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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT — FORRESTFIELD–AIRPORT LINK 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [12.09 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 condemns the Minister for Transport for his incompetent handling of serious 
allegations of insider trading involving his office, and his department, regarding the 
Forrestfield–Airport Rail Link, and calls on him to explain the following. 

(1) Why did the minister initially dismiss the seriousness of the allegation when it was 
first raised in February? 

(2) Why did he mislead the Parliament about what his office knew regarding the 
preferred tenderer prior to the public announcement? 

(3) His and his office’s role in the steering committee that signed off on the preferred 
bidder days before the announcement. 

(4) When did the evaluation panel recommend the preferred bidder to the steering 
committee and what knowledge did the minister have of the evaluation panel’s 
discussions and decisions? 

(5) Exactly when did the minister become aware that ASIC would be conducting an 
investigation? 

(6) Why was the Premier only informed of the ASIC investigation yesterday? 
This is a very, very serious matter. I want to outline — 
Mr J.H.D. Day: Sit down and we’ll agree to it. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: This is a very serious matter and is like nothing I have seen in my time in politics. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Thank you! I want to hear the member for West Swan in silence. Member for West Swan, did 
you hear the Leader of the House? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes. This is a very serious matter. I thank the government for allowing each side 20 minutes. 
We would have preferred more because the issues are very significant, but I will sit down and allow the 
Leader of the House to speak. 

Standing Orders Suspension — Amendment to Motion 
MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Leader of the House) [12.11 pm]: Being as generous as we are in 
government, we will agree to a debate, as the member foreshadowed, of 20 minutes on each side, so I seek to add 
the words to the motion. I move — 

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 for it to proceed. 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) [12.12 pm]: I move — 

That this house condemns the Minister for Transport for his incompetent handling of serious allegations 
of insider trading involving his office, and his department, regarding the Forrestfield–Airport Rail Link, 
and calls on him to explain the following. 
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(1) Why did the minister initially dismiss the seriousness of the allegation when it was first raised 
in February? 

(2) Why did he mislead the Parliament about what his office knew regarding the preferred tenderer 
prior to the public announcement? 

(3) His and his office’s role in the steering committee that signed off on the preferred bidder days 
before the announcement. 

(4) When did the evaluation panel recommend the preferred bidder to the steering committee and 
what knowledge did the minister have of the evaluation panel’s discussions and decisions? 

(5) Exactly when did the minister become aware that ASIC would be conducting an investigation? 
(6) Why was the Premier only informed of the ASIC investigation yesterday? 

As I said, this is a very, very serious matter. When we first raised some of the happenings back in February, what 
did the minister do? He laughed at it. He said, “Nothing to see here; I’m not going to be conducting 
a witch-hunt.” This is a minister overseeing a massive contract and the shares of one of the preferred bidders 
spiked 55 per cent in the three days prior to the announcement. It was a very serious matter. What did the 
minister say at the time? He said — 

“There was nobody in my office that was aware of it as far as I know,” … “I can’t give you the 
specifics of how many people within the department were aware of the circumstances … I’m not sure.” 

He said there were many reasons why markets moved. 
“For me to speculate that it was something to do with my office and go off on a witch-hunt or 
something is silly,” … 

Once again, a serious matter was raised in this place and through the media, and it was laughed off. Now we see 
an investigation into the minister’s office and into the department. 
Mr D.C. Nalder: No we’re not. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Minister, you can get up and talk. 
Again, he laughed it off. The share spike was incredible. Three days before the announcement, a company that 
was to get a government tender saw its shares go through the roof. Of course there were questions to be asked, 
but this minister laughed it off. Remember, this is a minister who is responsible for a number of contracts. This is 
not the only one. A number of contracts are being discussed at the moment. If you are a minister of the Crown 
and something like that happened with one contract, would you not be a little bit worried and ensured your 
governance was so strong that this could not be problem for you? 
Mr D.C. Nalder: Who said it’s a problem? 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Minister, you can get up and explain. This is very serious and if he is laughing it off again, 
I do not know what needs to happen in this place. 
Mr D.C. Nalder interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister! 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: This is a massive issue. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: I want to hear the member for West Swan. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We asked questions on 23 February following some reports in the paper. The minister again 
stood up and said, “Nothing to see here; I’m not having a witch-hunt.” He then accused us of doing something 
but he did not address the issue. Once again there was a massive problem. He could have addressed the issue and 
taken it seriously but he did not do that. Instead, he stood up and misled the Parliament. 
Mr D.C. Nalder: No. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: He stood up and misled the Parliament. The question was, and I quote — 

How many people in the minister’s department and office were aware of the announcement before it 
was made … 

The minister said — 
There was nobody in my office who was aware of it, as far as I know—nobody in my office. 
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Mr D.C. Nalder: It’s still correct and I stand by that. 
The SPEAKER: Minister! 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: You stand by the statement that no-one was aware of the impending announcement. 
Mr D.C. Nalder: Correct. 
The SPEAKER: Thank you! I want to hear the member for West Swan. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yesterday, fortuitously, we got back some freedom of information documents, and your 
office — 
Mr D.C. Nalder interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Minister, I call you to order for the first time. 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Your office received a briefing note at nine o’clock on the morning before. Let me read the 
email. It states — 

Just to let you know that the briefing note on the preferred proponent is in the bag for this afternoon. 
We have not previously been given it via email—only on a USB … 

Our FOI requests get only emails; they do not get USBs, but there is confirmation that you knew before the 
announcement and there is confirmation that documents were floating around on USBs as well. That is what the 
FOI response shows. Again, a briefing note was prepared on the sixteenth and forwarded to your office. You had 
to stand up and say that your office particularly—you knew about it—knew about it at least the day before it was 
announced. You said in this place that you were not aware of it before it was announced. You misled this place. 
It is as clear as that. The briefing note was prepared two days earlier; the draft media statement was prepared two 
days earlier. You said in this place that no-one in your office knew about the announcement before the 
eighteenth. We knew that could not be true and your office knew about it. 
The third point I want to talk about is the steering committee. We understand that at the very latest, the steering 
committee met on the Tuesday. I understand that the minister did not know who was on the steering committee. 
I understand that you had no idea how the steering committee operated. Minister, we need you to confirm: was 
someone from your office on that steering committee? You have to stand up and tell us that, yes, someone from 
your office was on that steering committee. That steering committee reports to you. The idea that a steering 
committee overseeing a major project sits in the ether without reporting is completely false. In fact, the 
minister’s own document shows the governance framework that shows that the steering committee reports to the 
Minister for Transport! The idea that the minister did not know that it existed or who was on it or how it 
operated is beyond imagination! I am sure that if we were to put in more freedom of information applications, 
we would find that the steering committee minutes went to the minister because it reports to the minister. Who 
else does it report to? The document states that it reports to the minister! The suggestion that the minister had no 
idea what the steering committee was doing is absolutely false. 
I turn now to the evaluation panel, which, as we know, reports to the steering committee. That is the process. The 
evaluation panel reports to the committee. We know that the evaluation panel must have made a decision 
regarding the preferred tenderer well before Tuesday. The minister is obligated to tell us exactly when the 
evaluation panel reported and made its recommendation to the steering committee. That is the key point. When 
did the evaluation panel make the recommendation to the steering committee? Was the minister made aware of 
the evaluation panel’s questions? I want to make a particular point of this because there were some issues and 
concerns to do with the tender, so a meeting was held between the potential successful tenderer and the 
evaluation panel; I saw that in a briefing note. The meeting was held to discuss some issues and concerns related 
to the tender. A pre-meeting was held between the evaluation panel and the potential successful bidder to clarify 
some Public Transport Authority concerns. When was that meeting? We understand it was a week before the 
announcement, but when was it? Again, the minister is obligated to tell us when that meeting was held. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: Is he? Why should he tell you? 
Mr W.J. Johnston: Because he has to tell the truth. If he wants to lie, that is up to him. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
The SPEAKER: Thank you. Withdraw that, please. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Mr Speaker, I said, “If he wants to lie, that is up to him.” 
The SPEAKER: Yes, well, just withdraw it and let us move on. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I did not make an allegation; I do not have anything to withdraw! 
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The SPEAKER: You did make the allegation. Just withdraw it, please. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Exactly which words do you want me to withdraw? 
The SPEAKER: “Lie”; “If he wants to lie.” You are talking about the minister. Can you withdraw it and we will 
move on? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I did not say the minister lied! 
The SPEAKER: I am asking you to withdraw it! 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Mr Speaker — 
The SPEAKER: Do not argue with me. I am asking you to withdraw it. Will you please withdraw it? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The use of the word “lie” is not unparliamentary of itself! Please take advice from the 
Clerk! 
The SPEAKER: I am not arguing with you; I am asking you to withdraw it! Will you withdraw it? 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I cannot withdraw anything — 
The SPEAKER: Okay; I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Okay. 
The SPEAKER: Now, I am going to ask you to withdraw it again. 
Mr P.C. Tinley interjected. 
The SPEAKER: I am asking you again to withdraw it! 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: Mr Speaker, I am happy to unreservedly withdraw any allegation I have made. 
The SPEAKER: Thank you very much. Now we can move on. I only want to hear the member for West Swan; 
I do not want to hear from you either, members for Butler and Willagee. 

Debate Resumed 
Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I will quote from a briefing note prepared on 16 February, which reads — 

… the … Evaluation Panel held a clarification meeting with the SI-NRW JV in which the majority of 
the above concerns were addressed. 

We know a decision was made and a meeting was held regarding concerns. 

I now turn to the Australian Securities and Investments Commission inquiry. When was the minister first made 
aware that his office and department was required to provide information and evidence to that inquiry? Another 
key point is that we raised this in February. The minister said in this place there was nothing to see here, and that 
he was not aware of any inquiry. Then an inquiry occurred. The minister was obligated to come into this house 
and actually tell us that. The minister said there was nothing to see here and there was no inquiry. The minister 
was obligated to come in and tell us. Again, he did not do that. He did not take the matter seriously enough. 

The last issue is that we understand from media reports that the Premier was informed of this inquiry only 
yesterday. Why is that the case? Why was the Premier not informed earlier? Did the Premier refer the matter to 
the Public Sector Commissioner? Did the Premier undertake a review of governance models across his agencies? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Why? Why would I do that? 

The SPEAKER: Carry on, member. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Did the Premier undertake a review of the governance structures? 

Like I said, this is a very serious matter. This minister oversees a large number of contracts. If something has 
happened, members would think the minister would try to make sure it would not happen with other contracts 
and other live issues in his department. Yet again, he should have taken this matter seriously. I do not know what 
the minister wants to take seriously in this place. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you; carry on. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not know what the minister thinks should be taken seriously in this place. I have been 
around a while. This is as bad as I have seen. I do not know what else has to happen for the minister to take it 
seriously, because this is a massive issue that goes straight to his office and department. Initially, the minister 
laughed it off and said it was not a matter worth investigating; now he is saying, “Oh, yes, of course we’re going 
to do an inquiry; of course.” There are some serious questions, particularly around the evaluation panel. When 
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was the recommendation made? When was that meeting held with the joint venturers? Was any information on 
this referred to the minister’s office or him? Frankly, I do not believe it was not. As to the steering committee 
decision, someone in the minister’s office was on the steering committee and the minister’s office knew about it 
for a number of days before the formal announcement. I understand the minister said this morning that he gets 
involved in mergers and acquisitions, that he is a businessman of some repute and has been involved in business 
mergers and acquisitions. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Yes. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I think it is time for the Premier to make a massive divestment—a divestment of the 
minister—because, honestly, I have never seen a minister who does not take these issues seriously. We saw it 
previously with some issues regarding the minister’s ownership of shares. 

Mr D.C. Nalder: Here we go. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We have seen it previously. The minister does not take the issue seriously. He laughs it off, 
and, again, he is not taking it seriously. These are serious questions, and the minister’s role is to answer them. 
When we raised it before, he refused to answer properly. He did not inform the house of this investigation, and 
now the minister is obligated to answer these questions. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [12.27 pm]: I am sorry; I am not going to allow this to simply go to a vote 
because it is too important an issue. I say this: I am surprised that the Premier did not get up to defend one of his 
ministers. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I shall. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The Premier should have got up by now instead of leaving it until the last minute. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, Premier. Premier, the member for Hillarys has the floor. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I was not going to speak on this motion; I was simply going to abstain because I have a lot 
of respect for the Minister for Transport and I do not think he would knowingly do anything wrong. 

Some insider trading dealings have definitely gone on here. I do not know who has been doing it. It is not just 
the minister’s office that may be involved; it is also the Department of the Premier and Cabinet. Nothing gets 
announced without the Premier’s department being informed. It works on all the press releases that go out, and, 
quite frankly, in my view there are people in that department who have been undermining the minister all the 
time for the last couple of years now. I am not the only member on this side of the house who believes that; other 
members do too. Paul Murray wrote a very good article yesterday or the day before on the dirt that comes out on 
certain people at certain times, and I think that is what has happened in this particular instance. There has been 
insider trading, and absolutely I think it should be investigated by the Australian Securities and Investments 
Commission. I also think Parliament should investigate it; it really should. What is going on is too serious an 
issue. I look forward to hearing the minister respond. As I say, I actually believe he is innocent of any corruption 
allegations that might be made in this place, and I think he has been undermined and undermined by people in 
the Department of the Premier and Cabinet. I would love to name them, but I will not do that in this chamber. 
Many members on this side of the house know exactly who I am talking about. I hope that the Premier does get 
up and defend his minister, because I do not think he has the problem; I think it is probably people in the 
Premier’s department. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [12.29 pm]: This is a serious motion based around innuendo and 
accusation. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: My reluctance to stand was because I expected that the Leader of the Opposition would 
have had the integrity and courage to make the accusation. He sat there and listened and said nothing. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: All we heard was one speaker from the opposition on serious allegations. The Leader of 
the Opposition went out in the media, but he did not have the courage to stand in Parliament and make an 
accusation. He did not have the courage. 

Several members interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: Thank you. Let us move on. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Only one speaker was willing to speak out. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Let us look at the issue. 

Mr M. McGowan interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: No; you are speaking now but you would not get up, mate! You would not get up and put 
your name to it. That is the point. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Through the Chair. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: They are all talking now. Five minutes ago, they were all gutless. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you. Through the Chair, Premier. Let us move on. 

Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Kwinana! Let us move on. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Let us look at the motion. It states — 

That this house condemns the Minister for Transport for his incompetent handling of serious allegations 
of insider trading involving his office, and his department, … 

So what is the allegation of insider trading that members opposite wish to make against the minister, his office and 
the department? What is the allegation? That is what I was waiting to hear. Is there an allegation; and, if so, what is 
it? If, indeed, members opposite have any evidence of anything, they should go to the Australian Securities and 
Investments Commission, the ASX, the police or the Corruption and Crime Commission, but they did not make the 
allegation. They did not make it. So what is the allegation, Leader of the Opposition? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: No; I do not want to hear from the member for Midland. I want to hear from the Leader of 
the Opposition. What is his allegation against the minister, his office or the department? What evidence does he 
have of it? Get up and speak. Does he have any evidence of anything? 
Mr M. McGowan: You’re losing it. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am not losing it at all. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Members! Member for Churchlands! Minister! 
Mr M. McGowan interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition! Member for Bassendean! Member for Warnbro! Let us move on. 
Through the Chair. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: It is a serious motion making serious allegations of insider trading involving a minister, 
his office and the department. It is incumbent on members opposite in Parliament to provide evidence of that. 
They provided no evidence and they actually lacked the courage to make an allegation. 
Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: No; I do not want to hear from the member for Midland. 
Several members interjected. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member for Midland did not get up and speak. 
Mr M. McGowan: You’re a bully. That’s all you are. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: At least I will get up and speak for my members and my ministers; the Leader of the 
Opposition would not. 
Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Midland, I call you to order for the first time — 
Mr N.W. Morton interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: — and the member for Forrestfield for the first time. Through the Chair, please. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Let me go to the issues around this. I begin by drawing a parallel to an announcement 
made by the Minister for Culture and the Arts relating to the preferred bidder for the construction of the new 
Museum. It is a current example. As happens on all major government contracts, there was an exhaustive process 
of evaluating tenders — 
Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Carry on, Premier. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I thought it was a serious matter. 
There was an exhaustive process of selecting, as often it comes down to a narrow group of tenderers, and 
examining all aspects of the tenders, including financial and technical matters and the like. Something like 
a railway and an underground rail line is a new experience for the government and the Department of Transport. 
There is a very demanding, exacting process for a big project. What then comes to the minister is 
a recommendation for the preferred proponent. That happened with the Museum project. The minister informally 
briefed cabinet—in fact, it was a briefing for cabinet—on the preferred bidder for the Museum and a reserve 
bidder. The minister then made, quite correctly—it is standard procedure—an announcement on that. Contract 
negotiations will go on, and if that preferred bidder becomes the bidder and a contract is finalised, that contract 
and that final recommendation will come back for a cabinet decision. That is what happens. 
Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen! 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: It is hard to treat the topic seriously with that sort of conduct, but I will continue. 
The Museum is an example of how major government contracts are determined and awarded. I go back to the 
process for the Forrestfield–airport rail line. Again, there is a whole range of technical issues; an underground 
line is a very complex and new project for Western Australia, with all the tender processes to go through and all 
the advisory groups and experts to deal with. A conclusion was reached that the preferred bidder was the Italian 
company, with great international experience in tunnelling, partnered with NRW Holdings Ltd, an Australian 
company listed on the stock exchange. A lot of people are involved in the tender process. That is hardly 
surprising when all sorts of expertise within government are drawn on. Once NRW became the preferred 
tenderer through the process of government—it was not yet at a ministerial or cabinet level—and as it is a listed 
company, it was required to report to the stock exchange the substance of that. It was actually the stock exchange 
rules on reporting that required some public disclosure. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker, I am addressing the Chair. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I may have got the sequence wrong when I spoke to the media. 

Mr M. McGowan interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: You did not even have the courage to speak, my friend. 

The SPEAKER: Through the Chair. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: In this situation, the requirement on the company to report to the stock exchange was 
almost immediate and therefore we did not have the normal opportunity to brief cabinet on the preferred bidder. 
The minister, quite properly, came to me seeking my advice on that, and I agreed with him and totally endorsed 
him and gave him authority to make a statement, which he did and it was released as a matter of public record. 
Although the sequence was not ideal because of the reporting requirements to the ASX by the company, the 
informal briefing of cabinet had to follow the announcement. The minister acted only on my authority, quite 
correctly. The statement was made identifying this group as the preferred bidder. At the immediately following 
cabinet meeting, the minister informed cabinet that it was the preferred bidder and, like any other major 
project — 

Mr M. McGowan interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Leader of the Opposition had his chance to speak and he did not. 

 [7] 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Wednesday, 6 April 2016] 

 p2183c-2194a 
Ms Rita Saffioti; Mr John Day; Speaker; Mr Bill Johnston; Mr Rob Johnson; Mr Colin Barnett; Mr Dean Nalder; 

Mr Ben Wyatt; Mr Mark McGowan 

As with any other major project, that contract negotiation will go on. If that contract is satisfactorily finalised, 
the minister will bring it back to cabinet for a final decision. That is the process. I am totally satisfied with that 
process and the minister acted only with my full authority. We do not even know that there was insider trading. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Members opposite do not even know that. The whole purpose of the ASX investigation 
and the ASIC inquiry is, firstly, I would imagine, to determine whether there was insider trading. I do not know 
that that has been established. Members opposite seem to think there was. If they have any information, please 
disclose it. I do not think they do; I think they are just putting out innuendo. Was there insider trading? I do not 
know. The minister does not know. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Midland! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Let us let the ASX and ASIC determine whether there was insider trading and, if there 
was, whether information was leaked or obtained in some way and by whom. Who would members have more 
confidence in—the Australian Securities Exchange, the Australian Securities and Investments Commission or 
the Labor Party? I have no confidence in the Labor Party and what the Leader of the Opposition has done today, 
if he ever gets the courage to speak, is arguably compromise the ASX and the ASIC investigations. That is what 
he has done. This government—the minister, his office, my office, the department—is fully cooperating with 
those inquiries, as we would do in any similar situation. Does the Leader of the Opposition have any 
information? He does not. All he can do is engage in scummy in-the-gutter innuendo. The Leader of the 
Opposition has form in this place; he has form on dirty politics. Here he goes again. 

The SPEAKER: Further speakers? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Minister for Mines and Petroleum, and Premier, I call you to order for the first time. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you! Minister. 

MR D.C. NALDER (Alfred Cove — Minister for Transport) [12.40 pm]: Firstly, I would like to say that no 
member of my staff and nobody in the Department of Transport is under investigation by the 
Australian Securities and Investments Commission. No-one has actually made any information available to 
suggest otherwise, and any accusation that they are is totally unfounded, whether it be by the media or the 
opposition or whomever. Nobody is under investigation. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Midland! 

Mr D.C. NALDER: What has occurred is that there was a share price spike in NRW Holdings on 15 February. 
I will quote what I said when the member for West Swan asked the question, because she has suggested that 
I laughed it off. I said — 

The advice that I have is that all due process was followed. I was advised … on Wednesday afternoon, 
and have subsequently been advised that the successful tenderer was notified … the close of business 
on Wednesday afternoon. With regard to any activity that might occur on the stock market in 
a preceding period — 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: I continued to state that that is a matter for the Australian stock exchange to follow up. 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan, I call you to order for the first time. You were heard in relative 
silence, so please extend that courtesy. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: I also stated — 

The member is trying to suggest that someone internally within my department had something to do 
with it. 

I am referencing the share price spike. I said — 
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If the member has any kind of evidence, I ask that she puts it forward and I would be more than happy 
to have it investigated. 

I also said that if the stock exchange were to make inquiries, we would cooperate fully. ASIC has made 
inquiries. It is not an inquiry. There is a shire price spike. ASIC is undertaking a review, as I would expect it to, 
and it is not necessarily to do with the department. It could be anybody for any reason. It could be purely 
speculation in the marketplace. It is premature to suggest that there are allegations and inappropriate behaviour at 
this point. I am aware that ASIC is investigating the matter. We have cooperated fully and made sure that we 
handed over all the information that is available. It is not just within the Department of Transport; there are other 
people on the committee, as has been said. 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: There is information in The West Australian today that is totally inaccurate. Some of those 
aspects will be forthcoming when contracts are finalised. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: Which bits? 

Mr D.C. NALDER: I will not talk about them at this point. 

Mr M. McGowan: Why? 

Mr J.R. Quigley: It’s embarrassing. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: There is nothing to be embarrassed about. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Butler, I call you to order for the first time. Let us make some progress. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: Can I say, Mr Speaker — 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Midland. 

Mr D.C. NALDER: Having been a member of Parliament and a minister for the past two years, I am extremely 
proud of the work that the people in the Department of Transport undertake and I cannot think highly enough of 
those officers. There is an insinuation that we or my office were somehow involved, and reference was made to 
a share spike and when we received the information. I assure members categorically that we received that 
information well and truly after that share price spike, so there can be no assertion that anybody in my 
ministerial office had anything to do with that. 

There is commentary going around that a certain member of my staff sat on a committee. I assure members 
again, and I clarify this: a liaison officer, who is an employee of the Public Transport Authority, interacts with 
my office and he sat on the committee, but he was specifically — 

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for West Swan. 
Mr D.C. NALDER: I am referring to Leigh Boucher. I have a huge amount of respect for Mr Boucher. He was 
specifically removed from the committee when the final proponent was discussed to work out the final tenderer. 
He was specifically moved from that committee. An independent probity adviser works on these tenders, 
irrespective of whether it is the Department of Transport—whatever ones—and strategic projects in the 
Department of Treasury. We are not provided minutes of and information from those committee meetings. We 
are deliberately kept away from them for a specific reason. I am finally briefed and we are going to speak to the 
Premier, and because of the ASX requirements, we put it out. There is an investigation into that share price 
spike. 
Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen! 
Mr D.C. NALDER: There is no allegation whatsoever by ASIC that someone within the department or 
a member of Parliament or a staffer for a member of Parliament has done anything wrong. The member for 
West Swan, the shadow Minister for Transport, is putting forward the question: why have I not gone back 
through the governance processes? She is starting to challenge me and my integrity in this place. If she is going 
to do that, she had better have some good facts. 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
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The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro, I call you to order for the first time. We are running out of time. 
Mr D.C. NALDER: As I said, there are accusations of improper behaviour by me, my staff and my department, 
but I have not seen anything—not one shred of evidence—that anything has been done wrong. What we have 
seen and what we acknowledge is that there has been a share price spike. We are not under investigation; we are 
assisting ASIC with the investigation. 
Mr P. Papalia interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro, I call you to order for the second time; and, member for Girrawheen, 
I call you to order for the second time. 
Mr D.C. NALDER: We are assisting ASIC with an investigation, as we should. While that investigation is 
going on, is it appropriate for me to make public statements about what should be occurring from ASIC and the 
ASX or do I let them, unimpeded, go through a proper investigation to determine whether we need to be 
concerned about any issue? 
Mr D.J. Kelly interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean, I call you to order for the first time. 
Mr D.C. NALDER: At this point in time, ASIC has provided nothing that suggests that there is concern about 
the state government. ASIC has provided nothing that suggests there should be concern about any individual 
employed by the state government. Everything that I can identify in here would suggest that proper and due 
process has been followed. We acknowledge that there has been a share price spike. It is not up to this 
government or the people within this government to investigate that share price spike; that is up to the federal 
authorities to investigate. Those federal authorities have made contact with us and would like to understand the 
flow of information and the flow of communications. We have provided that information. We wait for them to 
conclude their investigations. I cannot stand here and categorically say that someone on the staff has done 
something right or wrong. I cannot. That is why I have to stand back and let an independent investigation be 
undertaken and await the findings of that investigation. I can assure members that my office was not informed of 
that share price spike at the time. There was no flow of information to my office. From my understanding, the 
committee did not make the decision until the sixteenth, I believe, and the share price spike was on the fifteenth. 
MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [12.49 pm]: The Minister for Transport says there is nothing of concern to 
him and the government, except of course an investigation by the Australian Securities and Investments 
Commission into the government’s processes around the release of market-sensitive information. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: Who said that? 
Mr B.S. WYATT: The Australian Securities and Investments Commission! That is what ASIC is investigating. 
In his kind of bizarre response, the Premier talked about the unofficial process around the Museum. I wrote 
down the Premier’s response—he said, “Because we have this process of informal briefings of cabinet.” Does 
that happen with market-sensitive information—informal briefings of cabinet? 
Mr C.J. Barnett: That has been the standard process of cabinet for decades. 
Mr B.S. WYATT: Interesting. No wonder ASIC is investigating. The minister said there is no investigation, yet 
he is cooperating fully with ASIC. That is an investigation! I am interested in the flippant disregard — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Into whom? 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Into your government, Mr Barnett; an investigation into the Barnett government because 
there is a concern — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: We have a short period of time. The member for Victoria Park has the call. I want him to speak 
through the Chair. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Premier, I call you to order for the second time. Member for Victoria Park, I call you to order 
for the first time. We have limited time. Let us have a good debate. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: ASIC is clearly concerned that the movement of information from the evaluation committee 
to the steering committee, through to the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, the Department of Treasury 
and the Department of Transport has been compromised. Whether the minister himself is out there trading shares 
or whether he has other people trading shares — 

Point of Order 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT: That was clearly an innuendo that the minister had been trading shares and that he was 
involved. That is an accusation of criminal conduct. I ask the member for Victoria Park to withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you. Carry on. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr B.S. WYATT: Thank you; and no point of order. 

Whether the minister is trading shares has not been argued by the opposition. What has been argued is the 
compromise in the minister’s processes. ASIC is clearly concerned that market-sensitive information has been 
released. Two days before the public release of the information there was a share spike of 55 per cent. No; the 
minister says there is nothing of concern there. A share price spike of 55 per cent! The minister does not seem to 
have any worries about potential insider trading; in fact, he shows flippant disregard. Can I remind the minister 
that a criminal conviction for insider trading carries a penalty of 10 years’ imprisonment. It is a serious offence. 
That means rather than “Nothing of concern here; there’s no investigation; we’re cooperating with ASIC”, 
perhaps the minister should investigate the governance process along the way of the transfer of information. 
According to ASIC, it has some concerns about that. I want to hear from the Treasurer as well, because his office 
is involved in this whole process. Where, if anywhere, was that compromise? Is he saying it is up to ASIC to 
investigate? No; it is this government. Any governance failure is a responsibility of the Premier, a responsibility 
of the Treasurer, a responsibility of the Minister for Transport — 

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 

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

Mr B.S. WYATT: All I need is the reality that there is an ASIC investigation into this government. That is all 
I need. Do members know what? Too right the opposition will be asking questions about this. The government’s 
rush to victimhood is startling: “Oh, this is outrageous!” It is all about “poor us”. Every time the government is 
under pressure—the Premier is particularly very good at it; he has built a career on it—the rush to victimhood, 
that the now transport minister is taking up, is quite extraordinary. 

Dr M.D. Nahan: What is extraordinary is your mudslinging. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: It is not mudslinging at all. 

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Treasurer, I call you to order for the second time. Through the Chair. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: True—ASIC may have thrown some mud and it may be sticking with the Treasurer! I am 
sorry about that, but the reality is that there is an investigation because the federal regulator has concerns about 
the transfer of information along the way of market-sensitive information that may have caused that price spike. 
The minister comes in here and says there is nothing of concern to us. Guess what? There is, until we get 
answers to these six questions, plus the seventh: When did the Minister for Transport tell the Premier? When did 
the minister and the Premier have that unofficial conversation about market-sensitive information? On what 
date? That raises another interesting question in itself. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham — Leader of the Opposition) [12.55 pm]: Mr Speaker, the idea — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Sit down. Leader of the Opposition. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The idea that this is an insignificant matter, which the government portrays, is absolutely 
wrong and it is rubbish. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: We have two minutes left. We want to hear the Leader of the Opposition. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The Minister for Transport stands and says that no-one is under investigation. There is 
a front-page story that an Australian Securities and Investments Commission inquiry is seeking phone records 
from the minister’s office. He pretends that there is nothing important going on here. The minister then asks, 
“Where’s your evidence?” There is a 55 per cent share spike in the company that was awarded a successful 
tender worth $1.3 billion. There is some evidence that something is wrong in the state of Denmark! There is 
some evidence that something is wrong. Instead of coming in here and saying, “Look, we’re going to work on 
this and try to get to the bottom of it”, he is all defensive as though he has done nothing wrong and there is 
nothing to see. He should be investigating. 
I want to make two quick points — 
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Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Perth, I call you to order for the first time. Premier, I want to hear the Leader of 
the Opposition. We have exactly two minutes. 
Mr M. McGOWAN: I have two quick points. When this issue was raised on 23 February 2016, the minister 
said that he was advised on the Wednesday afternoon. Earlier today, the Premier said there was a discussion 
between him and the minister at or after cabinet. Cabinet meets on Mondays. The minister said that he was 
informed on the Wednesday. Now we have the minister misleading Parliament, according to the Premier’s own 
definition. Secondly, if the minister knew there was an ASIC inquiry going on for some weeks or months, as he 
said this morning, I want to know why the Premier found out only yesterday. I thought that would be a relevant 
consideration for the Premier in deciding who is in his cabinet and who gets what portfolio. That is basic 
accountability from a minister to his Premier on an important issue. Surely he would want to know there was an 
ASIC inquiry going on. Surely that is a relevant consideration for the Premier in deciding the composition of his 
cabinet and the portfolios.  

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

Noes (34) 

Mr P. Abetz Ms W.M. Duncan Mr S.K. L’Estrange Mr D.C. Nalder 
Mr C.J. Barnett Ms E. Evangel 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 Dr K.D. Hames Mr J.E. McGrath Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mrs L.M. Harvey Ms L. Mettam Mr M.H. Taylor 
Mr V.A. Catania Mr C.D. Hatton Mr P.T. Miles Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr A.P. Jacob Ms A.R. Mitchell Mr A. Krsticevic (Teller) 
Ms M.J. Davies Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr N.W. Morton  
Mr J.H.D. Day Mr R.F. Johnson Dr M.D. Nahan  
 

            
Pairs 

 Mr R.H. Cook Mr J.M. Francis 
 Mr P.B. Watson Mr B.J. Grylls 
 
Question thus negatived. 
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