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BUILDING AMENDMENT REGULATIONS 2001 
Motion for Disallowance 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural) [5.37 pm]:  From 1996, when the figures were first recorded, no funding 
was provided to further public awareness about the danger of pools.  In 1996 there were 14 deaths.  However, in 
1997 the Government provided $150 000 for this purpose, and the number of pool deaths that year was reduced 
to eight.  In 1998 a further $150 000 of funding was provided and the number of deaths was reduced to six.  In 
1999 no funding was made available and the figure shot back up to 14.  In 2000, $120 000 was invested in 
funding public awareness of swimming pools and spas, and the number of deaths was reduced to five.   

I suggest that it does not matter how big a fortress is built around a swimming pool, at the end of the day it is the 
responsibility of the public and the parents to ensure the safety of children around pools.  We can build what we 
like, but it comes down to supervision and a duty of care; these are the main criteria for child safety.  We can do 
what we like, but the proof is in the fact that a three-year-old can scale a 1.2-metre high fence in 16 seconds.  
One can then add to that the three minutes it might take for the child to reach the pool and say that in three 
minutes and 16 seconds that child will be dead.  It does not matter what has been built around the pool.  We can 
continue legislating and regulating and bringing in amendments to do what we like, but at the end of the day the 
major criteria to ensure pool safety are the public’s need to accept a duty of care and the need for parents to be 
aware of what their children are doing.  That is why people’s awareness should be running at 100 per cent when 
they are at the beach, a swamp, a lake or another open area.  People should watch their kids when they are 
running around; they should keep an eye on them like hawks.  However, people think they are safe when a fence 
surrounds a swimming pool.  It is the same with security measures such as barred doors and windows.  Just the 
other day in Wilson, someone got into what was thought to be an impregnable fortress and raped an 85-year-old 
woman and robbed her of $80.  She thought she was safe because she had all the right equipment.  At the end of 
the day it showed that duty of care and awareness are the most important security measures.   

I am standing here speaking on this motion, but I feel it is a charade.  At the end of the day, the fellow with the 
most marbles will win.  We all know that 16 beats 15 and that 14 beats 13.  I could waffle on for three days, but 
it would not matter how good my presentation was.  I wonder whether the Greens (WA) members will take any 
notice.  People voted for them because they were supposed to have minds of their own.  I question that.  The 
people who voted for the Greens must be ready to slash their wrists, because they will have noticed that the 
Greens are not doing what they said they would do and vote not as independents but as a group.  They do as they 
are told.   

I spoke to Greens members earlier today and was disappointed because they said they had agreed at a meeting 
not to support this disallowance motion.  I find that disturbing because I later spoke to one of the Greens and I do 
not believe that was the case.  We all know that the success of this motion depends on who has the most marbles.  
If the Greens had any courage and stood up for their constituents, they would think about this motion.  They 
would think about spa and pool owners.  They would perhaps come up with legislation or an awareness 
campaign to help prevent kids from being drowned, rather than adding to the regulations.  As I said, the success 
of this disallowance motion is subject to how the Greens vote.  I appeal to the Greens to show some 
responsibility to the public.  That is what they have been put here to do and they should back this motion.  If they 
do not, they will be exposed for what they really are - a group of misguided, obstinate, unimaginative 
Neanderthals.  Neanderthals were prehistoric people.  That is what I think the Greens are - a mob of prehistoric 
monsters.   

Like Neanderthal man, the Greens occupy a specific evolutionary niche to which they are perfectly suited.  The 
Greens are not a cohesive group; they do not even communicate, even though they say they do.  They squabble 
and fight amongst themselves.  They follow the lead of any party that gives them candy.  They follow the candy 
man - Dr Geoffrey Gallop.  They say what they want and the Labor Government tells them what they will get.  
Like Neanderthal man, it seems nothing less than a catalytic event will shake the Greens from their mundane, 
repetitive lives where they exist in a state of perfect isolation from reason.  I guess they will get brains.  There is 
always hope, no matter what.  Even when the band played as the Titanic went down, those on board thought 
there was a bit of hope.  Who knows what will happen at the end of the day?  I am confident that in time the 
Greens will meet the same fate as Neanderthal man.  As members know, Neanderthal man has been out of 
business for a long time.  The Greens, or the Neanderthals as I call them, are unable to adapt to reason, so they 
will be out-competed by the thinking homo sapiens among us. We can rise above the politics of the day and 
think about what really counts - the people in whose interests we were put here to govern.  The Greens have let 
down the people who voted them in.  The public may not yet have woken up to their shifty little ways, but if 
evolution is any example, the mentality -  
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[Interruption from the gallery.]  

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members of the public gallery!  We welcome your presence, but you are not allowed 
to participate in the debate or to heckle members.  I call Hon Frank Hough. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  Thank you, Mr President.  I will have a drink. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I wish mum would quieten down. 

The superior species will dominate.  I ask the Greens to rethink their vote, because they will be sucked into the 
annals of history once their supporters learn the truth about them.   

Before I wind up, I have a fact sheet from the Swimming Pool and Spa Association of Western Australia that 
will be of interest to the Government.  The fact sheet states -  

•  There are currently five different sets of fencing regulations 

•  Pre-1992 Pools Fencing Regulations 

•  Amended Pre-1992 Fencing Regulations to change direction of gate 

•  1992 Isolation Fencing Regulations 

•  1993 Fencing Regulations incorporating self closing doors. 

•  2001 Isolation Fencing Regulations.   

Further down it states -  

•  The latest statistics show only 1 incident of child drowning occurred on a pool protected by a 
self-closing, self latching door while 10 incidents occurred in pools fenced in isolation.  This is 
clearly an indication that the previous regulations were effective.   

•  72,000 swimming pools in WA fall under pre-1992 pools - approximately two thirds of all 
pools in WA.  95% of fatalities occur in pools installed prior to 1992.   

Further down the fact sheet states -  

•  Swimming pool owners with children 4 years of age and under represent only 15% of all pool 
purchasers, and 80% of pool owners with children 4 years of age and under already choose 
isolation fencing as the preferred means of restricting access to the pool area.   

That is ironic.  It continues -  

•  The introduction of mandatory isolation fencing will have implications on all new pool 
owners, yet only 3% of these will be families with children under five who have not already opted 
to use isolation fencing.  It is vital that more targeted ways of reducing child drownings are 
developed.   

Further down it states -  

•  The benefits of swimming pools to society also need to be recognised.  We must not lose sight 
of the fact that thousands of children learn to swim every year in private pools.   

It concludes -  

•  Public education works.   

As I said, the statistics show that education should be mandatory in all areas.  The Government should advertise.  
It has been proven that advertising reduces pool deaths by up to 50 per cent.  In the years that the Government 
did not advertise, pool deaths increased substantially.   

It is a matter of discipline and parental guidance and awareness, rather than of regulation and making things 
harder for pool purchasers.  Regulations keep being put in place on top of other regulations.  I know that, 
because I just built a house.  The situation is a nightmare.  Red tape has increased.  That is a problem for the 
Swimming Pool and Spa Association of Western Australia.  The old regulations are not looked at and removed 
before new regulations are added.  The regulations make things impossible for the industry, which is battling.  
That is no coincidence.  I went back through the figures to 11 September and found that the big clout for the pool 
industry came in November.  Water restrictions were the only factor.  All other areas had record growth.  There 
were record sales in housing, so sales in the pool industry should have gone up.  There was record lending.  We 
know that the value of the dollar is at an all time low.  We cannot disregard these factors.  
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We have a duty of care to the industry, the public and the Government to assess this issue.  The Greens should 
have a rethink about where they are coming from and who they are.  It is about time they realised that they stand 
for the people of Western Australia.  It is not for the Greens to destroy this country.  I appeal to the Greens to get 
off their hands, to use Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich’s terminology.  Some of the legislation they have come up with of 
late has not been as important as this legislation relating to pools.  In closing, I ask the Government and the 
Greens to treat this issue with awareness and not with contempt.   

Debate adjourned until a later stage, on motion by Hon Tom Stephens (Minister for Housing and Works). 
 


