Fact Sheet

International Problem Gambling

Prevalence

Despite a wide range of machine types and numbers
available internationally, problem gambling prevalence
in Australia is similar to Canada and the United

States.

Canada

Problem gambling prevalence in Canada using

SOGS 5+
Jurisdiction Prevalence Year
Manitoba 2.3%" 2001
Alberta 2.0%° 1998
Quebec 2.1%° 1999
New Brunswick 2.2%* 1996
Ontario 2.0%° 1996
Prince Edward Island 2.0%° 1999
Nova Scotia 1.1%’ 1996
Saskatchewan 0.8%° 1994
British Columbia 1.1%° 2002
Problemlgambling prevalence in Canada using

CPGI 8+

Jurisdiction Prevalence Year
Saskatchewan™! 1.2% 2002
Manitoba? 1.1% 2001
Alberta™® 1.3% 2002
New Brunswick™* 1.4% 2001
Eaeg"g’d”o”r?!and and 1.2% 2005
Prince Edward Island®® 0.9%* 2005
Ontario™® 0.8% 2005
Nova Scotia™® 0.8% 2003
British Columbia® 0.9% 2007

United States

Problem gambling prevalence in the United States

using SOGS 5+

Jurisdiction Prevalence Year
Mississippi 2.1%% 1996
Nevada 3.5%% 2000
North Dakota 1.4%% 2000
Oregon 1.0%%* 2006
Washington State 0.5%% 1998
Montana 1.6%° 1998
Louisiana 1.6%° 2002
Australia

AUSTRALASIAN

AGC FS 19/08

Productivity Commission estimates of the number
of problem gamblers in Australia (1997-98)*® using
SOGS 5+

Jurisdiction (ﬁg{]ﬁ! Year
NSW 2.55 1999
VIC 2.14 1999
QLD 1.88 1999
WA 0.70 1999
SA 2.45% 1999
TAS 0.44 1999
ACT 2.06 1999
NT 1.89 1999
AUST 2.07 1999
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