Response to consultation on incidental non-commercial, private society, work and residents’ lotteries 

Q1
Do you agree with the Government’s proposal to permit lotteries that are incidental to commercial events to be run?

Yes
Q2
Is there any supporting evidence that you are aware of that justifies the need for this reform?

We have previously been approached by supporters wishing to operate incidental lotteries at commercial events/venues and have had to tell them that this is not permitted. 
Q3
Do you have any views regarding the expected benefits of the proposal?

The proposal will help our supporters to raise extra monies for charity.
Q4
Do you feel the identified risks warrant the dropping or modification of this proposal? If modification, please state in which way. Please comment on any risks not already identified.

No. The remaining restrictions (on prizes etc) minimise the risks of abuse and so the risks would appear to be greatly outweighed by the benefits to charities.

Q5
Is the proposal proportionate to the policy objective of allowing commercial businesses to hold lotteries to raise money for charities and good causes?

Yes
Q6
Do you agree with the Government’s proposal to allow private society lotteries to be promoted for any charity or good cause?

Yes. 
Q7
Is there supporting evidence that you are aware of that justifies the need for this reform?

We have in the past been approached by members of clubs etc wishing to support us through small private lotteries (often where we have cared for a member of that club or their family). It could only be good for us if they were allowed to do so.
Q8
Do you have views regarding the expected benefits of the proposal? Do you consider that there could be risks/unintended consequences of the proposal?

We believe the risk to be very small and can’t think of any unintended consequences. We believe that the benefits to charity justify the proposal.
Q9
Is the proposal proportionate to the policy objective of allowing greater freedom to private societies to raise money for charities and good causes?

Yes
Q10
Do you agree with the Government’s proposal to allow work and residents’ lotteries to be promoted for charity or good causes?

Yes

Q11
Is there supporting evidence that you are aware of that justifies the need for this reform?

We do not have direct experience of residents’ lotteries. However, various businesses have wanted to carry out small workplace lotteries to raise funds for us (sometimes where they have adopted us as their “charity of the year” but also where they simply support their local Sue Ryder hospice). Such lotteries are very low risk and allowing them can only be good for charities, who will receive extra funds for their work.
Q12
Do you have any views regarding the expected benefits of the proposal? Do you consider there are any risks/unintended consequences to this proposal?

We believe the risks to be low and easily outweighed by the benefits.
Q13
is the proposal proportionate to the policy objective?

Yes
Q14
Do you agree with the Government’s proposal to remove the requirement for promoters of work and residents’ lotteries to provide specific tickets?

Yes
Q15
Is there supporting evidence that you are aware of that justifies the need for this reform?

We have no direct experience but believe it is desirable to (within reason) make it easier for businesses to support charities.
Q16
Do you have any views regarding the expected benefits of the proposal? Do you consider there are any risks/unintended consequences to this proposal?

We expect the proposal to make it easier for businesses to support charities. We don’t believe there are any undue risks.
Q17
Can you identify any risks with the Government’s proposal? Is there any need for the current information on tickets to be retained?

We do not believe there are any undue risks (although user friendly advice for organisers issued by the Gambling commission could be worthwhile). We don’t believe there is any real need to retain the information on tickets where players all come from a limited group of workers or residents.
Q18
Is the proposal proportionate to the policy objective of lifting an administrative burden?

Yes
Q19
Do the proposals put forward in this consultation, taken as a whole, strike a fair balance between the public interest and any person adversely affected by them?

We believe they do.
Q20
Do the proposals remove any necessary protection?

We believe that there will still be perfectly adequate safeguards to prevent such lotteries being abused.
Q21
Do any of the proposals put forward contribute to or open-up any risk of criminal activity?

We don’t believe so.

