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DR. KELLY: The next one was recomendation 7.22.

Perhaps | could read that. It’'s very straight forward.

CHAl RPERSON JAMES: Wy don’t you do this. Wy don't
you help us figure out where to find it.

DR KELLY: Actually this wouldn't be in your papers.
This was in the old list of recormendations. WMy | could expl ain.

CHAlI RPERSON JAMES: Is that in the briefing book, the
l'i st of reconmmendations?

DR KELLY: I’m not sure if 7.22 is there. Per haps |
could explain, Madam Chair. This is the one that says that the
Conmi ssi on would reconmend that all ganbling operations adopt the
| anguage from the AGA material on the matter of wunattended
children and mnors, and that was w thdrawn and you stated that
you would ook into putting that in the text. | believe that has
been done.

CHAl RPERSON JAMVES: Right. So there’s really no notion
or no action on this one. Next?

DR KELLY: Lastly we have the --

COW SSI ONER - W LHELM Excuse ne. | apol ogi ze. I
certainly defer to the Chair or the ngjority if [|I’m not
renmenbering that right. | renenber that a little bit different.
What | thought | renenbered about that one was not that we were

going to ditch it and just leave it for the text, but rather that
out of deference to the consensus that devel oped, that we weren't
going to be sticking in the names of particul ar groups.

CHAI RPERSON JAMES: That’s correct.

COW SSI ONER W LHELM W were going to rewite that
one to include the content of the referenced material and stil

make it a reconmendation. That was ny recoll ection.
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CHAl RPERSON JAMVES: M ne as wel |, John.

DR KELLY: | believe that has been done in Chapter 7
but perhaps we shoul d check

CHAI RPERSON  JAMES: No, but there should be a
recommendat i on.

COW SSI ONER W LHELM  That was ny recol |l ection. It’s
aterrible inportant issue, as we all agree.

CHAI RPERSON JAMES: Let’s see if we can table that one
and work on that.

DR KELLY: W can check the transcript.

CHAI RPERSON  JAMES: W don't need to check the
transcript, we're just going to do it.

COW SSI ONER W LHELM Wite a recomendation that
i ncludes the substance of the referenced AGA naterial without
referring to the AGA nateri al

CHAlI RPERSON JAMES: "1l bet Judy would help you do
that. Next?

DR KELLY: Lastly, for the Chapter 8 reconmendati ons,
Nos. 8.18 to 8.74, the |last 56 which were renmanded to the research
subconmmi ttee.

CHAI RPERSON JAMES: What was that agai n?

DR KELLY: It was Recommendations 8.18 to 8.74.
They’'re not in the briefing book. These were remanded to the
research subcommttee to review --

COW SSI ONER McCARTHY:  Madam Chai r ?

DR KELLY: |I'msorry, for recommendati ons.

COW SSI ONER Mt CARTHY: Can you give us sone breathing
r oonf? I think the three of us are <close on naking

recomendations. | don’t want to predict that.
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CHAlI RPERSON JAMES: My understanding is this is the

| ast of the old business fromthe |ast nmeeting. Qur intention was
to take a break at this point so that we could do several things.
One is -- well, we do need to do new recommendati ons as well

One is so that we can get all of the substantive edits for the
docunents done, as well as pass them out anong the
Conmi ssi oners and give themthe opportunity to review them

How many new recommendations are now in for us to
consi der ? W’ ve done the old ones. How nmany totally new
recommendati ons are there? | know different comm ssioners have --
Dr. Dobson had two. Wre there others? Conm ssioner Leone had
two. Are there any others? These were just new reconmendati ons,
not substantive edits. New recommrendati ons? Do you renenber in
the neno | said if there’s an area that you see and you want to
of fer a new recommendation, that | encouraged people to keep it to
one or two, no nore than that. W tal ked about that at the end of
the neeting. So as far as | know, there are only four new
recomrendati ons to consider at this point.

COW SSI ONER W LHELM Madam Chair, since you offer up
one, | reserve ny right to one.

CHAlI RPERSON JANES: W asked that you submt them in
witing so that Comm ssioners could review them Tim when did
they go out, by the way?

DR KELLY: They’re in the materials that we’re about
to distribute.

CHAlI RPERSON  JAMES: Let’s do this. Let’s distribute
t hose reconmendati ons. W re going to take a 30-m nute break,
gi ve people the opportunity to review those docunents, as well as

to line up the substantive edits for the docunents for this
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1 afternoon.



