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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE REVIEW  
OF THE RACING AND WAGERING WESTERN AUSTRALIA ACTS 

Second Report — “Inquiry into the Racing and Wagering Western Australia Acts” — Tabling 

MR J.E. McGRATH (South Perth) [10.04 am]: I present for tabling the second report of the Joint Standing 
Committee on the Review of the Racing and Wagering Western Australia Acts entitled “Inquiry into the Racing 
and Wagering Western Australia Acts”. I also table the submissions to the inquiry and the minutes of the 
committee. 

[See papers 2766 to 2768.] 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: In 2003 the bill to establish the Racing and Wagering Western Australia Act passed 
through this Parliament, ushering in a new era for the racing industry. It was the most momentous change since 
the birth of the Totalisator Agency Board back in 1961. Until then, the governance of the industry was vested in 
the Western Australian Turf Club and the Western Australian Trotting Association. The greyhound industry was 
administered by a government board. Basically, the RWWA act and the Racing and Wagering Western Australia 
Tax Act 2003 created a new government instrumentality known as Racing and Wagering Western Australia to 
govern the thoroughbred, harness and greyhound codes. At the same time, it gave RWWA control of the TAB. 
Section 122 of the RWWA act requires a review of the operation and effectiveness of the act by a joint standing 
committee of both houses as soon as practicable after five years. The review was also to take into consideration 
the Racing and Wagering Western Australia Tax Act 2003, which basically strikes the rate at which wagering is 
taxed in this state. 

The terms of reference of the inquiry required that the committee review the effectiveness of the operations of 
RWWA, the need for the continuation of the operations of RWWA and any other matter that appeared to the 
joint standing committee to be relevant to the operation and effectiveness of these acts. In the past 12 months the 
committee has received submissions and taken evidence from a wide range of stakeholders in the racing 
industry, including RWWA itself. 

Three major factors emerged from this inquiry. Firstly, the industry fully supports the new governance model, 
with RWWA controlling both the racing and wagering arms. The industry did not, however, support 
privatisation of the TAB. Secondly, the industry has some real fears that, under the current tax regime, RWWA 
will struggle to remain competitive in a changed and more aggressive national wagering market. Thirdly, the 
industry has real concerns that, under the current tax regime, RWWA does not have the capacity to meet urgent 
racecourse and training infrastructure needs. Consequently, the committee has recommended changes to the tax 
structure and the establishment of an industry infrastructure fund. I will address those recommendations later in 
my speech. 

Firstly, I will provide for those members in the chamber some background on the racing industry. In recent years 
there have been widespread changes to the wagering landscape in Australia and around the world. These changes 
threaten to seriously impact on the viability of the WA industry. The industry’s traditional funding source, as 
most members would be aware, is the TAB; and that is currently under threat from corporate bookmakers, 
privatised wagering competitors in other states, betting exchanges and many forms of internet gambling. Until 
2009, RWWA operated totalisator and fixed-odds wagering on sports and racing events through an agreement 
with Tabcorp, which is Victoria’s privatised TAB operator. 

More recently, however, RWWA was required to negotiate a new pooling agreement with Tabcorp so that 
Western Australian customers could continue accessing a combined betting pool that takes in Victoria, Tasmania 
and the ACT. But the new arrangement and agreement came at a much higher cost—RWWA reported to the 
committee that the extra cost of pooling is $11 million a year. RWWA would not have gone into that pooling 
agreement, of course, if there had been a national pool. The committee looked at a national pool and was very 
supportive of that happening, but the problem that it faced is that it is unlikely to be supported by the bigger 
states. There was also evidence that the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission had indicated that a 
national pool for the calculation of dividends might be anti-competitive, so Racing and Wagering Western 
Australia was left in a position in which it had to pay for a pooling arrangement with Tabcorp. 

The introduction of product fees, although a good tool for forcing all interstate wagering operators to pay a fee 
for betting on Western Australian race meetings, has also come at a cost, as RWWA is a net importer of product. 
This happens because 75 per cent of RWWA’s wagering is derived from interstate racing events. RWWA 
estimates the negative impact of product fees to be in the vicinity of $4 million a year. 

Many submissions to the inquiry raised a potential risk to the industry if RWWA is unable to compete on a more 
level playing field with rival wagering operators. It was suggested to the committee that RWWA be allowed to 
increase its product range to enhance its wagering revenues. Some of the things that were recommended to the 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 14 October 2010] 

 p7753b-7759a 
Mr John McGrath; Mr John Bowler; Mr Peter Watson 

 [2] 

committee for consideration included the introduction of Keno and Trackside into TABs and licensed premises. 
For those who are not aware of Trackside, it is a fixed odds simulated racing product, where races are run on a 
video screen for people to bet on. Both products are currently restricted to Burswood Casino. According to 
RWWA, simulated virtual racing is, by its nature, closely aligned to racing, so there are obvious synergies, 
whereas Keno is attractive due to its revenue-generating capacity. The committee found that Keno would 
generate a lot more money than Trackside. 

Although Keno is not suggested for TAB agencies, RWWA considers that it would be more suitable for pubs 
and clubs that have TAB facilities. However, after much consideration the committee felt that it was not the way 
that Western Australia should be operating in view of the situation with problem gambling in other states, and 
the myriad social and financial implications for the people affected. Under the current system in Western 
Australia, this type of gambling is somewhat contained in the venue where it already exists. The committee felt 
that there were not sufficient positives to recommend this type of gambling to be spread further and made more 
easily accessible throughout the state and into more localised areas. Therefore, it is the committee’s 
recommendation that Trackside and Keno not be extended into TABs and licensed premises. 

RWWA also made representations to the committee about the need to offer credit to approved clients. Under the 
Racing and Wagering Western Australia Act, RWWA is prohibited from providing credit to customers, even 
though it is possible for customers to top up their phone or internet betting accounts using credit cards. The 
committee found that it could not support credit betting or the use of credit cards to place bets at TAB outlets. 
RWWA also suggested to the committee that it would like to expand the range of outlets through which it may 
distribute wagering products. RWWA has suggested that newsagencies and service stations might be potential 
locations, although it stressed that only a limited number of products would be available, and would be available 
only under strict supervision. The committee found that RWWA would need to prepare a very strong case for 
government to support expansion of the state’s wagering sales network into alternative locations such as 
newsagencies and popular retail areas. It also found that any expansion would impact on existing TAB outlets, 
many of which are franchised. 

The committee received a number of submissions, including from RWWA, in support of a review of the rates of 
wagering tax under the Racing and Wagering Western Australia Tax Act. Although the committee is of the view 
that there should be some tax on wagering, it finds that the rates of taxation must be maintained at levels 
comparable to RWWA’s major competitors. The committee therefore found that given that other states have 
already committed to reducing rates of taxation on wagering, the Western Australian racing industry cannot 
remain competitive without a similar reduction. The committee also found that the tax rate in Western Australia 
is higher than in states such as Victoria, which will reduce its rate this year, and also South Australia, where the 
government has indicated that it will take no tax at all on wagering from 2013. Although the committee 
considers that there is a need for a reduction in tax on wagering, it stopped short of identifying the amount by 
which the tax should be reduced. This is a very complex issue that involves various forms of taxation on various 
forms of wagering. The committee therefore recommends that the Minister for Racing and Gaming, in 
conjunction with the Treasurer, review the rates of tax for Totalisator Agency Board wagers and fixed odds 
wagers in sections 4 and 5, respectively, of the Racing and Wagering Western Australia Tax Act 2003. 

As I mentioned earlier, the other serious challenge facing the industry is RWWA’s inability to meet all its 
infrastructure needs. The racing industry faces some enormous challenges in coming years with respect to ageing 
racetrack facilities and the need to provide modern, all-purpose training centres with on-course stabling, as land 
close to the city becomes priced beyond the reach of new and young trainers coming into the industry in all 
codes. There is also the challenge of maintaining a continuity of racing during winter months, when Belmont 
Park and Northam are placed under huge pressure. RWWA estimates the infrastructure spend required across the 
industry over the next five years to be in the order of $70 million. This factors in the construction of a new 
metropolitan venue for greyhound racing, due to uncertainty over the future of the lease site at Cannington. It is 
estimated that that will cost in the vicinity of $20 million. There are also plans for a large-scale upgrade of 
racetrack and training facilities at the Bunbury Turf Club. The estimated cost is between $14 million and 
$15 million. That is a very important project, as Bunbury is the centre of thoroughbred racing and harness racing 
in the South West. The committee investigated RWWA’s capacity to fund such projects and found that it could 
not do so in the short term without a reduction in stake money, and, as we know historically, any reduction in 
prize money would not be popular among industry participants and would have a detrimental effect on the 
industry. 

Before the advent of RWWA, much of racing’s infrastructure was funded out of unclaimed TAB dividends, and 
was distributed by a now defunct body called the Racecourse Development Trust Fund. Since the inception of 
RWWA, unclaimed dividends have gone into consolidated revenue and therefore partly into stake money. The 
committee found that any decision to allocate unclaimed dividends into an infrastructure fund would therefore be 
counterproductive. Under the RWWA governance model, the industry has been forced to rely more heavily on 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 14 October 2010] 

 p7753b-7759a 
Mr John McGrath; Mr John Bowler; Mr Peter Watson 

 [3] 

direct grants from government to provide infrastructure. RWWA has encouraged its country clubs to apply for 
royalties for regions funding, but these applications are not always successful, and funds are not usually 
allocated to larger scale projects, such as we will see at Bunbury. The committee found this to be an ad hoc way 
of delivering infrastructure to the industry, and one that is left open to be politicised, so the committee 
recommended that RWWA needs a guaranteed funding model to be able to plan, with some certainty, for the 
infrastructure needs of the industry. The committee made a finding that government grants alone will not be 
sufficient to meet all the infrastructure needs of the industry and that a mechanism is required that will enable a 
more flexible and sustained approach to infrastructure funding. There is overwhelming support for a dedicated 
racing industry infrastructure fund. 

Provided that the rate of wagering tax is reduced, a special purpose account for racing industry infrastructure 
should be established. A percentage of Racing and Wagering Western Australia’s margin profit, at a rate 
sufficient to address critical infrastructure needs, should be set aside and placed into that account. Based on 
RWWA’s estimates for 2009–10, a mandated figure of between eight per cent and nine per cent of the profit 
margin would yield between $13 million and $15 million a year, which could go into that account. 
Accountability and reporting requirements must be put in place by RWWA to ensure that funds from the special 
purpose account are used only for infrastructure. 

Although stakeholders generally supported the new form of governance under RWWA, a number of concerns 
were raised regarding RWWA’s operating procedures. The industry felt that the objectives of RWWA needed to 
be more clearly defined in the act. There was some concern that although under the act one of RWWA’s primary 
objectives was to foster the industry, most of its decisions seemed to be driven by wagering opportunities. This 
affected a lot of country clubs that we spoke to. They felt that they were providing a valuable facility for their 
local community.  

There is also a feeling that RWWA has often acted in a dictatorial manner and there has been a lack of 
transparency, accountability and consultation. While there is evidence that during the inquiry period RWWA has 
taken steps to address some of these issues, the committee found that there is some scope for operational and 
structural change to the operations of RWWA. Some of the measures the committee considers RWWA must 
address include: RWWA’s objectives being more clearly spelt out in the act; insufficient country representation 
on the board; inadequacies in RWWA’s consultation process with industry stakeholders; a lack of transparency 
in RWWA’s decision-making processes; a lack of engagement by the board with regional and country 
stakeholders; greater transparency in the nomination and selection process for board members; the method of 
disbursing meeting fees to metropolitan country clubs; and the importance of the owners’ incentive scheme to 
the sustainability of country racing.  

The committee also discussed a proposal that the formula for the distribution to the codes from TAB profits 
should be set in the act, as it used to be. This was mainly raised by the Western Australian Trotting Association. 
However, after much discussion, the committee felt that it was better for RWWA to have the discretion to carry 
out this duty so there would be some incentive for the various codes and clubs to perform better.  

While industry stakeholders supported RWWA being independent, there was concern that clubs have no right of 
appeal should RWWA decide to shut them down or reduce their number of meetings to such an extent that it 
would make a club unviable. This was the case with the Geraldton Harness Racing Club, which was shut down 
this year, and the Mt Barker Turf Club, which lost two of its meetings to the nearby Albany Harness Racing 
Club. In the case of Mt Barker, after some media attention to that issue, RWWA softened its approach and 
decided to fund one additional race at each of Mt Barker’s remaining six meetings. However, there was no 
concession offered to Geraldton, despite strong representation to RWWA from both within and outside the 
industry. The committee received a submission from Hon Grant Woodhams, the member for Moore and patron 
of the Geraldton Harness Racing Club, who suggested that RWWA’s decision-making process was flawed 
because the club could clearly demonstrate that it met three key criteria: specifically its location in a major 
growth region in the state; access to Sky vision, which has been secured by the club; and infrastructure needs 
that were already in place courtesy of the club’s co-location with Geraldton Turf Club. The committee made 
some findings that were pertinent to the Geraldton Harness Racing Club, particularly with regard to the 
perceived lack of consultation, support and consideration. The committee was disappointed that RWWA failed 
to negotiate Sky Channel coverage for the Geraldton Harness Racing Club, which basically gave it no chance to 
improve its immediate viability. The committee also decided that in such cases in future, any club affected by 
this should have representation on the RWWA board. It was suggested that there should be an appeal process to 
the Minister for Racing and Gaming. However, after discussing this, the committee decided that it would 
compromise the operational independence of RWWA if we allowed appeal to the minister. 

This is a widespread and detailed report. I would like to thank the other members of the committee: the member 
for Albany; the member for Kalgoorlie; from the upper house, Hon Max Trenorden, the deputy chair; Hon Matt 
Benson-Lidholm; and Hon Alyssa Hayden. I would also like to thank the principal research officer, Dawn 
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Dickinson, and the research officer, Renee Gould, who did a fantastic job under difficult circumstances because 
they had other committees to service. Anyone who reads the report will see that they put an enormous amount of 
time and energy into it. The racing industry is a very big industry; it offers a lot to the state of Western Australia 
in economic and social benefits, and I urge all members to read the report.  

MR J.J.M. BOWLER (Kalgoorlie) [10.25 am]: Like the chairman, I want to thank my fellow committee 
members: the member for South Perth, who was an ideal choice as chairman of this committee for his knowledge 
and love of the racing industry; Hon Max Trenorden, who has experience of the Northam TAB on a Saturday 
morning; Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm from the upper house, who has a particular passion for the sport of trotting; 
Hon Alyssa Hayden, who came to this inquiry with very little knowledge of any of the three codes but, to her 
credit, learnt a lot and was a valuable contributor; and the former punter, the member for Albany. I also thank the 
staff—Dawn Timmerman and Alan Young’s niece, Renee Gould. I am glad I got Mr X’s name in Hansard!  

I think this is a good report; it is well detailed and thoughtful. My big hope now is that the minister can get 
cabinet to adopt the main recommendations in it and that the findings act as a guideline to the three industries in 
coming years. I have a small caveat on that: because of the length of the inquiry and the depth and the minutiae 
of the detail that we got into sometimes, I worry that some sectors of the three codes may expect us to make 
recommendations about the finer detail, which we were never really asked to investigate or make findings or 
recommendations on. However, I generally think the three codes will warmly accept our recommendations and 
this report.  

The main finding is that Racing and Wagering Western Australia has been an outstanding success. When we 
went to the eastern states, we were told that we have the right model—that was initiated by the then minister Hon 
Nick Griffiths—and they are trying to move towards our model. Our main recommendation is that RWWA stay 
and retain the ownership and administration of the TAB.  

The next most important point, which was alluded to by the chairman of the committee, relates to the 
establishment of an infrastructure fund. Until now the administration and the funding of facilities in Western 
Australia have been on an ad hoc basis. The previous Labor government made a one-off contribution a number 
of years ago. That was very warmly welcomed. It was used to fix up track safety problems in Western Australia. 
That money has run out. Now another pool has suddenly become available because of changes to the Burswood 
Casino. Once again, this has been on an ad hoc basis. We need some strong long-term planning that RWWA and 
the clubs that it helps can look at over the long term so they can go forward with some certainty. I believe that 
the recommendations to establish an infrastructure fund will do just that. Part of that funding will come via what 
we hope will be a cut to the taxation level that the Western Australian government imposes on the Western 
Australian TAB. In this increasingly technological world, we have to remain competitive. With the internet and 
corporate bookmakers, it now means that there is competition for the local TAB and the local PubTAB. Whereas 
once even the big punters would go down to the TAB on a Saturday morning or mid-week, now they sit at home, 
get on the telephone or internet and select where they want to bet. We have to be competitive. As the chairman 
says, we did not stipulate the amount but I have no doubt that if we are to remain competitive, there needs to be a 
cut in the level of taxation. That is one of the main recommendations. If the government does not follow that, I 
believe that in the longer term, we will all suffer.  

One of the points I particularly want to raise is that, as we heard while receiving evidence, one of the biggest 
challenges facing racing, chasing and pacing is the administration of the Liquor Control Act 1988. Time after 
time, verbal and written submissions were made to the committee that the administration of the Liquor Act was 
one of the biggest challenges facing not only country clubs, but also the Western Australian Trotting Association 
at Gloucester Park, and even the Perth Cup and other such meetings, with excessive and very costly security, 
ridiculously excessive fines, and even the bullying of staff.  

To that end, I want to issue an apology to the Director General of the Department of Racing, Gaming and Liquor, 
Barry Sargeant, because during one of our public hearings I said to him that it was his officers who had 
terrorised staff at last year’s Kalgoorlie Cup by saying to them, “We will do to you what we did to New Year’s 
Eve at Gloucester Park.” I apologise. It was not his inspectors who said that. It was in fact an officer from the 
liquor enforcement division of WA Police. I believe that squad was totally out of control. Thankfully, due to the 
efforts of regional police superintendents, continued complaints by the police, complaints by the member for 
Collie, the member for Albany and me, and complaints by other country members, eventually the message has 
got through. I understand that there is now a new inspector in charge of that division, and that at this year’s 
meetings in the north west and at this year’s Kalgoorlie Cup there was not that same level of bullying and 
ridiculous handing out of fines. There is now a whole new attitude, and hopefully that will continue into the 
future.   

One matter that is close to my heart is the need to have a stand-alone Kalgoorlie Cup. I have tried to get that up 
for a number of years. I believe that will be the best way forward, not only for the Kalgoorlie Cup, which is 
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probably Western Australia’s third foremost race meeting after the Perth Cup and the Railway Stakes, but also 
Perth Racing. Perth Racing does not agree. I still think to a certain degree that despite the independence of 
RWWA, Perth Racing probably has a bit more sway over RWWA’s decisions than the Kalgoorlie–Boulder 
Racing Club has. 

Mr M.P. Murray: Shift it to January, when it’s a bit warmer! 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: I believe Perth Racing still has an inordinate amount of sway over RWWA. That will 
dissipate as the membership of RWWA changes over the years. As I have said, I believe we have been going for 
long enough to try to get a stand-alone Kalgoorlie Cup. Another solution that has arisen now that the Australian 
Football League Grand Final has been moved back another week is that we may be able to move to a long 
weekend and the Kalgoorlie Cup may be raced on a Sunday. That is being looked at by the Kalgoorlie–Boulder 
Racing Club. That is its decision, not mine, but I will help the club in whatever way it wants to go.  

Another general matter that covers a number of issues and minor complaints is the lack of transparency and lack 
of consultation by RWWA. As the chairman has alluded to, there seems to have been an improvement in this 
area. However, RWWA still has some way to go with transparency. All too often, the decisions that are made by 
RWWA are presented as a fait accompli—“Here’s the decision; now we’ll consult with you”—when it is too 
late. RWWA should look at the Victorian model, under which things are done on a four-year plan. In Western 
Australia, the racing and pacing clubs are sometimes given only four months notice about when and how often 
they will race.   

We would think from the size of this report that racing, pacing and chasing in Western Australia is in dire straits, 
because there are so many complaints. I do not think that is the case. I think that for the size and population of 
this state, these three industries are in an excellent condition and very well run. I congratulate the board and the 
administration of RWWA for that. However, as we note in our recommendations and findings, we believe 
RWWA can still improve. I hope that as the government of the day follows through with these 
recommendations, these three industries will become even better. 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany) [10.43 am]: I fully support the report of our committee on the review of the 
racing and wagering Western Australia acts. I would first like to thank our tremendous staff, Dawn Dickinson 
and Renee Gould. I know that the chairman of the committee had to cut out a couple of pages of his notes so that 
he could do that. I have worked with them before on other committees, and I commend them for the hours they 
have put into the report and the large number of hearings that we have held. The only part of the industry that we 
did not talk to was the greyhounds and the horses—although I must admit that at a couple of the meetings that 
we went to, the member for South Perth and the member for Kalgoorlie were talking to the horses after the race 
when they did not win! I also commend the other members of the committee—they have already been 
mentioned, so I will not go through them again now—and say that this was a tremendous committee to work on. 

The committee found that Racing and Wagering WA is a good authority; however, there are some areas in which 
it can improve. We found that it lacked transparency in decision making. Many times regional clubs were not 
asked about a decision; they were just told about a decision. That gets people offside straightaway. I know that 
since this inquiry has started, there has been much more transparency and much more consultation by RWWA. 
RWWA has been going for quite a few years now, and it is a bit disappointing that this is happening only now 
after we started our inquiry.  

As a regional member of Parliament, I will probably talk about different things than the member for South Perth. 
The committee heard evidence that country clubs feel as though they are being left out. As the member for 
Kalgoorlie said, we cannot fix every single individual club issue. We need to look at the overall picture of racing 
in Western Australia. However, RWWA sometimes forgets that many of the country racing clubs are run by 
volunteers. These people are working for their communities. The racing and trotting meetings in regional towns 
are hugely important, because so many people feed off country racing and trotting—the farriers, the jockeys, the 
track workers, the trainers and the vets. Geraldton Harness Racing Club is a perfect example of the importance 
of these clubs to regional towns. For RWWA just to come in and close that club was very short-sighted. I hope 
that with all the appeal processes that we have recommended in our report, Geraldton trotting club will be able to 
do better in the future.   

Another important issue is the need to provide Racing Radio in regional areas. Some regional areas can get it but 
other areas cannot. If we want to support racing in regional areas, Racing Radio is very important. Perhaps when 
the national broadband network gets underway, the Minister for Racing and Gaming in Western Australia could 
write to the federal minister about putting broadband into regional towns — 

Mr M.P. Murray: How did Kalgoorlie get it? 
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Mr P.B. WATSON: I do not know, member for Collie. Perhaps there is a better member there than there is in 
Collie! 

Mr M.P. Murray: It was probably the Independents. 

Mr P.B. WATSON: It was the Independents, was it? Okay.    

Another issue for trotting clubs in regional areas is that Gloucester Park is getting all the country meetings. 
Country race meetings are being held at Gloucester Park instead of in some of the towns close to Perth, such as 
Pinjarra, Bunbury and Northam. All those meetings are doing is propping up Gloucester Park. I know that 
Gloucester Park is the masthead for trotting in Western Australia. We were not able to get any information about 
how much Gloucester Park is losing, but the fact that RWWA is putting more money into Gloucester Park for 
country meetings than it is into regional areas is of concern to me and to people in regional areas. Perhaps it 
would be better for RWWA to sell Gloucester Park and hold the meetings in an outer suburban area, as has been 
done in Melbourne and Sydney. In that way RWWA could still keep Gloucester Park as the masthead but it 
would not be running it at a loss as it is doing at the moment. 

Infrastructure is a huge issue. Gloucester Park, Belmont Park and Ascot all have infrastructure needs. Regional 
clubs also have infrastructure needs. The committee has made a recommendation that a special fund be set up for 
infrastructure.  

The board members of Racing and Wagering Western Australia have stayed the same since it started. There has 
to be a turnover process. It is the same as any board; members cannot stay on the board forever. I know that they 
all think they do a great job, but when the board oversees an industry that is so huge, there must be a turnover of 
members. They say that there is a regional member on the board at the moment. One of the committee’s 
recommendations is that that member be a country member. There must be the ability for a country member to 
have a say, as regional areas are the breeding grounds of all the trotters and gallopers. All the jockeys go to 
regional areas to do their apprenticeships. Paul Harvey started in regional areas. All the good trainers started in 
regional areas. There needs to be a pathway for those people. It is very important that we look after regional 
areas. 

One of the suggestions from the TAB was that little kiosks be allowed to operate in shopping centres. That is 
something that could be looked at in the future, but I think a case will have to be put to the government for that. 
It is great that we own our TAB. When the committee members went to the other states, we were told that it is 
great that Western Australia still has its own TAB. I worry for the TAB in the long run, with all the competition 
coming in. I can see most people in 10 years not going to a TAB; they will sit at home with their Foxtel and be 
able to bet from home on the internet or phone. I am looking at two gentlemen across the chamber who probably 
do that already. This is something that we have to look at because all that money is not going to go to Western 
Australia. It will not be put back into the racing, trotting or greyhound industries. All that money goes to the 
Northern Territory at the moment. If we want to have strong, viable wagering, trotting, racing and greyhound 
industries, we have to look to the future. We have to be one step ahead of the Northern Territory operators, 
which offer much better odds. That money no longer goes to Western Australia. The government will have to 
fund TABs and infrastructure and things like that. We have to think differently; we have to think outside the 
square. 

The member for Maylands has just come into the chamber, so I have to mention the welfare of horses. Racing 
and Wagering Western Australia has to look after the welfare of horses. I was told very heatedly before I came 
into the chamber that I should mention this issue. It is a tremendous industry. I was at the apprentices awards the 
other night, and there are some fine young people coming through the industry and they are all horse lovers. I 
suppose they are in it for the money, but every one of the young jockeys talked about their love of horses. 

Ms L.L. Baker: Thank you, member for Albany. 

Mr P.B. WATSON: As the member for Kalgoorlie said, we have a tremendous industry. I think RWWA is 
doing a great job, but there are little things in the report that we hope the government and RWWA will take note 
of, especially for regional areas. Under the Victorian model, people know in advance how many race meetings 
there will be in a year. Small regional clubs have to get sponsorship. They need to be able to say that they will 
have seven races at 10 meetings in a year. If they know how many race meetings they will have over the 
following two years, they can get sponsorship. It would make it much easier and it would take pressure off 
RWWA and the clubs, and everyone would be a winner. 

I fully recommend the committee report. I thank the committee staff, who have been absolutely tremendous and 
worked weekends. I hope Mr McHugh paid them overtime! They worked very, very hard. I congratulate the 
other members of the committee. It was a really good team effort, and I am proud to commend the report to the 
house. 
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Point of Clarification 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER: I want to make a correction and an apology. Earlier in my speech when I thanked the 
committee staff, I said Dawn Timmerman; I meant to say Dawn Dickinson. I was that excited about getting 
Mr X’s name into Hansard that I messed up the other name. 
 


