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ELIZABETH QUAY WATER PARK — OPENING 

Matter of Public Interest 

THE SPEAKER (Mr M.W. Sutherland) informed the Assembly that he was in receipt within the prescribed 
time of a letter from the member for West Swan seeking to debate a matter of public interest. 

[In compliance with standing orders, at least five members rose in their places.] 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [2.51 pm]: I move — 

That this house condemns the Liberal–National government for placing public health and safety at risk 
by rushing the opening of the Elizabeth Quay water park for purely political deadlines against expert 
advice. 

We raised this issue a number of times earlier this year. Since that time, we have undertaken some freedom of 
information inquiries. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you! Member for Pilbara, I call you to order for the first time. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Of course, we are still waiting for government agencies such as the 
Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority, which is continuing to hide and to absolutely deny information being 
sent out, but we did get one FOI request back from the City of Perth that clearly shows that this government 
misled the public and put children’s lives at risk. That is what it did. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Premier, you can have your turn to speak. Member for Wanneroo, I call you to order for the 
first time. I want to hear the member for West Swan. Let us get this thing moving. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will go through the key parts. The first is how the government handled that opening week. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Pretty successfully—with 25 000 people. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Belmont and Minister for Health, let us try to get this thing going, and then 
everyone can talk. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is interesting to hear the interjection that there were thousands of people there, because it 
was built for only 150 people. Number one, the government had more people there than it could accommodate. 
Members should watch their interjections on this. Let us go through the key issues. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo, I call you for the second time. Member for Swan Hills, I have had 
enough! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The water park was commissioned and built for only 150 people. That is what happened. Let 
us go through the issues of the opening week. Remember, through questioning and through lots of probing in this 
Parliament, we found out that the park was opened when they had negative tests back and they knew that there 
were bacteria at the water park. What did the government say at the time? The government said that it does not 
matter because it superchlorinated the night before it opened, and that would have dealt with everything. Now, 
information obtained through the FOI inquiry shows that that was the second time that they had to 
superchlorinate, and that they did the same process two days beforehand and it had not made the water safe. That 
is what it shows. That is information the government never disclosed to the public. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: Who said that? 

The SPEAKER: Minister for Health! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will go through who said that. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Information that we obtained from the City of Perth states that the water park — 
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… was superchlorinated after the second sample result and after a 3rd set of samples taken on 26 Jan of 
the backwash & balance tank. The preliminary results from Pathwest indicate the presence of 
Naegleriia … 

After the water was superchlorinated on 26 January, there were still bacteria and amoeba at the park. That is 
what the government did. The government said that it opened the park, even though there were results of 
bacteria, because it had been superchlorinated and it would be okay. In fact, the government had already done 
that and it had not fixed the problem. That is point one. 

Point two—this is the key point—is that the day before, the government was told by the Department of Health 
and the Perth city council that it could not open the water park until Monday. That is what happened, and I will 
go through that. 

An email at 1.19 pm on Thursday, 28 January, from the manager in relation to the public health division in the 
Department of Health states — 

In view of the successive water sample results detecting Naegleria, and the spray surface not able to be 
tested to determine if there is a presence of Naegleria due to the project not completed, the approval of 
the EDPH will not be sought to approve the WSP. It is unlikely that results of water samples taken 
today will not be available until Monday. 

That is what happened. The City of Perth emailed the MRA at 1.21 pm to state — 

We have received the results from Pathwest … Amoebae and Thermophilic Naegleria have been 
detected. 

The City has sought advise from the Department of Health, unfortunately the water playground will not 
be able to be used by members of the public until we receive satisfactory results.  

Billy is down on site now taking further samples, we will have the results of these samples Monday 
afternoon.  

I am so sorry about this. 

On Thursday, the MRA was told that the government could not open the water park. The City of Perth, which 
does this process all the time, and the Department of Health said that there were concerns and that the 
government could not open the park until it got satisfactory results back. That was the key. 

A City of Perth internal email from the same day at 1.55 pm states — 

Please be advised that the Water Playground water samples are still poor, and DOH have advised the 
facility can’t be used still until water results are satisfactory. So the Department has informed the MRA 
that the water playground can’t be used.  

Therefore, the Department of Health and the City of Perth both said that that water park could not be used, which 
is very different from what we have heard before. The government was telling us that they had said that 
superchlorination would fix it. They were not saying that; the government was saying that. 

This is what happened. Over the night of 28 January and 29 January, there was more superchlorination undertaken. 
Now, we know that that had already been done and it had not fixed the problem, but it was tried again. On Friday, 
29 January, there were two emergency phone calls made to the Executive Director of Public Health from the MRA, 
and a certificate was issued by the City of Perth an hour and a half before the park was opened. 

I will go through that certificate in a minute, because the minister has a lot of explaining to do about that 
certificate. The internal email from 2.48 pm on 29 January reads — 

… has just advised that MRA have been provided with an OK from Dept of Health to operate the 
Water Playground during daylight hours. 

Apparently there remains an issue with the lighting and therefore cannot be operated with lighting on.  

Later that day, after it had been opened, City of Perth officers were pretty confused about the situation. They 
thought it was not going to open. The City of Perth internal email reads — 

… they must be comfortable that the water playground can be used after all. 

At 6.00 pm, an email states that the water playground had been granted approval by the Department of Health 
and that it had allowed the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority to operate with lifeguards at night because 
the lighting needed improving. The email states that although the water sample results were not 100 per cent, the 
Department of Health made the call that there was minimal risk.  
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On the Friday, the executive director was pulled out of a very important meeting and asked by the MRA to issue 
the certificates—I will go through the certificates—even though the day before the Department of Health and the 
City of Perth said that the park could not open until there were clear results; but the government opened it. 

The other key point that came out through freedom of information—the government did not tell us—was the 
lighting issue. We knew there were water quality issues that had not been fixed, but apparently the park was not 
meant to open at night because the lighting had not been done. This put the government in a bit of a bad position 
because on the Sunday beforehand, the Premier was showing off the water park at night and now we have 
information that there was not only a water quality issue, but also the lighting was too poor. I will go through the 
documents put forward. The government issued some certificates, but they were very different from what was 
tabled by the minister. This email is from Health to the City of Perth, and reads —  

Two letters … have been issued, sequentially. The first by … delegate EDPH includes a section 
regarding the spray park … not being used at night because of poor lighting levels. The second … omits 
this condition. However it is our understanding that the MRPA will —  

Have to employ lifeguards at night because the lighting was too poor.   

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: This is your government, Premier. I am sorry if the truth offends the Premier—I know the 
truth offends the Premier—but this is about his government. 

The certificate that was issued had a covering letter. What was tabled by the Minister for Planning was the 
permit to operate document from 29 January. What in fact was sent was a document with a covering letter stating 
that the park could not be operated at night unless lifeguards were employed. I want to hear from the minister 
why he failed to table the full document. He tabled a subset of the documents without the covering note that 
states that the park cannot open. The minister must explain exactly why he tabled a subset of the documents, not 
the full documents and the covering letter with the conditions. The minister tabled a subset of that. 

I turn to section 20 of the code. The executive director ended up clearing the park for opening under 
discretionary powers under section 20 of the code. I make the point that that is the first time that section 20 has 
ever been used for water quality exemptions. It has been used for fencing, barriers and other issues, but that was 
the first time it was used for water quality. The minister opened it under section 20. I will go through the 
City of Perth examination of that concept. The City of Perth internal emails from 5 February show the 
following — 

As discussed the results from Thursday 28 2015 again revealed that the amoeba detected was not 
Naeglaria …so the DOH is making their decision on this fact. That the organism is not the type that 
cause amoebic meningitis.  

I stress again I am not supporting the Departments decision, but just advising you why DOH 
representatives are at this stage recommending closure and not insisting that the water playground be 
closed. 

The City of Perth recommended closure but did not insist on closure. I refer to another internal email from that 
day. I will not mention the person’s name. It reads — 

What … hasn’t included in his verbal advice that the Code of Practice requires the facility to be closed. 
Dept of Health is however not applying the Code of Practice in this instance. 
…has advised that it is not the City’s role to call for the closure as where the facility is on Crown land 
and the DoH is the regulator. 

That is further evidence that the government ignored key parts of the report. I refer again to what the minister 
tabled. The minister tabled the two-page permit to operate. The minister did not table the covering letter. The 
covering letter states that approval was open subject to certain conditions. It stated that the lighting provision for 
the aquatic facility had not been demonstrated to comply with the minimum 30 lux level required for group 4 
aquatic facilities under the code of practice. It further states that due to uneven ground, wet settings and 
a variation in patron vision levels, contributing to increased risk of slip and fall–type injuries occurring, use of 
the facility after hours was not supported. That letter was attached to the document that the minister tabled, but 
he refused to table that letter. He did not include the letter that said that the water park should not be open after 
hours. 
I refer to other points that go to the key of the matter. I have no doubt there was a rush to clean the water by the 
time it opened, but there was a fundamental problem. The park was built for only 150 people and it was not 
ready to be open. On 22 February, the Department of Health indicated that water samples were still poor and 
recommended the park’s closure for another superchlorination. The Department of Health raised concerns about 
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the number of patrons using the park and questioned why there was an overloading of the number of patrons at 
the park. The park was designed for only 150 people. The government opened a park that was designed to cater 
for 150 people, but it invited thousands of people down there. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: No, they all came spontaneously—we did not invite them! 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, through the Chair. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I find it incredible that the Premier thinks that this is a laughing matter. 
The government built a park that it thought was safe for 150 people and enjoyed the fact that it overloaded the 
chlorination system and made it basically impossible to keep the water safe. That is what happened. 
Another key point is that the water park was not ready because it had not been cleaned. The government opened 
the park before the balance tank and drainage system had been cleaned. On 1 February, there were issues with 
the water park, including the wash down not being plumbed to divert to the sewer, so contaminated water was 
entering the balance tank and the floor of the balance tank had to be investigated by divers due to sand and other 
debris forming biofilm, which is highly resistant to chlorine. The government rushed the opening and did not 
clean it. It basically left the debris in the water park. Of course, it could not be chlorinated because biofilm had 
been created and the water could not be cleaned, which is why the government had all these problems. 
We have evidence after evidence showing that the government did not manage this project well. In fact, evidence 
shows — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Order, members! We have had a pretty good debate thus far; let us keep it that way. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It is incredible to watch. The government was presented with evidence that showed that the 
government opened a water park designed for children that was not ready, and it does not care. That is 
fundamentally what happened there. The government knowingly opened this water park. As I said before, 
mistakes will happen and things happen in life; we know that. When things are unknown, that is fair enough. But 
the government knew it was not ready and it went ahead and did it. As I said, I have three young children, People 
are concerned that the government would willingly do that. I believe that, after all we have been through, the fact 
that the government still cannot take it seriously shows it is unable to accept responsibility for this and 
understand what it did. 
The other key part is what the government did to try to hide it all. Through the freedom of information process 
we found some emails from 23 February. When the news started breaking, we saw the ministerial officers come 
into play, sending emails. Speaking notes prepared by the Department of Health were sent to the formers 
minister’s office, which state — 

• The risk to public health remains low but Pseudomonas bacteria can cause skin rashes or eye or ear 
infections in some people. 

• Anyone who experiences these conditions following exposure to the water park should visit their 
GP. 

This was the advice the Department of Health gave to the minister’s office. The minister’s press secretary did not 
like that — 

I’ve … spoken to — 

X — 

… and suggested he needs to talk journos through the sampling process … 

The press secretary said we need to tell them that they have not been exposed to bacteria, there is no major 
public health issue and that we acted within the public health guidelines. The next line states, “Fingers crossed”. 
This was the approach of the government. 

Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We have the briefing note; that was the approach. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Let the member continue. 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We have the briefing note stating that the government should warn people to visit the doctor, 
that there is actually some risk. The minister’s office was saying that, actually, it is all okay; talk through the 
sampling process and fingers crossed we will get through this. That was the approach—fingers crossed, we will 
get through this. 

The last point I want to make is about the playground. Remember, the playground had similar issues to the water 
park. It was semi-opened, about 30 per cent, over that weekend. People could get to the first level of the 
climbing tower but they could not get further up. We saw, again through an FOI, what happened there. The 
operator and builder of other playground equipment—of course there is some commercial interest, I am not 
saying there is not—went down and warned the City of Perth that there were some issues with this playground. 
They said — 

… there is head entrapments all over it. (see photos attached) 

That was sent to the City of Perth. The City of Perth sort of has a role, but it does not because it is 
government-owned land. The City of Perth jumps on it, and states — 

Please see the email below, does the City have a say in relation to the playground equipment at EQ? 
This is extremely high risk in relation to Australian Standards for Playground Safety. 

That is what happened in relation to the playground. Mr Speaker, this is just one FOI that has come out. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Someone dropped the ball, didn’t they? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: This is the City of Perth; this is not the government. We are still waiting for the government 
ones to come back. What it shows is the process from this government. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The process is to deny, mislead and then, when the truth comes out, say, “It’s too late. It’s 
already over.” That is what the government does time and again. This is irrefutable evidence that the 
Minister for Health, who now has the Minister for Health role but of course was the Minister for Planning, 
should be ashamed of himself for what he did. 

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Treasurer! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The minister hid key information from the public. He oversaw a project that was rushed for 
political reasons. That is what he did. The park was not ready; it was not even cleaned. There was still debris 
from the structure. I have not even gone through the — 

Mr J.H.D. Day: Have you been there since it has been opened? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It has been shut for about three months. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: It is not shut at all. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The playground? The water park? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you! Member for West Swan, move on. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro! 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There is more and more evidence that the minister misled the public and did not genuinely 
manage the project. He was all focused on the headline act, the big opening, and he ignored the concerns and 
opened that project when there were serious health concerns still there. That is the key issue. 
MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Minister for Health) [3.15 pm]: Talk about an old issue being rehashed, just 
about all of these issues have been well and truly covered in debates, probably on about four occasions in this 
chamber — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Thank you! 
Mr J.H.D. DAY: — since Elizabeth Quay was very successfully opened to many thousands of people on 
29 January this year. 
Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen! 
Mr J.H.D. DAY: The opening of Elizabeth Quay was not rushed at all. Yes, in the end there was a deadline, as 
there always needs to be a point set when a particular facility is going to commence operations, but, as I said 
previously, our intention and expectation was that the project would be completed and able to be open to the 
public probably three or four weeks prior to Christmas of last year. The opening was, in fact, delayed; it was not 
rushed at all. 
In relation to the information that the member has gone through from the FOI process with the City of Perth, 
I understand the City of Perth has a role to play but the City of Perth was not the decision-maker for the opening 
of the water park. The MRA was not the decision-maker. I, as Minister for Planning, was not the decision-maker, 
the former Minister for Health was not the decision-maker, and the Premier was not the decision-maker. None of 
us were. One person ultimately had responsibility as the decision-maker on whether the water park was 
appropriate to open to the public or not and that was the Executive Director of Public Health, Professor Tarun 
Weeramanthri. He answered questions extensively in the estimates committee process, partly here in this 
chamber if I remember rightly, and certainly also in the similar process in the Legislative Council. He very much 
stands by his judgement and his professional decision based on appropriate advice that he was given on whether 
the water park could open or not. If the member for West Swan is questioning his professionalism and his 
experience and expertise in the decision to allow the water park to open, then she needs to say it because that is 
effectively what she is saying. 
Ms J.M. Freeman interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Mirrabooka! 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro! 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Thank you. Member for Mirrabooka, I call you to order for the second time. We have had 
a reasonably good debate. I want it to continue. 
Mr J.H.D. DAY: No pressure was exerted by the government, by me, the Premier or indeed the MRA. There 
was certainly a lot of communication; there was no question about that. What else would we expect, when we 
have a major project about to open, when thousands of people were expected to visit? There was a lot of public 
interest and indeed a lot of appetite, as has been borne out by the reality, for the project to be open to the public. 
Elizabeth Quay is a very successful project and it will be for decades, probably centuries, to come. There is 
a large amount of activity there. People go there and wander around; they go and get something to eat. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! 
Mr J.H.D. DAY: They attend arts festivals there, the Perth International Arts Festival, Fringe World Festival 
and so on in their thousands and the fact that something like three million visits have occurred there since it 
opened demonstrates that there has been a very big appetite and level of support for the development that has 
ultimately been provided.  
In relation to the water park itself, no pressure was exerted. There was certainly concern about whether it was 
likely to open or not. If I remember rightly, the first I knew that there may be an issue was the day before the 
opening of Elizabeth Quay. My view, and the view of my office, and the Premier’s view and that of his office, 
was that if the water park could not be opened, so be it. Obviously it would have been disappointing to many 
people, not least the many children who enjoyed themselves on that day and subsequently, and who will, I have 
no doubt, do so when it is open again, hopefully in a month or so following the upgrading that has been 
undertaken. I am sure the parliamentary secretary will make some comment about the upgrading of the filtration 
system. There has been a lot of interest in the project. There was a lot of excitement from children and families 
who actually wanted to use it. If it could not have opened on that day, it would have been disappointing, but if 
that was the decision of the Department of Health, particularly the Executive Director of Public Health, that 
would have been accepted. There would have been no alternative. I was Minister for Planning at the time. As 
somebody who has a health background and understands a bit about microbiology and so on, in no way would 
I have exerted any pressure or even thought about not accepting professional advice. 
The ultimate decision-maker was the Executive Director of Public Health, Professor Tarun Weeramanthri. Let 
me go through some of what he had to say in the estimates committee process, to make the point, in case the 
member for West Swan and others are not familiar with what he said. Amongst other things, he said on 
16 June — 
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Because of the large number of such applications and authorisations—just in the aquatic facilities area 
we have got 2 000 aquatic facilities across the state in 1 200 locations—these are matters that need to be 
dealt with administratively, and we have a delegated system of approval. The final approval for the 
opening of Elizabeth Quay was signed by Mr Dodds as my delegate, but I take responsibility for that 
decision because we were in phone contact because of the importance of the issue—he and I were 
discussing it. He discussed the decision with me before the approval was given so I am responsible for 
that decision. 
… 
Ultimately, a decision has to be made, and all of that thought, experience, skills and facts have to come 
together in terms of a decision about public safety. Now that is a decision that I am responsible for, and, 
frankly, it is completely not in my DNA to put public health anything other than first. 
… 
So in that week prior to the opening of the water park, a lot of work was undertaken by the MRA and its 
consultants to change a number of the things that we had identified in earlier assessments. The 
cumulative decision-making process culminated in a decision on the Friday. 

The point being made is that no single aspect or issue led to the decision to open the water park or to approve its 
opening; it was the accumulation of knowledge. All of the information that was provided by the 
Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority and from within the health department led to a decision being made for 
which the Executive Director of Public Health takes responsibility. Frankly, I have complete confidence in his 
professionalism and judgement on this matter. 
Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 
The SPEAKER: I want to say something, Member for West Swan: every time somebody interjected on you, 
you stopped and waited. You are now starting to interject on the minister. I want the minister to finish. There is 
plenty of time for anybody to put a counterargument to what they have heard here. 
Mr J.H.D. DAY: As I said earlier, there was clearly a lot of communication between the MRA and the health 
department given that the whole project was about to open the next day and they needed to know what the 
situation was. The health department needed to have all the information it needed. Clearly there was 
communication underway. Anybody in their right mind had a strong desire that the water park, and the whole of 
the Elizabeth Quay project, could be opened, assuming it was safe to do so. No pressure was applied — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Kwinana and Leader of the Opposition! 
Mr M. McGowan interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, I call you to order for the first time. I do not want to call people — 
Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, I call you to order for the third time. I just said I did not want to call 
people. I have tried to be lenient. 
Mr J.H.D. DAY: I will also place on record what I have explained previously but it is relevant to the debate 
today, given that it has been raised again by the opposition. The Executive Director of Public Health’s approval 
was based on the department’s confirmation that — 

• analysis of the initial sample taken on 21 January 2016 confirmed that the Naegleria detected in 
the system was not Naegleria fowleri; 

That is the pathogenic one — 

• sanitisation processes had been applied to the WSP, — 

That is the water spray park — 

including overnight superchlorination on 28 January 2016, that would kill all Naegleria species; 

• a qualified technical operator had been appointed; and 

• the WSP had been brought up to compliance with the Code following remedial work undertaken 
between 19–29 January 2016, and there was not considered to be a risk to the public. 

As I have tabled in this house previously, and as the member for West Swan referred to, a certificate of 
compliance and a permit to operate were issued by the health department to the Metropolitan Redevelopment 
Authority. 
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Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Kwinana, I call you to order for the second time. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: I tabled all of the information that I was given that is relevant to the debate. I have not seen 
any covering letter; the opposition has obviously got something through the freedom of information process. I do 
not actually spend all my time surveying all correspondence that goes out from the MRA, the City of Perth, the 
Department of Health or wherever. I also remind members that the previous Minister for Health tabled a report 
on the opening and closures and water quality issues at the BHP Billiton water park at Elizabeth Quay on 
15 March this year. The issues were well explained in that report. 

One other aspect raised by the member for West Swan related to lighting around the water park. I do not recall 
that being raised with me; certainly not around the time of the opening and indeed in the debate in the 
subsequent few weeks. The parliamentary secretary will probably add a bit more information, but I have been 
advised that the advice of the health department was certainly not ignored. The MRA ensured that people were 
on the ground around the water park to ensure the safety of the children playing in it. The advice of the health 
department was taken, as I understand it, and the MRA addressed that issue. I think the member for West Swan 
is trying to play up an issue that in fact is probably, albeit important, of less consequence than is being made out. 

The government does not support this motion. The evidence is not there. Once it is fully considered, once the 
information that I have just explained and reiterated is taken into account—most it is not new because we have 
had this debate several times before—it can quite clearly be seen there is no justification for the motion moved 
by the member for West Swan. The government has taken a completely responsible approach to the management 
and operation of the water park at Elizabeth Quay and will continue to do. A substantial increase in the capacity 
of the filtration system has been undertaken over the last two or three months or so. In addition, the artwork has 
been completed—that is, the mosaic tiles around the water park. It was always expected the water park would 
have to close after the opening on 29 January to allow that work to be undertaken. The two aspects have been 
undertaken concurrently. 

Mr M. McGowan: How much did it cost? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: The cost of? 

Mr M. McGowan: Everything!  

Mr J.H.D. DAY: It is a little while since I have dealt with this issue, but from my recollection the cost of 
upgrading the filtration system was being shared between the contractor and the Metropolitan Redevelopment 
Authority. I think I am right in saying that the cost was around $250 000 to the MRA, so not an exorbitant cost. 
It will be a fantastic facility when it is reopened, once the approval of the health department and the 
Executive Director of Public Health is given for the MRA to reopen the park and for it to be in operation. 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.30 pm]: Thank you, Mr Speaker, for the 
opportunity to speak on this motion. Of course I support it. 

There can be no more important obligation on a government than to protect the health of its citizens. For 
a government to manipulate the protocols and regulations of the very laws that have been put in place to protect 
those citizens is unconscionable and unforgivable, yet that is what we have here. I want to look at the basic 
elements of what went on on 29 January 2016 and the days preceding that date. The information that had been 
transferred to the MRA was that it could not open the water park because of problems with water testing. What 
happened after that was an unholy process of coercion, pressure and bullying of people in the City of Perth and 
the Department of Health to make sure they had that clearance. The evidence we have includes a stream of 
emails from City of Perth health officials saying that they had results that suggested that the tests had come back 
positive to show the presence of amoeba. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs interjected. 

Mr R.H. COOK: Thank you, member for Eyre. In addition to that we have the stream of phone calls made on 
29 January from the CEO of the MRA direct to the Department of Health to continue to put pressure on that 
department to come through with the clearance that had already been denied to it. We know the reason the 
government was so desperate; it already had pre-event publicity lined up, ready to go. It was doing it because it 
wanted hundreds of children playing in the water park, because that was the public relations moment that it 
desperately needed. 

Mr F.A. Alban interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Swan Hills! 

Mr R.H. COOK: The consequence of this series of events was a child with infected eyes and other children 
with illnesses associated — 
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Mr J.H.D. Day: Do you have any proof of that? 

Mr R.H. COOK: Well, you have never disproved it, minister, and that is the point. All the way along, you have 
accepted — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Minister, you had a good chance; the member for West Swan has had a good chance. I want 
the member for Kwinana to have a chance. 

Mr R.H. COOK: We have the ongoing little whispers from the Premier, “Oh, dishonourable member. We like 
your sort. How dare you! You’re a grubby little man”, because we know from today’s polling that indeed the 
water park is more popular than he will ever be, and certainly more popular than he is at the moment.  

In particular, what we had was a government that was hell-bent on a good PR outcome. It was hell-bent on that 
good news story, because it was desperate for it. It knew that this project was a thorough waste or inefficient use 
of taxpayers’ money, it knew the project was going down the gurgler, and it needed to respond. The government 
was desperate to get the results it wanted. Let us look at the interview that the member for Dawesville gave on 
6PR Perth on 25 February, when he was still Minister for Health. According to the transcript of the interview, on 
that day he said to Gary Adshead — 

I have it written here in front of me. Results from 28th of January, which is the day the report came back 
all clear at 1pm. 

We now know, from the work of the member for West Swan under the freedom of information process, that that 
is just not true. Not only is it not true, it is the direct antithesis of the truth, because we have correspondence and 
email exchanges that suggest very clearly that there were test results that indicated that that water was infected, 
but the government went along with its little PR campaign nevertheless. It went along with it because the 
speeches had already been written and sent to the Premier’s office. The photo opportunities had already been 
taken. We know what the government was up to: it was hell-bent on a political outcome, and it was the safety 
and health of the citizens of Western Australia that paid the price. 

MR J. NORBERGER (Joondalup — Parliamentary Secretary) [3.35 pm]: It must irk members opposite no 
end how popular Elizabeth Quay has become. The only people in this state who do not like the success of 
Elizabeth Quay are the people opposite. 

Mr P.B. Watson: What success? 

Mr J. NORBERGER: What success? I will come back to that in a minute. 

It has been an amazing success for this state, including the events that have been held and the economic returns 
that have already been realised, let alone what is going to come. It has become one of the most popular 
backdrops of the city, be it for filming, community events—you name it. We have had the Perth International 
Arts Festival, we have had the Fringe World Festival, and there is so much more to come. What a bizarre motion 
to bring into this place. Hardly anything new has been brought to the chamber today. It seems that the crux of the 
argument is that communication was taking place between the MRA and the Department of Health—God forbid; 
better do an MPI! I wonder whether this motion today had more to do with the fact that the member for 
West Swan might be worried that Alannah MacTiernan is after her job. Maybe she thought, “I need to stay 
relevant. I need to pop up in the chamber. Alannah MacTiernan is coming back and she wants my portfolio!” 
Members opposite have not brought anything new to bear on this argument. They cannot escape the fact that, no 
matter what kind of stories they want to tell about this email to this person or that email to that person, at the end 
of the day the water park was opened only after a permit to operate was issued by the Department of Health. If 
we had not had that permit to operate, we would not have opened the water park, as the Minister for Health has 
already explained. Would it have been disappointing? Sure, it would have been disappointing, but we would 
have done it. Even so, we have upgrades underway and I will take the opportunity in a minute to update the 
house on the progress of those upgrades. 

Irrespective of that, even with the water park currently undergoing upgrades, the Elizabeth Quay project has 
been an outstanding success, with literally millions of visitors. We have hundreds of millions of dollars coming 
back to the state from land sales; we have the Ritz–Carlton Hotel under development. I have already mentioned 
the Perth International Arts Festival and the Fringe World Festival. We have also had the Night Noodle Markets 
and Celebrate WA. The entire state, apart from members opposite, has embraced this iconic project. This just 
continues a trend that we have seen from members opposite; they will go to any length to tear down this state. 
Are they Western Australians? Are they proud to be Western Australians? I am. Yet again Perth has been rated 
in the top 10 world’s most liveable cities. Members opposite must be so bitterly disappointed that this 
government made sure that we lost the Dullsville tag that they worked so hard to attain. 
Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: Member for Armadale! 
Mr S.K. L’Estrange interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Churchlands! 
Mr J. NORBERGER: We would have been in the bottom 10. They cannot help it; if they are not attacking 
children’s hospitals, they are attacking the success of Elizabeth Quay. You guys are not fit to lead. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Butler, I call you to order for the first time. We have had a reasonably good 
debate; let us keep it going. 
Mr J. NORBERGER: It is so successful that even the Leader of the Opposition cannot resist the opportunity to 
use it as a backdrop for his Facebook page and his video. The hypocrisy is amazing. However, I promised to 
update the house on the upgrades that have been going on at Elizabeth Quay water park. The upgrades that are 
currently nearing completion will bring the facility to a spec that is beyond the code of practice requirements. We 
believe that the upgrades will be completed and ready for inspection by the Department of Health by 30 August—
not long now. Following approval for the works, quality testing will commence. Some of the upgrades that have 
taken place include an increase in the number and type of filters, the installation of ultraviolet equipment and an 
extra pump. All this was undertaken in accordance with advice from the Department of Health. There is no, and 
there has been no, political pressure to determine the construction, management and operation of this facility. The 
suggestion that government would allow politics to drive such matters is outstandingly ignorant and reprehensible. 
The only people who are trying to politicise these issues are members opposite. 
Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan. 
Mr J. NORBERGER: Nonetheless, at this stage, we believe that the water park should reopen in September, 
subject to all approvals being secured. We are looking forward to the summer season ahead. It is going to be 
a fantastic venue for some key attractions that are coming up at Elizabeth Quay. 
Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 
Mr J. NORBERGER: It will attract thousands of Western Australians who will continue to enjoy it, some 
maybe for the first time. We cannot get away from the fact that no matter what kind of weird, convolution of 
detail that members opposite would like to get into, the park was opened after a permit to operate was issued. 
Thank you. 
MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [3.41 pm]: The only way we can describe the government’s approach to the 
opening of Elizabeth Quay is to quote the email to the Premier’s senior media staff—“fingers crossed”. That is 
the entire approach members opposite took. They knew that the superchlorination did not work, did they not? 
They knew it did not work, yet they did not care. That is the problem. The public health division made the point 
to the City of Perth that the water park could not be opened because they would not have the results back from 
the testing for the next round of superchlorination until after the opening day, but fingers crossed it all goes well. 
Fingers crossed that the sorts of symptoms of skin rashes and ear and eye infections do not appear. Nobody 
disputes the fact that the government can build projects and people will come to them, member for Joondalup. 
The member got up there and gave an outline of events going on — 
Mr J. Norberger interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! Member for Joondalup! 
Mr B.S. WYATT: Until the member takes his job seriously — 
Mr J. Norberger interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Joondalup, I call you to order for the first time. Member for Victoria Park, through 
the Chair. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The member should start taking his job seriously and start asking the questions that the 
ministers and the cabinet should have asked: are we running this on a “fingers crossed” or will we open a project 
that will be safe for those who use it—the fundamental question? Nobody disputes the fact that government can 
build projects. 

Mr J. Norberger interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Joondalup. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: When half a billion dollars is spent on a project, something will be created. That is not the 
duty of care that the government has. The duty of care the government has is to — 

 [10] 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 24 August 2016] 

 p5157c-5169a 
Ms Rita Saffioti; Mr John Day; Mr Roger Cook; Mr Jan Norberger; Mr Ben Wyatt; Mr Colin Barnett 

Mr F.A. Alban interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Swan Hills, I call you to order for the second time. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The government has a duty of care to ensure, not “fingers crossed”, that kids do not end up 
with skin rashes and eye and ear infections, but to make sure that they do not. The opposition moved the matter 
of public interest today because we know that all the information that ministers John Day and Kim Hames and 
the Premier gave, up until this freedom of information document, has proven to be incorrect. They were told 
about it. The Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority was told about it. The Department of Health and the 
City of Perth told them that the superchlorination had not worked and the results would not come back before 
opening day, and that the park should not be opened. The approach members opposite took was 
“fingers crossed”. 

Mr M. McGowan interjected. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [3.44 pm]: What is your hatred now? 

Mr M. McGowan interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Elizabeth Quay is an outstanding success. As has been said, over three million people — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: — have visited — 

Mr M. McGowan interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Over three million people have visited Elizabeth Quay. The date for the opening of 
Elizabeth Quay—I think it was 29 January—was set prior to Christmas. Obviously, work was to be completed 
right around Elizabeth Quay. The date was set and a whole lot of arrangements were put in place. The opening of 
Elizabeth Quay was actually quite a low-key event. It was interesting that I think 25 000 to 30 000 people turned 
up. There was not massive entertainment; there was a sort of laser water show, but that was about it. 

Mr J.R. Quigley interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Butler, I call you to order for the second time, I believe. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: In the lead-up to the opening, there were issues about the water quality in the water 
playground—there were. Obviously, the government was going to go ahead; the opening would happen 
regardless. It was all set in place. Obviously, we wanted people to be able to see and use the water playground 
because it is a significant attraction for families, obviously particularly children, as part of Elizabeth Quay. 
Obviously, the government, the MRA and everyone else concerned wanted to see Elizabeth Quay fully 
operational. Yes, there was a fair bit of activity to make sure that the water was safe. Testing was done right up 
until the day before. Again, as I have said many times in this place, if we had advice that it was unsafe for 
children to go into the water playground, it would not have happened. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Indeed, Mr Speaker — 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Indeed, Mr Speaker, the water park was given clearance to be operational. There was no 
undue pressure. Obviously, I and everyone wanted to see the water playground operational. Had we had advice 
that the water was not safe — 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, just stop. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Had we had advice that the water was not safe, what would have happened? I will tell 
members what would have happened: the water playground would have been switched on but children would not 
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have been allowed to go into it. They would have seen the visual effects of the lighting. That would have been 
disappointing because the kids would have wanted to go into it; it was a warm night. It still would have been 
operational, but it would not have been used by children. It was always going to be the case that Elizabeth Quay 
would open. However, clearance was given, the testing had been done and the advice we had was that it was 
safe, so we proceeded. As I have said numerous times in here, if we had advice that it was unsafe for children to 
go into the water playground, they would not have been allowed into the water playground. It is as simple as 
that—as a responsible government would do. Opposition members are consumed with jealousy. They opposed 
Elizabeth Quay throughout. They opposed it continuously. When 30 000 people, or close to that, turned up on 
the opening night, it was a massive endorsement by the people of Western Australia for a project that has been 
talked about for 40 years. 
I will just mention this about the Perth Children’s Hospital. Members opposite are consumed with jealousy that 
this government has built a children’s hospital—a magnificent hospital. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: The opposition spokesperson for health has done everything he possibly can to demean 
that hospital and destroy public confidence in that hospital. What could be worse for young parents of seriously 
ill children than the member going around and criticising the hospital? 
Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: It is an investment by the people of Western Australia into the health of the sickest 
children in this state, and members opposite have shown no support for it. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Thank you. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: No. 
Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Thank you. Member for Kwinana. I want you to come back to the point. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: That is the point, Mr Speaker. It is the point of public confidence in projects. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Kwinana! Member for Albany, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: They are big projects—Elizabeth Quay, the Perth Children’s Hospital, sinking the rail line 
and Perth Stadium. They are all complex, but none is more complex than a hospital. It is not simply a building. 
Mr R.H. Cook: Don’t build it with asbestos next time. 
The SPEAKER: Just hold it. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: That is an example. 
The SPEAKER: Thank you. I will say that you have spoken about the hospital; come back to Elizabeth Quay. 
Thank you. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker — 
Mr P.B. Watson: Look at the look on his face! Sookie la-la! 
The SPEAKER: Thank you! 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: No, I am not happy. 
Big projects are complicated. This government is proud of what it has achieved—absolutely proud. The 
opposition can continue to criticise Elizabeth Quay, the Perth Stadium or the Perth Children’s Hospital, but this 
government, and the people on this side of the house, always support this state, the big projects, and the parents 
and young children of Western Australia. 

Division 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
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Ayes (20) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr R.F. Johnson Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire 
Dr A.D. Buti Mr W.J. Johnston Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.C. Tinley 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr F.M. Logan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr P.B. Watson 
Ms J. Farrer Mr M. McGowan Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr M.P. Murray Ms R. Saffioti Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 

 

Noes (31) 

Mr P. Abetz Mr J.H.D. Day Mr A.P. Jacob Mr N.W. Morton 
Mr F.A. Alban Ms E. Evangel Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr J. Norberger 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.M. Francis Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr I.C. Blayney Mrs G.J. Godfrey Mr W.R. Marmion Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr I.M. Britza Mr B.J. Grylls Mr J.E. McGrath Mr M.H. Taylor 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Dr K.D. Hames Ms L. Mettam Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr V.A. Catania Mrs L.M. Harvey Mr P.T. Miles Mr A. Krsticevic (Teller) 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr C.D. Hatton Ms A.R. Mitchell  

            

Pairs 

 Ms S.F. McGurk Ms W.M. Duncan 
 Mr D.J. Kelly Mr D.C. Nalder 
 

Question thus negatived. 
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