








1st May 2003

Manager

Broadcasting and Online Content

Licensed Broadcasting

Department of Communications, Information Technology and the Arts

GPO Box 2154

Canberra   ACT  2601

SUBMISSION  TO  A  REVIEW  OF  THE  INTERACTIVE

                           GAMBLING  ACT  2001

1.

Cricketbet is the trading name of licenced bookmaker Philip Nott.


Cricketbet is licenced by the Victorian Government to accept bets on Sporting events via both telephone and the internet.


Cricketbet is the only licenced internet bookmaker that specializes solely on cricket betting.


Holdings by Cricketbet during 2002/03 will be approx $15 million – solely on cricket and solely on the result of the match.  Cricketbet does not  bet on any other sport nor does it bet on any outcome other than the result of the match.


My concern is in relation to Rule 8 A (2) (a) of the Interactive Gambling Act 2001 regarding betting on the outcome of a sporting event, where the bets are placed, made, received or accepted  after the beginning of the event.


Approximately 80% of bets accepted by Cricketbet are made after the commencement of matches (in the run) as cricket is an ideal sport for this type of betting.


You could therefore conclude that I am more affected by Rule 8 A (2) (a) than any other bookmaker.


If this rule was intended to eliminate betting by Australians in the run on sporting events over the Internet, then it has clearly not achieved its goal.  During the recent World Cup tournament held in Africa during February 2003 the following bookmakers / betting exchanges offered unlimited internet betting in the run:-

2.

Bet 365

Betfair

Blue Square

Coral

William Hill

Stan James

Ladbrokes

Paddy Power

Sky Bet

Sporting Odds

Sporting Options

Tote UK


Many Australians merely bet in the run with these international firms reducing business for Australian bookmakers and resulting in a loss of revenue for Government.


In my experience betting on the outcome of a match (as distinct from other contingencies) does not constitute micro wagering anyway.


Many serious punters will watch the first hours play of a test match to assess weather and pitch conditions before placing a bet.  I would suggest that the act is counter productive in not allowing a person time to make this assessment before placing a bet via the internet – after all, test matches are scheduled over 5 days.


Confusion exists at present whereby betting has been permitted at the end of each day of a 4 day golf tournament but is not allowed at the end of each day of a 5 day cricket match.  It is illogical to differentiate between the two.

3.


Micro wagering occurs where susceptible people are induced to bet by frequent betting options either before or during the outcome of  an event.  Betting options such as the number of runs to be scored off the next over or the method of the next dismissal would fall into this category.  These betting options are currently prohibited under section 8 A (2) (b).


Clearly, bets classified under Section 8 A (2) (a) should be permitted and bets classified under Section 8 A (2) (b) should continue to be prohibited.


I would be pleased to provide further opinion or information should it be required.









Yours faithfully,









PHILIP  J.  NOTT









Propriotor
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