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MUSEUM OF MODERN ART EXHIBITION SERIES — CANCELLATION 

924. Mrs M.H. ROBERTS to the Minister for Culture and the Arts: 
I refer to the state government’s decision to cancel the Museum of Modern Art exhibition series. 

(1) Did the Art Gallery of Western Australia propose as part of its business case to government to spend 
about $2.7 million with an outside insurer to underwrite the exhibition? 

(2) Did the Treasurer deny that money and instead charge about $2 million to the arts portfolio for the state 
government to effectively underwrite the exhibition? 

(3) Was the exhibition series cancelled not due to poor attendance or revenue, but because Treasury 
withdrew the money to insure the exhibition? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 
(1)–(3) I thank the member for the question. It is an important issue in the culture and arts portfolio, and I am 

pleased that the member for Midland has asked about this, although I would have thought it would have 
been raised last week when it was a little more topical. 

The series of exhibitions from the Museum of Modern Art of New York at the Art Gallery of Western 
Australia was a significant achievement. It was arranged and negotiated primarily by the director of the 
art gallery, Dr Stefano Carboni, along with Glenn Lowry, the director of MoMA. The first three parts of 
the exhibition series have been very significant for the art gallery in the range of exhibitions that it 
presents. Undertaking an exercise such as this is very expensive, given the distance between New York 
and Perth, and given the large transport costs. The exhibition series had a very high value, particularly 
the first and third exhibitions that were held in Perth; there was not such a high value for the second 
exhibition, which was a photographic exhibition. Large exhibitions such as that cannot be transported 
together but have to be transported in multiple consignments, and that imposes substantial costs. The 
cost of insurance of the exhibitions was also very significant. The state government did not make the 
decision to discontinue the series of exhibitions. That was a decision of the art gallery. But it was 
necessitated by the financial reality, given the amount of funding that was available.  
This government made the decision to provide $6 million to the Art Gallery of Western Australia, 
which was the expected cost initially to undertake this series of six exhibitions. About $2.3 million in 
additional funding has been provided since the initial decision to provide that $6 million. Therefore, 
excluding the insurance costs, about $8.3 million has been provided by the state government on behalf 
of the taxpayers of Western Australia. In addition, $3.6 million has been provided for insurance costs. 
That adds up to $11.9 million, or just under $12 million, that has been allocated by the state 
government. That is a significant commitment to the arts portfolio and to the art gallery in particular. 
As I said, it was not the government itself that made the decision to discontinue the series; it was the 
board of the art gallery.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: What was the arrangement with the insurance? 
Mr J.H.D. DAY: I will come to that. I have just given the member some information, but I will make a further 
comment on that.  
The Art Gallery made what I think was the only responsible decision given the financial reality of the cost of 
putting on these exhibitions.  
The number of visitors was somewhat lower than was initially forecast, particularly for the second and third 
exhibitions, with about 110 000 for the first, 40 000 for the second and 80 000, or possibly up to 90 000, for the 
third; so about 230 000 or 240 000 people in total. That is a very good result for the Art Gallery, but not quite 
enough to justify the continuation of the series. That is unfortunate and it is regrettable. But we live in an age in 
which there are significant constraints on the financial resources of government, and there is a lot of debate in 
this place about how funds are allocated. Therefore, the government made the decision that the amount of 
funding that had been provided was appropriate. There was no decision by Treasury to withdraw any funding. 
That was certainly not the case. 
Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Member for Midland! 
Mr J.H.D. DAY: The decisions of the government, as I said, have been to provide almost $12 million to the Art 
Gallery for the presentation of these exhibitions. That was a very significant commitment by the government to 
the arts portfolio. I am sure that it is more than would have been provided by any previous government for such a 
series of exhibitions. That is essentially the situation. Insurance costs are high, and they would have been higher 
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particularly for the final exhibition of the series of six. The government has only limited capacity, given all the 
other pressures on it, to allocate taxpayer funding—a point raised all the time in this place by the opposition—
and financially this was really the most responsible decision. 
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