
CHAPTER 4

METHODS: DISCOURSE ANALYSIS

Having outlined the interactionist perspective with a language focus,

this chapter argues that the theoretical underpinnings of the

monarchy-republican debate in Australia in the 1990s and the

linguistic devices employed to persuade the audience to endorse

their position in the debate, are best analysed through a discourse

analysis of the texts. This chapter will:

• demonstrate how the application of discourse analytic method in

this study overcomes traditional concerns about the validity of

qualitative research;

• explain the principles of discourse analysis;

• outline the way in which discourse analytic method applies to

this study, in particular; and

• detail the specific manner in which the analyses of the texts of

political parties and organised movements will proceed in the

following two chapters.

Qualitative Methodology

Traditionally, social scientists have taken one of two approaches to

studying society, which broadly correspond with the theoretical

options of interactionism and systems theory which were addressed

in the previous chapter. Systems theorists have traditionally used a

`quantitative' approach by searching for social facts through pre-

existing categories or hypotheses. Interactionists have traditionally
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used 'qualitative' research, in which the social actor is the main

focus, and the results of which produce 'social constructions' or

`meanings' about social life (Silverman, 1993: 21). Therefore, the

investigation has been undertaken from the point of view of the

participant or actor. There have been some exceptions to this rule,

including Fairclough (1989: 5) who applies a language-focused

study to explain oppressive social relationships. This study is

participant-focussed and, more specifically, language-focussed.

The alignment of systemic theorists with quantitative methodology,

and the alignment of interactionist theorists with qualitative

methodology, while true in most cases, stems from a

misunderstanding that qualitative methodologists do not seek to be

`scientific', rigorous and objective in their methods. Nevertheless,

the quantitative approach relies upon a pre-existing body of

knowledge about society that sets up the categories into which

social facts are fitted. The questions in a survey questionnaire, for

example, show that the parameters for the study have already been

set. This runs the risk of silencing the actor; ignoring other ways of

looking at the social facts which the social actor themselves throw

up, and may produce the results, or establish the topics that the

researcher wants to establish. Such shortcomings, it has been

argued, retard the expansion of the framework of social inquiry

(Silverman, 1993: 21).

Actor-focussed, qualitative research, on the other hand, relies on the

actor to tell the story from their side, and allows the structure and

parameters of the study to suggest themselves, or to be 'thrown up'

by the actors. This has the benefit of obtaining accurate data (from

the perspective of the social actor). Nevertheless, actor-focussed

research runs the risk of rejecting previous knowledge about society,
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as if social events occur in isolation, without any web of interchange

or social framework (Silverman, 1993: 21-3). This research applies

a qualitative methodology to the analysis of texts of political parties

and organised movements. The argument of this chapter is that the

use of the method of discourse analysis addresses this potential

shortcoming by exposing patterns in the meanings and motivations

within the texts to illuminate the unique nature of the Australian

monarchy-republican debate in the 1990s and show how political

parties and organised movements construct debate in general.

Sociologists and anthropologists, in particular, have used a variety

of methods to study society from an interactionist perspective.

These are broadly encompassed in the 'ethnographic' approach,

which is participant-focussed observation, and which involves close

observation of actors and sometimes involvement in their daily

lives. This ranges from interviewing people with open-ended,

participant-focussed questions, and then departing from the field of

study to intense involvement such as living with the community

being studied and taking on a role in that community (Hammersley

and Atkinson, 1995: 7). Ethnographic research confronts a number

of challenges which social scientists have sought to overcome:

1. Empirical basis: Silverman's (1993: 34-5) concern that an

unstructured gathering of data focusing purely on how people 'see'

things may provide only psychological perspectives, rather than

perspectives which advance the study of society. Therefore,

Silverman advocates looking at 'practices', which are observable,

rather than 'meanings', providing a more 'rigorous and empirical'

basis on which the social world can be constructed.
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2. Objectivity versus subjectivity: The role of the researcher in the

community may bias their perspective towards a particular section

of the community (for example, elite or non-elite).

3. Reliability (or consistency) of data: The researcher must be sure,

for example, that they do not simply overhear a particular

conversation at a particular time, and that the actor would behave

differently in another situation.

4. Validity (accuracy, 'trueness, trustworthiness or

representativeness of claims): The researcher must avoid selecting

data which fits into a preconceived model, or selecting data which is

`exotic' at the expense of the 'less dramatic' (Silverman, 1993: 53).

Silverman (1993: 144) echoes Popper's urging that researchers

avoid jumping to easy conclusions just because some evidence

points in a particular direction. Qualitative research needs methods

which establish the 'trueness' or trustworthiness of the researcher's

claims.

Sources on the Monarchy-Republican Debate in Australia in the

1990s

Silverman (1993:9) describes four ways in which qualitative

research has been undertaken: observation, textual analysis,

interviews and transcripts of interviews. This study applies textual

analyses to explain the sociological significance of the

contemporary monarchy-republican debate in Australia. The

analyses of political parties feature a set of party manifestos either

for or against a republic and keynote addresses by parliamentary

leaders of the major and minor parties participating in the debate.

The manifestos were located on the website of Australian

Republican Movement, the parties having responded to a common

request by the ARM for its platforms on the monarchy-republican
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question. This has provided a manageable amount, and appropriate

sources, of data to analyse and, equally importantly, a structured

uniformity and, therefore, comparability, in the presentation of data

across the various participants in the domain of political parties.

The keynote addresses of parliamentary party leaders have also been

selected to account for the domain of parliamentary practice, a

central feature of this most public domain of political activity. The

organised movements also presented, on their respective websites,

uniformly structured, yet variously titled, platforms, again allowing

for comparability. In these cases the data used is much more than a

sample; it is the beginning and the end of the discourse.

The availability of appropriate data for this study made the

particular choice of data irresistible. The participant-focussed nature

of the research is consistent with the ethnomethodological approach,

mentioned above, even though this approach has usually been

associated with interviews and surveys (Cuff, Francis and Sharrock,

1990: 149). Nevertheless, I would argue that the textual analyses in

this study qualify as ethnography. The behaviour of the actors is

analysed in their natural habitat which is the public domain, albeit in

a structured and uniform presentation. This uniformity and

structure does not discredit the naturalness of the setting and even

has the added advantage of permitting comparability.

I argue that the nature of the sources that have been chosen

addresses the aforementioned concern about validity in qualitative

methodology raised by Silverman. This observation foreshadows a

more detailed account of how textual analysis ought to be applied

and how it is applied in this study. In the meantime, let us return to

the four challenges confronting ethnographic research listed by

Silverman. We will see how the methods of textual analysis used in
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this study will overcome these challenges. The following account

of the methods used also serves as an early summary of the

forthcoming discussion of the features of textual analysis:

1. Empirical basis: Although the gathering of data may begin in an

unstructured way, the manageable amount of data in the texts of the

Australian parties and movements means that each instance of a

behaviour can be observed and patterns of consistency and variation

in the use of particular key terms can be analysed to show what

those behaviours mean in society. Although interactionists have

placed value on description as an end in itself (rather than merely

preceding an explanation), to avoid the danger of relying on the

word of the participant that they are telling the 'truth', a rigorous

process of cross-referencing reveals how the Australian monarchy-

republican debate was constructed in the 1990s.

2. Objectivity versus subjectivity: The analysis of texts means that

there is no interaction with participants, only observation.

3. Reliability (or consistency) of data: Textual sources also ensure

that all of the data is observable without the potential biases of

interacting as a member of the community. The fact that there is a

beginning and an end to the data imposes boundaries which

establish the reliability of the sources.

4. Validity (accuracy, 'trueness, trustworthiness or

representativeness of claims): The tendency to choose 'exotic'

rather than 'less dramatic' information is avoided through the

systematic analysis of each and every occurrence of a 'key term', or

`concept'. The detailed appendices of the analyses confirm the

transparency of the research process.
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Discourse Analysis

As a forerunner to showing how discourse analysis works in

practice, it is important to understand how and why it differs from

conventional quantitative research. Most research in the social

sciences results in an explanation of some sort for what is happening

in society, in which a research document is the product and stands to

be compared with the reality it seeks to explain. Discourse analysis

of texts is different because it compares two or more texts.

Therefore, instead of a comparison between reality and a version of

reality, we have a comparison of two versions of reality. The

important thing here is that we are not talking about representations

of reality, as in most textual sources, but reality itself. The social

realities compared in this study are the manifestos and of political

parties and addresses by their parliamentary leaders, and the

manifestos of organised movements participating in the debate on

an Australian republic in the 1990s. The assumption which is

central to analysis of texts as social actors is that 'all language, even

language which passes as simple description, is constructive and

consequential' (Potter and Wetherell, 1987: 34).

Fairclough (1989), and Potter and Wetherell (1987), present models

of discourse analysis in practice. Fairclough's model for

undertaking discourse analysis follows a three-stage analysis of

description, then interpretation, then analysis, and Potter and

Wetherell's model moves from broader concepts to grammatical

phenomena. The model used for the discourse analyses in this study

does not limit itself either to a solely grammatical or solely thematic

approach. Therefore, the broadly based model suggested by

Bakhtiar (1986: 60, in Smith, 1999: 135), which combines 'thematic

content, style and compositional structure' is used. The emphasis of

86



the model used in this study is conceptual or thematic, analysing the

broad themes of republicanism, monarchy, democracy, head of

state, Constitution, Australia and government, through the texts. In

undertaking the investigation the range of tools used by Fairclough,

such as analysing themes and grammatical structures, are also

employed.

The research questions asked in a study which applies discourse

analysis are closely tied to construction and function of the language

itself (Potter and Wetherell, 1987: 160, 163). Therefore, unlike

most research in the social sciences, we are not merely producing a

gist or unitary summary of the ideas in the text, which means that

language is analysed with considerable attention to detail. The

exercise involves 'finding' the patterns that are already 'there' but

were not visible to the social scientist, rather than 'allocating'

patterns from an 'external' source, such as the researcher's pre-

existing model of the world. Mundane conversation can be as

equally interesting and revealing as the speeches of a Prime

Minister, yet this study, in any case, presents the beginning and the

end of the discourses. The identification of variation between

concepts within and between texts provides the tools for revealing

the accomplishments of the texts.

Potter and Wetherell (1987: 160) suggest that the starting point for

discourse analysis is to find comparable texts and identify variation

within and across those texts, or, to use variation as a 'lever'. The

next step is to explore the nature of those variations and see if any

patterns exist. This search must be conducted with a view to finding

a motivation, that is, how particular patterns of language will assist

the actor accomplish their objective. Comparable and appropriate
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texts, which appeal to a comparable audience, are used in this study

and the interrelationships between concepts are analysed.

This search for variation and consistency is the foundation of

discourse analysis. The case of a detective questioning a suspect is

a good parallel of the approach to discourse analysis and shows it to

be a form of triangulation. The detective might question the suspect

on their activities between two points in time. The detective

searches for consistency and contradictions within the suspect's

account of their actions, and also across the accounts provided by

other people, such as witnesses to the crime and people who

associated with the suspect at that time. The intention is that

patterns show whether the suspect was at the scene of the crime at

the time the crime was committed or was where they claimed to

have been. Another parallel is comparing the discourse of a used

car salesperson, who may understate the value of a car they are

purchasing and overstate the value of the same car to a prospective

buyer. Close observation of the patterns of language in the two

situations reveal that the objective of the used car salesperson is to

maximise their profit. The detective work in social research is

conducted with a view to finding motivations and inconsistencies in

language use to show how discourse is employed to accomplish

certain ends. To reveal the social functions which language choice

serves is an important contribution to sociology.

Research undertaken from the perspective of the social actors faces

two issues: ensuring that the observations can be generalised back to

making sense of broader social issues, in other words, that the

findings are relevant to the study of sociology; and ensuring that the

claims are trustworthy. The discourse analyses of this study address

these two issues. It was suggested earlier that simply because a
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research project is qualitative does not make it any less 'scientific'.

Silverman (1985: 20) argues that 'work becomes scientific by

adopting methods of study appropriate to the data at hand ... and

seeks to be rigorous and critical in its investigations' (original

emphasis).

Having introduced the nature of discourse analysis, a paraphrasing

of Potter and Wetherell's (1987: 48-9) interpretation of discourse

analysis into three key features also serves to summarise the

application of discourse analysis in this particular study:

1. Discourse analysis is concerned with text as social practice itself,

paying attention to linguistic content and form, and not merely as

the secondary reporting of a social act. Therefore, in focusing on

language, the discourse analyst is looking for answers to

sociological or social questions rather than linguistic ones. As a

language-focused study, this study is within the theoretical

framework of interactionism.

2. Discourse analysis is concerned with action, construction and

variation. Actors are understood to perform actions of different

kinds through their language. The nature of their action is

accomplished through constructing discourses out of a range of

linguistic resources and discursive devices. This study analyses

these constructive processes in the texts of political parties and

organised movements.

3. Discourse analysis is concerned with the discursive organisation

of texts to counter alternatives.

The active and constructive nature of the language and the search

for language patterns is evident in the following statement in the

texts of one of the organised movements: 'we intend to consult the
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Australian people'. The manner in which this statement is

interpreted in this study is not that consultation is important for this

movement (which may or may not be the case), but that the

movement seeks to appear to place an importance on consultation.

Furthermore, this may or may not be a response to a belief that this

is what is expected by the movement's audience whom they wish to

persuade to share their viewpoint in a debate.

It was argued earlier that the analysis of a manageable amount and

appropriate type of data with a beginning and an end, and which is

rigorously cross-referenced, ensures the validity of this research.

Validity relies upon a commitment to mundane details. Potter and

Wetherell (1987: 63) explain the role of the commitment to

mundane details in validating qualitative research:

The entire reasoning process from discursive data to conclusions

is documented in some detail and each reader is given the

possibility of evaluating the different stages of the process, and

hence agreeing with the conclusions or finding grounds for

disagreement ... on the basis of these or other materials. In this

sense discourse analysis could be said to be more rigorous than

experimental reports as it is impossible to independently check

the analysis in these cases.

Silverman argues that discourse analysis provides an opportunity to

be more rigorous and scientific than most other qualitative research

that fails to place such limitations on its researchers. Discourse

analysis reveals the way republicanism and monarchy (or any

concepts in society) are interpreted by comparing and contrasting

the uses of the same key term across a text and across other texts. In

this study, key terms are enumerated, their relative frequency is
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compared, and the contexts in which all references to a particular

term are analysed. This ensures objectivity and guards against an

arbitrary interpretation. Of course it is still possible to account for

all occurrences of a term and still interpret them in a subjective

manner. This is why the full transcripts and the full account of the

analyses are included in the appendices of this study, so that the

analyses can be independently verified.

Discourse analysis of the Australian Monarchy-Republican

Debate in the 1990s

It has been argued that the claims to validity in this study lie in its

comprehensiveness and in the transparency of the research process.

The analyses involve the comparison and contrasting of uses of

particular 'key terms', or 'concepts', such as 'monarchy', 'republic',

`government' and 'democracy' both within single texts and across

texts. These patterns of language show the social situations and

contexts which determine how language is used, thereby showing

how debate is constructed. For example, rather than guessing why

the used car salesperson in the aforementioned example describes

the car as good in one context and bad in another, discourse analysts

can examine the different contexts in which a particular term is

used. This involves examining the text around the term in question,

to learn why a term is used in one context and not another, or what

function its differing uses achieve. When we talk about the meaning

behind the language used by an actor, we do not refer to a dictionary

definition, but to what they see as important (Potter and Wetherell,

1987: 170).

The systematic analysis of each occurrence of each concept cannot

avoid addressing contradictions. In a sense, there is nowhere for the
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data to hide. The validity is in the analysis of every instance of a

particular action, which avoids the charge, indicated by Silverman

earlier, that actor-focussed research, while avoiding squeezing the

data into pre-conceived categories, does not check the accuracy of

the participants' statements. The following discussion shows

specifically how discourse analysis unfolds in this study. The

unique nature of discourse analysis has implications for its

implementation, the major features of which are discussed below.

(0 The process is labour intensive and the write-up is detailed

Because of the comparative nature of discourse analysis, the search

for patterns in the texts also assumes close attention to the detail of

the texts and a keen eye on the part of the researcher. Because the

focus of the study is the language, rather than the people making the

language, a large number of linguistic patterns are likely to emerge

from a small sample of discourse. Therefore, in general, sample

size is not usually an issue in discourse analysis (Potter and

Wetherell, 1987: 161). Nevertheless, this study takes advantage of

the availability of a limited and manageable set of data. The

analyses of parties and movements address every reference to a key

term or concept and compare and contrast this with other uses

within the same text and across other texts.

Having said this, the following example shows how much of the

research process must be included in the appendices, rather than in

the body of the study itself, to permit the readable flow of the story,

while retaining an audit trail of the research process. This example

is taken from appendix f:
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The parliamentary address by Prime Minister Paul Keating,

parliamentary leader of the ALP, features 66 occurrences of

concept 'head of state' which are organised into seven themes.

First is the need for a uniquely 'Australian' head of state (23

references). The Prime Minister emphasised the need for an

`Australian (as our/ their) head of state' (pp. 1, 3, 5, 6, 8, 11, 12)

who is 'truly one of us' (p.3) who could embody and represent

Australian values and traditions, (our) modern aspirations (p.3),

(and) the things for which we stand' (p.4). `(An) eminent and

widely respected (person)(p.9) (could have a) unifying role (and)

provide national leadership' (p.6). Comparing Australia with

other countries, Mr Keating points out that the 'Queen is not one

of our own citizens' (p.3) and that 'the majority of countries in

the Commonwealth of Nations have their own (p.3) not (a)

foreign (p.4) head of state' (p.3).

In this way, each occurrence of each of the key monarchist and

republican terms found in the platforms and leaders' addresses,

totalling 1367, is documented, enumerated and analysed in terms of

the context in which the term is employed. To make the analyses of

monarchy and republic more manageable, these 1367 key terms are

organised into seven concept groups. Although the detailed

working of the analysis is critical for verifiability, the analysis itself

would be of no benefit if it were not presented in a readable fashion.

As this study uses both quantitative and qualitative methods of

analysis the opportunity is presented to determine how reliable a

predictor of the significance of a concept of discursive device the

relative frequency of that concept or discursive is. Although the

aims of this study are achieved through qualitative methods, some

quantitative analyses support the qualitative analyses. A significant
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claim of the discourse analysis of this study is that no stone is left

unturned. In this study, the quantitative analyses enumerate all

references to concepts and show the relative frequency with which

each term is referred to by each of the actors. There are two

functions that the quantitative analyses serve: first, as mentioned,

the documentation of each step of the investigation is a check on the

validity of the process; and second, the enumeration organises the

data into a summary form to provide a general picture of the data.

A word of caution is needed. It is not fair to say that merely

because one concept is referred to five times, it is more important in

the discourse of the author than a concept which is referred to only

once. The detailed process by which terms are determined to be key

terms, and by which the terms have been allocated to particular

concept groups, is presented in full detail in the appendices of this

study.

(ii) Coding the language: concepts and key terms

There are no firm rules for screening the material and, obviously,

the researcher must begin at some point and with some tools for

organising the language. This process is called 'coding'. In moving

through the texts and discovering patterns of language, orientation is

automatically found on the basis of practice rather than a specific

pre-conceived procedure (Potter and Wetherell, 1987: 59). As has

been argued, the interactionist perspective applies to this enterprise

more appropriately than does a systemic theoretical perspective.

The important thing to realise about coding is that this is not the

analysis itself, but rather it is trying to break an unwieldy amount of

material into manageable chunks (Potter and Wetherell, 1987: 167).

Obviously, the coding categories are crucially related to the research

questions and outcomes, but we need to start somewhere.
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The coding procedure applies to the analyses of concepts and not to

analyses of discursive devices. This is because the theoretical

foundations of the Australian monarchy-republican debate in the

1990s are revealed by the interrelationships of the concepts. The

discursive devices are far fewer in number and rely on a more

simple enumeration of relative frequency of the occurrences of each

discursive device. The coding of the data in this study will proceed

as follows. The analyses of the concepts in the discourses of parties

and movements commence with the isolation and enumeration of

references to what appeared to be 'key terms', which are then

grouped into 'concepts', such as 'monarchy', 'republic',

`government' and 'democracy' etc. Key terms are organised into

`concept' groups because, quite simply, it is more manageable to

deal with 10 concepts than with 100 key terms, for example. This is

why terms such as 'election' and 'vote' are organised into the

category of democracy. The process of allocating key terms to

concept groups is also documented in the appendices of this study.

So what are key terms and concepts? A concept is a term, or

combination of terms, the context of which provides evidence of the

theoretical underpinnings of the text and which is compared to the

way it is interpreted elsewhere in the same texts and in other texts.

Accounting for all occurrences of a term identified as 'key' is true to

the claims to objectivity of the analysis, and reveals that not all

instances of the term shed light on the theoretical construction of the

debate. To make the point with obvious examples, terms such as

`and' and 'the' will not feature as key terms. In other words, the

search for patterns of variation and consistency in uses of the terms

`and' and 'the' within a particular text and across other texts is

unlikely to illuminate the theoretical underpinnings of the
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monarchy-republican debate. One must ask, however, what governs

this choice? Terms such as 'and' and 'the' are obvious examples of

non-key terms. But how do we ensure that the process of coding

language into key and non-key terms, fundamental to the credibility

of this study, is not arbitrary in less obvious examples? A brief

examination of the role of language in social life will help to answer

our question.

Language is taken to be a mode of communicating ideas and

feelings. Particular terms are more responsible than other terms for

conveying this meaning because they are an agreed and shared label

for a particular feeling or idea. These 'concepts' or 'key terms' play

an important role in language. The analysis hangs on these key

terms and the patterns in the way they are used in the same text and

across other texts. A concept is a term, the context of which

provides evidence of the way monarchy and republic are interpreted

in the texts. The coding process is necessary because concepts and

key terms are surrounded by other parts of language, which give it a

conventionally acceptable grammatical form. Many terms in the

text do not illuminate the theoretical underpinnings of the debate,

the terms 'and' and 'the' serving as obvious examples to make the

point. Such terms are not considered key terms. The discourse

analyst must first identify the key terms in the texts.

Sometimes the same term will be a key term in one instance and not

a key term in another. The context in which the term is presented is

the determining factor. An example of this is the use of the term

`Australia' in the texts of the Australian Republican Movement.

Such references are more numerous in the ARM's texts than in the

texts of other movements and it plays an important role in the

ARM's interpretation of republicanism. There is a clear distinction
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between terms that reveal 'Australia' to be an important anchor in

understanding how republic is interpreted in the text of the ARM,

and there are other references to Australia which are merely

contextual. For example, in the statement 'Australia should have an

Australian head of state' the second reference to 'Australian' shows

that the head of state should be uniquely Australian as opposed to

having a head of state from another country. The first reference to

Australia, however, merely sets the discussion in context, and we

already know that the debate is about an Australian republic.

Therefore, only the second reference to Australian is retained as a

key term, which we expect to illuminate the ARM's interpretation

of the notion republic.

In addition to illuminating a theoretical distinction between

maximalist and minimalist republicanism, another claim to the

originality of this study is that the analyses themselves suggest a

new set of guidelines for coding language, that is, for determining

what terms are key terms, what key terms are concepts, and how to

determine the concept group to which a key term should be

allocated. Appendices F to I, relating to the case studies of the texts

of political parties and organised movements, account for this

process. As a summary of the coding and categorisation process,

the following guidelines apply, all of which centre on the principle

that no term or grammatical word form is fixed, but is dependent on

the context in which it is employed:

• A key term or concept can be any form of grammar (eg. noun,

adjective, or verb). For example, the phrase 'presidential republican

system of government' (Monarchist League) exemplifies two

adjectives and a noun.
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• A key term or concept can be a two or more term combination,

or part of such a combination. An example is 'head of state' (ARM,

ACM) in which none of the terms would, in isolation, convey the

same concept, and the concept is not capable of existing outside that

combination.

• A two or more part word combination can represent various

concepts. For example, Parliamentary democracy is two concepts,

the former under government and the latter under democracy (ARM,

p.1).

• The same term can be a concept in one situation and not in

another, or belonging to different concept groups in different

contexts. An example is the two phrases 'Australian People' and

`People of Australia' `People,' in the first example, is a concept

under Democracy, and 'Australia' is a concept under Australia, as

opposed to people from another country (Monarchist League, latter

example also in ACM, p.3). Also, 'Australians', 'Constitutional'

and 'Monarchy' are not concepts under the title Australians for

Constitutional Monarchy, which is a discursive device, laying out

the formal requirement of labelling (eg. ACM, p.1). This is also the

case for the 'Monarchist' League (Monarchist League).

These guidelines are generalisable to other social research settings.

But how does the identification of key terms and their organisation

into larger concept groups enable us to theorise the Australian

monarchy-republican debate in the 1990s? All references to a

particular concept are documented and are organised into themes.

This ensures that particular instances of a concept have not been

selected while other instances of the same concept have been

ignored. Not all examples of a so-called key term point to the

interpretation of a particular concept for a particular party or
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movement. The core interpretation of the concept is identified and

analysed in the context of the other concepts, and the conclusion

reveals the interpretations of the notions republic and monarchy

employed by political parties and organised movements in Australia

in the 1990s. An example of this process is the account of the

ARM's six references to the concept 'republic'. As mentioned

earlier, the full account of the qualitative analyses of the concepts

appears in the appendices.

1. 'Republic' would not affect the actual operation of Australian

government, the PM seeking a referendum (one of six references to

republic).

2. 'Republic' would symbolise the 'sovereignty' of the 'people'

(one of six references to republic, only reference to sovereignty,

only reference to people).

3. 'Republic' has bi-partisan support (two of six references to

republic).

4. Discussion points about the 'republic' are on the ARM's website

(one of six references to republic).

5. Commonwealth of Nations has other 'republics' (one of six

references to republic).

A first glance shows that references to republic intersect other

concepts, and, therefore, the sentences will be repeated elsewhere to

clarify the way in which the concept is used. In this case, the fourth

and fifth phrases will reappear under discursive devices, the third

phrase will reappear under democracy, and the fifth phrase

reappears in the analysis of the concept 'Australia'. This is an

example of the inescapably detailed nature of discourse analysis.

These themes are described in the body of the chapter, and, to relate

the interpretation of republic with other concepts, the ARM's
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interpretation of republic is a minimalist one in which the operation

of Australian government is perceived as being unaffected by the

introduction of a republic. As it turns out, in this debate, the

interrelationships of terms conform to patterns, such that two

distinct interpretations of an Australian republic emerge. This will

be made clearer in the analyses of the texts of the parties and

movements.

(iii) The process of analysis and coding is cyclical

As a sociological enterprise this study seeks to generate an

independent, abstract and generalised model of the social world as it

is revealed through texts. Because the coding process is linked to

the research outcomes, the process is a cyclical one of moving

between analysis and coding (Silverman, 1985: 167). To propose an

abstract and generalised model of social action, in the absence of a

pre-existing model, as prescribed by the interactionist perspective,

the framework has evolved in a cycle of revised versions. A

preliminary examination gives a sense of what was happening in the

texts and, as has been mentioned, it is necessary to use a `working'

model to commence the investigation. As the interpretations of the

debate become clearer during the investigation, the research

framework is itself constantly revised. Therefore, the 'finished

product' of this study is a process of revision and 'hypothesis

generation' rather than the product of the conventional method of

comparing data with a pre-set, or 'hypothesis-testing', model

(Silverman, 1985: 167).

Sometimes, when looking for instances of the recurrence of a

particular term, which has been coded as `key', that term will be

meaningful; other times it will not. This involves revisiting terms
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which appeared to have shed light on the interpretation of republic

or monarchy, terms which may have been considered key terms and

were later retracted, or key terms that have been re-organised into

other concept groups. Only further refinement in the process of

analysis will reveal this. In the meantime, it is important to be

inclusive, when selecting terms in the initial stages of the analysis.

At this stage, we are trying to produce a body of instances rather

than setting limits to that body. The process of analysing the

findings has no prescriptive mechanical procedure, as is the case

with well-controlled experimental design and a test of statistical

significance. This is because the organisation of the material is

closely tied to the texts themselves, and only after considerable time

reading and re-reading texts do the patterns emerge (Silverman,

1985: 168). This is also why transparency of the research process,

through documenting the process in the appendices, is important in

discourse analysis.

It is also important to point out that, although the presentation of

this study is structured in such a way as to outline the aims and

anticipated accomplishments of this study before the analyses of the

parties and movements have been presented, this does not mean that

the final presentation of the framework was 'rigged' to support the

data. Nor does the fact that the orderly presentation of chapters in

this study mean that the research process was actually conventional

research which involves testing a pre-conceived hypothesis. In

conventional social analysis, revisiting the actors will be called

`Monday morning quarter-backing', re-playing opportunities missed

during the weekend game. Even so, Silverman wonders whether the

investigative process of much quantitative research was as clean-cut

as its presentation tries to convey. Although the text is seen as

active, rather than the researcher looking for examples to support a
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particular point of view, and although patterns between the concepts

only become apparent through subsequent investigations, the way

that the investigation is organised and presented to the reader needs

to be relatively conventional to 'set up' the revelation of the social

determinants of language use. The discourse analyst ought not to

apologise for presenting the research in an orderly and

communicable fashion. It is important to present discourse analysis

in a readable fashion, rather than taking the reader on the same

tedious and laborious journey that yielded the results, important as

that journey is for being able to make valid claims against the data.

It is important for a starting point to be found somewhere, and so

the investigation proceeds with the method itself being continually

refined.

Let us now turn to an actual example of this process of refinement

so that we can see the way concepts can be organised in an initial

investigation, and compare this to the more refined organisation of

the concepts which actually appears in the analysis of organised

movements, for example, in chapter six. The example below shows

that the processes of coding and analysis in the language used by

movements are not accomplished in one step but are constantly

revisited and refined. At a preliminary glance, the terms 'republic'

and 'monarchy' are terms on which one would expect the

interpretation of the debate to hinge because they represent the two

options in the debate. It also becomes apparent that the term 'head

of state' is a crucial concept in the debate. The fact that all

participants, irrespective of the position adopted in the monarchy-

republican debate in Australia in the 1990s, agree that the change to

a republic or retention of the constitutional monarchy involves the

status of the head of state justifies its allocation as a separate

concept. To find a way into the discussion in the early stages on the
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analysis, it is not surprising that the following terms were initially

considered worthy of the status of concepts:

Republic

Crown

History

Symbols

National identity

Australians

System of government

Constitution

Consensus

Egalitarian

The point being made here is that this is not the 'final' set of

concepts presented in this study. The cyclical nature of the

investigation eventually produces a different set of concepts. At a

first glance, the allocation of a separate concept group to references

to 'Australians' is a sensible allocation since these are the people

deciding between and ultimately living under one of the two

`systems'. However, as it turns out, in most cases, the way in which

the term 'Australians' is actually used in the texts is as a synonym

of 'the people'. In other words, the actual context in which a term

occurs indicates that it should be a key term organised under a

concept heading of 'democracy'. One line of argument is that

Australia needs uniquely 'Australian' symbols of its independent

nationhood. Therefore, a number of terms also came to be included

under a separate concept heading of 'Australia'. This now includes

terms previously categorised under 'National Identity', 'History'

and 'Symbols', which were, therefore, no longer deemed separate

concept groups. So, the concept group `Australia/ns' came into
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being, but for a different reason than the one originally intended.

`Constitution' was left as it is, and 'Crown' was grouped with

`Monarchy'. The concepts 'Consensus' and 'Egalitarian' came to

be grouped under 'Democracy'. Therefore, further refinement

produced the table which appears in this study and which is shown

in Table 6.1.

This process is summarised as follows:

Concepts in Initial	 Concepts in Refined

Investigation	 Investigation

Republic	 Republic

Head of State	 Government

Crown	 Head of State

History	 Constitution

Symbols	 Monarchy

National Identity	 Democracy

Australians	 Australia

Government

Consensus

Egalitarian
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Table 6.1: Quantity of Concepts per Movement

CONCEPT ARM ACM Monarchist

League

Republic 18 15 4

Government 22 26 4

Head of State 16 6 1

Democracy 15 13 3

Constitution 5 16 11

Monarchy 10 20 5

Australia 47 24 5

TOTAL 133 120 33

TOTAL

37

52

23

31

32

35

76

286

Having explored the principles of discourse analysis, the application

of discourse analysis to ensuring the reliability and validity of this

study, and the cyclical relationship between coding and analysis, it

is useful to present a very general picture of how the texts are

analysed through the use of concepts in this study. This sample is

taken from the platform of the National Party of Australia. In

keeping with the two aims of this study, there are two broad stages:

one is to find out what the patterns show about the interpretations in

the texts, and the second is to analyse the discursive devices which

the texts employ to persuade their audience.
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The Nationals are opposed to a republic. We fully support the

Constitutional Monarchy. We have examined the options for a

republic and find no evidence that a republic would protect the

freedoms enjoyed by Australians currently provided by our

Constitution ... The National Party will continue to advocate the

Constitutional Monarchy as the best form of government for

Australia.

At a first (and certainly not last) glance, certain terms such as

republic, constitutional monarchy, freedoms and Constitution,

appear to be concepts. As pointed out earlier, the guiding light for

the coding and analysis process is the context in which the concepts

are presented. The passage is interpreted as follows:

Concepts

Republic

Government

Constitutional Monarchy

Democracy (includes freedom and democracy)

Constitution

How do we analyse the patterns of concept use to determine the

theoretical interpretation of the debate? Examining the context in

which the concepts occur, it is clear that constitutional monarchy

and government can be combined because they mean the same thing

in the text. Republic is presented as the antithesis of democracy and

is seen to be incompatible with the current operation of Australian

government. The system of government is tied to constitutional

monarchy, which is the provider of freedoms. If the republic is
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considered to be a completely new system of government, its

introduction must threaten continued freedoms. The Constitution is

also tied to government and, therefore, must remain untouched if

freedom is to prevail given the link between the Constitution and

constitutional monarchy, and the link between the constitutional

monarchy and democracy. This is an example of how the analyses

of the texts of political parties and organised movements will

demonstrate that the interdependence of particular concepts

illuminate an interpretation of republic which is theoretically

incompatible with Australia's current system of government and

represents maximalist republicanism.

Discursive Devices

This sample of text also reveals a number of discursive devices, in

other words, linguistic or discursive strategies, tools or devices that

are used in the text to present their position in the debate in the most

persuasive light. Some observations include:

• the setting in which the audience expects the author to operate is

formal, as indicated by the formal introduction of 'The National

Party';

• the text seeks to appear to be objective rather than subjective or

arbitrary, which is evident in the text's appeal to 'evidence' which

has been 'examined';

• the role of the text is to persuade the audience to accept their

point of view from a range of options available to the audience,

contrasting the position the author is 'opposed' to versus the

position that they 'fully support'; and
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• the text responds to the audience's expectation that the 'people'

will be consulted through a convention.

The golden rule in coding language is that the context determines

whether or not a term is a key term, and what concept category a key

term should be allocated to.

Structure of Case Studies

The following two chapters, featuring the analyses of the texts of

political parties and organised movements, respectively, are each

organised into the following four sections:

1. The quantitative analysis of the conceptual themes will show

which concepts are numerically the most significant in the texts and,

in doing so, account for each occurrence of a concept, central to the

validity of this discourse analysis.

2. The qualitative analysis of the conceptual themes will explain the

competing sets of discourses revealed by the debate and the theories

of monarchism and republicanism that underlie the positions held by

each party.

3. The quantitative analysis of discursive devices will, in the same

way as the quantitative analysis of the concepts, show which

discursive devices are numerically the most significant. It will

account for each occurrence of a discursive device, which is also

central to the validity of this discourse analysis.

4. The qualitative analysis will explain the nature of discursive

devices that are used in the texts to accomplish their objectives.
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The overall analysis of monarchist and republican texts in political

practice in Australia is represented by the following diagram:

Quantitative Qualitative Quantitative Qualitative

Analysis	 Analysis	 Analysis of Analysis of

of Concepts of Concepts Discursive

Devices

Discursive

Devices

Political 1 2 3 4

Parties

Organised 5 6 7 8

Movements

Each appendix verifies a particular part of the analysis as indicated

below:

• Appendix A comprises the texts by political parties and

organised movements, which are analysed in chapters five and six;

• Appendix B features the procedure for selecting sources which

were analysed in the 'Literature Review' chapter;

• Appendix C contains the organisation of key terms into concept

groups;

• Appendix D features the definitions of the concept groups;

• Appendix E features the definitions of the discursive devices;

• Appendix F accounts for the conceptual themes of political

parties;

• Appendix G accounts for the discursive devices of political

parties;

• Appendix H accounts for the conceptual themes of the organised

movements;
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• Appendix I accounts for the discursive devices of the organised

movements; and

• Appendix J features the texts of political parties and organised

movements in 2002, with which the 1997 texts will be compared in

the Conclusion chapter.

In the following chapter on political parties, each of these four

sections is divided into three stages, the first of which is an

investigation of the individual party platforms and the second of

which is an investigation of the addresses of the parliamentary

leader. The third stage is an investigation of the political parties as a

collective domain. Because the organised movements feature only

platforms, the two stages of the investigation (in chapter six) are the

analysis of the platform of each individual movement and of the

platforms of the movements as a collective domain.

The two-part structure of each of the case studies reflects the two

aims of this study which were outlined in the Introduction chapter.

In the case of the political parties and the organised movements,

respectively, the following two chapters will illuminate, firstly, the

theoretical underpinnings of the monarchy-republican debate in

Australia in the 1990s, and secondly, the ways in which the parties

and movements construct and maintain debate. The concluding

chapter will locate the theoretical perspectives of the debate, and the

discursive devices used to construct and maintain the debate, in the

wider monarchist and republican traditions which were analysed in

the literature review. The contribution of the language-focused

interactionist perspective and the methods of discourse analysis will

be analysed to evaluate their contribution to future research. The

recommendations for further research will be based on the

conclusions drawn regarding the most valuable ways to theorise the
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Australian monarchy-republican debate in the 1990s and

conceptualise the construction and maintenance of debate in

political practice. Other research outcomes will relate to the

interaction of quantitative and qualitative analyses, perspectives on

public opinion, the interaction of political theory and political

practice, and comparative political and social analysis.

Conclusion

This chapter has outlined the defining features of discourse analysis.

The rigorous manner in which discourse analytic method is applied

in this study ensures the reliability and validity of the study. In

summary, the validity of this study rests on the following principles:

• using comparable material at each level of the debate;

• erring on the side of including more concepts than fewer (if in

doubt as to the status of a term);

• close reading of the texts;

• close recording of the texts: enumerating and acknowledging every

reference to what is identified as a key term;

• addressing the context of every key term in the qualitative

discussion; and

• the inclusion of the workings in the appendices ensures that the

final research document stands up in the face of discourse analysis by

other researchers.

The application of discourse analytic methods to the texts of political

parties and organised movements will allow the concluding chapter to

recommend the most valuable ways to conceptualise the theories and

the discursive strategies in the Australian monarchy-republican debate

in the 1990s.
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CHAPTER 5

POLITICAL PARTIES IN AUSTRALIA

This chapter puts forward two arguments that follow from the

discourse analyses of the texts of Australian political parties. First,

it is argued that the texts yield a limited set of competing discourses

which reveal that a distinction between minimalist and maximalist

republicanism is a more valuable way to conceptualise the

Australian monarchy-republican debate at the level of political

parties than traditional theories of republicanism, namely classical,

neoclassical and contemporary republicanism. Second, it is argued

that these analyses also reveal sets of discursive devices which show

that political parties construct and maintain the debate according to

positions for or against a republic and their status as a major or

minor party. These conclusions come from a number of optional

explanations for interpreting the theories underpinning the debate

and understanding the way the debate itself is constructed and

maintained in the texts. The options for conceptualising the

monarchy-republican debate in the domain of political parties are:

• advocates for or opponents of an Australian republic;

• minimalist or maximalist interpretation of republic;

• major party or minor party; or

• party as a whole or party leader.

In terms of the first argument of the chapter, the mutually exclusive

interpretations of republic focus on competing theoretical positions,

and the discourses reveal whether an Australian republic constitutes
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a new and distinctive system of government, or whether it is a

continuation of the same form of government. The advocates of an

Australian republic are the ALP, the Democrats and the Greens.

The ALP advocates the change to a republic which does not change

the actual operation of Australian government but carries symbols

appropriate for an independent nation. The discourse analytic

method of this study shows that a number of dominant discourses

pervade the Australian monarchy-republican debate in the 1990s.

The nature of the discourses and the interpretations of republicanism

which they reveal rely on a detailed and thoroughgoing analysis of

the way the concepts in the monarchy-republican debate interrelate.

As mentioned earlier, the significance of a concept is the role that

concept plays in constructing an interpretation of republic. The

ALP places the concept of Australia at the centre of its

interpretation of an Australian republic. The other concepts

revealed by the discourse analysis: those of head of state,

constitution, government, and democracy, are assumed to continue

to operate as they have done. These concepts do not have a bearing

on the change to a republic and are therefore not central or

significant concepts in the construction of minimalist republicanism.

Because their interpretation of republic does not interact with the

concepts which betoken the actual operation of government, the

interpretation of the ALP is minimalist. The Liberal and National

parties are not convinced that an Australian republic can protect

democratic government in Australia. Their desire to retain the

constitutional monarchy relies upon the interdependence of the core

operational concepts of head of state, constitution, monarchy,

democracy, and government, and distinguishes their interpretation

of republic as maximalist. These concepts are significant for

maximilist republicanism.
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What makes the study of Australian political parties interesting in

this regard is that the distinction between minimalist and maximalist

republicanism transcends positions held in the Australian monarchy-

republican debate, as well as their status as minor or major parties,

or whether the perspectives are those of the party as a whole or the

leader of the party. In terms of positions held in the debate, this

means that, even though the Democrats and the Greens advocate an

Australian republic, their interpretation of an Australian republic is

maximalist. Their republic is a transformed political system with

enhanced access and equality for Australian citizens. Therefore,

even though they share the same position in the debate as the ALP,

as advocates of a republic, they share the maximalist interpretation

of the Liberal and National parties, for whom an Australian republic

is regarded as undesirable. The distinction between minimalist and

maximalist republicanism derives from competing views on whether

an Australian republic is perceived as distinctive from, or a

continuation of, the current system of government.

The second part of this chapter concerns the discursive devices

which construct and maintain the debate in the domain of political

parties. Unlike the analyses of the concepts in the first part of the

chapter, the nature of the discursive devices are consistent with

positions held in the debate but transcend the format of the

documents, that is, whether the texts represent the party as a whole

or the leader of the party. The analyses reveal that, although the

interpretation of republic as either minimalist or maximalist

explains the theory underpinning the debate, the nature of some of

the discursive devices is best explained by the distinction between

the party which advocates a change to a republic, the ALP, and the

parties which resist change, the Liberal and National parties, and the
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nature of other discursive devices is best explained by a distinction

between major and minor parties. In general, however, it is the

political context of the parties which determines how they organise

their language to be most persuasive.

These two arguments are based on the analyses of texts of five

political parties. Three of the parties, the ALP, the Liberal Party

and the National Party, are major parties with a realistic prospect of

forming government alone or in coalition with another or other

major parties. Two of the parties, the Australian Democrats and the

Australian Greens, are minor parties with no realistic prospect, at

the time of writing, of forming government, alone or in a coalition.

Although these are not the only political parties in Australia, the

platforms of these parties were located on the website of the

Australian Republican Movement, the parties having responded to

an invitation by the ARM to present their positions in the Australian

monarchy-republican debate. This is also taken as indicative of the

dominance of these five parties across the domain of political parties

in Australia.

Two types of sources are analysed (refer to Appendix A). The first

is the aforementioned party platform for each of the five parties

found on the website of the ARM. Because the objective of

political parties is to form government and influence public policy,

the main sphere of party political activity is the parliament.

Therefore, the keynote addresses dedicated to the Australian

monarchy-republican debate by the parliamentary leaders of the

ALP, Liberal Party and the Democrats are also analysed. These

addresses were supplied by the parties themselves. The Nationals

and the Greens indicated that they did not to have such addresses

and, therefore, only the platforms of these parties are analysed.
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Fundamental to the two arguments of this chapter is the

interactionist theoretical framework, the language-focussed nature

of the research, and the discourse analytic commitment to a

thorough and trustworthy investigation. The monarchist and

republican traditions have already shown the ability of political

language and political practice to shape interpretations of monarchy

and republicanism. The exposition of these two arguments is an

accomplishment of discourse analytic method and places the

pervasiveness of discourses in social life at the centre of this

research.

Discourse Analyses of Political Parties

As outlined in the 'Methods' chapter, this chapter is comprised of

four sections:

1. Relative frequency of concepts

2. Analysis of conceptual themes

3. Relative frequency of discursive devices

4. Analysis of discursive devices

Each of these four sections in this chapter is divided into three

stages, the first of which is an investigation of the individual party

platforms and the second of which is an investigation of addresses

of the parliamentary leader. The texts of each party as a whole will

then be analysed. An overall perspective of the chapter can be

gleaned by briefly introducing the concepts and the discursive

devices which are derived from the analyses to follow. All concepts

and discursive devices employed by political parties and organised

movements are defined in Appendices D and E, respectively.
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Concepts

Republic

Government

Head of State

Democracy

Constitution

Monarchy

Australia

Discursive Devices

The text places the debate in a formal and structured context.

The text acknowledges two sides of the debate from which the

audience must choose.

The text seeks to persuade the audience to adopt their position in

the debate.

The text seeks to appear to be objective.

The text seeks to identify as one of the audience.

The text seeks to appear to be consultative.

The text seeks legitimacy by appealing to credible sources.

The text expresses disapproval of the conduct of the debate itself

The text uses strong or emotional language.

The text minimises the perceived weakness in its position.

The text presents 'politics' as undesirable
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Concepts in the Texts of Political Parties

Relative frequency of concepts in texts of political parties

Table 5.1: Quantity of Concepts per Party Platform

CONCEPT ALP Liberal National Democrats Greens

Republic	 5 5 6 2 4

Head of State 30 6 1 13 3

Government 84 19 27 58 3

Democracy	 15 18 12 3 6

Constitution	 2 5 1 - 1

Monarchy	 4 7 -

Australia	 4 3 9 2 1

TOTAL	 144	 56	 63	 78 18
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Table 5.2: Quantity of Concepts per Party Leader's Address

CONCEPT ALP Liberal Democrat

Republic 20 20 20

Head of State 84 27 5

Government 224 134 103

Democracy 54 32 34

Constitution 4 22 6

Monarchy 8 6 2

Australia 137 17 46

TOTAL	 531	 257	 216
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Table 5.3: Relative Frequency of Concepts per Party Platform

CONCEPT ALP Liberal National Democrat Greens Ave

Republic	 3.5% 8.9% 9.6% 2.5%	 18.3% 8.6%

Head of State 20.7% 10.8% 1.6% 16.8%	 13.6% 12.7%

Government 58.2% 33.9% 43.9% 74.4% 13.6% 44.8%

Democracy 10.4% 32.2% 19% 3.8%	 27.3% 18.5%

Constitution 1.4% 8.9% 0.15% -	 4.5% 14.95%

Monarchy 2.9% 11% -	 -	 2.8%

Australia 2.9%	 5.3% 14.75% 2.5% 22.7% 9.65%

TOTAL 100% 100%	 100%	 100% 100%
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Table 5.4: Relative Frequency of Concepts per Party Leader's Address

CONCEPT ALP Liberal Democrat Ave

Republic 3.8% 7.7% 9.4% 6.95%

Head of State 15.8% 10.6% 2.4% 9.6%

Government 42.2% 52% 47.9% 47.4%

Democracy 10.2% 12.4% 15.8% 12.8%

Constitution 0.75% 8.5% 2.9% 4.05%

Monarchy 1.5% 2.3% 0.1% 1.3%

Australia 25.8% 6.5% 21.5% 17.9%

TOTAL 100% 100% 100%
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Table 5.5: Total Quantity of Concepts per Party

(Total of Party Platforms and Party Leader's Addresses)

CONCEPT ALP Liberal National Democrats Greens TOTAL

Republic	 25 25 6 22 4 82

Head of	 114 33 1 18 3 169

State

Govern-	 308

meat

153 27 161 3 652

Democ-	 69

racy

50 12 37 6 174

Constit-	 6

ution

26 1 6 1 40

Mon-	 12

archy

6 7 2 - 27

Austr-	 141

alia

20 9 48 5 223

TOTAL 675 313 63 294 22 1367
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Table 5.6: Total Relative Frequency of Concepts per Party

(Total of Party Platforms and Party Leader's Addresses)

CONCEPT ALP Liberal National Democrats Greens Ave

Republic	 3.7% 8% 9.5% 7.6% 18% 9.35%

Head of	 17.9% 10.5% 1.6% 6.2% 13.7% 10%

State

Govern- 46.7%

ment

48.9% 42.9% 54.9% 13.7% 41.4%

Democ- 10.5%

racy

16% 19% 12.7% 27.4% 17.1%

Constit- 0.01%

ution

8.3% 1.6% 2% 4.5% 3.3%

Mon-	 0.19%

archy

1.9% 11% 0.1% 2.64%

Austr-	 21%

alia

6.4% 14.4% 16.5% 22.7% 16.2%

TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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The results of this quantitative analysis will focus, firstly, on the

overall results for the parties and, secondly, on the similarities and

differences between the platforms and the addresses by the

parliamentary leaders. On average, 9.35% of the concepts of all

parties are devoted to the concept republic. Three of the five parties

conform to this pattern, republican concepts comprising 8% of the

total number of concepts of the Liberal Party, 9.5% for the National

Party and 7.6% for the Democrats. The proportion of concepts

dedicated to republic is less for the ALP, at 3.7% and higher for the

Greens, at 18%. The ALP devotes 17.9% of its concept references

to head of state, which is almost double the mean of 10%. The rate

is significantly below the mean for the National Party, at 1.62%.

The relative frequency with which head of state occurs is 13.7% for

the Greens and 6.2% for the Democrats. With the exception of the

Greens, the concept government features strongly in the texts of all

parties, comprising an average relative frequency of 41.4%. The

relative frequency of references to government is highest for the

Democrats at 54.9%, followed by the Liberal Party with 48.9%, the

ALP with 46.7% and the National Party with 42.9%. The concept

government comprises 13.7% of the total concepts for the Greens.

The Liberal Party and Democrats reflect the average relative

frequency of the concept democracy, 17.1%, with 16% and 19%,

respectively. The concept democracy features less frequently,

relative to other concepts, for the Democrats (12.7%) and the ALP

(10.5%) and is significantly higher for the Greens (27.4%). The

concept constitution features at an average relative frequency of

3.3%. For all parties, with the exception of the Liberal Party,

constitution represents less than 5% of the total number of concepts,

4.5% for the Greens, 2% for the Democrats, 1.6% for the National

Party and 0.01% for the ALP. Constitution represents 8.3% of the
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total concepts in the texts of the Liberal Party. The mean of the

relative frequency of the concept monarchy is 2.64% and the

relative frequency of the occurrence of monarchy is less than two

percent for all parties except the National Party, for which

monarchy comprises 11% of the total number of concepts. The

relative frequency of the occurrence of monarchy is 1.9% for the

Liberal Party, 0.19% for the ALP, 0.1% for the Democrats. The

Greens do not feature the concept monarchy in their platform. The

mean relative frequency for the concept Australia is 16.2%, closely

matched by the Democrats with 16.5% and the Nationals with

14.4%. The concept Australia accounts for 22.7% of the total

number of concepts for the Greens and 21% for the ALP, and only

6.4% of the total number of concepts of the Liberal Party.

So, what do these numbers mean? The real question being asked

here is: to what extent is the relative frequency of the occurrence of

a concept a reflection of the importance of that concept in

constructing that party's interpretation of republicanism? For

example, if the relative frequency of concepts was a reliable

indicator of that concept's role in the construction of the party's

interpretation of republic, then the concept Australia would feature

prominently in the texts of the ALP and other concepts would

feature with relative infrequency. To summarise the relative

frequency of concepts across the political parties, platforms and

leaders' addresses together, the two concepts most frequently

employed by the Liberal and National parties, relative to other

concepts, are government and democracy. The concept Australia

features as one of the two most frequently employed concepts of the

ALP, the Greens and the Democrats. The ALP also makes

relatively frequent use of the concept head of state, the Democrats

of government, and the Greens, of democracy and republic. The
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National Party and the Greens are, of course, excluded from the

comparison between the platforms and the leaders' addresses in the

absence of a formal address by their parliamentary leader.

Nevertheless, the concept head of state is not central to the

construction of republicanism for the ALP. Because of such

inconsistencies, we must conclude that relative frequency is not a

reliable indicator of the significance of a concept in constructing a

party's interpretation of republicanism.

Are either the party leader's addresses or party platforms, grouped

together, any more reliable? Looking at the relative frequency of

concepts for platforms and leaders' addresses separately, the relative

frequency of the concepts constitution and monarchy are consistent

across party platforms and addresses by party leaders for all parties.

The concept republic represents 9.4% of the total concepts of the

party leader's address which is approximately three and a half times

the proportion of the total concepts of the party platform, which is

2.5% of the Democrats platform. Major differences are also

apparent in the relative frequencies of the concepts government,

democracy, head of state and Australia in the party platform and the

leader's address. While head of state accounts for 16.8% of the total

concepts of the Democrats platform, it accounts for only 2.4% of the

concepts employed in the leader's address. The use of the concept

government by the Democrats follows a similar pattern, the

platform devoting 74.4% of its concepts to government and the

leader's address devoting only 47.9% of its total concepts to

government. The reverse is the case for the relative frequency of

the concepts democracy and Australia in the texts of the Democrats.

The concept democracy accounts for only 3.8% of the concepts in

the platform of the Democrats and 15.8% of the concepts in the

leader's address. The concept Australia accounts for only 2.5% of
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the concepts in the Democrat's platform and 21.5% of the concepts

in their leader's address. A similar trend is observable in the texts

of the ALP. Although the concept government accounts for 58.2%

of the ALP platform's concepts, it accounts for only 42.2% of the

concepts in the leader's address. The concept Australia, on the

other hand, accounts for 25.8% of the concepts of the ALP leader's

address compared with only 2.9% of the concepts in the party

platform. The concept government accounts for 52% of concepts of

the Liberal Party leader's address and only 33.9% of the concepts of

the Liberal Party platform. Nevertheless, the concept democracy

accounts for 32.2% of the concepts of the Liberal Party platform and

only 12.4% of the concepts of the Liberal Party leader's address.

And what do these results mean? In summary, the Democrats

leader's address featured more frequent use of the concept republic,

relative to other concepts. The ALP and the Democrats follow

similar trends in that their leaders' addresses make less frequent use

of the concepts government and, in the case of the Democrats, head

of state, and more use of the concept Australia and, in the case of

the Democrats, the concept democracy. The Liberal Party followed

the reverse trend in which the leader's address features less frequent

use of the concept democracy and more frequent use of the concept

government. This suggests that the content of leaders' addresses are

more focussed than party platforms, in that leaders' addresses make

more frequent use of concepts which are significant in their

interpretation of republicanism.

Interpreting the Concepts in the Texts of Political Parties

The aforementioned quantitative analysis served to document the

occurrence of each concept and subject them to the following
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qualitative analysis. The opportunity presented itself to determine

whether relative frequency of concept use was a reliable indicator of

the interpretation of republic employed by the particular political

party, which it turned out not to be. The following analysis is a

step-by-step account of the interrelationships of the concepts in the

texts of the ALP, the Liberal Party, the National Party, the

Australian Democrats and the Australian Greens, and which reveals

the minimalist and maximalist discourses at work. As for the

political parties, this a summary of the findings. (The

comprehensive account of the allocation of key terms to concept

groups and the identification of conceptual themes, on which the

trustworthiness of this research is based, are to be found in

Appendices B to I.) The language used to present the data is

deliberately taken directly from the texts. To maintain the

readability of the discussion, inverted commas will only be used to

highlight particular points. For the same reason, page numbered

references will not be used (but can be verified in Appendix A).

The following analysis will treat the party platforms and the leaders'

addresses separately. The main themes and the relationships

between concepts will be analysed (made possible by the

comprehensive account of the occurrence of each concept in

Appendix F). This is shown by the detailed analysis of each

concept that follows. In summary, the patterns in the relationships

between the concepts place each concept into one of two mutually

exclusive sets of discourses, which are also reflected in two distinct

theoretical perspectives on republicanism. These theories centre on

the degree to which republican government constitutes a change in

the operation of government in Australia. The two theories cut

across views on the desirability of an Australian republic.
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Interpreting Republic

As stated earlier, the Liberal and National parties believe that a

republic constitutes a new and qualitatively different form of

government from Australia's current democratic system of

government. The Democrats and the Greens also believe that an

Australian republic constitutes a qualitatively different form of

government from Australia's current system, although one that is

even more democratic, that is, enhancing opportunities for

participation in the public decision-making process. For the Liberal

and National parties, the concepts monarchy, head of state,

government, democracy, and constitution interact in the following

way: because the monarchy, represented by the current head of

state, provides democratic government in Australia, and because the

monarchy is protected by the Constitution, any change to the

Constitution, which a republic inevitably requires, is a threat to

democratic government in Australia. This interdependence of the

concepts head of state, democracy, monarchy, Constitution, and

government, sustains what can be called a maximalist theory of

republicanism.

Although the Democrats and the Greens advocate a symbolic role

for the head of state, a republic built on Australian symbols, and

although they argue that a republic is desirable, they also regard an

Australian republic as a qualitatively different (that is, better, or

more democratic) system of government. In terms of political

practice, the Democrats and the Greens share the view of their

fellow republican advocate, the ALP, that the actual change to a

republic can be achieved within the liberal structures of the current

system of government. Nevertheless, because a republic is a

qualitatively different form of government from Australia's current
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system, the Democrats and Greens can also be said to have adopted

a maximalist interpretation of republicanism. The alternative to the

maximalist interpretation is that represented by the ALP, the

minimalist interpretation, in which republicanism is not regarded as

impacting on the operation of Australian government, but represents

a change which is symbolic, though important. In constructing an

interpretation of an Australian republic, the ALP draws only on the

concept of Australia, that is, unique symbols of Australian

nationhood. It is intended that an Australian republic will not

impact on the actual operation of government, democracy, the

constitution and the head of state, so they are not addressed. It is

the relationship between the concepts in terms of the operation of

Australian government which distinguishes the minimalist and

maximalist interpretations of republicanism.

The ALP platform advocates a minimalist republic, in which 'the

actual workings of Australian government would remain

unchanged', a view that is important in the ALP party leader's

address. The ALP leader's address, by then Prime Minister Paul

Keating, states that it is important for Australia to retain its links

with the past. The ALP leader's address places more emphasis on

asserting Australia's 'unique identity' than does the party platform.

The Liberal Party platform, without explicitly opposing a republic,

states that Australia's Constitution has 'served us well', arguing,

firstly, that the Constitution has an active role in the operation of

Australian government and, secondly, that a republic is a threat to

Australia's system of government. Similarly, the Liberal Party

leader's address, by then Opposition Leader John Howard, fears that

a republic will end Australia's link with the Westminster system and

is determined that Australia should get the Constitution that

Australia wants, rather than the Constitution that Paul Keating
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wants. The Liberal Party leader's address suggests that other

constitutional issues ought also to be debated, but expresses concern

about more important economic issues which ought to be the focus

of debate, especially in light of the divisive effect the republican

debate is having on the Australian people. The National Party

platform is explicitly 'opposed' to a republic. The centrality of the

system of government to the National Party's interpretation of

republicanism is clarified in their arguments that there is no

evidence that our constitutional freedoms and democratic system

will be protected in a republic, and that the 'real issue' in the debate

is the system of government.

The Democrats 'support' an Australian republic and the address by

the then leader of the Democrats introduces Senator Cheryl Kernot

as an 'avowed republican'. Although describing herself as a

minimalist republican and acknowledging the importance of unique

symbols of nationhood, the Democrats leader's address is, in fact,

more appropriately regarded as maximalist because it argues that

fundamental change is required in Australia's system of

government. Senator Kernot advocates even more strongly than the

Democrats party platform for systemic change to redress inequality

in Australia. The Greens' platform also strongly advocates an

Australian republic and seeks 'fundamental reform' in Australian

government and society. The ALP, Liberal Party, National Party

and Australian Democrats advocate community consultation as part

of the republican debate. Although the Democrats and the Greens

disagree with the Liberal and National parties over the desirability

of an Australian republic, they agree that republicanism involves a

qualitatively different form of government to Australia's current

system of government, identifying them as maximalist in their

interpretation of republic.
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Interpreting Government

Both the ALP platform and the leader's address argue that

Australia's system of government would remain unchanged in a

republic, the head of state acting on the advice of the government of

the day, in accordance with the unwritten conventions of the

Westminster system of responsible government. The ALP leader's

address argues that popular election, as opposed to parliamentary

election, of the new head of state would be 'fundamentally at odds

with' Australia's Westminster system of responsible government

and would thus involve a change in the operation of Australian

government. The platform and leader's address of the Liberal party

defends Australia's 'strong, free, liberal and democratic' system of

government which, they argue, has been successful, having

delivered 'stability, cohesion and tolerance'. The National Party

platform states that Australia's constitutional monarchy has been a

successful 'system of government', and to argue for a republic is to

argue for an 'alternative' (that is, system), of which the National

Party claims to have no evidence.

Although the Democrats platform advocates a symbolic role for the

head of state in a republic, the leader's address argues explicitly that

Australia's system of government is 'not working' because women

and minorities are underrepresented. The Greens platform also

argues that Australia's system of government needs 'reform'. While

the ALP advocates the continuation of the current operation of

government, the Liberal and National parties regard the republic as

a qualitatively different form of government, the Liberal Party

questioning the ability of democratic government in Australia to

survive the change to a republic and the National Party rejecting it

outright. Although the Democrats and the Greens advocate a
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limited and largely ceremonial role for the head of state, they also

regard the republic as a qualitatively different form of government,

one that is more rather than less democratic.

Interpreting Head of State

Both the ALP's platform and leader's address advocate that

Australia's head of state should be an Australian, although the ALP

leader's address does not use the term 'president'. In keeping with

their minimalist interpretation of republicanism, the ALP platform

envisages that the role of the President would be the same as for the

Governor-General with minimal reserve powers. The ALP leader's

address also advocates a symbolic role, similar to that of the

Governor-General, in which the President follows the advice of the

elected Prime Minister and Ministers of Parliament. The desire to

maintain the current system is made explicit by both the party

platform and the leader's address, the platform advocating

parliamentary election of the head of state, and arguing that direct

election threatens the current democratic system of government.

The ALP platform argues that the election of the head of state by a

majority of the parliament is an improvement on the current

arrangement of the Prime Ministerial appointment of the head of

state. The ALP leader's address also advocates parliamentary

election of the head of state on the grounds that direct election

guarantees a politician with more power than politicians not directly

elected. The ALP makes specific suggestions about the

appointment and role of the head of state, the platform proposing

the term 'president' and a restriction of five years following the

cessation of duties for former politicians to be able to be nominated

for the role. With regard to the mechanics of the change to a

republic, the ALP leader's address observes that the States could
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continue to have the Queen as their head of state, but that they

would be more likely to follow the Federal government. The ALP

leader's address further suggests restrictions in remuneration

entitlements and advocates the codification of reserve powers. This

reflects the shared and consistent commitment by the ALP platform

and leader's address that the role of the head of state remains

unchanged in an Australian republic.

On the subject of a uniquely Australian head of state, the Liberal

Party platform argues that the Governor-General is, in any case,

Australia's 'effective' head of state, the leader's address further

stating that the Governors-General have shown themselves to be

politically neutral. Both the Liberal Party platform and the leader's

address argue that the method of selecting or electing the head of

state in a republic ought to rest with the Australian people. The

leader's address argues that election of the head of state by a

parliamentary majority can still result in one party making the

decision. The leader's address also questions whether reserve

powers of the Governor-General would automatically transfer to the

new head of state in a republic. The significant role which the head

of state plays in the understanding of Australian democratic

government in the platform of the National Party is emphasised in

its concern that a new 'president' will add an extra 'political'

dimension to Australia's system which does not currently exist.

The view that the head of state should be elected by a majority of

parliament, rather than by the direct vote of the Australian people, is

shared in the platform and leader's address of the Australian

Democrats and in the platform of the Greens. The leader's address

of the Democrats argues that parliamentary election would avoid

conflicting lines of authority with the Prime Minister, and that

election in any form is an improvement given that the monarchy is
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`inherited' or determined by 'birthright'. The Democrats platform

advocates that the current 'extensive' reserve powers of the head of

state be codified to avoid a repeat of the 1975 constitutional crisis,

in which the elected government was dismissed by the Governor-

General for failure to enact the Supply Bill in the Senate. The

platform of the Greens advocates 'ceremonial' powers for the head

of state. The platforms of the Democrats and the Greens argue that

nominations for the role of president ought to come from the

Australian people rather than from 'politicians'. The apparent

distaste for 'politics' and 'politicians' will be seen to be prevalent

among political elites who oppose a republic.

On the appointment and role of the head of state, the ALP,

Democrats and Greens show themselves to advocate the continued

symbolic role of the head of state, which shows the actual role of

the head of state in the operation of Australian government to be

unrelated to the questions of an Australian republic.

For the Liberal and National parties, the head of state is a central

part of the operation of government and the republic poses a threat

to democratic government in Australia. The Liberal and National

parties argue that the head of state has an important role in

preserving Australia's democratic system of government. Although

the Democrats and the Greens advocate a purely symbolic role for

the head of state, their maximalist colours are reflected in their

interpretations of government and democracy.

Interpreting Democracy

The platform and the leader's address of the ALP point out that the

republic will, in any case, come about only if the people dictate the

outcome through a referendum, which experience has shown to be a
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challenging feat, a point also made in the Democrats leader's

address. As mentioned, the ALP, Liberal Party, National Party and

Democrats state that consultation with the Australian community is

important. The Liberal Party platform and leader's address

advocate consultation and a Constitutional Convention, also sought

by the platforms of the National Party and the Greens. The National

Party platform echoes the Liberal Party's promotion of Australia's

`stable, democratic' system of government and argues that a

republic 'cannot guarantee our freedoms'. As with their position on

Australia's system of government, the platform and leader's address

of the Democrats and the Greens show their maximalist

republicanism in arguing for 'reform' to allow greater political

access for women and other Australians in a republic.

Interpreting Constitution

The ALP platform states that a republic will need to come about by

constitutional amendment. The ALP leader's address observes that

the Queen does not, in reality, govern Australia and that the

Constitution is, therefore, inaccurate. This represents an argument

that the Constitution is not significant for the operation of

Australian government and is consistent with the minimalist

prerogative of merely changing the wording of the Constitution to

facilitate symbolic change rather than actual change to the operation

of Australian government. The platforms of the Liberal and

National parties explicitly tie the Constitution to democratic

government in Australia. The Liberal Party platform states that

Australia's constitutional arrangements have served the nation well.

The Liberal leader's address presents Mr Howard as a 'strong

supporter of the present constitution', and the National Party

platform warns against the possible erosion of 'freedoms' and
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`safeguards' if the Constitution is changed. There is no mention of

the Constitution in the Democrats party platform, the Democrats

relying on nationalist and democratic arguments in support of an

Australian republic. The Democrats leader's address presents the

constitution as significant in Australian politics, arguing that

Indigenous Australians ought to be recognised in the preamble to

the Constitution and that it is inappropriate for an 'inherited'

sovereign to be empowered by the constitution. Similarly, the

Greens' platform argues that the constitution is in need of 'reform'.

This contrasts with the ALP's minimalist view which reflects

satisfaction with the current Constitution and system of government.

The constitutional change anticipated by the ALP is the means to

the end of achieving an Australian republic, rendering the

constitution redundant in the construction of the notion of republic

employed in the texts of the ALP.

Interpreting Monarchy

Both the ALP platform and leader's address state that, in practice,

the Queen has followed the Prime Minister's advice in appointing

the Governor-General. As is the case with the concepts of

democracy, government, head of state, and constitution, the ALP's

support for an Australian republic is not founded on its

dissatisfaction with monarchy. Monarchy is not a significant

concept in the ALP's construction of republicanism. Although the

Liberal Party platform does not mention the monarchy, the leader's

address states that a move to a republic involves an official

`cessation from the monarchy'. The Liberal party leader's address

refers to 'conventions of the Crown', linking the Crown with the

operation of Australian government. The Liberal Party leader's

address also identifies views on the monarchy as being related to
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age and expresses concern about the disunity which would follow

from some States retaining the monarchy while Australia, as a

nation, was a republic. Although distancing itself from the

`royalist' argument, the National Party platform defines Australia's

`Constitutional Monarchy' as a 'successful system of government'

explicitly linking the monarchy with government and implicitly

rejecting the possibility of retaining Australia's current system of

government in a republican system. There is no reference to

monarch or monarchy in the Democrats party platform, or in the

Greens' platform, both relying on the need for reform in Australia's

system of government to buttress their support for a republic.

Although the Democrats leader's address concurs with the ALP's

position that Australia's attachment to the British Crown does not

reflect modern Australia, it goes beyond the minimalist, symbolic,

argument. The Democrats leader's address entertains an explicitly

anti-monarchist argument, stating that the British monarch is an

unacceptable head of state in a democracy because her 'legal

position' in relation to Australians is 'inherited'.

Interpreting Australia

The need for uniquely Australian symbols of government is central

to the ALP's advocacy for a republic. Both the ALP platform and

the ALP leader's address insist that Australia's head of state ought

to be an Australian (as opposed to the citizen of another country).

The ALP leader's address states that a uniquely Australian head of

state is an important symbol of Australia's unique identity in the

modern world, and is an appropriate symbol for Australia's diverse

population, for Indigenous rights and for equal opportunity for

women. The ALP leader's address insists that this is not a rejection
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of the UK but an end to the 'parent-child' relationship, and that

Australia can still be a member of the Commonwealth of Nations.

The Liberal Party platform argues that opponents of an Australian

republic are no 'less Australian' than supporters of a republic, and

the Liberal Party's leader's address states that one's view on a

republic has nothing to do with who is the 'better Australian'. The

Liberal Party leader's address acknowledges that Australia and the

UK have drifted apart historically, but that Australia does not need a

republic to be unique and independent in the world. This view is

shared by the National Party platform which argues that Australia's

system of democratic government makes it unique in the world.

The Democrats party platform and leader's address, like those of the

ALP, argue that a republic will give Australia appropriate symbols

of its unique identity in the world. The Democrats leader's address

states that becoming a republic is also a unique democratic

opportunity for the Australian people. The Greens platform

suggests that 2001 is a symbolically appropriate time to become a

republic. The implication is that becoming a republic is

symbolically important to begin with. The Liberal and National

parties consider the question of a unique Australian identity to be

irrelevant to the republican debate, regarding the central question to

be the Australian system of democratic government. These two

parties argue that Australia's unique identity is assured regardless of

the outcome of the debate and, therefore, is not significant in the

construction of the maximalist interpretation of republic.

The conceptual analysis of the texts of political parties, above,

shows that there are two competing sets of discourses, which reflect

two competing theories of republicanism in the debate among

Australian political parties in the 1990s. For the ALP, the debate is

centrally about Australian identity, with the system of democratic
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government as the constant in their equation. The Democrats and

Greens share the ALP's desire for a republic on symbolic grounds.

Nevertheless, they differ from the ALP in their understanding of

what a republic means for Australia, the ALP treating the question

of a republic as wholly separate from the question of Australia's

system of government. The Democrats and Greens share the same

theoretical perspective of a republic as the Liberal and National

parties, that a republic as a qualitatively different form of

government from Australia's current system of government.

Discursive Devices in the Texts of Political Parties

The analyses of the concepts show that a participant-focussed and

language-focussed approach to investigating social life illuminates

the theoretical underpinnings of debate. Focusing on the participant

rather than through the perspective of a functionalist theory is

appropriate for analysing a social setting, the theoretical traditions

of which have already established themselves as fluid, reflexive and

influenced by political practice. Focusing on language as social

action enables a systematic account of the construction of the

discourses. Even in a discursive context, the texts of the Australian

political parties and organised movements are parts of the ongoing

literary traditions of monarchism and republicanism that seek to

adopt the most appropriate form and structure to accomplish their

objectives. The following analyses of the discursive devices

illuminate the various linguistic strategies, tools or devices that are

used in the texts of political parties to persuade their audience to

endorse their position in the Australian monarchy-republican debate.

The concluding chapter will compare the analyses of concepts and

discursive devices in the texts of political parties and organised
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movements to determine the most valuable way to conceptualise the

monarchy-republican debate in Australia in the 1990s.

Relative Frequency of Discursive Devices in Texts of Political

Parties

Table 5.7: Quantity of Discursive Devices per Party Platform

ALP	 Liberal	 National Democrat Greens	 T

Platform Platform Platform Platform 	 Platform

Formal	 27 3 9 4 4 47

Context

Acknowledges	 4 24 7 35

2 sides

Persuades	 15 1 7 1 1 25

Audience

Objective	 2 5 1 1 9

Identifies	 4

with Audience

1 1 1 2 9

Consultative	 31 21 2 4 5 63

Credible 2 1 3

Sources

Disapproves	 -

of Debate

2 2 4

Strong 2 3 5

Language

Minimises	 20 4 1 25

Weaknesses

Avoids 1 1

`Politics'

TOTAL	 103 58 38 13 14 226
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Table 5.8: Quantity of Discursive Devices per Leader's Address

ALP

Leader

Liberal

Leader

Democrat

Leader

TOTAL

Formal 30 59 6 95

Context

Acknowledges 8 131 139

2 sides

Persuades 14 3 2 19

Audience

Objective 3 9 1 13

Identifies

with Audience

85 2 1 88

Consultative 31 36 4 71

Credible 2 2 4

Sources

Disapproves of

Debate itself - 1 1

Minimises 21 21

Weaknesses

Strong

Language

Avoids 1 1

`Politics'

TOTAL 192 244 16 452
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Table 5.9: Total Quantity of Discursive Devices per Party

ALP Liberal National Democrat Greens TOTAL

Formal 49 62 9 10 4 134

Context

Acknowledges 12 155 7 174

2 sides

Persuades 29 4 9 3 1 46

Audience

Objective 5 9 5 2 1 22

Identifies with	 89 3 1 2 1 96

Audience

Consultative 62 60 9 6 137

Credible 2 4 1 7

Sources

Disapproves of

Debate itself - 3 2 5

Strong 2 3 5

Language

Minimises

weaknesses

49 4 1 54

Avoids

'Politics' 1 1 2

TOTAL 295 305 38 30 14 682
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Table 5.10: Relative Frequency of Discursive Devices per Party Platform

ALP	 Liberal National Democrats Greens

Platform Platform Platform Platform Platform

Formal 26.4% 5.2% 23.5% 30.8% 28.7%

Context

Acknowledges 3.9% 38% 18.4%

2 sides

Persuades 14.8% 1.7% 18.4% 7.7% 7.1%

Audience

Objective 1.7% 13.5% 7.7% 7.1%

Identifies with 3.9% 1.7% 2.6% 7.7% 14.3%

Audience

Consultative 28.2% 32.8% 5.3% 30.7% 35.7%

Credible 15.4% 7.1%

Source

Disapproves of

Debate itself 3.4% 5.2%

Strong 3.4% 8.1%

Language

Minimises 19.2% 13.8% 2.6%

Weaknesses

Avoids 2.6%

`Politics

TOTAL	 100% 100% 100%	 100% 100%
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Table 5.11: Relative Frequency of Discursive Devices per Leader's Address

ALP

Leader

Liberal

Leader

Democrats

Leader

Formal 15.6% 24.1% 37.5%

Context

Acknowledges 4.2% 52.6%

2 sides

Persuades 7.3% 1.2% 12.5%

Audience

Objective 1.6% 3.7% 6.25%

Identifies with 44.3% 1%

Audience

Consultative 16.1% 15.6% 31.25%

Credible 1% 12.5%

Sources

Disapproves of

Debate itself 0.4%

Minimises

weaknesses

10.9% _ -

Strong/ emotional

language

Avoids	 -	 0.4%	 -

`Politics'

TOTAL	 100%	 100%	 100%
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Table 5.12: Total Relative Frequency of Discursive Devices per Party

ALP Liberal National	 Democrat Greens

Formal	 16.6% 20.3% 23.7% 34.5% 28.7%

Context

Acknowledges	 4% 52.4% 18.4% -

2 sides

Persuades	 9.8% 1% 23.7% 10.3% 7.1%

Audience

Objective	 1.7% 3% 7.9% 6.9% 7.1%

Identifies with 30.3% 1% 2.6% 6.9% 7.1%

Audience

Consultative	 20.3% 18% 5.3% 27.6% 42.9%

Credible 1% 13.8% 7.1%

Sources

Disapproves of

Debate itself	 - 1% 5.3%

Strong

language

1% 7.9%

Minimising	 13.8% 1% 2.6%

Weaknesses

Avoiding 0.3% 2.6%

`Politics'

TOTAL	 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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The quantitative analysis of the use of discursive devices by

political parties in Australia in the 1990s shows the following

patterns. Five of the 11 discursive devices feature in all or almost

all of the texts of each party. For three of the discursive devices

there is a clear distinction between advocates and opponents of a

republic. Two of the devices distinguish major parties, on the one

hand, from minor parties on the other. One of the discursive

devices reveals no distinctive patterns. Nevertheless, the following

analyses show that the patterns in the employment of all of these

discursive devices, in one way or another, reveal the significance of

the political and social contexts to which political parties must

appeal in advocating or resisting political change.

As for the analyses of the concepts, these distinctions prevail over

distinctions between party platforms from leaders' addresses. In

total, 11 discursive devices were analysed in eight texts. Three of

the five parties were represented by both party platforms and

leaders' addresses. This means that the texts of three parties were

analysed across 11 discursive devices drawing 33 conclusions about

the discursive devices of political parties in which both platforms

and addresses were analysed. In only three of these 33 cases did the

texts of the party platforms and the leaders' addresses not employ

the same discursive devices. First, the Liberal Party leader's

address shows evidence of appearing to be objective, which

accounts for 7.8% of the discursive devices in the texts, whereas the

platform does not make use of this device. Second, the Liberal

Party leader's address revealed a single use of the device avoiding

politics, accounting for only 0.4% of the total discursive devices in

the text, whereas the party platform did not make use of this device.

Third, although the Liberal leader's address does not employ strong

or emotional language, this device accounts for 3.4% of the total
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discursive devices in the Liberal party platform. In all other cases,

the patterns in the relative frequency of the occurrences of

discursive devices in the texts of party platforms and leaders'

addresses exactly mirror each other.

Therefore, the ways in which the political parties construct and

maintain the monarchy-republican debate in the 1990s will be

analysed from the perspective of parties as a whole, derived from

the data in table 5.2, accounting for the total relative frequency of

discursive devices for each party. As mentioned, five of the 11

discursive devices feature in all or the vast majority of texts,

providing an early summary of the linguistic tools which political

parties employ to persuade their audience to adopt their position in

debate. First, the presentation of a formal, structured context in

which the debate takes place is a discursive device common to all

platforms and leaders' addresses analysed. This device features

strongly in most texts, ranging from 34.5% in the texts of the

Democrats to 16.6% in the texts of the ALP. Second, the desire to

appear to be objective features in both of the texts of all parties but

one, and is represented in at least one of the texts of each party. The

average relative frequency of the desire to appear objective ranges

from 7.9% of the total relative frequency of the discursive devices in

the texts of the National Party to 3% in the leader's address of the

Liberal Party and an average of 1.7% in the texts of the ALP. The

only single text which does not feature the need to appear objective

is the platform of the Liberal Party. Third, the texts of all parties

seek to persuade the audience to endorse their position in the

monarchy-republican debate, this device accounting for 23.7% of

the total relative frequency of discursive devices in the text of the

National Party, and 10.3%, 9.8%, 7.1%, and 1% in the texts for the

Democrats, ALP, Greens and Liberal Party, respectively. Fourth,
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the texts of all political parties seek to identify as one of the

audience. Featuring a large difference, this device accounts for

30.3% of the total relative frequency of the discursive devices in the

texts of the ALP, then 7.1% for the Greens, 6.9% for the Democrats,

2.6% for the National Party and 1% for the Liberal Party. Fifth, all

texts seek to appear to be consultative, this device accounting for

42.9% of the total relative frequency of the discursive devices for

the Greens, 27.6% for the Democrats, 20.3% for the ALP, 19% for

the Liberal Party and 5.3% for the National Party.

As mentioned, the clear distinction between advocates and

opponents of the republic is evident in three of the 11 discursive

devices. First, the texts of the parties which oppose a republic also

demonstrate an aversion to 'politics', accounting for 0.3% and 2.6%

of the total relative frequency of discursive devices for the Liberal

and National parties, respectively. Second, strong and emotional

language appears in the texts of the National and Liberal parties,

accounting for 2.6% and 0.3%, respectively, of the total relative

frequencies of their discursive devices. Third, the texts of the

Liberal and National parties are the only texts which register

disapproval of the nature of the debate itself, accounting for 1% and

5.3% of the total relative frequencies of their discursive devices,

respectively.

The two devices which are employed by major parties and not by

minor parties are as follows. First, the acknowledgment that there is

more than one point of view from which the audience can choose

represents 4.6%, 52.4% and 18.4% of the total relative frequency of

the discursive devices in the platforms of the ALP, Liberal Party

and National Party respectively. Second, the texts of the major

parties minimise what they perceive are their weaknesses. This
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device accounts for 13.8% of the ALP's total discursive devices, 1%

of the total for the Liberal Party and 2.6% for the National Party.

Third, the texts of the major parties disapprove of the nature of the

debate itself. As a proportion of the total number of discursive

devices, this accounts for 3.5% for the ALP, 1% for the Liberal

Party and 2.6% for the National Party. Only one discursive device,

appealing to a credible other for legitimacy, which may, for

example, take the form of quoting a famous person, does not follow

a distinctive pattern. The Liberal Party leader's address, the texts of

the Democrats and the texts of the Greens are the only texts to

appeal to the credibility from other sources to legitimise their

argument, this device accounting for 13.8% and 7.1% of the total

number of discursive devices in the texts of the Democrats and the

Greens respectively. This is the only device not to yield a

distinctive pattern on the basis of the quantitative analysis.

What can the quantitative analysis of discursive devices tell us

about the way those devices are employed in the texts of political

parties? In other words, what is the relationship between the

quantitative and qualitative analyses of discursive devices?

Although the relative frequencies of the occurrences of each concept

are unreliable predictors of the interpretations of republic

underpinning the texts, the relative frequency with which discursive

devices appear in the texts is indeed a reliable, albeit generalised,

predictor of the nature of those devices. This is because the

measure of a concept's 'significance' is different from that of a

discursive device. All of the aforementioned concepts are referred

to frequently in the texts. The question is whether or not they

contribute to, or are irrelevant to the text's (minimalist or

maximalist) interpretation of republic, as determined by the
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perceived interaction of a republic with the actual operation of

Australian government. We are not even so much concerned with

the frequency with which a discursive device is used as whether or

not it is used at all. One reference is enough to define it as a feature

of the discursive strategy of a particular text, although the

qualitative analysis, below, also shows that frequency of referencing

does also play a role in the nature of the discursive devices in the

texts of political parties. Because discursive devices need to appear

once in the text to establish their relevance, the standards required

for the predictability of relative frequency is lower for discursive

devices than for concepts. Put simply, the qualitative analysis need

merely to outline the fact that the devices are employed. Therefore,

the quantitative analysis plays a more central role in the qualitative

analysis, that is they have more predictive power, for discursive

devices than for concepts.

The Nature of Discursive Devices in the Texts of Political

Parties

As promised earlier, the nature of the discursive devices employed

in the texts of the political parties illuminates the political and social

context in which political parties operate. One of the devices all

texts have in common is that they establish the formality of the

setting in which the debate itself takes place. The texts demonstrate

that the political parties need to appeal to voters to support their

position, which is reflected in the need to appear to be consultative,

to seek to persuade the audience to adopt their position in the

debate, to appear to be balanced and objective, and to seek to

identify as one of their audience. The parties which resist the

change to a republic employ strong or emotional language and
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attack the very basis of the monarchy-republican debate. Another

device employed in the texts of parties resisting a republic is

seeking to distance themselves from 'politics' and 'politicians'.

Related to the attacks on the debate itself, the argument, briefly, is

that one of the reasons a republic ought to be avoided is that it will

add more politicians to Australia's political system. This suggests a

broader, conservative and anti-elite agenda on the part of opponents

of an Australian republic. In opposing the change to a republic, it

also helps to situate them in the position of being 'other' than the

elite, despite the fact that they are themselves political parties.

I argue that the need to persuade the audience is augmented for the

major parties, who have more at stake, winning or losing

government, than do the minor parties whose less realistic prospects

of attaining government permit them to be less deferential in the

manner in which they organise their language. The data support this

contention. Specifically, the major parties acknowledge that there

are two sides to the debate between which the audience can choose.

The major parties also minimise their perceived weakness, the ALP

minimising the amount of change involved in becoming a republic,

the Liberal Party defending its Australian credentials and the

National Party distancing itself from the royalist argument. The

Liberal Party, the Democrats and the Greens refer to sources they

perceive to have high credibility in support of their argument,

revealing no distinctive pattern in the employment of this device.

Although the following analysis is constructed using samples of the

language of the texts, to maintain the readability of the following

account, as stated earlier inverted commas will only be used for

special emphasis.
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The text places the debate in a formal and structured context

The texts of all of the parties are governed by a formal structure.

The texts formally introduce the particular party and its position in

the contemporary monarchy-republican debate. The texts of the

ALP refers to itself formally as the Federal Labor Government and

outlines its proposal for framing the republican question and

changing to a republic. The Liberal Party texts also refers to itself

as the Coalition and regards its role as to 'remind' the Australian

people of important issues in the debate. The National Party

introduces itself and is more direct than the Liberal Party in

outlining its objective to oppose an Australian republic. The

Democrats and the Greens also formally introduce themselves and,

like texts of the ALP, clearly present their objective as advocating

an Australian republic. The importance of this discursive device is

that it establishes that political debate in Australia occurs in a formal

arena with a structure and format which is agreed to by the

participants, even if debate is also carried out in less formal ways as

well.

The text seeks to persuade the audience to adopt their position in

the debate

All texts of the political parties employ language which is designed

to persuade the audience to endorse their position in the monarchy-

republican debate. The ALP, in advocating a republic, promotes the

need for unique symbols of the Australian nation. The ALP texts

point out the 'advantage' of a republic as being an enhanced pride in

the nation. The ALP presents the argument in terms of the role of

political leaders in Australian political society, a perspective
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summarised in the following statement in the ALP leader's address:

`Governments can wait for opinion to force their hand, or they can

lead. They can wait for the world to change and respond as

necessity demands or they can see the way the world is going and

point the way'. In contrast to the anti-elitist sentiments of the

parties opposed to a republic, this is an unambiguous desire to lead

public opinion. The other parties also employ terms which identify

that the objective of the texts is to persuade the audience to share

their position in the monarchy-republican debate. For the Liberal

Party platform, to place Australia's 'successful' democratic system

of government at risk is 'unthinkable'. The Liberal Party leader's

address argues that 'the change proposed by the Prime Minister is a

very significant one ... (that) ... goes beyond being a purely

symbolic change'. The National Party vows to continue to argue in

favour of the current Constitution and Australia's democratic

system of government. The terms 'believe' and 'view' also appear

in the party platform of the Democrats. The leader's address is

unambiguous in stating 'I am a ... republican'. The Greens'

platform states that they 'strongly support' an Australian republic

and regard 2001 as a symbolically appropriate time for the change

to a republic. This language clearly shows the persuasive nature of

all of the texts in the domain of political parties in Australia.

The text seeks to appear to be objective

This device appears in the texts of all political parties. The platform

of the ALP seeks to appear deliberative by stating 'why' they

advocate a republic and building a logical argument using terms

such as 'hence'. The ALP leader's address presents examples of

Australia's unique identity and states that the ALP position has been

adopted after careful consideration and, 'on balance', what has been
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the most logical decision. The Liberal Party texts claim that the

party has 'examined' the issues and the text of the Liberal leader's

address prefaces many opinions with the phrase 'I think'. One

sentence from the text of the National Party shows that it seeks to be

perceived as objective, stating that 'we have examined the evidence

and are in no way convinced' of the ability of a republic to protect

our democratic freedoms. The texts of the Democrats and Greens

`consider' the various options in the debate.

The text seeks to identify as one of the audience

All texts of the ALP and the Liberal Party make use of the terms

`we', 'us' and/or 'our' to identify with their audience. The leader's

address of the Liberal Party uses the phrase 'fellow Australians'.

The significance of this discursive device is that it, too, reflects the

imperative of political parties to appeal to their audience to

accomplish their objective of being elected.

The text seeks to appear to be consultative

As observed in the quantitative analysis, this discursive device is

presented frequently in the texts of the parties. The party platform

of the ALP states that it is 'determined' to ensure extensive

consultation and commits itself to the distribution of educational

materials through schools, libraries and community groups across

the country. The Australia Consults program was implemented by

the ALP in order to help the aforementioned organisations establish

a national 'conversation' about the republican question. The ALP

platform promises a Constitutional Convention, a joint select

committee and a non-binding plebiscite to give people the chance to

respond to the proposal for an Australian republic and to develop
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options to put to the Australian people. In addition to drawing on

many of the aforementioned terms, the ALP leader's address

promises that 'there will be an extensive campaign in which the

arguments for and against a republic will be put'.

Similarly, the Liberal Party platform vows to implement a

consultative process 'at all stages' of the debate, so that all of the

options are fully debated and discussed. The objective, according to

the Liberal Party platform, is to achieve 'consensus', the process

culminating in a People's Convention. The People's Convention

would also be implemented, according to the Liberal Party leader's

address, again, to achieve 'consensus'. The Liberal Party leader's

address emphasises the need for the mood, attitude and feelings of

the Australian people to be tested. The National Party platform

identifies the role of the community in the debate. The platform of

the Democrats advocates a Constitutional Centenary Foundation,

and they argue for the majority of Australians to be able to have

their say. Consultation, education and debate also present as being

important in the leader's address of the Democrats and in the

platform of the Greens. The need to appear to be consultative is the

cornerstone of the political environment in which political parties

aspire to be elected.

The text acknowledges two sides of the debate from which the

audience must choose

The texts of the major parties are particularly cautious and it is

evident that they regard the audience as the decision-makers in the

debate. Although the ALP presents its advocacy of an Australian

republic in strong terms it is careful to acknowledge that it is not the

`only' position and that 'both sides' of the argument must be
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understood. The texts of the ALP present its 'preferred' model,

advocating a president elected by the parliament, and cautioning the

audience against the direct election of a president which may 'seem'

to be democratic 'at first glance'. The text of the ALP leader

promises to keep an 'undertaking' he made about holding a

plebiscite and intends to 'ask' the Australian people for their

`opinion' and that, in the end, the people would 'decide' the

outcome.

Although the texts of the Liberal Party support the retention of the

constitutional monarchy, the party platform is concerned to give the

Australian people 'choices' and it acknowledges that many

Australians are 'attracted' to the idea of a republic. The Liberal

leader's address outlines the 'options' available to the Australian

people for them to consider the 'alternatives' and 'adjudicate' on the

matter. The Liberal leader's address points out that there is no

`dispute' between the leader of the ALP and the Liberal Party about

the success of Australia's current system of government. The fact

that attention was drawn to the absence of a dispute indicates that

dispute or disagreement is a normal state of affairs in the domain of

political parties. The National Party, in opposing an Australian

republic implicitly sets out the political context as one of two-sided

debate. The National Party platform states: 'to argue the case for a

republic means arguing a case that this is a better alternative'. The

effort that is undertaken in acknowledging alternative positions, in

the face of the strongly held views of the major parties, is

convincing evidence that the election-based context of major

political parties has a powerful influence on the way they construct

and maintain debate.

157



The text minimises the perceived weakness in its position

This device distinguishes major from minor parties. As part of the

strategy to place their position in the best light, the texts of the ALP,

Liberal and National parties identify the issues which could

undermine support for their position and counter those weaknesses

by addressing them specifically. The texts of the ALP present the

changes it suggests as being minimal. This is demonstrated in the

argument, in the ALP platform, that the only real change is

symbolic and that the actual operation of government would remain

`unchanged'. The ALP platform seeks to avoid 'radical' change

which would pose real 'difficulties' and seriously 'alter' Australia's

system of government. Rather than being significant changes, the

ALP platform emphasises that there would only be a 'small number'

of changes and that many mechanisms we associate with

government will 'remain' undiminished and 'retain' their current

qualities.

The ALP leader's address is more explicit in presenting the positive

aspects of Australia's system of government. Australia's system of

government is employed to challenge the direct election model, the

ALP platform arguing that direct election 'would constitute

dramatic ... fundamental ... and undesirable change to a system

which ... has served us well'. The ALP leader's address informs

the audience that, in any case, 'Australia's constitution cannot be

changed in any way without a referendum', detailing the

complicated procedure for changing the Constitution. Any

inappropriate or negligent use of power on the part of a republican

head of state would be harnessed by public 'opprobrium', the ALP
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leader's address declares. In these ways the texts of the ALP have

sought to neutralise the issue of change, from which they have the

most to lose.

Confining the terms of the debate to Australia's democratic system

of government, the National Party platform clarifies that its position

should not be mistaken for the 'Royalist argument'. The Liberal

Party leader's address responds directly to the Australian identity

argument which is central to the republican agenda of the ALP. The

platform challenges 'Paul Keating's ... comments' which 'imply'

that an opponent of the republic is unAustralian, arguing that the

current Governor-General is Australian. The Liberal Party leader's

address also argues that this debate should not be about 'who is the

better Australian'. The Liberal Party platform also seeks to

neutralise the monarchy-republican debate as an election issue by

stating that, irrespective of who wins the forthcoming election, the

Australian people will have the opportunity to vote on an Australian

republic. Therefore, the platform states, the issue of the republic

should not in any way 'influence' anyone's vote. In this example,

the Liberal Party platform makes explicit the oft-cited electoral

advantage that the political environment demands of major parties,

in particular.

The text expresses disapproval of the conduct of the debate itself

The conduct of the debate itself is a source of discontent in the texts

of parties which oppose an Australian republic. The platform of the

Liberal Party argues that the then Prime Minister, Paul Keating, is

pushing the Australian people to accept the constitution 'he want(s)'

not the one sought by the Australian people. According to the

Liberal Party leader's address, the Prime Minister is putting the
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`identity of one' Australian ahead of the interests of '18 million'

Australians. The Liberal Party leader's address also argues along

the lines that the debate is a distraction from the 'real issues' that

affect the 'daily lives' of ordinary Australians, such as Australia's

standard of living, economic capacity, services delivered, the

amount of coal or wheat that Australia sells, unemployment, social

deprivation and foreign debt.

This argument is also taken up in the National Party platform, which

is explicit about disapproving of the 'conduct of the debate'.

`Myths' are replacing 'real issues', the platform argues, and causing

`divisiveness' and 'tensions' within the community. The

nationalistic rallying call of the ALP platform, designed to persuade

the audience to support an Australian republic, represents the view

that public opinion is a leader-follower relationship in which the

political parties should lead public opinion. In the same way, the

disapproval of the conduct of the debate in the texts of the Liberal

and National parties represents the view that public opinion is a

leader-follower relationship in which political parties should follow

the public.

The text employs strong or emotional language

The platforms of the Liberal and National parties present examples

of language which carries more strength or emotion than that which

merely conveys the meaning. The Liberal Party platform objects to

the republican 'push' and the National Party objects to the issue of a

republic being 'forced' onto the Australian people by 'vocal

elements within the ALP', expecting the Australian people to

`abandon' their Constitution. One perspective on this is that,

because the entire democratic system of government is seen by these
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parties to be at risk in an Australian republic, the Liberal and

National parties have a lot to lose in the debate. Let us also assume

that the inability to guarantee the continuation of democratic

government is a more serious concern for the Liberal and National

parties than the inability to secure uniquely Australian symbols for

Australia's democratic government is for the ALP. This would still

leave the absence of strong or emotional language in the texts of the

Democrats and the Greens unexplained.

The analyses of the concepts attributed to the Democrats and to the

Greens a maximalist interpretation of republic. Therefore, if the

employment of emotional language is to be explained by what the

parties have to lose from the outcome of the monarchy-republican

debate, ought not the Democrats and the Greens regard the

possibility of retaining Australia's current inadequate political

system with equal repugnance? I argue that the fact that the

Democrats and the Greens do not employ strong or emotional

language demonstrates that the use of this device illuminates the

unique political contexts of major and minor parties, as well as

illuminating the distinction between advocates and opponents of the

republic. In terms of the distinction between major and minor

parties, the major parties having a more realistic prospect of

securing government and, therefore, having more at stake in such

debates, than minor parties, which have a less realistic prospect of

securing government.

The text presents 'politics' as undesirable

The distinction between advocates and opponents of an Australian

republic is also represented in negative portrayals of politics and

politicians. This is a feature of the texts of the Liberal and National
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parties. These texts perceive that the audience finds 'political'

matters distasteful by advocating a limited role for 'politicians' in

public decision-making, for a 'non-politician' to occupy the role of

the head of state and for the entire matter to be dealt with in the

most 'non-political' fashion possible. Negative portrayals of

politics and politicians reflect a strong view that public opinion

ought to be guided by the public rather than by the elites, even

though politicians in contemporary democracies are elected by the

people, as opposed to non-elected officers.

The text seeks legitimacy by appealing to credible sources

The final discursive device employed in the texts of political parties

is seeking legitimacy by appealing to the credibility of other

sources. The texts draw on the opinions of people whom they

perceive the audience to find credible, thus supporting their

viewpoint in the debate. This device yielded no distinctive patterns,

featuring in texts of the Liberal Party, the Democrats and the

Greens. The Liberal Party leader's address seeks to capitalise on the

inability of 'Professor Winterton', a 'leading republican', to confirm

the continuation of Australia's legal precedents under a republic. In

arguing for systemic change to Australia's political system to

enhance the quality of access for women, among others, the leader's

address of the Democrats cites 'Ann Summers' author of Damned

Whores and God's Police. The platform of the Greens debates the

role of the head of state, questioned by 'many people' who support a

republic. This device, as for those which have gone before it,

contributes to a set of discursive devices which paint the picture of

the vote-seeking milieu of political parties.
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Conclusion

This chapter has argued that the texts produced by Australian

political parties in the 1990s yield discursive patterns which frame

the monarchy-republican debate. These patterns can account for the

rhetorical, organisational techniques employed by political parties to

make their arguments more convincing to their audience. More

specifically, the chapter demonstrated that the theoretical

underpinnings of the debate in the domain of political parties create

a distinction between minimalist and maximalist republicanism.

This is an original dichotomy that transcends the traditional

distinction between classical and neo-classical republicanism and

even classical, neo-classical and contemporary republicanism, as

developed in the literature review. The theoretical axis of the

monarchy-republican debate in the domain of Australian political

parties is totally different. This cannot be understood in terms of

traditional theories of monarchy and republic, nor simply in terms of

those for or against an Australian republic. Rather, it must be

understood in terms of the impact of republicanism on the operation

of Australian government. It can, therefore, be concluded that the

interaction of theory and practice is the cornerstone of the

distinction between minimalist and maximalist republicanism.

The analyses also reveal the nature of the discursive devices at work

among Australian political parties. The discursive devices

identified constitute a set of devices which characterise the political

and social communication strategies of texts of political parties.

This is a useful set in itself to apply in other research settings. The

resounding theme is that political parties respond to the need to be

elected and appeal to as broad a range of opinions as possible to win

votes. Major parties, with a realistic opportunity for being elected
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into government, rely on the support of their audience and have

more to lose than minor parties and are, therefore, more cautious

and deferential in the way they construct and maintain debate than

are the minor parties. The distinction between major and minor

parties, a subset of the findings of the analyses, reinforces the

impact of the social and political contexts on the way discourses are

organised.

The analyses of discursive devices in the texts of political parties

show that there is a shared view of public opinion as a leader and

follower relationship. Advocates for a republic view public opinion

from the perspective of elites, believing it is appropriate to lead

public opinion. Opponents of a republic present themselves as

followers of public opinion, and disavow elitist strategies which

involve imposing their opinion on the audience. The analyses of

this chapter also show that, with regard to concepts and discursive

devices leaders' addresses and party platforms were very closely

correlated, suggesting that there is no distinction between these two

as vehicles for distinctive theoretical or discursive devices.

These conclusions are drawn from an interactionist perspective

which presumes no prior theoretical organisation and a rigorous

application of discourse analysis. The investigation is thorough in

accounting, both quantitatively and qualitatively, for each

occurrence of each key term which the method of discourse analysis

allocated as a concept or discursive device. The quantitative

analysis accounted for each of the concepts and discursive devices

and, while not the central objective of the study, provided the

opportunity to compare the relationship between quantitative and

qualitative analyses, that is, determining the ability of the relative

frequencies of the concepts and discursive devices to predict the

164



quality of the concepts and discursive devices. In the case of the

texts of political parties, the relative frequencies of concepts are an

unreliable predictor of the role of a concept in constructing the

theoretical bases of debate. Nevertheless, the leaders' addresses

were found to have made more frequent use of concepts which were

significant to their interpretation of republicanism than did the party

platforms. In the case of discursive devices there is indeed a

correlation between the relative frequency of a discursive device

and its role in the linguistic construction of debate. The quantitative

analysis of discursive devices, therefore, in other social research

settings, can be regarded as a summary of the ways in which the

debate is constructed.

In general, the aforementioned findings are themselves the

accomplishment of discourse analytic method and recommend this

method to other social research settings. The analyses of the texts

of organised movements will affirm the benefits of comparative

analysis across social domains. What, then, can the analyses of

organised movements show us? What options do they present in

terms of a broader theorisation of the monarchy-republican debate

in Australia in the 1990s, and about the organisation of discourses in

social and political communication in general? As for the analyses

of political parties, the conceptual analyses of organised movements

present four options for conceptualising the debate. Although the

latter two options concern political parties, specifically, the net

effect is that the debate can be theorised, and the discursive devices

can be explained, according to one of the following four options:

• positions in the monarchy-republican debate, for or against;

• interpretations of republic, minimalist or maximalist;
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• organisation status, major or minor party; and

• communication mode, party/ movement platform or leader's

address.

In other words, the results of the analyses of organised movements

could mirror the outcomes of the political parties, revealing a

distinction between maximalist and minimalist republicanism, or

these interpretations may be entirely unique to the domain of

political parties, the debate being theorised in a completely different

way. The analyses of discursive devices may reveal distinctive sets

of devices for political parties and organised movements, or the way

organised movements construct and maintain the debate may

dovetail into the patterns observed in the domain of political parties

with some devices aligning either with major or minor parties or

being distinguished according to the position held in the monarchy-

republican debate. Either way, we are not able to generalise about

how the Australian monarchy-republican debate in the arena of

political practice in the 1990s is theorised, nor how the debate is

constructed and maintained without comparing political parties with

organised movements. In this way, the analyses of the texts of the

organised movements will enable the concluding chapter to analyse

the nature of the Australian monarchy-republican debate in the

1990s and the socio-textual action of political parties and organised

movements in general.
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