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LOTTERYWEST GRANTS — VICTORY LIFE CENTRE 

Statement 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [6.28 pm]: I rise to make some 
comments regarding Lotterywest. I am very, very disappointed with the path Lotterywest is taking at the moment. 
I have raised these issues on a number of occasions over the last six weeks and they are justified. In fact, things are 
getting worse. I used to love delivering Lotterywest grants when I was a minister. To see Lotterywest descend into 
the body it is now really, really disappoints me and I am sure it disappoints a lot of Western Australians. 

It has occurred, quite frankly, since this government took over. When this government took over it sacked the CEO, 
Paul Andrews, and set about establishing a board that was compliant to the government. The government basically 
napalmed the old board, put in Susan Hunt as the CEO, two new members in January 2018 and four new members 
in July 2018, including Hon Jim McGinty, a former Attorney General in the Labor Party, and Lotterywest took 
a new approach. 

The government sacked the CEO, napalmed the board, handpicked people to run Lotterywest and Lotterywest changed 
its attitude. Do not take my word for it, Madam President, take the word of the CEO, Susan Hunt, on ABC radio 
on 8 October 2020. According to my notes, she stated — 

… as I mentioned, it’s around our commitment to diversity and inclusion. So that stands. It’s in our Grants 
Framework. Our Grants Framework has been more explicit around these issues. About the last three years 
we’ve had a very clear Lotterywest Grants Framework with five pillars. 

Susan Hunt, the CEO, stated that, so there has definitely been a change and shift in the attitude of Lotterywest since 
this government has taken office. As far as I was concerned, it manifested itself with the decision of the board to 
reject an application by the Margaret Court Community Outreach organisation for a freezer van to assist the literally 
thousands upon thousands of Western Australians who were going hungry and deliver 75 tonnes of food every 
single week. Lotterywest refused that grant purely, absolutely, unambiguously because Margaret Court happened to 
have some views on same-sex marriage. Do not take my word for it, Madam President, take the word of the CEO 
who, again on ABC radio, stated — 

So that’s really why in this case the Lotterywest Board in their decision-making around which grants they 
would support felt that the grants from the Margaret Court Community Outreach Group didn’t fit with 
that approach because of the public statements of the founder not aligning to our strong commitment to 
inclusion and diversity. 

… 

And the LGBTQI community more broadly, where she has been very outspoken, and from the feedback 
that we get and many of your listeners might also hear, people have been quite damaged and quite hurt and 
offended by that, and that really doesn’t align what Lotterywest is about and I think what the majority of 
the community values about being West Australian. 

In addition, when I asked the Premier, it took me about eight questions to get his final answer, but he finally admitted 
that, yes, the application from Margaret Court Community Outreach was rejected. Why? According to the words 
of the Premier that he gave to this house — 

The board expressed concerns about Lotterywest being associated with the public statements … by the 
organisation’s founder on gay and lesbian issues and on marriage equality. 

Unambiguously, that application was rejected because of Margaret Court’s attitudes to same-sex marriage. 

I wanted to find out a little bit more. I have asked multiple questions in this place. I put in a freedom of information 
application and, quite frankly, the shutter came down—weaving, twisting and turning, the government tried to get 
out of this so that it did not have to answer. It took me six questions to get the Premier to admit that that is exactly 
why Margaret Court’s application was rejected. I thought: “I know what I’ll do. I’ll get Lotterywest to come up to 
budget estimates, and let’s have a look through the estimates process.” What an unmitigated disaster that was. It was 
the most embarrassing thing I have ever seen in estimates—honest. Hon Ken Travers would have been mortified 
had he seen the way the estimates process took place. It was absolutely shocking. We had one hour for Lotterywest, 
and to every question I asked I got the, “Talk to the hand.” In answer to the very first question I asked about this 
Margaret Court Foundation application, Hon Sue Ellery stated — 

I am happy to assist the committee in providing answers in respect to matters in the annual report or the 
budget. I am not going to be dealing with particular individual decisions of the board. They are not captured 
in the budget or in the annual report. The specific decision that you are referring to was indeed outside 
the reporting period. 
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When has that ever been an excuse for not answering questions for estimates in this place? It has never, ever been. 
The beauty of estimates in the Legislative Council is that we have great latitude. We do not have to go to line items. 
We have always been allowed by the chair, regardless of political persuasion, to ask questions of a generic nature. 
All of a sudden when there is a difficult issue, the government wants to hide behind the cloak of secrecy. That is all 
it is. That is what we have here. The government wants to avoid answering the question. This was in estimates, which 
is sacrosanct to this house. It is something that we absolutely value. Do members know what happened then? I was 
not allowed to do it, because it was outside the confines of the time, apparently, but an hour later I went in to the 
hearing of Department of the Premier and Cabinet and asked 31 questions about things right up until the day of the 
hearing: “No problems, you can have that.” I asked who had been on the jet all year up until that day’s date and was 
told, “No problems, I will get you that.” The government will answer questions about DPC that carry right across the 
spectrum, but when I ask a specific question that just happens to be contentious, the Leader of the House shows, 
yet again, contempt for this house and this Parliament and refuses to answer it on the basis that there is no line item. 
Members, I would love to do an audit of estimates for the last 20 years in this place to check whether there actually 
had to be a guaranteed line item to answer a question. It is not the case; it has never been the case. An appalling 
precedent is being set by this government yet again. 

I asked a very generic question. I asked how many applications had been rejected due to the gay marriage issue. 
Susan Hunt said that there are a whole lot of reasons why an application may be rejected. She said that about three or 
four times, as did the Leader of the House. No, no, no! In this instance, Margaret Court Community Outreach had its 
application rejected specifically, unambiguously and transparently because of Margaret Court’s views on same-sex 
marriage. I am not saying anything about her views on same-sex marriage; I am saying that that is the way Lotterywest 
is going. 

I also asked a question about the purported change to Lotterywest’s “Our commitment” framework, because I have 
been told that the suggested change was going to read, according to my notes — 

As a matter of policy, rather than eligibility, Lotterywest does not support religious organisations for their 
faith or spiritual activities. Grants only support the welfare and community service activities of faith-based 
groups that meet the principles of equality, diversity and inclusion in line with government policies, practices 
and anti-discrimination legislation. 

That is the change. Organisations will get their grant only if they fall in line with Lotterywest’s views. Also, the 
Lotterywest and Healthway websites are going to be changed to say that they do not support the faith-based activities 
of religious organisations; however, the welfare and community service activities of faith-based groups may be 
supported, provided that they respect the principles of equality, diversity and inclusion. 

The changes to the “Our commitment” policy are right throughout the policy, apparently. Apparently, the board has 
stopped the changes being made at the moment because of the issues with Victory Life Centre. It has parked it 
until 2022. I have asked for that document to be tabled. I bet members any money that I get the hand. I bet any money 
that Lotterywest says no. If Lotterywest had the courage of its convictions, it would table that document. If it is so 
comfortable in its skin, it would table that document, put it out in the community and see what the community says. 
All I am saying is that Lotterywest should be fair. 

We have an absolutely classic situation of social engineering. Susan Hunt took two members of the Victory Life 
church into her office and told them specifically that they would not get any grants until Margaret Court was no longer 
leader of their organisation. That is what we have come to in this community. 

I say to faith-based organisations, “Be afraid; be very afraid, because Lotterywest is after you.” It has made it quite 
clear in the changes to its “Our commitment” policy that that is exactly what is going to happen. If Lotterywest had 
the courage of its convictions, it would put that document out into the public arena right now. It should table it in 
this house and not hide behind this government, shrouded in secrecy. I am telling Lotterywest now that the people 
will not wear it. This is the thin end of the wedge. If Lotterywest is starting now on same-sex marriage advocates or 
their faith, just wait until it starts on something else. 

I am so disappointed that Lotterywest is going down this path. Although it is an absolutely magnificent organisation, 
it has become a highly politicised body. It has become nothing more than a political arm of the Labor Party, and 
I am extremely disappointed. 
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