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SUCCESSION TO THE CROWN BILL 

Mr KRAUSE (Beaudesert—LNP) (12.23 pm): It is an honour to be able to speak to this bill, 

which amends the Crown succession laws to ensure they are in line with the laws in force in other 

realms of the Commonwealth. Most prominently, the bill sees to it that the Crown shall pass to the 

firstborn child of the monarch, whether male or female. This is a step which many other monarchies 

around the world have already taken.  

I note that my electorate of Beaudesert has a proud historical connection to the British 

monarchy. In 1927 the Duke and Duchess of York, as they then were, visited Beaudesert and many 

of its surrounds. They even attended the Beaudesert races, of which some of you may have heard me 

speak before. The Duke and Duchess of York went on to become King George VI and Queen Mary. 

Queen Elizabeth II is the Queen of Queensland, the Queen of Australia and the Queen of the 

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland. Queensland was, as other members have 

mentioned, named after Queen Victoria, the present monarch’s great-grandmother. Our connection in 

this parliament building has been in existence from the start of our great state’s history as the colony 

of Queensland in 1859. Queen Victoria signed the letters patent to establish Queensland; hence, we 

gained her name and her history.  

Some speakers have spoken about this bill in the context of relations between the federal 

government—the Commonwealth—and the states of the Commonwealth. That is a very important 

argument to have. By passing this bill in its present form we are asserting our right as a sovereign 

state with a separate connection to the Crown. But this is just one very small issue in which this place 

needs to assert its right as a separate state, as a separate parliament with strong powers which 

should not be beholden to a Commonwealth parliament in Canberra. That is not the way our founding 

fathers—although I hate that term I have just used it—envisaged Australia working.  

We were to have cooperative federalism, whereby states did some things and the 

Commonwealth did other things. But over the past 100 years, more and more power has accreted to 

the Commonwealth. I do not think that is a good thing at all. The Commonwealth took income-taxing 

powers from the states in World War II and we never got them back. Ever since then there has been a 

move of power away from the states by virtue of the fact that the Commonwealth can try to dictate 

what states do by withholding money from them. It is not right. It is not the way it should have worked.  

I am encouraged by some comments by the Premier in recent times where he has made it 

clear that this state will not sign up to Commonwealth-State agreements which are not in the best 

interests of Queensland. In fact, I would urge him to start a discussion about the reformation of 

Commonwealth-State relations in Australia. Queensland should lead the way on this and get the other 

state governments on board. There are four good conservative state governments in Australia at the 

moment. Let us start a discussion about reforming our federation—reforming the powers which are 

exercised by the Commonwealth—and let us clearly delineate the powers which are to be exercised 

by the Commonwealth and those which are to be exercised by the states. Of course, part of that 
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discussion has to be about who raises taxes. Queensland has a very limited tax base and a lot of 

service delivery obligations, so we need to look at that as well if we are to have a proper, functioning 

federation.  

The royal family has a special place in the hearts of many Queenslanders, who hold Queen 

Elizabeth II in high esteem for her long years of service to the Commonwealth and her absolutely 

unwavering dedication to duty. These days, such examples of service and dedication over such a 

long period are rare. Unlike the recently abdicated Queen Beatrix of the Netherlands, it is said that our 

Queen would never countenance abdication because she gave her pledge—both before her 

coronation in 1953 and in her coronation oath—to serve her realm for all the days of her life.  

Many of us would have visited the United Kingdom. One of the first stops for many tourists is 

Buckingham Palace in London. The monarchy—the royal family—acts as a symbol of the 

Commonwealth and is the unifying aspect of the Commonwealth of Nations, a family of nations which 

has delivered so much to the world: representative democracy, the English language, the common 

law, the Magna Carta, the bill of rights, the concept of habeas corpus and the protection of the rule of 

law. The people of Queensland are inheritors of this legacy of the Commonwealth, bequeathed to us 

by the United Kingdom. So when we stand in this place and reflect on the monarchy, we are 

acknowledging the historical traditions and roots of Queensland’s own democracy and system of 

government.  

This is not just about the royal family; it is very much about our history, our tradition and our 
political, legal and cultural heritage—our system of constitutional government. A constitutional 
monarchy offers unparalleled stability in comparison to other systems around the world. When 
opponents of this system advocate its abolition in favour of untested, untried parliamentary elected 
heads of state they are ignoring centuries of heritage—in fact, disowning and betraying the heritage of 
our own state of Queensland.  

Stable government, a civil society and respect for the rule of law are features of our state which 
can never be overvalued. Many millions—perhaps even billions—of other people in the world would 
give anything to have the political and legal culture we have here in Australia. Let us treasure our 
heritage, protect our freedom and remember always the fundamental underpinnings of that society. 
Opponents of a constitutional monarchy may have some good arguments, but they cannot at this 
point overcome the overwhelming weight of this stability and civility given to us by our monarch and 
her forebears. So at this juncture may I say, for I do not know when I will again have the opportunity to 
discuss this matter in this House, God save the Queen. 


