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ELIZABETH QUAY WATER PARK — WATER QUALITY 
Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [12.15 pm] — without notice: I move — 
That so much of the standing orders be suspended to allow the following motion to be moved 
forthwith — 

That this house calls on the Ministers for Health and Planning to provide a full explanation on 
the water quality concerns at the BHP Water Park at Elizabeth Quay, and release all advice on 
water quality prior to the opening of the park on 29 January and answer the following 
questions — 

(1) Were the two kinds of bacteria detected last week also detected in the lead-up 
to the opening of the water park; and, if not, what were the water quality 
concerns? 

(2) Why did the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority explain the impending 
closure of the water park on 4 February as “maintenance” and “tender loving 
care” and not explain the water quality and health concerns? 

(3) Did the MRA receive approval from the Department of Health on the 
morning of Friday, 5 February, to reopen the park? 

(4) At what time did the MRA receive further concerns about water quality that 
required the park to close again on Friday, 5 February? 

(5) Given an MRA spokesperson stated on 6 February that the closure was 
a “precautionary measure”, why were these precautions not taken earlier? 

(6) Why was the park only closed yesterday when the bacteria were detected on 
18 February? 

(7) On what dates were the Minister for Planning and his office and the 
Minister for Health and his office alerted to water quality concerns? 

(8) On what dates was the Premier or his office alerted to water quality 
concerns? 

This is a very serious issue. Information released yesterday shows that the government knew of water quality 
concerns prior to the opening of that water park. I understand that the Leader of the House has agreed to this 
suspension of standing orders and that it will proceed. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Amendment to Motion 
MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [12.17 pm]: We will agree to a brief debate on this 
issue along the lines of a matter of public interest, with 20 minutes for each side. I therefore move to add to the 
motion — 

To insert after “forthwith” — 
, subject to the debate being limited to 20 minutes for government members and 20 minutes for 
non-government members 

Amendment put and passed. 
Standing Orders Suspension — Motion, as Amended 

The SPEAKER: Members, as this is a motion without notice to suspend standing orders, it will need the support 
of an absolute majority in order to succeed. If I hear a dissentient voice, I will be required to divide the 
Assembly. 
Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 

Motion 
MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [12.18 pm]: I move — 

That this house calls on the Ministers for Health and Planning to provide a full explanation on the water 
quality concerns at the BHP Water Park at Elizabeth Quay, and release all the advice on water quality 
prior to the opening of the park on 29 January and answer the following questions — 
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(1) Were the two kinds of bacteria detected last week also detected in the lead-up to the 
opening of the water park; and, if not, what were the water quality concerns? 

(2) Why did the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority explain the impending closure of 
the water park on 4 February as “maintenance” and “tender loving care” and not 
explain the water quality and health concerns? 

(3) Did the MRA receive approval from the Department of Health on the morning of 
Friday, 5 February, to reopen the park? 

(4) At what time did the MRA receive further concerns about water quality that required 
the park to close again on Friday, 5 February? 

(5) Given an MRA spokesperson stated on 6 February that the closure was 
a “precautionary measure”, why were these precautions not taken earlier? 

(6) Why was the park only closed yesterday when the bacteria were detected on 
18 February? 

(7) On what dates were the Minister for Planning and his office and the Minister for 
Health and his office alerted to water quality concerns? 

(8) On what dates was the Premier or his office alerted to water quality concerns? 
This is a very, very serious issue and we are asking legitimate and serious questions of the appropriate 
ministers—primarily the Minister for Planning. Yesterday we received information that shows there were serious 
concerns about the water quality of the park prior to its opening. Since that time, as we know, the park has been 
open and shut, open and shut, with different types and levels of information given to the public. It is incumbent 
on the government to walk into this place today and release all information on the water quality of the park prior 
to its opening. I want to go through the time frame on this, because it spells out the issue. We received 
information on this issue in the upper house yesterday, and we have looked at information on it over the last 
three and a half weeks. 
Water testing was undertaken by the City of Perth, and the results were reviewed by WA Health, on 21, 25, 
26 and 28 January. On 28 January, the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority was advised by the City of Perth 
and WA Health about water quality concerns at the BHP Billiton Water Park. The Minister for Planning was also 
informed on 28 January. On 29 January, emergency cleaning and filtration was undertaken. We know that from 
the answer that was given yesterday in the upper house by the minister representing the Minister for Planning. 
The certificate of compliance was issued at 3.00 pm on Friday, 29 January, and Elizabeth Quay was opened at 
4.00 pm. 
During the following week, on Twitter and other social media, the MRA said, “The BHP water park will be 
closed tomorrow”—that was the following Thursday—“for maintenance.” There was also a comment on 
Facebook that, “The BHP Water Park has been super busy since we opened so we are closing tomorrow to give 
the park a little TLC.” The park was closed on the Thursday. On the morning of Friday, 5 February, it was open 
for two or three hours. It was then shut again because of further advice about the water quality. The MRA put on 
its Facebook website, “Our upgrades are taking a little longer than expected and unfortunately the water park 
won’t be open this weekend.” Of course, the water park was closed over the weekend. On 6 February, the 
spokesperson for the MRA was quoted as follows — 

“Following a full commissioning of the system, some modifications have been identified and the water 
park is currently closed while these are implemented,” … 

Also, on the news on the night of 6 February, the spokesperson for the MRA spoke about bacteria and said, “As 
it is, this bacteria poses no risk to human life, but we thought as a precautionary measure we would close it and 
clean out the system and do some other operational elements and reopen in due course.” On Sunday, 7 February, 
the water park was still closed. The water park was opened again at 1.00 pm on the afternoon of Friday, 
12 February. If we look at what has happened in the past week, new water samples were taken by WA Health on 
18 February, and, yesterday, the late breaking news was that the water park will be closed indefinitely. There 
were other reports last night on the news—my colleague the member for Kwinana will go through those later—
about what has happened to some children who have visited that park. 
I do not want to hear about the fireworks and the laser shows at Elizabeth Quay. I want to concentrate today on 
what the government knew about this issue. It is incumbent on the government to tell us today what it knew and 
provide that information to this house. This is a serious issue. The media wanted me to make some claims. I am 
giving the Minister for Planning the opportunity today to table the advice. Did the minister know before 
29 January that there were health concerns about the water park? Did the minister go and put a bit of chlorine in 
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the water on the Friday morning and then open the park? We all know that there is something weird about the 
water park. It has been open for three and a half weeks. Sometimes it is open. Sometimes it is shut—sometimes 
for maintenance, and sometimes for upgrades. Sometimes they put up a sign saying that the water park is shut 
due to maintenance, until they get a call from the Premier’s office to remove that sign. It has been odd. We all 
know it has been odd. Sometimes it is so popular that the kiddies have made the water dirty. That is just some of 
the spin that has been put forward by the MRA—this is just a bit of maintenance, a bit of an upgrade; it is all 
okay. Serious concerns have been raised by the community. 
As I have said, we have taken this issue very seriously. We could have come out earlier and spoken about this. 
However, we asked the questions. We know from the answers to those questions that the minister knew 
beforehand that there were concerns about the water quality at this water park. What did the government do 
about that, and how did it communicate that? This is an extraordinary case, and we have asked some specific 
questions. Frankly, the government’s handling of this issue shows what this government is all about. This 
government is all about spin and propaganda; it is not about providing any true information. 

We have some serious questions. The minister should table the advice that he received on 28 January about the 
water quality. The minister should explain why he received information on 18 February about the water quality 
but shut the water park only last night. The minister should explain how he could open a water park for two to 
three hours. The minister either received advice that it was safe, or he did not. On the morning of Friday, 
5 February, the minister either received advice that it was okay—that advice could not have changed over two or 
three hours—or he did not receive advice. Did the minister reopen that water park on Friday, 5 February, while 
there were outstanding questions about the water quality? I think the minister did do that. It is impossible to open 
a water park for two or three hours and get different water quality information. I am sure that the minister opened 
the water park on that morning, when he did not have the right information—because otherwise that water park 
would have remained open for more than two or three hours. These are questions. As I have said, some serious 
comments have been made by the public about the impact on children. I am giving the minister the opportunity 
to explain what he did to inform the public about the water quality concerns. There obviously are water quality 
concerns, because the minister representing the Minister for Planning confirmed that yesterday in the upper 
house. I want to hear from the minister what he did to deal with those concerns, who he communicated with, and 
what instructions or orders were given by the minister, the Premier’s office or the Minister for Health. 

We understand that Elizabeth Quay is open and is here to stay. However, everyone who visits Elizabeth Quay 
understands that it was opened too early. Basically, nothing at Elizabeth Quay is open yet. The only thing that 
was open was the water park. The playground was not open in time; they were still fixing that a week later. The 
food and beverage outlets are not open; they are still working on them. The only thing that was open was the 
water park. What involvement, what instruction and what communication took place about this water park? The 
minister has an obligation to table all the advice. If the minister does not table all the advice, he is hiding 
something. The answer in the upper house yesterday showed that water quality concerns were raised with the 
minister directly. That is what we found out yesterday in the upper house. The minister has an obligation to 
provide all that information. How did the minister satisfy himself that the water was safe? How did he 
communicate it to the rest of government? How did he communicate it to the public? Why did the story change 
from day to day? Why was there tender loving care, upgrades, and maintenance? Why were signs put there and 
then removed? These are serious questions that the minister has an obligation to answer. 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Minister for Planning) [12.28 pm]: This is a serious issue, and the 
government takes it very seriously, of course. At all times, maintenance of public safety and protection of the 
public is absolutely paramount. In that respect, the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority is taking the advice 
and acting under the direction of the Department of Health, which, along with its expert officers, is the 
appropriate agency to deal with public health issues. 

The BHP Billiton Water Park is an important aspect of Elizabeth Quay. It has been heavily used. In fact, since 
the opening of Elizabeth Quay some three weeks ago, a lot of people have been getting a lot of enjoyment out of 
it. It is regrettable and disappointing that some issues have been identified with microorganisms in the water. 
That is always a risk with these sorts of facilities, particularly in hot weather. There are similar facilities in Perth, 
and I understand elsewhere in Western Australia, and the Department of Health has an important role to ensure 
public safety in those other facilities as well. 

Obviously for the building of the BHP Billiton Water Park at Elizabeth Quay the government and the MRA have 
relied on the provision of equipment and design by experienced designers and contractors. I understand one of 
the companies involved is Waterforms International. We do not pretend to be experts ourselves, obviously, in the 
design of such equipment; therefore, we rely on the advice, expertise and experience of people who are regarded 
as competent in this field. 
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In relation to the specific timing and advice that has been provided, I think this advice was included in the 
question asked in the Legislative Council yesterday, bearing in mind Elizabeth Quay was opened on 29 January. 
I make the point, incidentally, that not only the water park was available for people, the whole precinct was 
open, and tens of thousands of people visited on that day and have done subsequently. There is a lot more to 
Elizabeth Quay and to what is open, than just the water park. It has always been made clear that over the next 
couple of months the food and beverage outlets, restaurants and so on still need to be fitted out. It would have 
been completely unreasonable to keep the whole site closed until all the food and beverage facilities had been 
completed. Temporary facilities have been provided that have been very popular—the outdoor bar, the 
Fringe Festival location, the Perth International Arts Festival location and other temporary food and beverage 
facilities. Bearing in mind the opening was on Friday, 29 January, I am advised that on Thursday, 21 January, 
clear test results were received, similarly on Monday, 25 January and on Tuesday 26 January. On 
Thursday, 28 January, the day before the opening, a test result identified non–disease causing amoeba in the 
discharge pipes; in other words, there was no potential contact with park users and cleaning and filtration was 
undertaken. Even though it was in the discharge pipes, I can certainly assure everyone that the issue was taken 
seriously and further advice was sought from the health department. On Friday, 29 January, further cleaning and 
filtration were undertaken and a certificate of compliance was provided by the Department of Health on 
29 January, which authorised the use of the facility and acceptance of compliance with the necessary conditions. 
I am holding up the certificate of compliance issued by the Department of Health for the water park and the 
permit to operate issued by the Department of Health on 29 January. I seek to table — 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr N.W. Morton): Member for West Swan! 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I am on my feet. Member for West Swan, I call you to order for the first time. 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Do you want to be called too, member for Albany? Minister for Planning, you are in 
the process of tabling a document, I believe. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: Yes. 

[See papers 3881 and 3882.] 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: As I said, the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority — 

Ms R. Saffioti: What was advised on the twenty-eighth about the amoeba? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: I have just indicated that a test result identified non–disease causing amoeba in the discharge 
pipes on Thursday — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: I do not have that specific advice. 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I am on my feet. Member for Cannington, if you wish to contribute to the 
suspension of standing orders, you can do so, but at the moment, the Minister for Planning has the call. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro! 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: Obviously, there was a concern then and the concern was addressed and the certificate of 
compliance and permit to operate were issued by the Department of Health on 29 January. If that had not 
occurred, we would not have opened the water park. It is as simple as that. The park was opened on 29 January. 

Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean! 

Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: Do you want answers to the questions or not? 

Mr P.T. Miles interjected. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo! 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: On Thursday, 4 February the park was — 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro, I have warned you at least three times; I am calling you to 
order for the first time. Member for Wanneroo, you also are on notice. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: On Thursday, 4 February, the water park was closed for cleaning and maintenance, as was 
appropriate. On Friday, 5 February, the water park was reopened for approximately two to three hours. After that 
time, advice provided by the health department indicated that a test result had been received identifying amoeba 
in, I think, probably the discharge pipe. I do not have that specific information here, but the park was then 
immediately closed. As I said, public safety is paramount and the health department’s advice is being taken, as it 
should be, by the MRA in all cases. Following that advice from the health department, the park was closed. It 
remained closed while test results were being waited for on Saturday, 6 February and Sunday, 7 February. That 
was disappointing, of course; it was a very hot weekend and we would have all liked the water park to be in 
operation. But, as I said, public safety comes first. On Monday, 8 February, a test result was provided that 
confirmed non–disease causing amoeba in the discharge pipe, so there had not been the possibility of any contact 
with park users. The relevant filter was isolated and taken offline. The Department of Health approved the 
reopening of the park on Monday, 8 February. Later that week, clear test results were received. 

Moving to this last week, on Monday, 15 February, results were received showing three contaminated filters. 
The filters were switched onto bypass and super-chlorinated and flushed. Last Friday, 19 February, clear test 
results were received and on Monday, 22 February, this week, test results showed amoeba in the discharge pipe 
and the pseudomonas species of bacterium in the water spray so the park was immediately closed until all the 
issues are resolved and the Chief Health Officer provides approval to reopen. That will be the case until that 
advice is received. 
As I said, obviously the government, the MRA and the Department of Health take the issues very seriously. It 
was disappointing that the park had to be closed, but it is a new facility. I understand it is the largest of its type in 
the state. Problems are more likely to occur in hot weather. Naturally, bacteria and microorganisms multiply 
more rapidly when temperatures are high. The MRA will, with its contractors, working with the 
Department of Health—the City of Perth is also involved—ensure that an adequate level of safety and water 
quality is provided before the park reopens. As I said, it has been very popular. It is likely that the more the park 
is used, the more likely issues of this nature will arise and it is more likely to be a problem in hotter weather. 
I am not sure that I can say a lot more. I think that gives a full explanation of the situation. I reiterate that the 
MRA is taking the Department of Health’s advice. A certificate of compliance and a permit to operate were 
issued on Friday, 29 January. The MRA has initiated a thorough examination of the water park—its design, 
functionality and management—to identify the cause and implement solutions and it will continue to work with 
the water park designer and WA Health. The Minister for Health will outline further the Department of Health’s 
specific role concerning the issues raised by the opposition. 
MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [12.39 pm]: This is a fairly lengthy motion, 
but it is a very simple one. It asks the government to explain how small children who have played at 
Elizabeth Quay have ended up like the child in this photograph. Small children who at one time ran through the 
mists at the Elizabeth Quay water park ended up looking like this child. This evidence was provided on the 
Channel Seven and Channel Nine news last night. This is a very simple question: was public safety—in this 
case, the safety of young children—put at risk in order for the government to pursue its planned opening party at 
Elizabeth Quay? It is simple. The Minister for Planning went to great lengths to tell us how popular the place is 
and he told us about the food courts and the other entertainment opportunities at Elizabeth Quay. I am not 
concerned about those things. All I am concerned about are the issues that led to the circumstances that those 
children now find themselves in. 
It may be that on one occasion during the furious amount of water testing conducted on 21, 25, 26, 28 and 
29 January, some signs of contamination showed up and maybe the Department of Health issued a permit of 
compliance without undue pressure one hour before the biggest party that has been put on this year happened at 
Elizabeth Quay. We all know that a lot was riding on these dates. We know that the Premier was determined that 
Elizabeth Quay be opened in time for the Perth International Arts Festival. We know that the 
Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority was under intense pressure to meet these deadlines. We have very 
simple questions, and the Minister for Planning and the Minister for Health can answer them very simply. It does 
not require the Minister for Planning to get up and give a lengthy description about what we already know—that 
is, the answers given to last night’s Legislative Council questions. It requires the Minister for Planning to simply 
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table in this place all the advice that he and the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority received about the water 
quality issues at the water park. 
Mr J.H.D. Day: Did you actually look at the certificates I just tabled? 
Mr R.H. COOK: One of the certificates that the minister has just provided us with goes to the issue of the 
design of the water park, not the quality of the water involved. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, you are interjecting on your own member on his feet. 
Mr R.H. COOK: We remain unsatisfied that the government has answered all the questions in this case. Time 
and again during the period of late January and throughout February, we saw the opening and closure of the 
water park and the furious testing of water, yet what we have heard from the MRA are glib, fancy references to 
TLC and ongoing maintenance issues, not a proper warning about health concerns at the water park. What we 
would expect from a government department in this situation is earnest, proper, responsible advice to protect the 
safety of the public, for which the Department of Health has a responsibility. 
Mr J.H.D. Day: What do you think they’ve been doing? 
Mr R.H. COOK: What we have seen from the MRA is spin after spin about the park just needing a bit of TLC 
and some maintenance. What we now know from the answers to these questions is that there has been ongoing 
concern about water quality at that park. As I have said, this government has questions to answer: Did public 
safety take a back seat to its concerns about the opening of the water park? Was the department under pressure to 
issue certificates of compliance when there was a doubt about the quality of water in that park? Were warnings 
ignored in order to keep the opening on schedule? We know that there are very serious concerns. We know that 
this park has opened and closed more often than Macy’s. We know that this park is under a significant cloud 
because of its water quality. As I have said, we know that small children who have played at this water park are 
now presenting with serious health symptoms. The government has to answer these questions: What went on 
behind the scenes? What advice was given to the minister? If the advice was appropriate, he should table it. That 
is all we need to see. What did the testing show? Let us see. What role did the Department of Health play in 
issuing the appropriate permits? What role did the Department of Health play in crafting the messages that were 
put out by the MRA about public safety? The Department of Health has an obligation and a responsibility to 
defend the safety of the public. Primarily, kids’ safety should have been the priority, not the scheduling of an 
opening party that the Premier was so desperate to put on. 

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Minister for Health) [12.46 pm]: I am used to the opposition’s suggestions, 
innuendos and attacks. We cop that all the time; that is politics, I guess. I can tell members one thing for sure and 
that is that the public servants who work within the Department of Health will be enormously offended when 
they read the innuendos and suggestions about their behaviour in this matter. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr N.W. Morton): Members, we are not going to descend into interjections across 
the chamber. It is hard for Hansard to record what is going on. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: They will be extremely offended, because they are professional — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for West Swan! Member for Kwinana, I call you to order for the first time 
and member for Warnbro for the second time. 

Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 

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

Dr K.D. HAMES: I am talking about the hardworking public servants in the Department of Health, who will be 
extremely offended by any suggestion that they have acted improperly, because that is the member’s suggestion. 
His suggestion is that they were subject — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members! Member for Kwinana! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: We have agreed to 10 minutes each; fair go! Just let me get my statement out. 

They will be offended because the member has suggested that they have been influenced by government or the 
MRA or somebody — 
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Mr R.H. Cook: Why don’t you answer the question? 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Kwinana! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: If you shut up, I will. 

They will be offended by the member’s insinuations. I can tell members that, from the government’s point of 
view as the Minister for Health, there has been no influence or attempted influence whatsoever from the 
Minister for Planning or the MRA or anybody—none. They have done the testing as they should. As we have 
heard from the Minister for Planning, at stages leading up to the opening of the water park, an amoeba was found 
in the discharge pipe. It was not something that would have had direct contact with people; nevertheless, it was 
a reflection that the water quality management needed improvement to be certain the water was safe. Those 
things were done and the certificate was issued on 29 January. I contend that that was without influence. If 
members opposite have any proof of influence over my Department of Health people, I challenge them to 
present it, because I do not think they will ever find any. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Give me a fair go! I did not interject on members opposite once. 

They issued that compliance certificate because they were of the view that action had been taken to remove the 
amoeba. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr N.W. Morton): Member for West Swan, I have given you a bit of leeway. I am 
calling you to order for the second time. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: At subsequent times, those amoeba were found again and action was taken. Some of that 
work that we are talking about in maintenance would have been directed by the Department of Health, in adding 
additional filters and sampling points, super-chlorinating the discharge tanks — 

Ms R. Saffioti: So you misled the public. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: No, because that is exactly what it was—work to make sure that action was taken — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, it is going to be a very empty chamber after lunch if we continue like this. 
Can we just listen to the Minister for Health? He has the call. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Action was taken to make sure that the amoeba in the discharge pipes were not there, so that 
it was safe for the pool to be used. The inspectors have family; they have children. They would not have issued 
a certificate if they were of the belief that it was not safe for that pool to be used. I bet that they had relatives 
down there using the water playground, because it is such a fantastic place. On Monday, 22 February, that 
amoeba was found again but, for the very first time, a harmful bacterium was also found. There was none of that 
up until that time. Where does that pseudomonas bacterium come from? It comes from our skin. Some of us 
probably have it on our skin right now. It is not an uncommon bacterium, but it can be a nasty one when it gets 
into the wrong place. When it gets in people’s ears it can cause a severe external ear infection—an otitis 
externa—that requires specific antibiotics to kill it, and it is hard to kill. It can cause conjunctivitis. It was found 
for the first time on 22 February, almost certainly washed from someone else—a commensal, as it is called, on 
the skin of someone else who was using the park. As soon as that bacterium was identified in results by the 
Department of Health, the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority was notified, and that pool was shut down by 
the Department of Health. That is the appropriate behaviour. 

I contend that nothing improper was done by the Department of Health, and that every effort was made to protect 
the safety of the public. It is unfortunate that these things occur. They occur elsewhere, such as in public 
swimming pools throughout the state, private swimming pools and pools where people go swimming in the 
Kimberley. There is a risk that there is pseudomonas in that pool, and that a person swimming there might catch 
it. It is a common organism, and a common risk, but a nasty bug. That is why we have so many rules around 
management of pools, chlorination and safety in caring for those pools. That is why the health department is 
there to make sure those things are complied with. As soon as the bacteria were found, action was taken. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [12.53 pm]: I think we should focus on what this motion is about. 
The opposition must hate Elizabeth Quay. 

Several members interjected. 
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Ms Rita Saffioti; Mr John Day; Mr Roger Cook; Dr Kim Hames; Mr Colin Barnett; Mr Ben Wyatt; Mr Bill 

Johnston; Acting Speaker 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Albany and member for Swan Hills, I call you to order for the first 
time. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Time and again, the Labor opposition has ridiculed and criticised Elizabeth Quay. It is 
a project on which the opposition, when in government, was incapable of making a decision. It was a project the 
previous government was incapable of delivering. The opening date of 29 January was determined before 
Christmas on the recommendation of the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority. Work had to be completed, 
and the authority believed it would have it completed in time for the opening. The opening was very much 
inclusive of having Fringe World established there at the start of that festival, followed by the Perth International 
Arts Festival. We agreed, and a lot of work was done. There were two openings—the opening of 
Elizabeth Quay, which was at about 7.30 on the evening of 29 January, and the opening of the BHP Billiton 
Water Park at about 4.30 that afternoon. That was sensible. It was a new facility. Children had not been playing 
in it, and it had to be tested. Bacteria had been found, so it was retested, and so on, as it should be. Testing was 
done on the day. If bacteria had been found then, the waterpark would still have been opened, but the children 
would not have been allowed in it. It is as simple as that. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, I am on my feet. It is hard for Hansard to record when a number of 
members are interjecting. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The water park would have been opened, the spouts would have come up, and all the 
coloured lights would have been seen, but had there not been a clearance from the Department of Health, I assure 
members that children would not have been allowed in that park. But it would have been opened. The 
implication and innuendo from members opposite is that the Department of Health was somehow pressured. No, 
it was not. We clearly wanted tests done on the day to make sure that it was safe and could be used. The other 
innuendo is that the Department of Health was compromised, and that public servants did not do their jobs and 
compromised or fudged the results. That is what the opposition is trying to imply, and members opposite should 
be ashamed of themselves. They hate the fact that the project they argued against and criticised continually — 

Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Kwinana, I call you to order for the third time, and a couple of other 
members are in hot pursuit of getting called for the third time as well. There are a couple of minutes left. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: What the Labor Party hates was in the opening. What was the opening? Is it consisted of 
a couple of speeches at the water park earlier, and at the start of the Fringe Festival. Beyond my expectations, 
25 000 Western Australians turned out to be there for the opening. How the Leader of the Opposition must have 
hated that, in his miserable, mean-spirited attitude to one of the greatest public investments in the City of Perth. 
There has been a huge endorsement. Since the opening, 800 000 Western Australians have been to 
Elizabeth Quay, and the number is probably over a million by now. In no way would this government ever 
compromise the health of children, and the water park will remain closed until it is 100 per cent safe. 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [12.57 pm]: This has nothing to do with the Premier’s legacy. This “You 
must hate Elizabeth Quay” has nothing to do with the Premier’s legacy or to the rush to victimhood by the 
Minister for Health. This has everything to do with what the government did with information. I have no doubt 
that the Department of Health did its job. I have no doubt that it did the testing. 

Several members interjected. 

Point of Order 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Everybody on this side has been called to order if they have been disorderly, yet the 
Premier is being continually disorderly and has yet to be called to order. Is any action going to be taken on the 
Premier’s disorderly conduct? 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr N.W. Morton): If you sit down, I will tell you. The member for Victoria Park is 
directing his comments to the Premier — 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Mr Acting Speaker, is this a new rule? What a joke. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I am on my feet; sit down. Let me finish. Standing orders apply to all members in 
this chamber. 

Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 
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Ms Rita Saffioti; Mr John Day; Mr Roger Cook; Dr Kim Hames; Mr Colin Barnett; Mr Ben Wyatt; Mr Bill 

Johnston; Acting Speaker 

The ACTING SPEAKER: You are on three calls, member. The member for Victoria Park was directing his 
comments to the Premier, which makes it very hard for the Chair — 

Mr D.J. Kelly: Is a cabinet reshuffle impacting on this matter? 

Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean, I call you to order for the first time, and member for 
Kwinana, you are about to leave the chamber. I am trying to make an explanation, and you will listen in silence, 
as I am on my feet. 

Ms R. Saffioti: You are protecting a government that covered up; that is all you are doing. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I call the member for West Swan to order for the third time. I have given leeway on 
both sides. Getting back to my explanation, if you will be quiet for a second, the member for Victoria Park was 
directing his comments to the Premier, which makes it very difficult for the Chair to protect the speaker on his 
feet. If the member for Victoria Park wants to direct his comments through the Chair, I will give him all the 
protection of the Chair. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr B.S. WYATT: We get this response from the government, but no evidence. The minister has a duty of care 
to the people of Western Australia to provide what he knew. I note that the Minister for Planning never said that, 
when the water park was opened on Friday, 5 February, water testing was conducted prior to that. It was open for 
only two or three hours and then shut again. Was that on the basis of water testing? Do not wave the certificate 
of compliance at me, which was simply to do with how it was constructed. I am interested in where the water 
testing was done. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: It was closed on Friday, 5 February. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Was water testing done prior to the opening of it on the fifth? 

Ms R. Saffioti: For two to three hours. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: It was open for two to three hours. Was water testing done prior to that opening? 

Mr J.H.D. Day: Well, I’m sure that — 

Mr B.S. WYATT: No! And this is the problem. That is why the minister, rather than tabling a construction 
document, needs to table the advice he received in the lead-up to the opening that the Premier is so keen to 
defend, so that we know the advice and the basis of the risk that he took on behalf of the people of 
Western Australia. That is what the minister failed to do. Do not come in here and say, “Where’s the evidence?” 
The minister may have put people at risk. I want to know whether he undertook his duty of care in asking the 
questions that needed to be asked. The Minister for Planning and the Minister for Health need to release that 
information, and the Premier needs to understand it has nothing to with his legacy and everything to do with the 
health and safety of Western Australians who were using Elizabeth Quay. It has nothing to do with the response 
that the minister gave about a compliance certificate to do with construction, and he very well knows that. 

Division 
Question put and a division taken, the Acting Speaker (Ms J.M. Freeman) casting her vote with the ayes, with 
the following result — 

Ayes (18) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr W.J. Johnston Mr M.P. Murray Mr P.B. Watson 
Dr A.D. Buti Mr D.J. Kelly Mr P. Papalia Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr F.M. Logan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 
Ms J. Farrer Mr M. McGowan Mrs M.H. Roberts  
Ms J.M. Freeman Ms S.F. McGurk Ms R. Saffioti  
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Ms Rita Saffioti; Mr John Day; Mr Roger Cook; Dr Kim Hames; Mr Colin Barnett; Mr Ben Wyatt; Mr Bill 

Johnston; Acting Speaker 

Noes (32) 

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

            
Pairs 

 Mr J.R. Quigley Ms E. Evangel 
 Mr P.C. Tinley Ms W.M. Duncan 
 Mr C.J. Tallentire Mr A.P. Jacob 
 

Question thus negatived. 
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