political promise in Australia's history - construction of an Alice 
Springs-to-Darwin rail link.  There is little chance that the voters of South Australia would agree now 
to a reunification, given the parlous condition of its state finances and an inevitable fear that trying to 
fund the expensive north would send it broke. Equally, there is not the slightest sign in modern 
Darwin or Alice Springs that Territorians would want to be reunited with SA, even if the most recent 
promise of the northern railway (yes, by John Howard himself) looked like coming to fruition.  No, 
the natural amalgamation is with people in the north of Australia, especially in Queensland, but also 
in the top end of Western Australia.  At the same time as the Northern Territory is polled over 
statehood, why not ask its voters and the voters of northern Queensland and northern Western 
Australia if they would like to be part of the new state?  There is every chance that the question 
would attract a massive "Yes" vote.  To the more populous east of Arnhem Land, locals have long 
seen themselves as part of a distinct region, attached to the rest of Queensland only by the fluke of 
having colonial lines drawn up almost two centuries ago by clerks in London who knew nothing of 
the topography or even climate of the regions.  North of Townsville, the million people who live in 
the region even have a name for where they live. Far North Queensland (FNQ) is what they call their 
home. 
 
Over the past century, FNQ has made many attempts to break away from the rest of the state, but 
there has never been any encouragement from Canberra or, indeed, from southern Queenslanders or 
the power elites in Brisbane.  A State of the Far North could be just the catalyst needed to break the 
stifling resistance to fundamental political change that has held back this nation more effectively than 
even our archaic, complicated and fundamentally unfair taxation system.  While asking voters what 
forms new states should take, our federal leaders could take a leaf from our smallest state and follow 
Tasmania's lead in reducing the number of politicians. 
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Australian 
Associated 

Press 
21 Aug 1998 

'North Qld 
One Nation 
MP would 

Like Separate 
State', by 

Steele Tallon

TOWNSVILLE, Qld, Aug 21, AAP - Jeff Knuth is full of resolve as he prepares to head south to join his 
10 fellow One Nation MPs for their second sitting of Queensland parliament next week.  But the 
Member for Burdekin would be happier travelling just up the road to a new seat of government of a new 
state in Queensland's north.  "Having North Queensland as a separate state would save taxpayers money 
and more would get done for the people of the north," he said.  "The people of the north deserve to have 
their own state; it's something that's been talked about for over 100 years." 
... 
Mr Knuth believes time and money could be saved in the political process by one simple change - 
splitting Queensland into two states.  While not going into details, he suggested a referendum throughout 
the state's north to gauge opinion within the next year.  "I will talk to politicians, whether they be Labor, 
Nationals or whatever to see what their thoughts are and whether they agree. I'm sure most of them 
would; it's not just a one party thing," he said. 
 
Mr Knuth's One Nation teammate Ken Turner, the member for nearby Thuringowa, would not go as far 
as calling for a separate state for the north.  Mr Turner did however admit the parliamentary process was 
slow and less satisfying than dealing with the everyday problems of his constituents.  "I have people 
coming to me in tears because they don't know where to go next. It's very difficult for ordinary people to 
get past the front counter," he said.  "But I can now get past that counter and get some commonsense 
with a phone call and that's much better than six months of correspondence. It's magic, actually.  
"Parliament is slow. I'm in the habit in my life of making a decision and getting on with things, not 
waiting 12 months, but that's just part of the system." 

Sun Herald 
18 Jul 1999 

p. 35 

'Creating new 
states is all 

well and good 
but the real 
dilemma is 

what to name 
them', by 

Terry Smyth 

Rumblings of a push for a new state west of the Great Divide have brought a rush of rebel blood to my 
head. "The Government sitting in Sydney doesn't understand or even care what happens out here," said 
Gunnedah farmer and separatist spokesman John Buchanan, calling for NSW to be carved into two. His 
words carried me back to childhood, standing in the mud at an agricultural show,  watching a man on a 
platform preach the gospel of separation: "While the people of the Hunter remain tied to the chariot 
wheels of the Sydney juggernaut, they have no hope of attaining their freedom!"  The man on the 
platform was journalist Ulrich Ellis, champion of the campaign  for a new state, to be called New 
England, taking in northern NSW from Newcastle to the Queensland border. Ellis was a small man with 
a brush moustache and goggle glasses, but to me he was William Wallace. Touched by his fighting 
words, the fire in his eyes and the lion rampant on his blue banner, I was lost to the cause, even when the 
cause was lost.  A referendum in 1967 dashed my Wallace's dream but it was neither the beginning nor 
the end of attempts to go it alone. If all the new state movements  hatched in Australia had succeeded, 
what we call NSW would be five separate states, including not only New England but Riverina and a far 
western state, possibly called Hinterland or Oxley, while Queensland would be carved into three  by the 
separation of Capricornia and North Queensland. A large slab of western Victoria and eastern South 
Australia would be the sovereign state of Princeland.  Western Australia would have sliced off a new 
state called Auralia and might even have seceded from the Federation to become a separate nation.  
 
Separatists have always argued that smaller states are more manageable, more in touch with local 
problems and make it more likely people's taxes will be spent where they live. Opponents have argued, 
as did Deputy Premier Andrew Refshauge in response to the latest new state push, that the last thing 
people need is more government.  
 
While a separatist at heart, I concede there could be problems. For starters, boycotts on daylight saving 
by states with National Party governments would have travellers going before they were coming, while 
border regulations might confuse the hell out of fruit flies.   But consider the benefits. With new state 
names and emblems to choose, we could at last forget about pretending to understand economics and get 
back to doing what we do best: bickering about symbols. More than that, it would mean a chance to right 
some old rhyming wrongs. Let me explain:  In America, every state of the union has been celebrated in 
song, whereas in Australia there's only the old sea shanty Bound for South Australia.  The reason, of 
course, is that the names of our states don't exactly lend themselves to lyrics. I mean, what rhymes with 
New South Wales? Entrails, jails,  toenails and monorails. Let's see any songsmith make a stirring ballad 
with that lot.  Likewise Victoria. Euphoria rhymes but is hardly appropriate. Noria rhymes, too, but how 
can you wax lyrical with a word that means a waterwheel with buckets attached? Queensland rhymes 
with bland, which is tempting but that only leaves backhand, hatband, quicksand and Barbra Streisand. 
Northern Territory rhymes with discriminatory and purgatory which is also tempting but hardly likely to 
top the pops in the Top End. Any song about Tasmania would have to mention Albania, nymphomania 
or the late Prince Rainier. South Australia and Western Australia have a common problem. When it 
comes to rhyme, Australia is stuck with dahlia, failure and genitalia.  So I suggest we slice up the map 
into as many new states as we can muster, and choose names that suit a snappy chorus. If we get busy 
before the Olympics, imagine the boost to national pride if the opening ceremony featured a medley of  
state songs.  Barnesey, Farnsey and other state-of-origin singers could belt it out, and, if it's kept a state 
secret until the event, only Australian marching bands will  know the tune. 
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Sun Herald 
12 Mar 2000 

p. 72 

'A new State': 
Letter by Jack 

Arnold or 
Armidale 

WHILE Sydney bursts at the seams with excess population, we in country NSW need people to 
reverse the drift to the cities caused by half a century of lip service to decentralisation policies by all 
political parties.  Please Mr Carr, could Armidale have 100 families a year to take up the 400 
available places in State primary schools?  This, of course, will mean that the Government and the 
corporate sector will create jobs in the bush, thus reversing their present policies of economic 
rationalism causing the withdrawal of services.  Or would it be easier for us to bring government to 
country people by forming  the seventh Australian State of New England, including all land from the 
Murrurundi (aka Liverpool) Ranges north to the Queensland border and the Darling  River east to the 
sea?  In the 1967 referendum, this part of the present NSW voted with at least a two-thirds majority 
in favour of forming the State of New England. 

Canberra 
Times 

1 Sep 2000 

'Ways To 
Change The 

Body Politic', 
by John 

Warhurst 

ONE OF the 'sleeping issues' in Australian political debate is the adequacy of our political 
boundaries and hence the effectiveness of our political communities. Locally, while for some critics 
the ACT is too small for effective government, for others it is just about the right size because it 
offers a real political community. The traditional boundaries persist in Australia.  There is 
constitutional provision in Australia for new states but none have emerged. We are an 'ice age' so far 
as new political communities are concerned. There have been two competing reform traditions.  The 
first, inclined to the virtues of large-scale government, believes that the existing framework is 
satisfactory but that within it more power should be given to the Commonwealth Government. The 
second wants smaller-scale government, believing that even empowering the existing states is not 
enough. Rather, there should be more political communities because even the existing states are too 
large.  Sometimes the two traditions have come together in the belief not only in stronger central 
government but in strong regional governments rather than the existing states. New ideas that 
challenge our notion of political community are welcome because the debate needs fresh energy. A 
new book, A Decade of Self-Government in the Australian Capital Territory, from the Centre for 
Research in Public Sector Management at the University of Canberra, contributes some challenging 
local thinking to this issue. 
... 
The second initiative is unofficial.  It comes from a former federal Labor minister, Chris Hurford, 
Member for Adelaide 1969-87, and a minister 1983-87. Hurford is campaigning for a new Australian 
constitution based on about 44 'regional states' replacing the existing six states. The details of these 
arrangements are the responsibility of his advisers from the Flinders University School of 
Geography, Population and Environmental Management.  For further information see 
www.ssn.flinders.edu.au/geog/ regionalstates. Hurford, like Armitage, is driven by the notion that the 
idea of political community needs revitalising. He, however, is returning to a version of a very old 
idea that better government will follow from citizens being physically closer to their representatives. 
 
He wants 'smaller and more effective government'. His regional states 'are modelled on the belief that 
they represent communities of interest, where people have a feeling they belong (an identification 
with the area) and are of a size which facilitates efficient and participatory management for good 
governance'. His proposed regional state of Canberra-Monaro (about 484,000 citizens in 1996) 
corresponds closely with the existing borders of the ACT/South-East NSW Regional Development 
Board.  So the idea of an expanded Canberra region fits nicely into the concept of regional states (as 
would the existing ACT also). Canberrans already take part in these debates. Kate Carnell is strongly 
committed to the notion of an Australian Capital Region.  The physical boundaries of the ACT need 
serious attention. We've outgrown the territorial space allowed to us and we must do something about 
it. One option is to attempt to redraw the political boundaries as Hurford suggests, but as Carnell says 
this 'isn't likely to happen in the foreseeable future'.  So perhaps we should be further developing the 
cooperative regional mechanisms already in place. In this endeavour the online ideas, if not the 
virtual electorate, developed by Armitage should be useful. 

Townsville 
Bulletin 

6 Sep 2000 
p. 8 

'Shopping for 
a name is 
tough', by 

Mary Vernon

Another reader has suggested Capricornia for the new city. He reckons that as the plan is for the 
separate state of North Queensland to be called Capricornia, we should get in early and cement our 
place as the capital by snagging the name. By the time they make the new state ... we'll be in the key 
spot to be named the capital. Pretty sneaky. 
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Townsville 
Bulletin 

16 Sep 2000 
p. 42 

'Getting in a 
real state', 
by Buzz 
Kennedy 

CAPRICORNIA, here we come! Clash the cymbals, bang the drum! Down with Towns and ditto 
ville, Run the flag up on the Hill ... Capricornia, here we come! We're ready and waiting! 
Capricornia, here we come! DON'T worry about the twiddly bit that's the second last line. It's 
equivalent to what the musos do when they don't know how to end a song. They howl, "I don't mean 
maybe" then belt out the main line again. Cunning little chaps, musos. Some of them can even count 
their noses. 
 
I admit I've pinched the tune from California. But it's allowed. The Poms pinched the tune of God 
Save The Queen/King from the Huns, who were no doubt happy to find a good home for it. But 
Capricornia Ready and Waiting kind of gets you right there, ay. It doesn't? Sir or madam, you have 
no poetry in your soul or sense of occasion in your mental make-up. Fie on you.  
 
Ready and waiting for Statehood, that's what North Queensland is, after thinking and talking and 
doing quite a bit about it over many years but never getting to the starting gate of a referendum that I 
reckon would be carried with a whacking great majority in favour of statehood.  
 
You might say that I have no right to be advocating anything for NQ when I've lived here for only 11 
years. I won't wear that, because my form is unbeatable.  I was born way out in the bush in Western 
Australia, which is bigger even than Queensland and its outback and regional country areas have 
long suffered the problems of our North. 
...  
On top of all that I spent a few years in Armidale on the tablelands in northern New South Wales, 
where the push for a new State of New England is strong - or it was 25 years ago. Maybe it has 
succumbed to social lethargy brought on by frustration, but I hope not. 
 
As you'll deduce, I'm a committed New Stater. Get Brisbane off our backs and let them use their own 
taxes to build their superhighways, bridges, giant sporting complexes and the like.  
 
The urge to write about it this week is based on three things: determination not to write about the 
Lympics to which, like most of us, I'm hooked but feel they've been written to death by hundreds of 
imperts like me; the prick of interest that sat me up straight when a sneaky reader of Mary Vernon's 
column suggested renaming our twin cities Capricornia to steal a march on other regional cities 
which might have ideas above their station when it comes to choosing the capital of the new state; 
and a comment by Terry Butts in his column last Monday that the disgraceful treatment of the Barras 
by the National Hockey League provided grounds for forming a new State not dominated by the 
south-east corner.  The same thought had come to me when I first read of the Barras' dumping. I don't 
deny the right of Mr Butts, known to one and all as the parfit, gentil knight of newspapers, to have 
his opinions but there ought to be a law preventing him from using my ideas before I've had the 
chance to put them in print. Hmph!  
 
Maybe scurvy treatment of a hockey team is a flimsy base to build a New State movement on but 
history contains many examples of emotive issues that have been the catalysts for welding public 
opinion into active revolt. The Boston Tea Party wasn't a major event - it has been built into a legend 
over the centuries - but it lit the fire to create not a new state but a new nation that today bestrides the 
world like a colossus.  You never know. The Battle of Barras Field, maybe? At least it would put the 
bully-boys of the NHL off side. (Offside, Bully-boys, Bully-off. As a pretty good hockey player of 
the old school I lament the passing of the bully. It was a splendid eccentricity of the game, pitting one 
gladiator against another to put the ball into play. But it took too long - about five seconds - so it had 
to go. The vandals said so.)  
 
Setting up the State of Capricornia will be a super-challenge and I'm glad I'm too old to take part in it 
except as a barracker on the hill. Without wishing to upset the bureaucracy we'll inherit, the inaugural 
government will have a hell of a job doing away with feather-bedding and all the lurks and perks the 
system will be heir to - and they won't be just public servants.  In all areas there are battalions of 
bludgers from the private sector waxing fat on the public purse. Since the invention of so-called 
consultants and counsellors this field has grown greener and greener. Get rid of 90 per cent of them 
and make (allow?) public servants do the jobs they were hired to do.  None of it will be easy - but it 
will be a barrow load of fun.  While the poetic muse has me in its grip, think how we'll be able to 
advertise our clean, good-living State. To give just one example: "You'll find no porn 'ere in 
Capricornia."  Capricornia, here we come!! 

Townsville 
Bulletin 

10 Oct 2000 
p. 8 

'Barra 
country': 
Letter by 

Allan Smith 
of Belgian 
Gardens 

SURELY the demise of the North Queensland Barras from the NHL competition, because of the one 
team per state policy, is yet another reason to push for a separate state for North Queensland.  North 
Queenslanders are yet again disadvantaged by south-centric decision-makers.  And what a clue for a 
name for the new state ... Barraland. 
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Courier Mail 
27 Oct 2000 

p. 6 

'Blainey 
pushes for 
more new 

states', by By 
Mark Ludlow

AUSTRALIA should have more states for a country of its size, prominent historian Professor Geoffrey 
Blainey said yesterday. Professor Blainey also predicted North Queensland would push to be a 
separate state after the Northern Territory was granted statehood. He said the lack of new states was 
the main "failure" of Australia's federalism. "The sad fact is that the newest state in Australia is 
Queensland, created more than 140 years ago," he said yesterday in a lecture at Parliament House. 
"Australia has created no new state since 1859, the United States in contrast has created close to 20. 
"For a land of its size, we do not have enough states. We thus miss one of the advantages of 
federalism." Former Cairns Mayor Tom Pyne, who spent more than a quarter of a century in North 
Queensland local government, said statehood would come at too great a cost. "I've always believed 
we've got enough politicians, enough states and enough public servants without creating more," he 
said.  "I wouldn't like to see more states created." Mr Pyne said the answer lay in devolving more 
power to communities and their local councils rather than imposing extra layers of administration. 
 
Professor Blainey said the power base needed to be wrested away from the south-east of the country to 
best serve the rest of the Commonwealth. He said the "essence" of the federal system was that the 
Commonwealth looked after issues of national concern and the states looked after their regions. He 
said each region, with its different mix of geographical assets and people, deserved to have its own 
state. "There is a case for each major region possessing its own state government," he said. Professor 
Blainey also said Queensland and Western Australia would have been better off if they were 
independent nations, instead of being incorporated into the federation. "My own view is that Western 
Australia's economy - and probably Queensland's too - would probably have advanced even more in 
the last 30 years if it were an independent nation," he said. "And if it were allowed more licence to 
shape its own economic policies to suit its own special needs." He said the "political power base of 
Australia, the south-east corner, was less interested than it should be in the needs and interests of the 
outlying states of the Commonwealth". But Professor Blainey said despite its division of power 
between the centre and the states, federalism has proved to be a "formidable achievement". He said it 
was tested once, when Western Australia threatened to secede nearly 70 years ago, and survived. 
Professor Blainey said federalism arose out of a need to defend Australia's large coastline, but had 
developed into a "sense of belonging" for the typical Australian. 

Canberra 
Times 

27 Oct 2000 
p. 3 

'Australian 
Federation 
Did Not Go 
Far Enough: 
Historian', by 

Lincoln 
Wright 

Geoffrey Blainey, one of Australia's best-known historians, said yesterday the federation of Australia's 
six colonies in 1901 had not been a perfect political experiment, but it had been nevertheless a 
'formidable political achievement'. Quoting three-times prime minister Alfred Deakin, Professor 
Blainey told an audience at Parliament House there had been a touch of the miraculous about how 
Federation had occurred and survived. But Professor Blainey cast doubt over the issue of whether 
Australia should have a Bill of Rights, saying it would give an unelected body powers that belonged 
properly to elected institutions.  
 
If there was an area in which federalism had failed, he said, it was that not enough states had been 
created and therefore not enough state parliaments established to reflect local conditions and interests. 
'The sad fact is that the newest state in Australia is Queensland, created more than 140 years ago. 
Australia has created no new state since 1859: the United States in contrast has created close to 20,' 
Professor Blainey said.  'For a land of this size, we do not have enough states. We thus miss one of the 
advantages of federalism.' 

The 
Australian 

27 Oct 2000 
p. 4 

'Blainey 
proposes new 

states', 
by Benjamin 

Haslem 

AUSTRALIA needed more states to adequately address the unique concerns of regional Australia, 
historian Geoffrey Blainey said yesterday.  Professor Blainey said a major failing of federalism was 
that the commonwealth was concerned with issues affecting the nation as a whole while the states 
focused on local issues that often varied greatly within a state's borders.  "In at least one sense, 
federalism has failed," Professor Blainey said. 
 
Delivering a lecture at Parliament House in Canberra on the success of federation, Professor Blainey 
said the positives Australia had enjoyed since 1901 far outweighed the negatives.  But it had missed 
out on the kind of benefits federalism had bestowed on the US.  "As Australia possesses a wide range 
of climates and terrains and as each large region has a different mix of geographical assets and 
liabilities and sometimes a different mix of people ... and priorities ... there is a case for each major 
region possessing its own state government," Professor Blainey said.  "The sad fact is that the newest 
state in Australia is Queensland - created 141 years ago. The United States in contrast has created close 
to 20 in the same time (since 1859)."  For a country of Australia's size and diversity, "we do not have 
enough states; we thus miss one of the advantages of federalism". Professor Blainey predicted a north 
Queensland state would eventually emerge once the Northern Territory became a state.  
 
He also touched on the issue of secession, saying Western Australia would have prospered more in the 
past 30 years if it had been an independent nation and "were allowed more licence to shape its own 
economic policies to suit its own special needs".  The same, perhaps, could be said for Queensland. 
But both states had gained enormously politically, socially and militarily through their membership of 
the commonwealth. 
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The Age 
27 Oct 2000 

p. 7 

'We Need 
More States, 

Says Blainey',
by Kerry 
Taylor 

CANBERRA -- Australia needed more states to truly benefit from being a federation, historian 
Geoffrey Blainey said yesterday.  There was a case for each region in Australia to have its own state 
government, Professor Blainey said when delivering a report card on Federation at Parliament House 
in Canberra yesterday.  "For a land of this size, we do not have enough states,'' he said during his 
address, titled Australia's Federation: How Much Should We Celebrate It?  "As Australia possesses a 
wide range of climates and terrains and as each region has a different mix of geographical assets and 
liabilities and sometimes a different mix of people, and as each region has different traditions ... there 
is a case for each major region possessing its own state government,'' he said. 
 
Professor Blainey said a failure of the first 100 years of federalism was that no new states had been 
founded. The United States had created close to 20 after it became a nation.  The Northern Territory 
would become a state in the next five to 10 years and a movement for North Queensland to be a 
separate state would start soon after, he predicted.  But Professor Blainey said the existing states, 
especially Western Australia and Queensland, opposed the creation of new ones.  
 
Of the six founding states, Victoria and New South Wales had benefited most on economic and 
influence scales since Federation.  Western Australia and Queensland were entitled to have some 
doubts economically but they would not have survived World War II if they weren't a part of the 
nation, he said.  "They could have been in a grave plight in the wartime years if as two isolated and 
independent nations they had had to defend themselves against the Japanese,'' he said. 
 
Professor Blainey said that overall the first 100 years of Federation had been a success, with 
Australia developing into a thriving, vigorous democracy with largely good standards of living for 
all.  We had developed an "athletic nationalism'', forged on sporting and battle fields, that was proven 
during the Sydney Olympics, he said. In the past 30 years, Aborigines had also become belated 
beneficiaries of the Federation process, with increases in standards of living deriving largely from 
comprehensive measures occurring on a national level. 
 
When asked to compare the struggle for Federation with the struggle for a republic, Professor 
Blainey, said the Federation movement succeeded where the republic movement failed because it 
listened to those who were opposed to a Commonwealth and incorporated their views as much as 
possible. Federation was ultimately a compromise that had worked, he said.  Republicans in the late 
1990s would not compromise or listen to critics, so they failed, he said. 

Daily 
Telegraph 

27 Oct 2000 
p. 7 

'Bid to create 
more states', 

by 
Mark Ludlow

AUSTRALIA should have more states for a country of its size, historian Professor Geoffrey Blainey 
said yesterday.  Professor Blainey also predicted north Queensland would push to be a separate state 
after the Northern Territory was granted statehood.  He said the lack of new states was the main 
"failure" of Australia's federalism.  "The sad fact is that the newest state in Australia is Queensland, 
created more than 140 years ago," he said.  "Australia has created no new state since 1859, the 
United States in contrast has created close to 20.   "For a land of its size, we do not have enough 
states. We thus miss one of the advantages of federalism."  But Professor Blainey, who was 
delivering a lecture at Parliament House, said the power base needed to be wrestled away from the 
south-east of the country to best serve the rest of the Commonwealth.  He said the "essence" of the 
federal system was the Commonwealth looked after issues of national concern and the states looked 
after their regions.  He said each region, with its different mix of geographical assets and people, 
deserved to have its own state.  "There is a case for each major region possessing its own state 
government," he said.  Professor Blainey also said Queensland and Western Australia would have 
been better off if they were independent nations.  He said the "political power base of Australia, the 
south-east corner, was less interested than it should be" in the other states. 
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The 
Australian 

28 Oct 2000 
p. 8 

 'MPs divided 
over a new 

northern state', 
by Benjamin 
Haslem and 

Matt Robbins

POLITICIANS from northern Australia were divided yesterday on the need for a new north 
Queensland state. Some said Australians were already over-governed while Queensland MP De-
Anne Kelly suggested a new state of Gondwanaland.  They were responding to comments made by 
historian Geoffrey Blainey on Thursday, who said that the federal system had not done enough to 
address the concerns of regional Australia.  Professor Blainey cited the US, which had created 20 
new states since 1859, as the shining example of federalism. 
 
Queensland Premier Peter Beattie said most Australians considered they were already over-
governed. He said that while the US had 50 states against Australia's six and two territories, it was 
much more heavily populated than Australia.  "Queensland is the most decentralised state but we 
all still live on the coast," he said. 
 
Mrs Kelly, a National Party MP whose federal seat centres on Mackay, said a new northern state 
was a great idea.  "The state of Gondwanaland would be very nice," she said. "The tyranny of 
distance of our large states ... disadvantages us greatly."  Mrs Kelly said about 12 federal MPs and 
senators represented people living north of a line from Rockhampton to Perth and resources 
directed to those communities were disproportionately low as a result. 
 
Queensland Liberal senator Ian Macdonald, who lives in Townsville and is Regional Services 
Minister, said he was not convinced a new state was needed. Instead, state governments had to 
spread resources more evenly.  "In Brisbane the state Government spends $265 million on Suncorp 
Stadium, yet in Townsville they have to shut the hospital at 4pm because there's no staff," he said. 
 
Queensland federal Liberal MP Peter Lindsay, whose seat of Herbert includes Townsville, said 
state governments should be abolished and replaced with stronger local governments.  
Responsibility for education, health and main roads should be passed to the federal government, he 
said.  "If you have strong local governments in the regions then you find you are responsive to 
whatever the local problems are," he said.   
 
Calls for a separate state north of the Tropic of Capricorn have been strong for decades. Supporters 
argue less than 10 per cent of Australians live in the tropics yet produce one third of export 
income.  Constitutional expert George Winterton said it was likely a referendum would be needed 
within an existing state to create a new state, plus the approval of the existing state government. 

Cairns Post 
28 Oct 2000 

'Heads reject 
State break', 

by Penny 
Robins 

A SUGGESTION by leading Australian historian Professor Geoffrey Blainey that North 
Queensland become a separate state has been rejected by Cairns Mayor Kevin Byrne and Federal 
Member for Leichhardt Warren Entsch.  Cr Byrne and Mr Entsch said rather than add to the 
middle levels of government, they hoped in the long-term Australia would do away with state 
governments entirely.  They said above all, they doubted anyone in Australia would agree to the 
creation of jobs for more politicians.  
 
Prof Blainey told a lecture in Parliament House on Thursday it was a "sad" fact Australia's newest 
State had been created more than 140 years ago.  "Australia has created no new state since 1859, 
the United States in contrast has created close to 20," Prof Blainey said.  "For a land of its size, we 
do not have enough states. We thus miss one of the advantages of federalism."  Prof Blainey said if 
North Queensland broke away from Queensland, it would be better off economically.  "The 
political power base of Australia, the south-east corner, is less interested than it should be in the 
needs and interests of the outlying States of the Commonwealth," he said. 
 
But while Mr Entsch and Cr Byrne agreed North Queensland suffered at the expense of the power 
brokers in the south-east, they did not agree adding extra states, politicians and bureaucracies was 
the answer.  "I don't think it's practical," Mr Entsch said from Darwin yesterday.  "My view is we 
should abolish all state governments. We should be expanding our local authorities and 
empowering them.  "Understand if we have another state in FNQ, you've got to have another 
parliament, another premier, another whole lot of representatives and another bureaucracy to 
sustain it which would defeat the purpose of it because it would cost hundreds of millions of 
dollars to run it.  "It doesn't matter how much we carve ourselves up, there's still only 20 million 
people." 
 
Mr Entsch said Australia would save "billions" and run more efficiently if departments currently 
under State control - health, education, transport and legal - were regulated to a national standard.  
Cr Byrne said he believed Australia's state governments had outlived their usefulness.  "We need a 
definitive regional focus and I don't think creating more government in Australia is going to be the 
answer," Cr Byrne said. "I think the next 50 years will see a complete overhaul of our present 
constitutional arrangements in any event." 



 2A-32

Table 2A-2  (Continued) 

Publication 
and Date of 

Report 

Heading and 
Reporter(s) 
or Author(s) 

if Known 

Extracts from Report 

Townsville 
Bulletin 

31 Oct 2000 
p. 5 

'Northern state 
idea is capital 

Roles for 
rivals, says 

historian', by 
John Andersen

NORTH Queensland had a better case for statehood than the Northern Territory, prominent 
historian Professor Geoffrey Blainey said yesterday.  Professor Blainey said North Queensland had 
a stronger economy than the Northern Territory which he said was only "half a state". He said 
North Queensland could become self-sufficient.  He said there was not a "proper" capital city in 
the northern half of Australia and it was in the nation's interest to have more than one capital city 
in northern Australia.  Commenting on critics of the separate state movement who argue a new 
state would only create more politicians, Professor Blainey said that in order to have democracy 
you had to have politicians.  He said there was an argument for minimising the size of a new state 
bureaucracy. The present state bureaucracies could be smaller and in many cases state bureaucrats 
duplicated work done by their federal counterparts. 
 
Professor Blainey said the federal system was ideally suited to large countries like Australia. He 
said the federal system would only work properly if every major region had a state government 
which could address the needs of the region. There were things like industry and geographic 
features that made major regions like North Queensland distinct from the southern part of the state. 
He said he could understand why Brisbane would not like to see North Queensland break away.  
Australia had not had a new state since Queensland was excised from New South Wales in 1859.  
"The US has had 20 new states in that time. Australia has roughly the same land area as America," 
he said. 
 
Professor Blainey was well aware of the rivalry between Cairns and Townsville and said it might 
be politic to split the roles.  "You could have the head of the Supreme Court in Cairns and the 
parliament in Townsville," he said.  He said it would be up to North Queensland to work out the 
locations of its administrative arms.  
 
Long time separate state campaigner, Ayr's Laurie Fabrellas, wants Premier Peter Beattie to place 
the issue before a referendum, which should only be held in the area bordered by the proposed new 
state.  "If we had our own State Government they would be talking about North Queensland when 
parliament was sitting and not south-east Queensland," he said.  Mr Fabrellas said Sellheim near 
Charters Towers would be a good place for a state capital. 

Canberra 
Times 

8 Nov 2000 

'Consensus-
building 

needed to get 
reform': Letter

by Mark 
Drummond 
of Kaleen 

RAY WALKER'S sound "abolish the states" position ("No need for three tiers of government", 
Letters, November 3) nevertheless has much more in common with that of Professor Geoffrey 
Blainey (CT, October 27) than Ray acknowledges.  Indeed, the states and territories have probably 
survived in their present from for this long because party politics and squabbling over 
fine detail has frustrated consensus building in relation to their reform. 
 
Whereas advocates of new states (typically from the bush and of Country/National party origin) 
have generally favoured a federal form of government, and state-abolition advocates (often 
associated with the ALP) have generally favoured a unitary form, both these camps have agreed 
that significant powers and responsibilities presently held by the states and territories should be 
transferred to the national government alongside the formation of subnational government units 
much smaller than the present mainland states.  So if only these hitherto competing reform camps 
could cooperate to achieve consensus in respect of national powers and responsibilities, such as the 
need for a single set of laws as recommended by Ray, they might then be pleasantly surprised to 
discover that their differences in respect of subnational government boundaries, powers, etc, 
actually amount to very little.  At the very least, differences in preferences can be contained to an 
appropriate level of attention in a second round of consensus building without damaging an overall 
reform agenda.  A similar commitment to logically sequenced consensus building can also do a lot 
for the republican cause. 
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Canberra 
Times 

10 Nov 2000 
p. 12 

'States Now 
Outmoded and 

Should be 
Scrapped': 

Letter, by Jim 
Snow of 

Queanbeyan 

THE GREAT macro and micro reformers of the1990s deliberately neglected to reform one sector 
where savings of billions of dollars per year might be achieved. The letters of Mark Drummond 
(CT, November 8) and Ray Walker (November 3) target the sector: our political system. A 
consensus should now be achievable between those who see the value of more states and those 
who want better and more efficient central-government coordination nationally, as Mark 
Drummond suggested.  This can be done by acknowledging: That Australia suffers from having 
seven large central governments, six of them based on large capital cities. Only one central 
government is needed; That existing state boundaries are inappropriate socially, economically and 
demographically and encourage power in the capitals to the detriment of the outside regions. The 
cities themselves would be better off looking after themselves and not everyone else. 
 
More appropriate and full-time local governments would give elected local representatives a 
chance to foster better democracy in their neighbourhoods and the electors more power when they 
seek change. Thoughtfully structured local government would give people better links with their 
elected representatives, encourage civic responsibility and reduce crime and other socially 
unacceptable behaviour. The names for those more sensible areas of government is less important 
than the concepts.  As an 'abolish the states' person, I now have to concede that the term 'states' can 
be accepted. A better, cheaper and fairer political system can be achieved with a bit of economic 
and social and demographic and environmental rationalism. 

Courier Mail 
11 Nov 2000 

'Dividing up 
affairs of 

state', by A.J. 
Brown 

A fresh push to abolish states in favour of stronger regional governments has been on and off the 
agenda since before Federation. A.J. Brown reports "It would add to the importance of the new 
Commonwealth, and be of immense advantage to Western Australia, South Australia and 
Queensland, if four or five new colonies were cut out of their vast and unmanageable territories ... 
The division of the existing colonies into smaller areas to equalise the distribution of political 
power will be the next great constitutional change." - Sir Henry Parkes, New South Wales premier 
(various times) 1872-91. FROM January 1, we will celebrate Australia's first 100 years as a 
federated nation. But was 1901 the end of the Federation story? Not if you believe historian 
Geoffrey Blainey or Brisbane Lord Mayor Jim Soorley, who in the past two weeks have given 
very different and important perspectives on the role of Federation.  
 
Professor Blainey's Senate Federation address in Canberra lauded our federal achievements, except 
perhaps in one respect - for not going far enough. His call for more states to directly represent each 
of Australia's regions shows debate on how regionalism and our federal Constitution could come 
together - whether there should be new states, or no states, or something in between - is alive and 
well. By comparison, Cr Soorley's address to a Local Government Association forum at Wondai, 
near Kingaroy, was a long way from centres of power, and his description of the current structure 
of Federation as "fatally flawed" seemed the absolute reverse. However, where the professor and 
the Lord Mayor appear to agree, is on the virtue of the current six states and two territories 
breaking up into a larger number of strong regional governments - potentially creating a strange 
and new area of common ground. Both sets of ideas reflect the fact that the federal balance in 
Australia is changing anyway. For example, it is not long before the Northern Territory will be a 
state. Two years ago Territorians may have voted down their new state Constitution but, like the 
1999 republic vote, the protest was about the process, not the principle.  
 
If the Territory's 194,000 residents are to have that power, why not the 220,000 residents of Cairns 
and the Far North? Or the 195,000 residents of Townsville, Mt Isa and the North and North-West? 
Or the 305,000 residents of Rockhampton, Emerald, Mackay and Capricornia? To say nothing of 
the rest of regional Queensland, New South Wales and Western Australia. These questions were 
lively even before the Australian colonies federated, creating a debate to be celebrated as much as 
our federal achievements themselves.  
 
Should we have more states, or no states? The responses to Professor Blainey and Cr Soorley over 
the past two weeks show our legacy of debate is alive and well. Premier Peter Beattie rightly 
commented that most Australians already thought they were over-governed, and were not about to 
rush at any radical change. Indeed, the cost of creating more states around the country was a major 
factor in the defeat of NSW new state proposals in the 1920s and 1960s; and unless the new 
"regional states" had genuine power to stand up for themselves against Sydney, Melbourne and 
Canberra, few Australians would want to risk what they've already got. The Premier's direct 
opponents are also understandably cautious, with Queensland National Party leader Rob Borbidge 
and Liberal senator Ian Macdonald also opting for better performance from the status quo. But a 
spray of opinion across old divides seems a little more adventurous. Federal National member for 
Dawson De-Anne Kelly actively endorsed the idea of a new state, at least for the north, suggesting 
the name Gondwanaland. Maverick? Not when you consider the Country Party has supported new 
states ever since its birth in 1919.  
 
Townsville's Liberal MHR Peter Lindsay seemed to go further, sounding strangely like Labor's 
Lord Mayor Soorley - firmly believing in a reduction in politicians via abolition of the current 
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states in favour of strong, regional local governments. Again, maverick? Not when you consider 
it's an option put up for research by the Business Council of Australia, promoted by former 
Victorian Liberal minister Ian Macphee, and endorsed by Country Party founder Sir Earle Page as 
far back as 1917. This diversity of opinion might seem confusing, but in Queensland at least it 
reflects a strong history of bipartisan support for strong regional government - even if, in 
everyone's interest, it means breaking up the current state. IN THE lead up to Federation, 
conservatives and progressives alike insisted, as premier McIlwraith told the other colonies in 
1891, Queensland should be "recognised as three provinces in this new Federal Government" and 
not just one. In 1948, ALP premier Hanlon opened Parliament with an agenda for when and how 
Queensland would be subdivided into additional states. In 1958, it was an alliance of Labor and 
Country Party MPs who tabled the separation petitions for the northern and central states.  
 
And in 1959 - the centenary of Queensland - it was Country Party premier Frank Nicklin who 
outlined a 10-year programme of development towards regional autonomy. Forty years on, 
regionalism is still an irrepressible force. Regionalism was at the forefront of the recent launch of 
Queensland's Centenary of Federation programme by Premier Beattie and Professor Ross 
Fitzgerald. Far from being focused on a central point - like the 1988 Bicentennial was on Sydney - 
the programme is spread across the 12 "distinct regions" of the state. Our concepts of regionalism 
are changing, but getting no less important. Regionalism used to be focused on achieving 
unlimited development.  
 
Today, it's just as much about securing ecological and social sustainability and, as indigenous 
Australians always have, working out the limits of biogeography. These ideas are also all based on 
regions. Regional progress was always central to building our power as a sovereign nation.  
 
Today, the pace of economic and technological integration - globalisation - makes sovereign 
nations a thing of the past. But nothing could make regions more important, for their sense of 
place, for their offer of local economic solutions, for the social support they give us in a changing 
world. A centenary focus on the future of Australian regionalism is not only appropriate ... in 
many respects, it is vital and inevitable. It gives us an opportunity for wide-ranging discussion 
about the best place for our regions in our federal constitutional structure over the next 100 years.  
 
Among the many questions - economic, geographic, constitutional, futuristic - not least is whether 
any change is politically achievable. But the past two weeks suggest the debate is so wide open, in 
time almost anything could be achieved.  
 
And on that score, perhaps the last word should go to Sir Henry Parkes, the grand old man of 
Australian Federation himself. A supreme political pragmatist, in the 1880s-90s Parkes knew the 
next step was to unite the existing colonies, and let time and tides of history take their course. But 
he also thought the federal balance would eventually need to be improved. Almost definitely he 
would now be sitting down with Professor Blainey and Lored Mayor Soorley to negotiate this 
"next great constitutional change". Are the time and tides of history finally catching up? Australian 
Regionalism: Federation to Future - A 2001 Centenary of Federation project by The Courier-Mail 
and Griffith University's Key Centre for Ethics Law Justice & Governance. 
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Canberra 
Times 

20 Nov 2000 

'Less centralist 
government': 
Letter by Jim 

Snow of 
Queanbeyan 

THE LETTERS debate on the restructuring of government to two levels has been constructive. 
The undeniable fact that the major parties would be unlikely to support change points to the need 
to bypass the parliamentarians as is happening with drug law reform. Electoral appeal will grow as 
people see the inefficiency resulting from three levels of government: excessively-centralist state 
governments, a national government continually eroding state powers and local government prone 
to corruption, infighting, and egos running rampant and ruining agendas. Apart from those three 
levels, there is already an ethereal fourth level sensibly set up by governments and non-
government groups for practical reasons. Why not accept the practicality of local (or state) 
government based on regions and formalise the arrangements. The constitutional problem of 
abolishing the states as they are now can be overcome by giving the present state designations to 
the metropolitan areas of the state capitals. Brisbane City Council has shown that such 
administrations can be effective and can give local people a say. New states or territories can be 
established based on the regions. A soundly-based, well-researched alternative is inevitable. The 
alternative will mean less centralist government, stronger and cleaner local government and more 
say for our neighbourhoods. It will leave more money for better purposes than propping up 
centralist governments. 

Canberra 
Times 

21 Nov 2000 

'Smaller 
regional 

governments 
the way to go': 

Letter by 
Barrie Smillie 

of Duffy 

STUART GREGORY (Letters, November 15) notes the public's long record of reluctance to grant 
more power to the Commonwealth.  Does he perhaps echo a fear that to replace our existing states 
with a larger number of administrative regions (and why not call them "states?") would neglect 
regional needs?  Such concerns are unfounded, for just look at the present arrangements: seven 
large infrastructures, each of which wastefully and selfishly tends to favour its own metropolis.  
(Has not a common NSW gripe for many years been that this acronym stands for Newcastle, 
Sydney and Wollongong?) 
 
With perhaps 40 regions throughout Australia taking the place of the existing seven states, a far 
greater capacity would in fact exist for catering to specific local needs, whether related to 
environmental concerns, community services, communications, transport or the economy 
generally. 
 
Importantly, the over-arching policy in all areas would derive from the national government.  This 
would be far more in keeping with Australia's status as a mature nation.  We would no longer be 
functioning like that handful of ex-colonies which for more than a century could not even 
rationalise the widths of its rail communications. 

The 
Australian 

30 Dec 2000 
p. 7 

'Uncritical 
mass about to 

explode', 
by 

Mike Steketee

DESPITE fears that Australia would throw a 100th birthday party and no one would come, the 
celebrations starting on Monday are shaping as the nation's next great act of mass participation.   
The concern was that, after the Olympics, the Centenary of Federation would be an anti-climax, 
with history and politics no match for sport.  While there is no way of gauging how many people 
will turn out in the streets of Sydney on Monday for what has been billed as the biggest parade in 
Australia's history, organisers are preparing for 500,000, and for another 100,000 for the ceremony 
in Centennial Park that night.  As for the rest of the year, the number of events around the nation 
associated with the centenary has doubled in the past two months to about 2000, and the National 
Council for the Centenary of Federation is still receiving a steady stream of inquiries. Many are 
celebrations organised by local communities and endorsed by the council, and they range from 
Federation balls to burying time capsules, from a national motoring tour of 2001 vehicles built 
between 1901 and 1975 to an ultra-marathon race from Perth to Sydney, and from a beard-growing 
competition to a circumnavigation of Australia by the sail training ship Young Endeavour.  This is 
against a background of increased interest in Australian history, demonstrated particularly by the 
revived involvement in Anzac Day. 
 
Federation often has been dismissed as a dour occasion when grey-bearded men drew up the 
Constitution.  But Federation Day on January 1, 1901, was an event in which a large number and 
wide variety of Australians took part. An estimated 250,000 turned out for the Sydney parade - in a 
nation where the entire population had not yet reached 4 million.  Aborigines and migrants from 
non-English-speaking countries were among those participating in the events, despite the attitudes 
of racial superiority held by most white Australians.  There was an Aboriginal float in the Brisbane 
celebrations and 25 Aborigines came to Sydney to put on a display of weapons and dancing, as 
well as to participate in the re-enactment of Captain Cook's landing at Botany Bay.  Many ethnic 
communities, including the Chinese, contributed arches and floats to the celebrations in Sydney 
and Melbourne. 
 
It was an era of optimism, with writers imagining an Australia over the next 100 years growing to 
a population of between 50 million and 100million, with deserts made fertile by irrigation and 
artesian bores, the creation of many new states and a five-hour working day.  While there is little 
sign these days of such grand visions, there does seem to be an increased appreciation of the 
achievement of nationhood. 
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Townsville 
Bulletin 

1 Jan 2001 
p. 1 

'Push For 
State 50% say 

let's go it 
alone', by 
Bettina 

Giardina 

MORE than 50 per cent of people who responded to a Townsville Bulletin survey said they 
support a new state in the North. The survey showed 50.4 per cent of respondents were in favour 
of a separate state, while 43.2 per cent were opposed to the idea. And participants have backed 
Townsville Mayor Tony Mooney and Member for Kennedy Bob Katter as potential premiers of a 
new state in the North. Townsville District Court judge Clive Wall, Liberal candidate for 
Townsville Fay Barker, One Nation's Pauline Hanson, Thuringowa Mayor Les Tyrell and radio 
personality Steve Price were also named in the survey as could-be premiers. As for the name of a 
new state, survey respondents were given three hypothetical options - North Queensland, 
Northland and Capricornia - or the opportunity to suggest their own name. Nearly 36 per cent of 
respondents chose North Queensland, 8.4 per cent chose Capricornia while just 2.7 per cent opted 
for Northland.  
 
Other names for the hypothetical new state included Tropica, Tropicana, Tropical North, 
Newstate, Paradise, Cooksland and Far North State. More than 400 people responded last month to 
the Bulletin's North Queensland reader survey, which sought to take a snapshot of the people of 
the North at this point in our history and to help paint a picture of what our future might be like. Cr 
Mooney said he believed separation would help to retain the wealth of North Queensland in the 
region, rather than it being leaked to Brisbane or Canberra. "I've always been an advocate for a 
separate State ... it is the way of the future," Cr Mooney said. "But I don't see it happening for 
quite some time." The mayor said he was flattered survey respondents believed he could be 
premier of a new state. But he did not believe North Queensland statehood would happen during 
his political career. Thuringowa Mayor Les Tyrell said he had sympathy for the idea of a separate 
state. But he said it was unlikely to be pushed, given that it was not high on the community's 
agenda. Cairns Mayor Kevin Byrne said he opposed the idea of a separate state. "Australia is over-
governed as it is, but on the other hand I'm becoming increasingly frustrated by the lack of 
attention state and federal governments pay to regional Australia," Cr Byrne said. "This will be an 
issue which will gain momentum ..." Townsville MP Mike Reynolds, said he had little interest in 
the proposal for a new state. "Rather than be sidetracked, I will continue to vigorously pursue 
further economic and social benefits for North Queensland through the existing governmental 
structure," Mr Reynolds said. Member for Thuringowa Ken Turner questioned the idea's merits. "It 
may sound like a good idea initially, but what are the repercussions and is the concept really a 
practical one?" Mundingburra MP Lindy Nelson-Carr said most people wanted fewer politicians, 
not more. "The expense of establishing a new parliament for a separate state would be extremely 
high," she said. Editorial - Page 8. 

Townsville 
Bulletin 

1 Jan 2001 
p. 8 

Editorial: 
'Challenges 
await us all' 

AFTER the false dawn of a year ago, the new century and millennium have arrived, bringing with 
them a year of great significance for our nation. The centenary of Federation marks a century of 
achievement in which Australia took its place in the world and became the beacon of hope for 
many. It remains so - and the boatloads of people who will continue to attempt to land on our 
northern shores in the years ahead, and how we handle them, will be but one test of our nation's 
maturity and resolve. Other major tests will centre on reconciliation, the inevitable march to a 
republic and careful and sensible use of what is available in a land, indeed a world, of diminishing 
resources. As the Townsville Bulletin has noted in recent editorials, much of Australia's future will 
focus on the northern part of the continent. And there is a message for the nation's politicians 
contained in our report today of strong support for a new state in North Queensland.  How ironic 
that at this point in Australia's history, the moment when some 20 million people begin celebrating 
a century of Federation, a fraction over half of the people who responded to the Bulletin's recent 
North Queensland survey say they would support the creation of a new state.  There were a 
number of movements last century aimed at achieving just that. All failed to gather the sort of 
momentum necessary to achieve change, but the motivation has largely remained the same - 
dissatisfaction with the deal handed out to the North by governments and politicians concerned 
more with the development and population of the south. 
 
As we step into 2001, the Federal Government and the State Government still bicker over the 
funding carve-up for the Douglas arterial road, for example. The North's major highways are sadly 
inadequate while funds are thrown at multi-lane motorways in the State's south-east. The 
Queensland Government tries to prop up its $280 million redevelopment of a football stadium in 
Brisbane while Townsville's new hospital, although perhaps just adequate for the North 
Queensland population it will serve when it opens towards the end of this year, will struggle to 
cope with any population increase - and we are told the population of the twin cities will double in 
the next 25 years. The new century belongs to northern Australia and whether momentum builds 
for a new state or not, one thing is very clear - dissatisfaction remains. Smart politicians would 
recognise the implications in a year when North Queenslanders will vote twice. 
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Townsville 
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2 Jan 2001 
p. 4 

'MP vows to 
push for vote 

on state', 
by Joanna 

Mather 

BURDEKIN MP Jeff Knuth has again promised a regional referendum on creating a separate 
North Queensland state if his party holds the balance of power after the next State election. Mr 
Knuth believes more than 90 per cent of North Queenslanders support the creation of a separate 
state. He said the North Queensland branch of the City Country Alliance would put separation at 
the heart of its policy platform. "If our seats are needed to form a parliament, we will ask the 
premier of the day to give North Queensland a regional referendum on the issue," he said. 
According to academics, the Queensland Constitution stipulates that all Queenslanders would have 
to vote in such a referendum. Separation would also require the consent of the Queensland 
Parliament, Brisbane-based political scientist Paul Williams told the Townsville Bulletin during 
public debate over the issue last year.  
 
But separate state advocates say it is highly unlikely southern electors or the State Government 
would allow the resource-rich North to break away. Mr Knuth is one of a growing list of North 
Queensland politicians to criticise southern powerbrokers for neglecting the North. Liberal 
candidate for Townsville Fay Barker said she was not surprised that more than half of the 
respondents in a recent Bulletin survey supported the creation of a new state. While Mrs Barker 
could not decide whether she supported separation, she said debate over the issue had revealed the 
level of disenchantment among North Queenslanders. "This is political arrogance born from a 
belief that George Street knows best and can impose capital city policies without due regard for 
regional and provincial cities such as Townsville," she said. "The bottom line is we are not getting 
our fair share of State Government funding and while we lack adequate representation we never 
will." 

Townsville 
Bulletin 

6 Jan 2001 
p. 2 

'Separate state 
poll hopes not 
ruled out', by 

Joanna Mather

A BID to change the Constitution so it allows for a regional referendum on North Queensland 
statehood is still pending. The North Queensland Self Government League wants a clause added to 
the Queensland Constitution that would allow North Queenslanders to vote on whether they want a 
separate state. The lobby group says two new laws should be added to the constitution: 1. If a 
petition signed by 5000 people in the proposed area of the new state is tabled in Queensland 
Parliament, a referendum must be held in the proposed area within 12 months. 2. If the referendum 
supports the "yes" vote, the new state must be formed within six years. League president Laurie 
Fabrellas said a submission calling for the change had been lodged with the Queensland 
Constitutional Review Commission when it called for public input in August 1999. But for some 
unknown reason the commission did not receive the submission until it was re-posted in January 
2000.  A Government spokesman said yesterday the submission could still be heard by the Legal, 
Constitutional and Administrative Review Committee. 

Townsville 
Bulletin 

6 Jan 2001 
p. 9 

'New state is 
possible': 
Letter by 

Garth 
Harrigan of 
Aitkenvale 

THE Townsville Bulletin survey on a new state keeps alive the wishes of many North 
Queenslanders who know that we do not receive a fair share of state wealth, even though we 
generate it. My letters "A government for the future", "Government criticised" and "Political 
Proposals" in the Bulletin dated January 1989, June 1989 and July 1989, were meant to move 
people to think about improvements in our political agenda. I mentioned then that Australians were 
innovative and could improve what we had. How wrong I was, with a failed referendum setting 
wrong questions and people rorting the electoral system. Tony Mooney and Les Tyrell should now 
put together a North Queensland committee of equal numbers of men and women to develop a 
separate state to be ready when Australia becomes a republic. We should start by putting into 
government politicians who envisage a new state at the coming elections.  We should not worry 
about extra politicians as what number we have can be rearranged to do the job, entrusted to them. 
All we need is a will to do it. 

Townsville 
Bulletin 

11 Jan 2001 
p. 6 

'Leader and 
candidate at 

opposite poles'

NATIONAL Party candidate for Burdekin Terry Morato is advocating the formation of a northern 
Australian super State. Mr Morato has declared his support for a separate North Queensland state 
but believes that is not going far enough. "I believe we should first create a new state of North 
Queensland by drawing a line across the State just south of Rockhampton," he said. "We should 
then invite the Northern Territory and the north-west of Western Australia to join us in the creation 
of a new super State - Northern Australia. "The ultimate act of independence would undoubtedly 
follow with the emergence of an entirely new country - Gondwanaland." However, his potential 
boss does not share Mr Morato's enthusiasm for separate statehood. Asked if a Coalition 
government would address the issue of statehood for North Queensland, Opposition Leader Rob 
Borbidge's answer was: "No". What the Government needed to do, he said, was to make North 
Queenslanders happier with the State they had.  
 
"I can understand that people in the North feel a long way away, they feel that George Street isn't 
interested, they feel that their decisions and priorities are often overlooked," Mr Borbidge said. 
"And that's what we need to address and I think a government that puts the right mechanisms in 
place can do that." Mr Morato said the abundance of natural resources would make Gondwanaland 
one of the world's strongest economies. 
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'Time to 
Think in 
Terms of 

Regions', by 
Frank 

Stilwell, 
Professor of 
Economics 

and Political 
Science at the 
University of 

Sydney 

The tension between the powers of the national and State governments is deeply embedded in Australian history. 
The formal powers of the central government are the more constitutionally constrained, but its economic 
dominance, based on having the lion's share of tax revenues, enables it to have ever greater influence in practice. 
This extension of powers has sometimes been accommodated by a cooperative response from the States, but 
commonly has been resisted as an intrusion into their rights and responsibilities.  Federalism certainly has some 
strong advantages. Writing about the United States more than 150 years ago, Alexis de Tocqueville observed 
that "the federal system was created with the intention of combining the different advantages which result from 
the magnitude and the littleness of nations''.  That sentiment also has resonance in the Australian case, if only 
because the nation was formed by amalgamating formerly separate colonies. At the time, some thought and 
hoped that federation would be a transitional phase between colonialism and mature nationhood.  But that 
transition has been only partial. An important turning point was World War II, when financing military 
expenditure required the centralisation of  income tax powers formerly exercised by the State governments.  
This created the vertical fiscal imbalance that persists to this day, the Federal Government having most of the 
revenue-raising capacity and the States having the major spending responsibilities. This is an ongoing tension in 
the system.  On the other hand, horizontal fiscal balance has been a striking feature of Australian federalism. 
The States have enjoyed roughly equal capacity to finance their expenditures because the vertical fiscal 
imbalance has facilitated substantial interstate redistributions.  Australia's international reputation as a relatively 
successful federation rests largely on the economic institutions it developed for this purpose.  The 
Commonwealth Grants Commission has been one of the major success stories.  It can claim much of the credit 
for the lack of major economic inequalities between the States.  Historically, it has managed a process of 
redistribution that has assisted the less prosperous States. NSW and Victoria continue to contribute more in taxes 
to the Federal Government than they get back in expenditures, while Queensland, South Australia and Tasmania 
are net beneficiaries. On a per capita basis, the Northern Territory and the Australian Capital Territory are even 
bigger beneficiaries from the redistributions.  The systematic management of fiscal transfers in the public sphere 
tends to shift interstate competition more into the sphere of rivalry to attract private capital investment. All too 
commonly, this takes the form of beggar-thy-neighbour competition for mobile capital investment. 
 
A curious mixture of neo-liberal ideology and corporate managerialism now prevails. Freedom of competition in 
the market is the dominant rhetoric but deals between State government and individual corporate enterprises on 
a case-by-case basis are the dominant practice.  Persistent regional imbalance prevails. Historically, federalism 
has tended to lock in the existing patterns of geographical development. The location of the State governments 
in the major metropolitan areas is both a symbol of this and a cause of its intensification.  Meanwhile, regional 
inequalities continue to widen, becoming a matter of intense political concern.  So, notwithstanding some 
important innovations in federal-State financial management, reform is needed. Perhaps it is time to replace the 
three-tiered system with a two-tiered system of government.  Under such arrangements, metropolitan 
governments would co-exist with other regional governments for the non-metropolitan areas. The existing State 
governments would disappear. Such proposals are not to be confused with local government amalgamations 
which leave the three-tier system fundamentally unchanged. 
 
It is interesting to note that a new system of regional government was a declared aim of the Australian Labor 
Party for a substantial part of the 20th century. One far-sighted scheme of 1930 proposed the subdivision of 
Australia into 31 provinces. A more recent proposal for 44 regions has been put by former federal Labor 
minister Chris Hurford, who has become a leading advocate for regional government.  How to move to a two-
tiered system is contentious. Some see it happening incrementally, through the creation of new States for the 
Riverina, New England and Northern Queensland in the first instance, for example.  A more direct change 
would require comprehensive rewriting of the Constitution and would need a strong groundswell of popular 
sentiment to support it, as did federation a century ago.  The case for regional government rests primarily on the 
proposition that this is the appropriate scale for attending to diverse regional problems. In principle, local 
governments are closest to the interests of the people, but they are generally too small, too limited in their range 
of functions and too limited in their resources to be effective instruments of regional policy. Meanwhile, the 
existing State governments have become part of the problem of regional imbalance, compounding the other 
powerful forces of centralisation.  A huge country-continent like this must necessarily have a federal system. 
The key questions are: "how should powers be divided between central government and the regions?'' and "how 
many regions should there be?'' On both counts the federal arrangements established at the time of federation 
have served the nation reasonably well in the long transition from its colonial past.  But the current federal 
system has effectively "locked in'' the existing broad contours of Australia's urban and regional structure. It has 
become a significant constraint on our collective capacity to deal with the simultaneous pressures of 
globalisation and regional imbalance.  The current political economic conditions require a central government 
with effective capacity to limit beggar-thy-neighbour competition. It needs a free hand in dealing with foreign 
affairs, the regulation of international trade and capital flows.  But under that umbrella of national 
administration, regional governments need relative autonomy in developing industry and infrastructure policies 
to strengthen their economies. It is not a case of "one size fits all''.  
 
The ultimate test of federal arrangements is not their constitutional neatness but their capacity to satisfy our 
simultaneous needs for unity and diversity, security and challenge.  The centenary of federation is a good 
moment to celebrate the achievements of  federalism and consider new arrangements for regional government 
that will be more in tune with the changing political economic conditions today. 
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The 
Australian 
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p. 24 

'The not-quite 
state', by 

David Nason 

Just 34 years ago, New England came within a whisker of achieving independence from Sydney. 
As David Nason reports, the New State cause still resonates in Australia's country music capital 
FOR the past 30 years now Max Ellis hasn't had the time or the inclination to think of anything 
else in January except the annual Tamworth Country Music Festival.  
 
Ellis, 64, is something of a legend up Tamworth way. Back in 1965 he was part of the team at 
local radio station 2TM that hit upon the idea of pushing country and western music to win back 
the listeners who had left in droves when TV came to the bush.  As history shows, it was a gamble 
that paid off. 2TM's Hoedown program attracted a huge audience in regional areas across eastern 
Australia. From this humble beginning the Tamworth Country Music Festival and the Ellis-
inspired Golden Guitar Awards were born. In the process, once maligned hillbilly curiosities such 
as Slim Dusty were transformed into national legends.  
 
This year's festival is Tamworth's 29th and because it's been dubbed the Festival of Federation, 
Ellis has been thinking back to the 1960s when a career in bush politics beckoned. "I actually left 
2TM for a couple of years to help my father on the 1967 referendum campaign," Ellis recalled this 
week.  "I was a very politically active person in those days. I guess it was something that ran in the 
family."  Ellis's father Ulrich was a political journalist in the late 1920s before joining Country 
Party leader Earle Page as private secretary. He later became an ardent New Stater and, from 
Tamworth and Armidale, campaigned for the New England area of NSW to become Australia's 
seventh state. 
 
By the 1960s this New State Movement had become so strong that NSW Liberal Opposition leader 
Robert Askin was forced to promise a referendum on the issue in the lead-up to the 1965 state 
election. 
 
The concerns of Ellis and the other New Staters have a familiar ring today - the failure of the 
Sydney-dominated NSW government to provide an equitable share of services and public works to 
the bush and its centralist determination to make Sydney the focus for future state development 
while leaving regional areas such as New England to fend for themselves.  These were the same 
issues that had inspired New State agitation led from Tamworth in the 1920s by the legendary 
newspaper editor Vern Thompson. On the pages of the Tamworth Observer - he later renamed it 
The Tamworth Daily Leader to more grandly reflect its separatist political agenda - Thompson had 
thundered relentlessly about Sydney politicians treating people in the bush as second-rate citizens.  
"When people think of Tamworth they think only of country music, but the reality is that people 
here have been politically active for more than a century now," says local Independent state MP 
Tony Windsor.  "They've always been prepared to get off their arse and create a bit of change and 
they've never copped being taken for granted. They've always been a bit ahead of the game."  
 
In 1967, Askin kept his promise and 350,000 residents of New England voted on the issue of a 
new state. But Askin was shrewd enough to realise that if voting was confined to those who lived 
inside the boundaries envisaged by the New Staters, a yes vote would most likely prevail.  So 
Askin changed the boundaries. Where the New Staters had drawn a boundary that met the NSW 
coast just north of Port Stephens, Askin extended it south to take in Newcastle and the Hunter 
Valley coalfields.  The final result was yes, 168,103 votes compared to 198,812 for the no case, a 
majority of just 30,709. The vote in Newcastle (72 per cent opposed) and the Hunter (68 per cent 
opposed) was decisive.  The vote also averted a constitutional crisis. While sections 121-124 of the 
constitution allows state and federal governments to approve the formation of new states from 
within existing states, it remains legally unclear whether such new states require a majority vote of 
an entire state population or simply a majority of people living within the proposed new state 
boundaries. 
 
After the referendum, support for the New State Movement subsided. At the 1969 NSW election 
four New Staters stood as candidates, among them Garry Nehl, the current National Party member 
for Cowper in federal parliament. Their support fell to less than 20 per cent.  So Max Ellis returned 
to his old job at radio 2TM and began the long haul to make Tamworth Australia's country music 
capital. "I've always thought the parallel between the New State Movement and the country music 
festival is a very powerful self-belief in people up here that they can run their own affairs and 
make a significant contribution to the national scene," Ellis says. 
 
But Windsor thinks the New State Movement could be seriously revived if governments continue 
to ignore the bush. "I was asked a couple of years ago to help resurrect it but I took the view that it 
would be pointless without a costing of the benefits," he says. "What I'd really like to see is a 
detailed objective assessment of the dollars." 
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'Fresh states of 
play', letter by 
A.J. Brown of 

the Key 
Centre for 

Ethics, Law, 
Justice & 

Governance, 
Griffith 

University, 
Nathan, QLD

THE 1967 NSW referendum for the new state of New England was a milestone in Australian 
political history, if all too easily forgotten ("The not-quite state", Focus, 27-28/1).  It is thus no 
surprise that the historical and legal positions on efforts to create new states are not as complicated 
as David Nason's article suggests. 
 
The inclusion of Newcastle in the proposed New England state was not engineered by the then 
premier Robert Askin to assist the narrow referendum defeat.  The boundary resulted from the 
1932 Nicholas Royal Commission established at the behest of the new state campaigners 
themselves, after adverse findings from the 1924 Cohen Royal Commission.  The result shows the 
complexity of any process for expanding membership of the Australian federation from within, 
even without short-term politics.  Also, legally, it is clear that Sections 121-124 of the Constitution 
place no requirement on a state government to hold any referendum before creating a new state - 
either in the area, or across the whole state.  State parliamentary approval would be enough.  A 
referendum is only required by the Constitution before any attempt by the commonwealth 
parliament to alter state boundaries.  In that case the state's approval is also needed anyway. 
 
The 1967 referendum was to settle the political desire for self-government, not a legal 
requirement.  With regionalism a permanent fixture on our political horizon, these lessons on what 
was attempted in our first century of nationhood are only going to become more important, not 
less.  The issue of the best way for our federation to reflect and represent Australia's regions is 
unlikely to go away. 

Townsville 
Bulletin 

10 Apr 2001 
p. 4 

'The 
Centenary of 
Federation: In 
this week in 
1901, North 

Queenslanders 
were talking 

about', by 
Mary Vernon

Anyone who wishes to preserve his reason should carefully dodge correspondence of the above 
character; it is worse in its effects than absinthe." A MAN named Harry St Onge of the Jump Up, 
60 miles from Richmond, shot a man named Richard McMahon with a revolver. The bullet went 
clean through McMahon's chest and he was dangerously wounded. THE Merinda Meatworks 
began operations with the first cattle to be treated being a mob from Inkerman Station. THERE 
was a meeting of the Northern Australia League, somewhat surprisingly held in Melbourne. This 
was a body whose object was the construction of the transcontinental railway to run between 
Melbourne and Port Darwin, bringing London "to within 23 days of Melbourne". At the meeting 
also approval was expressed of a proposal to form the Northern Territory and a portion of Western 
Australia into a new state. 

Adelaide 
Advertiser 

13 Apr 2001 
p. 5 

'Seventh state 
a close call' 
(no author 

stated) 

THE creation of a seventh Australian state - New England - was only headed off by manipulating 
boundaries for a referendum on the issue, secret documents reveal.  More than 80 years after the 
idea was first mooted, details of the plans to carve out another state were unveiled in Cabinet 
documents tabled in the New South Wales Parliament yesterday. The papers, stored in the State 
Records office for 30 years, detail the moves to create the new state in northern NSW.  The 
independence movement in the Tamworth-Armidale region began in the 1920s, and attracted 
growing community support.  By the late 1950s, the movement had become so strong the NSW 
opposition leader, Robin Askin, supported a referendum on the issue.  Mr Askin's Liberal-Country 
Party coalition was elected in 1965, and he moved to conduct a referendum. Rather than restrict 
the votes to the New England area, the referendum included residents in six surrounding regions, 
including Newcastle. 

Australian 
Associated 

Press 
4 Jun 2001 

23:12 

'Fed - parly 
briefs' 

CANBERRA, June 4 AAP - North Queensland should become a separate state because of shabby 
treatment by the Queensland government, federal parliament was told today.  Peter Lindsay (LP, 
Qld) said north Queensland's 500,000 people were concerned with the state Labor government's 
refusal to fund major projects in the area.  "North Queenslanders are so concerned with the way 
that the south east of the state is being looked after and the north is being forgotten that it may well 
be time to actively consider the possibility of a new state for north Queensland," Mr Lindsay said.  
He said the federal government was prepared to fund projects such as the access road to the 
Townsville port and a major wetlands tourism project but that the state Government had refused to 
chip in. 

Townsville 
Bulletin 

9 Jun 2001 
p. 8 

'Tirade keeps 
Katter busy' 

NO doubt about Bob Katter. When he lets fly, he lets fly. And the Member for Kennedy has 
certainly sunk the slipper into the capital of North Queensland and the likely capital of the new 
State he wants up here - Townsville. ... 

Townsville 
Bulletin 

9 Jun 2001 
p. 8 

'New state': 
Letter by Jim 
Delaney of 
Home Hill 

PETER Lindsay has said a new state should be formed in North Queensland because we are being 
starved of funds by the Beattie Labor Government. Surely at his time of life, he must have realised 
that all former Queensland governments of all political persuasions have short changed the North. 
Why did we set up the North Queensland Self Government League during Sir Joh's premiership? 
Peter has the right mettle to help set up a new state in the North. If he can rally more politicians to 
the cause, it will be a big help. Go one step further by getting Townsville and Thuringowa behind 
it, and there should be nothing between us and a referendum. 
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'Something 
rotten in states 
of the nation', 

by Tim 
Hughes, a 
journalist 
based in 

northern NSW

SO New Zealand might one day merge with Australia? At least New Zealand cabinet minister 
Steve Maharey's suggestion last month of a possible union shows someone has been looking at the 
big picture.  It may be our celebration of the federation of Australian states, but lacking on this 
side of the Tasman has been any real debate about the relevance of the states themselves.  There 
has been some lip-service: earlier this year the Victorian and NSW governments announced a joint 
proposal to merge the border centres of Albury-Wodonga into a "national city" with integrated 
health, education and administrative services as one way of overcoming the discrepancies residents 
face on anything from dog permits and driver's licences to school rules and medical registrations.  
As a media event, it made for good copy about the possible demise of intra-community state 
rivalry. Badly lacking, though, was any commentary analysing why the very idiocies that such a 
plan seeks to overcome still exist.  For all its acknowledgment of the confusion still encountered 
by border dwellers, the concept is a feeble attempt to address very real boundary issues that were 
supposed to have vanished with federation 100 years ago.  
 
While Henry Parkes's famous 1889 federation oration at Tenterfield rallied the public largely on a 
fear of national defencelessness, it was not without reason that he chose to deliver his speech only 
a stone's throw from a colonial border. City dwellers were initially ambivalent about federation, 
but their regional counterparts – especially those living near the borders – embraced the idea and 
its abolition of the colonial duties they felt were depriving them of economic growth. 
 
A century on, what have we learned?  Streamlining two lots of red tape at Albury-Wodonga may 
be all very well, but is the concept really about minimising anomalies at the middle tier of 
government, or merely vesting responsibility to another – either a new federal jurisdiction, or an 
enlarged local council with expanded powers? And it's not as if Albury-Wodonga is alone here – 
what about Coolangatta-Tweed Heads, or even the small NSW/Queensland border town of 
Mungindi? 
 
AS state governments of all persuasions encourage – indeed, coerce – local council amalgamations 
to create larger regional entities, the question must be asked if the answer wouldn't be to do away 
with the states altogether and have a county-style or district/borough system – such as in Britain – 
instead. (It's not a new idea; in fact, it has long been a policy of the Democrats, but few others 
seem brave enough to run it up the flagpole.) 
 
A curious twist to the Albury-Wodonga proposal is the appointment of former MP Ian Sinclair as 
head of the working party, given that for much of his 35 years as federal member for the northern 
NSW seat of New England his constituents campaigned for a state of their own. Formally 
proposed in NSW state parliament in 1922, the New England new state movement reached its 
zenith in 1967 when then NSW premier Robert Askin held a referendum on the issue. Despite the 
unwelcome inclusion of Newcastle into the proposed state, a majority of voters were still reported 
to be in favour of cessation. However, the proposal was narrowly defeated, allegedly because 
bureaucrats, in the week before the referendum, claimed Hunter Valley dairy farmers would be 
excluded from the Sydney milk zone.  Discontent in the area continues: regional NSW constitutes 
90 per cent of the state's land area and is home to 30 per cent of the population but gets only 18 per 
cent of new non-road capital funding and only one of 32 government ministries and agencies is 
based there. Not surprisingly, independents hold two northern seats.  Elsewhere, far north 
Queenslanders have been agitating for self-government since 1852 when it was proposed by John 
Dunmore Lang. While in Western Australia – reluctant even in 1900 to federate for the very 
reasons echoed today – the Labor Government's wish to reduce the number of non-city seats will 
surely drive an even larger wedge between the metropolitan south-west and the state's vast asset-
and income-rich interior.  Instead of the singularly specific Bob Carr/Steve Bracks proposal, the 
federal parliament – which under chapter six of the Constitution has the power to create, amend or 
subdivide states – could adopt a rare opportunity to glimpse a bigger picture and debate the 
nation's future legislative landscape.  Proper constitutional reform must not just look at a republic 
and a bill of rights, but reassess current government framework in totality.  A true celebration of 
federalism deserves a more ambitious vision. 

Sydney 
Morning 
Herald 

11 Aug 2001 
p. 2 

'Independent 
Rise Imperils 
Stability: PM',
by Michelle 

Grattan 

The electoral analyst Mr Antony Green, in a paper to be presented to a conference of independents 
today, said the political mood in rural and regional Australia was more volatile than at any time 
since the Country Party was created  after World War 1.  "Not since the rise of the new States 
movements in the Great Depression have  voters in rural and regional Australia shown a greater 
willingness to change their voting habits.  "For the first time in decades it appears that electoral 
volatility is greater in non-metropolitan areas than in the country's major capitals''. 
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Financial 

Review 
11 Aug 2001 

p. 3 

'PM: 
Independents 

Threat To 
Economy', 
by Tony 
Walker 

The ABC's election analyst, Mr Antony Green, describes the mood in the bush as "more volatile 
than at any time since the creation of the Country Party in the immediate aftermath of World War 
I''.  "Not since the rise of the New States movements in the Great Depression have  voters in rural 
and regional Australia shown a greater willingness to change their voting habits,'' Mr Green said. 

Courier-Mail 
17 Aug 2001 

p. 15 

'New look at 
the states 

we're in', by 
A.J. Brown, a 
Fellow of the 

Key Centre for 
Ethics, Law, 

Justice & 
Governance, 

Griffith 
University 

THE party may not be quite over yet, but is there more to Federation than a year-long celebration? 
Many Queenslanders must be asking this question after eight months of pomp and ceremony. Not 
that it isn't good to celebrate. After all, it's been a hectic century, and we've gone from horse and 
cart to space travel, from frontier outpost to multicultural society, from regular world wars to 
relative peace - all with the same system of government.  But is it safe to rest on our laurels? Are 
we sure our government is tuned for optimum performance? As last night's Insight debate (SBS) 
showed, there are plenty of practical reasons for ensuring our government system doesn't stand 
still.  It may not have been obvious, but Premier Peter Beattie, federal Regional Services Minister 
Senator Ian Macdonald, ACT Chief Minister Gary Humphries and Democrat Senator Meg Lees 
also revealed a new blend of thinking about the future of government.  The idea of abolishing the 
states, and replacing them with regional governments, used to be feared as a communist plot. 
Fortunately, we can still be sure there is not going to be any overnight radical change. But all 
political parties have spent much of the century thinking about ways the federal structure might be 
improved in this way.  World wars and the Cold War have generally brought this thinking to a 
halt. Now everyone seems to agree that building stronger, more responsive government at the 
regional level is more important than ever. But how is it to be done? Many local governments are 
busy trying to do it themselves, without much state or federal support. Labor and the National 
Party traditionally have had very strong policies for constitutional reform - as late as the 1960s, the 
Country Party campaigned for the creation of no fewer than four new states in Queensland and 
New South Wales.  In recent times, both have been quieter. Yet strong ideas are still coming from 
the Democrats - whose regional government model could almost be a blend of the past Country 
Party and Labor plans - as well as many Liberals.  Some Liberal plans for bypassing the states and 
funding the regions direct are similar to the 1970s programs of the ALP Whitlam government. 
Others, such as former federal minister Ian Macphee and current member for Herbert Peter 
Lindsay, have supported complete abolition of the states in favour of a two-tiered system of 
government.  Getting real about the regions is a critical challenge for politicians. But it could also 
have important outcomes in everyday life.  Many Australians think it might hold the key to 
government that is not just leaner and more efficient, but more responsive. Ideally, that could 
mean better service for a lower price, whether fewer tax dollars out of everyone's pockets or extra 
programs targeted to the regions where people live.  With the world continuing to change, there's 
never been a better time to think about where we're going after the party.  
 
Federation: have your say! How do you see the future of democracy in Australia? The Key Centre 
for Ethics, Law, Justice and Governance is launching a study of how Australians see the future of 
Federation, the regions and democracy.  Find out more by going to our website 
www.couriermail.com.au(or: the Key Centre website www.gu.edu.au/centre/kceljag), where you 
can follow the Federation links to register for our brief survey, or by continuing to read The 
Courier-Mail.  Australian Regionalism: Federation to future is a project of Griffith University, 
Local Government Association Queensland and The Courier-Mail. 
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'Federation 
and the future', 
by A.J. Brown

ONE hundred years is a very short period in the history of many countries, and nothing in 
geological time. But in Australia's case, celebrating the first centenary of federation, it's been our 
entire history as a nation so far. So how has our system of government fared, and where now are 
we going? In an age of globalisation, with the size of government shrinking, the importance of 
making it more effective has only increased. The age of big nation states, of reliance on centralised 
national planning of social services and economic initiative is over. Around the world, societies 
are looking to the regional level as the key playing field for organising our political and economic 
lives, for constructing new solutions, for holding themselves together.  
 
What about our constitutional structure - the federation of states that make up our nation? Has it 
helped or hindered? Where and when has it helped? Where and when has it hindered? And what 
are we going to do about it? Australians have a rich history of debate to draw on, about the right 
structure for delivering the benefits and services of government across our country. It's particularly 
rich in Queensland. When we voted for federation, it was just one major step in a long road of 
developing the right overall system for Australia. There was guaranteed to be plenty of change 
along the way.  
 
Many federation leaders, such as NSW premier Henry Parkes, saw uniting the states as necessary 
to build a nation, but also saw that nation as something which would reinvent itself, adding 
"immeasurably" to its own importance. After a century of consolidation, that remains the challenge 
for the next 100 years of Federation. On one hand, as historian Geoffrey Blainey shows, there 
could be eight or nine new states across Australia, and even a state for every major region. On the 
other hand, Brisbane Lord Mayor Jim Soorley believes it would be better to have no states, and 
instead have 30 or 40 regional provinces, all dealing direct with Canberra.  
 
The challenge is made sharper by the fact that no one - no government, no political party - claims 
to yet have the formula right. For example, in a country where distance matters, Australia's local 
government system remains one of the most underpowered of any comparable system in the world. 
 
For every problem, there is a range of solutions.  Over the past 20 years, much overlap in 
government has been removed simply through efficiency gains and better co-operation. However, 
the fact there are still unanswered questions about where we are heading shows there might also 
still be some structural issues to confront.  But what do we mean when we talk about our regions? 
Is "regional Australia" really just the same as talking about "the bush"? That is the way most 
parliamentarians and public figures speak, yet the answer is no - we have rural regions; we have 
provincial cities; we have suburban and urban regions as well.  What's the secret for a national 
system which really understands and serves the full diversity of Australia's regions - as well as 
their sustainable development needs? We pride ourselves on our commitment to decentralisation 
but, in fact, our system of government is highly centralised, and getting more so.  Australians 
themselves have to find answers to these questions, before political leaders and public agencies 
can be expected to find the solutions.  
 
Only by actively debating the future of our system of government will we have a chance of 
ensuring our system is lean, mean and up to date. Say what you think about the future, by filling 
out today's survey, right, or on the web all this week at www.couriermail.com.au It's your 
government. If you don't have your say, who will? A.J. Brown is a Fellow, Key Centre for Ethics, 
Law, Justice and Governance, Griffith University Federation: what does the future hold? Have 
your say! Welcome to the pilot study by the Key Centre for Ethics, Law, Justice & Governance, 
Griffith University, on Australian attitudes to the future of federation, the regions and democracy. 
This is part of the research project Australian Regionalism: From Federation to Future, celebrating 
past political debate and exploring future directions for our system of government.  
 
You can complete this survey on-line: go to www.couriermail.com.au, follow the Federation links 
and simply click the buttons. Or: fill out the survey below, and mail (with or without stamp) to: 
Federation Survey, Griffith University, Reply Paid 61015, Nathan QLD 4111 by 30 September 
2001.  There is no prize for multiple entries - so please, complete only one survey per person.    
About the survey and your information The survey is part of Australian Regionalism: From 
Federation to Future, a research project of the Key Centre for Ethics, Law, Justice & Governance, 
Griffith University, Brisbane, supported by The Courier-Mail and the Local Government 
Association of Queensland. Your response, including any personal information, will be 
confidential and only used for this research. No individuals will be identifiable from the results. 
All respondents providing contact details will be notified of results once analysis is complete. If 
you would like more information, please contact A.J. Brown, Key Centre for Ethics, Law, Justice 
& Governance on (07) 3875 3569 or e-mail A.J.Brown@mailbox.gu.edu.au. 2001 Key Centre for 
Ethics, Law, Justice & Governance, Griffith University. 
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'Time to 
redraw the 
lines on the 

map', by 
Geoffrey 
Blainey, a 

commentator 
and historian, 
and chairman 

of the National 
Council for 

the Centenary 
of Federation 

(His latest 
book is A 

Short History 
of the World)

 
This article is 

an edited 
extract of 

yesterday's 
Griffith 

University 
lecture, "Why 
every region 
of Australia 
should be its 
own state". 

THE purpose of a federal system is that matters of national concern or shared concern can be handled 
by the federal government, and distinctive regional interests can each be handled by state 
governments.  In a huge continent like Australia, the argument for a federal system is doubly 
powerful.  But if Australians are concerned that their Constitution of 1901 might belong to the era of 
the Model-T Ford or even the horse and jinker, and need a new engine, they should look to the nature 
and area of their states. The Commonwealth is a creation of the politicians and people of the late 
1890s, but the states and their borders are even older. 
 
The present map of Australia was largely inked in way back in 1859. The last big change was the 
separation of Queensland from New South Wales. The boundaries of the six states were drawn up 
when little Victoria - and its goldfields - held nearly half of the white population of Australia. At 
least half of the continent had not yet been explored by Europeans. The explorers Burke and Wills 
had not mounted a camel, and Uluru had not been seen by a white man.  In 1859, it was still believed 
that where now is semi-desert there might be a vast freshwater lake or a plain of green pastures. Perth 
held no more people than a major NSW ski resort will hold this Saturday. Queensland itself, when 
severed from NSW, held an uncounted number of Aborigines and fewer than 24,000 white people.  
 
No one in 1859 knew which were likely to be the most sensible boundaries for the Australian 
colonies. No one could then predict which parts of the continent would in the next century attract the 
most people. No one in Australia, let alone British rulers in faraway London, held an accurate 
knowledge of Australia's mineral and agricultural resources, ports, water supplies and climate, and 
likely means of communication even for the near future. 
 
The states are just as important as the Commonwealth to a flourishing federal system. But the present 
allocations of states and boundaries ignore the federal principle. For example, why should 
Queensland not be divided into two states? North Queensland has much stronger claims than the 
Northern Territory to be a separate state. It has a much larger population. It has a far stronger 
economy. If it is not already, north Queensland will soon be far ahead of Tasmania in every statistical 
measure - wealth, average income, total population and rate of economic growth.  
 
Tropical Australia, whether Cairns or the Gulf Country or Arnhem Land or the Kimberleys, has 
distinctive interests. Tropical Australia differs in climate, terrain and economic interests from the 
southern states. It has a higher proportion of Aborigines living in or near traditional homelands. Its 
systems of land tenure are far apart from those of Victoria and Tasmania. Its geography is different, 
because much of its coast is close to Papua New Guinea and Indonesia.  In essence, the differences 
between tropical Australia and the rest of the nation are sharper than the differences between Victoria 
and NSW. Yet Australia's south has long governed the north. Half of this continent lies in the tropics 
or near-tropics; but not one state is governed from this tropical zone. Of the eight states and 
territories in the nation, only one has its capital city within the northern 40 per cent of the country.  
 
THE arguments for more self government, and for more tropical states, are self-evident. The 
opportunity for regions to legislate in their own interests is perhaps the single most potent argument 
for at least two fully fledged states in tropical Australia.  A century ago, it was never envisaged 
Queensland's boundaries would remain unaltered. In the 1890s, the clamour for a new state in north 
Queensland was so powerful, and so optimistic, it was widely believed its creation would be one of 
the first legislative steps of the new Commonwealth. That was one reason north Queenslanders voted 
so strongly for federation and, last month, celebrated the centenary of that vote in such a patriotic 
way. The United States, which pioneered the democratic federal system in the modern world, always 
believed regional self-government was vital. Even when it held only 4 million people, it was divided 
into twice as many states as Australia possesses today.  
 
Since 1859, when Australia reached its maximum six states, the United States has created at least 20 
new states, while Canada has also created a wide cluster, including Manitoba and Alberta. Persuasive 
arguments will be enlisted against the formation of new states. Probably the most popular is that 
Australia already has too many politicians. This will carry appeal at a time when parliaments are not 
as high in public esteem as in some decades past.  But pause and think. If, during the federation 
crusade of the 1890s, most Australians accepted this same argument, they would have voted against 
the creation of Australia itself. Moreover in 1901, Australia, in relation to population, had even more 
politicians than it has today.  
 
It is not for me to decide whether any region like north Queensland should eventually form its own 
state. It is a matter for its own leaders, its own people, to decide. And skilled politicians will argue, 
for the moment: "Let's use the pocket knife and not the axe. Let's tackle state problems when they 
arise."  But if this is a sensible approach, north Queensland is likely to once again nourish a major 
separation movement some time in the next 10 years. Once the Northern Territory becomes a state, 
many Queenslanders will again argue seriously the question: should we try to secede? I think, during 
this century, it will probably happen. 
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'Blainey backs 
call for state in 

north', by 
Craig Spann 

HISTORIAN Professor Geoffrey Blainey has re-ignited debate over the creation of a separate state in 
north Queensland.  Speaking at a Centenary of Federation public lecture yesterday, Professor Blainey said 
north Queensland had more right to push for statehood than the Northern Territory.  He said that 
compared to the Northern Territory, north Queensland had a larger population, a stronger economy and a 
culture that was not best served by Brisbane-based government.  "In my view, the case for the new state in 
north Queensland is infinitely stronger than the case for a new state in the Northern Territory," Professor 
Blainey said.  "For 10 or 15 years now I have been saying that when the Northern Territory becomes a 
state, which presumably should happen in the next five or seven years, the new state movement in north 
Queensland will become more powerful."  
 
Professor Blainey, the National Council of the Centenary of Federation chairman, said that for too long, 
the northern regions of Australia had not been given the power to govern in their best interest.  "It could 
well be argued that for the time being Brisbane is near enough," he said. "But by European standards, 
Brisbane is an enormous distance from a lot of the areas it governs."  Professor Blainey's comments have 
drawn support from Townsville Mayor Tony Mooney who said north Queensland would be better served 
by the creation of a new state.  Although Cr Mooney admitted the push for separate statehood had died 
down in recent years, many believed it was the answer to better government.  "This may not happen in my 
political lifetime, or even my lifetime, but there are a lot of people in the north of the state who think this 
is the way to go," Cr Mooney said.  
 
Cairns Mayor Kevin Byrne was unavailable for comment.  Former Cairns Mayor Tom Pyne, a long-time 
opponent to the proposal, said that the creation of a new state would be a costly venture with few benefits 
for the community.  Mr Pyne said the new state would lead to a duplication of resources that were already 
in place for the people of the north.  "I think with the way our de-centralised government is now, we are 
served pretty well," Mr Pyne said.  Premier Peter Beattie yesterday re-affirmed his opposition to the 
creation of a separate state within Queensland.  "I'm not going to pit Queenslander against Queenslander," 
Mr Beattie said. 
 
Professor Blainey was speaking at a lecture hosted by Griffith University's Australian Key Centre for 
Ethics, Law, Justice and Governance.  The centre is currently conducting a pilot study to find out what 
Queenslanders think about the future of Federation, their regions and democracy.  All Queenslanders are 
encouraged to take part in a survey on the issue now available on The Courier-Mail's website, 
www.thecouriermail.com.au. 

Herbert River 
Express 

6 Sep 2001 
p. 1 

'Moves for 
NQ state' 

A REFERENDUM to decide whether North Queensland becomes a separate state could be held at the 
next local government elections under a plan put forward recently.  The debate over forming a new state 
north of Sarina was re-ignited by historian Professor Geoffrey Blainey during a speech on Federation in 
Brisbane on Monday.  Professor Blainey said North Queensland had more right to push for statehood than 
the Northern Territory.  He said that compared to the Northern Territory, North Queensland had a larger 
population, a stronger economy and a culture that was not best served by Brisbane-based government.  "In 
my view, the case for the new state in North Queensland is infinitely stronger than the case for a new state 
in the Northern Territory," Professor Blainey said.  "For 10 or 15 years now I have been saying that when 
the Northern Territory becomes a state, which presumably should happen in the next five or seven years, 
the new state movement in North Queensland will become more powerful." 
 
Federal member for Kennedy Bob Katter put forward the referendum plan saying a new state had a lot of 
supporters.  "For too long North Queensland has been treated with absolute contempt," Mr Katter said.  "I 
can't think of anywhere else in the world where half a million people are governed from 2000km away."  
Mr Katter said North Queensland subsidised Brisbane and accused the Brisbane government of wanting to 
close down northern industry.  "They want to turn us into a great big giant zoo for their pleasure," he said.
 
Premier Peter Beattie said a separate state would cut Queensland's bargaining power with southern 
capitals and smaller states would not be able to break the influence of the Melbourne-Sydney-Canberra 
axis.  "I don't support it now but maybe in 100 years it might be worthwhile," Mr Beattie said.  State 
member for Hinchinbrook Marc Rowell said the answer to North Queensland's neglect lay in better 
government not a new state.  "The concept has a lot of merit but we are in difficult times and it would be 
hard to pull off," Mr Rowell said.  "A new state would mean another set of bureaucrats.  "The pressure for 
a new state is driven by the lack of recognition North Queensland gets from the government in Brisbane.  
"North Queensland is export driven and earning a lot of income but we aren't getting our fair share of the 
cake.  "A referendum is fine-it will be interesting to see the result.  "I don't take any great joy in travelling 
down to Brisbane but I think the answer is in the scope for further enhancement within the present 
system."  
 
Speaking at Griffith University's Australian Key Centre for Ethics, Law, Justice and Governance, 
Professor Blainey, the National Council of the Centenary of Federation chairman, said that for too long, 
the northern regions of Australia had not been given the power to govern in their best interest.  "It could 
well be argued that for the time being Brisbane is near enough," he said. "But by European standards, 
Brisbane is an enormous distance from a lot of the areas it governs." 
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'Drawing line 
at new state': 
Letter by Bill 
Thompson of 
Mundingburra

I REFER to the call for a separate state in north Queensland (C-M, Sept 4). The proposition is 
absurd.  The colonial administrators were masters at divide and rule. It might just be conceded that 
when no modern means of communications existed, there was some logic for the colonies to exist 
within their arbitrarily drawn borders. However, despite the lessons of Federation and the invention 
of phones, faxes and devices such as e-mail, the multitude of local political entities remains.  For 
example, the situation in Queensland, with 130 local governments, is preposterous. There are, in 
addition, almost 30 Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander community councils, all but two of them in 
north Queensland. Is this duplication of effort and an absence of economies of scale? The 
parochialism of big fish in tiny ponds syndrome bedevils government at the lowest level. In too 
many instances those petty politicians and legions of minor administrators would not cut the 
mustard in state or federal spheres.  Compounding this, local governments are seldom subject to the 
scrutiny of the major media that seem nearly always to glean stories elsewhere.  Those who agitate 
for a new state need to ensure that the lower level of government is subjected to searching review. In 
particular, they must question the continuance of local government in Queensland under its present 
legal arrangements and administrative boundaries. Regional government, anyone? 

Herbert River 
Express 

8 Sep 2001 
p. 5 

'Lancini backs 
NQ state push'

NORTH Queensland could be a viable state but not under the present system, according to 
Hinchinbrook Shire Deputy Mayor Andrew Lancini.  Professor Jeffrey Blainey re-ignited the North 
Queensland state debate earlier this week when he told a Federation lecture North Queensland was 
more viable than the Northern Territory as a separate state.  Cr Lancini said any new state should 
have each North Queensland local government area as an electorate with each mayor doubling as 
state member.  "Having a separate state is a good idea but not under the present system of having 
two separate tiers of government," he said.  "Each local government area should be an electorate and 
their mayors the state members.  "It would give more direct representation and there would be a lot 
of cost savings." 
 
Cr Lancini said North Queenslanders were tired of being controlled by a government in the south.  
"At the moment, people are deterred from even taking up their arguments because it means a long 
trip south to Brisbane," he said.  "A new state would mean legislation that reflects northern attitudes 
and our way of life.  "But unless we can put in a new system, there would be a lot of wastage."  Cr 
Lancini rejected Premier Peter Beattie's concerns a new state would weaken Queensland's attempts 
to break the power of Sydney, Melbourne and Canberra's control over legislation. 
 
Mr Beattie said earlier this week a North Queensland state "would be worth considering in 100 years 
time".  "North Queensland as a state would still be heard because it would have equal status as the 
other states," Cr Lancini said.  "At the moment Sydney and Melbourne, and now Brisbane, think 
they are Australia but they are not.  "Every government in Brisbane since (former premier Sir Joh 
Bjelke-Petersen) has forgotten about the rest of the state." 
 
Cr Lancini said present state electorates in North Queensland were too big to work.  "It is ridiculous 
that the Hinchinbrook electorate stretches from Innisfail to the north to Black River in the south," he 
said.  "No one can properly represent an area like that."  
 
Queensland University historian Dr Kay Saunders said the push for a North Queensland state had 
existed since before Federation.  "Sir Samuel Griffiths got an act through parliament for central 
Queensland and northern Queensland states," she said.  "North Queensland was bought off to vote 
yes by pro-Federations forces from further south.  "There have been constant cries for (a separate 
state) but they are not as strong now as in the 1890s."  Dr Saunders said the Australian Constitution 
allowed for new states but none had ever been formed.  She described member for Kennedy Bob 
Katter's plan to hold a referendum at the next North Queensland council elections as "a nonsense".  
"You cannot hold a vote in only North Queensland to decide to form a new state," she said.  "To 
create a new state you need to have a referendum with a majority of voters and a majority in a 
majority of states.  "I don't think the rest of Australia cares whether North Queensland becomes 
another state.  "I don't think it is going to happen." 
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'Sellheim's 
capital idea', 
by Melissa 
Ketchell 

NORTH Queenslanders seeking their own state will write to the Federal Government urging a 
change in the constitution to make it easier for new states to be formed.  The North Queensland Self-
Government League wants a referendum included in the next federal election.  President Laurie 
Fabrellas blamed the apathy of north Queenslanders for not forcing a separate state sooner but he 
said its development was inevitable.  "Eventually people will realise they have been short-changed," 
he said.  The new state would be bounded by the 22nd parallel south of Sarina to the Gulf of 
Carpentaria.  Mr Fabrellas believes the tiny outback town of Sellheim near Charters Towers would 
make an ideal state capital because of its central location.  "People in western areas wouldn't have 
too far to drive and it would stop any rivalry among Mackay, Townsville and Cairns," he said.  At 
the turn of the century, Sellheim, in the Dalrymple Shire, housed a meatworks, several churches and 
pubs. Today it comprises a scattering of properties and a service station. 
 
Burdekin Duck Roadhouse owners Maria and John Scamakas, who live in Sellheim, were 
enthusiastic about the idea.  "That would bring a lot of people to the area and create a lot of work," 
Mrs Scamakas said.  Charters Towers Mayor Brian Beveridge also was in favour of a separate north 
Queensland state. "Until we control our own destiny we won't get justice," he said.  Townsville 
would be the most realistic choice of capital, he said.  But Federal member for Herbert Peter 
Lindsay said he would never support a model that resulted in more elected members. 
 
Historian Geoffrey Blainey prompted a renewal in the separate state debate when he said north 
Queensland had more right to push for statehood than the Northern Territory.  He told a Griffith 
University conference that the northern regions of Australia had been denied the power to govern in 
their best interest for too long.  Premier Peter Beattie opposed the idea. "I'm not going to pit 
Queenslander against Queenslander," he said. 

Cairns Post 
19 Sep 2001 

p. 10 

'Statehood talk 
old hat', by 
Alec Martin 

THE North Queensland Self-Government League, supported by historian Geoffrey Blainey, wants 
the Australian Federal Government to change the constitution to make it easier for new states to be 
formed.  And, of course, they are pushing for a North Queensland state which, Professor Blainey 
says, has more right to campaign for a statehood than the Northern Territory.  The league believes 
that a new state should be bounded by the 22nd parallel south of Sarina to the Gulf of Carpentaria. 
However, Queensland Premier Peter Beattie has totally opposed the idea and Federal Member for 
Herbert Peter Lindsay said he would never support such a move.  It's not a new idea, nor is it the 
first time there have been moves to separate North Queensland from the rest of the state. 
 
In fact, less than 25 years before Queensland became a colony in its own right in 1859 and right up 
until three years before Queensland joined the other colonies to become a State in the 
Commonwealth of Australia, there were moves by certain organisations to make North and Far 
North Queensland an independent colony.  (In 1993 and 1998, Passages of Time briefly reported 
these moves for the right for self rule for the northerners).  But, now a new generation of readers of 
this series is interested in the latest self-rule attitude which has arisen. 
 
It was a complex issue back in the days before even Cairns was founded, in 1876, and it must be 
even more complex today, considering what such a formation of a new northern state would mean.  
In my opinion, today it would be a momumental task from a political, economic and overall 
administration point of view. However, in the early 1800s such a northern colony move would have 
been easier to plan and even successfully achieved.  For instance, about 14 years before the Colony 
of Queensland was established - after breaking away from New South Wales on December 10, 1859 
- there were a number of movements in the north and the then almost isolated and empty Far North, 
to make the tropical zone a colony.  
 
One of the most ardent supporters of this idea was a man of the cloth who was adamant that the new 
pioneers of the far reaches of the eastern seaboard should be allowed to govern themselves.  He was 
the Presbyterian parson the Reverend Dr Dunmore Lang and Member of the NSW Legislative 
Assembly, a man who fought hard and long against the convict system in Australia and fully 
supported free settlement.  (The full story of Dr Lang's campaigns was published in an earlier 
edition of Passages of Time).  However, it was he who told the Colony of NSW the vast lands of the 
then occupied regions of Australia should be broken up into five zones.  He maintained those zones 
or provinces should be Phillip Island (based on Port Phillip), New South Wales, based on Sydney 
and going no further than the 30th parallel (south of Grafton), Cooksland, based on Brisbane and 
extending to the Tropic of Capricorn and two more called Capricornia and Carpentaria.  
 
According to old records and research by later historians, Dr Lang was trying to tell the then NSW 
Government that not only should Queensland become a colony in its own right, but also that there 
should be two other independent colonies incorporating north and also Far North Queensland.  
Unfortunately, for Dr Dunmore - and perhaps the early pioneers of what was then called the 
"tropical wilds of the north" - the new colony was not called Cooksland and his idea of the two other 
colonies were never considered when Queensland was given self-government status.  The new 
colony of Queensland initially covered 1,435,000sq km, but in 1862 it was extended to 1,728,000sq 
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km.  In 1859 it was estimated the population of the new and vast Colony of Queensland was less 
than 30,000. The Aboriginal population was not known, but would not have been included in the 
statistics. 
 
The white population was somewhat scattered around a few settlements in the south of the new 
colony, with the major centres being in the southeast corner, dominated by Brisbane, which was 
proclaimed a municipality in September, 1859, Ipswich, Warwick and the so-called twin towns of 
Drayton and Toowoomba.  Granted, new town settlements were springing up north of Brisbane at 
Maryborough, Gladstone and Rockhampton and squatters were claiming millions of hectares of land 
in and around these areas, eventually running more than half a million sheep, about 500,000 cattle 
and almost 25,000 horses. But, only a few daring pioneers ventured further north into the real tropics 
when the first Queensland Government took office, under the British-born barrister George 
Wyndham Herbert, and Sir George Ferguson Bowen became the colony's first Governor.  
 
Robert Herbert may have been premier from 1859 until February, 1866, but during the following 22 
years the political arena in the southeastern corner of the colony was something of a musical chairs 
farce, with the premiership changing hands 13 times.  During the same period wealthy squatters and 
new, small land-owners and settlers were at loggerheads and more adventurous land seekers who 
trudged in to the tropical region were not too happy with the Brisbane-based governments. 
 
While the Queensland Government was enticing immigrants from the south, offering them special 
land grants as bait, the settlers in the north and Far Northern areas thought they were being ignored.  
In fact, by 1870 - six years before Cairns was founded - more than 53,000 immigrants had arrived in 
southern Queensland and given cheap land.  
 
After the big gold strikes in the north and Far North at such places as the Palmer and Hodgkinson 
Rivers, Croydon and Charters Towers - which greatly strengthened the overall economy of the 
colony - many people in the new townships which were springing up began looking at the powers-
to-be in Brisbane to start giving some of their time and services.  In 1881, the census showed the 
north's population was almost 28,000, far more than that of Western Australia and many believed 
they had as much right of gaining their independence.  The northerners by the early 1880s had a 
thriving mining industry, a rapidly growing sugar industry, highly profitable pastoral lands and 
money-making cattle runs. Yet, there were many who were angry, because although the tropical 
regions were providing an economic base for the entire colony, the power-brokers in the south were 
not giving sufficient aid and services to the north - only promises.  
 
By 1884, the "civil war" was reaching a climax, but ironically the Cairns district openly voiced it 
opposition to the idea, stating that it was not a good time to break away from Brisbane.  Many 
cynics in other parts of North Queensland believed that Cairns backed away from the separation 
movement because the government had "dangled a very ripe prize" by agreeing to build the Cairns 
to Herberton railway line which was partly completed in 1891 when it reached Kuranda.  
 
Premier Sir Samuel Walter Griffith was blamed for not giving the north the administration and 
service it required.  By the late 1800s, Australia was in the throes of Federation talks, but the 
separationists were still calling for an independent northern state.  They believed that because the 
colonies were about to form the Commonwealth of Australia, it was an ideal time to introduce a new 
colony /state.  But, it was now too late. Federation, as agreed to by the colonies, overshadowed 
everything else. 
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The West 
Australian 

24 Nov 2001 
p. 72 

(from ABIX 
Abstracts) 

'MPs seek new 
state' 

Two Queensland Members of Parliament (MPs) believe North Queensland should secede from the 
south. Residents of the north are angry about the continual erosion of services, with the latest being 
the replacement of local news bulletins from regional television stations in Cairns and Townsville 
with news from Brisbane. They say the people in the south, up to 2000km away, have no concept of 
what life is like in the far north. National Party of Australia MP, De-Anne Kelly, says Bowen should 
be the capital of the north and Bob Katter, National Party-turned-Independent MP, should be 
premier. Katter, who says the north will never flourish unless it controls its own finances, says a 
referendum should be held on the secession, but Queensland Premier, Peter Beattie, says north 
Queensland would be ignored by the Federal Government if it seceded. 

Cairns Post 
27 Nov 2001 

p. 9 

'New state 
means more 
bureaucrats, 
politicians': 

Letters 

FEDERAL National Party member for Dawson De-Anne Kelly must still be in her post-re-election 
delirium to suggest we should form a North Queensland state.  This has been mooted for as long as I 
can remember (and that goes back a long way). While I am open-minded about this concept, I 
shudder with trepidation that we create another bureaucracy and get more politicians.  The question 
begs: would we be viable, and wouldn't we "bite" off more than we could chew? I believe this idea 
of statehood for the north will remain a pie in the sky for the foreseeable future. 
Mrs Karola Schmidlin, Varley St, Yorkeys Knob.  
 
Referendum I SECOND the call for a referendum on secession of North Queensland from the over-
funded, over-represented, under-achieving south of the state.  There are a lot of secessionists out 
here, Bob (Katter), so please don't tease us. Do the job right, start the ball rolling, step by step, so we 
can finally cut the apron strings with that big mother, Brisbane.  I would even vote for you to be the 
president of our new republic of North Queensland with its capital of Mount Isa. But first things 
first.  
Ken Scott, Vico St, Gordonvale.  
 
WA move, too? THE idea of separating the north from Brisbane is not new. The topic was first 
raised around 150 years ago.  In the last two decades of the last century there were suggestions to do 
so - supported by historian Professor Geoffrey Blainey. Now De-Anne Kelly and ex-National Party 
member turned independent Bob Katter are seriously floating the idea of separation, and it should be 
given consideration.  I would not be surprised if Western Australia contemplated joining.  It would 
take time to achieve it. Time will tell.  
B. Szabo, PO Box 626, Smithfield. 

Ayr Advocate 
28 Nov 2001 

p. 2 

'Time for the 
next step in 
NQ State 

push' 

A RENEWED push for a North Queensland State has prompted a challenge to politicians to take the 
debate beyond rhetoric.  Foundation president of the North Queensland Self-Government League, 
Laurie Fabrellas, says the push to secede has been on for more than 130 years.  But he says only a 
referendum will bring about results.  Mr Fabrellas has reacted to calls from Member for Dawson De-
Anne Kelly and Member for Kennedy, Bob Katter, in the wake of the demise of Channel 10's local 
news segment.  He says Premier Peter Beattie will not allow the North to break away from the rest 
of Queensland because it does not suit the Premier's political agenda.  And while he is grateful to 
Mrs Kelly and Mr Katter for resurrecting the issue, he says nothing will happen without alterations 
to the federal Constitution, or a referendum backed by the State Government.  "If a referendum was 
held and the vote was 'no', I'd forget all about it," he said.  "But time and time again it has been 
shown North Queenslanders want their own state, but they only have themselves to blame for this 
not happening.  "They are to blame for their apathy."  Mr Fabrellas has suggested the new state 
capital be located at Charters Towers. 

Border Mail 
4 Dec 2001 

'Corowa 
debate misses 
key issues': 
Letter by 
Michael 
Gorey of 

Porepunkah 

I'D like to thank The Border Mail for its excellent coverage of the Corowa republican convention.   
The news reports confirm that the final outcome was dictated by a self-appointed elite comprising 
politicians, judges, lawyers and academics.  I'm astonished we're having this debate less than three 
years after the people decided against a republic in a referendum.  I honestly can't see much change 
out of a billion dollars once we hold a parliamentary review, stage a plebiscite and referendum, and 
then change all the symbols necessary to enact a koala republic.  The framing of the proposed 
plebiscite question reflects the pre-determined outcome our ruling elite would like to see.  A better 
question, in my view, would be: "Do you support spending more than $1 billion to replace the 
Governor-General with a president?"  I support constitutional review, but the focus of the current 
discussion is far too narrow.  I believe there is more support in the community for creating new 
States (or regional government) than there is for a republic.  I'm happy with the status quo regarding 
the Crown and would prefer to see constructive debate on restructuring our federation. 
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Townsville 
Bulletin 

26 Dec 2001 
p. 3 

'Issue flagged 
again Separate 

state gets 
backing of 
Mayor', by 

Tony Raggatt

MAYOR Tony Mooney is stoking the flames of revolution lit more than a century ago in North 
Queensland.  The self-confessed advocate for North Queensland statehood has raised the original 
separation flag at city hall, now flying proudly beside the national flag and, perhaps in-
appropriately, the Queensland flag.  "I firmly believe that a new state with a new regional form of 
government for North Queensland would be a benefit for people living in this part of Australia," Cr 
Mooney said.  "We should break the shackles of Brisbane and Canberra." 
 
But while northern federal politicians including Bob Katter, De-Anne Kelly and Peter Lindsay have 
backed the push for North Queensland statehood, the State Member for Townsville and a leading 
light of the Beattie Government, Mike Reynolds, would not commit himself.  "Those who are 
wanting to put the case need to be able to persuade politicians and community members that there is 
something to support, otherwise it's purely rhetoric," Mr Reynolds said.  "If we are fair dinkum, let's 
put a case up for people to examine."  Mr Reynolds said he had not been seriously lobbied by any 
resident, business or representative for a North Queensland state during his three and a half years in 
State Parliament.  "I think North Queenslanders believe they are very well served by the Queensland 
Government," he said.  "If the Mayor or any of his compatriots are serious about a North 
Queensland state, I believe they need to prove not only to North Queenslanders but Queenslanders 
that the idea has merit.  "A referendum is required where all Queenslanders need to decide the 
issue."  Mr Reynolds said there were more pressing issues, suggesting there were many more 
complaints from Townsville people about the size of their rates bills than about statehood.  
 
However Cr Mooney said he had been a long time supporter of a new state and was encouraged by 
the way in which the Northern Territory had moved to statehood.  "One of the things they have been 
able to do is quarantine their prosperity and wealth," he said.   Cr Mooney said he was sure there 
would be continuing debate and hoped the media would take up the issue to prompt more interest.   
Indeed, the debate has been ongoing with the flag raised at city hall designed in around 1887.  The 
owner of the flag, Townsville historian Kett Kennedy, had the flag made after researching its design. 
It features the Union Jack in the upper canton with the crown in the field of the Queensland flag 
replaced by an eight-pointed star.  Dr Kennedy said the flag was designed at the peak of the 
separation movement in North Queensland.  "It was not decrying any loyalty to the British Empire; 
it was being distinctive from the southern colonies," he said.  In a letter to Dr Kennedy, 
vexillographer John Vaughan, president of the Australian National Flag Association, said he 
believed the eight-pointed star had two functions.  It represented the compass rose with its main 
point pointing due north to North Queensland, while the star could also be interpreted as the sun in 
splendour, alluding to the strength and power of the sun, Mr Vaughan wrote. 

Townsville 
Bulletin 

1 Jan 2002 
p. 8 

'Mind taken 
back': Letter 

by 
Ron Aitken 
of Wulguru 

THE report "Issue flagged again" and photos (TB, December 26) took my mind back to 20 years 
ago.  On Saturday morning, September 19, 1981, our previous illustrious mayor, Mike Reynolds, 
raised the official North Queensland flag in the mall.  At that time he thought regional autonomy 
was a good idea. Now (in George Street government), he is not so sure and suggests we need to 
persuade politicians and the like. Experience shows us that is like talking to a block of wood.  But 
back to the flag issue. What Ket Kennedy had manufactured was a copy of the proposed Separation 
Flag from last century.  On display right now in the Townsville Museum in Sturt Street is our 
official North Queensland flag, proclaimed 20 years ago.  It was designed by the late Reg Naughton, 
who won the first prize of $500 in the North Queensland Self Government League competition.  If 
my memory treats me right, the then Bulletin editor, Elliot Hannay, was one of the judges.  The flag 
was supposed to be flown every day until hell froze over. The driving force for a North Queensland 
state in those years was the late Frank Rossiter. There was talk of a referendum, but Sir Joh Bjelke-
Petersen reneged.  The writer stood for parliament in 1984, on the "new state for North Queensland" 
platform. It was at a time when the Bjelke-Petersen government in George Street was running amok 
over Queensland law and order.  I agree with our Mayor's expressed hope that the media would take 
up the issue to promote more interest.  Thanks Tony for standing up to be counted at long last, you 
really have made my Christmas. But don't go to sleep again. 

Townsville 
Bulletin 

15 Feb 2002 
p. 8 

'A sure vote 
winner': Letter 

by Tom 
Venables of 
Allingham 

I AM surprised the push for a new state in North Queensland was not an issue at the last election. It 
would have been a vote winner. It doesn't take much to work out that Queensland north of 
Rockhampton, with its resources, would be much better off paddling its own canoe. It's time for us 
to come out from under the control of southern interests. 
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Newcastle 
Herald 

27 Feb 2002 
p. 7 

'City Urged to 
Secede to 
Succeed', 
by Scott 
Tucker 

NEWCASTLE would secede from NSW and become part of a new State called New  England under 
a plan being pushed by a former Tax Office public servant.  Ian Johnston, of Hornsby, is behind the 
New States Movement, which aims to redesign the boundaries of Australia to try to provide a better 
redistribution of political and economic power.  Mr Johnston is adamant about the veracity of his 
plan, which includes a proposed new currency called the `Newro'.  'Only 70cents in each dollar 
raised within the New England area ever makes it back to the region in government spending,' Mr 
Johnston said.  'Each public serv-ant administrating a part of the proposed new State yet located in 
the metropolitan area actually coststhe region 3.4 jobsin total flow-on employment.  'Macquarie St 
pollies find an endless troopof metropolitan white elephants to  squander public dollars on,yet 
important local infrastructure suchas the Murrurunditunnel are decades overdue.' 
 
Mr Johnston's web site explains that the desire of New Englanders to govern their own affairs has 
existed almost since the beginnings of white settlement.  'As well as local benefits, the 
Commonwealth as a whole would benefit from the creation of alternative centres of power to the 
over dominant Sydney-Melbourne economic axis,' Mr Johnston said.  Newcastle would become a 
major commercial city with a new US-style capital city called Newbury, built on a site between 
Tamworth and Armidale. www.newstates.net 

The 
Australian 

18 Apr 2002 
p. 9 

'Give the 
Senate back to 
all the people',
by Ray Evans,

president of 
the HR 

Nicholls 
Society in 

Melbourne, a 
labour reform 
lobby group 

The constitutional fathers envisaged the creation of new states as Australia developed, along 
American lines. Now that the Senate is under scrutiny, it is time to reconsider the creation of new 
states, something which has always been opposed by existing state governments. North Queensland 
is the obvious and perennial candidate for statehood.  The Northern Territory was once going to be 
called "Albert", after Queen Victoria's consort. At some point it will become a state, although its 
present population is insufficient to sustain the costs of statehood. Presumably when that happens it 
will be called, simply, North Australia. The Riverina, but extended to include most of the present 
ACT, would be a viable state, which would solve the problem of the ACT exercising inordinate 
power in a small Senate. Four new states would provide 12 or 16 extra senators, making the Senate 
larger than it was in 1949. 

Townsville 
Bulletin 

23 May 2002 
p. 4 

'Sharing the 
bedclothes', by 
Mary Vernon

ON THIS DAY IN ... 1982 North Queenslanders were talking about ...  THE prospect of a new state 
for North Queensland. The mayor, Alderman Mike Reynolds, raised the subject in his address to the 
Townsville Chamber of Commerce luncheon. The Townsville Bulletin said that the separation cause 
is by no means new, but when a person of such eminence as the Mayor of Townsville raises the 
prospect at a civic gathering of such importance as a Townsville Chamber of Commerce luncheon, it 
gains additional significance. The North Queensland separation movement is 100 years old. A 
separation league was formed in Townsville in 1882. By 1886 a petition bearing 10,006 signatures 
had been forwarded to the Queen. For the past century the new state movement has blown hot and 
cold. It has suffered mainly from a lack of leaders with the degree of public standing necessary to 
marshall overwhelming community support. Another stumbling block has been the refusal of 
governments, despite election promises by politicians from time to time, to take the essential 
preliminary political steps, including referendums. "Certainly," said Alderman Reynolds at the 
luncheon, "if our figures are right and there are no further setbacks in our economy and progress, we 
shall have a better chance and a greater justification for the fulfilment of the new state dream." 

Australian 
Associated 

Press 
26 Jun 2002 

'Nationals 
debate new 

North 
Queensland 

state for 
Australia', 

by Paul 
Osborne 

BRISBANE, June 26 AAP - Australia could have a new state of North Queensland if National Party 
members have their way.  Delegates to the party's Queensland conference, starting on July 4, will 
debate declaring a separate state of North Queensland.  The move was proposed by the party's 
Aspley electorate council, based in Brisbane's northern suburbs. 
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Cairns Post 
27 Jun 2002 

p. 7 

'Nats talk up 
statehood', by 

Marie Low 

NORTH Queensland should be a state all on its own, a group of National Party members tucked 
away in the southeast corner of Queensland says.  Next month's state conference of the Queensland 
Nationals will debate whether Townsville and Cairns should be cast adrift from the rest of the state.  
Members of the National Party's Aspley electorate council have moved that the conference should 
consider "the creation of a separate state in North Queensland".  The National Party would not 
reveal contact numbers for the electorate council in Brisbane's north, but party state president Terry 
Bolger said he was not too sure why the issue had re-emerged.  "I think its ironic an electorate 
council in Brisbane brought it on," he said, admitting he did not know why those members were 
keen to see a new state.  "The National Party has debated it a couple of times. The idea has been 
around for a long time.  "The debate has been we just don't have enough people to warrant two states 
and two parliament systems in Queensland." 
 
Federal Liberal Member for Leichhardt Warren Entsch said there would be "no benefits whatsoever" 
in creating a new state in North Queensland.  Instead, Mr Entsch quipped, Australia should be 
considering combining everything north of Rockhampton as the state of North Australia.  "If we 
really want to be serious about it in the 21st century, the best way to do it is to abolish all our states," 
he said.  
 
"Think of the billions we would save. We should expand the roles and possibly the sizes of local 
authorities and have a national education and transport system."  Cairns Mayor Kevin Byrne echoed 
Mr Entsch's call for fewer levels of government.  "My personal view is what these sorts of issues do 
is demonstrate regional Australia is feeling extremely frustrated and wants a bigger say," he said.  Cr 
Byrne said he had no aspirations to become the Premier of North Queensland, saying: "this sort of 
thing" was not likely to happen in his lifetime.  Other northern identities, including independent 
Member for Kennedy Bob Katter, have said North Queenslanders would fare better if they were not 
ruled by a parliament which sat 2000km away.  The issue will be debated at the Queensland 
Nationals conference from July 4 to be held at Coolum on the Sunshine Coast, north of Brisbane. 

Cairns Post 
27 Jun 2002 

p. 8 

What's the 
point? 

THE hoary old chestnut of a separate northern Australian state has raised its ugly head again.  This 
time, the Queensland National Party conference on the Sunshine Coast next week will debate a 
motion by the Aspley electorate council to debate the issue.  The issue of a northern state is a 
perennial favourite, raised by various groups, organisations or individuals seeking publicity as 
people get fed up with the centralised decision-makers based in Brisbane or Canberra.  In reality, a 
northern state just is not feasible.  
 
Where would the boundaries be located? Should they be as far south as Mackay? Should Darwin be 
included and the entire Top End? The National Party has dusted off the old plan to spark some lively 
debate, mainly because the other conference agenda items are relatively boring and lack any vision 
or innovation.  But a northern state will never happen. For starters, the area does not have a 
population base to sustain such a level of bureaucracy and services, as well as yet another highly-
paid and costly parliament.  For example, there would have to be a new state police force and 
dozens of government departments to operate services such as hospitals and schools.  How can you 
justify such a multi-billion dollar level of government on a population base of about 500,000, the 
current combined total of North and Far North Queensland? Townsville and its local newspaper, the 
Townsville Bulletin, are of the opinion that the nation's future lies in northern Australia. 
 
Somehow, the North Queenslanders seem to forget the population is much larger and growing faster 
in the southeastern corner of the state and that's where a majority of government spending is being 
allocated and will continue to be so.  The Far North and North Queensland will never outgrow and 
outstrip the southeast, so Townsville and Co. should stop having visions of grandeur.  We have to 
live with what we have and make certain that government spending parallels the region's growth.  
That is why Cairns and Townsville should work together to demand both cities and the surrounding 
regions get a fair deal.  Already the mayors of both cities have joined forces to put pressure on the 
State Government to push through the move-on powers legislation so both councils can better 
handle public drunkenness problems afflicting both areas.  Mayors Kevin Byrne and Tony Mooney 
need to hold regular talks to push such issues of benefit to both cities.  Such combined pressure on 
Brisbane would be of far more benefit to the northern part of the state than setting up a costly new 
state. 

Australian 
Associated 

Press 
3 Jul 2002 

'Nats to gag 
coalition 

debate, by 
Paul Osborne

BRISBANE, July 3 AAP - The Queensland Nationals will gag debate on re-forming a coalition at 
this week's annual state conference.  About 500 National Party members from throughout the state 
will meet from tomorrow at the luxury Hyatt Regency Coolum on the Sunshine Coast. 
... 
The conference is expected to re-endorse the party's opposition to the full sale of Telstra.  It will also 
debate forming a new state of North Queensland, boosting the private health insurance rebate for 
under-30s, making voting voluntary and allowing overtaking drivers to exceed the speed limit by up 
to 20 kph.  The conference, which ends on Sunday, will hear from Deputy Prime Minister John 
Anderson, State Opposition leader Mike Horan and Trade Minister Mark Vaile. 
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Courier-Mail 
3 Jul 2002 

p. 15 

'The state of 
our union', by 
A.J. Brown, a 
Fellow at the 

Key Centre for 
Ethics Law 
Justice and 

Governance, 
Griffith 

University 

LAST year, as part of the Centenary of Federation celebrations, The Courier-Mail and Griffith 
University asked Queenslanders how they thought the Federation was performing. The results show 
a new chapter in our history might be unfolding.  The survey drew a great response. Altogether 1264 
people participated, including 704 Courier-Mail readers: 424 who cut a printed version of our survey 
out of the paper, and 280 who completed it on the Courier-Mail website. Also, NFO CM Research 
conducted a random telephone poll of Queenslanders statewide, and surveyed 259 local government 
leaders at the Local Government Association of Queensland annual conference. 
 
The good news is that most people seem proud of Australia's tradition of democracy, with 78 per 
cent of Queenslanders satisfied about the way democracy works in Australia. And most people (63 
per cent) expect it to look different in another 100 years.  But what do Australians want their 
changing federal system to look like? Nearly two-thirds of respondents favoured a two-tiered system 
of government for Australia, with regional governments replacing states and existing local 
authorities. Such a system was favoured by 63 per cent of those who sent in hard-copy responses 
and 59 per cent of online respondents.  If many people want to see regional governments, either 
replacing or within the present state, the big question is: What type of regions, and how would they 
work? How many would we have? Here readers started to point out new answers.  
 
Historically, people wanting new states have only wanted a few, whereas people wanting regional 
governments have advocated a vast number. Compared with other respondents, Courier-Mail 
readers started to put these ideas together: Almost half those wanting new states thought up to 20 or 
more states was the right number for Australia, while over half those wanting regions instead of 
states thought we could get away with about the same number. Perhaps there is common ground to 
be found. 
 
How do we further explore what structure might deliver a better deal for all Australians? First, we 
need more and better surveys, right across the country. Our existing political leaders - federal, state 
and local - have to be part of the discussion. Just like the negotiations that got six colonies to 
federate in 1901, there would have to be serious give and take between all those with vested 
interests in the present system.  
 
One interesting result from our pilot survey was that local government leaders, at least, are ready to 
do some new deals. Take the hot-potato issue of amalgamation, which involves collapsing smaller 
councils into bigger ones. Normally the local government community is opposed to having its life 
turned upside-down by amalgamation.  
 
BUT what about joining councils to form not just new, bigger councils, but new regional 
governments as partners in the federation? More than a third of local government leaders who said 
"definitely not" to amalgamation, and more than half those saying "probably not", changed their 
tune.  If it involved a truly national overhaul, they supported it - provided not just local government 
but state government was sent back to the drawing board.  The survey raised as many questions for 
the future as it answered. 
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Courier-Mail 
31 Aug 2002 

p. 28 

'Question time 
in the north', 

by Kett 
Kennedy, 
formerly 

professor of 
history at 

James Cook 
University, 
and now a 
partner in 
Theo-Mac 

Research in 
Townsville 

'Politics is just like show business, you have a hell of an opening, coast for a while and then have a 
hell of a close'..Ronald Reagan NEXT week, Queensland parliament, politicians' staffers, the 
Speaker's entourage, journalists, television crews and a host of hangers-on will muster in 
Townsville for an historic session.  
... 
Townsville Enterprise, local restaurateurs and hoteliers, even taxi drivers when asked, think it's a 
beaut idea. Hundreds of thousands of dollars will pour into the local economy - a parliamentary-
led recovery in difficult economic times, and Peter Costello gets 10 per cent GST on the action.  
But a futile and demeaning exercise? There is a great irony that the first sitting of a state 
parliament away from Parliament House should be held in Townsville which, historically, 
championed a separate state. 
 
As early as 1866, North Queenslanders agitated for a new colony. George St, it was argued, 
neglected the north, refused to provide government services, collected land taxes, customs and 
excise duties, and condemned the engagement of Pacific Islander indentured labour to keep 
pastoral and agricultural properties going while the white workforce, greedily seeking a new El 
Dorado, rushed the goldfields.  By the 1880s, a new state was on the cards, reflected in election 
results and petitions.  Premier Samuel Griffith, later an architect of the Australian Constitution and 
first Chief Justice of the High Court, sabotaged the push by convincing the Colonial Office that it 
was a matter for George St, not Whitehall in London.  British authorities acquiesced to Griffith's 
wishes - in reality they were preoccupied with troubles elsewhere in the empire, especially in 
South Africa, Khartoum, and with some prescience, at the Khyber Pass to Afghanistan. Pro-
separationists in the north lifted their rum swizzles with the toast "DSG" - Damn Sam Griffith. 
 
The Queensland National Bank crash in the 1890s put paid to the separationists' abuse of southern 
Queenslanders, but not to their ardour. They changed tack.  As there was to be a new 
Commonwealth of Australia they believed there was more chance of rolling George St by insisting 
on the insertion of the New State's chapter in the Australian Constitution.  Again Griffith 
outsmarted them. Section 124, through the words "but only with the consent of the Parliament 
thereof" raised the high-jump bar another notch and for the next half century the new state 
movement in the north languished.  It was revived briefly in the 1960s and a local clique even 
organised a competition to design a north Queensland flag.  What they didn't know was that one 
already existed. It was the Queensland flag with the crown of St Edward in the centre of a light-
blue Maltese cross, removed for the gold star of Sirius. A facsimile of this design was raised by the 
Mayor of Townsville, Tony Mooney, outside his administration building on Christmas Eve last 
year.  Mooney is an unashamed new state advocate, believing that the north has the infrastructure, 
wealth and population as the basis for self-government. He alludes to the Federation referendum 
when the north voted more than 80 per cent "Yes" and the Moreton region a mere 35 per cent in 
favour.  "Brisbanites nearly wrecked Federation. If it hadn't been for the north, our nation would 
have been in chaos politically and divided geographically," has become Mooney's creed.  But he is 
a realist, appreciating the historical difficulties entailed in the issue. Cynics suggest he has used it 
as a whip on the Goss and Beattie governments for increased funding for Townsville projects.  In 
Labor circles, it is well known that he has no love of George St traditions nor Labor Party power-
brokers following the Mundingburra by-election and Shepherdson Inquiry. 

Townsville 
Bulletin 

6 Nov 2002 
p. 9 

'Nats ditch 
statehood bid 

Party says 
stand-alone 

North 
logistical 

nightmare', by 
Roberta 

Mancuso 

Party says stand-alone North logistical nightmare THE Queensland National Party has ditched 
plans to push for a separate North Queensland state.  The proposal was one of several contentious 
resolutions considered at the party's central council meeting in Mackay on the weekend as part of 
its policy formulation for the next State election.  Campaign and policy manager Andrew Bibb 
said the proposal was defeated by delegates who said the logistics were too enormous to carry out.  
"There would have to be a separate tax rate or tax structure which would flow on from having a 
new state and the requirement in terms of having a capital city and setting up the infrastructure, 
particularly in North Queensland, would heap the responsibility on the taxpayers," Mr Bibb said.  
However a proposal by frontbencher Lawrence Springborg to extend the Queensland border south 
to take in many northern New South Wales towns won the support of Queensland Premier Peter 
Beattie provided there was a groundswell of support demonstrated through a referendum in both 
states. 
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Ayr Advocate 
6 Sep 2002 

p. 4 

'NQ state 'still 
possible'' 

AN ADVOCATE for a separate North Queensland state has labelled the Townsville sitting of state 
parliament as little more than 'a publicity stunt.'  The criticism, from Ayr local Laurie Fabrellas, 
sits alongside recent comments from southern media describing the northern visit as a 'circus'.  
While Premier Peter Beattie said the sitting would help unite the state, Mr Fabrellas responded 
with renewed calls for a referendum for a separate state.  The sitting, held at Townsville's 
entertainment centre earlier this week, only showed how easily the North would be able to run its 
own affairs if permitted, he said.  "Now it's been proved that you can run the separate state from 
the Entertainment centre," he said.  "If they said anything about it yesterday, a separate state could 
be up and running by next Monday.  "We've got all the people necessary to run a new state.  "But 
this is only a publicity stunt ... (the state government is) not going to change their views," he said.  
Mr Fabrellas said the North Queensland Self-Government League had been lobbying the last four 
Queensland premiers for a referendum to decide the issue.  He also said the move would involve 
setting a border just south of Sarina and allow the sugar industry to fully take its role as the 'heart 
of North Queensland', rather than 'a milking cow for the whole state'.  When questioned on the fact 
the industry was waiting on assistance from state and federal governments, he said the 
Commonwealth's obligation to provide federal funding to a possible new state would solve those 
problems.  "The federal government has to treat all states fairly," he said.  "If we would have had 
our own state of North Queensland, the sugar industry wouldn't be in this plight." 
 
In extending an invitation to North Queenslanders to attend the Townsville sitting, Mr Beattie said, 
as a former North Queenslander, he understood why there had been calls for a separate state in the 
past.  "This week is the best chance for all the State MPs to put that to rest and actually walk the 
walk of all the past's unity talk," he said.  "It will be a clear message to all that the North is well 
and truly part of the government's process.  "I'm confident the historic sitting will play a special 
role in further uniting the State." 

Australian 
Associated 

Press 
General 

News 
6 Nov 2002 

'Lawyer calls 
for national 

debate on state 
boundaries', 
by Janelle 

Miles 

BRISBANE, Nov 6, AAP – A push by several northern NSW towns to become banana benders 
has prompted a constitutional lawyer to call for a national debate over whether all state boundaries 
should be rewritten.  AJ Brown (AJ Brown), of Queensland's Griffith University, said calls similar 
to those by Tenterfield and Tweed Heads for widespread boundary changes were nothing new in 
Australia.  For example, interests in north Queensland have often suggested a desire to break-away 
from the rest of the Sunshine State.  And the New England region of NSW failed in a 1967 NSW 
referendum to become a separate state.  "The people of Tenterfield and the towns that have 
expressed a view on the Queensland boundary question are all towns that have previously been 
involved in the New England new state proposals over the years," Mr Brown said.  "They've got a 
very good sense that there might be better possibilities in just being their own state and they're not 
alone.  "There are other regions that think like that as well but no-one's ever really sat down and 
figured out an alternative blueprint for the whole nation that people could then look at and 
evaluate."  National Party frontbencher Lawrence Springborg, whose Stanthorpe-based electorate 
abuts NSW, reopened the debate last week suggesting the Queensland boundary should move 
south.  He said it was ridiculous that people who used Queensland schools, hospitals, roads and 
shops were considered Mexicans.  Mr Springborg's calls were backed by mayors in northern NSW 
towns.  Tenterfield Shire Mayor Lucy Sullivan said there was support for a change and she would 
ask her council to consider lobbying the NSW and Queensland governments.  Tweed Shire Mayor 
Warren Polglase said there was little doubt most residents of his shire, based around the towns of 
Murwillumbah and Tweed Heads, would want to become part of Queensland.  Mr Brown today 
called for a nationwide constitutional debate on state boundaries which would take in the 
possibility of increasing the number of Australian states from six to possibly dozens.  "It requires 
people to be thinking big in order to then encourage their politicians to think big," he said.  "The 
problem is really getting that public opinion to translate into making politicians ... think long-term 
rather than just thinking three years ahead to the next election.  "If it wasn't for long-term thinking 
and that sort of groundswell, then it's quite possible that Australia would never have even made it 
to federation in the first place if just left to colonial politicians.  "Big leaps forward have been 
made before."  Mr Brown said the debate should include whether Australia would be better served 
with a two-tiered system of government, where regional governments replaced the existing state 
and local government structures.  He said Australia, compared with other countries, was unusual in 
that its state boundaries had remained frozen for so long. 
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Australian 
Associated 

Press 
General 

News 
6 Nov 2002 

'North Qld 
separatists 

want border 
referendum 

too', by Jordan 
Baker and 

Janelle Miles

TOWNSVILLE, Nov 6, AAP - A push to turn northern New South Welshmen into Banana 
Benders has angered Queensland separatists and prompted a call for a debate over new state 
boundaries.  Queensland Premier Peter Beattie last week supported the National Party's suggestion 
to move the border south if NSW residents agreed in a referendum. 
 
Griffith University constitutional lawyer AJ Brown today called for a national debate on whether 
all state boundaries should be redrawn.   He said it was possible there would be pressure to rethink 
the geographic structure of federation.  "No-one's ever really sat down and figured out an 
alternative blueprint for the whole nation that people could then look at and evaluate," he said.  
But the push for a separate north Queensland state was set back at the weekend when a proposal to 
look at it was defeated at a state National Party conference. 
 
North Queensland Self-Government League president Laurie Fabrellas today renewed his call for 
a referendum on the issue.  "If they are talking about having a referendum about shifting the 
southern border, we should have a referendum too," he said.  The people of northern NSW might 
think they are far from Sydney, but even Sydney and Melbourne were closer to Brisbane than 
Cairns, Mr Fabrellas said.  "How would the people of Melbourne like to be governed by the Peter 
Beattie government of Queensland?" he said.  
 
The push for a separate state of north Queensland has been around since before federation, and 
claims of neglect by Brisbane have been an ongoing issue.  But Queensland National Party 
president Terry Bolger said the idea surfaced every two years and was always voted down.  North 
Queensland delegates realised they would not have as good a deal because a smaller population 
meant less money to spend, he said.  
 
Mr Beattie, from Atherton near Cairns, last year said north Queenslanders were better off as part 
of Queensland. 

Cairns Post 
7 Nov 2002 

p. 10 

'Scholar backs 
boundary call', 

by AAP, 
Brisbane 

A PUSH by serveral northern New south Wales towns to become banana benders has prompted a 
constitutional lawyer to call for a national debate over whether all stat boundatriers should be 
rewritten.  AJ Brown, of Queensland's Griffith University, said calls similar to those by Tenterfield 
and Tweed Heads for widespread boundary changes were nothing new in Australia.  For example, 
interests in North Queensland have often suggested a desire to break away from the rest of the 
Sunshine State.  And the New England region of NSW failed in a 1967 NSW referendum to 
become a separate state.  "The people of Tenterfield and the towns that have expressed a view on 
the Queensland boundary question are all towns that have previously been involved in the New 
England new state proposals over the years," Mr Brown said.  "They've got a very good sense that 
there might be better possibilities in just being their own state and they're not alone.  "There are 
other regions that think like that as well, but no one's ever really sat down and figured out an 
alternative blueprint for the whole nation that people could then look at and evaluate."  National 
Party frontbencher Lawrence Springborg, whose Stanthorpe-based electorate abuts NSW, 
reopened the debate last week suggesting the Queensland boundary should move south.  He said it 
was ridiculous that people who used Queensland schools, hospitals, roads and shops were 
considered Mexicans.  Mr Springborg's calls were backed by mayors in northern NSW towns.  
 
Tenterfield shire Mayor Lucy Sullivan said there was support for a change and she would ask her 
council to consider lobbying the NSW and Queensland governments.  Tweed shire Mayor Warren 
Polglase said there was little doubt most residents of his shire, based around the towns of 
Murwillumbah and Tweed Heads, would want to become part of Queensland.  Mr Brown 
yesterday called for a nationwide constitutional debate on state boundaries which would take in the 
possibility of increasing the number of Australian states from six to possibly dozens.  Mr Brown 
said the debate should include whether Australia would be better served with a two-tiered system 
of government, where regional governments replaced the existing state and local government 
structures.  He said Australia, compared with other countries, was unusual in that its state 
boundaries had remained frozen for so long. 
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Townsville 
Bulletin 

9 Nov 2002 
p. 14 

'Separatists 
angered by 

NSW border 
change call' 

A PUSH to turn northern New South Welshmen into Banana Benders has angered Queensland 
separatists and prompted a call for a debate over new State boundaries.  Queensland Premier Peter 
Beattie last week supported the National Party's suggestion to move the border south if NSW 
residents agreed in a referendum.  Griffith University constitutional lawyer AJ Brown yesterday 
called for a national debate on whether all State boundaries should be redrawn.  He said there 
would be pressure to rethink the geographic structure of federation.  "No one's ever really sat down 
and figured out an alternative blueprint for the whole nation that people could evaluate," he said.  
 
But the push for a separate North Queensland state was set back at the weekend when a proposal 
to consider it was defeated at a state National Party conference.  North Queensland Self-
Government League president Laurie Fabrellas yesterday renewed a call for a referendum on the 
issue.  "The people of northern NSW might think they are far from Sydney, but even Sydney and 
Melbourne are closer to Brisbane than Cairns," Mr Fabrellas said. "How would the people of 
Melbourne like to be governed by the Beattie Government of Queensland?" he said.  Queensland 
Nationals president Terry Bolger said the idea surfaced every two years and was always voted 
down. 

Courier-Mail 
1 Jan 2003 

p. 9 

'North bid to 
go west' 

AS premier, Joh Bjelke-Petersen refused a request from a group of north Queenslanders to create a 
separate state. The North Queensland Self Government League wanted a government committee to 
examine establishing a new state in North Queensland and refer the matter to a constitutional 
convention. In an oral submission to Cabinet in May 1972, the premier said the idea should not be 
approved. 

Home Hill 
Observer 

20 Feb 2003 
p. 1 

'NO 
DAYLIGHT! 
Change could 

cause new 
state', by Matt 

Quagliotto 

HOME Hill retailers have closed the curtains on renewed calls for daylight trading in the town.  
One long-time local retailer said the issue was strong enough to spark a push for a separate North 
Queensland state.  The comments followed a report from the North Queensland branch of 
Commerce Queensland which found 65 per cent of retailers in the region opposed a move to the 
system.  In stark contrast, the same survey found 64 per cent of businesses across the state and 80 
per cent of businesses based in Brisbane and the Gold Coast were in favour of introducing daylight 
saving measures.  Retailer Alf Musumeci said the issue could lead to arguments for a separate 
North Queensland state.  Mr Musumeci said he "hated every day" he had to operate his 
supermarket under the system when it was previously operating.  "It just started too early and 
finished too late," he said.  "I can remember being extremely tired more than normal."  Mr 
Musumeci said he expected people working on the land would also find it more difficult.  He also 
said it was something "to do a new State in North Queensland over". He said he appreciated 
Premier Peter Beattie's reluctance to introduce the system. 

Northern 
Miner 

(Townsville) 
9 May 2003 

p. 2 

'Call for 
statehood': 

Letter by Brad 
Booth of 
Cardwell 

I AM writing to you about the attitudes of many people I have been speaking to in North 
Queensland.  From the conversations I have had, not one person is very happy with their 
government being so far away in Brisbane.  I think it is about time a survey was conducted with 
the proposal of forming a new state and getting the opinions of the people of the northern areas.  
This survey will not, of course, be connected with any political party in any way. 
 
I would suggest the proposed new southern border start just south of Sarina and go directly west to 
the Queensland and Northern Territory border.  The actual area of the state will cover from that 
same proposed southern border to the tip of Cape York and in fact any area north which is under 
the control of the Queensland Government at this time.  
 
At no time would Queenslanders loose their identity because the word Queensland would be part 
of the name of the new formed state, prefixed by the letters N (north), TN (tropical north) or FN 
(far north).  This newly formed state will always remain part of the Commonwealth of Australia 
and I would totally oppose any other moves to the contrary.  We must remember that at all times 
we are not only Queenslanders but also Australians.  Most North Queenslanders realise that this 
proposed state in areas is at least the size of New South Wales and with a population in excess of 
Tasmania or the Northern Territory.  Any suggestions, opinions or views can be forwarded to the 
supplied address. 
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Herbert River 
Express 

10 May 2003 
p. 2 

'Call for 
northern state': 
Letter by Brad 

Booth of 
Cardwell 

I WRITE to you about the attitudes of many people I have been speaking to in North Queensland.  
From the conversations I have had, not one person is very happy with their government being so 
far away in Brisbane.  I think it is about time a survey was conducted with the proposal of forming 
a new state and getting the opinions of the people in the northern areas.  This survey will not, of 
course, be connected with any political party in any way. 
 
I would suggest the proposed new southern border start just south of Sarina and go directly west to 
the Queensland and Northern Territory border. And the actual area of the state will cover from that 
same proposed southern border to the tip of Cape York and in fact, any area north which is of 
course under the control of the Queensland government at this time. 
 
At no time would Queenslanders lose their identity because the word Queensland would be part of 
the name of the new formed state, prefixed by the letter N, TN or FN (N - North; TN - Tropical 
North; FN - Far North).  This newly formed state will of course always remain part of the 
Commonwealth of Australia and I would totally oppose any other moves to the contrary.  We must 
remember that at all times we are not only Queenslanders, but also Australians.  Most North 
Queenslanders realise that this proposed state in area is at least the size of New South Wales and 
with a population in excess of Tasmania or the Northern Territory.  Any suggestions, opinions or 
views can be forwarded to the supplied address. 

Ayr Advocate 
18 Jun 2003 

p. 4 

'Thanks for 
the feedback', 

by Shane 
Watson 

LAURIE Fabrellas has not given up on his push for a new state for North Queensland, challenging 
council to include a 'referendum' on the issue as part of the next local government elections. Laurie 
certainly is passionate about all this but wants to take the issue to the public to `settle it once and 
for all'. Laurie reckons a favourable referendum result could well be taken to the United Nations 
for a judgement on the `basic right' of self-determination ... even if Brisbane doesn't like it. Asked 
if Burdekin Council could take the lead in this, Mayor John Woods said Mr Fabrellas should make 
a written request to council which, if it agreed, would take the matter to the NQ Local Government 
Association. However, he also warned an NQ government could result in more bureacrats. 

Ayr Advocate 
11 Jul 2003 

p. 3 

''Put it to the 
people' 

Fabrellas may 
take a stand on 
NQ state', by 

Candice 
Holznagel 

NORTH Queensland state advocate Laurie Fabrellas said he would consider standing for Mayor if 
council did not recommend holding a referendum on the issue.  Mr Fabrellas put the referendum 
challenge to Burdekin Council last month.  However, council decided not to make any 
recommendation on the issue.  Mr Fabrellas said he would now consider standing against Mayor 
John Woods at the next election, despite nearing 80 years of age.  "It is the mayor's democratic 
right to vote no, but let the rest of the people have a say," Mr Fabrellas said.  "He has a dictatorial 
attitude and this attitude is all through local authorities."  Mr Fabrellas received a letter from 
council, outlining why a referendum couldn't be held at a local election.  "It's fair enough they can't 
afford it," he said. 
 
"But why can't they support it?" Burdekin Mayor John Woods said council couldn't take the 
decision to support a referendum.  "The State Government decides whether there will be a 
referendum election," Cr Woods said.  "We did decide not to recommend it, mainly because there 
is already too much government.  "To form a new state would form 12 new senators and we don't 
need more politicians."  Cr Woods said he personally would vote no in a North Queensland 
referendum.  The Cairns, Hinchinbrook, Cardwell, Charters Towers, Townsville and Thuringowa 
were some other shires approached, Mr Fabrellas said.  "We've had no reply but are hopeful," Mr 
Fabrellas said.  "Tony Mooney had replied though and he supports the referendum.  "He's calling 
on the State Government to hold it." 
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Townsville 
Bulletin 

15 Jul 2003 
p. 1 

Let's go it 
alone: 

Mooney backs 
separate state 
referendum', 

by Kylie 
Stockdale 

TOWNSVILLE Mayor Tony Mooney is backing calls for a referendum to be held to settle whether 
North Queensland should become a separate state.  A vocal supporter of a North Queensland state, 
Cr Mooney said yesterday he responded favourably to a written request from the North Queensland 
Self Government League for the Townsville City Council to support the referendum.  "I do believe 
in it," he said.  "I am passionate about northern Queensland and our interests up here."  He said he 
had written to Queensland Premier Peter Beattie to seek State Government backing for the poll and 
would approach Cairns Mayor Kevin Byrne for his council's support too.  He said he had received a 
written reply from Mr Beattie that said the staging of a referendum on the issue would be 
considered.  "I don't hold out much hope on that," Cr Mooney said.  
 
The North Queensland Self Government League has proposed a new state to cover the area of 
Queensland north of the 22 degree parallel, just south of Sarina.  In his letter to Townsville City 
Council and several other northern councils, league president Laurie Fabrellas said North 
Queenslanders should be given the democratic right to vote on the separate state issue.  "The issue 
of a new state of North Queensland first started in 1865 and has particularly gained momentum in 
the past 15 years," he said.  "It is only fair a referendum is held to accurately gauge public support in 
North Queensland for the notion." 
 
The league wants the referendum to be held in conjunction with the local government elections, due 
in March next year.  The poll would only be held in councils that fell within the league's proposed 
new state.  "I think the time has never been better for a separate North Queensland to start up," Mr 
Fabrellas said.  "We've got the infrastructure now and we've got competent people here to run our 
show."  Cr Mooney agreed, saying the concept was "more than viable".  "However, I know at this 
stage there is not strong community support for it," he said.  He said the referendum would show for 
certain whether or not the community was in favour of a separate state.  Mr Fabrellas said if the 
proposal did not stand up at the polls, the league would know to finally put the campaign to rest. 
 
A spokesman for Local Government and Planning Minister Nita Cunningham said a referendum on 
the separate state issue could only go ahead with State Government backing.  He said individual 
councils were not legally permitted to hold polls on State issues. 

Townsville 
Bulletin 

16 Jul 2003 
p. 2 

'Some support 
for new state', 

by Roberta 
Mancuso 

PROMINENT North Queenslanders yesterday reacted with cautious approval for a referendum on a 
separate state, while others refused to back the proposal.  The well-worn issue came to the boil again 
this week when Townsville Mayor Tony Mooney backed the North Queensland Self Government 
League's call for a referendum on the issue.  But others yesterday took a more cautious approach to 
the issue.  Cairns Mayor Kevin Byrne said he wanted to sit down and consider the pros and cons of a 
separate North Queensland state before supporting any referendum.  "But as a general principle I'm 
not a great supporter of another state government, my preferred model would be a regional 
government and a federal government, I think we have too many levels of government as it is," he 
said.  Cr Byrne said there was no documentation which supported the North's ability to go it alone. 
 
Thuringowa Mayor Les Tyrell said holding a referendum would be expensive and wanted to know 
where the money would come from.  "People need to be informed on the advantages and 
disadvantages and then called upon to indicate their intentions," Cr Tyrell said.  But Independent 
Member for Kennedy Bob Katter said he fully supported Cr Mooney, and would approach a number 
of local authorities in his Kennedy electorate to support a referendum.  "I can't envisage any local 
authority refusing to ask their people for their opinion," he said.  Mr Katter said growth in North 
Queensland had been stifled, with economic bases of cane, cattle, copper production and tourism 
held back because of southern policies. 
 
Member for Thuringowa Anita Phillips said she supported a referendum.  But instead of dismissing 
the idea of a separate state, flagged the idea of regional councils.  "I don't know that the State system 
as it is works terribly well across Australia anyway and I think there's been talk over the years of 
having a large regional group of councils so that Australia would be divided into 20 or 30 large 
regions," she said.  "That makes a lot more sense than large and decentralised states and very small 
states."  
 
Townsville Chamber of Commerce president Peter Duffy said a referendum would be the only way 
to finally settle the issue.  But he said a detailed model needed to be prepared to show the venture 
would be financially viable. 
 
Burdekin cane farmer Bill Micola said it was time someone put the issue back on the public's 
agenda.  "If we break away the people that are going to run North Queensland will realise sugar is a 
very big part of Queensland and I think you will get policies that are going to be for sugar, not 
against like (Premier Peter) Beattie is pushing at the moment," he said. 
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Townsville 
Bulletin 

18 Jul 2003 
p. 10 

'Debating a 
new state', by 
Lindy Nelson-

Carr and 
Laurie 

Fabrellas 

Member for Mundingburra Lindy Nelson-Carr says extensive consultation must come before a 
referendum on a separate state. 
 

A LOT has been said in the past week about North Queensland becoming a separate state.  In theory it 
sounds like a good idea and if such a question were posed in a referendum without proper community 
consultation and debate, it would probably be supported.  However, if those voting knew the costs 
involved both financially and socially, their answer may be different.  Therefore, it is important to 
conduct a full and extensive public debate before any proposed referendum.  Creating a new state would 
mean a replication of services including a parliament, bureaucracies, ambulance, police services and 
education department to name a few.  The costs would keep mounting and I do not see any advantage for 
the average North Queenslander in having that much public money spent on replicating services that are 
currently available.  The main argument used by proponents of a separate state is that North Queensland 
creates the majority of the wealth and does not receive the services it should.  This argument may have 
had merit in the past but I believe that North Queensland and Townsville have done well in recent times. 
 

It is up to the local politicians to lobby the State Government to provide services for their community.  
The current Beattie Government has taken notice of the regions and involved them in the consultation 
and decision-making process.  We have implemented the very successful Community Cabinets and the 
regional community forums.  Money has been allocated to programs that have no beneficial effects for 
the south-east corner of Queensland, like Cooler Schools and several regional employment and training 
initiatives.  On top of all that our Premier is a North Queenslander, born and bred in Atherton.  Mike 
Reynolds and I have worked well with Townsville Mayor Tony Mooney and his council to achieve 
projects like the Strand and the Riverside Parkway, which received a large portion of their funding from 
the State Government.  Our local State members have also successfully lobbied for funding for the 
Townsville Hospital and the Douglas arterial bridge.  This proves that active State members can deliver 
resources for North Queensland under the current State boundaries. 
 

Wednesday night's State-of-Origin was a magnificent victory, which lifted the spirits of many 
Queenslanders.  It showed the value of great team work.  Point-scorers came from Winton (Sing), Roma 
(Tate), Redcliffe (Crocker), Moranbah (Hannay) and Logan (Smith) and the captain is a Townsville boy. 
This team from all over Queensland made the victory possible.  Most sports play interstate representative 
games at the elite level. A state with around 500,000 people will not be competitive at the national level.  
I am a proud Queenslander and I am happy to keep it that way. 
 

North Queensland Self Government League president Laurie Fabrellas outlines his case for a separate 
state and for a referendum on the issue in the North. 
 

THE issue of a referendum for a separate North Queensland state needs to be approached with common 
sense.  State Labor Member for Townsville Mike Reynolds favours regional super-councils over states.  
The Constitution clearly defines that new states can be created, but it does not mention regional councils.  
Mr Reynolds further stated a study was needed to determine the merits of a separate state and establish a 
case for and against. He believed there was little support for it.  If it is a 'no' vote, we will bury the issue. 
If it is a 'yes' vote we will then have to convince the Queensland Government, as the Constitution states 
under section 124 that a new state may be formed by separation of territory from a state, but only with the 
consent of the Parliament thereof. 
 

In regards to concerns over the funding of such a referendum it must be pointed out that the taxpayers of 
Australia paid for three referendums held in the ACT between 1978 and 1995 which encompassed self 
government.  Further concerns have been expressed over funding more politicians.  In Queensland at 
present the total representation of Federal and State numbers 128 - made up of 39 Federal (12 Senators 
and 27 MPs) and 89 State members.  The proposed new state is represented by 15 State MPs, five Federal 
MPs and of Queensland's 12 Senators, three are based in North Queensland.  With separation, the status 
quo for State MPs can be maintained or increased.  A full complement of 12 senators would be funded 
federally as would an increase of Federal MPs.  Would not common sense dictate that under separation 
our representation will better serve the area? Statistics show that Tasmania, with a population of of 
473,000 (North Queensland has 600,000) has 17 Federal (12 Senators and five MPs) and 40 State 
members.  On that point Tasmania's distance from Brisbane is about the same as Cooktown from 
Brisbane.  What would Tasmanians say to being governed from Brisbane? With regards to duplication of 
services - the same services are now funded by State and Federal sources (taxes) of which North 
Queenslanders pay their portion. The status quo will remain.  The big issue for consideration is that, with 
our own state, development will not be stifled as in the past. 
 

The proposed new state of North Queensland has the highest per capita production in comparison to other 
states, along with her vast natural resources.  As a separate state, we would receive our rightful share of 
federal funding and grants.  Matters of development and new enterprise could be dealt with directly with 
federal counterparts. The resources now tied up with the various Queensland Government bodies would 
need to be appointed back to the new state.  The above only touches some of the benefits of a separate 
North Queensland state.  Why should North Queenslanders be denied the right to state their views by 
referendum? The development of the North is imperative to the future of this country. 
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Northern 
Miner 

(Townsville) 
22 Jul 2003 

p. 5 

'City stakes 
claim as 

capital of new 
state', by 
Daniel 

Bateman 

IF North Queensland were to become a separate state, then Charters Towers should be the capital.  
That was the result of a survey carried out last week that included Charters Towers City Mayor Brian 
Beveridge, Dalrymple Shire Mayor Peter Black, Member for Kennedy Bob Katter, Member for 
Charters Towers Christine Scott and North Queensland Self Government League president Laurie 
Fabrellas. 
 
Mr Fabrellas said North Queenslanders should be given the democratic right to vote for a separate 
state covering the area of Queensland north of the 22-degree parallel, just south of Sarina.  He has 
written to councils asking for their support for a referendum in conjunction with next year's local 
government elections. 
 
Mr Fabrellas said the issue of a separate state could be likened to the division of a cattle property.  "If 
you own a big cattle property, you'll find that all your cattle will congregate only in one corner and eat 
it out," he said.  "If you want the cattle to spread out around the state, you've got to put in dividing 
fences. We've got to do our own thing and not follow the herd."  Mr Fabrellas believed Charters 
Towers would be the best place for a capital simply because of its geographical location.  "Charters 
Towers is out of the way of cyclone damage and can help service Cairns, Townsville, Mackay and the 
western areas."  
 
Cr Beveridge said he was 100 per cent behind the new state of North Queensland and would be 
lobbying for Charters Towers as capital.  "We already have excellent infrastructure here for the capital 
and all the services they require," he said.  "We are the hub of all western mining provinces. There is 
plenty of water in the Burdekin for expanded water services.  "Our educational facilities are second to 
none. We are already the regional centre for a number of government agencies, such as the 
departments of Natural Resources and Primary Industries.  "We are the only centre I am aware of that 
doesn't have a shortage of doctors.  "We have a vibrant tourism industry that can only get better.  "In 
short, we have so much going for us, we are the logical capital for the new state of North 
Queensland."  
 
Mr Katter said if the new state were to go ahead, there would be considerable emphasis for the capital 
to be placed in Townsville, however he felt Sellheim, 17km northeast of Charters Towers, would be 
more appropriate.  "Sellheim is the demographical and geographical centre of North Queensland, 
equidistant from Mackay and Cairns, so that would give some lip service to the 40,000 people who 
live west of Charters Towers," Mr Katter said.  "We don't want to gum up our big cities with more 
people and I don't think everyone in Townsville wants another 50,000 people living there."  "Anyone 
against the new state is, quite frankly, against North Queensland." 
 
Mrs Scott and Cr Black were opposed to the new state, however agreed that if a new state were to go 
ahead, then Charters Towers should be the capital.  "We don't have the population to support a new 
state," Mrs Scott said.  "But it were to be the case, then the World should be the capital, as we would 
be more representative of the bush than either Townsville or Cairns."  Cr Black said Charters Towers 
should be the capital, but there were more issues at stake than just statehood.  "I'm not in favour of a 
new state, because you've got to think about all the attendant politicians and bureaucracy that goes 
with it," Cr Black said.  "I accept that the new state might come, but we are overgoverned as it is by 
local, state and federal governments.  "There are some things far more important such as the 
constitutional recognition of local government, which we should rethink before we start clamouring 
for a separate state." 

Townsville 
Bulletin 

23 Jul 2003 
p. 4 

'Statehood 
thumbs up 
Poll finds 

most 
respondents 
favour North 

split', by 
Danny 

Mortison 

ALMOST two-thirds of readers responding to a Townsville Bulletin poll have supported the push for 
a new State of North Queensland.  The poll asked: "Do you support a separate state of North 
Queensland?" A total of 120 coupons were returned with 74 replying "Yes" and 46 replying "No".  
The debate on the issue was rekindled earlier this month by the North Queensland Self Government 
League, whose president Laurie Fabrellas called for a referendum on the issue.  Mr Fabrellas, a long-
time North Queensland state campaigner, wrote a letter to the Burdekin Shire Council last month 
seeking councillors' support for a local poll.  Townsville Mayor Tony Mooney immediately backed 
the call.  "I do believe in it," he said.  "I am passionate about northern Queensland and our interests up 
here."  In fact, he said, he had written to Queensland Premier Peter Beattie to seek State Government 
backing for the poll and would approach Cairns Mayor Kevin Byrne for his council's support too.  
 
The North Queensland Self Government League's proposal was for a new state to cover the area of 
Queensland north of the 22 degree parallel, just south of Sarina.  In a letter to councils, Mr Fabrellas 
said North Queenslanders should be given the democratic right to vote on the separate state issue. 
"The issue of a new state of North Queensland first started in 1865 and has particularly gained 
momentum in the past 15 years," he said. "It is only fair a referendum is held to accurately gauge 
public support in North Queensland."  The league wants the referendum to be held in conjunction 
with the local government elections due in March next year.  It wants the poll held only in councils 
within the league's proposed new state. 
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Cairns Post 
24 Jul 2003 

p. 13 

'Abolish state 
governments': 
Letter by John 

W. Beal of 
Charters 
Towers 

THE call for a referendum to establish the strength of popularity for a new state of North 
Queensland (CP 21-7-03), is a good idea but I hope the proponents of such a referendum, and any 
newspaper polls ask two questions:  Would you prefer a new state of North Queensland; or, would 
you prefer to abolish state and local governments in lieu of regional governments?   
 
The new state was first proposed back in 1865, 138 years ago, its use-by date expired on January 
1, 1900, when the then colonial governments should have been abolished, not renamed state 
governments.  With the exception of Queensland, the structure of state governments has not 
changed since they were established as colonial governments back in the 1800s - governors still 
sign all legislation into law.  I believe that except where the capital is established, and it may not 
necessarily be Townsville, the rest of any new state would not be any better off than they are now, 
whereas the majority of state funds are spent in and around Brisbane, the majority of the new 
state's funds would be spent in and around the new capital, the rest will still miss out. 

Sydney 
Morning 
Herald 

28 July 2003 
p. 13 

'History's 
Lesson to the 

Bush: If at 
First you 

Don't Secede, 
Try, Try 

Again', by 
Paola Totaro 

THE NSW Farmers Association held its annual conference in Sydney last week and by early 
Thursday morning Mal Peters and his crowd had well and truly sent skyward the eyebrows of both 
the city's citizens and its radio talkback hosts.  Fuelled by the deep dissatisfaction and disaffection 
of their members, the association voted to fund a study which would examine the feasibility of 
creating a new state of NSW, complete with its own government and premier.  This move to 
secede would slice out the cities of Sydney, Wollongong and Newcastle, and establish a new 
administration to govern what would effectively be the state of regional NSW.  The motion 
embodies perfectly the longstanding world view of many who live and make their livelihood on 
the land: that policy and decision-making in NSW is Sydney-centric, driven by bureaucrats and 
politicians who are ignorant of the special needs and aspirations of their country-based 
constituency. 
 
Perhaps the farmers have forgotten that country voters, just like their city counterparts, had their 
chance to oust the Government or their MPs on March 22. And maybe they need reminding, too, 
that National Party MPs copped a pounding then, and that country-based independents as well as 
Country Labor MPs fared much better than their National Party opponents. So who do they blame 
for this unsatisfactory state of state affairs?  And yet as unrealistic as it might sound, history tells 
us that NSW has been down this road before and come perilously close to providing Australia with 
a seventh state, called New England. 
 
In 1996 the Government's release of 30-year-old cabinet documents on the fallout of Joern Utzon 
and the then state government over the Opera House overshadowed another tower of boxes of the 
same period, which remained unnoticed until 2001 when Bob Carr, ever the lover of political 
history, laid bare their contents.  In a speech to the Parliament and later at a Centenary of 
Federation function, he unveiled the fascinating official chronicles of what was then known as the 
Tamworth Armidale Independence Movement or, later, the New England New State Movement. 
There were minutes from official meetings of the push, correspondence from premiers of the 
period, Askin and Cahill, news clippings, speeches by MPs and even an article in the September 
24, 1954, issue of the Armidale Express which likened the movement to the American Declaration 
of Independence on July 4, 1776.  In fact, the origins of the secession movement began in 1922 
when the lower house made a formal request to the Commonwealth to set up a new state in 
northern NSW.  Nothing happened until 1933 when the state government set up a commission of 
inquiry into what areas of NSW were suitable for self government, and in 1935 what became 
known as the Nicholas report recommended that if the process was to continue, NSW should be 
divided into three slices: the northern part, the central west and the southern portion. It also 
recommended a referendum in the north to set the ball rolling.  
 
The secessionists were slowed but not stopped by the Great Depression and World War II, and by 
the 1950s and early '60s, the movement was on again in force. The opposition leader, Robin Askin, 
told Parliament that he would support a referendum to gauge support for a new state. After his 
election to government in 1965, the New Staters held Askin to his word and he set up a cabinet 
subcommittee to draft the legislation for the referendum.  But some time between August and 
November 1966, something happened. The cabinet documents show that the government realised 
that the secessionist vote would win. So the politicians redrew the boundaries, including Upper 
Hunter voters in the poll. Askin's Machiavellian plan worked. Newcastle voters tipped the vote and 
the referendum was lost. 
 
In 2001 Carr surmised what life might be like with a Premier Tony Windsor at the Council of 
Australian Governments table each year but also insisted that he read the historical documents as a 
timely reminder of the need to listen and respond to the needs of rural and regional voters. Exactly 
what the Premier thinks about last week's developments has yet to be revealed. 
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Innisfail 
Advocate 

29 Jul 2003 
p. 8 

'New state 
supported' 

Member for Kennedy Bob Katter has strongly supported calls by Laurie Fabrellas, chairman of the 
New State Movement for North Queensland, and Townsville Mayor Tony Mooney for a separate 
North Queensland state made last week.  Mr Katter said he had been western vice-president of the 
New State Movement in the days when Professor Roderick and Ken Kern of Kern Corporation 
were chairmen on the committee.  "In the 30 years that I have been a member of Parliament I have 
become ever increasingly more convinced that North Queensland will never achieve its potential 
both human and natural nor its potential for beauty, quality of life and prosperity, so long as we are 
governed by people who live 2000km away," he said.  "For those who think that it's a good idea let 
them blush with embarrassment when we inform them that $3 billion has been invested by the 
southern based State Government on pleasure domes and self-indulgence in just one single 20 acre 
allotment in Brisbane - Southbank.  "The expenditure on this acreage has not stopped with the 
State Government announcing another $130m modern arts centre for Southbank."     
 
Mr Katter said secondly, more than 100km of dirt roads were sealed every year in North 
Queensland in the days of the Bjelke-Petersen government.  "I doubt whether 100km has been 
sealed in the last 10 years," he said.  "The state and federal governments have effectively banned 
any further dam building.  "The water that falls on southern Queensland is impounded and used - 
sometimes many times over - whereas North Queensland, which has around 40 per cent of 
Australia's water resource - would not be using 0.5 per cent of its annual rainfall run-off.  "Every 
river and waterway in the state's south has a myriad of dams and weirs upon it.  "North 
Queensland has for nearly 30 years had no base load power station.  "Queensland's gulf country 
mining production is around $4 billion, with aluminium production we're looking at around $6 
billion a year.  "Without base load power it is very difficult, almost impossible, to do any further 
processing of these minerals in North Queensland."  Mr Katter said he knew of nowhere on earth 
where a group of nearly one million people were ruled by a government nearly 2000km away. 

Townsville 
Bulletin 

29 Jul 2003 
p. 8 

'State options': 
Letter by 

John W. Beal 
of Charters 

Towers 

I NOTE the call for a referendum to establish the strength of popularity of a new state for North 
Queensland.  This is a good idea but I hope the proponents of such a referendum and any 
newspaper polls ask two questions: Would you prefer a new state of North Queensland? Or would 
you prefer to abolish state and local governments in lieu of regional government?  The new state 
was first proposed back in 1865. Its use-by date expired on January 1, 1900, when the colonial 
governments should have been abolished, not renamed state governments.  With the exception of 
Queensland, the structure of state governments has not changed since they were established as 
colonial governments back in the 1800s. We still have governors to sign all legislation into law; 
we still have colonial government.  Except where the capital is established, and it may not 
necessarily be Townsville, the rest of any new state will not be any better off. Whereas the 
majority of state funds are spent in and around Brisbane, the majority of new state funds will be 
spent in and around the new capital. The rest will miss out. 

Ayr Advocate 
30 Jul 2003 

p. 12 

'Poor postie to 
get crash-

tackled ... and 
the world 
passes by', 

by 
Shane Watson

LAURIE Fabrellas is on board with bottling Burdekin water and reckons he knows a few more 
who are too. I was having a yarn with Laurie and he reckons some BMW -- Burdekin Mineral 
Water -- each morning, combined with a teaspoon of cane juice, ought to keep the doctor away.  ...  
SO, of course, our conversation turned to all things rural and council, and then the new state. 
Laurie tells me Bob Katter will be approached to raise the issue in federal parliament after 
Townsville, Cairns and Charters Towers city councils backed the push. Burdekin and Bowen both 
said no. I see a survey of 120 people returned 74 per cent in favour of a new state for North 
Queensland. They just need to keep the momentum going. 
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Northern 
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(Townsville) 
1 Aug 2003 

p. 2 

'Historian 
favours new 
state for NQ' 

HISTORIAN Fred Bagnall is in favour of forming a new state of North Queensland.  ...  Mr 
Bagnall, among many reasons, gave two why he believed: 
* The United States of America is about the same size as Australia but because the mainland has 
been divided into 48 states, each competing with the other, the nation has become a powerhouse.   
* While a new state would mean more politicians, it would mean more politicians spending their 
pay packets in the north, not in the south-east corner as many would now do. 
 
Those are his beliefs today.  And those were his beliefs on June 3, 1959, when he set them out in a 
letter to the editor of The Northern Miner.  "Nothing has changed," he said this week when he 
brought in proof sheets of two letters from 1959.  At the time he said Townsville should never be 
considered for the capital of the new state of North Queensland because it was a port, was already 
big, and would continue to get bigger.  He also said Charters Towers should not be the capital "for 
several reasons".  He favoured the Sellheim-Macrossan area, then and now, because it has water.  
"Here we have unlimited water, the first requisite of any city," he said in 1959, and still says today. 
"It is far enough from the coast for defence and decentralisation purposes, yet it is more centrally 
situated than most other sites."  He said then it would be safe to say a modern city would spring up 
within a few years with industries "right along the Burdekin".  Also, because it would be a new 
city from the ground up, it would create employment in building it in the same way as building a 
completely new capital of Brasilia was then boosting Brazil.  He saw Sellheim-Macrossan as 
needing "just the principal government buildings with provision left for ample expansion at a later 
date if necessary".  "The residential portion would soon follow," he said.  Mr Bagnall said if a 
North Queensland government continued Queensland's decentralisation policy the whole country 
would feel the benefits. 
 
Showing that nothing has changed, he closed his 1959 letter saying "in a few years it may mean 
our children will find work locally instead of travelling to other cities to seek employment, as 
many have to do at present".   

Cairns Post 
8 Aug 2003 

'Abolish state 
governments': 

Letter by 
J. Beal of 
Charters 
Towers 

IN the not too distant past, I would have agreed with those proposing the new state of North 
Queensland however, by closely watching and listening to the performance of our politicians 
regardless of party, of both State and Federal governments, I've changed my opinion.  We are 
constantly being bombarded from both State and Federal government levels, with the statement 
"it's not our responsibility, it's theirs" until both levels appear to forget just what the other was 
supposed to be responsible for in the first place. That is assuming they are responsible for anything 
in any place.  Considering the above, instead of having another state to carry on the work above, 
we should be calling for abolition of our colonial (state) and local governments, and the formation 
of regional government. Two levels only. Let us have some political reform for a change.  
Remember any referendum, or newspaper poll should ask two questions:   
1. Would you prefer a new state of North Queensland; or   
2. Would you prefer to abolish State and Local governments in lieu of regional government.   

Northern 
Miner 

(Townsville) 
12 Aug 2003 

p. 2 

'A capital 
view': Letter 

by Rob Talbot 
of Gill Street 

THINKING and learning ought to be progressive and so if Fred Bagnell's ideas of the 1950s 
coincide with his current ideas, it should only be after consideration of developments and changes 
over the intervening 40 years.  Industries are no longer allowed to pour effluent into river systems 
to the detriment of downstream users and the natural environment.  There is no imperative for a 
state capital to be an industrial centre anyway.  To use Fred's example of the United States, there 
are many instances in the US where the state capital is a smaller town or minor city, with aesthetic, 
logistical or historical significance, as would Charters Towers be to our new state.  Charters 
Towers is a logical and ideal state capital, situated more centrally than a coastal site, safer from 
man-made or natural threats.  Try purpose-building a new state capital at the Sellheim/Macrossan 
site and we'll end up with a featureless northern Canberra on our hands.  Or worse, to use Fred's 
example again, of Brasillia in Brazil, this was described in one documentary as "a gerry-built 
nowhere, infested with Volkswagens".  Our attempt might be slightly different, we might end up 
with a pre-fab nothing, infested with Holdens.  Charters Towers on the other hand has the look, 
and it is an established city. 
 
Then there is the name.  Why call the new state 'North Queensland'?  Why connect us with the old 
state, or with a long-dead British monarch with no relevance to a new state?  We should be trying 
to think of a completely new name that speaks of the future, or the sun perhaps, like `Solaria', or 
how we feel about our state, like `Utopia'.  Also, if population numbers might be a block to 
statehood, as one other correspondent said, we should take that as advice, not criticism.  The 
preferred southern border should be below Sarina, to take in the coalfields, but if that doesn't give 
us sufficient population, then we should drop the border and take in as many communities as we 
need.  We're still in the planning stages, so let's get it right.   
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Northern 
Miner 

(Townsville) 
15 Aug 2003 

p. 12 

'New state 
debate 

surfaces yet 
again', by 

Keith Siemon

INTEREST again in a new state for the North is a case of a mythical phoenix rising from the 
ashes.  Over the past 116 years there have been serious moves to create a new state in this area.  
History suggests that anyone fired up with the fervour to try again is casting seed on barren 
ground.  A North Queensland Separation League under the chairmanship of prominent Townsville 
businessman Mr T Willmett, a printer and stationer, was operating in 1887.  It was listed as an 
election issue in 1888 when Sir Thomas McIllwraith replaced Sir Samuel Griffith as premier.  The 
cause was strongly supported by John Macrossan, the fiery and vocal member for Kennedy and 
Townsville from 1872 to 1891.  Macrossan was not without political clout, being a cabinet 
minister for much of that time.  W H Corfield, founder of Winton and member for the western seat 
of Gregory from 1888 to 1899 was also an enthusiastic advocate for a northern state.  The efforts 
at that time proved fruitless. There was no political mileage to be gained. 
 
Queensland's population was 367,000 with only 70,000 voters enrolled with an estimated 60,000 
in the envisaged new state with about 12,000 eligible voters.  As the decades passed surges of 
interest waxed and waned.  In the early 1950s Arch Hooper of Townsville lead a charge that 
created widespread interest throughout the North for several years.  An active committee of which 
I was a member organised a convention held in Charters Towers in the mid-1950s and attracted 
hundreds of delegates.  A little later, in 1957, after the Gair Labor government was ousted, interest 
surged when the Country/Liberal coalition with Frank Nicklin as premier took over.  Cautious 
statements made during the election campaign by the coalition suggested the new state creation 
would be on their agenda.  Tens of thousands of signatures were gathered throughout the North 
and as a petition, presented to Parliament.  At the time this was happening, dissension within the 
new state movement's executive occurred.  Arch Hooper left, I cannot recall if he was fired or 
walked out.  The government put the petition on the backburner as the movement disintegrated. 
 
During the intervening years half hearted attempts have been made to reactivate interest but apathy 
always prevailed.  The concept has equal pros and cons.  A big proportion of the wealth generated 
in the North is spent in the heavily populated south.  This is a major bone of contention.  The cost 
of setting up and maintaining a tier of government with a low population base covering a vast area 
is certainly not a plus.  Census figures show a minus in that nine out of every 10 people in 
Australia live within 30km of the coast.  Polls gauging community respect show politicians 
languishing with snake oil salesmen at the bottom, this certainly will not help the new state cause. 
 
The old catch cry of there being too many politicians now will reoccur.  The fathers of Federation 
got one thing right.  The setting up of a capital away from the populous cities was s smart move.  It 
is easy to imagine the furore that would arise if and when a capital site for the North ever was to be 
decided. 
 
In the late 1940s the federal Labor government issued a decision paper on a proposal to abolish the 
states and local government and create regional councils that would return representatives to the 
federal parliament as well as administer their allocated areas.  My recollection is that this proposal 
failed to gain even minimal support. 
 
The present interest seems to have originated with a quote from Townsville Mayor Tony Mooney 
but the cause has no hope of winning without bi-partisan support.  The idea of creating new states 
is not dead, a spark of life remains which will reactivate from time to time.  For over 50 years a 
group in the New England area of northern New south Wales has been active but no new state has 
arisen there.  Representatives from New England attended the convention in Charters Towers in 
the 1950s. 
 
The nuts and bolts to create new states is already enshrined in state legislation.  All we have to do 
is wait for a charismatic leader to assemble the components and launch the finished product.  
Unfortunately at the moment people of this type are scarcer than waterholes in Sturt's Stony 
Desert. 
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Townsville 
Bulletin 

20 Aug 2003 
p. 2 

'Fight for 
separate state 
to go to UN', 

by Tony 
Raggatt 

THE fight for a vote on a North Queensland state may be taken to the United Nations.  North 
Queensland Self Government League president Laurie Fabrellas said yesterday that was one 
option for the group after the State Government rejected a request from Townsville Mayor Tony 
Mooney to back a referendum on the question to be taken at next year's local government poll.  
The league could also bypass the State and take the issue to the Commonwealth Government 
because it had funded polls on the question of statehood for the Australian Capital Territory, he 
said.  "Our organisation is not here to force a new state, we are here to find out if people want it 
and if they want a new state, we will do our best to get a new state," Mr Fabrellas said.  "If 
(governments) don't do anything about it, we'll keep fighting." 
 
The Premier's chief of staff, Rob Whiddon, wrote to Cr Mooney on July 24 saying the referendum 
proposal "does not sit well with the Beattie Government's key priority of Building Queensland's 
regions".  "A referendum to gauge support for a separate state for North Queensland would also 
involve a number of logistical hurdles, as well as considerable public expense," it says.  Cr 
Mooney, who has backed the idea of a referendum at the March local government poll, said he was 
disappointed but not surprised by the response.  "However I don't give up that easily," he said.  
"The debate I think has been beneficial.  "It helped to keep the issue bubbling along."  Cr Mooney 
said he had considered the possibility of the council conducting a poll but believed the "best shot" 
was to get the State Government to agree to a referendum.  A Premier's Office spokesman said 
"logistical hurdles" referred to "all sorts of arrangements" required for a referendum.  He said the 
estimated cost to hold a referendum was $6 million -- an estimate rejected by Mr Fabrellas.  "It 
wouldn't cost them much -- a little bit of extra printing," he said. 

Townsville 
Sun 

20 Aug 2003 
p. 4 

'Why the 
added costs?': 

Letter by 
Fred Bagnall 
of Charters 

Towers 

WHEN referring to a referendum for a new State for North Queensland, Thuringowa Mayor, Les 
Tyrell, said it would be expensive and where would the money come from?  Where does the 
money come from to hold a State election? The only thing extra would be a question asking are 
you in favour of a new state or not. Just tick the 'yes' or 'no' box. I fail to see where that would be 
very expensive. 

Townsville 
Bulletin 

24 Oct 2003 
p. 15 

'Plebiscite call 
on separating', 

by Kylie 
Stockdale 

CAMPAIGNERS for a separate North Queensland state will lobby the Federal Government for the 
right to ask northern voters whether they support the concept.  North Queensland Self Government 
League president Laurie Fabrellas said the league had abandoned plans for a referendum in favour 
of a plebiscite.  A plebiscite is a direct vote of all electors on important public questions but, unlike 
a referendum, does not necessarily have a binding outcome.  Mr Fabrellas said the poll would be 
held as part of a state or federal election and only in areas which would be included in the separate 
state.  "It won't cost much," he said. "All it means is a bit of extra printing on the bottom of the 
voting paper."  The league has proposed a new state to cover the area of Queensland north of the 
22 degree parallel, just south of Sarina. Townsville Mayor Tony Mooney has given his 
"passionate" support the new state proposal.  He wrote to the State Government earlier this year 
requesting a referendum be held on the issue as part of next year's local government elections.  But 
the Government rejected the request, saying the referendum proposal "does not sit well with the 
Beattie Government's key priority of building Queensland's regions".  Mr Fabrellas said the league 
would write to the Federal Government about the plebiscite request soon.   

Manly Daily 
27 Nov 2003 

p. 13 

'Tied up in 
affairs of 

states' 

A DEE Why man has formed an organisation which has as its aim the creation of four new states 
in Australia by 2010 and is even creating flags and currency for the new entities.  Ian Johnston 
believes the four new states Capricornia in north Queensland, New England in northern NSW, 
River-Eden along the Murray River and an expanded Northern Territory that includes the 
Kimberley region are an historical inevitability.  He said polls in 1953 and 1976 showed strong 
support for the creation of new states and traced his own interest in the subject to those polls.  "I 
guess I just absorbed the idea with my mother's milk," he said.  He said recent research in northern 
NSW and Queensland had found 20 per cent support for the idea of new states. "The founding 
fathers always intended there would be new states and the Constitution devotes the whole of 
section 6 to their formation," he said.  "There is nothing intrinsically radical about the creation of 
new states, it's just that it has been over 140 years since NSW split to form Victoria and 
Queensland and people are not used to the idea.  "The Northern Territory will become a new state 
within this decade and we hope this will break the constitutional mental log-jam and lead to the 
formation of a richer, more diverse federation."  Mr Johnston's ideas can be found on his website 
at  www.newstates.net 
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Gold Coast 
Bulletin 

21 Jan 2004 
p. 4 

Lively 
Springborg 

mines Charters 
Towers for 

electoral riches
by Peter 

Gleeson in 
Charters 
Towers 

From there it was on to Ayr, known for its sugar industry and as the home of champion women's 
golfer Karrie Webb.  A few old stagers with big hats had gathered under a tree.  Laurie Febrellas 
and Bruno Sartori want North Queensland to become a new state of Australia.  "The distance from 
Brisbane to Hobart is the same as Brisbane to Cooktown," they said.  "Can you imagine the outcry 
in Hobart if they were governed out of Brisbane?" 

Townsville 
Bulletin 

2 Feb 2004 
p. 9 

'Let northerners 
decide', by 

Laurie 
Fabrellas 

LAURIE FABRELLAS, president of the North Queensland Self Government League, states the 
case for separation. 
 
THE issue of a plebiscite for a separate North Queensland state needs to be approached with 
common sense.  If it was to result in a "no" vote, we would bury the issue.  If it was a "yes" vote, 
we would then have to convince the Queensland Government.   
 
The Constitution states, under section 124, that a new state may be formed by separation of 
territory from a state, but only with the consent of the parliament thereof, and a new state may be 
formed by the union of two or more states or parts of a state, but only with the consent of the 
parliament of the state affected.  Regarding concerns over the funding of such a plebiscite within 
the proposed new state boundaries (which will indicate the views of the constituency), it must be 
pointed out that the taxpayers of Australia (hence North Queensland) paid for three referendums 
held in the ACT between 1978 and 1995 regarding self-government.  Further concerns have been 
expressed about the funding of more politicians.  The fact remains that in Queensland federal and 
State members number 128 -- made up of 39 federal (12 senators and 27 MPs) and 89 State 
members. 
 
At present the proposed new state is represented by 15 State MPs, five federal MPs and, of 
Queensland's 12 senators, three are based in North Queensland.  With separation, the status quo for 
State MPs can be maintained or increased. A full complement of 12 senators would be funded 
federally as would an increase of federal MPs (a separate state is entitled to 12 senators).  Would 
not common sense dictate that under separation our representation would better serve the area?  
Statistics show that Tasmania, with a population of 473,000 (North Queensland has 600,000), has 
17 federal (12 senators and five MPs) and 40 state members. 
 
Tasmania's distance from Brisbane is about the same as Cooktown from Brisbane. What would 
Tasmanians say to being governed from Brisbane?  Is a new state feasible and economical? The 
Northern Territory, with a population of 200,000 and twice the area of North Queensland, has not 
regressed.  The proposed new state of North Queensland has the highest per capita production in 
comparison to other states -- along with vast natural resources. As a separate state we would 
receive our rightful share of federal funding and grants (main roads, education, health etc).  As a 
state, matters of development and new enterprises in the North could be dealt directly with federal 
counterparts. The resources now tied up with the various Queensland Government 
instrumentalities would need to be appointed back to the new state. 
 
The above only touches some of the many important aspects of the benefits of a separate North 
Queensland state.  Why should North Queenslanders be denied the right to state their views by 
plebiscite? The development of the North is imperative to the future of this country. 
 
The Hanlon government in 1948-9 raised again the possibility of the creation of new states in 
Queensland. The premier, speaking on his new electoral districts legislation in 1949, said: "This 
Government (has) told the people of North Queensland that as soon as they are in a financial 
position to carry the responsibility of a new state we shall be only too pleased to recommend it . . . 
I believe that with proper representation and continued development we shall get to the stage, in 
the next decade or so, when we shall have a North Queensland state and possibly a central 
Queensland state." 
 
In the late 1940s and early 1950s the Country Party and the Liberal Party, while in opposition, 
denounced Labor's neglect of the North and promised a new deal for the area.  Decentralisation 
was proudly announced as a hallmark of the Country-Liberal approach.  Frank Nicklin in his 
policy speech of 1957 promised: "Our parties favour the creation of new states as we believe their 
creation would decentralise and stimulate development . . . If petitioned by the people of the North 
or central Queensland. . . . we would undertake the constitutional steps necessary to create a new 
state."  He had announced that policy earlier, in 1950. But when the time came, in power, his 
government like other established governments, tended to ignore the pressure. 
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Canberra 
Times 

20 Mar 2004 

'Dissidents 
gather to plot 

an end to 
states', by 

Emma 
Macdonald 

State and territory premiers and chief ministers must have felt their ears burning yesterday, for their 
demise was being plotted in the bowels of Parliament house. No, it wasn't John Howard and Tony 
Abbott mounting an all-out assault on Labor leaders across the nation. It was a conference of like- 
minded Australians who believe state and territory governments are a waste of time and money. The 
ninth Shed a Tier (of Government) conference was held yesterday by a growing group who want to 
slash the bureaucratic duplication, red tape, buck-passing and point- scoring that is currently a 
feature Australia's political landscape. Conference-goers are not united on a single model of 
government but are united in their belief the current system leaves a lot to be desired.   
 
Former federal Labor member for Eden-Monaro, Jim Snow, who is co- convener of the Beyond 
Federation Network, has proposed a new system in which about 27 local governments work with the 
Commonwealth to deliver services to the community. ''Most people are really sick of the blame-
game that occurs between the states and Commonwealth. They get exasperated when they are 
shunted from one government to the other over basic issues and there is a lot of confusion about 
who is actually responsible for certain services,'' he said. He also noted most Australians had ''no 
idea of how much money it wastes''. According to Beyond Federation Network co-convener Mark 
Drummond, who is currently completing his PhD at the University of Canberra on financial waste 
arising from the current system, there is about $30 billion to be saved through abolishing state 
governments. He said the ACT's system was far more workable than state governments and closer in 
spirit to the regional governments proposed under the two-tiered system.Mr Drummond noted the 
ACT's bushfire tragedy illustrated difficulties in having large borders controlled by different 
governments which resulted in ''buck-passing''. Under a new system, smaller regional governments 
should be in charge of municipal services with universal services such as health and education going 
to the Commonwealth.Mr Drummond welcomed increasing public debate about this very issue in 
the wake of the Federal Government's recent suggestion it should take public hospitals off the states, 
as well as its calls for more uniform education starting dates and reporting. But another option is to 
create three new states across NSW and Queensland and subsuming the ACT into the new ''state'' of 
River-Eden, according to Newstates by 2000 convener Ian Johnston. Mr Johnston has given up work 
in the Public Service to spruik his proposal across the country - even adding new points to the 
Federation Star on the Australian flag for effect. ''There is nothing intrinsically radical about the 
creation of the new states,'' he said. ''It's just that it has been over 140 years since NSW split to 
create Victoria and Queensland and people are not used to the idea.'' Taking a similarly historical 
approach to the issue yesterday, Dr A.J. Brown, a senior researcher in the Key Centre for Ethics, 
Law, Justice and Governance at Griffith University, delivered a Senate occasional address on 
Constitutional Schizophrenia. He said Australia had a love-hate relationship with its federal system.

Ayr Advocate 
28 Apr 2004 

p. 16 

'Dear John ...': 
Letter by 

Laurie 
Fabrellas of 
the North 

Queensland 
Self-

Government 
League 

SIR -- A copy of a letter I am sending to the Hon J. Howard, Prime Minister of Australia, Parliament 
House, Canberra   
 
Sir -- We request your government to hold a plebiscite at the forthcoming Federal elections on the 
issue of a Sovereign State of North Queensland.  The plebiscite would be held only in the proposed 
area of the new state -- that is north of the 22 degree parallel, which is south of Mackay.   
The issue of a new State of North Queensland first started in 1865. 
 
As your government held a referendum on a new state of the Capital Territory, it is therefore only 
fair and just you do so for a new State of North Queensland in the form of a plebiscite.  Furthermore 
Article 1 of the United Nations charter, to which the Australian Government has pledged support, 
sets out what may be considered the main purpose of the United Nations organisation -- to `respect 
the principles of equal rights and self determination of people'.  In 1950 the general assembly of the 
United Nations expanded the First Article of the Charter in the following terms: 'All people shall 
have the right of self determination' and it then went on to stipulate all states should promote the 
realisation of that right in conformity with the purposes and principles of the United Nations and the 
main way in which the exercise of this right by all people could be practically accomplished was for 
there to be a freely expressed wish by means of a democratic plebiscite.  In 1960 the General 
Assembly declaration stated 'all people have the right to self determination'.   
 
In conclusion the Australian government in agreeing to these covenants has accepted the basic right 
of people to constitute themselves into state and to this determine their own form of State 
Government within the Commonwealth. 
 
On March 8, 1949, the then Premier of Queensland Mr Hon Hanlon stated: "If we are to get a 
balanced outlook in Canberra, I should say the Commonwealth badly needs at least three states in 
Northern Australia".  "I believe with proper representation and continued development we should 
get to the stage in the next decade or so, we shall have a North Queensland State and possibly a 
Central Queensland State."  Please give North Queenslanders their democratic right to have a vote 
on the issue of a new State. 
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Newcastle 
Herald 

19 Jun 2004 
p. 25 

'Independent 
Cause is a 

State of Mind',
by Philippa 

Murray 

JUST imagine Newcastle as the capital of a new state that contained most of what is now northern 
NSW.  Equal in population and agricultural wealth to both South Australia and Western Australia, 
the state would stand alone as a powerhouse of economic activity. Hosting two of the country's 
largest power stations, Bayswater and Liddell, its importance would be paramount.  Given the rich 
coalfields in the Hunter Valley, and known coal and gas reserves in the Gunnedah-Narrabri basin, the 
state's mineral wealth would be considerable.  The Port of Newcastle would be a thriving hub of 
commerce and communication, as busy as Melbourne or Brisbane. A gleaming 80,000-seat stadium 
would host sporting events and an impressive arts centre with three different-sized auditoria adjoined 
by a spacious state art gallery would be linked by an efficient light rail network.  Regular air services 
would connect Newcastle with every other capital city and to other major regional centres such as 
Coffs Harbour, Lismore, Armidale, Tamworth and Moree. Rail tracks to the border would unite the 
state and link it with regional cities such as Dubbo.  Hunter Street would be a bustle of activity, with 
both the parliament and judiciary nearby and not a retail space to be spared. The new state, with three 
times the voting population of Tasmania, would enjoy a full complement of senators in Canberra. 
 
This might have been the scenario had the game been played differently almost 40 years ago when 
voters in northern NSW had a chance to decide their political fate.  A referendum held by the then-
new Liberal government of Robert Askin in 1967 rejected a proposal to create a new state in northern 
NSW. The 54per cent No vote was recorded almost entirely south of Scone, with voters in the north-
west, north coast and tablelands favouring the idea.  Voters in the Lower Hunter, Lake Macquarie 
and Newcastle overwhelmingly threw out the proposal. Dairying areas succumbed to threats that 
their lucrative milk quotas to supply Sydney would be lost while Newcastle Trades Hall vigorously 
opposed it.  There was also some bitterness over the way in which the promised referendum was 
conducted. The new conservative government, not wanting its chances of re-election to be 
compromised after years in opposition, excluded western areas that would have boosted the Yes vote. 
The chance was lost and despite there being an agreement it would be the first of two such 
referendums, a follow-up poll never eventuated. 

Courier-Mail 
24 Jul 2004 

p. 2 

'Telstra 
bumble last 

straw for 
northern 
folks', by 
Michael 
Madigan 

THERE'S revolution in the northern air after a Telstra malfunction left every telephone north of 
Rockhampton dead in the early hours of Thursday morning.  At 12.30am, the Cairns ambulance 
service noticed problems with its communications network. For the next four hours every household 
north of the Tropic of Capricorn was on its own.  Emergency calls went unanswered for half an hour 
until a back-up network in Brisbane kicked in.  Twelve hours after the problem appeared, Telstra was 
still scratching its head as to what caused it.    
 
Townsville Mayor Tony Mooney wants a new regional telecommunications company and has 
already put up $250,000 of council funds to kick-start it.  Independent MP Bob Katter wants a new 
state.  "In regional Australia, people get the rough end of the pineapple," the federal Member for 
Kennedy said yesterday.  Mr Katter was on the phone to Telstra on Thursday morning, but they 
couldn't tell him why it happened. Leaving 750,000 people cut off from the world without an 
explanation was reason enough to form a new state, he said.    
 
Cr Mooney, in more measured tones, said communication breakdowns were not the only problem 
facing those outside the charmed circle of a "Brisbane-centric" state.  The north also relied too 
heavily on southern power, which could just as easily be disrupted. Only a week ago Cr Mooney 
kick-started a fledgling outfit, Townsville Regional Telco, to ensure the north was better served. 

Northern 
Miner 

(Townsville) 
26 Nov 2004 

p. 8 

'Glenville Pike 
is known by 

many as a . . . 
Champion of 
the North', by 
Peter Simon 

A KEEN young man arrived in Charters Towers in 1957 intent on mining a treasure trove in the 
middle of the town.  He was historian, publisher and columnist Glenville Pike who had heard about a 
fabulous "gold mine" -- newspaper files of The Northern Miner and the North Queensland Register 
going back to 1893 -- in the Charters Towers council chambers.  To Pike, those stacks of newspapers 
were a priceless source of historical information about a large and colourful part of North 
Queensland.  Now aged 79, he recently recalled how he rented a house in Charters Towers for 10 
shillings ($1) a week and spent nearly seven months taking copious notes from that mound of 
newspapers. 
... 
In 1954 he launched a trail blazing news magazine, the North Australian Monthly (NAM) which 
championed the cause of a large neglected part of the nation.  As Pike explained, the publication 
chronicled the news of the North, an area about which people in the south knew almost nothing. 
... 
Moves for a new state in North Queensland were covered in the magazine.  Pike editorialised against 
the Commonwealth Government's inadequate expenditure on the North, its failure to build the 
railway line to Darwin, poor outback roads and the need for defence bases in north Australia.  The 
magazine chronicled current developments in places like Darwin, Katherine, Tennant Creek, Alice 
Springs, Bowen, Cairns, Mount Isa, Charters Towers, Townsville and the Kimberleys.  It closed 
down in December 1965. 
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Sunday Age 
28 Nov 2004 

p. 18 

'War of the 
thistles', by 

Philippa 
Murray 

THE GREAT DIVIDE    
 
A HARDY, determined group of Scottish settlers who arrived 170 years ago could be partly to 
blame for the political imbroglio that has engulfed the federal electorate of New England in recent 
weeks and reached all the way to the office of the Prime Minister.    
... 
New England can claim to be the crucible of independent political representation in Australia at 
present.    
... 
New England was also the focus of the New State Movement, which had its origins in 1845 when 
settlers began agitating for a separate colony that would enable them to import their own labour. It 
was closely aligned to the Country Party, whose one-time leader, Earle Page (who became prime 
minister), was a supporter of the campaign.    
 
The New State Movement reached the height of popularity in the mid-20th century, culminating in 
the NSW Government calling a referendum in 1967 for northern NSW to secede. It failed after 
voters in Newcastle and the Hunter Valley were included. 

Sydney 
Morning 
Herald 

25 Jan 2005 
p. 12 

'Altered 
states', by 

Daniel Lewis

A new push to create more states in Australia is coming from country people who think they are 
being ignored by the big cities that eat up all their taxes. Daniel Lewis reports. 
...  The last great surge was the late 1960s when the New England new state movement - pioneered 
by Ulrich Ellis, father of the Tamworth Country Music Festival founder, Max Ellis - was a force to 
be reckoned with.  New states - or regional government - have at various times been advocated by 
both the Labor Party and the Coalition. The former Country Party - now the Nationals - was 
particularly wedded to the idea of new states under the leadership of Sir Earle Page, who dreamed 
that his hometown of Grafton would become the capital of a great new state in northern NSW.  
The Australian constitution that came into effect in 1901 was crafted around the idea that there 
would be new states and the father of Federation, Sir Henry Parkes, once declared: "As a matter of 
reason and logical forecast, it cannot be doubted that if the union were inaugurated with double the 
number of present colonies, the growth and prosperity of all would be absolutely assured."  
Johnston says the constitution is such that New England could be created by Bob Carr and John 
Howard "over coffee tomorrow morning" if they wanted to.  There have been royal commissions 
into new states and in Queensland the Parliament has voted three times for the state to be 
subdivided, but it was only in 1998 that 51.3 per cent of Northern Territorians voted against 
statehood.  Now there is the chance of some serious political muscle once again being applied to 
the new states idea by the NSW Farmers Association.  At its annual conference last July, farmers 
resolved that the association "explore the feasibility of forming a non-metropolitan state" by 
establishing a taskforce which will report back to this year's annual conference.  Farmers and a lot 
of other country people feel alienated by what the independent federal member for New England, 
Tony Windsor, calls the "city-country divide".  They believe their voice is no longer heard in 
Macquarie Street because the overwhelming majority of the population lives in the NSW that 
stands for Newcastle-Sydney-Wollongong.  They also passionately hold the view that too many of 
their tax dollars prop up the metropolis rather than return to rural and regional areas.  Recent issues 
like forced local government amalgamations and the closure of rail lines have hardened their 
mood.  Johnston grew up in Quirindi, near Tamworth, and says he was converted to the new states 
cause as a five-year-old in 1953 when 21 councils in the north of the state defied the state 
government and held an unofficial referendum on the issue of a new state. The "Yes" vote varied 
from 69 to 87 per cent. 
 
In 1935, the Nicholson royal commission recommended the boundaries for three new states within 
NSW, including a northern one that took in Newcastle.  In 1967 an official referendum in the 
northern area was finally held and it was narrowly defeated, with a 54 per cent "No" vote. 
...  The NSW Farmers Association president, Mal Peters, bemoans that Australia already has too 
many politicians, but says the "problem is that in the [93-seat] NSW Parliament there are 12 seats 
on the western side of the sandstone curtain". Just one electorate - Peter Black's Murray-Darling - 
covers nearly half the state and is bigger than Victoria.  Peters - a gruff New England farmer - calls 
the Great Dividing Range the sandstone curtain because for him it symbolises the city-country 
divide and the lack of interaction between country people and Macquarie Street powerbrokers.  
Peters says his taskforce will try to work out if a non-metropolitan state would be socially, 
economically and legally viable, but cannot see it getting up unless it can also be proved it would 
benefit metropolitan NSW. 
...  Bryan Pape is a senior law lecturer at the University of New England in Armidale and active 
member of the Nationals who believes the party should be pushing for a royal commission into the 
feasibility of creating new states.  Pape strongly suspects that any such inquiry would show that 
carving up Australia into as many as 20 states would create government that was closer to the 
people and better value for money because it would do away with the "fruitcake federalism" that 
sees so much duplication.  In a paper he has written about the future of Australian federalism, Pape 
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argues Australia's states are too big geographically and demographically: NSW, with a population 
of 6.7 million, is more populous than 39 of America's 50 states, and while California has a 
population of 34 million, it is home to only one in eight Americans whereas NSW is home to one 
in three Australians. He also quotes the eminent historian Geoffrey Blainey: "The sad fact is that 
the newest state in Australia is Queensland, created more than 140 years ago. Australia has created 
no new state since 1859. The United States in contrast has created close to 20. For a land of this 
size we do not have enough states. We thus miss one of the advantages of federalism."  Blainey 
went on to say: "As Australia possesses a wide range of climates and terrain and as each large 
region has a different mix of geographical assets and liabilities and sometimes different mix of 
people ... and priorities ... there is a case for each major region possessing its own state 
government."  Pape suspects the desire in the bush for greater political independence is linked to 
the electoral success of bush independents such as the Nationals' nemesis in New England, 
Windsor.  Pape got the issue raised at the Nationals' 2003 federal conference and last year's state 
conference in Dubbo, but each time it was voted down after vigorous debate. 
... 
A.J. Brown is a senior law lecturer at Queensland's Griffith University and an expert on the new 
states movement.  A Centenary of Federation survey he conducted in Queensland in 2001 found 
about a third were interested in new states and about two-thirds said they looked forward to a 
change in the federal system over the next 100 years.  Brown says the fascination with new states 
is "basically a healthy community reaction to the fact [Australia has] a stupid constitutional 
structure".  Brown believes a body like the Productivity Commission should run an inquiry into 
Australia's constitutional structure and change things in a planned way or else the process will 
happen in an ad hoc fashion.  Brown says there is already a very strong push for better funding of 
local government and the Federal Government is increasingly bypassing the states through things 
such as direct road funding to councils.  "If we don't move to new states or regional government 
[formally], I'm convinced we are going to end up there by other means anyway." 
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Townsville 
Bulletin 

30 Apr 2005 
p. 34 

'Spending 
separates the 
north from 

south': Letter by 
Graham Ogilvie 

of Charters 
Towers 

WELL, Mr "I fix it" Beattie waited until after Anzac Day before restoring the "Brisbane Line" and 
announcing the spending of $55 billion in the Brisbane area.  Once again we in North Queensland have 
been deserted.  The North's ambulance, police, hospitals and roads have been put on the backburner and 
also points out that North Queensland Labor parliamentarians have voted with Mr Beattie to give North 
Queenslanders another kick in the backside.  When will we, the people, get the message -- new state -- 
and the quicker the better, because all the wealth from North Queensland will pay the $55 billion? "It's 
Time" to tell Mr Beattie to take a hike. 

The Courier 
Mail 

21 May 2005 
p. 33. 

'More or less, a 
quandary', by 

David Solomon 

Australia's institutions, which determine the way we are governed, are undergoing unprecedented change. 
It affects the power we have as citizens to have our rights upheld, our access to justice and the courts and 
how business and society are organised.  The Courier-Mail today continues a detailed examination of our 
most important national institutions by contributing editor, Dr David Solomon. 
 
"I have never been one to genuflect uncritically at the altar of states' rights." Prime Minister John Howard
 
"A century after Federation, Australians' governmental loyalties lie with the nation, rather than the state." 
Health Minister Tony Abbott 
 
"The Commonwealth has sought to exert control in many more areas which, under the Australian 
Constitution, are state government powers." Prof Ken Wiltshire 
 
"Australian federalism is probably more vital and assured today than at any period since World War II, 
with Labor, the dominant party of government and traditionally the main threat to federalism, now 
working comfortably within the federal system and championing the revitalisation of state government." 
Professors Brian Galligan and Cliff Walsh, Federalism Research Centre, ANU, 1990. 
 
Former Brisbane Lord Mayor Jim Soorley is among a number of commentators who have called for the 
abolition of the states in favour of a two-tiered system of government.  Soorley believes state 
governments should be abolished because "they are a dismal failure and a significant structural 
impediment to good governance".  He wants to abolish one of the three levels of government, and have a 
strong central government together with strong and relevant regional governments.  Former federal Labor 
minister Chris Hurford agrees. He has developed a plan for 51 separate regions to replace the states and 
territories and take over responsibility for local government.  He says "in designing the regions, the 
balance to be achieved is between providing geographic areas on the one hand small enough in area to 
undertake the functions of local government and facilitate people's involvement in decision-making, and 
on the other hand large enough in resources to be subnational units in a federation with their own taxing 
powers".  The map, pictured right, shows the proposed regions of Australia prepared for Hurford by 
Robert Keane of the School of Geography, Population and Environmental Management at Flinders 
University.  Called the Australian people's new commonwealth, the new boundaries would consist of a 
federation of 51 regions and one territory, the Australian parliamentary triangle, based around Canberra.  
 
Professor Geoffrey Blainey, who also believes the system of governance needs to be changed, has a 
different view of what needs to be done. Rather than abolishing the states he wants to see more of them.  
He says "the whole purpose of a federal system is that, in general, the matters of national or shared 
concern can be handled by the federal government, and distinctive regional interests can be handled by 
state governments. In a huge continent, the argument for a federal system is doubly powerful." Blainey 
points out that the United States, when it held only four million people, was divided into twice as many 
states as Australia has today. Since 1859, when Australia reached its maximum of six states, the US has 
created another 20 new states.  "By having too few states, we miss one of the advantages of federalism," 
Blainey says.  He puts a strong case for a separate state of North Queensland, based on its differences in 
climate, terrain and economic interests from the southern states and its higher proportion of Aboriginal 
people living in or near their traditional homelands.  However, he says that if he were Premier of 
Queensland he would do everything to prevent the state being subdivided. But he thinks it probably will 
happen.  
 
The anti-state movement, those who want to abolish this whole tier of government, claim one of the 
major benefits would be huge savings in administration.  One Canberra researcher, Mark Drummond, has 
estimated the additional cost of the present system over a unitary system could be up to $50 billion a year 
but he has published a conservative estimate that the savings would be less than half that amount. 
 
The Commonwealth Constitution contains a permanent reminder of the strength of the new state 
movement in Queensland at the time of Federation. The framers included a special and unique provision 
to allow Queensland to be divided into a number of divisions for the purposes of Senate elections.  This 
was a concession to the strong support in northern and central Queensland for the state to be divided into 
three parts. Some northern politicians occasionally advocate breaking away from the distant southeast 
corner of the state, but they know they face a hopeless task.  This is because the Constitution has a 
special chapter dealing specifically with new states. Changes within a state would have to be approved by 
its parliament and by a referendum. Changes to the federal system affecting all states -- as the Labor 
Party has advocated in the past -- would have to be approved by referendum in every state. 
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Northern 
Miner 

(Townsville) 
24 May 2005 

p. 3 

'Push for NQ 
statehood', by 
Trudy Brown

LOCAL resident Harrison Duncan has reignited the debate over North Queensland statehood in 
Charters Towers.  Mr Duncan called on locals to consider supporting the push for a North 
Queensland state after lamenting the neglect of the North by the Queensland Government.  "It's 
been a thing that I've been pushing for a while," Mr Duncan said.  "The idea as far as I am 
concerned is sound."   
 
Mr Duncan said during his time in North Queensland he had observed many benefits of a 
government based in the south-east corner to Brisbane and the Gold and Sunshine coasts.  He said 
he did not see why the State couldn't be cut at the 22 degrees latitude, just below Sarina and the 
existing electorates north of that line becoming part of the new state.  Mr Duncan said that way 
there would be no need for additional electorates or politicians and North Queenslanders would be 
making the decisions, instead of those in the south.  He said he believed North Queensland had the 
population numbers sufficient to create a separate state.  "Cairns has 150,000, Townsville 150,000, 
how many more do you want?  "When Queensland became a separate colony they didn't have that.  
"We can handle our own affairs better than somebody in Brisbane.  "The bigger Brisbane gets, the 
less we get out here." 
 
The push for North Queensland as a separate state is not a new one.  Townsville identity Frank 
Rossiter was a public promoter and fierce campaigner for North Queensland as a separate state for 
many years up until his death in 2001.  Mr Duncan said the only controversy lay in where the 
capital of the new state should be located.  He said he believed Charters Towers would be the 
perfect locations, midway between the western city of Mount Isa and the international tourist 
destination of Cairns.  Mr Duncan said while he thought Charters Towers ideal, he believed it 
would not get much support from pundits in either Townsville or Cairns who thought the capital 
should be located there. 

Sydney 
Morning 
Herald 

1 Oct 2005 
p. 23 

'Altered 
states', by 
Damien 
Murphy 

There was a time when we derided our interstate cousins as mere Sandgropers, Croweaters or 
Banana Benders. Now, with federalism taking over, state borders count for little, writes Damien 
Murphy. 
 
BEER flowed across borders, State of Origin started and the Swans of South Melbourne flew 
north ... 25 years ago something seismic was happening to Australia.  Tomorrow's rugby league 
grand final between Wests Tigers and North Queensland Cowboys and last Saturday's Sydney 
Swans victory flow from decisions in 1980 and 1981 to ditch some old territorial imperatives and 
illustrate how far the notion of state pride has faded.  Back then, anyone in Sydney would have 
been laughed out of a pub for drinking Victorian beer or talking Australian rules. It was a time 
when the states, and parochial views about their interests, importance and superiority, dominated 
our lives.  No more. The sun is setting on state pride. Australians wander the country after jobs and 
the sun, switching team allegiances with each move and abandoning any sense of visceral 
connection with their home states.  Even John Howard, the head of a Coalition that has historically 
been the great proponent of states' rights and federalism, thinks Australia would be better off 
without states.  "If we were starting Australia all over again, I wouldn't support having the existing 
state structure. I would actually support having a federal government, a national government and 
perhaps a series of regional governments," Howard said after Geoff Gallop retained office in 
Western Australia this year to give Labor a lock on state and territory parliaments.  Once Howard's 
comments would have outraged, but in truth his comments are unremarkable in a country where 
suburb pride usurped state pride years ago. For most now, Australia is our community, our suburb 
in the global village. 
 
Australians have evolved into one of the world's most mobile populations. Figures from the 
Australian Bureau of Statistics show 363,515 people moved interstate in the year to March - even 
Tasmania had a net interstate migration gain (of 260) - while NSW lost 26,900 people, mostly to 
Queensland. Already many of us have family members living interstate and in future most 
Australians will not live in one state all their lives. The internet and ease of overseas travel add to a 
national mindset. Few Australians travelling overseas tell foreigners they are from NSW or 
Victoria.    
 
Federation resulted from the battle over free trade and so it's perhaps ironic that Australia's two 
great totems, beer and football - in their way originally state-based pursuits - tore down state 
borders as commercialism put up enough money to buy the soul of patriotic parochialism.  Foster's 
Lager is now emblematic for Australia overseas but for most of its history it was unavailable 
outside Victoria. Brewed in Melbourne from the 1880s, for more than a century its distribution 
was limited by the "beer line" - an imaginary line through the Riverina honouring a gentlemen's 
agreement between Sydney brewers and Carlton and United in Melbourne (coincidentally it ran 
parallel to the then northern limits of Australian rules football until South Melbourne decamped). 
But in 1978 the Sydney brewer Tooth and Co moved into Melbourne, buying Courage beer. War 
was declared. Victorian beer surged north into NSW.  In Queensland, the Castlemaine Perkins 
brewery held sway for much of the 20th century until Alan Bond acquired the company and started 
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flogging the beer overseas. The famous XXXX brand was introduced in 1894. A recent advertising 
campaign had XXXX as "Queenslandese" for beer but, in an example that the old habits die hard, 
rude people interstate maintained it was labelled thus because Queenslanders, predominantly 
country bumpkins who live outside the capital, could not spell.  Similarly, commercialism was the 
beginning of State of Origin in 1980. The success of Queensland's victory in the first game saw 
rugby league open up to accommodate interstate teams. It also begat the 1997 brawl over Super 
League as media moguls Kerry Packer and Rupert Murdoch battled to turn local pride to their 
monetary advantage.    
 
In colonial days, Australia was a pastoral place with most people living in the bush, but since 
federation the population has drifted to the towns and cities and stayed put. The suburbs were worn 
with pride and the era of loyalty to suburban football teams and state industrial awards held sway.  
Nowadays, few people, apart from posturing premiers, beat the drum for state pride. State 
governments have withered to become little more than service providers. Canberra, meanwhile, 
has come to rule a new world of federalism.  The Federal Government is muscling in everywhere: 
health, education, industrial relations. It is telling state governments to abolish taxes and stamp 
duty, the first serious attack on state tax policies since John Curtin used World War II to stop state 
income taxes in 1942. And it is telling schools around the nation to put flagpoles out front to 
promote patriotism.  Since the Menzies era, the Coalition parties have always been the ardent 
supporter of federalism, the parties of small government. Labor was the centralist, the party of big 
government.  Joh Bjelke-Petersen was the great practitioner of state rights. In 1985 during the 
South-East Queensland Electricity Board workers' dispute he put unionists on contracts and 
introduced risible legislation targeting protesters and gays. Conservatives thought him the hard 
man of industrial relations reform and launched him on the Joh-for-PM misadventure. The unions 
squealed and sought safety under federal awards.  Today, in a neat reversal, Howard's promised 
industrial relation reforms are centralist and the unions are squealing again, this time espousing the 
great justice of state industrial awards.    
 
Howard has undergone a conversion to centralism and laments the existence of state governments, 
not because of any philosophical shift but because his Liberals once held seven of the eight state 
and territory governments. Now he has none but the centre square is his alone.  Some say 
Australia's innate political conservatism stops constitutional change to do away with, or 
amalgamate, one tier of government.    
 
Australia, with Canada, Switzerland and the United States, comprise the world's classic 
federations. Yet of the four, we are the only one drifting towards the centre.  The Monash 
University demographer Bob Birrell says Canada most parallels Australia - just as we live along 
the coast, they live bunched on the border with US, vast amounts of land is sparsely populated, 
Queen Elizabeth II, etc. But as Australia spins towards the centre, Canada is becoming 
increasingly provincial.  "We take pride in our shared experiences such as egalitarianism, but 
Canadians stress their nationalism by celebrating their differences," Birrell says. "Of course we did 
not have the Canadian-British, Canadian-French divide, nor an 'elephant' to our south beaming 
American news and culture into our loungerooms, so it's little wonder Canadians remain strongly 
provincial."    
 
This month, conferences in Sydney and Gosford will discuss dropping state governments.  The 
12th Shed a Tier Congress on the Central Coast beginning on October15 will discuss how 
abolishing state governments can benefit people, communities, businesses and the environment.   
The congress convenor, Mark Drummond, says a single national government and local or regional 
governments would save about $30 billion a year by getting rid of that state government speciality, 
expensive and unnecessary duplication.  Political fund-raiser Everald Compton is staging a 
conference in Sydney on October 13 exploring the path to a stateless Australia and says it is 
beyond question that one level of government must go.  "The states are geographical hangovers 
from our history, having boundaries drawn to suit colonial governments of the time. It's ridiculous 
for Brisbane, located in the south-east corner, to claim the ability to give political services to 
Cairns on a basis better than Canberra," Compton says. "The same applies to Perth claiming 
affinity with the Kimberley. Cairns and the Kimberley love neither and yearn for their own 
regional government."    
 
Of course, getting rid of state governments is rabidly opposed by Macquarie Street politicians and 
their cohorts around the capitals who will not vote for their own demise.  But there are others who 
want even more states.  Ian Johnston, of Hornsby, is intent on standing candidates in the 2007 
NSW election pushing for new states to be established in rural areas around Australia that feel 
neglected by city politicians and policies.  A retired public servant, Johnston thinks New England 
should be a state. Another one should be created along the Murray River called "River Eden" 
(fulfilling Ben Boyd's 1842 dream for Twofold Bay). Johnston also names "Capricornia" (thank 
you Xavier Herbert) for central Queensland and wants a "Northern Australia" to take in the 
Northern Territory and areas of northern and inland Queensland.  "At federation it was clearly 
anticipated that new states would arise," Johnston says. "The ultimate test is the will of the 
people."  But for the moment, the people's will is focused on Tigers and Cowboys. 
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'Time to make 
our move', by 
Dr Phil Day, a 

Queensland 
lawyer and town 

planner and 
former NSW 
director of 

decentralisation 
(This article was 

a guest 
commentary in 

the King's 
Counsel, a bi-

annual 
newsletter 

published by 
King & Co 
Property 

Consultants) 

Could decentralisation be the way forward for our fast-growing state? Phil Day thinks so.    
 
WHAT'S missing from the debate about southeast Queensland is a statement -- preferably a 
visionary statement -- about Brisbane's future status. Do we envisage Brisbane as potentially a 
world-class metropolis? If so, it will need some ring roads, ring railways, intra-suburban bus 
services and 24-hour public transport -- and some CBD road use pricing.    
 
As things stand, however, we seem obsessed with billion-dollar tunnel solutions to temporarily 
relieve motor car congestion. And with somehow financing them by privatisation and spurious 
gimmicks like public-private-partnerships, notwithstanding higher interest cost of private sector 
borrowing. Not to mention interposing an extra level of high-salaried private sector executives.  
The big question remains. Does Brisbane really have to keep on growing at its present rate, 
compounding centralisation in the south-eastern corner?    
... 
Indeed, radical though the idea may be, the state capital doesn't have to be in Brisbane. At one 
stage there was a movement in NSW which wanted the capital to be shifted from Sydney to 
Bathurst. There are plenty of precedents in the US, where no state capitals are in the biggest cities. 
Albany, the capital of New York State, for example, and Sacramento, the capital of California. 
Canberra, Washington DC and Brasilia are other examples of national capitals which are not the 
biggest cities. 
 
Moving the capital from Brisbane would placate the century-old North Queensland New State 
Movement which -- with considerable justification -- has long resented the fact that so much of the 
revenue generated in the centre and north of Queensland goes towards subsidising commuter 
transport in the electorally dominant southeastern corner.  If relocating the capital seems a bit way 
out, an alternative solution would be to create a new northern state. It would at least allow a south 
Queensland state to go its own way with daylight saving.  At the very least, always assuming that 
the Government is genuinely committed to doing something about the consequences of continuing 
centralisation in the southeastern corner, some decentralisation of delegated administration is 
certainly a practical option. Not within SEQ, but outside it. In NSW back in the 1970s, we 
prevailed upon state departments and authorities to adopt common administrative regions with 
agreed regional administrative centres. It stimulated significant population growth in centres like 
Dubbo, Tamworth and Wagga. 

Australian 
Financial 

Review 
14 Oct 2005 

p. 91 

'Independence: 
it's a country 

sort of thing', by 
Laura Tingle 

Richard Torbay is the independent member for the Northern Tablelands in the NSW parliament; 
Peter Draper is the independent member for Tamworth and Robert Oakeshott is the independent 
MP for Port Macquarie.  Their seats represent a band of political independence in northern NSW 
that sweeps from Tamworth to the coast. Their state seats also fall across the federal seat of New 
England - held by independent MP Tony Windsor - reinforcing the view that there might just be a 
bit of a trend at work.  After all, as in northern Queensland, there have been repeated attempts to 
set up a separate state in northern NSW, culminating in a referendum in 1967, which was 
surprisingly narrowly defeated only after the wiley premier of the day, Bob Askin, insisted the new 
state should include Newcastle (which had no interest in seceding).  Such talk is not just historic, 
either. The NSW Farmers Association has been behind a renewed push this year for a separate 
state. 
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'An old idea, 
but a goodie', 

by Mary 
Vernon 

WHEN Bush Tucker Man Les Hiddins was launching the new edition of Colin Hooper's Angor to 
Zillmanton at the museum earlier this week, he revived an issue which has been simmering in the 
North Queensland consciousness since 1860 -- the creation of a separate state for the North.  
Pictured is the flag which won a competition run by the council, headed by the now Member for 
Townsville, Mike Reynolds, for a flag for the new state. At that time he was all in favour of it, but 
now his allegiance is to George Street so, naturally, he has changed his tune.   
 
The first formal moves to lobby for a separate state occurred in July 1882, when a committee of 30 
businessmen was formed in Townsville. In September 1884 other regional centres, particularly 
Mackay, became interested in the notion of North Queensland statehood. A petition calling for a 
separate state for North Queensland secured more than 10,000 signatures in 1886, all from adult 
males. Signatures from Townsville reached 4443, which was noteworthy because census figures 
showed there were only 3000 adult males living in the city. The petition was handed to the 
Queensland Legislative Assembly introduced by Member for Kennedy John Macrossan with a 
three-hour speech. But despite his best efforts, the proposal for North Queensland statehood was 
defeated 40 to nine. All nine northern members of the assembly voted for it but were outnumbered 
by southern colleagues. So they took it to London to see if it would be approved by the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies. It was rejected. 
 
In 1890 a separation carnival was held in Townsville's Flinders Street. Eight thousand people 
marched from Flinders Street to the Townsville Showgrounds to show their support for the issue.  
The North voted decisively for Federation in the 1899 referendum as a protest against control from 
Brisbane -- the Townsville vote was 1376 for, 328 against, or 80 per cent in favour of Federation.  
Since then the idea has come and gone in public favour. Directly after World War II, when 
outraged citizens of the North discovered the infamous `Brisbane Line' drawn by General 
Macarthur had been intended to abandon them to occupation in the event of a Japanese invasion, 
the North Queensland Self-Government League was formed and enjoyed widespread support 
during the 1950s.  Then, in the 1980s Frank Rossiter, well known as the 'father of the Burdekin 
dam', revived the issue and fought passionately for many years for a referendum on the subject, but 
without success.  Senator Ian Macdonald had a flirtation with the idea in the 1990s but seems to 
have lost interest since. 
 
Enter stage right, the charismatic Bush Tucker Man. He's been offered political endorsement as a 
candidate for the State Parliament, but he's more interested in a separate state for North 
Queensland.  He's sick of dancing to the tune of the south-east corner and he believes most North 
Queenslanders feel the same. 
 
We've got more people than Tasmania, we contribute a large percentage of the State's wealth, yet 
we're being short-changed on expenditure on our infrastructure. Do we want more pollies? Not 
unless they're North Queenslanders with the interests of North Queensland first and foremost. 
Lead on Premier Les!   

The 
Australian 

27 Apr 2006 
p. 10 

'Unwanted, 
but state 

governments 
are here to 

stay', 
by Mike 
Steketee 

Two surveys show voters would prefer federal and regional administrations over the present 
system. 
 
STATE governments -- who needs them? Not the voters, apparently. A survey conducted last year 
by Griffith and Charles Sturt universities asked NSW voters how much faith they had in different 
levels of government.  The winner was the federal Government, with 41 per cent, followed by 
local government on 34 per cent and the states bringing up the rear with 25 per cent. The contrast 
was even stronger when people were asked to rate the performance of governments, with the 
federal Government scoring 28 per cent, local government 26 per cent and state governments a 
distant 13 per cent.  The results could be influenced by the relatively high standing of the Howard 
Government compared to that of the Iemma Government when the poll was taken in August and 
September. But only to a degree: 46 per cent said they would have exactly the same or much the 
same view if another political party was in power. There are other qualifications: the sample was 
small -- 502 voters -- leaving some doubt about the exact figures. But they were weighted to make 
them representative of the population at large and they were broadly similar to a survey of 301 
Queensland voters conducted in 2001.  Moreover, almost three-quarters of NSW voters believe 
there should be changes to the structure of government. Presented with five options, including the 
status quo, for how the system should look in 50 to 100 years, 47 per cent plumped for "a two-
tiered system, with a national government and new regional governments replacing the current 
state governments".  That was way ahead of the 12.5 per cent preference for the present system, 
the 10 per cent who chose a four-tiered structure, with new regional governments added on, or the 
5 per cent who wanted the present system but with the creation of more states. The two-tiered 
option also came out ahead in the Queensland survey, though less strongly, with 31 per cent 
support.  Believe it or not, the closer voters' association with state governments, the stronger their 
support for abolition of the states as part of the two-tier option. Though the sub-sample is too small 
to put great weight on the actual figures, those most strongly in favour of all happened to be state 
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government employees. They must know something.      
 
Queensland University professor of public administration Ken Wiltshire is not surprised by the 
findings. "The Labor states have proven to be quite incompetent at running their basic 
responsibilities," he says, citing "dumbed down" school education, chronic mismanagement of 
hospitals, insufficient police and failing infrastructure. "Faced with the image of overlap and 
duplication and constant squabbling between commonwealth and states, the average citizen 
quickly jumps to the conclusion that abolition of one tier is the answer and will save money and 
acrimony." 
 
Talk about micro-economic reform: just imagine the savings from doing away with the whole 
panoply of state parliaments and bureaucracies and building local councils into much more 
efficient regional organisations.  There is just one problem: it won't happen, at least not formally. 
Abolition of the states requires a referendum to change the constitution. To be carried, a 
referendum has to gain a majority of the national vote as well as a majority in four of the six states. 
It is hard to see many state politicians supporting moves to rub themselves out, and the history of 
referendums is that they are a lost cause unless they receive close to universal support from the 
political players.  But the voters' instinctive preference may be realised, more or less, by stealth. In 
1995, then Queensland premier Wayne Goss argued that unless there was a vigorous national 
debate on reallocating responsibilities between governments, "what we will witness within a 
generation is the de facto, if not, de jure, abolition of the states". Goss is looking prescient.    
 
The debate on federalism sputters into life every now and then without ever coming to grips with 
the big issues of the states relying on the commonwealth for most of their funding and the illogical 
divisions of responsibilities. As the leader of the study of NSW voters, Griffith University's A.J. 
Brown, puts it: "We are already on the road to dismantling the old system."    
 
John Howard's interpretation of the national mood, together with his own instincts, have turned 
him into a bigger centralist than Gough Whitlam ever dreamed of becoming. The traffic is all one 
way, with the federal Government funding more and more programs directly rather than through 
the states. The High Court is about to hear the states' challenge to Canberra's use of the 
corporations power in the constitution to take over the states' industrial relations systems. If it rules 
in favour of the commonwealth, Attorney-General Philip Ruddock has already signalled there is 
more to come.    
 
The GST has given the states a growing source of revenue but it has also centralised power even 
further in Canberra. Peter Costello collects the tax and is using it as a stick to beat the states into 
submission on abolishing some of their own taxes. Bob Hawke and Paul Keating engaged in 
successful bouts of co-operative federalism in the 1980s and early '90s, but Howard has been a 
reluctant starter.  It was not until February this year, almost 10 years after coming to power, that he 
and the premiers reached agreement on a series of reforms and rationalisations of commonwealth 
and state powers, and many of those still have to be translated into concrete changes.    
 
In the long term, Wiltshire sees regions gradually replacing states but he believes this will occur 
through the creation of new states rather than the abolition of old ones. He predicts the Northern 
Territory soon will become a state and that it will be joined eventually by the ACT, New England 
in northern NSW, north Queensland and northwest Western Australia. "Of course, the current 
boundaries of the states make very little modern sense," he adds. 
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'Reformers 
push for tiny 
states in two-
tiered nation', 

by Daniel 
Lewis 

CHANGING GOVERNMENT 
 
THE philosophy is older than the nation, and after several dormant decades the new states movement has 
new life.  People who live in Armidale and Tamworth would one day live in the state of New England 
rather than NSW, it was confidently predicted this week at the National Symposium on Federalism and 
Regionalism at Parliament House in Macquarie Street.  Speakers said the nation's overly centralised 
three-tiered system of governance needed radical change. A survey suggests plenty of people in NSW 
agree. 
 
The new states movement has often been seen as a rural whinge. But a recent survey by Griffith and 
Charles Sturt universities, with help from the NSW Farmers Association, found strong support for change 
in urban areas too.  Three-quarters of those surveyed thought Australia's system should change, with 
older people more passionate than the young.  Nearly half of the 502 people surveyed preferred the most 
radical option - a two-tiered system with federal and regional governments. Few support the creation of 
new states under the existing system. The "most striking" result was from 75 state public servants in the 
survey - 90 per cent wanted change while two-thirds advocated the two-tier system that would abolish 
their employer. 
 
Dr A. J. Brown, a senior lecturer at Griffith University law school, said it was clear political reform was 
no longer a case of "rural fascists versus urban communists". And Associate Professor Ian Gray, the head 
of Charles Sturt University's school of sociology, said the public mood suggested "fairly drastic change 
just might be politically viable". Kenneth Wiltshire, the professor of public administration at the 
University of Queensland, said Australia could be divided into 40 to 65 regions. New states were 
constitutionally much easier than abolishing existing states.  He was astounded at how centralist the 
Federal Government had become and believed new states such as New England, Central Queensland and 
Far North Queensland were likely. 
 
At the symposium, the former president of the NSW Farmers Association Mal Peters presented a 
discussion paper identifying the costs and benefits of reforming Australia's federal system.  Two years 
ago the association began investigating creating new states in NSW. The paper's options include dividing 
NSW into a coastal and an inland state, the four-state traditional position of the new states movement and 
seven states based on the idea of the historian Geoffrey Blainey of every major region becoming a state.  
In 1967 nearly half the people of northern NSW voted at a local referendum in favour of creating the new 
state of New England.  Mr Peters said his years lobbying politicians in Macquarie Street had convinced 
him country people could never get a fair hearing from "city-centric" state governments.  Government 
was in crisis, he said, because public disempowerment had bred "cynicism and disgust". Mr Peters said 
the father of federation, Sir Henry Parkes, had acknowledged the need for an evolving federal system, 
and "we are desperately in need of leaders who can see past the next election with a vision similar". 
 
The head of the Western Sydney Regional Organisation of Councils, Alex Gooding, said capital cities 
could not be treated as homogenous regional government areas. The western suburbs were also 
distinctive, he said.  Mr Peters said he wanted groups like Mr Gooding's to be part of the reform debate 
because "without the support of metropolitan people nothing will change". 
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1942 when the war was at our doorstep, the governments of the south-east corner drew up the Brisbane 
line to let North Queensland fend for itself and MacArthur came along and declared we fight the war in 
New Guinea?  Today our governments are still in the south-east corner and we have to fend mostly for 
ourselves. Seventy five per cent of our taxes are spent there, and 75 per cent of the politicians live there. 
 
Let's look at how we stand north and west along the Tropic of Capricorn: massive lots of money is made 
in this area but the taxes are mostly spent in the south and we have a lack of finances in law and order, 
health, security. You name it's almost extinct west of the ranges along with public transport and roads 
after a century of development. 
 
We should now be looking to a new state on a different approach to the present way above the Tropic of 
Capricorn, whereby all people in each electorate would have a fair say to do this. Instead of the political 
party that is in opposition, taking the seats of the opposition, those in that position should be filled by the 
chairpersons of each local authority at the time of the elections, giving the people the opportunity to have 
a more direct approach to the sittings of each parliament for their taxes paid.  To avoid any jealousy of 
each city in the new state as to where the Parliament House should be situated, a central point should be 
selected inland off the coast where the people from both country and city would have equality as to the 
distance to travel -- like for instance Charters Towers.  As for law and order,we need the type of the 
American National Guard to be formed in the state for emergency use to assist the police when they are 
hard pushed to cope with state disasters etc. Also the control and training of criminal-type youths such as 
those who go around bashing the old and infirm,could be set up in a type of works battalion, where 
discipline and principle can be taught, while in detention. 
 
Many practical things could be done in a scheme such as the inland water scheme such as the Dr. 
Bradfield one. 
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