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ELIZABETH QUAY — WATER PARK — COMPLIANCE TESTING 

365. Ms R. SAFFIOTI to the Minister for Health: 

I have a supplementary question. 

If the Department of Health was so confident with the prospective opening of that water park, why did it take 
two panicked phone calls from the head of the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority a few hours before the 
park opening to get that certificate? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 

Mr Speaker, there were obviously — 

Ms R. Saffioti: Come on! It was one and a half hours beforehand. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan! 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: The project was due to open. It was due to receive a lot of people. I emphasise that only part of 
the Elizabeth Quay project was the water park. Obviously the MRA needed to know whether it was going to be 
able to be operated. There were therefore appropriate communications between the Metropolitan Redevelopment 
Authority and the Department of Health. There was no direction from the MRA to the Department of Health, nor 
could it give one. There was certainly no direction from me as the then Minister for Planning or from the Premier 
or his office at all about the fact that approval needed to be given if that is what the member is implying, which 
I think she is. That would have been entirely inappropriate. It is not the way we do things in government. It is 
certainly not what I would support as either Minister for Planning or Minister for Health. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: If the member — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Victoria Park, I call you to order for the first time; member for Warnbro, I call you 
to order for the first time. A quick answer through the Chair, minister. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: If approval had not been given by the Department of Health, the water park would not have 
opened that afternoon. That was a distinct possibility. It would not have meant that the whole opening of 
Elizabeth Quay did not go ahead; it would not have meant that at all. It would have been disappointing to 
a number of people, not least the number of children who used it. I remind the member that the presence of 
Naegleria, which was detected some days before and lead to some concern, if I recall correctly, was in fact in the 
wastepipe, in the backwash area — 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: Secondly, Mr Speaker — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: Secondly, the species of Naegleria that was detected was not the pathogenic one so it therefore 
did not give the cause for concern that might have otherwise arisen. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

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

Mr J.H.D. DAY: Again, I draw the member’s attention to the regulation that I read out. It is part of the 
subsidiary legislation. That is what has primacy.  

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Do you want to have a rest, member for West Swan? 

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: Discretion is available and that discretion has been used by the Executive Director of Public 
Health on other occasions for particular approvals. For example, it was used to exempt the water playground in 
Hyde Park from fencing requirements given the close proximity of the natural lake and the depth of water in the 
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spray park. It was used to exempt the Forrest Chase water playground from fencing requirements given the water 
depths on the spray pads. The exemption was also used to give what is called a “class exemption” for spa pools 
associated with small, single-residential bed-and-breakfast accommodation facilities in the south west of 
Western Australia. Nothing was particularly extraordinary about the approval process. It was entirely proper. 
Now that the explanation has been given, the situation has been fully explained. If members opposite continue to 
question the decision that was made, in effect, they are questioning the professionalism and integrity of the 
Executive Director of Public Health — 
Several members interjected. 
Mr J.H.D. DAY: — which I think is a disgraceful thing to do because he is one of the most respected people in 
Australia, and I dare say the world, regarding public health measures and the protection of public safety. 
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