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CASINO LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (BURSWOOD CASINO) BILL 2022 

Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

DR A.D. BUTI (Armadale — Minister for Racing and Gaming) [3.08 pm] — in reply: I would like to thank 
everyone who has contributed to the second reading debate on the Casino Legislation Amendment (Burswood Casino) 
Bill 2022. I want to address everyone’s contribution on the bill because they have taken the time to make a contribution 
and I want to show my respect for their contribution and respond to some of the issues that they raised. Before I do 
that, I will provide an overall summary of the bill. 

The objective of this bill is to improve the regulatory framework for the regulation of casinos in Western Australia 
and to implement the priority reforms that have come out of the Perth Casino Royal Commission. Members will 
recall that the royal commission handed down its report on the Burswood Casino licensee and its associated Crown 
entities about five or six months ago, if I remember rightly, and it found that they were not suitable at that stage to 
hold a casino licence or be associated with the operation of casino gaming operations. Fifty-nine recommendations 
were made, some of which go to the issue of seeking to make them a suitable operator of casinos in Western Australia. 
The others go to strengthening the regulatory framework for casino operations in Western Australia. 
The royal commission’s final report recommended that there be a two-year remediation period to allow the 
Burswood Casino licensee and associated Crown entities to make changes that would make them a suitable operator. 
This bill will establish a two-year remediation period, but will allow an extension, if it is seen to be appropriate. 
Importantly, in line with the royal commission’s report, this bill will establish an independent monitor who will 
monitor that remediation plan and also provide reports to the Minister for Racing and Gaming and the Gaming and 
Wagering Commission. At the end of that two-year period, it will be determined whether they are suitable to hold 
the licence to run the casino, but, as I said, there is discretion to increase that remediation period. 
The bill ensures that the independent monitor will have all the powers necessary to fulfil their functions. There is 
nothing controversial about that; that is what we would expect. If we are going to establish an independent monitor, 
we will give it the powers that it needs to ensure that it can fulfil its functions. Those powers include the right to 
enter and inspect the casino premises, require relevant persons to provide information and reports, require relevant 
persons to answer questions, and attend board meetings of the casino licensee and associated entities. I do not see 
how that is controversial or why there is a concern about that. I will address some of the particular questions from 
the member for Roe shortly. 
Importantly, the bill also provides for the state to recoup the costs of the independent monitor from the casino 
licensee, which is only appropriate. As mentioned by a number of speakers, the bill before us will increase the existing 
penalties under the Casino Control Act 1984, which the royal commission said were manifestly inadequate, from 
a maximum penalty of $100 000 to $100 million. This is a disciplinary penalty that could be imposed by the 
minister, if the minister thinks it is in the public interest to do so. For example, such a penalty could be issued in 
the event of significant fraud, money laundering or junkets linked to organised crime. 
The bill will also, importantly, increase the maximum penalty for noncompliance with a direction of the Gaming and 
Wagering Commission, which is the regulator, to $250 000. 
These measures address many of the concerns expressed by the royal commission from its long inquiry into, 
observations of and report about the regulation of casinos in Western Australia. The royal commission also 
recommended that the Gaming and Wagering Commission be strengthened and be independent from the department 
that provides services to it. The issue of the department and the Gaming and Wagering Commission is something 
that the member for Cockburn very succinctly put to the member for Roe; it was not about the amalgamation of 
a number of departments but the need for that independence. The royal commission has recommended that we appoint 
an independent chair. The bill provides for the independent chair of the Gaming and Wagering Commission and, 
in line with the royal commission recommendation, the deputy chair will be elected by members. The bill will 
enhance the powers of the Gaming and Wagering Commission to direct the Perth casino. I do not see why that would 
be a problem. It will also enhance the minister’s ability to direct the Gaming and Wagering Commission, but only 
in relation to the implementation of the royal commission findings and recommendations. That is just an overview 
of the bill. 
One of the things that the member for Roe, the opposition spokesperson on this matter, asked was: who will be 
appointed to be the independent monitor? We are going through that process very thoroughly and I hope to be in 
a position to announce the independent monitor shortly after the bill’s passage through both houses of Parliament. 
It would be inappropriate at the moment to talk about the potential candidates, but I can assure the member that 
only candidates of considerable intellect and calibre are being considered. I think the member can rest assured 
that when the independent monitor is appointed, they will be someone who can do the job that will be before 
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them. That process is tracking forward. I am also seeking advice from the Public Sector Commissioner on certain 
issues about the establishment of that position. As I said, hopefully the appointment can take place shortly after 
the bill passes. 
What qualities are we looking for in the independent monitor? As I said, they have to be a person of high calibre. 
They must have very good analytical skills, with the ability to analyse complex corporate structures and laws, what 
is in the public interest and conflicts of interest et cetera. They will have to be someone with significant experience 
and qualifications in a relevant field. As I said, they will have to have a sophisticated understanding of complex 
legal frameworks, regulatory oversight and compliance and/or risk management, as well as complex corporate 
governance structures. They will need the ability and experience to manage stakeholders at a very senior level and 
lead into critical negotiations. They will be a person of high integrity and honesty who believes in transparency. 
I have to say to the member for Roe, and I know him well, that I am incredibly disappointed in his statement about 
unions. I did not think that he was going to be that ideological about it. I even asked him: if there was a High Court 
judge or a Supreme Court judge who was once a union official, would they be able to be appointed? The member 
said that he was not so sure because of the union connection. I just find that amazing. The Nationals WA has to stop 
this division. It is trying to divide the city and the country. It is trying to divide unions and employers. It is silly! That 
might have been happening in the 1950s—get over it! I assume that the member would consider Sir Charles Court 
to have been a good Premier? 

Mr P.J. Rundle: Yes. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: The member knows that he was a union leader. Even conservatives would admit that Bob Hawke 
was a great Prime Minister, and the member knows his union credentials. Former federal Leader of the Opposition 
Brendan Nelson was head of the Australian Medical Association—that is a union. Both sides of Parliament would 
agree that Greg Combet is a man of incredible substance and intellect; he was a union official. Is the member saying 
that those people should never have been in their positions because they were once a union delegate? I do not think 
he is, really. Even Ronald Reagan was involved in a union! 

Mr P.J. Rundle: You are drawing a long bow there! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: No. Are you still holding to the position that a former High Court judge — 

Mr P.J. Rundle: I reserve the right to ask questions. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: I am asking you the question because you brought it up. Are you still saying that a former 
Supreme Court or High Court judge who was once a union official should be barred from being the independent 
monitor? 

Mr P.J. Rundle: I am not saying anything at this stage. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Member for Roe, I still find it incredible that you will not deviate from that decision. I find it 
incredible! The National Party has a long way to go if it is still going to hold to those ideological 1950s positions. 
Move on! Move on from the anti-union stance. What is the Western Australian Farmers Federation or the 
Pastoralists and Graziers Association? They are unions! They are associations that represent a group collective 
interest. It is incredible. I have given the member for Roe another chance to backtrack from that ridiculous statement 
yesterday and he still will not do it. I just find that incredible. I know the member for Roe and I really do like him, 
but I find that stance just incredible. The member for Roe has such a strong anti-union stance that he considers that 
a judge of the High Court of Australia who might have once been a union official should be barred from being an 
independent monitor. It is just incredible. 

The member for Roe also expressed concerns about the so-called unlimited power of the independent monitor. 
Regarding the member for Cockburn, in some respects, I really should sit down, because the member for Cockburn 
eloquently and comprehensively addressed many of the member for Roe’s so-called concerns, which were absurd 
in many respects. There is no unlimited power. The power that the independent monitor will have will be from the 
statutory authority of this piece of legislation. It will be an instrument of appointment. The independent monitor 
will know what they need to do. One minute the member for Roe talks about the minister having too much power 
and then he talks about the independent monitor having too much power and being too independent of the minister, 
so where is he sitting? I do not really understand. Does the member for Roe believe that the bill before the house 
will give the minister too much power? 

Mr P. Papalia: Neatly, one foot on either side of the barbed wire fence! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: That is right. 

The minister’s powers will be what is necessary and what is consistent with Perth Casino Royal Commission: 
Final report. The independent monitor’s powers will be linked to both the bill and the instrument of appointment, 
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and are what is necessary for them to do their job in monitoring, supervising and reporting on the remediation 
plan. That is what is needed. 

Mr P.J. Rundle: I am just reserving the right to ask questions. Even if we support the legislation, I should be able 
to then ask a few questions. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Member for Roe, I am responding to your questions now. That is what I am trying to do. The member 
said there would be unlimited powers, and I am trying to tell him why there will not be unlimited powers. The 
member made these statements, and I am responding to them. That is what I am supposed to do in a response to 
the second reading debate. 

The independent monitor will be constrained by the legislation. I think the member for Cockburn and others 
mentioned, under proposed section 21L of the bill, the powers will be limited to what is necessary to perform their 
independent functions, which are set out in proposed section 21K. The powers are prescribed by and linked to the 
legislation before the house, which was developed from the royal commission’s findings and recommendations. 

The member for Roe mentioned the extraordinary powers of the minister, particularly around the power to direct 
the Gaming and Wagering Commission. However, that is related only to the findings and recommendations of the 
royal commission; it is not about gaming over the state of Western Australia. 
The member for Roe said that the bill will provide ministerial discretion to publish the independent monitor’s 
reports. Yes, that is right. I do not see the issue with that, and that should obviously be able to take place. 
The member for Roe asked questions and expressed concerns about the delegation of power. It is not unusual to 
have a delegation of power. An appointment in a piece of legislation often provides the person appointed the ability 
to delegate because they cannot do everything. Therefore, it is not unusual to delegate powers, and I do not see 
anything overly controversial about that. Proposed section 21M of the bill will provide for that delegation of power. 
What would happen if an independent monitor fell sick or was not able to fulfil their duties? They had to delegate 
their power and that is all that provision seeks to do. It is not really controversial. It is consistent with the special 
monitor legislation in Victoria. As the member for Mount Lawley said, we have to read this within a wider context. 
We have had the royal commission’s findings and recommendations in New South Wales and Victoria, and what 
we are seeking to do here is, in many respects, consistent with the situation, particularly in Victoria, so it is not 
really controversial. 
The member for Roe is concerned about delegation, but this new legislation is not dissimilar from what we have 
at the moment. Staff at the Gaming and Wagering Commission have similar broad powers at the moment under 
section 21A(1) of the Casino Control Act 1984, which states — 

The Commission, and any member or officer of the Commission as though he were an authorised officer 
concerned under the Gaming and Wagering Commission Act 1987 … has and may exercise in relation to — 
… 
like powers to those conferred on the Commission or an authorised officer, as the case may be, under the 
Gaming and Wagering Commission Act 1987 … 

The member for Roe expressed concern that the independent monitor will have the power to ask casino employees 
for information, and if they refuse, they will be liable for a $50 000 fine. The member then asked whether an 
employee acting under instructions from casino management would still be fined. The offence the member is referring 
to is contained in proposed section 21X of the bill before us, but, importantly, that provision provides that a person 
must not, without reasonable excuse, fail to provide information. It is arguable that it would be a reasonable excuse 
not to hand over information if management is telling an employee not to hand it over, but it would not then prevent 
management from being fined. I am sure the member would agree that if we are seeking to appoint an independent 
monitor to supervise the remediation plan, they should have access to the documents they need for that purpose. 
I know that there is a certain former president of the United States of America who may not necessarily agree with 
that, but most people would agree that the independent monitor has to have the ability to inspect documents and 
ask for the information that they require to do their task. 
Under proposed section 21B, the minister’s ultimate decision to fine the casino licensee or revoke the licence will 
be subject to judicial review if need be. There is always the ability to appeal the decision of the minister through 
judicial review. 
The member for Roe also asked questions about my briefings, if any, with Blackstone. How many there had been 
and what was the response? From what I can recall and from the information my office has provided me, I have 
met only once with Blackstone, and that was a general introductory meeting at which Blackstone set out its plans and 
ambitions for the Perth casino. I must say they were quite exciting and quite promising. Blackstone is an international 
company that has regulatory approval in eight different jurisdictions and has won prizes for best casino operator 
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in certain jurisdictions in the USA. Blackstone appears to have a very good relationship with the unions that represent 
its employees, so that is promising as well. Blackstone has been briefed on the bill—the same briefing that members 
of the opposition have received. Blackstone asked valid questions, which were answered. The member for Roe 
also asked when Blackstone would take up the licence. Blackstone has already acquired the licence to manage the 
Burswood Casino premises in Perth. I provided the regulatory approval in June 2022 and the GWC had its own 
regulatory approval process as well. 
I have two more points that I want to make about the member for Roe’s contribution. The member for Cockburn 
covered very well the issue that the member for Roe kept talking about in regard to how the mega-departments 
contributed to the poor regulation of the casino. That could not be further from the truth. The issue was, and the 
royal commission laboured this point, the possible conflict of interest was in having the director general of the 
department also being the independent regulator and the fact that they were providing the advice, resources and so 
forth. It does not matter whether it was a small department or a large department; the fact that the director general 
was also the independent chair was the issue, and that will now change with the appointment of an independent 
chair. It also should be mentioned and acknowledged that the director general of Local Government, Sport and 
Cultural Industries was complimented for the many things the department has been proactive in doing over the last 
year or so. The department had already started trying to improve matters before the royal commission report was 
handed down. The Gaming and Wagering Commission has also made changes. As was mentioned by others, recent 
appointments to the GWC should enhance the quality of that regulator. This bill will provide the ability for us to 
appoint an independent chair of the GWC, which we hope to do not long after the bill is passed. 
I have one final point to make to the member for Roe. He brought up a quote from Bill Hassell, who was at one stage 
the Leader of the Opposition in this place. He was mentioned today—sorry, that was another former Liberal politician. 
The member for Roe quoted from the debate on 29 May 1984 in this house, during which Bill Hassell said — 

The Bill is fraught with danger to the interests of Western Australia. One of the biggest dangers is that of 
undue influence and corruption, because the Government has not been prepared to separate itself, through 
the proper instrument—that is, an independent commission or board—from the granting of a licence or 
from dealings in a casino. It is open to the possibility of all kinds of backroom dealings, influence, and 
corruption. Do not think that is not a possibility. It is more than a possibility; it is a probability. 

He was speaking about government involvement in the casino or having an interest in the casino. The government 
does not have an interest in the casino; there is an independent regulator. We will also ensure that there is an 
independent chair. It was a different context. The regulator of the casino, the GWC, regulates the casino, not the 
minister or executive government. I know the member for Roe well and hope he will rethink his issue about union 
credentials; I just find that quite amazing. I will move on. 
The member for Cockburn is not here now but I would like to congratulate him on his outstanding contribution. 
He addressed many of the issues that I have raised in response to the member for Roe, because the member for 
Cockburn did the same thing. 
We then had the member for Kalamunda, who talked about the royal commission finding that mistakes had been 
made by Crown and that there were issues with regard to the regulator. He said that the royal commission had 
recommended a remediation plan and that Crown had already instigated steps to make itself more suitable. That, 
of course, is pleasing. The member said that the regulatory framework was anachronistic and needed to be changed, 
and that is what we are doing with this bill. He and others mentioned that it is a privilege to hold a gaming licence 
and that that privilege should not be abused. He also said that the casino operator needs to change the culture. It is 
early days, but my initial briefing or introductory meeting with Blackstone was positive. I hope that it will be able 
to change the culture and that its revenue source from the Perth operation will be based not just on the casino 
operation, but also the hotels, shows and so forth. Has the member for Roe ever been to Las Vegas? 
Mr P.J. Rundle: Yes. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: As the member would know, people can go to Las Vegas and not gamble; they can have a great time 
by going to the shows and staying in great hotels et cetera. I thank the member for Kalamunda for his contribution. 
My parliamentary secretary, the member for Jandakot, was the next to make a contribution. He talked about how this 
bill will address many of the concerns that were raised in the royal commission report and also about the interim 
report and how the regulatory framework needs to be changed. He talked about the new members we have appointed 
to the GWC since the royal commission report was handed down, being Colin Murphy, a former Auditor General 
and former commissioner of the Perth Casino Royal Commission; Dr Michael Schaper, who is a very experienced 
regulator; Helen Creed; and Sam Buckeridge. I think they will all make outstanding contributions to enhancing 
the regulatory framework for not only the casino, but also gaming and wagering in Western Australia as a whole. 
I thank my parliamentary secretary, the member for Jandakot. 
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The member for Gosnells then spoke, and it did not take long to realise that the member for Gosnells is no fan of 
casinos. He talked about the royal commission report. 
Mr P.J. Rundle: The member for Thornlie 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Thornlie, is it? It was Gosnells once. 
Mr P.J. Rundle: He couldn’t break in to get a speaking spot. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: That is right; age went before beauty. 
Member for Cockburn, I am sorry that you were not here when I complimented you on your outstanding contribution. 
The member for Thornlie talked about ethical investment, money laundering and so forth. I think he talked about 
employees at the casino. As I have mentioned, Blackstone has a good reputation for the way in which it treats its 
employees. I know that it has met with the relevant union that represents most workers at the casino. Union delegates 
are very positive about their interaction so far, so hopefully that will continue. The member for Thornlie spoke 
about the need to strengthen regulation, as did most speakers, which we are doing with the bill. 
Then we come to the member for Mount Lawley. It is always lovely to listen to the member for Mount Lawley 
because we know that we are going to get a pearl of a contribution—it will be eloquent and he will often quote 
philosophy, legal jurisprudence and so forth. He started by saying—I think I have this down right; I cannot do 
shorthand—that the pillars of a free society have come together to ensure the proper operation of the casino. He 
talked about a free media, the judiciary—former judicial officers were part of the Perth Casino Royal Commission—
and, of course, Parliament. He paid a compliment to some of the counsel assisting the royal commission, not only 
because they did an outstanding job, but also because they are local constituents in the seat of Mount Lawley! 
Mr P. Papalia: And also mates. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: And also mates. Perth has a very small legal profession. 

He then talked about how the response the government has instigated with this bill and other measures since the 
royal commission report was handed down are flexible, innovative and timely, and that the bill seeks to put in place 
a well-structured regulatory framework. He contrasted that with the opposition, which he said had failed to present 
the debate in its broader context. What he meant by that was that the royal commission into the Perth casino did 
not happen in isolation. There have been royal commissions in New South Wales and Victoria. In many respects, 
the royal commission report on the Perth Crown operation was not a massive surprise. In many respects, it was 
consistent with what happened Victoria. Many of the measures in this bill are similar to what is happening in 
Victoria. Victoria started its royal commission ahead of us, instigated legislation ahead of us and has appointed its 
special monitor. Its special monitor has greater powers, in the sense that he will not just look at a remediation plan, 
but also basically manage the casino in many respects—for now. It is always delightful to listen to the member for 
Mount Lawley. He said that this bill is an appropriate, timely and tailored response to the royal commission and 
that it is the proper pathway to look at the suitability of the casino operator in two years’ time. 

I should note that the member for Roe has had to carry this for the opposition, and it must be a bit difficult. The 
member for Moore is here now, but really the member for Roe has had no support at all in this. At one stage, no 
opposition members were here. No opposition members were here during part of the debate. This is an important 
bill coming out of a royal commission. I do not blame the member for Roe for this because sometimes members 
need to be excused. 

Point of Order 

Mr R.S. LOVE: It is unparliamentarily to reflect on the absence of a particular member, and he is doing just that. 
I ask you to direct that he stops doing so and withdraws the remark. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms C.M. Collins): There will be no point of order. Minister, please continue with 
your remarks. 

Debate Resumed 

Dr A.D. BUTI: It is interesting that the member for Moore should stand up when he — 

[Quorum formed.] 

Dr A.D. BUTI: It is interesting that the member for Moore has called for two quorums today, but there was 
a period when no opposition members were here in the debate. It is quite incredible that the member for Moore’s 
only contribution to this bill has been to call two quorums. That has been his only contribution—an outstanding 
contribution, member for Moore! At least the member for Roe made a contribution. Obviously, there have been holes 
in his contribution, but he has made a contribution. The member for Moore has just come in a couple of times and 
called for a quorum. That has been his level of contribution. Outstanding, member for Moore. 
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We move on to the member for Landsdale, who was after the member for Mount Lawley. The member for Landsdale 
is, I think, the only person in this house who has the legal experience of working for an organisation that deals 
with major crime issues, having once worked for the National Crime Authority. Was that in Canberra? 

Ms M.M. Quirk: No, here. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: It was here. Working for the National Crime Authority, she would have had major exposure to 
and experience of many of the issues that concern people such as casinos, junkets, money laundering and links to 
organised crime. It was interesting to listen to her and—for the first time, in my case—find out about some of the 
historical reports that she referred to in her contribution. The member made a couple of really important points 
that others did not make. She also referred to the former Mexican President talking about how money laundering 
gives oxygen to organised crime, which is very true. She talked about how regulators must be sensitive to conflicts 
of interest. That is very much so. The royal commission report contained some startling revelations about conflicts 
of interest, and we hope that the new regulatory system we will implement as result of this bill will help alleviate 
those. More importantly, when there are conflicts of interest, they have to be identified and acted on. That is the 
point that the member for Landsdale made. It was a very important point: we can strengthen the regulatory framework 
through legislation, but we also have to ensure that there is training for employees and others who are involved in 
regulating and operating casinos. People in the Gaming and Wagering Commission and people who work at the 
casino need to have a greater amount of training. She also referred to various Australian Transaction Reports and 
Analysis Centre proceedings that are on foot. I thank the member for Landsdale for her contribution. 

The member for Belmont talked about the Perth Casino Royal Commission’s report, its 59 recommendations and 
how, through this bill, we will be trying to prioritise the issue of the appointment of the independent monitor and 
the independent chair. These go to the remediation plan and improving the regulatory framework for the operation 
of casinos in Western Australia. The independent chair and the Gaming and Wagering Commission will be looking 
beyond casinos. They will look at gaming and wagering in Western Australia. Most of the member’s focus was on 
problem gamblers and the problem of gambling. 
I want to make it clear that there are no pokies in Western Australia, and this government remains resolute that there 
will not be any pokies in Western Australia. That has been a bipartisan approach, and I hope that the opposition—
which seems to have a very difficult time in agreeing to anything this side puts forward—will maintain the 
bipartisan support against pokies. We have electronic gaming machines, but they only operate at the casino. There 
are no pokies even at the casino, and electronic gaming machines are only on the floor at Burswood Casino. In its 
interim and final reports, the royal commission made some comments, findings and recommendations about the 
issue of electronic gaming machines. I imagine that the Gaming and Wagering Commission will be looking at that 
matter because electronic gaming machines have been modified over the years, and that presents concerns for problem 
gamblers. The member for Belmont also talked about the need to change the culture at the casinos. 
The member for Kingsley, in many respects, joined the member for Belmont in focusing on the issue of problem 
gamblers, but she talked about how important the casino is. She said that the casino is the largest single private 
site for employees in Western Australia. It has nearly 6 000 employees. It is a mecca for the entertainment of many 
Western Australians, but a social licence goes with that. The casino should not be misusing that social licence, 
which has been misused over the years. That is why this government instigated a royal commission, why we have 
the royal commission report and why we are instigating various measures from that report, including the bill 
before the house. As the member for Kingsley mentioned, this bill will address some of the important issues that 
came out of the royal commission report. This is not the end of our response to the royal commission. There were 
59 recommendations. This is what we believe needed to be instigated in a legislative manner as soon as possible. 
We needed to appoint the independent monitor and the independent chair of the Gaming and Wagering Commission, 
but other responses will be forthcoming. She then repeated the issue that if an organisation is operating a casino, 
it needs to comply with a level of community responsibility and social licence. 
I do not deny the member for Roe’s right to ask questions. I thought I was responding to his questions. That is what 
I thought I was doing. I hope I clarified some of the member’s concerns and answered some of the questions the 
member put to us in his second reading contribution as the lead speaker for the opposition. He is the lead, first-order, 
second-order, middle batter and tail end, by the looks of it, because no-one else is helping him! 
Mr P.J. Rundle: Covering the whole bag. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: He is the whole caboodle—the fast bowler, spin bowler and wicketkeeper! 
I commend the bill to the house. 
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time. 
[Leave denied to proceed forthwith to third reading.] 
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Consideration in Detail 
Clause 1: Short title — 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I would like to ask a question on part 1. How many more bills will be introduced to address 
the findings? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: I am not sure what that has to do with the short title, but watch this space. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Does the minister still intend to rewrite the Casino Control Act and the Gaming and Wagering 
Commission Act? Does the minister foresee further bills coming forth? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: We are dealing with the Casino Legislation Amendment (Burswood Casino) Bill 2022, and that 
is what I will deal with. All I will say is that there will be other responses with regard to the recommendations of 
the royal commission report. 
Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 2 to 5 put and passed. 
Clause 6: Part IVA inserted — 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Proposed section 21I(2), “Remediation period”, states — 

The Minister may extend the remediation period … 
Can the minister outline for me the circumstances under which the minister would extend the remediation period? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Initially it is two years, but the member is right—there is a discretion for the minister to extend it. 
Some circumstances that might warrant an extension would be when the casino licensee has implemented most 
but not all of the remediation plan and there is a view that they are willing and have demonstrated a capability to 
implement other parts of the plan but just need more time, or if they have not had enough time to put their remediation 
plan into effect. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Is there a limit to the number of times that the minister would be able to extend the remediation 
period? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: It can be extended as many times as necessary. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I now move to proposed section 21J, which talks about appointing an individual to the office. 
Will the minister take advice or make that decision on his own? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: It will have to go to cabinet. Under the act, the minister is responsible, but, of course, the minister 
will seek advice from various sources. That process is being worked through as we talk. The member can be confident 
that we are looking at a list of very capable people. When the decision is made by me, as minister, it will then go 
through a cabinet process. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: As an example, will the minister take one recommendation to cabinet, or will he take a panel 
of, say, three different potential appointments to cabinet? The minister will make the recommendation to cabinet, 
no doubt, but will it be just one person, or will it be two, three or four? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: I will be making one recommendation to cabinet. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Proposed section 21J(4) states that the remuneration will be determined by the minister on the 
recommendation of the Public Sector Commissioner. What level equivalent does the minister expect that might 
be? I am assuming a high level of integrity and the like have been spoken about. Can the minister give any indication? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Those discussions are being had with the Public Sector Commissioner, and that is about all I wish 
to say at this stage. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Proposed section 21J(5) says that the independent monitor would hold office for the term 
specified in the instrument of appointment and will be eligible for reappointment. How many terms are possible? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: It will be for as long as they are required for the remediation process. If it is extended, they will 
be extended for the period of the remediation. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I now move on to proposed section 21K(1)(a). This is about the functions of the independent 
monitor to consult on and advise. As far as consulting and advising, how much ability will the monitor have to 
alter the remediation plan? The legislation mentions the licensee creating a remediation plan and then presenting 
it to the remediation monitor. Will the licensee present the remediation plan to the monitor and then say, “There it 
is; take it or leave it” or will the monitor be able to say, “I’m not happy with that; you have to do this and that”? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: I think the member has answered his own question. Basically, the operator will come to the 
independent monitor with the remediation plan and the independent monitor can look at it and if they feel that 
changes are needed, that can be negotiated. 
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Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Proposed section 21K(1)(c) refers to monitoring and reporting on progress. As the independent 
monitor will monitor the process, what will the key performance indicators be? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: The independent monitor will monitor the remediation plan, so the KPI, if we want to call it such 
a thing, will be whether, once the remediation plan has been approved, the operator is complying with the remediation 
plan. That will be the KPI. That will be the obligation. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Proposed section 21K(1)(d) refers to the efficacy. Can the minister enlighten me about how 
the efficacy will be demonstrated? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: The independent monitor will provide quarterly reports to the minister and the Gaming and Wagering 
Commission on their analysis and the progress of the remediation plan. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I have a further question on the efficacy. Obviously, they will be reporting to those different entities, 
including the minister. Will there be any method for public transparency? I know that the bill, further on, refers to 
advertising on the department website et cetera. Will there be any public transparency of this particular process? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: The minister will have the option of publishing the final report of the independent monitor, so that 
is an option for public disclosure. It would be at the minister’s discretion. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Can the minister enlighten me with some examples? The minister will obviously have the option. 
Does he think that he would lean towards this? Given that we have had a royal commission, the public might be 
pretty interested in how things are going. Can the minister enlighten me about when he thinks he might publish 
that information? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: The minister will have the power to publish interim reports and final reports, but they will need 
to be judicious in the information they publish because it may not be appropriate to publish other things that are 
in progress apart from interim reports and final reports. The minister will need to give the operator the chance to 
do their work to comply with the remediation plan. All I can say is that the minister will need to be judicious and 
work out what is in the public interest and what not to publish. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I now move to proposed section 21M(1), which refers to the independent monitor’s ability to 
delegate to a member of their staff. As I highlighted in my contribution to the second reading debate, this area 
concerns me a little bit. The minister has alluded to the quality and integrity of the independent monitor, and I am 
sure that he will appoint someone with the right skills. How many staff will the independent monitor be able to 
delegate those duties to? For argument’s sake, if the independent monitor is unwell or the like, will it just be the 
independent monitor’s chief of staff or will there be six or seven people who work in that particular area? Where 
are we on that issue? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: There are a couple of things. Delegation happens under a lot of legislation—for instance, the 
Casino Control Act, the Liquor Control Act and the Gaming and Wagering Commission Act. It is not unusual. The 
delegation needs to be in writing. They can delegate to someone, but that person cannot delegate further on. The 
delegation will be to the person prescribed in the written delegation. It is expected that there will be somewhere 
between six and 12 FTEs. There will be a small number of staff and those staff will be very competent people. 
Some of it will be just routine delegation to inspect certain things. The independent monitor is going to be a very 
busy person looking at very complex issues, so they may delegate some of the more routine functions, which is 
not unusual. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Proposed section 21M(5) states — 

Nothing in this section limits the ability of the Independent Monitor to perform a function through an 
officer or agent. 

Can the minister explain that provision to me? As he said, there will be six or so FTEs. Will all people who work 
with the independent monitor have power right along the line or will certain people in that office have higher levels 
of ability to attend a board meeting or whatever? Will everyone in the staff have the same abilities? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Probably not. Generally, they will not. The independent monitor will delegate whatever they are 
delegating to whomever they think is appropriate within the office. The member delegates things to his outstanding 
electorate officer, whom I know, but he may not delegate that function to the other person who works for him, who 
I am sure is equally good. It will depend on what is being delegated. Some people will be required to have higher 
qualifications than other people who might have more routine functions. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I do not know whether this is the right clause, but somewhere along the line I wanted to ask 
about the consultation with Blackstone. Has it been consulted on this part of the package about the independent 
monitor’s delegation? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: As I mentioned in my second reading response, Blackstone was provided with a briefing, as were 
members of the opposition. I was not at the briefing, but its representatives would have received the briefing that 
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members received and will be aware of what is in the bill. They asked certain questions and were provided with 
answers. I was not there, but I have heard that they do not seem to have any problem with this power, because it 
is quite normal. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Once again, this question is not totally related to this provision, but does the minister have 
a timetable? Obviously, as he mentioned in his speech, the licence has been issued. Is there a certain timetable for 
when Blackstone will take up the running?  
Dr A.D. BUTI: It has. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Once this bill is through, the whole mechanics of the independent monitor will go straight 
into it with Blackstone. It has obviously had that one consultation and can I assume there will be more further 
down the line? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: I am sure there will be. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I move to the approval of the remediation plan in proposed section 21N(1). What form will 
the remediation plan take? Will it be only the independent monitor who liaises back and forth, as the minister 
mentioned earlier? I assume it is a written plan stating how the various sections of the casino will work. What form 
will the plan take? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: The member is right that it will be in writing. Proposed section 21N(4) reads — 

Once approved, the Independent Monitor must give copies of the remediation plan and any amendments 
to the Minister and the Commission. 

Before that, there will be a collaborative process between the independent monitor and the licensee for the 
remediation plan. They may get it right first draft but I assume there will be some back and forth. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: My next question is about proposed subsection (2), which reads — 

The remediation plan may be prepared and approved in stages. 
How will that work? How will that look? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: That will be determined. It may be necessary that the remediation plan is in stages because there 
might be a lot in the plan. As it progresses, the stages may be progressed as well. That remains to be seen but it 
would not be unexpected to see it come in stages. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: The remediation plan can cover anything from the running of the car park to the running of 
the gaming floor—the whole package. Are any particular elements not covered under the remediation plan or are 
we talking about the whole casino arrangement? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: The remediation plan is to deal with gaming, culture, board arrangements and, basically, the company 
structure. It is covered in chapter 4 of the royal commission’s report. I could ask my adviser here, an outstanding 
legal officer, whether she found it difficult to read—I did! It was a very comprehensive chapter. It is to do the 
gaming and the board arrangements, the complexity of the corporate structure and the culture of the organisation, 
which is going to be very important. If the member goes to proposed section 21H, which we have already been 
through, it talks about the remediation plan. I will repeat it for the member — 

remediation plan means the plan for the remediation of the management and operation of the Burswood Casino 
approved by the Independent Monitor under section 21N and, where relevant, includes a stage of the plan 
so approved; 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I will now move on to proposed section 21P, “Reports by Independent Monitor”. Proposed 
subsection (1) reads — 

During the remediation period the Independent Monitor must give an interim report to the Minister and 
the Commission — 

To some extent, we have covered this under the efficacy, but will there be any transparency to Parliament? The 
minister has spoken about how the minister will receive a report and can choose whether to publish it on the website 
or in any other form. Will there be any reporting to Parliament? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: That will be up to the minister to determine. At this stage, we are a long way from there, so I am 
not going to make any commitment. Who will be the minister at that time? I am not sure. 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I will move to proposed section 21P(2)(f) about the extent of cooperation with the independent 
monitor. Could the minister explain to me what will happen if they do not cooperate? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: The independent monitor has the ability to issue a direction so that cooperation has to take place. 
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Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I will move to proposed section 21R. I have asked about this provision a couple of times now. 
Proposed subsection (1) states — 

The Minister may direct that a report of the Independent Monitor under section 21P be published on the 
Department’s website. 

Considering the amount of interest in the Perth Casino Royal Commission and considering what has happened 
over the last three or four years, I think the public deserve to be kept abreast of the situation. It says the minister 
“may” but they may or may not. I would encourage the minister to publish that information where possible; obviously, 
certain things cannot be published. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: We are dealing with the bill before us and proposed section 21R(1) states that the minister “may”. 
That is in the bill and that is what we are seeking to pass. At the time, whoever is the minister can decide. I am not 
going to commit a future minister to that. It might be myself; I do not know. We will have to wait and see. It may 
or may not be published on the departmental website. If it is published, there may be some redaction of certain 
confidential commercial matters. The bill before us gives the minister the discretion to decide whether it should 
be published. 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I will move to proposed section 21S(2). It mentions when the independent monitor is given 
a statement signed by a person. Could the minister give me an example of what that statement might be? Is it 
a statutory declaration? What sort of statement does that refer to? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: It could be many different things, including a witness statement or some other type of statement. 
I am unable to prescribe the variety of statements, but it could be whatever information the independent monitor 
is requesting, including a witness statement. 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Proposed paragraph (b) refers to “specified relevant records”. From the licensee’s perspective, 
could this information include things like gross profit, gross turnover, net profit or banned patrons? How far will 
this provision go? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: All those things may be required for obvious reasons. We have been talking about money laundering 
and unsavoury activities, so it may be very important to know about the financial revenue sources and expenses 
of the operator. 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Proposed section 21U(1) states — 

For the purposes of the performance of the Independent Monitor’s functions, the Independent Monitor 
may at any time enter a place that is part of the Burswood Casino. 

Can the minister confirm that no notice will be required at any time? I assume it will not be. If there is a board 
meeting in the executive suite upstairs, will the independent monitor or an appointed delegate of the independent 
monitor be able to storm into the board meeting at any time without any notice? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Most inspections or visits will be predetermined. They will be scheduled. I cannot think of a reason 
why there would be a surprise inspection of a board meeting, although there may be; I am not saying it could not 
happen, but it is unlikely. A surprise inspection may be needed to inspect some gaming activity that is taking place. 
To take away the surprise factor would take away the ability of the independent monitor to truly evaluate and 
observe what was happening. It is just like having random drug testing in sport. If when an athlete was to be tested 
was predetermined, they would be able to put in place measures to hide the fact that they were using drugs. We 
need to have that element of surprise, but the majority of the time it will be a scheduled visit or inspection. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I appreciate that. I certainly understand the explanation. I just have reservations, to some 
extent. I fully understand about the gaming floor or the international room or whatever it might be. I guess I have 
always considered that board meetings, generally, are fairly confidential occasions, but obviously that is not the case. 
No notice is required if the independent monitor wants to wander into a board meeting. Obviously, I hear what the 
minister is saying about notice generally being given, but I want clarity that it actually does not have to be given. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: I will make a couple of points. Victoria’s Casino Control Act has a provision whereby notice does 
not have to be provided, but authorised officers under the current Casino Control Act have that ability now. The 
royal commission actually highlighted that there was an issue with the board’s culture, so it may be necessary to 
make unscheduled visits or inspections of a board meeting. Most of the time, it probably will not happen. Who is 
to know whether there is a board meeting that is dealing with matters that are unsavoury or of a criminal nature? 
We would want the monitor and its team to have that ability to make those unscheduled inspections because, if it 
did not, it would allow the board, if it was dealing with matters or documents that revealed illegal activity, such as 
money laundering et cetera, to always hide those documents from the independent monitor and its team. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I thank the minister. Proposed section 21U(3)(e) states — 
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examine any record or thing, including a record containing confidential information … 
Once again I am asking for clarity. Does this confidential information go right back into people’s private employment 
history and that sort of information? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: It would involve any confidential information that the independent monitor believes is necessary 
to inspect or have knowledge of to carry out its functions. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Thank you, minister. Let me go to my resources. 
Dr A.D. Buti: You are doing a sterling job on your own! 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Proposed section 21V is titled “Attendance at board meetings”. I wrote a little comment that 
proposed subsection (4) does not give the independent monitor or nominated person a right to vote. Obviously, the 
independent monitor or the delegate can enter that meeting, but can they speak at that meeting, or will they just be 
an observer? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: That would be a matter for the independent monitor. I envisage that most of the time the independent 
monitor would just be observing, but when the bill becomes legislation, it will not prevent them from engaging in 
discussion. As I said, I would see them mostly being there as observers. We are making it clear that they cannot 
vote in any deliberations of the board. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Thank you, minister. If I can just move on to proposed section 21Y, “Protection of information”. 
Proposed subsection (1) states — 

A person must not, directly or indirectly, record, use or disclose information obtained because of a function 
the person has or had under this Part … 

Can the minister give me an example that is relevant to this? Outside of a court, will the monitor and the Gaming and 
Wagering Commission be the only entities or people who will have access to this sort of information? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: The sharing of the information will generally be with the GWC, but it would not prevent the monitor 
from sharing that information with an independent auditor or other bodies, if necessary. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I will move on to proposed section 21Z. I have a similar question about the disclosure of the 
information. There are several board members of the GWC and the independent monitor will have perhaps half 
a dozen FTEs. My questions are: What form will the information take? Can the information go both ways? Will it go 
back and forth between those two entities and the people within those entities? How will that information be secured? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: Most of it will be in written form. Other information might be stored in some other manner, but 
that is how I would see it. The bill provides that the GWC can share that information with the independent monitor 
and it can form part of the independent monitor’s interim or final reports. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I guess what I am trying to outline is that there will be an independent monitor with six FTEs 
and the GWC with several board members, of course. That confidential information, if you like, will start to be 
exposed to a larger bracket of people. I am concerned about the security of the information. 
Dr A.D. BUTI: I am not sure whether that is different from what is in place now. The only thing we are bringing 
into play is an independent monitor and its office, but that goes for any organisation. How many people work at the 
Director of Public Prosecutions or other crime authorities? The member for Landsdale worked for the National Crime 
Authority, and cabinet has confidentiality arrangements. We will set up a structure and put in place mechanisms 
to ensure that the confidential information is kept confidential and is shared with only the people it should be 
shared with.  
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I turn now to proposed section 21ZA, “Cost recovery”. I assume once again that Blackstone 
ticked off on this, but my question is: what is reasonable? According to the bill, the amount to be paid is not to 
exceed reasonable costs and expenses. What is reasonable? Would that cover all of its office expenses? How many 
staff will that cover? Will it cover the independent monitor and six FTEs? Will the independent monitor pay for 
all their staff, office expenses, rent and the whole package? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: To start, I will respond to the member’s comment about whether Blackstone ticked off on this. It 
is irrelevant whether Blackstone ticked off on this. We are the government. We are bringing in the bill. Blackstone 
understands the situation. It is no different from the situation in Victoria and New South Wales. It is done through 
a contractual arrangement rather than through legislation. I want to make it clear that this was not subject to any 
tick-off from any casino operator. 
In response to the question about whether cost recovery includes the independent monitor and their office. Yes, it 
includes the cost of the functions and activities of the independent monitor and the office for them to perform the 
functions that will be established under this bill and, of course, the instrument of appointment and what will be 
needed to comply with their duties to oversee and supervise the remediation plan. 
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Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Will any expenses be applicable to the independent monitor’s interaction with the GWC? 
Could the GWC also offset some of its expenses pursuant to its interaction and on any matter on which it is dealing 
with the independent monitor? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: No. The GWC cannot offload its expenses onto the independent monitor. But the independent monitor 
will interact with the GWC in the performance of its duties—that is, to supervise and oversee the remediation plan. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I turn now to proposed section 21ZA(4). How long will this go for? Will it go for four or 
six years? The target is the two-year remediation plan, but could the licensee cover the cost of the independent 
monitor and their office for a long time? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: It is an initial two-year period. The bill provides for an extension of the period of the remediation 
plan, and the appointment of the independent monitor can be extended. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I have a final further question. Can the minister give his interpretation of when he thinks the 
remediation plan will end? Will it be based on an agreement between the GWC, the independent monitor and the 
minister that everything is on track? How will that take place? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: If it is likely that the independent monitor needs an extension of time, they will make a recommendation 
in a report or directly to the minister to consider. A recommendation will be made and the minister will decide 
whether to grant an extension. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: If, for argument’s sake, the independent monitor recommends that the remediation plan can 
be wrapped up and is happy with the way things are going, and the minister and cabinet accept that, but three years 
later concern about money laundering or whatever it might be arises, will the minister, the GWC and cabinet be 
able to reappoint the independent monitor to restart activities? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: There is no express or implied provision in the bill that provides for the re-establishment of the 
independent monitor. Once the independent monitor’s position comes to an end, it is up to the GWC, as the regulator, 
to deal with matters. 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I now turn to proposed section 21ZG. I have a question about where the independent monitor 
will be based. Will that be at the department or the casino? Proposed subsection (2) states that they may make use 
of any facilities of the department. Where will they be housed? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: In the departmental offices. 
Clause put and passed. 
Clause 7 put and passed. 
Clause 8: Section 33 replaced — 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I have a question about proposed section 33, “Contravention of directions”. Was any consideration 
given to making the fines higher considering the new fine for disciplinary penalties, which is $100 million? 
Dr A.D. BUTI: There is a substantial difference between the two. This clause deals with the contradiction of 
a direction, but the other covers likely criminal activity. Fines will be substantially increased under this proposed 
section. The royal commission said that the current penalties were manifestly inadequate and we think the increased 
fines are quite appropriate. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 9 and 10 put and passed. 

Clause 11: Section 12 amended — 
Mr P.J. RUNDLE: Proposed section 12(1)(a) states — 

the chairperson, appointed by the Minister; … 

As the minister pointed out in the second reading speech, the current director general is the ex officio chair. How 
long will that arrangement be in place? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Does the member mean the current one? 

Mr P.J. Rundle: Yes. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: As I have mentioned numerous times, we will seek to appoint an independent chair as soon as 
possible after the passage of the bill. 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I refer now to proposed subsection (2A), which states — 

The members of the Commission must select one of their number to be the deputy chairperson. 
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That is obviously straightforward. The minister will appoint or recommend the appointment of a chair. The board 
will select the deputy chair and that person will then be able to act as chairperson in the absence of the chair. 
Although the bill provides for the board to select the deputy chair, will the minister or cabinet be able to make any 
recommendation about the deputy chair arrangements? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: No. This provision is completely consistent with the recommendation of the royal commission. It 
should be noted that the deputy chair is to be selected by the membership of the GWC. The deputy chair will also 
be a member of the GWC; it is not like they will be able to pick someone from outside. Also, the deputy chair could 
act as chair for only a certain period of time, which will be determined by the minister. If the independent chair is 
not able to come back, that will not mean that the deputy chair will remain as the independent chair; the minister 
will still need to appoint an independent chair. 

Mr P.J. RUNDLE: I refer to clause 11(6) and proposed section 12(5A), which states, in part — 

… the chairperson holds office for the period, not exceeding 5 years … and is eligible for reappointment. 

Will there be a restriction on the number of times that the chair can be reappointed? Will it be just one term or 
two terms? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: There will be no restriction on the number of times that the chair can be reappointed. 

Clause put and passed. 

Title put and passed. 
[Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading.] 

Third Reading 

DR A.D. BUTI (Armadale — Minister for Racing and Gaming) [4.42 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

MR P.J. RUNDLE (Roe) [4.42 pm]: I would like to quickly wrap up. Firstly, I thank the advisers and the minister 
for his comprehensive response. As I said, I am representing the opposition. I have been here right throughout the 
debate, apart from a short grievance, so I would like to point out that I have listened to everyone’s contributions. As 
I said right from the start, the opposition supports the Casino Legislation Amendment (Burswood Casino) Bill 2022. 

The royal commission process has been comprehensive. It was good to see concurrent royal commissions taking 
place in Victoria, New South Wales and WA. The public in general expected a good process and I think we have had 
it. The royal commissioners are well respected. Their 59 recommendations have well and truly been taken on board. 

From the opposition’s perspective, we support the bill. As always, we retain the right to ask a few questions. 
I appreciate the clarity that the minister provided. He did once tell me that I was a good bush lawyer, but I am not 
sure whether he still holds that view. I certainly appreciated the opportunity to ask those questions. 

I think the independent monitor process will be a good one. As always, it is quite interesting. I know the minister 
said that delegation happens in a lot of areas, but I think the powers of the independent monitor and, by extension, 
their staff will be pretty strong. I think that is what is needed on this occasion. The new owner of the licence is 
obviously a very large operation and will no doubt take heed of that. I look forward to seeing the progress of the 
independent monitor. I look forward to the independent monitor being of the highest integrity and character. I am 
sure the minister will recommend to cabinet someone of that nature. Despite earlier comments, I recognise that 
someone of that calibre needs to be in this position; I have no issues with that, minister. 
From the perspective of not only the opposition, but also the WA public, things were getting very untidy at the 
casino over the last few years. As is the case for many organisations, it will not do any harm for it to have a reset. 
The minister spoke about the culture, which is an issue. I do not know whether the minister will take any heed of 
my earlier recommendation on the standard of dress, but I am sure he will be in there amongst it. It will not do any 
harm to reset the Burswood Casino arrangement. As I said, the opposition supports the bill. I look forward to its 
progress and to more bills coming onstream. We support the bill. 
DR A.D. BUTI (Armadale — Minister for Racing and Gaming) [4.46 pm] — in reply: I will commence by 
thanking the member for Roe for going solo on the Casino Legislation Amendment (Burswood Casino) Bill 2022. 
He has not had any support, so I know that it was very difficult. I thank him for his contribution and his questions 
during the consideration in detail stage. I hope we have been able to clarify some of his questions and concerns. 
I can assure him that even farmers will not be banned from being the independent monitor. 
I thank everyone who has contributed to the debate—the member for Roe and a number of members on the 
government side. I mentioned their contributions in my response to the second reading debate. I thank all members, 
some of whom have outstanding knowledge of the bill before the house. 
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I thank Adelaide Kidson and Rachel Sackville-Minchin from my ministerial office. I also thank everyone who has 
been involved in working on the bill from the Department of the Premier and Cabinet and the Department of Local 
Government, Sport and Cultural Industries, particularly led by Jennifer Shelton, who was one of the advisers today. 
I also thank the people from the State Solicitor’s Office who worked on this bill. My other advisers today were 
Anthony Sheehan and Fiona Seaward; their assistance was very much appreciated. 
A lot of work has gone into this bill and we have had to work under a pretty strict timetable. I look forward to the 
passage of the bill in the other house so that we can soon appoint the independent monitor and the independent 
chair. This is the first legislative response to a very important royal commission. We are determined to have a proper 
regulatory framework for the casino and that the casino operator, which has a social licence, as many on my side 
have mentioned, will perform to the standard that the government and public of WA would expect. 
I commend the bill to the house. 
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

House adjourned at 4.49 pm 
__________ 
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