MISSOURI GAMING COMMISSION
Open Session Minutes
September 30, 2009

The Missouri Gaming Commission (the “Commission”) went into open session at approximately
9:10 am. on September 30, 2009, at the St. Charles City Hall, Council Chambers, 200 North
Second Street, St. Charles, Missouri.

Commissioner Jones moved to go into closed session under Sections 313.847 and 610.021(1)
and (14), RSMo. Commissioner Bradley seconded the motion. After aroll call vote was
taken, the motion passed unanimously.
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PUBLI C HEARI NG BEFORE THE M SSCURI GAM NG COWM SSI ON

IN RE: Conmi ssion Resol utions/Approval s

BE | T REMEMBERED t hat the above-entitled matter
came on for a public neeting at the St. Charles Gty
Hal | Buil di ng, Council Chanbers, 200 North Second
Street, Fourth Floor, in the County of St. Charles,
State of Mssouri, on the 30th day of Septenber, A D.,
2009, commencing at the hour of 10:30 in the norning
of that day, said neeting having been called by the
M ssouri Gami ng Conmi ssion pursuant to the issuance
of due notice to all parties in interest, and the
following is a transcript of the record nade of all

proceedi ngs held during the course of said neeting.

APPEARANCES:

M. Janmes L. Mathewson, Chairman

M. Noel J. Shull, Commi ssioner

M. Darryl T. Jones, Conm ssioner

M. Larry W Plunkett, Sr., Commi ssioner
Ms. Suzanne Bocel |l Bradl ey, Commi ssioner
M. CGene McNary, Executive Director

Ms. Angi e Franks
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CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Ckay. | believe
we're ready to go. Thank you. Again, I'dlike to
wel cone everyone here today. Let ne just take a nonent

to nake a comment about yesterday, okay, because |

think that -- well, let's hold on that.
Let's open the neeting, Angie, and then |'I|
nmake a comment about what we did yesterday.

Chair woul d accept a notion to open the neeting,

pl ease.

COW SSI ONER SHULL: | nove.

COW SSI ONER BRADLEY: | second.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Thank you. Call the
roll, please.

M5. FRANKS: Chairnman Mat hewson?

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Aye.

M5. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Shull?

COW SSI ONER SHULL: Present.

M5. FRANKS: Conm ssioner Jones?

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Present.

MS. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Plunkett?

COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT:  Present.

MS. FRANKS: Conm ssioner Bradley?

COW SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Present.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Ckay. Quorum bei ng

present -- all present, | mght add -- the Chair would



1 accept a notion in consideration of the mnutes from

N

the August 26th neeting.

3 COW SSI ONER BRADLEY: Move for

4 accept ance.

5 COW SSI ONER JONES:  Second.

6 CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON: Call the roll,

7 Angi e, please.

8 MS. FRANKS: Chairnman Mat hewson?

9 CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Appr oved.
10 MS. FRANKS: Comm ssioner Shull?
11 COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Approved.
12 MS. FRANKS: Comm ssioner Jones?
13 COWM SSI ONER JONES:  Appr oved.
14 MS. FRANKS: Commi ssioner Plunkett?
15 COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT:  Appr oved.
16 M5. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Bradl ey?
17 COWM SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Approved.
18 MS. FRANKS: By your vote, you' ve adopted

19 the minutes of the August 26, 2009, neeting.
20 CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON: Director, may | nake

21 a conment before | come to you, sir?

22 MR MCNARY: Pl ease.
23 CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON: | just want to nake
24 -- and | see nost of themhere. | think they're

25 probably all here. W had the opportunity yesterday,
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all the conmissioners and the staff, to tour all of the
operations in the St. Louis area, including the new

property in South County, and | just want to thank al

of you all. Thank you very nuch.
I nean, it was a wonderful day. You all were
nmost gracious with your tinme and to take us around and

show us not only the casino areas, but your other
operations and all your anenities. And as a nenber,
that's the first tine |1've been on the operations here
and | was thoroughly inpressed. Thank you all very,
very much for your tine and to do that for us
kay. M. Director, sir.

MR, MCNARY: M. Chairman, menbers of the
Conmi ssion, before we get into hearing officer
reconmendati ons, staff has put on the agenda Item Xl |
Consi deration of the Future of President Riverboat
Casino. | understand there really is no action to be
taken, and with that, unless there's an objection, we
woul d del ete that fromthe agenda. That may |let some
of the people here go, dependi ng on whether they want
to just stay for a neeting or not; but there may be
sonme people here that canme for that item and we
recomrend that it be del eted.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON: kay. Any obj ection

to the deletion fromthe nmenbers the Conm ssion?
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Ckay. Thank you.
MR MCNARY: Item V concerns hearing
of ficer recommendati ons. Hearing officer Steve Stark
has the first one.
St eve.
MR, STARK: Good norning, Conmi ssioners.
CHAI RVAN/ COWM SSI ONERS: Good nor ni ng.
MR STARK: This case deals with an
al l egation of serving intoxicating liquor to any person
i ntoxi cated or appearing to be in the state of
intoxication. The |location of the case is Lum ére
Pl ace Casi no.

The facts, as found in our evidentiary hearing,
do indicate that a patron nanmed Kera Carter was served
al cohol on April 16, 2008, having consumed ni ne
al coholic drinks in the span of tinme of 2 hours and
27 minutes. However, our hearing record consists of
hundreds of pages raising several issues that would
need our attention before we actually get to some type
of conclusion as to whether or not a violation occurred
warranting sone type of discipline.

The first issue that was raised is: W is the
appropriate party that should be subject to discipline
on the facts before us? WelIl, the caption of the case

that was put together by the Commission identifies
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Lum ere Place Casino. Lumiére Place Casino is actually

a fictitious name, not a separate, distinct |ega

entity. It's not a corporation. It's not alimted
liability conpany, just a nane for doing business. So
technically, it's not an entity that would hold a

license for authority to operate a gami ng boat.

So who is the licensee that woul d have been
responsi ble for serving Ms. Carter the al coholic
drinks? Well, the hearing record identifies two
entities: Pinnacle Entertainment |ncorporated and
Casi no One Cor poration.

Now, adding to the confusion is the fact that
on May 30, 2008, the Conmi ssion nade a change in its
licensing regulation creating two types of |icensure:
the Class A for the parent organization or controlling
entity and then a second class called dass B for the
actual authority to operate the excursion ganming boat.
But prior to changing that regul ation, before May 30,
2008, which is the tinme for our case that we have
before us today, where the facts occurred on April 16
2008, only one type of license existed, the Cass A
i cense of being the authority to operate the ganing
boat .

So prior to May 30, 2008, it was Pinnacle

Entertai nment | ncorporated that held the dass A
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license in order to be the operator of Lum ere Place
Casino. So in spite of the fact that the caption
of the case identifies Lumi ére Place Casino, the
all egations within the prelimnary order for
di sciplinary action does identify Pinnacle as the
conpany that woul d be subject to discipline.
Unfortunately, it also states that Pinnacle has a
Class B license, but really, that's not relative to
the fact of April 2008; in that, a Cass B license
didn't occur until after May 30, 2008. So dealing
with the date of our facts and the |icensing status
on the date that our facts occurred, Pinnacle
Entertai nment | ncorporated would be the correct party
that should be before this Conmission on this matter
Now, another issue | have relating to party
identification: The liquor |license, as issued by
the Commission, is in the nane of Luniére Place. |If
you | ook at Exhibit No. 12, it does not identify any
| egal entity other than Lum ére Place, which, again,
is a fictitious name. So going back to April 16, 2008,
Pi nnacl e Entertai nnent woul d have been the responsible
party for Lum ére Place and shoul d be responsible al so
for its licensed liquor activities.
The preliminary order for discipline does

seemto indicate that this action is against both
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the Class A licensee and the excursion |iquor |icense,
two separate licenses; but it concludes at paragraph 19
that the discipline is to be against the Oass A
| i censee, which, again, is Pinnacle Entertainnment. So
to kind of clear up the idea of identification of the
party, ny conclusion is that the discipline, if we
decide that that's appropriate, would be agai nst the
| egal corporation that had the Class A license in
April of 2008, being the Pinnacle Entertainnent
I ncor por at ed.

The next issue: Dida violation actually occur?
Well, the lawis that a |licensee cannot serve al coho
to any person intoxicated or appearing to be in the
state of intoxication. The Ganing Conm ssion's agent
testified as an expert at the hearing regarding the
determnation of intoxication. |In this case the
results of a medical exam about Ms. Carter's bl ood
al cohol content was not avail abl e.

We have no nedical proof as to her state of
i ntoxication. So the ganing agent testified that
there is a test called the bl ood al cohol concentration
cal cul ator that |aw enforcenent officials use to
determne at |least an estimate of a person's bl ood
al cohol content. That test gives consideration to

several factors including the person's gender, weight,

10
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anmount of al cohol consumed, and the duration of time in
whi ch the al cohol was consunmed. Those factors that
relate to this patron, Ms. Carter, that the gaming
agent used includes being a femal e; body weight,
130 pounds; amount of al cohol, 9 servings, which with
each serving constituting a 12-ounce beer; in the
time span of 2 hours. The result of that test that the
gam ng agent perforned on this cal cul ator was that
Ms. Carter had a bl ood al cohol content of 0.292

Now, some information that may inpact his
calculation was that Ms. Carter was not drinking beer
but rather hard liquor -- principally vodka -- and
some of those drinks were double shots. Al so, the
ti mespan of her consunption was nore than 2 hours. It
was 2 hours and 27 nminutes. So ny findings are a
little bit different than the Gam ng Conmi ssion's use
of information to do this calculation. But
neverthel ess, the calculation came out to 0.292 as a
bl ood al cohol content.

Now, what is the state of intoxication?
Looki ng at sone of the statutes, a baseline for
conpari son would be that the |aw says, while driving a
notor vehicle, if there is 0.08 al cohol content, then
that's prima facie evidence that the person was

intoxicated at the tinme the speci nen was taken

11
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Anot her standard is operating a water vessel in which
excessi ve bl ood al cohol content would be 0.10 bl ood
al cohol content. So ny conclusion was that serving
9 drinks within a tinespan of 2 hours and 27 m nutes
to a fermal e patron shoul d have triggered some concerns
to the bartenders about conpliance with this
prohibition in serving an intoxicated person

An additional event that would raise concern
is that Ms. Carter was with two compani ons. One
compani on was actually asked to | eave because of his
i ntoxication, but the bartenders continued to serve
Ms. Carter, serving her three drinks after her
conpani on was asked to leave. So the end result is
that, when Ms. Carter herself had to be renoved from
the bar, she was escorted to the outside to obtain a
taxi, but she became very, very sick, to the point of
needi ng an anbul ance. So ny conclusion is that
Ms. Carter was intoxicated while she was in the bar
still being served drinks, and therefore, a violation
occurred.

Now, as part of the defense being presented
at the hearing was that the bartenders did not find
i ndications of Ms. Carter being intoxicated unti
suddenly she needed this nedical care outside while

waiting for the taxi. But ny conclusion is that, if

12
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a person is considered inpaired with 0.08 al coho
content for driving a notor vehicle or 0.10 operating
a boat, then the enpl oyees should have been reasonably
concerned about her reaching the | evel of inpairnent
based on the ampunt of drinks that she had.

Again, Ms. Carter may very well be a person
that can tolerate al cohol better than the average
person. She may be able to function w thout signs of
i ntoxication, but just the mere anount of drinks, some
of them being double shots, in such a short tine frane,
agai n, the reasonabl e person should conclude that the
consequence woul d be the state of intoxication. So
based on these facts, it is, indeed, appropriate that
di sci pline be asserted agai nst Pinnacl e.

The next issue is: Wat is the appropriate
penalty? Well, the Comm ssion does have real broad
discretion into determ ning what the appropriate
discipline mght be. The |law doesn't necessarily tel
you what the m ni num amount of discipline mght be;
however, it does indicate what the nmaxi num m ght be.
The statute says that the maxi num anount can be up to
three tines the highest daily anobunt of gross receipts
derived fromwagering on the ganbling ganes conducted
during the previous 12 nonths.

Now, unfortunately at the hearing itself there

13



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

was no evi dence presented as to the gross receipts of
Pinnacle. 1In the posthearing witten |egal nenoranduns
offered by the parties, there was a footnote offered
that Pinnacle had on March 19, 2008, gross receipts

of $5,241,624. | struggled a little bit w th whether
or not this should be considered adni ssi bl e evidence;
inthat, it was not presented at the hearing subject to

cross-exam nation and contrary evi dence, possibly.

Pi nnacl e did not pose any objections in their
post heari ng | egal menorandums. So | | ooked at the
adm nistrative procedures |law, and actually, the

Ganmi ng Conmi ssion has pretty broad authority into
accepting evidence, especially evidence of its own
records. So | canme to the conclusion that it was
appropriate for me to accept that nunmber of over
$5 mllion as an appropriate nunber to consider, when
the statute tells us to | ook at the gross receipts of
the licensee in determning a penalty. So, of course,
3times 5 mllionis 15 nmillion, so it looks like the
maxi mum penalty that could have been presented woul d
have been that $15 million figure.

What actually happened in this case is that
on Cctober 30, 2008, the Comm ssion, through its
prelimnary order, suggested a $50, 000- proposed

penalty. That anount, obviously, is within the |lega

14
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limts placed upon the discretion granted to the
Conmi ssion. One concern that was raised, though, is
that the original proposal by staff was $20, 000.

The Conmission -- the five conm ssioners had
their meeting in Septenber of 2008 to discuss this
particul ar proposed discipline, and through the
presentation of that case, there was sone incorrect
informati on provided. That incorrect information
i ncluded that the nunmber of alcoholic drinks served
to Ms. Carter was stated as 10. | found it to be only
nine. The tinme frame that Ms. Carter consuned her
al coholic drinks was stated as 1 and 1/2 hours.
found it to be 2 hours and 27 mi nutes.

And then there was a statenment that it appeared
that the Pinnacle enpl oyees may have been trying to
rush Ms. Carter to the taxi to avoid disclosing any
type of problens to the Conmmission. That | found to
be an incorrect conclusion; in that, the gam ng agent
was actually present, observed all the facts, observed
what the enpl oyees did, and that ganing agent testified
under oath that there was no efforts at all on the part
of the enployees of the licensee to try to hide facts.
Everything was out in the open. No hiding of anything
by the |icensee.

So the question is: Didthis incorrect

15
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informati on serve as a trigger to raise the proposed
fine of 20,000 to 50,000? And that is somnething that
is probably difficult for me to say, not being present
at that hearing. The transcript just identifies one
of the conmissioners indicating a desire to raise the
penalty. It's not clear whether other facts played a
part in the vote. bviously, there's five of you, and
the idea of what's a fair penalty may be different for
each of you; but with the five of you, hopefully, it
bal ances out. And the $50,000 anount, again, is within
the legal limts and woul d be appropriate in this
particul ar case.

The other issue, though, is that previous
penal ties asserted against other |icensees were of an
amount | ess for nore severe violations. Now, there

was no evidence in the hearing record as to the gross

recei pts of those other licensees. It seens that the
| egislature is telling us that there should be sone
type of comparison of gross receipts to the anount of

penalty. So nore business would generate a higher
penalty, if you're comparing two |icensees.

So to say that the -- so | guess the record
just doesn't reflect the anount of gross receipts for
these other |icensees that received penalties for

sonething simlar, and actually, it wasn't necessarily

16
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simlar. Let ne kind of tell you that the other
Iicensees had problens with serving patrons that were
obviously nore intoxicated than Ms. Carter. There
were sonme repeat violations and then allow ng the
i ntoxi cated patron on the gaming floor. M. Carter
was only on the gaming floor for her first drink
After having consumed the first drink, she went to the
bar and had all of her drinks thereafter in the bar

So the bottomline is that there were sonme
penal ties served against other |icensees for nore
severe violations with | esser penalties. Again, the
discretion given to the Comm ssion allows the simlar
assertion of penalties; and again, the maxi mum woul d
be based on gross receipts, which the evidence is now
before you, to indicate whether or not the conparison
is appropriate.

My concl usi on and recomendati on woul d be
that the $50,000 penalty is appropriate within the
di scretion of the Conmmission and the facts which
support such anobunt of penalty.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any questions of
the Commi ssion on his report?
COW SSI ONER SHULL: Did the casino

security officer notify the boat officers, or did he

hear this -- did he learn about it on his own effort

17
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through the radio chatter?

MR. STARK: Yes, Mke will tell you that
he had a live radio and was able to hear what was going
on at the sane tine everybody el se was, so he was there
and i mmedi ately avail abl e.

COW SSI ONER SHULL: But they did not
call himdirectly. He just heard the radio chatter?

MR, STARK: That's ny understanding. He
was there with the security people on site pretty
qui ckly, so, again, | don't think they had a need to
tell him because he was already there.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any ot her questions
of the officer?

Thank you, sir.
The Chair would accept a notion to accept the
reconmmendati on of the hearing officer.

COW SSI ONER JONES: WIling to accept
Resol ution No. 09-070.

COWM SSI ONER SHULL:  Second.

CHAl RMVAN MATHEWSON:  Any di scussi on?

Call the roll, please.

MS. FRANKS: Chairman Mat hewson?

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Aye.

M5. FRANKS: Commi ssioner Shull?

COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Approve.

18
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MS. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Jones?
COW SSI ONER JONES:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Plunkett?
COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT:  Appr ove.

M5. FRANKS: Commi ssi oner Bradl ey?
COW SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: By your vote, you adopt

Resol uti on No. 09-070.

MR MCNARY: M. Chairman, the next three
itens on the agenda will be handled by Hearing Oficer
Don Wl ff.

MR. WOLFF: Good norni ng, Chairnman, and
nmenbers of the Commission. M three cases are nuch

| ess conplicated than the one you just heard, so
they'll go nuch quicker. The first of which is
Ram co Adans. M. Adans received notice that his
i cense was being revoked for failure to disclose
arrests. Those arrests were assault, first degree,
and arned crimnal action on two separate occasions
and two separate jurisdictions and separated by two
years.

M. Adans, on receiving his notice, indicated
that all of those matters were dropped; and there
was no prosecution; and that, further, his |awer

instructed himthat w thout a disposition he had no

19
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duty to disclose. Upon receiving that information,
had asked M. Hi nckley to notify M. Adans to have h
| awyer that gave himthat advice present at the
hearing. Neither M. Adams nor any w tness appeared
at the hearing. And as you know, failure to appear
at the hearing upon receiving notice is an adm ssion
of all the allegations in the notice; therefore, |

recomend to you that his |icense be revoked, which

was the Commi ssion's recomendati on, based on failure

to disclose those arrests.
CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any questions for
M. Wl ff by the Conm ssion?
Thank you. 1Is M. Adans present?
The Chair woul d accept a notion for the
reconmrendati on on Rami co Adans.
COWM SSI ONER SHULL: | nove to accept
Resol ution No. 09-078.

COW SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Second.

is

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Call roll, please.

MS. FRANKS: Chairman Mat hewson?
CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Appr ove.
MS. FRANKS: Conmmi ssioner Shul | ?
COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Approve.
M5. FRANKS: Commi ssioner Jones?

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Appr ove.

20
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MS. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Plunkett?

COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: Commi ssi oner Bradl ey?

COWM SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: By your vote, you've
adopt ed Resol uti on No. 09-078.

MR WOLFF: The next case is
Ri chard Savage. There's a little bit nore of a
techni cal issue here. And as nmpst of you know,
after 47 years of practicing law, technicalities are
sonetines all | have to deal with, so forgive ne if |
deal with a few technicalities in this position as
hearing officer

In this case Savage was inforned that his
application was being deni ed because he pled guilty
to/ convicted of a m sdenmeanor charge of stealing and
destruction of property. Upon that plea of guilty, he
did receive a suspended inposition of sentence; so
therefore, of course, there was no conviction
So we're dealing with the failure to disclose a

plea of guilty to the charge of stealing in a nunicipa
court, which was charged in the notice as a failure to
disclose his plea of guilty to a m sdeneanor. It
wasn't a m sdemeanor; it was a nunici pal ordi nance

violation. And that is a bit of a technicality, but |

21
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upon reviewing the law, found, of course, that there

is authorization to deny on the basis of failure to
disclose a plea to a nmunicipal offense just as there

is in a msdenmeanor court. So based upon the
applicant's adm ssion that he failed to disclose the
plea of guilty, even though it was a ni sdeneanor --

and al so, we had in this case a failure to disclose the
arrest, although that allegation was not raised in the
denial, and | suggest these future cases be separate
and apart frompleas -- in totality of this case,
bel i eve the Comm ssion's reconmendati on of denial based
on failure to disclose the arrest -- or rather the

plea of guilty to a m sdeneanor of stealing -- to a
muni ci pal ordi nance violation of stealing in a
muni ci pal court be upheld; and therefore, | reconmend

to you denial on that basis.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any questions of
M. Wl ff?
Is M. Savage here?
The Chair would accept a notion on the
recommendat i on.

COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT: Motion to
approve Resol ution 09-079
COW SSI ONER JONES:  Second.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any questi ons,
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coment s?
Call roll, please.

MS. FRANKS: Chairman Mat hewson?

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Appr ove.

M5. FRANKS: Commi ssioner Shull?

COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: Commi ssioner Jones?

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Approve.

M5. FRANKS: Commi ssi oner Plunkett?

COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT:  Appr ove.

M5. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Bradl ey?

COWM SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: By your vote, you've
adopt ed Resol uti on No. 09-079.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON: M. Wl ff.

MR. WOLFF: The final case, nenbers of
the Commi ssion, is Tamara Rucker. Tamara Rucker was
deni ed and that her |icense was being revoked because
she failed to disclose arrest, |ast conviction.

Ms. Rucker was arrested for theft over $500 and

fraudul ent use of a credit card by the O Fallon Police

Depart nent.

Upon receiving notice of this denial,
Ms. Rucker informed us, first of all, that the charges
were dropped; that they were charges raised by her
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father in using his credit card; and that furthernore,
she coul d not appear at the hearing because of
mlitary service. She subsequently inforned us that
the mlitary was pernmitting her to attend; and that
she would, in fact, attend the hearing. M. Rucker
failed to appear.

Wil e there might have been some consideration
of her information about the credit card being her
father's and being a famly matter, | felt that none
of that could be considered given the fact that she
failed to appear. W waited over two hours for her to
appear, and no one appeared on her behalf or notified
us of any reason for failure to appear. Based upon
that, | find that there is sufficient evidence to
support the recomendation that her |icense be revoked
for failure to disclose the arrest of the charges of
theft over $500 and fraudul ent use of the credit card;
and therefore, | support the Conm ssion's
reconmendati on that she be denied her license on that
basi s.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any questi ons?
The Chair would accept a notion on the recomrendati on

Oh, I'msorry. |s Tamara Rucker present? She
didn't show up for this one either. Thank you

The Chair would accept a recomendati on
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COW SSI ONER

BRADLEY: Mbtion to approve

Commi ssi on Resol uti on 09-080.

pl ease.

Resol uti on No.

M. VoIlff.

COW SSI ONER

JONES: Second.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Cal | the roll,

M5. FRANKS:

Chai r man Mat hewson?

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Appr ove.

M5. FRANKS:

COW SSI ONER

M5. FRANKS:

COW SSI ONER

M5. FRANKS:

COW SSI ONER

M5. FRANKS:

COW SSI ONER

M5. FRANKS:

09- 080.

Commi ssi oner Shul | ?
SHULL:  Approve.

Commi ssi oner Jones?
JONES:  Approve.

Comm ssi oner Pl unkett?
PLUNKETT:  Approve.
Commi ssi oner Bradl ey?
BRADLEY: Approve.

By your vote, you' ve adopted

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Thank you,

MR, MCNARY:

M. Chairman, the ItemVl

on the agenda concerns disciplinary actions, and

Enf orcenent Chi ef Roger Stottlenyre will handl e those.

Commi ssi oners,

MR, STOTTLEMYRE: Chair man,

good nor ni ng.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Col onel , proceed.
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MR STOTTLEMYRE: To start off, I'd
direct your attention to Tab F of your book, please.
We' || discuss Disciplinary Conplaint No. 09-273
concerning supplier licensee Aristocrat Technol ogi es.
The violation alleged falls under the Code of State
Regul ati ons 45-5.237 which states that all critica
program storage nmedi a shall be approved for use in the
state prior to shipment.

The facts according to the alleged violations
are as follows: On January 20, 2009, a Conmm ssion EGD
speci al i st discovered that the |licensee Aristocrat
Technol ogi es had shipped five conpact flash cards with
unapproved software to Lum ere Place for use in their
casino el ectronic gam ng devices. An investigation
reveal ed that the Conmission's testing | aboratory,

G.I, had not approved the subject software for use in
M ssouri. As a result of these factual allegations,
the staff recomrends that the Conmi ssion inpose a
$5, 000 fine.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any questions of

Col onel Stottlemyre?

COW SSI ONER SHULL: Were the flash cards
installed by the casino?

MR, STOTTLEMYRE: They were; yes,
Sir
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machi nes?

that to be s

Todd?

cards never
remai ned --

devices, a s

COW SSI ONER SHULL: So they were in the

MR, STOTTLEMYRE: | better check on
ure.
MR. NELSON:. Good norning. The flash

made it into the gam ng devices. They

basically, before they go into the gam ng

pecialist is required to check those flash

cards to nmake sure that they are approved for use in

the state of

themin. |It's a bad practice to be shipping unapproved software.

instal | ed?

machi ne t hat

a nenory sti

simlar to t

what they'l|

M ssouri. They're not supposed to ship

COW SSI ONER SHULL: So they were not

MR, NELSON

No, sir.

COW SSI ONER BRADLEY: Is that the

| saw yesterday where you put the --

MR, NELSON: Yes.

COW SSI ONER BRADLEY: -- what we call,
ck --

MR. NELSON: Yes. It was sonething
hat .

COW SSI ONER BRADLEY: Ri ght.

MR NELSON

do is they'l

You saw it. Basically,

put E-cards or flash cards
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in a device like that and check them
COW SSI ONER BRADLEY: And that's
checked out before you put it into the nmachine?
MR, NELSON: Correct.
CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any ot her questions?
MR. MCNARY: For the record, that's
Todd Nel son, who's an el ectronic gam ng device
speci al i st.
MR. NELSON: Thank you.
CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Thank you.
Any ot her questions of Roger? The Chair would

accept a notion on the recomendati on.

COW SSI ONER SHULL: Move for approval
of 09-273.

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Second.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any furt her
di scussi on?

Call the roll, please.
M5. FRANKS: Chairnman Mat hewson?
CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Approve.
M5. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Shull?
COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Approve.
M5. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Jones?
COW SSI ONER JONES:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: Commi ssioner Plunkett?
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COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT:  Appr ove.

M5. FRANKS: Commi ssi oner Bradl ey?

COW SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: By your vote, you've
adopt ed DC- 09-273.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Col onel

MR STOTTLEMYRE: Ckay. | now
direct your attention to Tab G Disciplinary Conplaint
No. 09-274 concerning Cass B licensee Ameristar Casino
Kansas City, Inc. The violations alleged fall under
Section 313.817 of the revised statutes that prohibits
persons under the age of 21 frombeing admtted to the
gam ng floor and from wagering.

The facts supporting the alleged violations

are as follows: On April 19, 2009, Corporal Howard of
the patrol gam ng division was contacted by casino
security and infornmed that an underage patron had been
di scovered on the gamng floor. An investigation
reveal ed earlier in the evening the underage patron
entered the casino after presenting his driver's
license to a casino security officer. The security
officer failed to notice the words "Under 21 Unti
08- 08-2010" which was written just under the patron's
date of birth.

The patron did not ganble or drink while on the
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gamng floor. He was discovered by another security
officer after he exited the casino and attenpted to
re-enter. The underage patron was 19 years old at the
time of the incident. As a result of these factual
al l egations, the staff recomends that the Commi ssion
i npose a $10, 000 fi ne.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any questi ons of
t he Col onel ?

COW SSI ONER SHULL: Has Aneristar of

Kansas City had any ot her underage viol ations?

MR STOTTLEMYRE: Yes, sir, they had.

COW SSI ONER SHULL: Do you know what
they are?

MR. MCNARY: Conmi ssioner Shull, can you
pull your nmic alittle closer.

COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Sure.
MR STOTTLEMYRE: This was the fifth
charge of underage -- total -- of underage at Aneristar

Casino of Kansas City that we have had since February
of '09.

COW SSI ONER SHULL: Did | understand you
to say the --

MR STOTTLEMYRE: Fifth incident.

COW SSI ONER SHULL: -- fifth --

MR STOTTLEMYRE: Yes, sir.
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COW SSI ONER SHULL: -- since February
of '09?

MR STOTTLEMYRE: Yes, sir.

COW SSI ONER SHULL: | don't see those
on ny reports that | have here.

MR, STOTTLEMYRE: | have an updated
report that I'Il give, if you' d like, sir. That just
addr esses those issues.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON: The ones we have

are dated September 17th '09. What's the one you have?

MR STOTTLEMYRE: | do not have a
date on this one. It was just given to ne prior to
traveling over here, though. |If all you had was fines,
they would not be -- they're not included in the tota
nunber of violations that we have that occurred. | do
have that the total nunber of violations that have

occurred equal five, and I'll give you the paper that
has all of the violations that we've had of each
casi no.

COW SSI ONER SHULL:  And what was the

di sposition of the other four?

MR STOTTLEMYRE: W have -- there
are different dispositions. W have -- there was sone
-- one where the security officer identified a
patron under the age of 21 that had been allowed to
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get on the floor, and they did renpve this individual
They escorted himoff of the floor and reported the
fact. Wiat had happened is, after he had already |et
himon, he realized that, | read that wong, and went
in and got him and brought himback out. That was why
we -- the only thing we did there was tell them-- or
wite thema letter to state that they, you know, need

to be careful in watching the underage patrons getting

on.
Anot her one --
COW SSI ONER SHULL: What was the date
of that?
MR, STOTTLEMYRE: That is February
the -- we actually heard it in February of '09. It
actually occurred on 11/15 of '08.

COWM SSI ONER SHULL:  Ckay.
MR. STOTTLEMYRE: The next one that
we had occurred on February 21st of '09. It went

before the DRB in April of '09, and this was an
underage patron was allowed on the ganming floor. The
patron was stopped by one security officer, who
informed himhe could not enter the casino floor, that
you had to be 21. The patron entered the casino floor
then at another |ocation, where the security guard was

tal king to sonebody el se and did not get him stopped in
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time. The first security officer found the -- saw that
he had gotten on and renoved that individual

There was no fine to the casino. There was a
letter to the GMon 4/7 of '09, and there was two
security officers that were each suspended for one
day.

The next occurrence is on March 14th of ' 09.
That went before the discipline review board in Muy.
You had that the security officer allowed an underage
patron to board the casino floor by using a false ID
The officer inspected the |license but was distracted by

anot her patron, and the security officer handed the

i cense back without conparing the photograph to the
patron. And that individual -- the officer ended up
recei ving two days on that incident.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Excuse ne. (o
ahead, please.

MR STOTTLEMYRE: The other one is
on March 21st of '09. That went before the discipline
review board in April. The security officer allowed
an underage patron to board the casino floor after
checking his identification. The patron was on the
casino floor for approximately 20 minutes. He just
failed to read the date on the license and conpare it

to the age and was -- this officer was al so suspended
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for one day.

COW SSI ONER SHULL: Did the patron
ganbl e?

MR. STOITLEMYRE: The patron did not
consumne al cohol or wager any ganbling devices on the

floor. And then the current one that we're | ooking at

right now.
CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any ot her questions?
COW SSI ONER BRADLEY: Are there any

ot her pending since the fifth one?

MR STOTTLEMYRE: | don't have that
information in front of ne.

COW SSI ONER BRADLEY: |s there anything
after that?

MR STOTTLEMYRE: | have not hi ng
further fromAmeristar at this point in tine. That

doesn't nean that there's not sonmething in the system

though, that we'll be looking at in the future.

COW SSI ONER BRADLEY: Have they taken
steps to change procedures? | see there's been
suspensi ons but anything el se?

MR, STOTTLEMYRE: Yes, nma'am W
have -- in fact, we've net with all the genera
managers, the director and I, and others -- and we've
di scussed this very issue. They all tal ked about the
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i npl ementation of several neans of trying to make sure
that these underage patrons do not get on the floor.

They are -- you know, they're all, of course,
supposed to be checking IDs if they | ook under the age
of 30. That's what they're all wanting their people to
do. It seens to ne |like the biggest problemthat we've
had so far is the people filling the position of
security officers at the entrance are not doing their
job the way they should be doing it. That seens to
be the biggest problemthat we've had so far. They're
just not paying attention to what they're supposed to
be doing, or they're being distracted and not catching
sonmebody goi ng through, when they should be. That's
our biggest problemthat appears to ne.

And they're going to -- and we've talked to

them and, you know, it continues to be on the casino's

back, so to speak. It's their responsibility to nake
sure that this doesn't happen. |If there continues to
be problens, they're going to have to figure out better

ways to do it. Wether that neans nore people where
you have people coming in, I'mnot sure, but that is
their responsibility to make sure that it is cleared
up.

COW SSI ONER SHULL: | agree that the | aw

in Mssouri is very clear that a patron nust be at
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| east 21 years old to enter the casino gam ng floor
and to my know edge, the | aw has not changed. |
believe that that's sonething that we shoul d | ook
at very carefully. And it is, as you say, the
responsibility of the operating casino to insure that
patrons under the age of 21 do not enter, and however
they do that is up to them

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Col onel, it seens
like -- | guess you don't have information on what has

occurred from | guess, May 1st to current?

MR STOTTLEMYRE: The one we -- no,
sir, | don't.

COWM SSI ONER JONES:  Ri ght .

MR STOTTLEMYRE: They're still in
the system yes.

COMM SSI ONER JONES:  Right, right.
So there may be sonme ot her occurrences of the sanme
situation, possibly. | nmean, since the beginning of
the year we've had five incidents in the first four
nmonths. That's quite a few And if they haven't
gotten it yet, | have an issue with that, if they
haven't understood that, you know, in the first five
nonths. Even though after Prop A nost of the
operators knew that there was going to be issues since

there was no card, identification card being used.
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MR STOTTLEMYRE: Yes, sir, |
under st and.

COW SSI ONER JONES:  |'m havi ng an i ssue,
and 1'd like to just make a notion that we increase the
fine. | don't think the $10,000 fine is sufficient
enough to get the attention of Aneristar - Kansas City.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  |s that a notion?

COW SSI ONER JONES: | haven't put a
nunber on it yet.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Ckay, okay. And
"Il come back to it, Conmmissioner. |I'mnot trying to
get away fromit.

Now, the one thing | think we all noted
yesterday -- which, again, it was a good day because
| learned a lot -- but one of the things that | |earned
was that every casino that we visited has a different

systemon how to check I Ds. Now, you know, we've --

it's now darn close to Cctober 1, you know, of this
cal endar year. As has been nentioned here -- and |'m
saying this for the benefit of our guests, really --

MR. STOTTLEMYRE:  Sure.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  -- but it seens to
ne |ike you and staff have been trying to work toward
a common goal here where we stop this. Now, you know,

I've nentioned before, since | had the honor of being
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appointed to this position, that, you know, in ny
previous life | ran a steakhouse and a | ounge; and son
of a gun, they'd get by me once in a while, you know,
on age.

But it seens |like that we need to nove forward
on a uni formsystem of checking on IDs. | nean, we
have conme so far, | think, with everything that we're
doing. |'mvery inpressed with everyone's operations,
but we got a problem you know. And we don't seemto
be -- we don't seem-- we seemto be addressing it, but
we're addressing it in six different directions, you
know, and | don't think that's going to work out, you
know, fromwhat it appears.

So personally, | nean, it really bothers ne
that we, you know, have to hang these fines on them
particularly, you know, in |large anounts; but at the
same time, they have to get the nessage that we can't
have this. The lawis very clear, you know, and
everyone knows what the lawis, or those kids wouldn't
be changing their IDs. You know, | nean, they'd just
wal k up there with 17-year-old driver's licenses if

they don't know what the | aw was, you know.

And it seens to ne like, and | would really hope
on behal f of the Comm ssion and the director -- that's
what | was talking to himabout -- that we take sone
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action with themand put themunder a tine frane. |
mean, we need to get a handle on this, because |I'mjust
not confortable sitting up here on every neeting we
have, which is once a nonth, fining folks big anounts
of money. You know, | mean, doggone it, | don't want
to do that. And when we start doing that over and over
and over again, | know that our thought is that nmaybe
that will fix it. Well, it hasn't. GCkay?

So I'mgoing to encourage all of our guests
here today that operate the casinos to -- let's come
together. You said you tried. You brought folks
together and with the director. And, you know, | think
everyone is trying, but it isn't working, you know,
totally. | mean, it may be working 99 percent of the
time, but that 1 percent is not acceptable to this
Commi ssi on.

MR MCNARY: M. Chairman, we did neet
with the Gws, and they are, |'m convinced, concerned
and are deternmined to bring it under control. And
think, and as you said, we saw a |ot of different
practices yesterday. It could be -- and | would work
with Mke Wnter, who would be the point man to take
advant age of best practices, to come up with sone kind
of a system

You know, this is not as difficult as your
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st eakhouse and | ounge, nor is it as difficult as a
bal | park where a |l ot of young people are. You can
separate out the people that have white hair, you know,
and that --

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Yes, it's been a
whil e since you and | have been asked for an ID

MR. MCNARY: That's right, that's right.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Thank you

MR. MCNARY: Too | ong.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  You can believe it.

MR MCNARY: But in any case, | think if
there can be a uniformpolicy and practice devel oped,
M ke, if you can work with me on that, we'll try to
make sonme progress.

COW SSI ONER JONES: M. Chai rnman and
M. Executive Director of the Commission, | just want to
go on record. | do concur with you on nost of what you
said, and | do believe in ny heart that | felt that it
hasn't worked because of the fines. Wen you're only
fining someone $5,000 for occurrences, that's like a
-- that's not even a rounding error, in ny opinion
So it's sonmething that's al ways been overl ooked, and
I don't think they've placed enough enphasis on trying
to correct that problem

Now, like | said, that is ny opinion. And the

40



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

reason |'mhaving a problemwth this fine is naybe we
need to get their attention. Maybe if we do have a
significant fine for these occurrences, maybe that wll
of fer them or suggest that they need to change their
behavi or. Maybe cone together, find out what their
conpetitors are doing as far as correcting that problem
of underage entrance of the ganming floor. And, again,

that is ny opinion.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Thank you, sir.
M. Director, let's kind of put this in a tine
frane. | mean, you know, | nean, is the Cctober
neeting too quick to have a report back on what

we're going to do about this?

MR MCNARY: No, sir. W'Ill be back
with a report for the October neeting.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON: | see M ke Wnter

shaki ng his head up and down, and | don't know whet her

he's just got a twitch or -- but, anyway.
kay. |Is that acceptable?
MR MCNARY: Yes, sir; yes, sir.
CHAl RVAN MATHEWBON:  Ckay, okay. W'l
have a report back in Cctober.

Do you have a notion, sir?
COW SSI ONER JONES:  The report will
have -- speak of actions that will take -- that are
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going -- that wll

i mpl emrented - -

pr obl enf

think at that

li ke the | evel

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON

COW SSI ONER JONES:

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON

be in place that are going to be

Yes, sir.

-- to correct the

Yes, sir. And

poi nt then, you know, as nuch as | don't

of these fines we're saying, you know,

if we don't get this thing under control, then we're

going to have to start doing it.

" msaying. OCkay?

| mean, that's what

And |'m giving them another 30 -- or another

nonth until our October nmeeting to come up with a

report on what they've done to solve this problem

and then we'l|l

trying to be f

see whet her or not

it does or not. |I'm

air, you know, with getting an answer,

you know, rather than just penalizing.

And | know it's been going on even before

| canme on the
| understand t

have a nption

Commi ssi on, Conmmi ssioner. | nean,

hat. So |'m asking you, sir, do you

or would you like to vote on the

recomrendati on?

of ?

COW SSI ONER JONES:

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON

The recommendati on

The $5, 000 fi ne.
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COMM SSI ONER JONES:  No, it's $10, 000.
CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON: 10, 000. Excuse ne.
COW SSI ONER JONES: A $10, 000 fine for

this occurrence.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Fi ve here, five
t here.

COW SSI ONER BRADLEY: Are you suggesting
that we wait, wait to rule on --

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  What |' m suggesti ng
is, and it's just nore of a coment, that, you know,
we'd like to put themon notice as a Commi ssion that
we want to see a report back at our Cctober neeting.

And we're telling the staff, Commi ssioner, the
sane thing. Let's put a plan together so we don't have
everybody out here going a different direction on this
thing, and then we're going to watch it carefully to
see if it's going to work. If it isn't going to work
then we're going to start fining them

MR STOTTLEMYRE: | would al so add
that a lot of these cases that we've | ooked at and the
ones that |1've explained to you that we had with
Aneristar prior to, in looking at those, a lot of tines
we' re | ooking at whether we have a systenic problem or
whether it's a human error problem just failure to do

what you' ve been taught and what they expect out of the
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enpl oyee. W try to look -- we have tried to | ook at
that in these, too, and that's why sone of these --
that's why there hasn't been the fines on sone and why
we counted up what we did. | just wanted to explain
what we had done

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  The Chair woul d
accept a notion to adopt a position of the
recommendation for the $10,000 fine. Do | hear one?

COW SSI ONER SHULL: M. Chairman, | fee
quite unconfortable with just -- we've just heard of
five other -- or four other incidents. And if |
t hought that there were only four other people that
were under the age of 21 that have gotten on the boat,

you know, in between this tinme frane that we are

tal ki ng about, | would certainly nake the notion. But
as M. Jones stated, |I'mjust concerned that we're
still alnost a year into the passage of the change in
the law, when the identification wasn't absolutely

required up-front to get your card to be pernmitted to
enter the ganing floor, and that's ny concern

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Yes, sir. And
understand that. And | certainly, you know, don't want
to inpose on anyone on this Commission. | was trying
to reach a nedi an here, you know.

I tell you what, to get it off of dead center
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['I'l move it and we'll save it towards a substitute
motion. | nove that we adopt the recomrendation of the
$10,000 fine. Now, is there a substitute notion, or is
there a second?

COW SSI ONER JONES: M. Chairman, |'d

like to nbove that we have a substitute notion and

increase the fine to $25, 000.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON

for the substitute notion?

COW SSI ONER

Is there a second

SHULL: I'll second it.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON: W have a notion --

a substitute notion,
Call the roll,

M5. FRANKS

excuse ne, and a second.

pl ease.

Chai rman Mat hewson?

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  No

M5. FRANKS
COW SSI ONER
M5. FRANKS
COW SSI ONER
M5. FRANKS
COW SSI ONER
M5. FRANKS
COW SSI ONER
M5. FRANKS

the fine to 25, 000.

Commi ssi oner Shul | ?

SHULL: Approve.

Commi ssi oner Jones?

JONES:  Approve.

Commi ssi oner Pl unkett?

PLUNKETT:  Approve.

Conmi ssi oner Bradl ey?

BRADLEY: Approve.

By your vote, you' ve anmended
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CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Done

Col onel , proceed.
W& need to now vote
MS. FRANKS

anmended.

on --

Approve the discipline as

CHAl RVAN MATHEWBON:  Yes

yes.

COW SSI ONER SHULL: | approve the

anended 09-274 di scipline.

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Second.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Cal

roll, please.

MS. FRANKS: Chairnan Mat hewson?

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Aye

MS. FRANKS: Conmm ssi oner

Shul | ?

COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: Conm ssi oner

Jones?

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: Conm ssi oner

Pl unkett ?

COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT:  Approve

MS. FRANKS: Comm ssi oner

Bradl ey?

COW SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Approve.

M5. FRANKS: By your vote,

adopt ed DC-09-274 as anended.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Ckay.

you' ve

Now, Roger

|l et ne say | hope,

25 in regards to the report at the next neeting and what

46



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

we have said previously, that we have a report on what
action is going to be taken, okay, to at |east give us
a clear direction.

COWM SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Absol utely,
absol utely.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Ckay.

COWM SSI ONER JONES:  Ckay.

COW SSI ONER BRADLEY: |If we need a
motion to do that, then --

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON: | think it's just a
recomrendati on so everyone here understands that we're

trying to move forward on this problem Ckay?

MR STOTTLEMYRE: And that will be
done.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Thank you, sir,
very much. Now proceed, Col onel, please.

MR STOTTLEMYRE: Now I'Il direct
your attention to Tab H, please. W'IlIl |ook at
Di sciplinary Conplaint No. 09-275 concerning Class B

i censee Casi no One Corporation doing business as
Lum ére Pl ace Casi no.
The violations alleged fall under
Section 313.817 of the revised statutes which prohibits
persons under the age of 21 frombeing adnitted to the

gam ng floor and from wagering; also, Code of State
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Regul ati ons 45-5. 053 which states that wagers shal
only be made by persons 21 years old or older; and
Code of State Regul ations 45-12.090 which states that
a licensee shall not serve intoxicating liquor to
persons under the age of 21.

The facts supporting the alleged violations
are as follows: Count I, on May 20, 2009, at
7:35 p.m Trooper Hourihan of the patrol gam ng
di vi sion was contacted by casino security and i nformnmed
that an underage patron had been di scovered on the
gamng floor. An investigation revealed that earlier
in the evening the underage patron entered into the
casino after presenting his driver's license to a
casino security officer. The security officer failed
to notice the words "Under 21 until 7-11 of 2010"
witten in red on the |icense.

Wil e on the casino floor, the patron bought in
and played roulette at two separate tables and at an
el ectronic gamng device. The dealers at the roulette
tabl es and other casino staff did not ask the patron
for his identification. The patron was di scovered by
a cage cashier when he attenpted to get a cash advance
The underage patron was 19 years old at the tine of the
i nci dent.

And Count Il is May 21 of 2009. At 12:25 a.m
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Trooper Benzie of the patrol ganming division was
contacted by casino security and infornmed that an
under age patron had been di scovered on the casino
floor. An investigation revealed that two hours
earlier the underage patron entered the casino gam ng
floor after the security officer failed to ask for his
i dentification.

Wil e on the casino floor, the patron bought in
and played craps and bl ackj ack. The deal ers at both of
these tabl e ganes and ot her casino staff did not ask
the patron for his identification. On three separate
occasions while the patron was on the ganing floor, he
was served al coholic beverages and was not asked for
his identification.

The patron was di scovered by a cage cashier
when he attenpted to get a cash advance. The underage
patron was 20 years old at the tine of the incident.
As a result of these factual allegations, the staff
recommends that the Conmi ssion inpose a $25,000 fi ne.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any questions of
the col onel ?

COW SSI ONER SHULL: Both of the
i ndi vi dual s di d ganbl e?

MR, STOTTLEMYRE: Yes, sir.

COWM SSI ONER SHULL: And one was served
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al cohol ?

MR, STOTTLEMYRE: Yes, sir.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Ckay. Any ot her
questions?

COW SSI ONER SHULL: That's all | have.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  The Chair woul d
accept a nmotion on the penalty of $25, 000.

COW SSI ONER SHULL: | would like to nove
to anmend the notion on 09-275 to a fine of $60, 000.

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Second.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON: W have a notion
and a second. |s there any further discussion on
i ncreasing the penalty from $25, 000 to $60, 000?

Seeing no further discussion, call the roll,

pl ease.

M5. FRANKS: Chairnman Mat hewson?

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  No.

M5. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Shull?

COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: Conmmi ssioner Jones?

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Plunkett?

COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT:  Appr ove.

MS. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Bradley?

COW SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Approve.
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COW SSI ONER SHULL:
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pl ease.

COW SSI ONER JONES:

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON

MS. FRANKS: Chair
CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON
MS. FRANKS
COWM SSI ONER SHULL
MS. FRANKS
COWM SSI ONER JONES
M5. FRANKS
COWM SSI ONER PLUNK
MS. FRANKS
COW SSI ONER BRADL

MS. FRANKS: By yo

19 adopted DC-09-275 as anended.

20

21

22 your attention to Tab |

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON

MR, STOTTLEMYRE

V' ||

Conmmi ssi oner

Commi ssi oner

Commi ssi oner

ur vote, you've anended

| woul d nove as

Second.
Call the roll,
man Mat hewson?

. Aye.

Shul | ?

:  Approve.

Commi ssi oner Jones?

. Approve.

Pl unket t ?
ETT: Approve.

Br adl ey?
EY: Approve.

ur vote, you've
. Pl ease.

Ckay. |1'd direct

| ook at Disciplinary

23 Compl aint No. 09-276 concerning Cass B licensee

24 Harrah's Maryl and Hei ghts.

The viol ations all eged fal

25 under Section 313.812 of the revised statutes which

51



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

states that a |icensee may be disciplined for failing
to conply with an order of the Comm ssion; and Code of
State Regul ations 45-5.185 which requires persons
perform ng poker card inspections to conplete a work
order formdetailing the -- work order formdetailing
the procedures perforned along with their signatures;
and al so, the MninumInternal Control Standards,
Chapter G Section 14.01 which requires each nmenber of
the count teamto sign the final count report attesting

to its accuracy.

The facts supporting the alleged violations
are as follows: 1In audit report 08-30 concluded in
Decenber of 2008, Gaming Conmi ssion auditors found that

in finding B-13, a work order formdetailing the
procedures perforned on tables fromwhich cards were
removed was not conpl eted during inspection of the
poker cards; and that in finding D1 the daily soft
count report was not signed by each nenber of the count
team attesting to its accuracy. In both cases the
casi no responded that corrective nmeasures woul d be taken
and/ or enact ed.

During a followup audit in February of 2009,
Gam ng Conmi ssion auditors discovered that under
finding B-13 the poker card inspection report was in

use, but the casino did not include the procedures
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performed during the inspection and the list of tables
fromwhich the cards were renoved, and that under
finding DD1 the daily soft count report was not signed
by all nenbers. As a result of these factua

al l egations, the staff recomends that the Commi ssion

i npose a $5, 000 fi ne.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any questions of the
col onel ?

COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT: Roger, how many
peopl e are on the count teanf

MR STOITLEMYRE: W have two peopl e
that received the discipline reports on those. |'m
not sure.

How many were on the team do you know,
Cheryl ?

M5. ALONZO Typically -- | don't know

on this particul ar case.

MR STOTTLEMYRE: | didn't either

M5. ALONZO -- typically, there might
be six people on the count teamon average at a tine
for a report.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Cheryl, for sake of
the record, identify yourself so that --

M5. ALONZO  Cheryl Alonzo, A-l-0-n-z-o0,

director of conpliance audit.
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CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Thank you.

MR STOTTLEMYRE: So what |'m hearing
on this is it can vary fromteamto team W did have
two individuals that were witten up because of this
vi ol ati on.

COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT: But after they
had been notified and informed, it happened agai n?

MR STOTTLEMYRE: That's correct.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Anyt hing further?

MR, STOTTLEMYRE: They had nmade sone
corrections, but they hadn't conpletely nade them and
they weren't signed on the forns that --

COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT: But nultiple
people failed to do sonething repeatedly.

MR STOTTLEMYRE: Yes, sir.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any ot her questions?

The Chair would accept a notion.

COWM SSI ONER BRADLEY: Mdtion to approve
09- 276.

COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Second.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON: Call roll, please.

MS. FRANKS: Chairman Mat hewson?

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Aye -- approve.

M5. FRANKS: Commi ssioner Shull?

COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Approve.
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MS. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Jones?

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: Commi ssioner Plunkett?

COWM SSI ONER PLUNKETT:  Appr ove.

MS. FRANKS: Commi ssi oner Bradl ey?

COMM SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Approve.

M5. FRANKS: By your vote, you've adopted
DC- 09- 276.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Roger, please

MR, STOTTLEMYRE: |'d direct your
attention to Tab J, Disciplinary Conplaint No. 09-277
concerning Class B licensee HA-St. Jo, |ncorporated
The violations alleged fall under Section 313.812 of
the revised statutes which states that a |licensee may
be disciplined for failing to conply with an order of
t he Commi ssion; and al so, Mninmum Internal Contro
St andards, Chapter G Section 13.09 which states that
count team nenbers may not renove their hands from or
return themto a position on or above the count table
unl ess the backs and pal ns of their hands are first
hel d out and exposed, clearing their hands to other
nenbers of the count team and the surveillance caneras.

The facts supporting the alleged violations are

as follows: M ssouri Gaming Comm ssion Audit Report

08-01 found that count team nmenbers were not clearing
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their hands during the count process. During follow up

observations on July 10, 2008; August 27, 2008; and
Sept enber 10, 19, and 29 of 2008, the auditors
di scovered that several of the |icensee' s count room
enpl oyees still were not clearing their hands. This
resulted in a $5,000 fine issued by the Comm ssion at
the May 2009 neeting.

M3C audi tors conducted anot her foll ow up audit

observation on April 4, 10, 11, and 13, 2009, and they

observed that several enployees were still not clearing

their hands during the count process. As a result of

these factual allegations, the staff recommends that

t he Commi ssion inmpose a $10,000 fine. | mght add the
i ndividuals were also -- we had three-day suspensions
of three individuals in this case

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any questions of
the colonel? The Chair would accept a notion on the
recomrendat i on.

COWM SSI ONER JONES:  Move for the
acceptance of DC-09-277

COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Second.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any furt her
di scussi ons?

Call the roll, please

MS. FRANKS: Chai rman Mat hewson?
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CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Approve.

M5. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Shull?

COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Approve.

M5. FRANKS: Conmi ssi oner Jones?

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: Commi ssioner Plunkett?

COWM SSI ONER PLUNKETT:  Appr ove.

MB. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Bradley?

COW SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Approve.

M5. FRANKS: By your vote, you've adopted
DC- 09- 277.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Roger .

MR STOTTLEMYRE: May | direct your
attention to Tab K, Disciplinary Conplaint No. 09-278
concerning Cass B licensee M ssouri Gani ng Conpany
doi ng business as Argosy Riverside Casino. The
viol ations alleged fall under Code of State Regul ations
45-17.010 which states that any wager placed by a
person on the list of disassociated persons is an
unaut hori zed transacti on; and al so, Casino Interna
Control Standards, Section Q paragraph 6 which states
that prior to paying out a taxable jackpot, the casino
shall require the patron to present a valid,
governnent -i ssued identification and then performa

check on the person's nane to insure that they are not
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and informed that a DAP nay have been paid an $1, 800
jackpot. Sergeant Harrison's investigation reveal ed
that on March 13, 2009, the subject patron, a
sel f-excl uded DAP as of May 1 of 2004, entered the
casino and won an $1, 800 jackpot on an electronic
gam ng devi ce.

Bef ore paying the patron, a casino banker
checked to see whether or not the patron was a DAP by

entering the patron's nanme in the DAP database. The

banker incorrectly entered the patron's social security

nunber, so the database did not show the patron as a
DAP. Thus, the patron was paid the jackpot.

Further investigation revealed that a search
using the patron's nanme, date of birth, or correct
soci al security nunber woul d have reveal ed that the
patron was a DAP. The banker here and ot her bankers
i nformed Sergeant Harrison that they commonly search
t he dat abase by social security nunber only and not by
nane, as required in the licensee's internal contro

standards. As a result of these factual allegations,
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the staff recomrends that the Conmi ssion inpose a
$10, 000 fi ne.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any questions of
the col onel ?

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Col onel, have they
since refined those procedures to concur with the
statute?

MR, STOTTLEMYRE: Their procedures
were in place. The individual did not abide by what
their procedures were, but they are reinforcing what
their procedures are, yes, sir.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any ot her questions?
The Chair would accept a notion on the reconmendati on.

COW SSI ONER BRADLEY: Mbdtion to approve
Di sci plinary Conplaint 09-278.

COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Second.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any furt her
di scussi on?

Call the roll, please.

MS. FRANKS: Chairman Mat hewson?

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Shul | ?

COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Approve.

M5. FRANKS: Commi ssioner Jones?

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Appr ove.
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MS. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Plunkett?

COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT:  Appr ove.

MS. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Bradley?

COVM SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Approve.

M5. FRANKS: By your vote, you' ve adopted
DC- 09- 278.

MR. STOTTLEMYRE: Thank you

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Thank you, sir.

M. Director.

MR MCNARY: M. Chairman, Item VI

concerns re-licensure of certain suppliers, and

Li eutenant Rex Scismwi ||l address the Conmi ssion

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Good norning, sir.

LT. SCSM Good norning, M. Chairman
Conmi ssioners. |'Il direct your attention to both
Tabs L and M M ssouri State H ghway Patrol

i nvestigators conducted the re-licensing investigation

of two supplier conpanies currently licensed in

M ssouri. These investigations consisted of
jurisdictional inquiries, feedback from affected
gam ng conpany clients, a review of disciplinary

actions, litigation and business credit profiles, as

wel | as a review of key persons associated with each

conpany.

The results of these investigations were
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provided to the M3C Staff for their review, and the

foll owi ng supplier conpanies are being presented for

your consideration. The first one under Tab L is

Bally Gami ng, I|ncorporated, of Las Vegas, Nevada.
MR MCNARY: The staff recomends

re-licensure.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any questions about

t hat ?

COW SSI ONER SHULL: Move for approval
09- 071.

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Second.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Call roll, please.

MS. FRANKS: Chairnman Mat hewson?

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Appr ove.

MS. FRANKS: Conmmi ssioner Shul | ?

COMM SSI ONER SHULL:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Jones?

COVMM SSI ONER JONES:  Appr ove.

MS. FRANKS: Commi ssioner Plunkett?

COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT:  Appr ove.

M5. FRANKS: Commi ssi oner Bradl ey?

COW SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Approve.

M5. FRANKS: By your vote, you adopt
Resol uti on No. 09-071.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Thank you,
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Li eut enant .

LT. SCISM And the second one up for
re-licensure is Hydenan Conpany, the Hydenan Conpany
of Kansas City, Kansas.

MR MCNARY: The staff recomends
re-licensure.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any questions? The
Chair woul d accept a notion.

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Move to approve
Resol uti on No. 09-072.

COWM SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Second.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWBON: Call the roll,
pl ease.

M5. FRANKS: Chairman Mat hewson?

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Appr ove.

M5. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Shull?

COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: Commi ssioner Jones?

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Plunkett?

COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT:  Appr ove.

MB. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Bradley?

COWM SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: By your vote, you've

adopt ed Resol ution No. 09-072.

62



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

LT. SCISM Thank you.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Thank you,
Li eut enant.

MR. MCNARY: Agenda Item VIII concerns
Iicensure of the DEQ Systemnms Corporation, and you have
aletter fromthe, what, CEQ, | think it is --

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Legal counsel.

MR, MCNARY: -- legal counsel before you.
Sergeant Gary Davidson will nake the presentation.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Good nor ni ng.

SGT. DAVI DSON:  Good nor ni ng, Chairnan,
Comm ssioners. You will notice under Tab VII1 that
there are two resolutions: One for the conpany DEQ

Systens Corp., hereafter referred to as DEQ and the
second resolution for eight of the nine key persons
associated with DEQ

On June 13, 2008, DEQ rmade application to the
M ssouri Gami ng Conmission for a supplier's |icense.
The conpany al so subnitted applications for the
foll owi ng eight key persons: Earl Gerard Hall,
presi dent, chief executive officer, and director;
Francoi s Proul x, chief operating officer and chi ef
financial officer; Genevieve Marie N cole Cossette,
corporate secretary and vice president of |egal

affairs; David Joseph Jacques, chief technol ogy
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of ficer; Joseph M chael Telesmanic, Jr., chairman
of the board of directors; Jean-Cd aude Vachon
outside director; Herve Francois Eschasseriau
outside director - president of governance comittee;
and Al exandre Philippe Lattes, outside director -
president of audit conmmittee.

The ninth and remai ni ng key person
applicant for DEQ which is Qutside Director
M chael Al exander Hackman, will be submitted on a
| ater date.

M ssouri State H ghway Patrol investigators,
al ong wi th Ganming Conmi ssion financial investigators,
conduct ed background investigations on DEQ and its
associ ated key persons. The investigation included but
was not limted to crimnal, civil, financial, and
general character inquiries of the key persons through
international, federal, state, and |ocal governnent
entities as well as a conprehensive financial analysis
of the conpany. An investigative summary has been
submitted to the Mssouri Gami ng Conmission Staff, and
a copy of that conprehensive summary has been provi ded
for your review. Thank you.

MR MCNARY: M. Chairman, the staff

reconmends |icensure of DEQ Systenms Corporation. There

are two resolutions here: One dealing with the
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corporation; the other with the key people. That
probably can be voted on together. W recomend
appr oval

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any questions of
the sergeant or the director?

COW SSI ONER SHULL: | just have a
conment that |'d want to make. There are 14 footnotes
that | counted on the bal ance sheet, and none of those
were included in the presentation, so it makes it kind
of difficult to really understand the bal ance sheet for
ne. But in the future we m ght go ahead and i ncl ude
the footnotes section of the audit.

SGT. DAVIDSON:  So not ed.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Good recommendati on

Any ot her comments? Do the conmi ssioners have

any problemw th voting on both resolutions and have

one vote?
Ckay. The Chair woul d accept a notion to do
that very thing then.

COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT: |'d nmake a notion

to approve Resolution No. 09-073 and -074.

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Second.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Call the roll,
pl ease.

MS. FRANKS: Chairnman Mat hewson?
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CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Approve.

M5. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Shull?

COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Approve.

M5. FRANKS: Conmi ssi oner Jones?

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Plunkett?

COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT:  Appr ove.

MB. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Bradley?

COW SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: By your vote, you've
adopt ed Resol uti on Nos. 09-073 and 09-074.

MR MCNARY: M. Chairman, ItemlIX --
we shoul d have reversed these two. Now we've got
Li eutenant Rex Sci sm com ng back. This concerns

Level 1/key applicants, the licensure of the foll ow ng.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON: He doesn't mind.

LT. SCISM |'ve got the easy nanmes this
tine.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON: That's pretty good.

LT. sSCISM It works out.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Proceed w th your
i nformation.

LT. SCISM M ssouri State H ghway
Patrol investigators, along with gam ng conmi ssion

financial investigators, conducted background
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i nvestigations on multiple key person and Level 1
applicants. The investigations included but were not
limted to crimnal, financial, and general character
inquiries which were made in the jurisdictions where
the applicants lived, worked, and frequented.

The foll owi ng individuals are being presented
for your consideration: Julie A Allen, director of
regul atory conpliance for Anmeristar Casino - Kansas
Cty; Kevin L. Verner, director, Bally Technol ogi es -
Las Vegas, Nevada; Patrick W Cavanaugh, VP, CFO and
treasurer of International Gane Technol ogy - Reno,
Nevada; Anthony G orciani, VP of operations,

I nternational Gane Technol ogy - Reno, Nevada;

Thomas J. Matthews, chairman of the board for

I nternational Gane Technol ogy of Reno, Nevada;
Barron B. Fuller, vice president and general manager
of Isle of Capri - Boonville; and finally,

Debra A. Mayne, security director of Isle of Capri -

Boonvi l | e.
The results of all investigations were provided
to the Gam ng Conmi ssion Staff for their review, and

you have sunmary reports before you for all the
appl i cants bei ng consi dered.
MR. MCNARY: M. Chairman, staff

recomends |icensure of these applicants.
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CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:

Thank you.

Any questions of the |lieutenant on any of these

| i censes?

COW SSI ONER

of Resol ution No. 09-075.

COW SSI ONER

SHULL: Move for approval

BRADLEY: Second.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any furt her

di scussi on or questions?

Call roll, please.

M5. FRANKS:

Chai rman Mat hewson?

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Appr ove.

M5. FRANKS:
COW SSI ONER
MS. FRANKS:
COWM SSI ONER
MS. FRANKS:
COWM SSI ONER
MS. FRANKS:
COWM SSI ONER
M5. FRANKS:
Resol uti on No. 09-075.
MR, MCNARY:
M. Chairman,

Ceneral counsel

MR HI NCKLEY:

Commi ssi oner Shul | ?

SHULL: Approve.

Commi ssi oner Jones?

JONES: Approve.

Commi ssi oner Pl unkett?

PLUNKETT:  Approve.

Conmi ssi oner Bradl ey?
BRADLEY: Approve.

By your vote, you' ve adopted

Item X on the agenda,

concerns settlement agreenents.

Chris Hinckl ey.

CGood nor ni ng,
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M . Chai rman, Conm Ssi oners.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Good nor ni ng, Chri s.

MR, HI NCKLEY: | direct your attention
to Tab P, Comm ssion Resolution No. 09-076 regarding
settl enent agreenent with Casino One Corporation,
Lum ére Place Casino. In underlying Disciplinary
Action 09-091, the licensee was fined $20,000 for two
counts of pronotional violations. Soon after the
Conmi ssion issued its order with this fine, the
i censee contacted the Conm ssion and took
responsibility for their actions or inactions and
agreed to settle the matter with the Comm ssion for
a paynment of $18,000. Staff asks the Commission to
approve this settlement agreenment and adopt the
Resol uti on 09-076.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any questions of
Chris on this resolution? The Chair would accept a
notion for the reconmendati on.

V5. BRADLEY: Motion to approve
Resol uti on No. 09-076.

COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Second.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any furt her
di scussi on?

Call the roll, please.

MS. FRANKS: Chai rman Mat hewson?
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CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Approve.

M5. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Shull?

COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Approve.

M5. FRANKS: Conmi ssi oner Jones?

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Plunkett?

COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT:  Appr ove.

MB. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Bradley?

COW SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: By your vote, you' ve adopted
Resol uti on No. 09-076.

MR, HI NCKLEY: | now direct your
attention to Tab Q Conm ssion Resol ution 09-077
regardi ng settl ement agreenent with Casino One
Corporation for the Lum ére Place Casino and underlying
Di sciplinary Action 09-210, where the licensee was
fined $7,500 for inproper handling of cards in the
poker room Soon after the Commi ssion issued its
order, the licensee contacted the Conmi ssion and took
responsibility for their actions or inactions and
agreed to settle this matter for a paynent of $6, 750.
As a result, staff asks the Conmi ssion to approve this
settl enent agreenent and adopt Resol ution No. 09-077.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Any questions of

Chris?
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1 MR, MCNARY: Staff recomrends approval .
2 CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Ckay. Thank you.
3 COW SSI ONER SHULL: Move approval of
4 09-077.

5 COW SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Second.

6 CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Furt her di scussi on?
7 Call roll, please.

8 MS. FRANKS: Chairnman Mat hewson?

9 CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Appr ove.

10 MS. FRANKS: Commi ssioner Shull?

11 COMM SSI ONER SHULL:  Approve.

12 MS. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Jones?

13 COMM SSI ONER JONES:  Approve.

14 MS. FRANKS: Commi ssioner Plunkett?

15 COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT:  Appr ove.

16 M5. FRANKS: Commi ssi oner Bradl ey?

17 COW SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Approve.

18 M5. FRANKS: By your vote, you' ve adopted
19 Resol ution No. 079-077.

20 CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Thanks, Chris.

21 MR. MCNARY: Item Xl on the agenda,

22 M. Chairman, concerns rules, a final order with

23

24

25

regard to chip specs, and gam ng enforcenent manager
Terri Hutchison will present that.

MS. HUTCH SON: M. Chai rman,
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Conmi ssioners, this relates to final order anendi ng
11CSR45-5.100 relating to chip specifications. This
anendnent is housekeeping in nature authorizing a

$2, beige in color gamng chip, as requested by the
casino licensees. No comments were received either in
witing or at the public hearing. 1'd be happy to
entertain any questions that you may have.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  See, |'ve forgotten
What col or are they?

MS. HUTCHI SON:  Bei ge.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Beige. And why did
we arrive at beige?

MS. HUTCHI SON: One of the reasons is,
actually, it's distinguishable between the other ganm ng
chips. And if you look at the other chips, alnost
every other color has been picked.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Ckay. |'mteasing

her alittle bit with this, so understand that.

Good presentation.
Any questions?
MR. MCNARY: W recomend approval
CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON: Wl I, | would think
you woul d.
Any further discussion? |'d accept a notion
to approve.
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COW SSI ONER SHULL: 1'd nove for
approval of 11CSR45-5.100 regarding chip
speci fications.

M5. BRADLEY: Second.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWBON: Call the roll,
pl ease.

M5. FRANKS: Chairnman Mat hewson?

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Approve.

M5. FRANKS: Commi ssioner Shull?

COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Approve.

M5. FRANKS: Conm ssioner Jones?

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Appr ove.

MS. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Plunkett?

COW SSI ONER PLUNKETT:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Bradley?

COVM SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: By your vote, you' ve adopted
11CSR45- 5. 100.

MR MCNARY: M. Chairman, unless there's
new or ol d business, we don't believe that it's
necessary to close the neeting. And you would be
ready to adjourn?

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON: W don't need a
cl osed session. Okay. Thank you.

Commi ssi on Shul | .
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COW SSI ONER SHULL: | just have a
guesti on about why there no | onger are any pending
disciplinary actions that are presented on the form
that we're receiving, and I would ask that we have
those be put back on

MR MCNARY: Yes, sir.

COW SSI ONER SHULL: And the second is
that | have not received a copy of the Conmission's
concentration report for several nonths for the
i nvestors that hold over 10 percent or the ones that
have been approved by the staff, and I was wondering
if we might have that next nonth.

MR. MCNARY: You'll have it. Because of
reorgani zati on, that probably has fallen between the
cracks. W'Ill get it to you

COW SSI ONER SHULL: Next nonth?

MR, MCNARY: Yes, sir.

COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Thank you.

MR MCNARY: O sooner.

CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON: | under st and
Correct me if | amwong, M. Director, but it is

done, isn't it?

MR. MCNARY: W haven't conpiled it.
CHAI RVAN MATHEWSON:  Ch, you haven't.
kay. I'msorry. | msunderstood.
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Ckay.

conm ssi oners
anybody el se?
Ckay.

thi s neeting.

Are you okay with that?

COW SSI ONER SHULL: Yes, sir.

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Anyt hi ng el se?

have any questions of the director or

Chair woul d accept a nmotion to close

Any

COWM SSI ONER PLUNKETT: | make a notion

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Second.

MS5. FRANKS: We're adjourning the

meeting, correct?

CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Yes.

MS. FRANKS: Chairman Mat hewson?
CHAl RVAN MATHEWSON:  Appr ove

MS. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Shul | ?
COW SSI ONER SHULL:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: Conmi ssioner Jones?

COW SSI ONER JONES:  Approve.

MS. FRANKS: Comm ssioner Plunkett?

COWM SSI ONER PLUNKETT:  Appr ove.

M5. FRANKS: Commi ssi oner Bradl ey?

COW SSI ONER BRADLEY:  Approve.

(Ther eupon, the neeting was concl uded.)
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STATE OF M SSCURI )

COUNTY OF ST. LOUS )

I, Lauren M Goodman, a Certified Court
Reporter within and for the State of M ssouri, do
certify that | was present at the St. Charles City
Hal | Buil di ng, Council Chanbers, 200 North Second
Street, Fourth Floor, in the County of St. Charles,
State of Mssouri, on the 30th day of Septenber, A D.,
2009; that thereafter, a Mssouri Ganing Conmi ssion
nmeeting was held, conmencing at 10:30 in the norning
of that day, that all proceedi ngs which then transpired
wer e cont enporaneously reduced to typewiting by ne,
and later transcribed into typewiting, and that the
foregoing 76 pages are a true and accurate transcript
of the record of proceedings made by ne at that tine.

IN WTNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set ny

hand this 5th day of Cctober, A D., 2009.

LAUREN M GOCDMAN, RPR, CCR 1037
Certified Court Reporter wthin

and for the State of M ssouri
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MISSOURI GAMING COMMISSION
Second Open Session Minutes
September 30, 2009

The Missouri Gaming Commission (the “Commission”) went into open session at approximately
12:45 p.m. on September 30, 2009, at the St. Charles City Hall, Council Chambers, 200 North
Second Street, St. Charles, Missouri.

Commissioner Shull moved to adjourn the meeting. Commissioner Jones seconded the
motion. After aroll call vote wastaken, the motion passed unanimously.

The meeting adjourned at 12:47 p.m.





