From Peter Howat [ Phowat @ealth. curtin. edu. au]

Sent: 9 Septenber 1999 17: 49

To: ganbling@c. gov. au

Subj ect: Subm ssion on Australia s Ganbling Industries

28 August 1999

Productivity Commi ssion
PO Box 80
Bel connen ACT 2616

Dear Sir

Re: Electronic Gam ng Machines and the Productivity Conm ssion Draft
Report As you are aware, The Public Health Association of Australia
(WA Branch) strongly supports the Western Australian Governnent in its
opposition to the introduction of electronic ganm ng nachi nes (EGW)
into hotels and clubs in this State.

Findings in your recent Draft Report on Australia' s Ganbling
Industries reaffirms this stance. It is very clear that the ngjor
social and health related problens attributed to ganbling are the
consequence of el ectronic gam ng machines (EGW). Fortunately for
Western Australia, the effect of EGVs has been relatively m nor
conpared to other parts of the country due to sound Gover nnent
policies to confine themminly to the Burswood Casino. It is
therefore inperative that the Governnent resists the ongoing pressure
by the Hotels Association and other vested interests to allow any
increase in the nunber of EGVs in Western Australi a.

Those vested interests have already taken sonme of the information from
the Productivity Conmission’'s Draft Report, and distorted it as part

of their relentless |obbying to get EGV in hotels in WA .
Specifically, they have agreed that harm m ni m sati on approaches
shoul d be inpl enmented wherever EGVWs are avail abl e. W agree that
such nmeasures are necessary where EGWs currently exist. However, we
are concerned that the proponents of EGWs are inferring that "

probl ens associated with EGWs can be prevented by inplenenting harm

m ni m sati on nmeasures"”

We believe that the evidence is clear that no matter what 'harm

m nimsation neasures are enacted for EGVs, substantial ganbling

rel ated problens would still arise attributed to the EGVs.

Accordingly, it is inperative that the Governnent of Wstern Australia
resists all pressures to allow any expansion of EGW into this State
until it can be proven conclusively that health and wel fare probl ens
associated with EGVWs ganbling can be prevented by the so-called harm
m ni m sati on neasures. The onus should be on the proponents of EGW
to provide this proof.

Accordingly we woul d wel cone some stronger statenents in your report
that supports the Western Australian Governnent in its intention to
resist any increase the availability of EGVs in WA

Si ncerely

Dr PA Howat
Spokesper son
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