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The following checklist is to be used to assist the InterChurch Gambling Taskforce in identifying which pokies venues have ATMs and where the next nearest ATM to a venue is. This will help in a campaign by the Taskforce in trying to get ATMs out of pokie venues. By comparison EFTPOS poses less risk to people with gambling problems due to the interaction with venue staff to access EFTPOS.

Name of Venue ……………………………………………………….

Venue Address ………………………………………………………..

…………………………………………………………………………

How many ATMs does the venue have? …………

Where are the ATMs located (circle appropriate locations)?

Foyer

Bistro

Main Bar 


Sports Bar

Other (please specify)…………………………..

What is the address of the next nearest ATM to venue?

…………………………………………………………………………

…………………………………………………………………………

Name of the person who filled this form out …………………………

Contact number (in case we need to verify details) ……………………

Date …………………

Please return to:

Elissa Middleton
Interchurch Gambling Taskforce

c/- 130 Little Collins St

Melbourne, Victoria, 3000
Why the InterChurch Gambling Taskforce believes that ATMs should be removed from pokie venues. 

The Australian Productivity Commission found that people with gambling problems were far more likely to access ATMs to withdraw money to gamble when playing pokies
.

Productivity Commission’s findings of how often people withdrew money from ATMs at a venue when they played pokies.

	
	Never
	Rarely
	Sometimes
	Often
	Always
	Can’t say

	Non- problem gamblers
	78.2
	11.8
	5.0
	1.4
	3.2
	0.4

	People with moderate gambling problems
	34.6
	12.4
	15.1
	16.5
	21.3
	0

	People with severe gambling problems
	18.2
	7.0
	16.1
	34.8
	23.9
	0


Research commissioned by the gambling industry from the University of Sydney Gambling Research Unit found that people with gambling problems in hotels were more likely to use ATMs, while those in clubs in NSW did not
. The study also found that visits to ATMs in venues were linked to heavy losses
. Further, people with gambling problems would continue to gamble until they had used up all the money available to them through ATMs located in venues
.
A 2001 gambling industry-sponsored survey found that 83% of venue patrons in Ballarat did not use ATMs in the venue
. This suggests that removing ATMs from pokie venues is unlikely to inconvenience the majority of patrons, while being likely to assist a significant proportion of people with gambling problems.

A 2004 survey of clients of problem gambling services in Victoria reports that the vast majority of respondents believe that it would be very effective to remove and ban ATMs from gaming venues.
 

A December 2005 report commissioned by the Victorian Gambling Research Panel, Evaluation of Electronic Gaming Machine Harm Minimisation Measures in Victoria, found  most pokie gamblers access an ATM at least once during a gambling session. Gaming venue managers agree that venue-based ATM-users are most likely to spend their withdrawals on gambling on pokies. Pokie gamblers who use an ATM at gaming venues rarely access it for the purpose of purchasing food and beverages. Those that access an ATM more than twice do so exclusively to gamble. The frequency of ATM use by a pokies gambler is connected with increased levels of spending, extended amounts of time in the gaming venue, the frequency of their gambling and their score on the problem gambling index. Pokie gamblers, particularly those with problematic gambling behaviour, were found to make multiple withdrawals of less than $200, rendering the Victorian Government’s current restriction of $200 per withdrawal a useless measure in reducing problem gambling. Pokie gamblers, both in country and metropolitan venues across hotels/pubs and clubs across Victoria, specifically state that ATMs should be removed from gaming venues, and in doing so rank this as possibly the most effective measure that would be introduced in the future.
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