


Republic is set to embark on an 
ambitious long-term campaign project 
after the Board of Directors gave their 
backing to exciting new plans put 
forward at the most recent Board 
meeting in March. 

After a series of meetings between 
Republic and high-level marketing 
professionals – who have volunteered 
their services to the organisation to 
help develop our strategy – the draft 
plan for the republican ‘roadmap’ 
project was discussed and agreed to, 
subject to Republic raising the 
necessary funds. 

Scheduled for a high-profile launch 
in mid-2008, the roadmap project is 
intended to raise the level of debate 
surrounding the issue of monarchy by 
hooking our issue on to a series of 
shorter-term constitutional debates.  
The future of the House of Lords, the 
creation of a written constitution and 
the disestablishment of the Church of 
England could, for example, all 
become issues we would tie into the 
longer-term goal of abolishing the 
monarchy.  Stepping stone reforms 
such as those mentioned, we would 
argue, would each be a further step 
towards a logical end: a 
democratically elected head of state.   

In developing the draft plans, 
Republic has accepted that we face 
certain ‘emotional’ obstacles to 
tacking the issue of monarchy, such 
as feelings about the current Queen 
and the attitude that “it won’t happen 
in my lifetime”.  Republic will be 
aiming to challenge politicians, the 
media and the public to accept that 
an elected head of state is an 
inevitable and necessary reform in 
Britain.  It is far more than an 
argument about our present Queen or 
Prince Charles.  

 
OLD AND NEW METHODS 

 
A key to the success of the project 

will be allowing the public to 
contribute directly to the reform 
agenda.  The project will use new 
internet technology to allow people to 
get involved with the debate, to 
design their own roadmap and to 
discuss the items on the agenda.  We 
will also use more conventional 
methods, such as leaflets, 

conferences, meetings and media 
work, to reach a wider audience. 

 
IT’S DOWN TO YOU 

 
More details about the project will 

be revealed over the next twelve 
months.  In the meantime a lot of 
work, planning and preparation needs 
to be done.  

The project is subject to Republic 
securing the necessary funding and 
so we will be working hard to raise 
upwards of £50,000 before the project 
launch.  This will fund salaries, launch 
events, conference exhibits and much 
more.  We will be asking each and 
every member to do what they can to 
help with this ambitious goal.  You 
might be in a position to make a 
generous and sizeable donation, or a 
series of donations over the coming 

months.  If every member gave just 
£40, in addition to their subscription, 
we would be well on the way to 
reaching our target.  But it doesn't all 
have to come from your pocket.  We'll 
be seeking grants and new donors, 
and looking at new ways to raise 
funds.  You too could raise money 
through car boot sales, raffles or by 
recruiting new members.  If every 
member recruited just one new 
member we would raise an extra 
twenty to thirty thousand pounds. 

We’ll also be asking members and 
supporters to volunteer to help with 
events and with developing the 
details of the project.  We are in 
particular need of people with IT and 
internet skills (see page 10). 

This project can launch Republic to 
a whole new level of success.  We 
hope you’ll be a part of it.  ■ 
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REPUBLIC DAY BASH '07 
7pm FRIDAY June 1st 
 
£8 in advance, £10 on the door.   
Everyone welcome! 
 
The Freemasons Arms 
81-82 Long Acre, Covent Garden 
London 
WC2E 9NG 
 
The evening will feature a free buffet, prize draw and speakers.  It will be a 
great opportunity to meet other Republic members and supporters.  Everyone 
is welcome, so bring friends and family. 
 
LONDON CAMPAIGNIN G GROUP LAUNCH 
11:30am June 2nd 
 
Come to the launch meeting of the London Campaigning Group!  This new 
group is being set up to help organise and coordinate activities in the capital, 
whether to promote Republic locally or help the national campaign. 
The meeting will feature discussions on tactics and activities as well as 
speakers from the national campaign team. 
 
The launch will be on Saturday June 2nd, 11:30am at: 
 
The Resource Centre 
356 Holloway Road, London N7 6PA. 
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I think the national anthem for a 
British Republic could be 'All 
Together Now' by The Farm, which 
acknowledges past conflicts and 
encourages us to rise above them. 
Our motto might be simply 'We The 
People'.  The title of our republic 
could be The Republic of Britain or 
The Three Nations Republic or even 
The United Republics of Britain. 
  
Phil McNally 
Bolton 
 

� 
 

There are those who do not want 
Land of Hope and Glory or anything 
relating to God as our national 

anthem.  
Maybe "I Vow to Thee My Country" 

might be acceptable.  I'm afraid I 
cannot remember who composed this 
hymn.  It happened to be Princess 
Diana's favourite.  We could have 
had her as our President!  The Irish 
seem to have done very nicely with 
two super lady Presidents. 
   
Maureen Gobener 
Hampshire 
 

� 
 

We recently visited the Holbein 
exhibition at the Tate Britain and, 
earlier, the Rembrandt at the 
Dulwich.  Both contained items 
"graciously lent by Her Majesty the 
Queen".   

None of these items ought to be 
returned to the royal storehouse. All 
ought to be on permanent public 

display.  
How about the building becoming 

the London equivalent of the Louvre? 
Then all the art works the Queen 
"owns" could be enjoyed by the 
people. The National Gallery could 
share the space to show some of its 
non-shown treasures too. 
 
Ralph Gordon 
Essex 
 

� 
 

I wonder if Gordon Brown’s 
proposed written constitution will be a 
democratic constitution. 
 
George Smith 
Suffolk 

■ 
 
Send your letters to 

imagine@republic.org.uk or Imagine, 
PO Box 69, Brighton, BN50 9GS. 

If you would like to contribute an article 
to Imagine email imagine@republic. 
org.uk or call Graham Smith on 08708 
508 825 and ask for a copy of the 
Writer’s Guidelines. 

If you would prefer to receive Imagine by email, please send an ema il to imagine@republic.org.uk 

  Although Republic 
continues to face 
significant hurdles, not 
least of which is 
funding, I believe the 
organisation is 
heading in the right 
direction and making 
progress. 
  As you'll see from 

this edition of Imagine, Republic’s 
Board of Directors has given the go 
ahead to an ambitious new project, 
one which I believe will help drive 
Republic forward for the next few 
years.  The project is itself 
democratic, optimistic and dynamic, 
and is centred on the idea that 
everyone can participate directly in 
shaping the reform agenda, setting 
priorities and laying out the pros and 
cons of reform.  By using this 
roadmap to chip away at the 
constitutional props that support the 
monarchy, we’ll be steering the 
debate toward creating a sense of 
inevitability about Britain becoming a 
republic. It is an ambitious project, 
and I hope we will be able to count 
on your support over the coming 
twelve months. 

My optimism was maintained at the 
Republic Spring Conference in 
Manchester.  The location was 
entirely fitting: one hundred years 

ago this year Emma Goulden, who 
was born in Manchester, moved to 
London with a singular ambition – to 
get the vote, not just for herself but 
for all women.  We all know her 
better as Emmeline Pankhurst. 

Manchester has long been 
renowned for it’s radicalism.  It’s 
importance on this road to better 
democracy led to the Peterloo 
massacre.  On the day of the spring 
conference many were celebrating 
the 75th anniversary of the mass 
trespass on the moors around 
Manchester that led, eventually, to 
the ‘Right to Roam’ legislation. 

At the conference members 
displayed a really positive attitude 
during the debates and discussions 
and were enthusiastic about what we 
can do to raise funds and recruit new 
members and were keen to discuss 
the arguments we employ to 
challenge the monarchy.  A number 
of ideas were brought forward from 
our discussion groups - ideas about 
stunts Republic can use to gain 
publicity as well as how members 
can  support the campaign. 

I've also been watching with 
interest the continuing succession 
from Tony Blair to Gordon Brown, 
and Brown's recent commitment to 
constitutional reform.  This couldn't 
have come at a better time for us.  

When our new Prime Minister starts a 
debate about the nature of that 
reform, we'll be there from the outset, 
making the case for a republican 
constitution.  And that debate will 
coincide nicely with our own roadmap 
project, helping to make our 
campaign that much more relevant to 
contemporary mainstream political 
debate. 

Republic  has a lot of work to do to 
really make a difference to this 
country’s attitude to the monarchy.  
But we’re making progress, gaining 
media attention and new supporters.  
To paraphrase Churchill, we may be 
some way from the beginning of the 
end, but I believe we’ve seen the end 
of the beginning of this campaign.  
Now the hard work begins.  ■ 

John 
Campbell 

Republic  
PO Box 69 
Brighton 
BN50 9GS 
Tel/Fax: 08708 508 825 
www.republic.org.uk 
enquiries@republic.org.uk 



Board of Directors 
 

The Board of Directors has five 
vacancies at present, and is also 
looking for a new Treasurer.  John 
Atkins, who has served in the post for 
five years, recently stepped down. 

Board Chair John Campbell has 
expressed his thanks for John’s 
dedication and commitment to the role 
of Treasurer.  In the interim another 
Director has stepped forward to do the 
Treasurer’s work, however we will 
need a more permanent replacement 
in the near future.   

If you would like to join the Board, 
volunteer to be Treasurer or just find 
out more about what being a Director 
involves, call Graham Smith on 07747 
608 770.  ■ 
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Unlike the monarchy the 100 Club is a 
lottery you can win!   
 
The 100 Club has been a great fundraiser 
since it was set up last year.  Make it an 
even greater success by joining today. Each 
month a member of the Club wins a cash 
prize - and the more members the Club has, 
the bigger the prizes.   
 

You can enter as many times you like by setting up a standing order 
membership - each pound paid is equal to a ticket in the draw. 
 
Why not give it a go!  Either visit www.republic.org.uk/100 or call us on 08708 
508 825 to have a form sent to you. 
 
The winning numbers:  In February the winner was number 1112, 
JC Moore, winning a cash prize of £52.40.  The March winner was 
1104, Paul Steel, winning £53.20. 
 
The numbers were drawn at a meeting of the Board of Directors.  
Remember, you need to be in it to win it.  The next prizes will be 
almost £70! 

GOOD LUCK FOR NEXT MONTH! 

Republic wants to know what you 
think about the monarchy and 
republicanism, why you oppose one 
and support the other. Comments, 
ideas and anecdotes will be collated 
into a new illustrated book which will 
be published by Republic and 
promoted as being written by 'British 
Citizens'. 

Anyone can contribute to the book, 
you don't need to be an expert writer. 
It is your thoughts and ideas that are 
important.  

To contribute you can send your 
thoughts via email, post or online at 
www.republic.org.uk/book. 

To help put together a structured set 
of comments and ideas we’re asking 
you to answer the following five 
questions, providing just two or three 
lines per question. 

1. Why do you support the idea that 
Britain should have an elected Head 
of State?   

2. What is your main objection to the 
monarchy?   

3. Tell us a good argument in favour 
of a republic, which you think is 
persuasive.   

4. When did you first become a 
republican?   

5. Do you have any anecdotes or 
other comments that would illustrate 
your thoughts on the monarchy or 

your reasons for supporting Republic? 
To answer by post send your 

answers to ‘Book Project’, PO Box 69, 
Brighton, BN50 9GS.  You can also 
send contributions to 
book@republic.org.uk or you can use 
the online form at 
www.republic.org.uk/book. 

Don’t forget, we’ll need your full 
name and contact details on the letter 
or email. 

To give the book added attraction 
and media value we’ll also be asking 
our high profile supporters to 
contribute to this exciting new project.   

With the use of new ‘print-on-
demand’ technology we will be able to 
add new contributions after the first 
book has gone to print.  

This will be a democratic book for a 
democratic campaign, fitting well with 
the inclusive and participatory spirit of 
the new ‘roadmap’ campaign talked 
about in this magazine.  Get your 
contributions to us today.  ■ 

 
The second Republic Spring 

Conference was held in Manchester  
on Saturday April 21st.   

There was a strong positive mood at 
the meeting, which debated a range of 
issues including campaign strategies, 
fundraising and key arguments used 
against the monarchy. 

Chair John Campbell opened the 
meeting with an upbeat assessment of 
where Republic is going and an 
overview of the past several months. 

Members enjoyed a lively debate 
about some of the key arguments 
used to defend the monarchy, and 
how to best challenge them.  This was 
followed by group discussions, in 
which members broke into smaller 
groups, to discuss fundraising and 
publicity stunts.  A number of excellent 
ideas came forward, which the 
campaign team has promised to look 
at over the coming months. 

An important point that came up 
during these discussion was how 
much ordinary members could do to 
support the campaign.  Letter writing 
to the BBC and MPs was raised, as 
was the need for local action.  ■ 
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▪ KITTY KELLEY 
 
Your majesty? 
Not in America. 
Part of being a 
U.S. citizen is not 
having to bow to 
a monarch. 
 

THE OXFORD UNION last week 
staged a most provocative debate, 
one that might have embarrassed the 
British monarch. Days before Queen 
Elizabeth II was scheduled to arrive in 
the U.S., the debating society 
considered whether the colonies were 
even worthy of a royal visit. The 
motion: "This House regrets the 
founding of the United States of 
America." Mercifully for us, the motion 
was defeated, and the queen has 
proceeded with her travel plans. 

Several years ago, I was asked to 
lead the debate at the Oxford Union. 
(Don't be impressed. The same 
honour was bestowed on Kermit the 
Frog.) It was the first year a woman 
had been elected president of the 
union, and she wanted to leave her 
mark. The motion was: "This House 
believes a woman's place is on 
top." (My team, arguing for the 
motion, carried the day, in no small 
part because of the facile assistance 
of ringers whose cut-glass English 
trumped my American twang.) 

The evening began with a black-tie 
dinner. But before a spoon could be 
lifted, the host stood and solemnly 
raised his glass for The Loyal Toast: 
"The queen." Standing erect, 
everyone echoed him: "The queen." 
As an American who puts hand to 
heart for "The Star-Spangled Banner" 
or the Pledge of Allegiance, I was 
puzzled by a salute to the sovereign. 
"Why to the queen rather than the 
prime minister, who is elected by the 
people?" I asked. My Oxford host 
squirmed, then replied: "You are a 
citizen. We are subjects."  

From dinner, the debaters were led 
into a chamber that looked like a 
banquet hall out of "Beowulf." This is 
where the stomach-churning 
intimidation starts. Surrounded by 
ancient heraldry and shelves sagging 
with leather-bound books stretching 
back to Chaucer, Americans 
inevitably feel self-conscious. As one 

said at the anti-U.S. debate: "[I felt] 
like my cultural fly was permanently 
unzipped."  

The Oxford Union is not just any 
university debating society. Former 
Prime Minister Harold Macmillan 
called it "the last bastion of free 
speech in the Western world." This 
prestigious forum regularly brings 
together leading thinkers from around 
the globe to grapple with the cutting 
issues of the day - censorship, racial 
equality, whether homosexuality 
should be a bar to becoming an 
Anglican bishop. In 1933, the union 
garnered international press coverage 
by debating and passing the motion: 
"This House would under no 
circumstances fight for its King and 
Country." This year's debate was 
equally controversial.  

To argue for the we-regret-creating-
the-U.S. motion, the union invited the 
head of the British Islamic Party, the 
leader of the British branch of Hizb ut-
Tahrir (a global Islamic party) and the 
general secretary of the Communist 
Party of Britain. The communist 
cancelled at the last minute 
(reportedly because he was afraid his 
side would lose). He was quickly 
replaced by a Canadian, whom both 
sides later agreed was ill-equipped to 
represent communism's particular 
brand of anti-Americanness. 

Still, the anti-Americans gave it their 
best shot. They bashed President 
Bush and his misdirected foreign 
policy while indicting the U.S. as a 
crime-ridden "me, me, me culture," 
selfish in terms of philanthropy and 
beset by racism, dysfunctional public 
schools and millions without health 
insurance. They alluded to the war in 
Iraq, which the British call "Tony 
Blair's war" whenever they take to the 
streets to demonstrate. The prime 
minister is being forced to cede his 
office because of his close ties with 
Bush, and cartoonists regularly pillory 
him as the president's lap dog.  

When the Americans and their 
British allies started pacing the 
creaking oak floorboards in the 
union's Old Library in Frewin Court, 
they hurled invective at the Islamists 
for their "reactionary ideology" of 
misogyny, homophobia, the stoning of 
adulterers and bans on sex and 
alcohol - hardly ideas that appeal to 

university students.  
While admitting flaws in the messy 

experiment of U.S. democracy, the 
pro-American side heralded the ideas 
of Thomas Jefferson, Woodrow 
Wilson, Franklin D. Roosevelt and 
John F. Kennedy. The Brookings 
Institution's Peter Rodman, a former 
assistant secretary of Defence, 
pointed out that for more than 100 
years the U.S. has spent its blood 
and treasure to liberate Europe and 
Asia in two world wars. By attitude 
and inference, the two Americans on 
the four-person team suggested that 
but for the U.S. intervention in World 
War II, Britons might be speaking 
German today. But that was as close 
as they came to challenging their 
hosts. Instead, the members of the 
pro-American team cleverly aligned 
themselves with the shared values of 
Britain and the U.S. They 
championed the idea that in the 21st 
century, all people should be free to 
partake of equal opportunity no 
matter their race, colour, creed or 
birth - yet made no mention of how 
the British perpetuate a class-ridden 
society in which heredity still largely 
dictates wealth and privilege.  

The Loyal Toast illuminates the real 
difference between a U.S. citizen and 
a British subject, and it is reason 
enough for me to extol the creation of 
our country. To those at Oxford who 
debated otherwise and lost, I say that 
most U.S. citizens are proud to live in 
a country that was founded on the 
idea that we never have to bow to a 
monarch.  

I write this during the welcome visit 
of the queen, who is in the United 
States to celebrate the 400th 
anniversary of the first British colony 
in the New World. As she toured 
Jamestown on Thursday, there were 
about 300 cheering Americans - but 
no Loyal Toast. And if some bowed or 
curtsied as the queen passed by, you 
may be sure that such obsequies are 
only out of respect, not obligation. 
After all, democracy in the United 
States means never having to say 
"your majesty."  ■ 
  
Kitty Kelley is author of The Royals.  
This article is published here with kind 
permission from Kitty and the LA 
Times. 
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▪ PHILIP SMITH 
 
  Trends from 
respected 
independent polling 
organisations 
continue to show 
that, despite the 

best efforts of royalist propaganda, 
there is now close to a majority in 
Scotland who favour an elected head 
of state. This merits a revisit of the 
fundamental arguments, which have 
little to do with the damaged and 
defective personalities of the Windsor 
family. The real arguments are about 
freedom and democracy. It is 
astonishing that it has taken the 
majority of us until the early years of 
the 21st century to realise that we 
have been living in a society that is 
unfair, segregated and unjust and 
where we have even less protection 
of our civil rights than American 
blacks had in the 1950’s. 

Greater freedom can only come 
through more democracy. Through 
the republican movement and by 
simple logic the majority of the 
electorate now realise that the power 
of common sense is greater than the 
power of outdated, enslaving 
traditions and that the power of right 
is greater than the power of the 
sound-bite. 

In Britain, during the fight for 
democracy over the centuries, the 
ruling classes of monarchy and 
aristocracy have ceded democracy to 
the rest as little as possible and as 
rarely as possible. They have never 
willingly given one more right or one 
more freedom than they felt was 
absolutely necessary to placate and 
patronise the vast majority. They 
have never willingly given one more 
right or one more freedom than they 
felt was absolutely necessary to 
maintain their position of power as 
though we were second or third class 
subjects.  

This is surprising when you 
consider that we have always been 
first class citizens. For example, in 
the fight for true democracy it took 
the First World War and the martyrs 
of the suffragette movement to 
persuade the male political leaders 
and aristocracy of the time that 
women could be trusted to vote for 
members of parliament. 

The history of the aristocracy of this 
country is that power corrupts and 
that absolute power corrupts 
absolutely. And also that power is 
never yielded voluntarily – it always 
has had to be fought for. This is 
because although the aristocracy 
may say they go along with the ideas 
of equality, meritocracy and freedom, 
their attitude and actions show that 
they do not believe in them at all. If 
they did they would resign and 
terminate their man-made hereditary 
titles and the monarchy would 
abdicate and seek election by 
democratic means if they wanted to 
make a positive difference. 

But they won’t do this because they 
believe that they are superior to the 
rest of us. They must believe that 
they have become genetically 
modified over the generations to lord 
and lady it over us, to rule over us as 
subjects. There is no other 
explanation. These days they don’t 
call us servants, or peasants or even 
plebs (at least not to our faces). We 
get to be called the middle class or 
the working class in a pathetic 
attempt to try to keep us in what they 
perceive as being ‘our place’.  

Of course their assumption that 
they are superior infers that the rest 
of us are inferior. You cannot have 
superiority without inferiority. 
Thankfully a great many UK citizens 
are no longer prepared to be branded 
as inferior. We do not accept that we 
are inferior to anybody, least of all to 
people who have been feeding off us 
like parasites for centuries. We 
believe that we owe allegiance only 
to those whom we have elected 
through the ballot box. 

There are those in government, the 
current Prime Minister included, who 
say they believe in democracy and 
who say they believe in aristocracy 
both at the same time. They also say 
that they believe in meritocracy and 
monarchy all at the same time. That 
makes about as much sense as 
saying they are vegetarians and eat 
meat or that they support Liverpool 
and Everton! It makes as much 
sense as saying that they can be in 
two completely different places at the 
same time – because that’s exactly 
what aristocracy and democracy are. 
Aristocracy and true democracy do 
not mix. They are like oil and water, 

light and darkness or health and 
sickness. To say one believes in 
aristocracy, including the monarchy, 
and democracy at the same time is 
the height of hypocrisy.   

The very word ‘aristocracy’ derives 
from the Greek meaning ‘best 
people’. The very word is a 
misrepresentation and an insult in a 
meritocracy. Imagine if the word 
‘black’ meant inferior – would we 
continue to use it in everyday 
language? No chance. 

In a true democracy we not only 
elect our House of Commons, we 
also elect all our second chamber; 
and it would not be called the House 
of Lords. The title ‘Lord’ implies false 
superiority – it is too emotive of the 
corruptions and inequalities of the 
past. It needs replacing. In a true 
democracy we elect our Head of 
State. At the moment we do just one 
of these things – we elect our house 
of commons. So in fact we live in a 
one third democracy. Two things are 
worth mentioning. Firstly, the 
members of the House of Lords first 
and foremost represent themselves 
and others of their social station. 
They do not represent the views of 
99% of the electorate. Just how in 
touch with day-to-day life in Britain 
are the so-called law lords and the 
Anglican bishops? They have next to 
no idea about what life for the vast 
majority is really like. They cannot 
and do not represent our views. 

Secondly, the members of the 
Windsor family first and foremost 
represent themselves and their first 
priority is to get us to continue to bow 
down to them, pay for them and in 
every other way preserve the status 
quo. They are completely and utterly 
out of touch with what is in our best 
interests. That is because it is in our 
best interests that they go.   

People moan about democracy 
sometimes and call it the least of 
several evils. It’s better than 
communism or fascism. It’s better 
than an absolute monarchy or other 
form of dictatorship like in Zimbabwe 
and North Korea. Yet, up to now, the 
majority of the citizens of this once 
great country have been persuaded, 
deceived, conned, or deluded into 
believing that a one third democracy 
is good enough. However a one third 
democracy is not good enough and 
nothing less than a full, 100% 
democracy is good enough. Even 
99% democracy is not enough. Many 
have also been persuaded, deceived, 
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conned, or deluded into believing that 
having the other two-thirds of 
democracy is not only unnecessary – 
it could even be dangerous. 

These days we wonder why that 
there is so much voter apathy. In 
particular we wonder why so many of 
the younger generation are 
disillusioned and disenchanted. It’s 
hardly surprising. At national level we 
only get to elect the House of 
Commons. We are still denied the 
opportunity to elect any of the House 
of Lords. We are denied the 
opportunity to elect our Head of State. 
We witness the sorry antics of the 
damaged Windsor family and wonder 
how much longer we will have to 
suffer the humiliation of having them 
pretend to represent us. And then we 
are expected to get excited and 
enthusiastic about living in a one third 
democracy. Is it any wonder people 
are apathetic and disillusioned? 

Insanity is continuing to do the 
same thing and expecting a better 
result. The same can be said for 
democracy. The queen continues to 
get favourable treatment on tax when 
she is the last person in the country to 
need it. Apart from a little tinkering 
with the House of Lords, where 
hereditary membership has been 
replaced by cronyism, nothing has 
changed in the last decade. We 
delude ourselves if we think that this 
tinkering will produce any significant 
improvement. Only significant change 
will bring significant improvement. 

Now some people say “What if we 
make these changes and things get 
worse?” Then at least we would know 
where the responsibility lies. It would 
lie with each one of us – with each 
citizen. We could no longer say “Why 
don’t they do something about it?” – 
and increase our apathy and feeling 
of helplessness and do nothing. 
Instead we would ask “What am I 
going to do about it?” and then do 
something. However, when we, the 
people, cause these changes to 
happen – things will get better. And 
they will get better precisely because 
we know that the responsibility will lie 
with us.  

If we don’t change things will 
definitely get worse. For example, 
imagine the prospect of King Charles 
III and Queen Camilla, because that 
is exactly what the Buckingham 
Palace spin machine (and the  
Church of England) is preparing us 
for. If you think that the political 
parties’ spin machines are good, they 

are complete amateurs compared 
with Buckingham Palace’s. After all, 
using our money, they can afford the 
best spin doctors that money can buy. 

So it’s time that elected politicians 
began the process of dismantling 
monarchy and building 100% 
democracy in its place. 100% 
democracy will be better for 99.9% of 
the population of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland.  

Mistakes in any system of 
government are inevitable – but 
democracy allows us, the people, to 
put them right. The Conservative 
Party was punished by many years in 
the political wilderness for their weak 
and vacillating government led by the 
weak and vacillating John Major. The 
country can trust its voters to punish 
the members of a weak and 
vacillating House of Lords and a weak 
and vacillating Head of State in free 
elections. Currently we do not have 
the opportunity to punish our weak 
and vacillating monarchy and it’s time 
we did by ridding ourselves of the 
whole institution. 

Many years ago Sigmund Freud 
said “Most people do not want 
freedom, because freedom involves 
responsibility, and most people do not 
want responsibility.” That may have 
been true in the uneducated and 
unenlightened times of the 19th and 
early 20th centuries, but it is certainly 
not true now. It is an insult to the 
intelligence of the population of this 
country to believe that we do not want 
responsibility. The only way to 
improve democracy is to change it by 
increasing it. And the way that 
democracy can be improved is to 
allow the people to elect the House of 
Lords and our Head of State. 

We deserve this responsibility, we 
can handle this responsibility and we 
want this responsibility. We have 
deserved this responsibility for 
decades, we have been able to 
handle this responsibility for decades. 
Only then will we be free and equal, 
and be citizens rather than subjects. 
Only then will the segregation end 
and only then will we have justice. 

Now apart from the fact that 
monarchy and other aristocracy see 
themselves as superior, why is it that 
we are only ‘allowed’ a one third 
democracy? It’s because those who 
support an unelected House of Lords 
and an unelected Head of State do 
not trust us, the voters. The 1% with 
the power do not trust the 99% 
without it. They don’t trust the 

electorate to vote for the people they 
believe should do the job. After all, we 
may not vote their cronies or family in. 
We may vote for people they don’t 
like – in fact we probably will. We may 
reduce or even remove their chance 
of receiving a largely unearned title or 
other so-called honour. And the 
reason they don’t trust us is that they 
believe that the vast majority of the 
people of this great country are 
inferior to them. They believe we are 
not educated enough, that we don’t 
understand, that we are genetically 
inferior and so on. 

Of course we are educated, we 
understand and we are equal. We 
have the right to be treated as equals 
and to enjoy the freedom of living in a 
100% democracy. 

As we view the far too long history 
of our lack of democracy, these words 
of abolitionist Frederick Douglass ring 
in our ears: “Find out what people will 
quietly submit to and you have the 
exact measure of the injustice and 
wrong that will be impressed on 
them”. Enough is enough. The people 
of this country are no longer prepared 
to suffer injustice and wrong being 
forced on them. 

It is time that this government and 
the opposition parties buried their 
hypocrisy and trusted the great British 
people by enacting laws to bestow 
upon all citizens of voting age our 
basic democratic rights. It’s time that 
the members of the House of Lords 
insisted on the free and fair election 
of all its members. It’s time that the 
current head of state abdicated and 
recommended the free and fair 
election of her successor.  

Then, and only then, can we, 
without hypocrisy, encourage the 
move towards 100% democracy in 
the undemocratic and partially 
democratic nations of the world. Only 
then will we release the full potential 
of the British people and can the 
‘great’ be put back in Great Britain.  

It’s time to stop the excuses and get 
on as soon as possible with enacting 
the laws that will bring 100% 
democracy to this country for the first 
time in its illustrious existence. 

Nothing is more important.  ■ 
 

 
 
Phil Smith is a long time supporter 
and former Executive Committee 
member of Republic. 
 

 



Opinions expressed in articles and 
letters are not necessarily the view or 
policy of Republic, its staff or its Board 
of Directors. 
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▪ MARC FISHER 
 
  In Richmond's 
Capitol Square and 
along the streets of 
Colonial 
Williamsburg, 
Americans wearing 

Burger King crowns greeted the 
visiting British monarch. Women who 
had lined up hours in advance 
sported tiaras. Gracious hospitality, 
all in good fun. 

But look closer: 
Virginia Governor Tim Kaine gave 

state workers a day off to celebrate 
Queen Elizabeth's visit. Cost to the 
taxpayers: about $11 million, in a 
state where legislators this year 
rejected raising the minimum wage, 
which has not changed in a decade. 

When the queen met with four 
Virginia Tech students who were 
injured in last month's horrific 
shootings, one of the students 
presented the visitor with a gift, a 
custom-designed silver bracelet 
featuring 32 orange and maroon 
stones, one for each person killed. 

And get this: Inside the Virginia 
Capitol - a building designed by the 
American revolutionary Thomas 
Jefferson - the majority leader of the 
House of Delegates, Morgan Griffith, 
paused before ushering the queen 
into the House chamber and then 
bowed his head. 

The hype and hoopla over the royal 
visit has driven too many of us to 
forget who we are. 

"We are Elizabeth's subjects and 
she our monarch for a day," 
editorialized the Virginian-Pilot 
newspaper. 

No. We are no one's subjects. We 
do not bow to kings and queens. 
When we forget this, we sully 
ourselves. 

In our country, all men are created 
equal. "Exalting one man so greatly 
above the rest cannot be justified on 
the equal rights of nature," Thomas 
Paine wrote in "Common Sense," the 
46-page tract that called on colonial 
Americans to revolt. 

Our revolution was not against King 
George III so much as the concept of 
the monarch, the notion that power 
and status are inherited from one 
generation to the next. Paine called 

this idea "unwise, unjust, unnatural - 
an insult and an imposition on 
posterity." 

Every word of Paine's booklet 
applies as much today as it did in 
1776, when he warned that people 
who believe they are born to be in 
charge of others "are early poisoned 
by importance... The world they act in 
differs so materially from the world at 
large that they have but little 
opportunity of knowing its true 
interests." 

Today, as we enter the eighth 
consecutive presidential campaign 
involving a Clinton or a Bush on the 
ticket - a span of 28 years - it is sad 
to see Americans bowing and 
curtsying to a monarch, a 
descendant of the very king against 
whom we fought a revolution. 

"The people who wrote the 
American Constitution were the most 
radical people on the planet," says 
Craig Nelson, author of "Thomas 
Paine: Enlightenment, Revolution, 
and the Birth of Modern Nations," a 
biography of the most important anti-
monarchist of the Revolution. "Paine 
was trying to undo people's loyalty to 
the crown. Today, most Americans 
are taught that King George was a 
mean guy, not that ours was a 
revolution against monarchy and 
inherited aristocracy." 

Both left and right in this country 
have embraced the symbol of Tom 
Paine. His stirring assertion of the 
value of ordinary people - "one 
honest man," he wrote, is of more 
worth "than all the crowned ruffians 
that ever lived" - remains at the heart 
of our self-image as Americans. 

But in a society increasingly divided 
by money and access to power, in a 
country that places more value in 
stability than in Jefferson's belief that 

"a little rebellion now and then is a 
good thing," the visit of a queen 
becomes one more chance to 
celebrate celebrity. 

In Britain, our attitude toward the 
royal visit strikes many as odd. The 
Guardian newspaper, wondering how 
the queen got "so hot stateside," 
blames it on " 'The Queen' Effect," 
actress Helen Mirren's sympathetic 
portrayal of Elizabeth in last year's 
movie. "America now believes that 
the Queen is a graceful, complex, 
dignified but still very human 
monarch with an admirable devotion 
to family and duty, instead of a little 
old lady who likes horses and never 
says anything much," writes Tim 
Dowling. 

"The idea that anybody should bow 
to anybody is beyond me," says 
Graham Smith, Campaign Manager 
for Republic, a British political group 
that pushes to replace the monarchy 
with an elected head of state. 
"Americans wouldn't bow to George 
Bush. But they think that's what 
people do over here." 

Smith says the democracy inherent 
in the digital revolution - electronic 
voting, blogs, the ability to use the 
Internet to foil powerful governments 
- has finally lifted the taboo against 
discussing elimination of the British 
crown. The American reverence for 
the queen, he says, is nothing more 
than "untainted celebrity worship," a 
quest for a fairy tale to believe in. 

It is a dangerous fairy tale, 
fomented by celebrity-crazed media 
companies (700 news credentials 
were issued for the queen's visit) and 
accepted all too readily by people 
who should know better. Let the 
queen play at the Kentucky Derby; 
the rest of us should read Tom 
Paine.  ■ 

 
 
Marc Fisher is a columnist for the 
Washington Post.   
 
This article has been published here 
with the kind permission of Marc and 
the Washington Post. 

As published in  
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▪ MICHAEL COYNE 
 
  Professor Stephen 
Haseler, former Chair 
and now a Director of 
Republic, says: 
“Britain needs to 
become a republic in 

which politicians are accountable for 
their actions; not first ministers of the 
Crown, but ministers who are 
responsible to Parliament.  Scotland 
is a natural country to be a republic 
because of its egalitarian tradition, 
and because the royal family are a 
Southern, rural and English 
imposition on the whole country.  
What we want is to translate these 
instincts among the Scots into 
institutional reform - so that the 
monarchy has its wings clipped, so 
that the royal prerogative needs to go, 
and the succession needs to go.” 

I would extend this argument 
further, and suggest that Scotland 
should not simply be involved, but 
should actively spearhead the 
campaign to become a republic.  
Britain is an indirect democracy.  At 
national level the electorate is given 
one measly vote every four or five 
years, but the British people at large 
have no direct say regarding the 
choice of Prime Minister. Ultimately, 
the Queen asks the party leader with 
the most seats in the Commons to 
head up her government.  The British 
Constitution is unwritten - an 
arrangement, one suspects, designed 
to suit the governors rather than the 
governed.  Citizens do not have a Bill 
of Rights in the UK, because they are 
not citizens; they are subjects. One 
half of Britain’s parliamentary 
democracy is completely protected 
from any popular electoral process - 
and partially populated by bishops of 
the Church of England, of which the 
monarch is supreme head.  In the 
multi-cultural, multi-faith society of 
21st century Britain, there has not 
been the slightest move toward the 

separation of church and state. 
These are not the trappings of a 

confident, forward-looking society in 
which liberty and democracy are 
paramount. These are half-hearted 
excuses for democracy; and the list 
runs on. Britain has only recently 
begun to address the need for 
freedom of information - and, so far, 
governmental enthusiasm has been 
lukewarm, to say the least.  Other 
blessings of liberty which have 
consistently eluded this sceptred isle 
are: genuine separation of powers, 
set elections (which help make 
governments accountable to the 
people), and finite terms of office for 
political leaders (desperately needed 
here in the 1980s, and equally 
desirable now). 

What has all this to do with 
monarchy vs. republicanism?  
Everything.  All these limitations on 
our democratic participation are 
rooted in the philosophy: ‘Trust your 
masters; they know what’s best for 
you.’  And the epitome of that 
patronizing, pernicious philosophy is 
monarchy - based on the notion that 
we, as a people, are not politically 
mature enough to choose our own 
leaders and thus determine our own 
destiny. 

In a democracy, government should 
be the tool of the people. In Britain, 
Establishment theory and practice 
has for centuries essentially decreed 
the people are the tool of the 
government.  ‘You’ll do what we tell 
you - and you just be grateful for what 
you’ve got.’ Know your place, don’t 
rock the boat, have another cup of 
tea, look for the silver lining, pack up 
your troubles in your old kit-bag and 
smile, smile, smile.  That mindset has 
prevailed for the same reason that 
political accountability in Britain has 
long been in a state of disrepair. 
Here, the people are not sovereign in 
their own country.  It’s Her Majesty’s 
Government, not ours. 

It is that mindset, that lack of 

popular sovereignty, and that dearth 
of political accountability which 
allowed ‘leaders’ to mislead Scots 
concerning the oil-based economic 
viability of independence; to foist the 
hated poll tax on a people who never 
voted for it; to hoodwink us into war in 
Iraq; and which now earnestly seeks 
to convince us that ID cards, with 
their concentration of information 
about us, are for our own good. 

Now, royalists will surely respond 
that none of these developments are 
the fault of the monarch.  In this, they 
have an eminently reasonable point. 
The real point, however, is that such 
deceitful, manipulative, quasi-
dictatorial, anti-democratic or anti-
libertarian practices are symptomatic 
of a system that is implicitly 
contemptuous of any concept of 
popular sovereignty.  If mechanisms 
exist to operate without the people’s 
knowledge and/or against their best 
interests, there’s always the likelihood 
those mechanisms will be used.  
Such abuses as those cited above 
will not be attributable to the present 
monarch; but they are most certainly 
the responsibility of a sorry 
succession of politicians who have 
not been held accountable at the end 
of the day, because, to subvert (with 
apologies) a phrase currently in 
vogue, their oath has not been to the 
people. 

There is no 100% guarantee against 
abuse of the people’s best interests, 
but the republican position is that the 
best possible insurance is in a legal 
and governmental system in which 
the people’s authority and interests 
are supreme. Popular sovereignty is 
only achievable in a republic.  Put 
bluntly, whose country is it, anyway? 
Ours, or the monarch’s? Try striking 
oil in your backyard; you’ll soon find 
out.  If that happens in Texas or 
Oklahoma, you are made for life.  If it 
happens here - guess what? - 
minerals revert to the Crown.  ■ 

 
This is the fourth part of a full length 
article - being serialised in Imagine - 
which was originally published in The 
Drouth magazine. 

e - N e w s l e t t e r s   
 

Are you receiving Republic’s monthly 
e-Newsletters?  If not it probably 
means we don’t have your email 
address on our database - if you’d like 
to get our monthly bulletins send an 

email to g.smith@republic.org.uk 
You can also opt to receive Imagine 

by email.  Let us know if you’d prefer 
to get the magazine online - send an 
email to imagine@republic.org.uk.  
And don’t forget, all copies of Imagine 
can be found on the website.  ■ 
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Our online groups have been re-
branded as Web Forums, to better 
reflect their focus on web-based 
discussion.  The Forums currently 
available include Christians for a 
Republic, which has been having 
some lively discussions about 
disestablishment of the Church and 
the Christian perspective on 
republicanism, Conservatives for a 
Republic, which is hoping to seek out 
more conservative leaning 
republicans, and Humanist Republic, 
which is aimed at promoting Republic 
within the wider humanist and 
secularist community. 

We have also set up forums for 
Labour and the Liberal Democrats as 
well as youth and students.  The 
ever-active Oxford group also has its 

own forum. 
These forums are a direct response 

to requests from members for more 
opportunities to talk to other members 
and to get involved in the campaign.  
They will only be a success if you and 
other members and supporters 
participate in the discussions. 

As the forums grow and develop we 
hope that members will use them to 
begin to organise activities and 
meetings within their particular 
communities or organisations, with a 
view to spreading the republican 
message. 

For more information visit 
www.republic.org.uk/forum.  ■ 

 
 
You may have noticed that we 

have trimmed down the number of 
groups on the new Forum page.  
This is to make them easier to 
manage.  As the Forums gain 
popularity and membership we will 
add new groups as and when they 
are requested.  ■ 

New ACTION PAGE launched 
The new Action Page has been 
launched on the website.  The page 
will also be a feature of the Imagine 
magazine (see back page) and will be 
sent to members in the form of a 
leaflet. 
 
The Action Page sets out a number of 
actions members and supporters can 
do to help the campaign, such as 
writing to your MP, lodging 
complaints to the BBC about bias, 
signing petitions, telling friends about 
Republic and much more.  The page 
includes a facility for writing to your 
MP directly from the website.  See 
www.republic.org.uk/action for 
details. 
 
Debates and talks 
Republic continues to be invited to 
participate in debates and talks.  
Recently Graham Smith gave a talk 
to the Oxford Humanist group.  The 
group enjoyed a lively debate about 
the issue of republicanism (most were 
in favour) and about the details of our 
arguments.  If you belong to a group 
which might like to invite a Republic 
spokesperson to give a talk or 
presentation, please get in touch. 

Polly Toynbee 
Journalist and regular Guardian 
columnist Polly Toynbee has joined 
Republic’s growing list of high profile 
supporters.  Republic is keen to 
demonstrate the breadth and depth of 
support for its cause by seeking 
support from well known figures from 
journalism, politics, the arts and 
entertainment.  We are very pleased 
to welcome Polly on board. 
 
In the news 
Republic gained a number of TV 
interviews in response to the 
continuing saga of whether Harry will 
or will not go to Iraq.  In a lively 
debate on BBC News 24 Graham 
Smith made the case that Harry 
should not be putting the Army in 
such a difficult position by insisting on 
going, and that it is time the Windsor 
family stopped playing at soldiers.  It 
was pointed out that while members 
of our professional armed services 
have to work hard and risk life and 
limb to earn promotion, Prince 
Charles has been promoted on his 
40th, 50th, 54th and 58th birthdays.  
He now holds the highest rank in all 
three services, junior only to his 
mother of course. 
 
Levellers Day  
Once again the local group in the 
Oxford area organised a Republic 

presence at the annual Levellers Day 
in Burford.  The day is an excellent 
opportunity to promote Republic and 
the group has been an inspiration to 
other members around the country, 
with their commitment to getting out 
there and getting involved. 
 
News from Cornwall  
Members of two groups in Cornwall, 
the Cornish Stannary Parliament and 
the Duchy Tenants Association, have 
contacted Republic with a view to 
working together to challenge the 
manner in which the Duchy of 
Cornwall is allowed to operate.  The 
groups are not officially republican, 
although many of their members are.  
Republic is keen to continue to build 
alliances with other groups and will 
be continuing to explore ways in 
which we can build on these new 
Cornish connections. 
 
Talk Democracy  
Don’t forget to join the debate at the 
Talk Democracy website.  Republic is 
a partner in this new project which 
has been set up by Unlock 
Democracy.  Members have often 
asked for an online forum in which 
they can debate the issues 
surrounding republicanism… here’s 
your chance.  Visit the Republic 
website for details.  ■ 
 

IT PROJECT  
VOLUNTEERS 

 
DO YOU KNOW HTML, PHP, 

MYSQL, CSV OR WIKI?  
 

A key component of our new 
roadmap project will be the use of the 
internet, and so we are looking for 
experienced volunteers who have 
knowledge of HTML, PHP, MySQL, 
CSV (a versioning control tool), Wiki 
software, online forums, other 
interactive facilities and/or web-server 
security. 

We have a developer working on 
and coordinating our IT project.  If you 
would like to find out more, or 
volunteer to help, please call Graham 
Smith on 07747 608 770 or email 
g.smith@republic.org.uk.  ■ 



 
Republic has been very pleased 

with the number of members 
choosing to pay their membership 
subscriptions by Standing Order.   

Paying this way saves Republic 
money, meaning more of your 
subscription goes on campaigning, 
and makes it easier for you to renew 
each year.   

If you don’t already pay this way, 
please consider renewing your 
membership by Standing Order.  We 
automatically send a new form with 
your renewal reminder letter, so all 
you need to do is complete the form 
and pop it in the post.   

It couldn’t be easier!  ■ 
 
 

VISIT THE 
SHOP! 

T-shirts, gifts, 
accessories, 

umbrellas, tickets, 
books and much 

more… 
 

Visit the Republic 
Shop online… 

 
www.republic.org.uk/shop 

Answer Back 
 

Welcome to Answer Back.  In this 
new column we will highlight the 
common arguments in favour of the 
monarchy - and answer back. 

 

ÎÍ 
They Say  - “The monarchy 

provides stability and unity for the 
country.” 

 
We Say - It is often argued that a 

constitutional monarchy provides 
continuity, stability and unity for a 
nation.  It is a myth based largely on 
the observation that the UK has not 
suffered any major political 
upheavals for three hundred years.  
The argument makes the bold 
assumption that this apparent 
stability is directly the result of 
having an unelected Head of State.  
As we have never had a democratic 
republic in this country with which to 
compare, a comparison with other 
countries can be useful. 

A quick glance at other monarchies 
around the world and in recent 
history shows that there is no 
obvious link between 'monarchy' and 
stability and unity.  It was the failings 
of monarchs which led the crises of 
the mid twentieth century. The failure 
of the Kings of Russia, Germany and 
the Austro-Hungarian empire led to 
war and revolution across the 
continent.  While the monarchists 
claim that, 'Germany wouldn't have 
had Hitler if they'd kept their King', it 
is clear that monarchs are no 
defence against dictatorship.  Italy's 
King remained on the throne 
throughout Mussolini's rule, and 
Thailand has recently suffered its 
eighteenth military coup since it 
became a constitutional monarchy in 
1932. 

Here in the UK the argument is just 
as weak.  The stability of our 
constitution owes more to the 
success of our economy, our 
geographical separation from 
Europe which has shielded us from 
the worst of the continent's wars, 
and Britain's continued, if painfully 
slow, move toward increasing 
democratic reform.  Britain’s rulers 
have accommodated pressures from 
'the people' rather than resisted 
them, and so avoided revolution.   

Secondly, despite this apparent 
stability it is not true that the UK has 
enjoyed unalloyed unity and 
continuity.  For over thirty years part 
of the UK has suffered violent 
conflict - with terrorists from both 
sides killing over 3000 people.  The 
monarchy was, if anything, part of 
the problem in Northern Ireland, at 
least in a symbolic sense. 

In Scotland and Wales too, there 
are sizeable minorities who wish to 
break away from England.  And 
across the country we have much 
the same problems as other 
countries; racial and class divides, 
political divides and so on. 

Looking at republics and 
monarchies around the world, it 
cannot be claimed that one system 
is necessarily better than the other at 
maintaining stability and unity.  
Some examples do however 
strengthen the republican case.  

Firstly, one of the most stable and 
united countries is the United States.  
Since the end of their civil war it has 
prospered and has enjoyed stable 
and democratic government 
(notwithstanding certain flaws in the 
application of that democracy).   

Secondly, after the Second World 
War ,Germany, which every nation in 
Europe was keen to ensure became 
stable and democratic, opted for a 
republican constitution.  And finally, 
over the past 25 years many 
European countries have taken the 
path to democracy, often with the 
opportunity to completely re-write 
their constitution.  Not one of these 
countries has opted to restore a 
monarchy, not even those in eastern 
Europe which have monarchs-in-
exile waiting to return.   

Modern, stable and successful 
democracies come in all shapes and 
sizes.  Many countries have shown 
that real democracy can work.  They 
have shown that they do not need a 
monarch in order to attain stability 
and national unity.  Like Germany, 
Finland, Ireland, Portugal and 
Austria, we can be the authors of our 
own success and stability.  ■ 

ÎÍ 
 

Tell us what arguments you’d 
like us to answer - write to 
Imagine, PO Box 69, Brighton 
BN50 9GS or email 
imagine@republic.org.uk and 
we’ll Answer Back!  
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If you think that the BBC’s reporting on the monarchy is biased against 
the republican view, you can help us put it right.  Take part in our new Lobby 
the BBC campaign. 
You can contact the BBC via www.republic.org.uk/bbc or you can call 08700 
100 222 or write to them at BBC Complaints, PO Box 1922, Glasgow G2 
3WT.  You can also contact programmes directly or through programmes 
such as Points of View (TV) or Feedback (Radio). 

The pen may be mighty, but the mouse is even mightier.  Go online and 
get involved in our new Republic Writing Club.   
The Writing Club has been set up to allow members to support and 
encourage each other in putting our ideas into words and strengthen the 
campaign.  We hope that over time the Club will start producing articles for 
Imagine, papers for discussion at conferences and new promotional material.  
A real chance for you to make a difference and contribute to the campaign. 

Are you a member of a party or another group?  Do you want to debate 
the issues with other republicans?  Then get involved in our new Republic 
Web Forums.   
These forums have been set up in response to requests from members to 
have the opportunity to network and debate with other supporters of Republic.  
They rely on the support and contributions of you and all our members.  Find 
out more at www.republic.org.uk/forum 

Writing to your MP has just been made whole lot easier.  Using the 
‘writetothem.com’ website, which is now linked to our Action Page, you can 
find your MP using your postcode, and then send a message direct to their 
email address. 
If you don’t have access to the internet you can still write to your MP at 
‘House of Commons, London, SW1A 0AA’. 

The Number 10 Downing Street online petitions have been in the news  a 
lot in recent months.  Add your name to our petition calling for a republic.  This 
petition will expire in July, but other petitions will be added from time to time.  
Either check out the website or call us on 08708 508 825 for more 
information. 

Add your name to the Republic petition, and get others to do the same.  
The petition is online at www.republic.org.uk/petition.  You can also get paper 
copies so that you can collect names and addresses from friends and family.               
If you don’t have internet access, we can add your name over the phone or 
send you forms in the post.  Call us on 08708 508 825. 
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Republic Campaign Ltd is a not-for-profit company limited by guarantee operating under the name ‘Republic’.   
Registered number: 05891072.  Registered address: Dalton House, 60 Windsor Avenue, London SW19 2RR. 

There are many things you can do to support Republic.  Our new 
‘Action Page’ both here, in a new leaflet form and online, gives you 
some quick and easy ways you can make a difference.   
 
Some actions are internet-based, but most can be done whether or not 
you have access to the internet.  Why not tick them off as you do them? 


