Supplementary written evidence from Will Prochaska (GAM0013)

Thank you for the invitation to give evidence to the House of Lords Liaison Committee session on gambling advertising last week, and for the opportunity to respond to the supplementary thoughts that were provided by one of the consultant lobbyists for the Betting and Gaming Council. 
The supplementary material concerns statistics that were used during the first and third oral sessions to illustrate the scale and breadth of harm caused by the gambling sector.
It is important that the Liaison Committee be aware that a coordinated and sustained attack on any statistics that are used to make a case for stricter regulation of the gambling sector has become a standout feature of the gambling policy debate in recent years. This mirrors similar long-term tactics by other harms industries to undermine the case for stronger regulation. 
At the Coalition to End Gambling Ads we accept that there will be areas of statistical use that are open to interpretation, however this must not become a deterrent to using official government statistics, and other evidence sources, when formulating views on gambling policy. 
In the time available to respond to the supplementary considerations I have chosen not to enter into a written debate about the methodological underpinnings, or interpretation, of the three individual statistics in question – suffice to say that the government has reviewed the official statistics on gambling harm and suicide and stands by them.
Each of the statistics is but a single point of evidence and debating them will likely serve only to distract from the evidence in its sum. The body of evidence led to the conclusions of the House of Lords Special Committee on Gambling in 2020. The body of evidence, particularly on the causal link between gambling advertising and harm, is stronger now than it was then, and should lead to similarly strong conclusions for the House of Lords Liaison Committee. 
The evidence base including official government statistics, coronial reports, academic papers, and lived experience testimony shows unequivocally that:
· The gambling sector makes disproportionate profits from a small percentage of its highest spending customers and disproportionate profits from people in deprived communities.  
· Millions of people in Britain have been harmed by gambling, including a lot of children either directly or as impacted others. 
· Gambling can and does cause suicide. 
· Increased consumption of gambling by a population results in increased harm from gambling. 
· Gambling advertising causes gambling harm. 
To my knowledge no evidence has been presented to the Committee by the Betting and Gaming Council to contradict the statements above, only to cast doubt on a small sample of statistics that make up part of the evidence base. This is disappointing as I understand a range of gambling operators were invited to give evidence, but declined, and they would have been able to provide their own data to make an alternative case if there was one. 
The Betting and Gaming Council, as the standards body for the sector, might also reasonably have been expected to present data from its membership if that data were to contradict the amount of profits from a small sample of high spending customers, or if it were to show that gambling advertising does not lead to gambling harm, but they did not present any data to that effect.
Casting doubt on a small number of statistics that make up part of a comprehensive case laid out by academics and campaigners does not make a strong alternative argument. I believe that the challenge is designed in the hope that the Committee will choose to conclude that more evidence is needed, when in fact the academic community has made clear that Britain has more than enough evidence, and actually has more evidence than any other country linking gambling advertising to harm. 
If the Committee wishes to comment on the evidence base I hope that you will choose to recommend the mandated sharing of gambling operator data with UKRI as part of the government’s new research programme into gambling harm. This would give academics access to raw data that would provide invaluable insights into the sector’s practices, and how to protect people from unaffordable losses and harm. 
However I ask you not to make such a recommendation at the expense of also recommending urgent action to stop the harm that is being caused by gambling advertising, for which there is more than enough evidence already.
Thank you again for involving me in the Liaison Committee’s follow-up inquiry. 
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