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ART GALLERY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA — DIRECTOR REMUNERATION 
Statement 

HON MICHAEL MISCHIN (North Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.29 pm]: I want to 
make a few comments about the responses to the questions that I have asked over the last couple of days. This is 
a matter of quite some concern and, regrettably, it continues to reflect badly on the government, although consistently 
with what we have learned about the McGowan’s government’s standards. 
On 23 December last year, The Australian published an article titled “The Director’s Cut”. That article canvassed 
a number of things that were happening in the cultural scene in Perth. One of those was the imminent opening of 
the new Western Australian Museum. I remind members that that project was initiated under the last Barnett 
government and promises to be another landmark achievement that will set Perth aside from other cities in 
Australia. No doubt that will be a great asset to the City of Perth for the next 50 years or more until it requires 
some replacement or upgrading. 
The article also mentioned a rather disturbing matter, which was the position of director of the Art Gallery of 
Western Australia. The term of the former director, Mr Stefano Carboni, expired in July last year, and he has been 
in an acting position since that time. A new director of the premier art gallery in Western Australia is yet to be 
appointed. The article made the point that the salary or remuneration for that position had been dropped by 
something like 30 per cent, reducing the status and desirability of such a position to be taken up by a person with 
the expertise, experience, standing, vision and drive to manage a capital city gallery to that of the director of 
a regional art gallery. The thrust of the story was that although a number of people have put in their application, 
the remuneration has discouraged them from taking up the position because it simply is not competitive. What we 
are potentially losing is a state capital city art gallery and reducing its status to something more appropriate to 
a district or region. 
The point of my question on Tuesday to the minister representing the Minister for Culture and the Arts, 
Hon David Templeman, was to find out what was going on. My question had a number of parts. The first was 
about the relegation of the status of director to the equivalent of a regional art gallery director rather than a capital 
city director; the second was about the extent to which this effective devaluing of the position was indicative of 
the government’s disdain for the arts community; and the third and fourth were about whether the government 
believed that a salary range of the nature offered would attract applicants with the calibre that we would desire; 
and, if the government thought that it would, why that was the case. The thrust of the article was that people of the 
calibre that we would expect would not be interested in relocating themselves and their families to Perth to take 
up such a position for a considerably lower salary and remuneration package than they could enjoy anywhere else. 
The answer was — 

(1)–(4) The Art Gallery of Western Australia is a highly valued cultural institution. 
We know that—or it is at the moment. It may not be if we get a director who is not of the calibre that we require. 
The answer continues — 

However, the determination of the remuneration for the Art Gallery director is a matter for the Public Sector 
Commissioner. 

That tells us nothing about the government’s attitude to that position. It says nothing about whether the government 
considers it will attract people of the status and ability that we require. It says nothing about the government’s 
expectations about whether it will attract someone of the level that we want. It says nothing about the government’s 
attitude as to the status of such a position, which were the points that I was trying to elicit from the minister—
a non-answer, in effect, with no information at all. We are starting to get used to that after three years. Yesterday, 
I asked a further question of five parts, which referred to that response and was specific in asking for information 
within the minister’s knowledge. The first part was — 

When did the minister first become aware that the Public Sector Commissioner had reduced remuneration 
for the position by some 30 per cent? 

The second part reads — 
What was the basis for that reduction? 

The third part reads — 
Did the minister have any input into the decision, or discuss or make representations regarding the 
proposed salary with the commissioner; and, if not, why not; and, if so, what were they? 

These were things all within the minister’s knowledge, if he has any control over his portfolio at all. He should have 
at least known. The fourth part reads — 

Will the minister now table the documents in his possession concerning the decision; and, if not, why not? 
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The fifth part reads — 
What is the current status of the process of appointing a new director, and when does the minister expect 
to make an announcement? 

This is the Minister for Culture and the Arts under a government of a party that claims to love the arts, love culture 
and love heritage. The answer that I received was this — 

I refer to the response provided to the honourable member on Tuesday 11 February … — 
This is all a matter for the Public Sector Commissioner — 

The determination of the remuneration and the process of appointing a new Art Gallery Director is 
a matter for the Public Sector Commissioner. The Minister will make an announcement when that process 
is concluded. 

Who runs that portfolio? Apparently, the Public Sector Commissioner runs that portfolio. There is a significant 
saving that we can make for budget repair—let us get rid of that minister for a start because the Public Sector 
Commissioner already has all the information, and the minister cannot tell us when he first found out or he will 
not tell us. The minister cannot or will not tell us what the basis for the reduction was. The minister cannot or will 
not tell us whether he had any communication with the Public Sector Commissioner about it or even said something 
like “Oh, well, thanks for letting me know, but I don’t know if that’s really a good idea. Can you reconsider it?” 
No, he cannot tell us or he will not tell us that. He cannot or will not table the documents. He cannot or will not 
tell us what the status is, whether we are halfway through the process or whether we have almost completed the 
process. Then he adds the rider at the end, which reads — 

I encourage the Member to direct the Question to the Premier. 
The Premier will tell us what is going on in the Minister for Culture and the Arts’ portfolio on a matter concerning 
the director of the Art Gallery of WA! Thank you, minister! I do not know what he is being paid for, but I would 
have thought that these questions are exactly the sort of things that he should know, and if he does not know, to 
find out. It is not as though it has been at short notice. As the Leader of the House pointed out yesterday, she was 
not happy with one aspect of the answer that she was proffered then, and undertook to provide an answer at the 
earliest opportunity; and I thank her for doing that this afternoon. But that, of course, highlights the point that this 
minister has had over 24 hours to find out this information and cannot or will not. What I want to know is why he 
will not provide that simple information. Why is he handballing this to the Premier, of all people? I can guarantee 
that if I were to ask the Premier about matters concerning the directorship of the Art Gallery of WA and what the 
Minister for Culture and the Arts knew and when the minister knew it, he would not be able to answer. He would 
say, “Ask the minister.” This is typical of the nonsense that we get—a lack of accountability; a constant handballing 
of responsibility. I think it is pretty plain that the government does not know what it is doing—at least this minister 
does not—in respect of this important Western Australian institution, and that this minister is not doing his job, or 
simply does not want to account to Parliament for matters that are well within his responsibilities and key to his 
responsibilities. I will be taking this up further.  
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