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WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MUSEUM � FUNDING 

557. Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND to the Minister for Culture and the Arts 
My question� 

The SPEAKER: Please take a seat, member for Mount Lawley. The member for Mount Lawley has the call. 
Some people in here may not want to hear the question. I formally call the member for Pilbara. When another 
member has the call and is on his feet asking a question, I ask members to listen to the question before 
commenting.  

Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I refer to the government�s plans for the Western 
Australian Museum. I believe that comments have been made by the opposition that the government is taking 
$500 million from the budget for a new museum and in return spending $5 million to tear down the old museum. 
Will the minister please explain whether this is true or yet more fiction from the opposition? 

Point of Order 
Mr M. McGOWAN: The question had an imputation. Under standing order 77(1)(b), imputations are not 
permitted in questions and I ask that the member not ask such questions. 

The SPEAKER: I am sorry, minister; I did not hear any imputation in the question. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The member alleged a fiction on the part of the opposition, which is an imputation, and 
imputations are not allowed in questions without notice, under section 77(1)(b). Therefore, I request that the 
member redraft the question and ask it at a later point in question time today.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Further to the point of order, there was no imputation that the member was referring to. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, members! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We get a similar sort of question every sitting day from members of the opposition. I do 
not know why they are so sensitive, and I do not believe that what the member has said falls within that 
particular standing order. 

The SPEAKER: There is no imputation. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 
Mr J.H.D. DAY replied: 
The debate on the Loan Bill last week was very fertile ground for some very fanciful and spurious claims by 
members of the opposition. I dealt with one yesterday in relation to planning issues in the Moore River area and 
today we move on to some very fanciful claims made by the member for Perth in relation to the Museum 
development. It is quite clear that he has been captured by the previous government�s spin and is simply 
perpetuating it, because he claimed that half a billion dollars was being ripped out of the culture and the arts 
budget in relation to the construction of a new museum. He also made the comment that he thought the new 
museum should be built at the site of the East Perth power station, and I will come to that in just a moment. To 
claim there was half a billion dollars in the financial allocations of the former government is simply fanciful. It is 
the case that there was $52 million allocated in the forward estimates period in the budget last year. The budget 
presented in May 2008 contained $52 million over the following four years for construction of the new museum. 
That $52 million is a long way from $506 million. It is also the case that there was apparently $122 million 
pencilled in for one of the out years, 2012-13, for a contribution towards construction of a new museum. 
However, if we add $122 million and $52 million together, it is still a very long way from $506 million. 

Mr J.N. Hyde: It is a lot more than $5 million for a demolition! 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: The reality is that there was never anything like $506 million allocated by the previous 
government; it was simply spin and media statements driven by the spin machine of the previous government. 

The approach being taken by this government is far more responsible and in the end it will achieve far more. 
There is not $5 million allocated for the demolition of the old asbestos-filled proposed new museum; it is 
actually $8 million, for the information of the member for Perth, and there is � 

Mr J.N. Hyde interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Perth!  
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Mr J.H.D. DAY: There is $5 million allocated for planning of a new building. Once that is underway and we 
have a clear idea of the cost, then we will make the case in the preparation of next year�s budget or future 
budgets so that we can actually complete the much-needed new facility.  

In relation to the location of the museum, I do not believe that the previous government had any idea of the real 
cost of establishing a facility on that site. The reality is it was a very high-risk decision to build it at the East 
Perth power station site and I do not believe the previous government had any idea of the real cost. It is worth 
considering some of the comments made in one or two of the reports that were prepared. 

Mr M. McGowan: Come on, wind it up! 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: Mr Speaker, the opposition does not want the facts on these issues. Members opposite come 
into this place and perpetuate absolute nonsense that is not based on fact, so let us just get a few facts on the 
record. 
Mr M. McGowan: Talk about dentistry! 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: I will come to that. What would members like to know?  

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: It is time that we had a dental bill back in this Parliament! 

In July 2005, the previous government was presented with a report � 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, members! 

Mr J.H.D. DAY: � by Pracsys entitled �Economic Impact Analysis of New Museum Siting Options�, which 
stated in part � 

The economic analysis does not support the choice of the East Perth Power Station as a preferred site. 
This site has significant limitations relative to the other sites, particularly in the areas of proximity to 
entertainment and leisure precincts and general accessibility. Its potential to drive economic activation 
of the surrounding areas is also considered to be limited in the short to medium term. 

Therefore, it was a flawed decision; the money simply was not there. We now have a government that is taking a 
responsible approach to providing a much-needed new museum facility. 
 


