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LOTTERYWEST — MARGARET COURT COMMUNITY OUTREACH 
Statement 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan) [9.47 pm]: I rise to respond to comments the Premier made in the 
other place last week. It was in response to a Dorothy Dixer, believe it or not, on Lotterywest. I agreed with one part 
of the comments he made on Lotterywest, but disagreed with another part. I totally agreed with the first part of his 
comments when he talked about the value of Lotterywest grants. It has a history of magnificent contributions of 
grants to a plethora of different organisations throughout Western Australia. As minister, I presented dozens upon 
dozens of grants. I have no issue with that whatsoever. 

The issue I have with Lotterywest is fundamentally with the direction it is taking lately, and I stand by that. That 
is where I disagree with the comments in the second part of the Premier’s contribution, when he stated about my 
pursuit of Lotterywest — 

It is unrelenting; one after another, he asks questions impugning the integrity of the CEO and board of 
Lotterywest. It is bordering on hounding and harassment of Lotterywest by Mr Collier, and it has to stop. 
It is affecting the organisation. 

I will not be stopping, and I am not impugning the reputation of Lotterywest at all. I have asked dozens upon dozens 
of questions. I need not have asked dozens upon dozens of questions if the Premier had perhaps given the correct 
answer the first time. The fact that I put in a freedom of information request that came back over the summer break 
and contradicted a number of the original answers meant that I required yet further clarification. Can I say to the 
Premier that he could perhaps get his office to give accurate responses to questions and I will not have to ask dozens 
of additional questions. 

The second thing the Premier stated was — 

He is doing this because Lotterywest decided not to provide a grant to an organisation that he supports. 

That is absolute rubbish. I am doing it because of the calibre of the decision-making that came about as a result of 
the rejection of the grant to Margaret Court Community Outreach. It was a valid issue. It is my legitimate right as 
Leader of the Opposition. 

Sorry, have we got the timer working? Do you want me to start again, President? 

The PRESIDENT: Thank you, honourable member, for pointing that out. The clock is not working. I can see that 
you have spoken for three minutes. There you are.  

Hon PETER COLLIER: Thank you, President. I stand by my comments. It is clear discrimination on the part of 
Lotterywest with regard to the Margaret Court Outreach centre—clear discrimination. There is no doubt about that 
whatsoever. Other organisations with identical values got grants. FOI documents that were presented to me show 
there was a great deal of confusion and uncertainty about the rejection of this grant. Similar rejections have never 
been done before. That comment comes from the CEO of Lotterywest. There is nothing on its website that says an 
organisation has to align to the values of Lotterywest before getting a grant.  

This is an absolutely legitimate issue and I will continue to pursue it. As I said, I stand by those comments and 
I will not be intimidated by the Premier on this issue. But do not take my word for it, President, take the word of 
the former senior policy officer of Lotterywest, a man by the name of Crispin Rovere. Members might know him. 
He was the adviser on the gaming and wagering bill in this house under the auspices of the Minister for Regional 
Development. He was a senior member of Lotterywest who resigned from Lotterywest in November 2020. He 
resigned because of the direction Lotterywest has taken and because of its decision with regard to the Margaret Court 
Outreach centre. He said quite clearly, right at the start, that he did not agree with Margaret Court’s views but that 
he did not agree with the way Lotterywest rejected that application. 

On 26 November 2020, Gareth Parker interviewed Mr Rovere. Mr Rovere said that the Margaret Court Community 
Outreach organisation application had met all the criteria required by Lotterywest. He said that the decision to 
reject the Margaret Court Community Outreach application did not meet the public sector standards and was based 
on the personal views of the board. He said that the decision directly violated the Equal Opportunity Act and 
discriminated against the Margaret Court Community Outreach organisation, based entirely on Margaret Court’s 
views. He said that he raised his concerns about the decision many times at all levels of the executive of Lotterywest 
and was told that the executive must serve at the discretion of the board. He said that many staff at Lotterywest are 
deeply uncomfortable with the direction taken by Lotterywest.  

Gareth Parker asked Mr Rovere whether Lotterywest was being ideological in its distribution of grant money, to 
which he replied, “Absolutely.” He said that it was a deliberate and wilful direction of that organisation. It is not 
me saying that; it is a former senior executive officer of Lotterywest who felt so strongly about the current direction 
of Lotterywest that he resigned. He then put up a blog, which states, in part — 
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‘Lotterywest is looking to allocate grants on personal views rather than legislated mandate’ 
‘The formulation of the proposed ‘Our Commitment’ words leans heavily on diversity and inclusion 
(but does not mention that we are Lotterywest) and yet they are to be applied ironically to mean exactly 
the opposite—anyone who we do not approve of is excluded with a narrowing of diversity to only those 
who hold the ‘right’ opinions.’ 
‘However one slices this—ethically, professionally, politically or the brand—the injection of personal views 
in the exercise of Lotterywest’s statutory decision-making is a spectacularly catastrophic idea that has turned 
out badly whenever it has been tried. As public servants it is not our role to do this, and I urge the executive 
to fully consider all the implications of going down this path.’ 
‘The sole and singular reason why this particular grant was rejected was because the board was not happy 
with Margaret Court’s views on same sex marriage.’ 

He said that his resignation was not based on one case alone, stating — 
‘For me personally it’s part of a broader trend for the Board using its discretionary power not to uphold the 
public good, but to use the $1b that is provided by the WA public for their own private social weapon 
and I think that this is totally inconsistent and incompatible with WA public sector values.’ 
‘I see no evidence whatsoever that the Victory Life situation is viewed by the Lotterywest Board and 
Senior Executive team as a red flag indicating an ominous direction, rather, they see it as an arrogance and 
a lesson on how better to use the billion dollars raised by retailers and gifted to the public as their own 
private social weapon, unsupported by the legislation, an illegitimate misuse of public money and power.’ 
‘To the Corporate Executive team, thank you for the opportunities I’ve had working at Lotterywest. It’s 
been a great experience. But the truth is you have lost the confidence of a great number of the staff body 
and deservedly so. Some of you refuse to appreciate the difference between public service and activism 
and the enormous moral hazard of that confusion. Others simply have distorted loyalties twinned with an 
embarrassing form of cowardice.’ 

Those words come from the mouth of a former senior executive officer of Lotterywest. They are not from me or 
anyone else, or any supporter of the Margaret Court Community Outreach; they are from a former senior executive 
officer of Lotterywest. There is an issue here. On Tuesday, 15 June, the Premier said — 

The final thing — 
A member — 

… said was that this bashing of Lotterywest has to stop. It will not stop. 
In other words, he is saying that he is bashing Lotterywest and bullying that organisation. 

That is rubbish. In terms of the bashing, as members know, I was paraphrasing Hon Dan Caddy. 
Hon Pierre Yang: The “honourable” Dan Caddy. 
Hon PETER COLLIER: I said Hon Dan Caddy. Settle down. 
As a result of that, I was paraphrasing him. There is no bullying going on. The issue rests with Lotterywest. Look in 
the mirror, guys. Look in the mirror, Premier. I will leave the final words once again to Mr Rovere — 

‘To the Lotterywest Board, for those who genuinely believe you are doing the right thing, I don’t have much 
to say, except that you are driving the organisation off a cliff. Lotterywest can still be saved, but it does 
need a reckoning.’ 

It certainly does need a reckoning. All I am doing is what I should do as a member of the opposition. There is a clear 
indication here that Lotterywest discriminated against an organisation. Clearly, that is against its ambit. I say to 
the Premier, “You can chuck a hissy fit and carry on all you like and you can spit the chewy yet again over and over 
again because you don’t get your own way, but I’m not going to stop.” I will continue to pursue this issue because 
it is a legitimate issue. If Lotterywest is to provide grants based on its personal views, quite frankly, it is doing that 
wonderful organisation a disservice. The people involved, particularly the board and the Premier, need to go and 
look in the mirror if they want to see where the problem lies. Do not lambaste someone who happens to raise the 
issue. Do not shoot the messenger, guys. All roads are leading to you, and if you do not want to fall off a cliff, do 
something about it. 
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