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ELIZABETH QUAY — WATER PARK — MINISTER FOR PLANNING 

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 Minister for Planning to take full responsibility and resign over his 
failure to properly manage the Elizabeth Quay water park project, and his misleading and 
inaccurate comments to Parliament regarding water quality concerns and the overall project. 

Yesterday, information was provided to this house that showed that two ministers misled this place and the 
public, but, in particular, the Minister for Planning—the minister responsible for the project — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The minister has indicated that he will support the suspension. As I understand it, the 
agreement was 25 minutes for each side. If the minister nods his head and agrees to it, I will sit down. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Amendment to Motion 
MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [12.16 pm]: We will certainly agree to the motion 
being debated. I do not expect that we will support the motion, somehow. The arrangement was for 25 minutes 
for each side, but it is probably much more than needed. I therefore move to amend the motion — 

To insert after “forthwith” — 

, subject to the debate being limited to 25 minutes for government members and 25 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, I will need 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) [12.17 pm]: I move — 

That this house calls on the Minister for Planning to take full responsibility and resign over his failure 
to properly manage the Elizabeth Quay water park project, and his misleading and inaccurate comments 
to Parliament regarding water quality concerns and the overall project. 

It is not usual for us to ask the Minister for Planning to resign. Often known as a safe pair of hands in this place, 
he has been caught out on this project. Time and again, he misled the public and this place about this project. 
Overall, the documents released yesterday show this house that the water park was opened before it was ready 
and negative test results were obtained before it was opened. The minister opened the park on 5 February before 
getting any clear results. The report also confirms that harmful bacteria were spread over the public for at least 
four days. Other information in the report includes that the project did not cost $10 million; it actually cost 
$13 million. Yesterday, the Minister for Health claimed that the park’s capacity was for 150 children. The 
government spent $13 million on a park that can accommodate 150 children! The minister invited thousands of 
people down there; he never put up a sign stating that the capacity is 150 people. The minister confirmed 
yesterday that $13 million was spent on a park that can hold 150 children, and he cannot even get that to work. 

I want to go through four key issues: the park was not ready when the minister opened it; he misled on the water 
testing before its opening; he opened the park without appropriate water testing on 5 February; and he spread 
a very harmful bacteria over the public for at least four days. Let us go through the report. 

The Minister for Planning said that he would not have opened the park if the department did not think it was 
ready. On 19 January, 10 days before the opening, Department of Health officers inspected the water spray park 
and identified 13 issues to be completed before the park’s opening. On that day, Friday, 29 January, several 
compliance issues were raised from the facility inspection on 19 January that had still not been addressed by the 
Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority. On the day of opening, the minister still had not addressed major 
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compliance issues. A letter was later issued by the Department of Health, but this is how it is termed in the 
department’s report — 

The decision to issue a letter of approval to open the park was based on several considerations … 
DOH officers were of the opinion that the spray park had been brought up to compliance with the Code 
based on the available information about remedial work undertaken between the 19th and 
29th of January 2016. Based on this information, there was not considered to be a risk to the public. 

That is it! So, based on some consideration, they did not think there was a risk. I will tell members what 
happened a couple of days later. A couple of days later, they started to detect further bacterium issues. The 
department’s report states — 

The presence of a Naegleria ... organism in the actual water treatment system ... indicated some form of 
contamination had entered the water park and was plausibly due to dust and soil transmission from 
nearby Elizabeth Quay construction work. 

It was a construction site. The water park was not ready to be opened. The report states — 

Discussions between DOH officers and the spray park’s operators during the first few days after 
opening identified further operational and design issues of potential concern. 

How could the minister legitimately open the park two or three days later after identifying “operational and 
design issues”? How could the minister do that? If it was ready, how could the minister identify further concerns 
three days later? 

Mr J.H.D. Day: What document are you quoting from? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: From the report tabled by the Minister for Health yesterday. That report said it was 
construction work and identified “operational and design issues” three days after it opened. The report then went 
on to state that the water park needed to be shut down. Remember, the water park opened on 29 January. On 
1 February, a few days later, the Department of Health called a meeting at Elizabeth Quay water park with the 
contractors and the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority to discuss the need for remedial action. The 
Department of Health, which the Minister for Planning said was happy with this project, had an emergency 
meeting three days after it opened to try to address the issue. On 2 February health department staff met with 
MRA consultants at Elizabeth Quay to discuss further improvements to the operating systems and facilities, 
including improving drainage, diverting the first run-off each day to the sewer and operating the balance tank 
with a certain amount of chlorine each day, removing the layer of debris at the bottom of the balance tank and 
separating the sample point for each filter. 

There we go. The minister said that the Department of Health was happy with it, but a few days later they said 
maybe they should divert the first run-off to the sewer because that water was not ready to be reused. The report 
identified major compliance issues. It showed that this park was opened before it was ready. 

As my second point, I want to go to the water testing that occurred prior to the water park’s opening. Remember 
that the minister said in this place — 

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. 

That is not right. Yesterday’s report showed that negative results were received on 25 January. Again, the 
minister misled this place about the results. I am trying to paint a picture of the concerns. It was not something 
that came up later on in the piece. These issues were raised from day one—actually, before day one, because 
10 days before opening 13 deficiencies had been identified. The results of the water testing came back, 
identifying problems and negative results. The minister misled this place on that front. Let us go to the testing 
conducted on 28 January. Remember, this is what the minister said — 

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. 

What actually happened? The amoeba were not found in the discharge pipes, but in the balance tank. What was 
contained in the report from the Department of Health? The report on the results, which was issued on 
28 January, stated there was a need for “immediate public health action”. This was not, as the minister described, 
an issue that did not raise any public health concerns. The results from the tests, which were received on 
28 January, identified—it is in the minister’s own report—“immediate public health action”. The government 
tried to dismiss concerns. 

Minister Day said again — 
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I have just indicated that a test result identified non–disease causing amoeba in the discharge pipes ... 

That is absolutely wrong. Then we heard the Minister for Health on radio talking about 28 January with 
Gary Adshead. The transcript reads — 

GARY ADSHEAD 

… that clearance was test results, wasn’t it?  

KIM HAMES 

… It was results … 

GARY ADSHEAD 

… It was results that showed that it ... 

KIM HAMES 

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.  

That is just not right! In that interview they refer to the key point, which is the opening of the water park on 
29 January. Basically, the minister tried to claim again and again that results came back on 29 January that gave 
the water park the all clear. But they did not test the water between 28 January and 29 January. The minister did 
not have the all clear. What the minister had identified were issues that required “immediate public health 
action”. Although they had done some super-chlorinating overnight to try to kill the problem, they did not test it 
again on 29 January, but the minister went on radio and said they did. The minister said that again and again. 
The Premier also said in this place that it was tested on 29 January. The Premier said that the water park was 
retested on 29 January. That is absolutely false. 

The water park had been opened and there were crisis meetings about the fact that this park was not fit for use. 
What happened then? I make the next point: on 3 February, we see a social media blitz from the 
Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority about the impending closure of the water park the next day. The minister 
then said that the water park had been so overused because people are loving it, and it needed some tender, 
loving care and a little bit of maintenance. That is what the minister said. On 4 February, the minister described 
the closure of the water park as a bit of cleaning and maintenance. This is what actually happened. The report 
states — 

Discussions between DOH officers and the spray park’s operators ... identified further operational and 
design issues ... 

The minister had to go back to the drawing board with it. That is what the minister was doing! The report 
continues — 

... the spray park operator deemed it necessary for the plant and equipment cease operation, and for the 
park to close on Thursday 4th February 2016. 

That is not is not a little bit of tender, loving care; that is the Department of Health saying it cannot be sure this 
water park is safe! It is not some sort of spin in social media about a bit of maintenance and tender, loving care. 
It was the Department of Health arriving on site and saying it was not happy and did not believe the water park 
was safe. At that time the department increased the sampling points from one point to six. They were taking 
samples from only one point at that time. 

What happened then was even worse. They gave the water park this tender, loving care and reopened it on 
5 February, without any water testing. The Department of Health said it had serious concerns about its design 
and operations. Remember, the water was not tested for about a week. The park was reopened on 5 February; 
they had not retested the water for a week. The last time they tested it, there was a problem. In the meantime, the 
Department of Health came and said there were serious design issues, but the park was reopened without water 
testing. What happened then? The Department of Health got wind of it. Maybe it became aware of the social 
media campaign that the water park was open again. The report states — 

Therefore, DOH advised immediate closure of the facility until satisfactory water sample results were 
returned from PathWest. Accordingly, the park was closed later that morning. 

Given all the concerns and all those considerations, the minister reopened that park without any water testing 
being undertaken. It had not been tested for a week and the minister reopened the water park for two or three 
hours on that day. There goes that issue. 

The last issue I want to talk about is what I understand to be the more significant bacteria, the pseudomonas 
bacteria. What happened there? Yesterday, both the Minister for Health and the Minister for Planning confirmed 
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that they had misled this house. They said that they had previously said that the first time that bacteria had been 
found in the water park was on 22 February. They confirmed that that was not the case and that the first time was 
actually 14 February. 

Mr J.H.D. Day: We provided information to Parliament as it was advised to us and that was said yesterday, and 
you know it. 

The SPEAKER: Minister, you will have your chance next. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The minister confirmed that the first time pseudomonas was found was on 14 February. I want 
to make sure that everyone understands the dates. On 14 February the results came back showing this very harmful 
bacteria. The test had been taken on 12 February, so that bacteria was present from the 12th to the 14th. The minister 
claimed that it was in the discharge pipes; fair enough. On 18 February more testing was done. Those results 
came back on the 22nd, and it was found to be in the balance tank. This harmful bacteria was in the balance tank 
from at least the 18th to the 22nd. That means this harmful bacteria was sprayed over children for at least those 
four days—at least. It was first found in the system on 14 February, after tests had been done on the 12th. Why 
did the minister not do something then? The pattern was—the minister can go through the report—that a certain 
problem would be found in the discharge pipes and it would appear in the balance tanks a few days later. The 
Department of Health told the government that there were design issues with the drainage. From my talking to 
people who understand water parks, there are obviously issues with the filtration, the drainage and the design. 
The bacteria was first found in the park on the 14th, and the minister let it continue. After further testing on 
18 February, the results on the 22nd confirmed that that harmful bacteria was being sprayed for at least four days. 
How can the minister say that public health was not at risk? He cannot say that because his own report confirms 
that it was. The minister’s own report says that for four days, that harmful bacteria was being sprayed. It is the 
only logical conclusion and the minister must take responsibility. 

Let us go through the key points. There is no doubt that the park was opened too early, and this report from 
yesterday shows that. During the whole time, the minister misled about the quality of the water. He did not act in 
the way that he should have. It was all about the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority and tender loving care, 
“Isn’t this pretty”, without worrying about the key structural issue, which was: does this water park actually 
work in this place? He misled about the results, and it is confirmed that for at least four days, harmful bacteria 
was being sprayed on the public. That is absolutely confirmed. 
Mr J.H.D. Day: It was a judgement of the health department as to what was appropriate. 
The SPEAKER: Minister! 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Water samples were taken on 18 February and the results that came back on 22 February 
recommended that it be shut down immediately because it was harmful. That is the only logical conclusion. That 
period was four days. The other overarching issue is that yesterday it was confirmed that it cost not $10 million, 
as has been always indicated; it was $13 million, which is a blowout of $3 million. The minister said, “Well, it’s 
the public’s fault because we planned for only 150 children.” Why was the government making phoney claims 
that 800 000 people attended the opening when it had planned a water park to take only 150? What was that 
about? Backyard pools costing $40 000 could probably take more than 150 children at a time. The situation is 
diabolical. The minister has never been up-front. We raised these issues and gave him ample opportunity. He 
spent two weeks preparing this report. As the minister knows, freedom of information requests are available to 
us, and we have made FOI requests. We will keep chasing this down because, honestly, this is a classic example 
of government promotion or government spin over reality. I have spelled it out. Everything I have said has come 
from the information that the minister released yesterday. The minister had the opportunity yesterday with his 
personal explanation to go through everything that I said and apologise, but he did not. He tried to say that he got 
one figure wrong, but that was okay because the water park was shut down immediately, but it was not. This is 
an appalling case. I know that the minister feels a little bit of guilt about this because he sent out the Minister for 
Health to speak. As I said, the slippery Minister for Health can pretty much avoid responsibility for everything. 
Mr P. Papalia: Teflon. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: He is the Teflon Minister for Health. The Minister for Planning could not go out because he 
finds it a bit harder. 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Thank you! Member for West Swan, carry on. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: This is your project, Minister for Planning. You have been out there with all the media 
statements and all the propaganda. It has been yours. I know why he sent out the Minister for Health. The 
Minister for Health could have covered up Watergate. Seriously! He could cover up anything. I know the 
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Minister for Planning could not talk about it too much because, frankly, he finds that he is not quite as slippery 
as the Minister for Health. 
Minister for Planning, I have outlined four key issues. I expect you to address them and apologise. Frankly, you 
should resign for one of the biggest mistakes made during your entire role as a minister. 
DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Minister for Health) [12.36 pm]: The minister for West Swan — 
Mr P.B. Watson: Minister? 
The SPEAKER: Thank you. 
Dr K.D. HAMES: The member for West Swan has turned herself into an instant expert on all things to do with 
the Department of Health, and has put her knowledge above the knowledge of someone who has worked in the 
Department of Health for decades, not just years, particularly in this area. It is from that person that all these 
reports have come. The member for West Swan has put her knowledge in front of Tarun Weeramanthri, the 
director of public health, who takes his responsibility of protecting public health extremely seriously. 
Yesterday, we clarified the detection of pseudomonas. As members will see when they get the FOIs, I was given 
information, as was the minister, that did not identify that positive test for pseudomonas on 14 February. 
Subsequently, we came straight into this house to clear the record. Let me go through what the Department of 
Health experts provided in response to the issues raised. To put to bed some of the comments of the member 
opposite, I will read to members, to put it on the record, what they say happened in that course of events. They 
state — 

• Water samples were taken at the Elizabeth Quay water park on eight separate occasions 
between Thursday 21 January and Friday 26 February  

• The first sample was taken on Thursday 21 January—and final test results received on 
28 January — 

That is the day before the park opened — 
showed there was no public health concern. 

Several members interjected. 
Ms R. Saffioti: That’s not true. 
Dr K.D. HAMES: I am just reading “no public health concerns.” It is true — 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Thank you! 
Dr K.D. HAMES: It is true, but you need to stop and listen. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Thank you! 
Dr K.D. HAMES: Members, the trouble is that this is extremely complicated, not only for the member to read 
it, but also for us to go through and understand it. Hence, we have said some things which were not fully 
accurate but which we have since corrected, because it is extremely complicated. That statement is true. 
Members opposite are assuming that because  — 
Ms R. Saffioti: Read your own report. 
The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan! 
Dr K.D. HAMES: You have to listen. If you do not focus, you will not get it. Naegleria was found on 
28 February, but it was not a risk to public health—not a risk to public health. Read that report again and you 
will confirm that it was not a risk to public health. 
Ms R. Saffioti: You got it wrong; sorry, minister. 
The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan! 
Dr K.D. HAMES: I am reading the notes and then I will go through the colours again. The member should just 
be patient and listen and then she can work herself up when I have finished. The Minister for Planning will talk 
afterwards and the member will get plenty of chances to work it out. 
The results received on 28 January showed there was no public health concern. The notes state — 
The second sample was taken on Monday 25 January. Preliminary results on 28 January showed the presence of 
Naegleria—a group of amoeba, one species of which can cause disease in humans—in the balance tank. The 
Department of Health was satisfied an overnight superchlorination process would eliminate any Naegleria in the 
system. Final testing results on 1 February showed there was no public health concern—the Naegleria was 
non-pathogenic to humans. 
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Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan! 
Dr K.D. HAMES: Let me read that again. The member was not listening. 
Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, you had a good run when you spoke. Now give it a break. 
Dr K.D. HAMES: I repeat the previous sentence that the member was not listening to. It states — 

The Department of Health was satisfied an overnight superchlorination process would eliminate 
any Naegleria in the system. 

Ms R. Saffioti: You didn’t retest the water, though, did you? 
Dr K.D. HAMES: No, because the Department of Health was satisfied that it would eliminate any — 
Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I call you to order for the first time. 
A government member: Just chill out. 
Dr K.D. HAMES: Yes, the member should just chill out. 
Mr P. Papalia: It’s only two weeks old. 
Dr K.D. HAMES: The member is so pathetic. 
The talking points continue — 

• The third sample was taken on Tuesday 26 January on backwash water—which does not come into 
contact with people at the park. Final results received on 1 February showed there was no public 
health concern. 

• The fourth sample was taken on Thursday 28 January—on areas including both the backwash and 
balance tank. Final results received on 5 February — 

This was after the opening but still, I have gone through why the department felt it was safe to open the water 
park already — 

showed there was no public health concern. 

• The water park was opened around 4.30pm on Friday 29 January—based on analysis of the initial 
sample, and following an overnight superchlorination process which would have eliminated any 
Naegleria species in the system. Again, there was no risk to the public. 

This has come from the public health officials. This is not something that I have written; this is something that 
they have written for me. It continues — 

• The MRA closed the water park for cleaning, maintenance and additional work on 4 February. 

That is what the member stated — 

• It reopened the water park on 5 February. 

There was no reason not to open it because nothing had been found to show that it was not appropriate. 
However, it reopened on the Friday. It continues — 

• The fifth sample was taken — 

By the Department of Health on that day — 

on 5 February … Due to the prior maintenance activities at the water park and the forecast heat 
wave — 

Because the department was worried about other organisms coming into the system with the heatwave 
coming — 

the Department of Health recommended the MRA close the park … 

Hence, the three hours the water park was opened. There was no evidence of anything being wrong but the 
department said, “We know it was clear last time. We know it has been opened but there is a heatwave coming 
and we think you should shut it down just to be safe”, and that is what was done. The talking points continue — 

• The water park was reopened on 8 February—following advice from the Department of Health that 
it was safe to do so. Again, there was no public health risk. 
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The sample that was taken on 5 February was clear, so it was safe to open the park. The department could have 
left it open. It was shut down because the department wanted to wait for the test results just in case. It 
continues — 

• The sixth sample was taken on 12 February, and testing for Pseudomonas … Results received on 
14 February—showed for the first time, Pseudomonas … in the filters and surface troughs but 
importantly, not in the balance tank that holds treated water for use on the water spray in the park. 
The negative results in the balance tank indicated that the filtration and chlorination systems were 
adequately managing the disinfection, and the quality of water returning to the pool was acceptable. 
On that basis, the Department of Health deemed that it was not necessary from a public health 
viewpoint, to close the park at that time. 

• The seventh sample was taken on 18 February. 

As we know, that showed Pseudomonas. That result was received on 22 February, and the park was immediately 
closed down. It could not have been closed in advance of that because nobody knew the Pseudomonas was 
present. I have said that that meant people were exposed and that increased the risk to those people.  
Pseudomonas is a common organism. I challenge all members to volunteer themselves to be tested. We will take 
their names off the results. There is a high chance that of the members sitting in this chamber today, someone 
will have pseudomonas on their skin, someone will have staphylococcus on their skin and some might even have 
streptococcus on their skin. It is an organism that can be found on people in all swimming pools. The individual 
who managed this — 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

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

Dr K.D. HAMES: The individual within the Department of Health who manages this water park is an extremely 
experienced long-serving officer who manages water testing — 

Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cockburn! 

Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Cockburn, I call you to order for the first time. 
Dr K.D. HAMES: Pseudomonas is an organism that commonly causes pools to be closed down. In recent 
months, Port Hedland swimming pool has been closed on a number of occasions because of Pseudomonas . It is 
an organism that gets into water and can be difficult to treat. Sometimes it is established in systems. It is why 
people have to carefully manage their swimming pools and it is why people are sometimes at risk of swimming 
in public pools. As a GP, I used to see people on regular occasions—between 10 and 20 cases a year; I do not 
know about the member for Eyre—with swimmer’s ear, which can often be Pseudomonas, though not always, or 
other infections caused by Pseudomonas. It is an organism that can cause a nasty infection, mostly in the ears 
and sometimes in the eyes. Nevertheless, it is a treatable infection. It is not a satisfactory outcome that people 
were exposed; hence we have closed the water park and hence we are not opening it again until we are sure that 
it is fixed. The Minister for Planning will probably go into what needs to be done to fix it. It is certainly fixable. 
We need to recognise the huge popularity of not only Elizabeth Quay, but also this water park that has been 
a great outcome. It is not a great outcome that kids have been exposed to infection. As to the suggestion by the 
member for West Swan that the government has been somehow complicit, I looked the Executive Director of 
Public Health in the eye at a meeting the other day and asked whether he had been subject to — 
Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I call you to order for the second time. 
Dr K.D. HAMES: I asked the executive director whether he had been exposed to any pressure from people 
pushing him to get a result and whether he had been pressured to open the water park and to give confirmation of 
when it will open. He said, “Absolutely not. I would not accept any such pressure. In fact, it would be 
counterproductive for people to put that sort of pressure on me. I have been doing this job for a long time and 
I greatly pride myself in making sure that I look after the public health of the community.” Any suggestion that 
the government was somehow complicit in this matter or that pressure was placed on the government or the 
MRA is totally wrong. This outcome was a sad occurrence but it was managed appropriately. The member is 
trying to become an instant expert on something that experts have been managing for decades — 
Mr P.B. Watson: How’d they stuff this one up then? 
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Dr K.D. HAMES: I do not think they stuffed this one up. If the pool in Albany was tested on a day that four 
days later showed a Pseudomonas, which is not impossible, and the pool was closed because of that, would the 
member find the government, or anyone else for that matter, at fault for having closed it before the test results 
came back to show there was Pseudomonas present? I am sure he would not be that unreasonable, as the member 
for West Swan is being unreasonable. 
MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Minister for Planning) [12.49 pm]: We do not support this motion. I make 
the observation that the opposition wants to create the impression that there is some major scandal with the water 
park at Elizabeth Quay and there has been some cover-up by the government and undue pressure applied by the 
government to the Department of Health or others involved in the Elizabeth Quay project or the water park 
specifically for it to be opened prematurely. None of that is true at all. 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro, I call you to order for the second time.  
Mr J.H.D. DAY: The opposition desperately wants a scandal. There is no scandal around this issue at all. The 
government made the decision to go ahead with the Perth waterfront project—Elizabeth Quay, as it is now 
called—some years ago. As I have said on many occasions, this project has been under conception or debate for 
30 years or more. This government finally made a decision to go ahead with a project that has been very popular 
and well received and is a definite improvement to the Perth central business district. The opposition hates that 
aspect. It opposed this project at the last election. It was going to tear up the contracts, take the bulldozers out 
and so on. The opposition hates the fact that the Elizabeth Quay project has been popular. Certainly, the fact that 
the water park is not able to operate at the moment, based on the proper advice of the Department of Health, is 
a disappointing outcome. It is disappointing for many children, their families and the government that the water 
park is not able to be used at the moment because of the appropriate and precautionary approach being taken on 
the advice of the Department of Health. There is no scandal; there has been no inappropriate action by me as 
Minister for Planning, the Minister for Health or the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority. 
The suggestion that the project was rushed and was opened too early is also not borne out by the facts. The water 
park, in fact, was being tested and was in some form of operation for some weeks. 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr J.H.D. DAY: I think I am right in saying that the water park was going through testing phases for some 
weeks before Elizabeth Quay was opened on 29 January. Obviously, that testing was not able to be done with 
a large number of people, and as it has turned out, it appears that the capacity of the filtration system is not 
sufficient for the great popularity of the water park and the large number of children and adults using it. As 
I said, that is disappointing. There is clearly either a design or construction issue, or maybe a specification issue, 
and all those issues are being worked through and examined at the moment. It is intended to make changes to the 
construction of the water park, the filtration system and so on to ensure that they are able to deal with the high 
level of popularity of the water park that has been demonstrated so far. 

The government, through the Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority, is in the hands of private sector 
contractors. The Leighton Broad consortium, as the company was referred to at the time—it is now trading as 
CPB Contractors, having changed its name—had overall responsibility for construction of the project, and it 
subcontracted, as I understand, to Waterforms International, which constructed the water park itself, and I recall 
that design input was also provided by a Spanish company. The government, like a family or anyone else 
building a home, has a contract with a builder, which has subcontractors involved. The client—the owner of the 
project—is always in the hands of those who are actually doing the work. Many discussions are going on with 
the contractors to resolve the issues that have been identified. 

All the information the Minister for Health and I provided to Parliament was, at the time it was provided, as 
advised to us by our respective agencies. We took the first opportunity available when Parliament resumed 
yesterday after the two-week break to provide corrected information, based on new information provided to us 
since Parliament last sat. That was done through personal explanations by each of us. As was advised yesterday, 
subsequent to the previous sittings of Parliament, we were advised that a positive result for Pseudomonas 
bacteria in the water park’s filtration system was received on 14 February. The judgement of the Department of 
Health, as I understand it, was that the contamination was at a level that was not likely to be a threat to public 
health and that the water park filtration system would be able to deal with the issue. The first time the 
government and the MRA were advised that there was any threat to public health was on 22 February, and 
immediately that advice was provided, the water park was closed. The MRA and the government have acted on 
the advice of the Department of Health at all times. The MRA has complied with the protocols that the 
Department of Health has had in place for not only this water park, but also other water parks throughout 
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Western Australia. All the requirements of the Department of Health have been complied with by the MRA, as 
I am advised. 

When Elizabeth Quay was opened on 29 January, a compliance certificate and approval to operate were issued 
by the Department of Health. I tabled those documents in this chamber about three weeks ago. If those 
documents had not been provided and the Department of Health had not provided clearance to the MRA for the 
water park to be open to the public, it simply would not have happened. That would clearly have been very 
disappointing to just about everybody, although not to the opposition. It would have been very disappointing to 
the government and to the many children who used the water park at the time. There was no risk to public safety 
or public health at that time, as the documents tabled by the Minister for Health have shown. In subsequent 
weeks, apparently following extensive usage of the water park, Pseudomonas bacteria infiltrated the system. The 
method of infiltration has been described by the Minister for Health. The bacterium is present in the community, 
and it is a risk to public health when it finds its way into these facilities. The first time the government and the 
MRA in particular were advised that there was any risk to public health, on 29 February, as I and the Minister for 
Health have said, the water park was closed. 

The opening of Elizabeth Quay was not rushed, and the opening of the water park was not rushed. In fact, going 
back two or three months before the opening, the government expected it to be opened prior to Christmas. That 
was the earlier plan, and in fact the handover from Leighton Broad was due to take place in November, and we 
were looking at having an opening prior to Christmas. The opening was delayed because the contractor took 
longer to finish off some aspects of the project, in particular the laying of paving stones and curbing. That all 
took somewhat longer than we, as the client, would have liked. Nevertheless, there was no alternative but for the 
opening to be delayed so that the project would be adequately completed. Apart from that, Elizabeth Quay and 
the water park would have been open prior to Christmas. It was not a case of rushing the opening or the 
completion of the water park for 29 January at all. As I said, the water park was in some level of operation and 
was being tested prior to 29 January, but it was clearly not possible to do that with thousands of children and 
adults going through the water sprays and so on. 

Although these issues are disappointing, they are certainly not unprecedented, judging by comments made to me 
by various people about swimming pools and water parks around Western Australia. It is a matter of changing 
the construction and the capacity of the filtration system, fine-tuning things or making substantial changes as the 
case may be, to ensure that it is able to cope with the demand that has been placed on it. The public expects that 
to happen and the government also expects it to occur. The onus is on the contractors, the designers and the 
installers of the equipment to ensure that it is up to capacity. Exactly where all the responsibilities lie is under 
discussion. The most important thing is that design work is going on to ensure that the capacity of the system is 
able to meet the demand. The directions of the Department of Health will be followed at all times by the MRA. 
The water park will not be reopened until clearance is provided by the Department of Health, as clearance was 
provided on 29 January. 

As I said, there is no cover up; there is no scandal here. Yes, there has been a disappointing outcome, but from 
the government’s point of view, I, as Minister for Planning, and the Minister for Health have acted at all times on 
the professional advice of the expert officers within the Department of Health. We are certainly not going to 
support this motion.  

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [1.01 pm]: This is either an exercise in 
incompetence or a cover-up. The Minister for Planning has said that it is not a cover-up; therefore, we can only 
conclude that it is his incompetence that has led to this situation. The opposition does not hate the water park at 
Elizabeth Quay. Like all Western Australians, we enjoy using Elizabeth Quay. What we hate is that the 
government’s management of the park has put the children of Western Australia at risk. At no stage has the 
government talked about its risk management approach to the water park. At no stage has it talked about the 
precautionary principle of public health. At no stage has it talked about the efforts to which the 
Metropolitan Redevelopment Authority went to communicate an issue of public safety. What the government 
has demonstrated is that it had scant regard for public safety and had its eyes solely on the prize of the party at 
Elizabeth Quay.  

The Minister for Health’s report made it clear that on 28 January a sample required immediate public health 
action and that by 29 January, despite the treatment of the water, the results of testing for Naegleria fowleri, an 
extremely dangerous bacteria, were pending. The member for Cockburn has given me a fact sheet that also 
describes that bacteria as a “brain-eating amoeba”. Does that strike members as a government that is concerned 
about public safety on issues of this nature? What we know is that throughout February there was a series of 
meetings within the Department of Health and the MRA as they went about trying to squirm their way past 
public health officials to make sure they could keep the park open. We know through the special media 
campaign that the MRA conducted in the name of the Minister for Planning that it simply tried to gloss over the 
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issues of concern of public safety. There was no risk management in this; why, therefore, did they allow so many 
kids to use that water park in the first few days? If a risk management program was in place, they would have 
taken care of that. Also, no precautionary principle was in place in this situation; otherwise, if they had had those 
samples in hand on 28 January, they would not have allowed the situation to go on. But, of course, the party had 
to go on. Now, the minister says that there is no cover-up in this situation so there can be only one explanation: 
that is, the minister is incompetent and he should resign.  

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [1.04 pm]: The Minister for Planning said that there is no scandal here. 
What there has been is utter negligence by the Minister for Planning for not addressing this issue early. At no 
point has the opposition suggested that the Department of Health was not doing its job. It was doing its job. The 
problem is that the minister was not listening to or asking the department to follow up on the processes. When 
we debated this same matter last month, the Premier said twice in the space of two paragraphs of Hansard that 
when the water park opens on 29 January, “it was tested” on that day to make sure it was safe and could be used. 
Again, he said — 

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. 

The reality is that no testing was done on that day. The government had the result the day before that said that 
immediate public health action was required and it did no testing between then and opening the water park. The 
Premier came in here and said that all the testing had been done on that day and that there was no way the 
government would have opened it without it. But the government did not. That is the reality, and that is why, 
later on in February when suddenly kids were being sprayed with Pseudomonas for four days, the response of 
the Minister for Health was that it was all okay because it is all on our skin somewhere or other. I am pretty sure 
we do not sign up for that when we let our kids play at the water park; I am not signing up and agreeing to have 
them sprayed with Pseudomonas. That is what this government allowed to happen and the Minister for Planning 
says that there is no scandal! Stop taking the issues or critiques of Elizabeth Quay personally, minister, and start 
focusing on the detail of the job so this will not happen again in the future.  

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [1.05 pm]: The Labor Party just hates Elizabeth Quay.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Elizabeth Quay has changed the face of Perth. Twenty-five thousand people came down to 
Elizabeth Quay to be part of the opening. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: In the first four weeks of it being open —  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, I call you to order for the first time. Member for Albany, I do not 
want to hear from you.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: There were 25 000 people at the opening event. It was quite a modest opening.  

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker, a million visits — 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

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

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker, over the — 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, if you interject again, you are going to be asked to leave the chamber.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker, in the four — 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

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

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: Minister for Health, I call you for the first time. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro, I call you for the third time.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: In the four weeks following, it is estimated that over one million visitors —  

Ms M.M. Quirk: How do you know that it’s a million? 

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen, I call you for the second time.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: It is estimated at over one million visitors in those four weeks. How do we know? It is 
very cleverly done by monitoring mobile phones.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: That is right. That is how it was done—using new technology.  

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Right. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: As Minister for Science, I am delighted to see that technology being used.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: They are rabid.  

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Cannington, I call you to order for the third time.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: That’s a lie!  

Suspension of Member 

The SPEAKER: All right; member for Cannington, leave the chamber, please.  

[The member for Cannington left the chamber.] 

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Leader of the Opposition will be pleased with that because one of the four 
conspirators has now been thrown out of the chamber. He has only three conspirators to go.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: At all times — 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

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

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Over the last few days, the member for Albany has had a very rare moment of relevance.  

Mr P.B. Watson interjected.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: At all times — 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Members!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: At all times the MRA and, therefore, the government acted on advice from the health 
department.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: And no results.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Yes, I did say previously, and it was my understanding, that before the opening on 
29 January, testing had been done that day. I was incorrect in that. The testing had been done the previous day. 
That was my understanding.  

Mr M. McGowan: You misled the house.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker, we were aware that — 

Mr M. McGowan interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, I call you to order for the first time.  

 [11] 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 16 March 2016] 

 p1169c-1180a 
Ms Rita Saffioti; Mr John Day; Dr Kim Hames; Mr Roger Cook; Mr Ben Wyatt; Mr Colin Barnett 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Prior to the opening, amoeba had been detected—well before the opening, it had been my 
understanding. Obviously, we wanted it to be clear before the water park was to be used. It was my 
understanding that testing had been done on the morning; it had actually been done, I think, on the previous day. 
During that morning I was advised that the pool was clear and it could be opened.  

Division 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
Ayes (19) 

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

Noes (35) 

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

            
Pair 

 Mr J.R. Quigley Ms W.M. Duncan 
 

Question thus negatived. 
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