
Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Wednesday, 20 March 2002] 

 p8586b-8589a 
Hon Kim Chance; Hon John Fischer; Hon Dr Chrissy Sharp; Hon Paddy Embry 

 [1] 

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
Special 

On motion without notice by Hon Kim Chance (Leader of the House), resolved - 

That the House at its rising adjourn until 10.00 am on Thursday, 21 March. 

Ordinary 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [10.58 pm]:  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Zimbabwe - Adjournment Debate 

HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [10.59 pm]:  I wish to speak briefly on conditions in Zimbabwe 
and also on matters relating to immigration to Australia from Zimbabwe.  Most members in this House would 
support me when I say that the status of democracy in Zimbabwe at the moment is totally appalling.  Recent 
events have confirmed that there is no democracy in Zimbabwe; only fear and anarchy.  We have just seen a 
presidential election carried out in an atmosphere of fear and intimidation.  The murder and intimidation of 
candidates has continued for many months, together with a systematic attack on white farmers in that country.  
This has spilled over into other non-agricultural businesses, and more recently black farmers have been subjected 
to acts of intimidation and attacks on both person and property.  Farmers supply nearly all the food for 
Zimbabwe because the country is virtually bankrupt.  Many farmers have been thrown off their land, which now 
lies fallow.  As a result, Zimbabweans face widespread starvation.  Black Zimbabwean farmers produce 
subsistence crops only and they cannot feed the population of that country.   

A heart-rending photograph of Squeak, a Jack Russell terrier, guarding the body of his dead owner, Terry Ford, 
appeared in The Western Australian on Wednesday, 20 March.  Although Terry begged the Zimbabwean police 
for help, they refused because they believed there was not a vehicle available.  Later that day, a mob savagely 
beat and then shot Terry.  This type of incident happens daily in Zimbabwe.  It is part of Robert Mugabe’s grand 
plan to remove white Zimbabweans from Zimbabwe at whatever cost.   

Whichever way members look at it, ethnic cleansing is occurring in Zimbabwe and it is no better than what 
happened in Kosovo.  Although ethnic cleansing has occurred under different circumstances in Zimbabwe, it is 
ethnic cleansing all the same.  Mugabe is wreaking the same sort of intimidation on black Zimbabweans who 
have refused to support his maniacal policies.  The Commonwealth has stood by and watched as an evil despot is 
returned to power.  He has been returned to a position whereby he can oversee the financial destruction of a once 
proud and successful country.  Mugabe is intent on destroying not only the remaining 70 000 white people but 
also the total population.   

Recently, we witnessed the limp-wristed approach taken by the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting 
to Mugabe’s refusal to hold the Zimbabwean elections under free and fair conditions.  Black leaders of member 
commonwealth states support this evil despot on racial lines rather than on democratic principles.  Those leaders 
would rather support a murderer than make a stand against one of their own.  They drew a line in the sand with 
the black leaders on one side and the white leaders on the other.   

Prime Minister Mugabe has told the British Prime Minister, Tony Blair, to keep his pink nose out of Zimbabwe’s 
business.  That is clearly racially motivated.  The Zimbabwe Government is not democratic.  It is an illegal 
Government that is wreaking havoc on its own citizens and is no less evil than the Taliban.  It was not voted into 
office; it rigged the poll to suit its own ends.  Zimbabweans knew that if they voted for the opposition party, the 
Movement for Democratic Change, they would be murdered and if they did not, they would probably all slowly 
die of starvation.  While commonwealth officials make limp-wristed decisions, Zimbabweans are being killed 
and their life’s work is being destroyed.   

Black workers who lived with their families in small communities were thrown off the farms on which they had 
grown up and now have nowhere to go.  They were denied a vote on the basis that they did not have a residence 
after being thrown out of their houses.  In that way, they were prevented from voting against Mugabe.  Millions 
of people were denied the vote on the basis of the go-slow at election booths and other dubious electoral 
practices.  As I speak, reprisals have begun against many of the brave souls who campaigned and voted against 
Mugabe’s murderous hordes.  As I stand here, people are being attacked, murdered and thrown into prison.   

Australia should have voted to expel Zimbabwe from the Commonwealth but it appears that our Prime Minister 
was too weak to do that.  We could apply sanctions against the Zimbabwean Government but the federal 
Government is too weak to do that also.   

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  What about the rest of the Commonwealth’s Governments?  
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Hon JOHN FISCHER:  Our federal Government has made a pathetic stand on this issue. 

Hon Bruce Donaldson:  Australia is only one Government in the Commonwealth family.  
Hon JOHN FISCHER:  Switzerland had the courage to put embargoes on Zimbabwe yet our Government has 
been absolutely pathetic and weak.  We could apply sanctions against the Zimbabwean Government if we 
wanted to.  If we cannot improve conditions in Zimbabwe, we can at least assist Zimbabweans to settle in 
Australia, particularly those who are the targets of Mugabe’s intimidation.  Our federal Government’s response 
has been pathetic.  Zimbabwe has been suspended from Commonwealth councils for a period of 12 months and 
we have increased aid to Zimbabwe by $2 million; Mugabe will consider this as a stamp of approval.  Zimbabwe 
has been suspended from the councils, not expelled.  He would not give a damn about being suspended from 
Commonwealth councils for a year; he could not care less.  Our federal Government cannot provide $2 million 
for an MRI scanner for our children, yet it can give $2 million to a murdering despot.  I do not think for one 
minute that any of that money will go to any starving Zimbabweans.   
We can lobby the federal Government to assist Zimbabweans to settle in Australia and Western Australia in 
particular.  Since 1980, thousands of Zimbabweans have emigrated to Australia.  They have been excellent 
immigrants.  They come from a background similar to ours, they have similar beliefs and their society is not 
dependent on welfare.  As a group, they are hard working and well educated and they can bring excellent skills 
into this country.  Most Zimbabwean immigrants apply for Australian citizenship as soon as they are able.  Many 
have become proud and grateful Australians.  Boatloads of people have arrived on our shores from cultures 
foreign to most of us and we are expected to provide them with refuge.  The Zimbabweans who are the targets of 
Robert Mugabe’s crazy social experiments are in need.  They cannot sneak into Australia through the back door 
although, judging from the many Zimbabweans who have preceded them, they are law abiding and would not 
seek to challenge Australian sovereignty.   

I call upon the State Government of Western Australia to lobby the federal Government to let into Australia the 
many Zimbabweans who need refuge.  We should fly across to Zimbabwe and pick them up just as we flew into 
Europe to pick up the Kosovars.  Australia has a duty to Zimbabwe; after all, our former Prime Minister, 
Malcolm Fraser, aided and abetted the formation of Robert Mugabe’s Government.  To some degree, we have 
been complicit in this madman’s tactics.  Terrorists never make good politicians, they rarely form good 
governments and they know how to rule only through fear, evil and murder.  We should immediately give 
Zimbabweans temporary protection visas and process them in the same way that other asylum seekers are 
processed.  We know that they would make good immigrants.  As a responsible Parliament, we should do our 
utmost to help them.  

Logging Industry, Sustainability - Adjournment Debate 

HON CHRISTINE SHARP (South West) [11.08 pm]:  I will continue the remarks I made in this House last 
night.  Unfortunately, I ran out of time and did not finish giving an account of the eco-forestry forum held in 
Bunbury last Saturday.  Last night I shared with members some statements that were presented at the forum.  
However, I had the opportunity to give the House only one resolution from a long list of resolutions that were 
made at the forum.    
The resolutions were made on the principle of consensus; that is, all the people present unanimously accepted 
them.  If consensus was not reached very readily, other subjects were dropped in order to reach these unanimous 
resolutions from the many people who were there; otherwise it would have been a much longer list.   
Accepting the principle of ecologically sustainable forest management, which I discussed last night, the first 
resolution reached at the forum was to adopt the principle of forest management based on the full cost 
accounting of replacement value.  That is to say, in charging royalties to the timber industry for our native forest 
timber logs, the charges that apply must be commensurate with the true cost of a full rotation to replace a tree 
with one of a similar age and quality.   
The next resolution is that we should request the Forest Products Commission to bring out a timber industry 
policy document on management of the native forest timber industry and the plantation sector, and the 
interactions between the two.  That is because it was evident to the forum that many of the issues of utilisation 
and equity surrounding logging in native forests would not be covered in a forest management plan document, 
because those issues are not the responsibility of the Conservation Commission but of the Forest Products 
Commission.  However, issues such as timber allocations, reduction of waste, royalties and so on are absolutely 
critical to the delivery of an ecologically sustainable approach. 
The next resolution is that we should move to expedite reserve gazettal.  That is very important because the 
current Government has moved to make significant additions to forest reserves, and a whole raft of work needs 
to be done to bring those reserves to full gazettal, including the finalisation of their boundaries, of course.  In 
fact, a backlog of reserves going back 10 years are still awaiting gazettal.  It is critically important that the 
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Government address this enormous delay between the issue of policy documents and the firm security of tenure 
of lands in the conservation estate. 
The next resolution relates to the Department of Conservation and Land Management’s sustainable yield 
modelling.  The resolution is that biological changes should be incorporated into a new, testable, sustainable 
yield model.  That is because the current sustainable yield model used by the Department of Conservation and 
Land Management to provide indicative logging level figures does not factor in aspects such as changes in 
rainfall and temperatures, and other fairly critical biological factors that affect tree growth.  Clearly, if a 
sustainable yield model does not incorporate these basic biological factors, over the longer term - anything to do 
with growing trees and forests is very long term - the model will be hopelessly inaccurate.  Moreover, the model 
that is used has never been tested against real life situations, and that must be a critical factor in determining the 
accuracy of any computer model.  Therefore, we want biological, tested information, and, above all, we want it 
to be demonstrated to be sustainable. 
The next resolution is that volumes that are prescribed should be precautionary.  That resolution was put forward 
on the basis of many of the papers which were presented at the forum and which demonstrated real concern 
about the unsustainable level of indicative volumes.  The figure being used at the moment of 140 000 cubic 
metres has been derived quite simply by taking the previous sustainable yield figure for first and second grade 
jarrah and removing from the model the area of forest covered by the protection of old growth.  One then presses 
the button and gets a new figure; and currently that figure is 140 000 cubic metres.  However, the original figure 
before removing the old growth was recognised in various reports, including those from the Environmental 
Protection Authority and from the previous Standing Committee on Ecologically Sustainable Development, to be 
unsustainable.  Therefore, we must address those unsustainable factors in the volumes that are indicated.   
The next resolution picked up the recommendation in the Standing Committee on Ecologically Sustainable 
Development’s fourth report to the previous Parliament that standard guidelines be developed for public water 
supply catchments.  They do not exist at the moment, and it is a critical public health issue that public water 
supplies be closely guarded and protected.   
The next resolution is that full transport and impact costs be assessed and the costs recovered.  This resolution 
refers to the cost of transport of logs, not on forest roads but when the log trucks reach the state government 
main roads system.  Those very heavy freight tasks are not reflected in the freight costs that are paid.   

The next resolution is that the proposal that clear-felling should be stopped and replaced by selective logging 
should be discussed in the series of forums that the Conservation Commission plans to hold in the south west 
and in the metropolitan area.  The proposal that we should consider that clear-felling does not have a role in 
ecologically sustainable forest management speaks for itself. 

The next resolution is that there should be an iterative process for a timber industry plan, and that that plan 
should include the plantation industry and the Simcoa silicon smelter.  If it is an iterative process, clearly public 
consultation will be involved.   

The next resolution is that the Government should finalise a nature conservation strategy within two years.  That 
is a very important component of ecologically sustainable forest management and, indeed, of management of the 
entire state lands and marine areas - something that has been overdue for many years. 

The next resolution is that the Conservation Commission should be adequately resourced.  It is of very great 
concern that, at current budgetary levels, the Conservation Commission is unable to perform its basic functions. 

The next resolution is that permanent habitat zones be established within state forests.  This is in recognition of 
the fact that the current habitat system has been shown in scientific documents, such as that by Dr Per 
Christensen who is on the Forest Products Commission and is one of the foremost scientists in charge of forest 
silviculture, to be unsustainable in the longer term. 

Zimbabwean Family - Adjournment Debate 

HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [11.18 pm]:  Similar to everyone else, I would like to be heading home, 
so I promise I will not keep the House for long.  However, I want to strongly support Hon John Fischer and the 
remarks he made tonight.  In doing so, I will take a slightly different approach.  I want to tell the House about a 
family with whom I became very good friends and who came from Zimbabwe.  The man was the senior partner 
in the most successful veterinary practice in Zimbabwe.  His wife, who is a South African, is an interesting 
woman.  Her father was a Rhodes Scholar, and two of his three brothers were Rhodes Scholars.  His wife took 
two simultaneous degrees from the University of Natal - the best-known university in South Africa.  She took 
five subjects.  She specialised in chemistry and mathematics.  She achieved the highest marks in those five 
subjects of anyone who attended the University of Natal.   
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They have four children.  Three were assessed as super-bright.  The youngest was yet to start primary school and 
had not been assessed.  This family applied to migrate to New Zealand.  Interestingly, he was a veterinary 
surgeon who specialised in beef cattle and horses.  New Zealand rejected them because they had four children.  It 
seems remarkable when possibly New Zealand’s greatest export is people.  I would have thought an opportunity 
to replace some of them with a family of this potential would have been obvious.  It took some considerable 
string pulling to get this family into Australia.  They came to Western Australia.  He bought a half share in a 
veterinary practice in Albany.  Later the family moved to Brisbane for greater educational opportunities for the 
children.   

The oldest child in the family, a girl, who was the least academic of the children, won honours in mechanical 
engineering at the University of Queensland.  The second child, a girl, had the marks to study medicine, but 
chose physiotherapy.  In the Queensland equivalent of the tertiary entrance examination students can achieve 
over 900 marks.  The third child, a boy, received the remarkable tally of one under the maximum of 940 marks.  
He later qualified as a doctor and recently started his speciality in opthalmology.  By the way, his father, in 
addition to university work in Brisbane, studied overseas mainly by correspondence and became the first 
veterinary ophthalmologist in this country.  The fourth child, another boy, who was too young to be assessed, is 
now an optometrist and working.  This is an exceptional family.   

Apart from the social aspects that Hon John Fischer spoke about, Australia can benefit from this wonderful 
opportunity to encourage some of these people into our country.  They would be of immense benefit to Australia 
and they would benefit from being here.  We are missing the most wonderful opportunity, as Hon John Fischer 
said, to encourage talented, useful and potentially good citizens into our country.   

That reminds me of 1956, just before the Olympic Games, when the Soviets moved into Hungary.  Some of 
Australia’s potential skin specialists had been sent to Hungary to study under a skin specialist there.  This man 
wanted to come to Australia, but he was rejected because they said his knowledge of English was not good 
enough.  The Canadian Government sent a plane to Hungary specifically to pick up this family.  What a 
wonderful gain for Canada and what a tragic loss for Australia.  I fear we have not learnt from the error of our 
immigration policies.  I urge this Government to encourage the federal Government to wake up to itself and gain 
something for all of us.   

Question put and passed.   

House adjourned at 11.23 pm 

__________ 
 


