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Q.1:    Do you agree that the proposals will remove or reduce burdens?

We believe there is nothing wrong with the Horserace Betting Levy Board (HBLB) to assess and collect monetary contributions from betting on British horseracing and distribute Levy funds in line with the statutory purposes set out in section 24 of the 1963 Act. These are:

· the improvement of breeds of horses;

● the advancement or encouragement of veterinary science or veterinary education; and

· the improvement of horse racing.


[bookmark: _GoBack]However, if the government is minded to dissolve the HBLB, then we believe any changes should remove and reduce any administrative and financial burdens on both collecting the levy and those paying the levy, to enable the maximum levy amount to be spent on the statutory objectives.


Q.2:	Do you have views regarding the expected benefits of the proposals as identified in Chapter 3 and 4 of this consultation document and addressed in the de minimise assessment?

We support the Government's objective to reduce financial and administration 
burdens, following reform of the Levy. 

We believe that the current system of levy collection and payment is working 
effectively. The current system works and reconciliation is not a burden and 
we feel it is fair to match profits with levy payments. We are therefore, not in 
favour of changing to a levy -1 formula.

In respect of the composition of the new 'Racing Authority', we would like to 
ensure that the main operators from the bookmaking industry - at this time, 
this would include Ladbrokes / Corals, William Hill and Betfred - and a 
representative of the independent operators and offshore bookmaking 
industry are included as full members of the Racing Authority. This would be 
in line with the Government's aim for "the racing industry to work
constructively with the betting industry" and would allow there to be real 
racing and betting industry cooperation in reaching agreement on how the 
levy is spent.

In addition, we would like to ensure that the Racing Authority has meaningful 
consultation with betting and other relevant stakeholders, so that any 
suggestions, contributions and concerns are taken account of in an open and 
transparent way. We therefore propose that the new Racing Authority must 
respond to any consultation responses outlining its actions, thinking and 
response to those consultation responses.

In the interests of transparency and public accountability we believe that 
there should be real accountability for Levy expenditure, hence we propose 
that the new 'Racing Authority' publish details of all spending over £500 in full 
and online as part of wider action to bring about a revolution in openness and 
accountability.

In respect of the Racing Authority's administration costs we believe that these 
should not be increasing in any one year by more than the commonly agreed 
government rate of inflation. This would allow the public to have confidence 
that much needed money for horse racing is not being lost to administration 
costs. We encourage the Government to ensure this is the case, with both the 
Racing Authority and the Gambling Commission.


Q.3:    Are there any non-legislative means that would satisfactorily remedy the 
issues which the proposals intend to address?
	
We do not believe there are any non-legislative means that satisfy the 
proposed objectives.


Q.4:     Are the proposals proportionate to the policy objectives?

 We believe that the proposals are proportionate to the policy objectives.

	
Q.5:	Do the proposals taken as a whole strike a fair balance between the public interest and any person adversely affected by it?

	We believe they do.

Q.6:      Do the proposals remove any necessary protection?
	
We are unaware of any necessary protection that would be removed.


Q.7:    Do the proposals prevent any person from continuing to exercise any right or freedom from which he/she might reasonably expect to continue to exercise? If so, please provide details.

We are unaware of any right or freedom that would be removed.



	


image1.jpg




