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CHAI RPERSON JAMES: | think the first one up is
Wlhelm so we’ll have to wait on him In the Internet chapter
the first thing up is sonething that was in your package on
conveni ence ganbling which has been taken care of.

COW SSI ONER W LHELM W dealt with all of that. I
think the only itemhere, | believe, in this whole chapter that is
in this packet is something that, although nmy nanme is not on it
here, that | submtted yesterday. It’s the two pages headed
Si mul casting and Account Wagering, and | wanted to provide a
little explanation of this.

| submtted it -- again, the tw pages which are not
otherwise attributed, the typewitten pages headed Simulcasting
and  Account Wageri ng. I submtted this because the
representatives of the pari-mnutuel i ndustry approached ne
yesterday and said that there were sonme factual errors in the
| anguage which was in the draft report on this subject.

This presentation shows the changes that were nade. I
do not consider nyself an expert on this subject, but it would
appear to ne, subject to the views of other conmm ssioners, that
these are in fact factual corrections, and so | submt them wth
t hat expl anati on. Certainly all of us want the report to be as
accurate as possible. | don’t believe there’s anything
controversial here other than sinply facts, but again, if |I'm
m ssi ng somet hi ng, soneone should certainly --

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: Wuld you cite the page that
that’s witten on?

COW SSI ONER W LHELM There aren’t any nunbers. In
today’s pile called -- that says, "Proposed edits, Chapter 5,

Internet Ganbling," in the big packet we were given for today’s
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sessi on. Then there’s six pages that we dealt with yesterday.
Those end with the page at the bottom called Technol ogy and the
Future of Ganbling, page 18. Imediately behind that there’ s two
unnunbered, wunattributed, typewitten pages headed Sinulcasting
and Account Wageri ng.

COW SSI ONER  Mc CARTHY: You sinply want to take that
| anguage and put it in another chapter?

COW SSI ONER WLHELM Wl |, we had agreed yesterday to
nove it to a different chapter and Doug had suggested this norning
where he proposed to put it, so that’s not before us. What is
before us is the rewite, and the changes are shown right here in
front of us by way of interlineation. Again, that was submtted
to me by representatives of the parinmutuel industry on the theory

that we had nade sone factual errors in our draft that ought to be

corrected. To the extent that there are factual errors, | submt
t hem To the extent there’'s sonme clinker in here that 1've
m ssed, soneone should certainly point it out. | don’t think
there is.

CHAI RPERSON JAMES: |s there a second?

COW SSI ONER McCARTHY:  May | ?

CHAlI RPERSON JAMES: Certainly.

COW SSI ONER  McCARTHY: Second for pur poses  of
di scussion. May | ask a question, and naybe M. Bible could help
nme on this. In the future will account wagering always be done
only over the tel ephone?

COW SSI ONER Bl BLE: In the recomendations we had
made, if those recommendations were followed, it would be -- it
woul d be done over the telephone in those nine states that

currently authorize it wunder our recomendations. O  course
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that’s not what the industry wants.

COW SSI ONER Mc CARTHY: | understand. So as you read
what John is proposing here at the request of the industry, does
that nodify in any substantive way what we adopted yesterday or
previ ousl y?

COW SSI ONER W LHELM That’s the right question, Leo,
because it certainly was not intended by ne to do that in any way.

COW SSI ONER LEONE: It seens to ne, Madam Chair, this
is a potentially a set of factual inprovenments that everybody
woul d support that we aren’t necessarily adequate to judge,
particularly not inthis form Isn't this sonething that we could
del egate to staff to sort through and double check against sone
factual references? Because how else, | don't know. | nean,
know Terry knows a fair anmount about this and Bill, but | don’t
think it makes sense for us to go through these points one by one
if they are, as John says, and he’s not sure, of factual
corrections, we ought to make them If they’'re not, we need
sonmebody to flag them as sonmething else, and | think that’s an
appropriate staff function, unless sonebody objects.

COW SSI ONER W LHELM | certainly don't. | only
submtted them in the spirit of if we nade mstakes, we should
correct them

CHAl RPERSON JAMES: Absolutely. Wth that, it has been
noved and seconded. Can the notion state that the fact will fact
check each of these for accuracy and insert where appropriate?

COW SSI ONER W LHELM  Fine with ne.

COW SSI ONER Mt CARTHY: Madam Chair, |’m not sure if
Tim and Doug were sitting there when | asked ny question. %Y

gquestion is do the amendnents presented by Comm ssioner WI hel m at
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the request of <certain industry folks, horse racing industry
folks, do they nodify in any substantive way the recommendati ons
in this chapter adopted yesterday or previously? |If they don't,
I’ mnot concerned. |f they do, we want to know about it so we can
discuss it and decide whether we want to allow that or not. I
would tend to think if it contradicts substantively whatever we
adopted yesterday or previously, | would not support it, but I

need to know that. And in what way? Maybe it will be a harm ess

change, | don’t know. W just need to know that.

COW SSI ONER  BI BLE: My quick read would indicate
there’s no problem but | am concerned about the |anguage being
proposed to be deleted. | don’'t know what that’s being done for.

COW SSI ONER  KELLY: Madam Chair, we’'re going to need
to reviewthis, but can | repeat what | think are the instructions
just to nmake sure we’'re on the sanme page? W are to incorporate
all of the recomended changes for Chapter 5 as long as they do
not change in any substantive way or contradict or conflict with
the recommendations that were already adopted for Chapter 5? |Is
that correct?

COW SSI ONER McCARTHY:  Yes. And the same is true also
of what M. Bible just said. Does the |language deleted alter in
any substantive way previous actions by the conmm ssion.

CHAlI RPERSON JAMES: If you have anything that you can
shed on that, that would be very hel pful.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER | worked with Conm ssioner WI hel mon
this language. There are previous letters to the commssion, to
the staff, that correct earlier drafts that iterate essentially
the sane rewite that’s here. There’s no attenpt to inpinge on

t he reconmendations, they' re just straight down facts.
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1 CHAl RPERSON JAMES: Thank you. W' Il continue to work
2 on that and perhaps this afternoon after |unch we can get that one

3 brought back up again.



