
Extract from Hansard 

[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 17 May 2012] 

 p2805b-2807a 

Mr Rob Johnson; Mr Ben Wyatt 

 [1] 

LOTTERIES COMMISSION AMENDMENT BILL 2011 

Third Reading 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Leader of the House) [11.41 am]: On behalf of the Premier, I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

I do so because after the previous debate we had, the Premier is meeting with some of the people who were in 

the gallery earlier, which I think is very important. I am sure that the opposition will agree with that. As I 

understand, the opposition spokesperson on the Lotteries Commission Amendment Bill wants to make a 

contribution at the third reading stage so that we can pass the bill through the house and get it to the other place 

as soon as we can. 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [11.43 am]: I note the Leader of the House’s comments that the Premier is 

not in the chamber for the third reading because he is meeting parents from the LEARN Foundation for Autism 

centre. I am very pleased about that; hopefully, it will resolve this very, very unfortunate issue. I want to make 

the point—as all members of Parliament have—to those parents and families with children with autism about the 

incredible difficulties that those parents have in seeking government support, and obtaining government support 

that is consistent and long-term is very difficult, so I do — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I just wanted to give the reason why the Premier is not — 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I am just making the point that I hope this issue can be resolved because it is certainly very 

distressing for those families, as is apparent from the media last night. 

The Lotteries Commission Amendment Bill 2011, as pointed out by a number of opposition members in the 

second reading debate, is supported by the opposition. During consideration in detail, we put a number of 

questions to the Premier last night, which were answered by him. I thank Lotterywest CEO Jan Stewart for her 

advice to the Premier last night that enabled the Premier to answer those questions. 

I do not think that I have ever purchased a syndicate ticket in lotteries. I have bought lotto of course, but I do not 

think I have ever participated in a syndicate. However, the purchase of syndicate tickets certainly seems to be 

growing in popularity. The capacity for smaller agencies to participate in syndicates without having to then wear 

that risk if shares in the syndicates are not sold does indeed increase the opportunity for smaller agencies to 

participate in generating that revenue stream. I note the answer provided by the Premier last night that the 

commissions paid to agencies will not be impacted on by the role of Lotterywest effectively underwriting those 

syndicate costs. 

A number of questions were put to the Premier that I just want to confirm at the third reading. The member for 

Mandurah in particular made some points in the second reading debate and at the commencement of 

consideration in detail, but he could not be in the chamber for the duration of consideration in detail. He asked 

what would happen in the event Lotterywest effectively won money. Is it advertised? Is it publicised? The 

Premier undertook in answers to me from the CEO that the number of Lotterywest syndicates that have 

effectively been won by Lotterywest, if any, will be stipulated in the Lotterywest annual report each year. Of 

course we anticipate that will be a rare occurrence, if at all, but I have no doubt that at some point in the future 

the Premier of the day will enjoy a week of politics when Lotterywest wins a $20 million jackpot. That will no 

doubt cause no end of consternation for members of the — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: He won’t share it with us! 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I dare say that the Premier hopes he is not the Premier when that happens! In the event that 

Lotterywest indeed wins a significant amount of money from a share it holds in a syndicate, it will be a political 

issue for a future Premier. However, in the event that Lotterywest does win, my understanding is that it is treated 

under the act as unclaimed money, which then flows from Lotterywest for distribution to community groups as 

we see every day.  

The contributions of all members—not just members of the opposition—emphasised the incredibly high regard 

for Lotterywest that members of the community have. Indeed, Lotterywest is a uniquely Western Australian 

institution that other states are envious of. When I meet members from other Parliaments around our Federation, 

they often look to and comment on Lotterywest as something they envy because of the role it plays in our 

community. Certainly, in my own electorate a wonderful event, with the Town of Victoria Park, the Western 

Australian Youth Orchestra and Lotterywest, is held each summer on the lawn at Burswood right near the river. 

That event is attended by thousands of people from not only my electorate but all over Perth, although they are 

probably generally from my patch and surrounds. Every member of Parliament has many stories to tell about 

Lotterywest and the work it does in the community. 
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That flows on to the second main amendment to the act, which will allow Lotterywest to effectively provide 

advisory or consulting services to governments or organisations that seek to tap into the professionalism, 

intellectual property and particular expertise that Lotterywest has. The Premier in consideration in detail, or it 

might have been in his reply to the second reading debate, gave the example of the Make a Wish television 

advertisement. It is a very good ad; it is quite an emotive ad. Other lottery organisations around the world may 

approach, or have approached, Lotterywest to use that particular advertising method, so no doubt Lotterywest is 

able to effectively sell or give advice on that intellectual property it owns to other organisations around the 

world, and quite rightly. That is work done here in Western Australia with the expertise generated by 

Lotterywest. It is a good amendment to allow those professional services to be charged, quite rightly too, 

whether they are for international organisations or private organisations in Australia that wish to set up 

foundations and replicate the way that Lotterywest distributes those moneys, or at least seek advice from 

Lotterywest on how they should go about it. As the Premier pointed out, more often than not, casual advice, 

happy advice, will still be continued in a goodwill environment and is unlikely to be charged for, but when it 

becomes a more official seeking of professional advice from Lotterywest, Lotterywest is now able to enter into 

contractual arrangements to charge a fee for that service. I think that all members will agree that that is a good 

outcome.  

I put to the Premier during consideration in detail that I was a bit curious about the amendment that he moved, 

because it seemed a bit unwieldy in light of the fact that the bill simply reads that the minister must get the 

consent of the Treasurer for any of these contracts that are entered into and without that consent any contract is 

null and void. However, an amendment to the bill has now been moved and passed that means in certain cases 

the minister does not have to seek the Treasurer’s approval. The Premier pointed out that if small amendments 

are made to contracts, the minister does not have to keep going to the Treasurer for approval. When amendments 

to a contract are made, the contract has to be tabled in Parliament within six days. I put this to the Premier and he 

confirmed that if a contract is not tabled in Parliament within six days, it is indeed void. There is quite stringent 

control over the process, and Lotterywest is accountable to the government and the Parliament for contracts it 

enters into. The Premier made the point that ultimately we do not want Lotterywest to effectively go out into the 

market as a quasi-private operator and try to generate a revenue stream from this activity. That amendment is a 

good outcome.  

I make one final point. These contracts will all be disclosed not only through being tabled in Parliament, but also 

in the annual reports from Lotterywest. Not only members of Parliament but also all members of the community 

will see exactly what Lotterywest does in its contracts.  

As I said, the opposition supports this bill; it does good things. As every member who spoke during the second 

reading debate pointed out, Lotterywest is unique to Western Australia and is a great asset in returning a steady, 

reliable and, it seems, ever-increasing stream of money to community groups. Every MP in this chamber will 

have many groups—Lotteries Houses, for example—that continue to receive support from Lotterywest.  

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

 


