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CHAI RAMOVAN JAMES: The next one up is, | believe,
yours, John. Is that it?

COWMM SSI ONER DOBSON:  This is page 147?

CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: Chapt er seven, page 14.

COW SSI ONER W LHELM  That is m ne.

CHAIl R\MOVAN JAMES:  Ckay.

COW SSI ONER W LHELM  And that is fromthe NRC
Those are their words.

COW SSI ONER LANNI:  I'11 second.

CHAl RWOVAN JAMES:  All in favor?

Any opposed?

Next one, page 14, last |line, adding a line right after
"habit."

COWM SSI ONER DOBSON:  Okay. That is mne, page 14,
last line. Right. The three words, the last |ine after "habit"
and then this insertion.

COWM SSI ONER LANNI :  Second.

CHAl RWOVAN JAMES:  All in favor?

Passes.

Next ?

COWMM SSI ONER LANNI :  Chapter seven, pages 14 through 16
in the line section portion. |’ munderstanding revised | anguage
is what 1’ m proposing here. And it’s just a balance. It’'s a
bal ance to take sone of the statenents that were made, presented
by Chairman Golis (phonetic), who was the fornmer director if the
I[I'linois State Police. And it’s on -- it should be there for you
to read.

CHAl RWOVAN JAMES:  Let’'s take a m nute and nake sure

Conmi ssi oners have a chance to read that.
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COMM SSI ONER LANNI: It begins with, "Evidence provided
to the Conmi ssion.”

COW SSI ONER W LHELM  So, it would actually be
i nserted on page 16, right? After 10, 000.

CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: Commi ssi oners, have you had an
opportunity to read it?

COW SSI ONER MCCARTHY: May | just ask a question. |
don’t renenber Chief Margolis.

COW SSI ONER LANNI:  He’s not chief. He was the forner
director of the Illinois State Police.

COWM SSI ONER MCCARTHY: Former | nspector Gener al
Margolis. See, | don't think we ever -- | don’t think the
Comm ssion heard his testinony because he was on that afternoon
panel .

COWMM SSI ONER LANNI:  Well, he was on the post-flood.

No, he was in Biloxi. That's right. No, he was in Bil oxi.

COWM SSI ONER MCCARTHY: Did he try to distinguish
bet ween di fferent kinds of casinos in the conments he was mnaki ng?

Does anybody renmenber? 1In his analysis, what was he | ooking at?

Because we now know there are all kinds of casinos. Sone are
better regul ated than others. Do we renenber whether he nade any
differentiation or not?

COW SSI ONER LANNI: | do not.

COWM SSI ONER MCCARTHY: Well, there’s that whole | arge
grey area where we started | ooki ng at conveni ence ganbli ng,
trying to define it was very difficult because, in effect, it
could be said that a | ot of what was included there would be
smal | casinos, at least claimto be small casinos by their own

proprietors. And | just -- | was trying to renenber whether --
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whet her there were any useful distinctions nade, because we’'re
only learning nore and nore now about the strict regulations in
sonme jurisdictions, and the |oose regulation in others. | don’t
know if any -- if we can recall anything that m ght be hel pful in
this regard.

COMM SSI ONER LANNI: | heard him speak many tines, and
when he speaks -- and | cannot recall specifically the answer to

your question, but | know he speaks about casinos and he’s

speaki ng about casinos that are -- would be perceived to be nore
highly regulated. | don’t know if he has references to the
ot hers. Because by the fact he calls themcasinos, | don’t think

you could call a convenience store a casino. So.

COWMM SSI ONER MCCARTHY: | guess what |’'mgetting at is
should -- should the reference be so broad, or should it pertain
to states that have histories of stricter regulatory prograns?

COMM SSI ONER LANNI: | think it probably should pertain
to what he said, and | don’t know. W need to find that out.

COWM SSI ONER MCCARTHY: | don’t see the relationship
bet ween regul ati on, though, between a nore heavily regul at ed
casino --

CHAl RWOVAN JAMES:  And cri ne.

COW SSI ONER MCCARTHY: -- and crine. | don't see the
rel ati onshi p.

COW SSI ONER W LHELM  Madane Chair, with all due
respect, this proposal cones after two pages of other kinds of
comentary about crime, which Terry is not proposed to change.
He nmerely wants to put in sonmething that is undeniably in the
record.

COW SSI ONER MCCARTHY: Well, I'"'mnot -- and |’ m not
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fundamentally differing with what | understand Terry is trying to
do. I'mjust -- I'’mjust trying to find out if his conments or
the evidence that Terry is proposing we | ook at was nore
descriptive of a certain popul ation and procedure. That’'s all.

COW SSI ONER DOBSON: | don’t --

CHAl RWOVAN JAMES:  Conmi ssi oner Dobson.

COWMM SSI ONER DOBSON: | don’t have a problemwi th the
first two paragraphs at the top or the one at the bottom M
concern is with that m ddle paragraph. |If you | ook at the bottom
of page 14, there’s one source supporting the concern about
crime, and in the interest of balance, John, it seens to ne that
maybe there ought to be one that would be com ng fromthe other
side. But if we're going to put a whole string of themthere,
there are also many others that weren't cited here. And if we're
going to do this, I'd like time to put the studies in that would
provi de bal ance.

COW SSI ONER W LHELM  Look at 15 and 16.

COWM SSI ONER LANNI: | have a response. | did not know
this, but the study covered the 10 | argest casino jurisdictions
whi ch all have highly regul ated positions. The reference to the
other entities in here, to answer Jinis question, are all cited
by M. Margolis. So, it’s one in the sane. That's not -- these
aren’t additional ones. These are ones that were cited by himin
his report to us in Biloxi.

COWM SSI ONER DOBSON: Wl |, that’s an AGA supported
study, and | think it throws it out of balance to put all that in
there without -- without rewiting the other portion of the text.

COW SSI ONER W LHELM  Maybe we al so ought to add, as

long as we're at it, the conclusion of the NORC report and
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comuni ty dat abase whi ch says, quote:
"The net picture in the econonmc and crine data is
on the positive side, but not in an overwhel m ng

way. "

And whi ch al so says:

"The conmunities -- with the newly opened casi nos
per capita rates of bankruptcy, and indicators of
violent crinmes, have not seen a significant
change. "

You know, if it’s a shortage of appropriate sources, we
can always refer to our friends at NORC.

You know, we could take out the ones Jimdoesn't like
and put in the ones that everyone | oves.

COMM SSI ONER LANNI: Great. That's a friendly
anendnent, 1’1l be happy to anmend the conpl aint.

COWMWM SSI ONER BIBLE: Could we just cite --it would be
hel pful if we just cited, you know, the jurisdictions that this
research refers to?

COWM SSI ONER LEONE: Wy don’t we ask the staff to go
back and review the testinony and do that and incorporate it,

just like the jurisdictions.

CHAl RWOVAN JAMES:  |'mhesitant to do that at this
poi nt .

COMM SSI ONER LANNI: | don’t think we have to go that
far. | think if we do know how nmany jurisdictions we’'re dealing
with here --

COW SSI ONER BIBLE: There’s 10. Wy don’t we just say
in those 10 jurisdictions.

COW SSI ONER LANNI:  That’s fine with ne.
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CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: (Okay. Would you insert that? Let’s
be very specific for them because they' re going to go back and
type it.

COWM SSI ONER LANNI:  Ckay.

"After his study, casino and crine, an analysis of
t he evi dence, based upon the 10 jurisdictions that
al | ow comrerci al casi no ganbling."

COMW SSI ONER W LHELM  Terry, in that |arge centra
par agr aph, the second sentence.

COWMM SSI ONER LANNI @ Begi nning with?

COW SSI ONER W LHELM  "Hi s study."

CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: Well, he just nade it one by adding
"was based in part."

COWM SSI ONER MCCARTHY: Are we going to put in all this
stuff in parenthesis?

CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: Could we delete that, Terry, since
it isin his -- anybody who gets referred to that --

COW SSI ONER LANNI:  Yeah, | can -- we can take that
off. It’s not a problem Jinis things w thout having to put
NORC in there, Jim

COM SSI ONER LEONE: |’ m sorry, what are we taking out?

COWMM SSI ONER LANNI :  That whol e parent hesi s.

CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: The parenthesis. The foll ow ng.

COWM SSI ONER BIBLE: And then after analysis, evidence
will be based upon the 10 jurisdictions that permt comrercial -

COW SSI ONER MOORE:  What did we do with the | ast
par agr aph down bel ow that tal ks about the 24 shares?

CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: We haven’t done anything with that.
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COW SSI ONER MOORE:  So, we can strike the | ast
par agr aph?

COWM SSI ONER DOBSON:  One question, if | may. Can we
put it in the footnote that this study was funded by the AGA?

COW SSI ONER LANNI:  Well, then | don’t want to take
out the |ast paragraph, then.

COWMWM SSI ONER MOORE:  Well, | think we ought to go into
every footnote and put whoever funded all this stuff.

CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: Okay. Let’'s not go there.

COW SSI ONER BI BLE: That’'s not a bad idea. Research
that, will you? Put that as a research recomendation. Wo paid
for the study.

COW SSI ONER DOBSON: Madanme Chair, | notice that the -
- it’s getting a little nore salty by the hour in here.

CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: \What we have right nowis this
bott om paragraph is deleted. The open and cl osed paren is
del eted. The added, "based upon the 10 jurisdictions that have
conmerci al casi nos. "

COWMM SSI ONER LANNI:  Call for the question.

CHAl RMOVAN JAMES: Al in favor? Opposed? Ckay.
Next .

COW SSI ONER BI BLE: Let’s see, anendnent 300 is --
what’s this one?

CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: Hang in there. Chapter seven, page
28.

COW SSI ONER BI BLE: Line 17.

CHAl RWOVAN JAMES:  Line 17. Wose is this? Is this
you, Terry?

COWMM SSI ONER LANNI: It must be. If it isn't, it ought
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to be.

CHAI RAMOVAN JAMES: This is Terry’s.

COW SSI ONER LEONE:  Terry, has the Comm ssion seen
t hese studi es?

COWMM SSI ONER LANNI:  Christian Marthels spoke before
us. |I’'mtrying to think where he did. He cane before us in
Chicago, | think it was.

COWM SSI ONER DOBSON:  Christian Marthels (phonetic), |
don’t renenber him

COWMM SSI ONER LANNI:  The purpose of this is for
bal ance, wi thout suggesting any changes in the other side, or the
issue, if you will, covered of the other view of that issue.

COWM SSI ONER DOBSON:  Woul d you address the other
items, as to whether or not they’ ve cone before the Commi ssion?

COW SSI ONER LANNI: | know Christian Marthels has the
Center for Disease Control and Prevention. | don’t know, has it?

COMWM SSIONER BIBLE: |If we’'re going to be consistent,
we' ve got to take out the guy who appears in the newspaper
article.

COW SSI ONER DOBSON:  And I'’mtold that Dr. Marthels
did not appear before this Commi ssion. Dr. Marthels.

COW SSI ONER LANNI: Wl |, | know we have seen them
but he attended -- | guess he didn't present, but he attended a
neeti ng, because he was there in Chicago.

COWMWM SSI ONER W LHELM W recei ved the study.

COWMM SSI ONER LANNI:  The study was sent to us. Ta ti
know. But he was there and | guess he didn’'t nake a formal
presentation, but he submtted it. Dr. Macintosh did not, and

|’d be happy to renove that on the basis that he did not either
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submt or -- on the bottom-- the bottomtwo |ines, starting on
Dr. John Macintosh and the next two pages. The next page, first
two lines, beginning with fair and ending with factor. But
Marthels did have it. It’s part of the --the staff can confirm
that it’s part of the docunentation provided to the Conm ssion by
Dr. Marthels. Not sponsored by AGA>

COM SSIONER BIBLE: |If | may ask a question about
these studies. Wat we found so far is that very few governnent
agencies or national institutes doing studies even ask questions
about ganbling issues. So, let ne ask -- |’massum ng Dr.
Marthel s wouldn’t conme in with this unless he had a -- it seens
certain that he asked a series of questions on ganbling to
establish whether suicides in Cark county were ganbling rel ated?

Is that a safe assunption?

COW SSI ONER LANNI: Wl |, | think he asked a nunber of
gquestions as to what the causes were. |’msure one of them would
have been that.

CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: This says he used files fromthe
coroner’s office.

COW SSI ONER LANNI:  Actual suicide files. The coroner
office of Cark county. Cark county is where --

CHAl RWOVAN JAMES: It would be hard to ask them

COW SSI ONER BIBLE: Terry, by now we all know where
Clark county is. Let me -- | don’t know what the habit is of
the coroner’s office there. Do they normally ask questions that
woul d elicit whether ganbling is related to or a cause of
suicide in that county?

COWMM SSI ONER LANNI: | don’t know the process.

COW SSI ONER BI BLE: |If he checked the coroner’s
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records, |'d certainly accept what he stated is his finding here.
But that would only have neaning if the coroner’s office
actually asked questions in a way so as to elicit, you know,
giving -- checking off a list or --
COWMWM SSI ONER LANNI:  Right. | understand your point.
| do not know the answer to that.

CHAl R\OVAN JAMES: Dr. Dobson?

COW SSI ONER DOBSON:  Ron Reno tells ne that he’d seen
a quote that the coroner said that we can’t tell and don’t know
i n many cases what the cause of death.

COW SSI ONER BI BLE: That woul d have to be the case.

COWMWM SSI ONER LEONE: Certainly not without a credit
report.

COMWM SSIONER BIBLE: | don't remenber this study and |
think the questions, at |east, that you raise as to whether or
not you have that kind of information from people who comit
suicide or what the context is, |I think you d have to | ook at the
st udy.

COW SSI ONER DOBSON:  Yeah, | don't know if the coroner
even asked these questions.

COWMM SSI ONER BIBLE: I n 100 percent of the cases where
peopl e have notes, that 94 percent of them were not gam ng
related, | don’'t know.

COWMM SSI ONER LANNI:  Let ne withdraw that and go with
the second one in the m ddl e paragraph.

CHAl RWOVAN JAMES:  The Center for Di sease Control

COWMM SSI ONER DOBSON:  Now, | have the sane question
about the second study, and presumably -- see, certainly the

Center for Disease Control and Prevention is certainly a highly



© 00 N oo g b~ W N PP

N N DN D DN D DD DD DMDN P PP PR, R,k
© 0O N o o M W N B O 0O 0O N oo 0o M 0O N+, O

June 3, 1999 NG I.S.C. San Francisco, CA Meeting 157

reput abl e research entity. Wat | --

COW SSI ONER LANNI:  You can see the footnote there,
"Regi onal variations in suicidal rates, 1993 to '94."

COWM SSI ONER DOBSON:  Okay. So, they exclusively asked
questi on.

COWMM SSI ONER LANNI: 1 woul d assune so. The proposal
woul d be --

COW SSI ONER DOBSON:  That's the title -- if that’s the
title of their study, we should hope.

COWMM SSI ONER LANNI:  And they are well respected. So,
ny notion would be to include only the center paragraph,
begi nning with the Center for Disease Control, ending with
"social environnents"” in the footnote.

COW SSI ONER LEONE:  And 1’1l second that.

CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: Al in favor? Opposed?

COWM SSI ONER W LHELM  Thank you. Madane Chair, before
we progress to the next chapter, may | nake an observation to the
staff, unless a Comm ssioner woul d di sagree with ne, chapter two,
"Ganbling in the United States,” it seens to ne that the draft
tabl es at the back of the chapter need to be revised in terns of
t he deci sion we made about the gross wagering figure. W decided
to ditch the total noney wagered figure. And that needs to be
factored into these charts. Chapter two. The charts include the
gross wagering figure, even though we’ ve dunped it.

CHAI RAMOVAN JAMES: That’s one of the things that we’l|
have to check for consistency on. It’s on ny |ist.

kay. Are you ready for "Future research.”

COW SSI ONER MCCARTHY: There are just a few nore

recommendati ons that | hope everybody’s got copies of.
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CHAl RWOVAN JAMES: A few nore recommendati ons.

COWM SSI ONER LEONE: Actually, at this rate we will
prove the cause and effect.

COW SSI ONER MCCARTHY: | woul d nove that the text that
is in the proposed data of chapter eight, "Future research
reconmendat i ons. "

CHAl RWOVAN JAMES: It has been noved and seconded. All
in favor?

COMM SSIONER LANNI:  |Is that ny edits that were --

CHAl RWOVAN JAMES: Yes. Question has been called. All
in favor? Any opposed? You’ re done.

COWMM SSI ONER LANNI @ No, when you get back to chapter
four 1"l be done.

COW SSI ONER LEONE:  Dr. Kelly, when this docunent is
finally printed, are you going to go back to Washi ngt on and nake
changes in each and every docunent to add some things to it?

MR, KELLY: |'mgoing to have a separate press
conference expl ai ning the extenuating circunstances.

CHAl RMOVAN JAMES: Ckay. W're on the executive
sumary now. We thought it would be good to hold this one until
the end, for obvious reasons.

COW SSI ONER LANNI:  Excuse ne, Madane Chair, | did
have -- | recall your saying that we wanted to know what we had
done in the rest of the chapters so that when we | ooked at this
| anguage in the executive summary. So, there were two itens to
return to in chapter four

CHAl RMOVAN JAMES: Oh. Would you like to clean those
up before we nove on? Are you ready for those, to go back to

those itens?
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COMM SSIONER LANNI:  I'’mready to go back. Certainly
the first one. The |last one was retyped and was left floating
out here somewhere, but we nmay never get to that one. The first
one is the introductory |anguage. | have copies. 1’ve given
only M. Leone a copy of this. |If the staff wouldn’'t m nd
distributing this, Madane Chair, to the rest of the -- this is
chapter four. It deals with the very begi nning of chapter four.

COMWM SSI ONER W LHELM  Using |ifetime nunbers here?

COW SSI ONER LANNI:  Past year.

COW SSI ONER W LHELM  Past year?

COWMM SSI ONER LANNI:  Yes. | know how you feel about
lifetinme.

CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: Woul d you speak to this for a
m nute, please?

COWMWM SSI ONER LANNI:  Yes. Thank you, Madane Chair. As
the nenbers will recall, we were discussing how do we put in
context -- and | think I’ m explaining the substance of the
di scussi on, how do we put in context the nunber of problem and
pat hol ogi cal ganblers, level two and | evel three ganblers in
Harvard/ Shaffer ternms in the context of the total ganbling
popul ation, to convey to the reading public a fair representation
of how many Anerican adult and adol escent ganbl ers had problem or
pat hol ogi cal issues, versus how nmany did not. That's what |’ve
attenpted to do here. | spent my |unch hour talking to the fol ks
back at Harvard to help ne wite this. And I’ve tried very hard
to be as accurate as | could with whatever data is avail abl e.

And | think it’s self-explanatory.
CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: |1’ give Conmissioners tinme to

review this for a second.
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COMM SSIONER LANNI: | think the only issue in the
previ ous conversation that cane up was the first -- the old first

par agraph of what | had distributed, the one that began "About 20

percent."”

CHAIl RMOVAN JAMES: Ri ght.

COW SSI ONER W LHELM  Terry?

COW SSI ONER LANNI:  Yes.

COMM SSI ONER WLHELM |1’ d be prepared to support this
if you would do two things -- if you d consider doing two things.

One, in the second paragraph refer to the fact that the
estimated Anerican adults who ganble at 160 million, that’s NRC
| think since you indicated the first paragraph related to
Harvard, | think we should note that that’s the NRC
COW SSI ONER LANNI: It was al so Harvard. \en
checked - -
COW SSI ONER W LHELM  NRC and Harvard then
COWM SSI ONER LANNI: | have no probl em
COMWM SSI ONER W LHELM | do have a problem though,
with line three, where you say that:
"We estimate that about 152.5 million Anmerican
adult ganbl ers do not evidence apparent negative
consequences. "
Way do you need the word "apparent™?
COWMM SSI ONER LANNI:  Stri ke the word "apparent.”
COW SSI ONER W LHELM  Thank you.
COWM SSI ONER LANNI :  Apparently we m ght agree.
COWM SSI ONER W LHELM  Apparently we have agreed.
COMWM SSI ONER LEONE: Did you second his notion?
COW SSI ONER W LHELM | said | would be nore than
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pl ease to second it if he nade those two changes. He’s now said
he will, so |I'd be nore than pleased to question.

CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: Call for the question. Al in
favor? Any opposed?

COW SSI ONER W LHELM  Good wor k.

CHAl RAMOVAN JAMES: Jim woul d you read off the rest of
t he unfini shed itens business?

COW SSI ONER MCCARTHY:  Madane Chair, there was one
nore chapter four item and this -- we -- the staff is
reproduci ng copies of it. That dealt with the |anguage at the
end of chapter four, and | think the changes that |’ve made in
that will -- will find a simlar approval fromall nenbers of the
Commi ssi on.

CHAl R\OVAN JAMES: Ckay.

COWM SSI ONER MCCARTHY:  And draw praise from M. Bible.

COW SSI ONER LEONE: Are you tal king about the casino
guesti onnaire?

COW SSI ONER MCCARTHY:  Yes.

CHAl RWOVAN JAMES:  \What ot hers do we have?

MR, SEAY: W have three tabled itens renaining from
chapter four.

COW SSI ONER MCCARTHY: Let ne nention -- and before
get to them and then you can of course exanine the | anguage. |
have struck -- | have struck the -- the paragraph dealing with
t he database and the credit. After due consideration, weighing
all of the deep and rational concerns expressed by M. Lanni and
M. Bible.

CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: Just spit it right out there.

COW SSI ONER MCCARTHY: In addition to that, | amended
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the -- | struck the introductory phrase, "There are al so sone
di sturbing signs, et cetera, to begin the last two." And that is
sinply the only one remaining fromthose, which is the top 25
non-tribal casinos during 1998, et cetera.

COW SSI ONER W LHELM  Leo, what -- where is the
original |anguage for this?

COWM SSI ONER MCCARTHY:  The original |anguage is on
page ei ght -- page 15 of chapter four in your binder. |’ msorry.

COW SSI ONER W LHELM  Chapter four, page 15. Leo,
what did you do in your revision with the material from"private
sector efforts"™ on page 14 to "casi no questionnaire"” on page 157

The section in-between there, what did you do with all that?

COW SSI ONER MCCARTHY: Let ne -- | struck the first
par agr aph entirely.

COWM SSI ONER W LHELM  Beginning with -- ending with
ganblers or yours? Is it yours you struck?

COWM SSI ONER MCCARTHY: M ne. W’ Il have that | anguage
in front of us nonmentarily.

COMWM SSI ONER W LHELM It never did get straight on
what the relationship was between your docunent and the existing
text, or at least | didn't.

COWMM SSI ONER MCCARTHY: | think I will in the |anguage
you're going to see.

Madanme Chair, if there are other things to take up
before you get to the executive summary. | heard Dr. Kelly
mention that there are several tabled itens. Wile we're waiting
for the | anguage to be reproduced and brought back in.

CHAIl R\OVAN JAMES:  Tim

MR, KELLY: Actually, | believe that Stephanie is
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bringing that |anguage. That's for one of the remaining tabled
itens. W still have two that we need to review One was -- it
was a reconmendati on from Conm ssioner Lanni regarding the charts
to be inserted at page six, and Dr. Dobson asked for sone tinme to
revi ew t hose charts.

CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: Dr. Dobson, have you had an
opportunity to do that?

COW SSI ONER DOBSON:  Let ne find out.

COWM SSI ONER LANNI:  Page six, line 30. The royal we.

The NRC -- the Harvard/ Shaffer chart.

COWMWM SSI ONER BI BLE: One housekeeping matter. Leo, in
your research recommendati ons, research recomendati on 8.17 reads
-- and we have adopted this recomendation. It reads:

"The Conmi ssion reconmends that the governors,
state legislature, and regul atory bodi es of each
state, and the insurance conm ssioner, if elected,
shoul d direct their departnment of insurance to
require that insurance conpanies |icensed to
operate in their state offer insurance coverage of
treatment for custoners who are probl em or

pat hol ogi cal ganblers.”

And | believe we have covered that with the | anguage
that Richard has drafted to nandate insurance coverage benefits.

We coul d probably delete this so it’s not repetitive.

Wth your recommendation, I’'ll go into the pathol ogical
ganbl i ng chapter

COW SSI ONER BIBLE: It’s redundant. It’s in the
research chapter

CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: Hang on. | want to make sure that



© 00 N oo g b~ W N PP

T N T N R T N N T T T S e e N e e I
o 0 N W N P O © 0© N O 0 W N P O

June 3, 1999 NG I.S.C. San Francisco, CA Meeting 164

COWMM SSI ONER LANNI: | accept that.

CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: Ckay. | want to nmake sure that we
have covered all of the tabled issues, and that we didn't mss
any.

COW SSI ONER DOBSON:  There is one that we have not
quite finished.

MR SEAY: There was a total of four, we dealt with
one. Conm ssioner McCarthy is | ooking on another. Comr ssioner
Dobson is | ooking over those charts. And | have one nore in ny
notes, and that was a tabled reconmendati on on page 16 having to
do with that credit risk issue that Conm ssioner Lanni was goi ng
to consider | anguage to perhaps nove that into the research
section. That was as yet undeterm ned.

COWM SSI ONER LANNI :  The | anguage i s here.

COW SSI ONER DOBSON:  Madane Chai r man?

CHAl RWOVAN JAMES:  Conmi ssi oner Dobson.

COWM SSI ONER DOBSON: W do have a response to the
table. And the table 3-5, page three and dash 21 is to our -- |
nean, we agree with it. No problemwith it. And the Harvard --
Harvard mneta-anal ysis, table 17, page 60, we don’t have in front
of us. Assunming that it is accurately reported, we don’t have a
problemw th that one.

CHAI RMOVAN JAMES: What is the one that you do have a
probl em w t h?

COVWM SSI ONER DOBSON: Anot her noment .



