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CHAI R JAMES: | think this would be a good point to

stop and entertain sone discussion on that. | would say that for

| ogi stical reasons we need to be out of this roomat 12:15, so |

want to make sure we, but we wll conme back and continue this
af t er noon.

I”’m going to go ahead and recogni ze Conm ssi oner Leone
and then go to Comm ssi oner Bible.

COWM SSI ONER LEONE: Well, first | have a question
about these calculations. Are these the costs attributable apart
fromwhat woul d be expected if this were -- if type D and Es were
a random sanpl e i nstead of being type D and Es?

DR. GERSTEIN. Yes, exactly right.

COW SSI ONER LEONE: So these are the additional costs?

DR GERSTEIN. The attributable fraction.

COW SSI ONER LEONE:  Ckay.

CHAI R JAMES: Conmi ssioner Bible and then Conmi ssioner
Dobson.

COW SSI ONER BI BLE: Can you go back to your chart on
drug usage? And |I'm also speaking from page 29 of the report, |
just want to nake sure | understand the data.

As | read the data approximately one-third of the type
E past years would admit to using illegal substances?

DR GERSTEIN: That's correct.

COW SSI ONER BIBLE: And alnost two thirds would admt

to, | guess, overusage of al cohol?
DR. CGERSTEI N: Vell, 1I'’m not sure the word overusage
necessarily applies. The specific itemis do you drink at the

rate of one or two days a nonth over the past year.
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COWM SSI ONER BI BLE: What are we supposed to draw,
then, from the question in terns of classifying the individual
W asked themif they consider thenselves to be an al cohol, or do
t hey have al cohol problens, or --

DR. GERSTEIN. Subsequent to, and you are |ooking here
at what we call survey stage business. Virtually all of the
peopl e who in surveys report al cohol dependence, and |I should say
that the DSM IV criteria for alcohol dependence, just as there

are for pathol ogi cal ganbling.

COW SSI ONER Bl BLE: Probably some of the sane
criteria.

DR, GERSTEIN. Virtually all of those people would have
said yes to this question. Everyone who said yes to this
question we then asked a series of itens that will generate an

al cohol dependence diagnosis, or criteria, and a screen response.

COW SSI ONER BI BLE: So we will be able to tell that
when we get the final data, we will have that?

DR. GERSTEIN. Yes, you will.

COWM SSI ONER BI BLE: Now, we are going to have the
final data by next week, according to our report?

DR GERSTEIN: End of the nonth.

COW SSI ONER Bl BLE: Because our schedule shows it
comng in on the 15th.

CHAI R JAMES: The schedule calls for the 15th, that is
when we will be | ooking for it.

DR. GERSTEI N: Vell, we will give you as nmuch of the
data as possible, but in terms of getting a report conpleted we

are | ooking at the end of the nonth.
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COWM SSI ONER BI BLE: Well, | guess that is another
i ssue, but as you --

CHAI R JAMES: It is another issue, but | would take
this time to -- it 1is a very inportant issue for the
del i berations of this Comm ssion and for us to conplete our work
in a tinely manner. And this is true for all our contractors,
and that is that | realize the incredible anobunt of work that you
are doing, and the task that is before you.

But one of the things that | ask our executive director
on a regular basis is, are we on track with our contractors, and
any renegotiation of deliverables nust conme back before the
Commi ssi on, because we have to have our --

COW SSI ONER BI BLE: Commi ssi oner Janes, our contract
calls for delivery at the end of the nonth. That hasn’t been
renegoti ated, we are trying to accelerate sone of these data, but
I think that is what our contract calls for.

CHAI R JAMES: Explain to ne the 15th date, then, Dr.
Kel ly.

DR KELLY: | think the end of the nonth was the [ ast
day of the contract relationship, that allows us two weeks to
wrap up this end.

CHAI R JAMES: Il will leave that for you all to figure
out. And believe ne, again, we are just incredibly grateful to
you for the amount of work you have put in, and it is very
difficult and we recogni ze that.

And if there is any data, and I would ask you all to
research that in the next few mnutes, or by the end of the day
and let us know, is it the mddle of the nonth, or is it the

15t h.
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So we would have to read just sone things in order to
accommodat e t hat.

COW SSI ONER Bl BLE: Now we’ ve solved at |east the
organi zati onal issue.

How, then, do you relate the cost of the type E
ganbl ers when you start doing your cost analysis with those that,
for instance, have admtted that they have problens using illegal
substances, how do you count and adjust for that?

Because it would seem to ne sonmebody using cocai he may
have problens that would get apportioned to that side of the
| edger, versus the ganbling side of the |edger.

DR. CGERSTEI N: First | should just stipulate nost of
the drug use that people are reporting here is narijuana use.
And the adjustnment is based on |ooking at other surveys, which we
use the same drug use itens.

And | ooking at the conparisons there, which have been
costed out, again, on other surveys that focus extensively on
costing out the differences between people who use drugs at
different | evels, and people who don’t.

COMWM SSI ONER BIBLE: | don’t understand. How do you --
say divorce, how do you attribute the cost of divorce and sone
portion to alcohol, sonme portion to ganbling, some portion to
drugs. | don’t understand your nethodol ogy.

DR. GERSTEI N: You take two groups of people and you
want to say, you know, how do you conpare the -- | nean, let’s
just start and say, for the sake of argunent that the cost of an
i ndi vidual divorce is sonething that has been determ ned, the
court costs have been neasured.

COW SSI ONER BI BLE: So say 10, 000 dol | ars.
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DR. CGERSTEI N kay. Then your question is, you take
two groups and say, in group A versus group B there are a |ot
nore divorces, so could we just say that the excess cost in group
Bis the difference between the anobunt in these two groups.

If you know that the groups differ in the extent to
whi ch sonething else correlated with divorce, I|ike alcoholism
takes place, so in one group you have a |lot nore al coholics than
in the other group, you can control for that by saying, if the
two groups in fact had the sane rate of alcoholism if you took
the group that had the nmuch higher rate, and you just adjust it
and said, what if it had a |ower rate, what would we expect the
amount of divorce to be relative to the other

And there is still a difference after you nmake that
adj ustnment. Then you have elimnated the difference between the
two groups and their alcoholism as the source of the difference
bet ween the two groups, net of their alcoholism

COWM SSI ONER BI BLE: But the data you would be using
for the alcoholism nay be sonmewhat dated, a different survey, a
different instrunent, you are reaching in sone other study to
devel op that nethodol ogy?

DR. GERSTEI N: Anot her study, but it uses the sane

item it is al1l9 -- | nean, it is literally done every year.
COW SSI ONER  BI BLE: It is not sonmething this
Commi ssi on has done, | assune?
DR CGERSTEI N No, it isn't. It is research that is
done by the Federal Governnment. | think these data directly cone

out of the national household survey on drug abuse, which is in

literally a continuing survey that is in the field all the tine.
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COWM SSI ONER BIBLE: And they would have all the sane
categories that you have reported in here in terns of the cost?

DR GERSTEI N: W took the items we used from the
nat i onal househol d survey on drug abuse, they are the sane itens.

COWM SSI ONER BI BLE: And then you just conpare the
di fferences and apportion the differences to ganbling?

DR. CGERSTEIN. Right.

COW SSI ONER BI BLE:  Ckay.

CHAI R JAMES: Conmi ssi oner Dobson?

COVMM SSI ONER DOBSON: | would like to ask either of you
to comment on the rather dramatic differences in estimtes of
preval ence in sone of your findings conpared with sonme of the
ot her studies that have been done, particularly with regard to
yout h and pat hol ogi cal ganbl i ng.

Dr. Stinchfield and Associ ates, in August gave a paper
in San Francisco that estimated those rates at sonewhere between
five to eight percent. O course the nmeta analysis that Schaffer
did cane out around six percent.

Your nunber s for t hat particul ar chart wer e
approximately 50 percent of that, or half of that. Do you have
any inpressions as to why the variation between what you found,
and what has been found repeatedly in the past?

DR. GERSTEIN. It is really Rachel’s question.

DR VOLBERG Yes. Al of the research as far as -- |
don’t know exactly what Dr. Stinchfield presented to you, but ny
understanding is that the M nnesota teamof Stinchfield, Wnters,
and their colleagues have been using as their tool to identify
ganbl i ng probl ens anbngst you, a screen called the SOGS RA. The

Sout h Caks Ganbling Screen revised for adol escents.
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And the SOGS RA is actually what we have used, or what
| have used in the tel ephone surveys of adol escents that | have
done in a variety of states over a nunber of years since 1993.

The SOGS RA is a very different screen than the NODs.
It is based on the DSMIII criteria, rather than the DSMIV
criteria. 1t’s got 20 weighted itens instead of the ten weighted
itens that we used for the NODs.

And the questions in the SOGS RA about 50 percent of
t hose questions have to do with different kinds of borrow ng that
respondents have done in order to get noney to ganble, or to pay
ganbling rel ated debts.

So the -- while the screens are rel ated, because they
are both based on American Psychiatric Association Criteria for
pat hol ogi cal ganbling, they are based on two different sets of
criteria that the APA has published, one in 1980, and one in
1994. So there is that 14 year difference.

They are neasuring sonething that we didn't understand
as well in 1980, as we do now. And so the bar that we have used,
| think with the NODs, is a sonewhat nore stringent bar than the
bar that is used with the South Qaks Ganbling Screen, and
specially with the South QCaks Ganbling Screen when you use it
with Kids.

COW SSI ONER DOBSON: So those criteria are sonmewhat
subj ective?

DR GERSTEI N: | nean, in sone sense all of these
criteria have an evaluative conponent. | mean, they are all
subjective from two points of view, nanely they reflect a
distillation of essentially clinical judgnments that have been

made over tinme into a fixed nmeasuring rod.
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And, of course, then the individuals are also being
asked to evaluate their behavior according to a particular item
But by and | arge what we are |ooking at, and it is not an unusual
phenonenon.

People in the past basically for the nost part have
been nmeasuring adolescent ganbling behavior with a different
yardstick than they were using to neasure adults. That may well
be appropri ate.

It is, indeed, one of the nobst difficult issues in
trying to neasure behavior to conmpare adolescents with adults,
because adolescents live in a different situation. If an
adol escent blows all their nobney on a card game, that noney
doesn’t include the rent. It doesn’'t include all the things that
they are essentially subsidized for.

Al their noney, just to generalize here, is about a
tenth of the discretionary inconme that other people have, that is
that adults as a whol e have.

So in trying to say, adolescents is a sort of a
peculiar period, it is a protected period in that by and |arge
nost adol escent’s basic needs are net, not by dint of their own
resources, but through other neans.

And yet they are not a poor group, they do have
spendi ng noney, they do have narket power, and they do have the
capability of spending discretionary income. So it is difficult
to evaluate when you look at their pattern of behavior, whether
you want to use exactly the sane neasuring rod.

All we can really tell you here is that when we use the
same, exact same instrument for the adol escents as we use for the

adults, with the one exception, and that is wth adults we
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insisted that we had a certain dollar anmount bel ow which if they
weren’t using that anmount of nobney, we weren’'t going to consider
that they could be eligible to be a type above type B.

Now, if we do that for adol escents, too, fewer of them
get above that. Wen we don’t use that for adol escents, nore of
t hem get above that. But in both cases we are still using the
same instrunent for adults and adolescents, the same DSM IV
criteria.

And as Rachel said, in virtually all of the literature,
including that sunmarized in Dr. Schaeffers META analysis, the
adol escent instrunment was a different one fromthe instrunent the
adults were --

COWM SSI ONER DOBSON: So the conparison over tine is
really not valid because the criterion has changed?

DR. GERSTEIN. Well, same problem as conparing the ' 75
and 98 adult surveys. There was no -- there wasn’t even a SOGS
there was certainly nothing in the DSMcriterion that --

COWM SSI ONER  DOBSON: So in conclusion, there is less
of a problem with adol escent problem ganblers, or pathol ogical
ganblers now than then could not be nade from those studies
because the instrunents changed?

DR. GERSTEI N: It could not -- it would not be an
i nference that makes sense to ne.

COWM SSI ONER  DOBSON: Because of that particular
exanpl e, and sone others, which seened |ower than | anticipated,
personally, | wonder if you would coment on whet her or not these
studies on an adult level, particularly, represent what m ght be

called a | ower bound estinate of reality for several reasons.
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One is that doing the study by tel ephone excludes al
of those who have had their utilities cut off because of perhaps
a problemw th ganbling.

Secondly you did not interview prisoners, sone of whom
are there because of ganbling related crines. And, third,
because of the tendency to lie about these things, which would
only go in one direction. Qoviously you don't lie on the
positive end of that, but on the negative end of it.

So that the nunbers that we have here probably

represent what, in statistical terns, you call a |ower bound
estimate.

DR. CGERSTEIN. | think that is a reasonabl e assessnent,
particularly on the coverage end of it. The incarcerated

popul ation is not part of the household population, and that is
whom we surveyed. I mean this is based on the household
popul ati on.

Qovi ously the patron survey is not part of the house --
is part of the household population in surveying patrons in
institutions of corrections. And it is the case, for exanple, in
the national household survey on drug abuse, when you try and
look at a relatively rare phenonenon, one which was rarer,
certainly, and certainly arguably, and | would argue on the side
of it, you try and establish the proportion of heroin addicts in
the U S. based on the househol d survey popul ation.

For the reasons you' ve just cited we find that estimte
is too low, and you just base it on a household survey. You m ss
people who are in prison, you niss people who are extrenely
difficult to find in households because they are transient, or

t hey are evasive.
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In terms of people lying, there are nore conplex
problems with the assessnment of behavior than just |ying, which
is one of several. Sonme of them lead toward exaggeration, and
others | ead toward m nim zation

Sonme of these are cognitive processes, that is people
tend to be nore inpressed by big things that happen, and are
salient, than by an accurnulation of little things, even though if
you measure carefully enough, you find little things add up to a
lot nore than the big things, people just don’'t pay enough
attention to them

But | think the characterization, for tw reasons, as a
| oner bound is not an unreasonable one, one of which is that |
think we have developed a nore stringent neasure in sone
respects, a nore strict accounting, and the other being that
there is sone |loss of coverage in areas where our data tells us
we are going to find nore people like in prison.

COWMM SSI ONER DOBSON:  One final quick question, because
| don't want to dominate this. 1In the cases where you were not
able to reach households did you not send out a questionnaire in
an effort to reach those that don’'t have tel ephones, for exanple,
was there any effort to do that, and if so, what kind of return
did you get?

DR. GERSTEIN. W did do that. W had originally hoped
that we could put this survey in the field at a tine when anot her
survey that we do on an annual basis, which is a household
survey, and it generates a sanple of people who are -- who don’t
have tel ephones, about whom we know quite a bit, because they
have been surveyed in the household, we did acquire that sanple,

it is about 100 individuals in the country, all over the country.
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We had addresses, we did nmail themthat questionnaire a
couple of tinmes. W only got seven back, although I should say
of that 100 we got addressee unknown or noved back from about 20
per cent .

Unfortunately because of the delay in getting this
survey begun, we had finished fielding that other survey and no
| onger had staff on the field who could readily have obtained in
person interviews.

| would just nmake the point that the proportion of the
househol ds in the country who did not have a tel ephone is roughly
five percent. The differential in terns of ganbling problem
types in those households, versus households which do have
t el ephones, is hard to say.

It may be there is not much difference in which case we

haven’t m ssed nuch. By and |arge people wthout phones are
people who can't afford phones. W did not see a lot of
difference between income level in the extent -- in the

distribution of types D, type E, type C and so forth.

Nonet hel ess we did pursue that group, we were not very
successful . As always, with nale surveys, the response rate
wasn’t particularly high. A typical male survey gets in the
single digits as a response rate, and that is about what we saw.

CHAI R JAMES: One of the things that nmakes the
househol d survey, the national household survey that cones out of
HHS is that it is an annual survey and while you can spot trends
that are there, and | wondered if you had any comments about the
efficacy of doing a study like this on an annual basis in order

to determ ne those kinds of trends.
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DR. GERSTEIN. Well, | think it would be a good idea to
do that.

CHAI R JAMES: That was a softball.

DR. GERSTEIN. Sure. | think the hard part of that is
to ask whether one needs a survey, you know, an annual survey of
ganbl i ng behavi or per se, as there is a national househol d survey
on drug abuse which spends nore noney this week than we have
spent on this entire survey, and it wll spend that nuch next
week, and spent that nuch | ast week.

| think it would behove the sponsors of surveys of
ot her ki nds of problem behaviors to pay attention to ganbli ng.
nean, we have nodul es of questions that aren’t very |engthy that
coul d be added to ot her surveys.

The National Household Survey on Drug Abuse has what
they call the non-core section. | know you are quite famliar
with this survey. They are really -- there ought to be a nodul e
that |ooks at behavior, at ganbling behaviors, at ganbling
probl ens, just as there are nodul es that have | ooked in the past
at drinking and driving, that have |ooked at nental health
probl ens, and that | ook at crimnal and many ot her things.

And | think this is a general issue that the Governnent
when it has sponsored surveys of, say, adolescent health or
honel esness, or joblessness, often includes cross reference to
ot her problens that are known to be correl at ed.

Ganbl i ng has systematically not been one of them and
we would know a great deal nore, and know where our upper and
| ower bounds were, and be able to sort out what is the conponent

that is nost inmportant. | appreciate that softball.
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CHAI R JAMES: | for one would certainly would not be

opposed to seeing that as a part of a non-core category of
guestions in the National Household Survey.

Conmi ssi oner W | hel n®?

COWM SSI ONER W LHELM I have two questions. One is
with respect to the adol escent portion of your work. At least in
the witten report that you sent us you didn’t provide us wth
somre of the sane level of analysis or information that you
provided, or were able to provide for the adults, health,
al cohol, drugs, gender, race, or stuff l|ike that.

In addition to that, of course, there are other things
that at |east to ne, and probably to others, would be of interest
about adol escent ganblers, you know, do they conme from single
parent famlies disproportionately, do their parents tend to
ganble or drink, what are their arrest records, you know, things
i ke that.

Is that sort of nore detailed information as conpared
to the adult survey, not in the witten report because you
haven't finished it, or because it is not there?

DR, GERSTEIN. Sonme of each. W haven't conpleted that
analysis as a sinple fact. We conpleted the youth survey at a
later point in time. It is also the case that because the adult
survey is so nmuch larger, the level of detail that is possible to
generate i s higher.

But we have devel oped nore data than we included in
this, and will include nore of it in our final report. But there
is alimtation that the adult survey is so nuch larger, that the

ability to |l ook at subgroups is sinply greater.
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And unless you did a youth survey of five tinmes the
current size, conparable to the size of the adult survey, you
couldn’t get the sane |evel of detail

One of the things that we would like to do, and tine
permtting would, is conpare the 16 and 17 year olds with the
group in the adult survey who were not nuch older, that is the
young adults, as opposed to the entire adult popul ation.

COWM SSI ONER W LHELM Certainly not NORC s fault. I
want to re-register ny disappointnent at the way that we have
dealt with the research with respect to the adol escents.

The other question I have, just for clarification in ny
own mnd is, you described the fact that you used the patron
survey to -- this may not be the right word, but in ny
| ayperson’s term nol ogy to enhance the analysis that you did with
respect to the costs of ganbling.

To what extent, if any, was the patron’s survey used in
relation to anything else that was included in your witten
report?

DR. CGERSTEI N: In the current witten report that is
where we used it. We, again, the last patron survey data were
col l ected January 14th, so we were able to use it quickly, and as
we’' ve done nore work with those data, and I will talk about it a
little nmore in our segnment tonorrow, and for the Conm ssion
included nore information that | believe has been distributed,
just to give a general notion.

But the real purpose of the patron survey is, was, and
in nmy mnd should have been, as a supplenent to the RDD survey.
Only in the event that a survey of patrons that really was

si zabl e enough, and had sufficient time to do it, that you could
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make national estimates, could it stand alone as sonething that
you draw concl usi ons from

And that is another thing that had the Conm ssioner ask
nme what else we might reconmend. | think that is something that
| think would be very inportant to try and undert ake.

COW SSI ONER W LHELM As you are aware, from the
research subcommittee | was always a skeptic about the patron
survey as conpared to other priorities. | would assune that
given the statenent you just made, which is self-evident, that a
| ot of these results can’t stand al one because of its size.

I  would assune that when you report about that
tonmorrow, you will report it in that vein. That is to say, |
assunme you are only going to report results that are valid.

COWM SSI ONER MCCARTHY: Don’t report the invalid.

CHAI R JAMES: I’m going to go down to Conm ssioner
McCart hy, and then cone back.

DR. GERSTEI N: | just want to nmake the point, given
that at 12:15 there is at |east sonme review on the --

CHAI R JAMES: On comunity anal ysis. And 1’ m | ooki ng
at the schedule right now, and trying to figure out how we can
make sure we give that the appropriate tine. And there may be

sonme rearrangi ng to nmake that happen.

DR. GERSTEIN. | will be here for the day and tonorrow
as well, if that would suit the Conm ssion.
CHAI R JAMES: Fi ne, thank you. Il will look at sone

adj ust mrent of the schedule so that we can nmake that happen.
COW SSI ONER  MCCARTHY: Following along on the

questions Dr. Dobson was asking earlier, and I know you were not
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asked to do this by the Comm ssion, he cited two popul ations that
m ght inpact the overall nunbers on type D and E particularly.

The low inconme population that didn’t have phones |

woul d be | ess concerned about, except as they mght affect the

| ottery nunbers. But the prison population would be nuch nore
salient, | think, for 18 and over popul ation.

And | know that is -- we didn't include that, and I
regret we didn't have the nobney to stretch to that. But |

noticed that you used in one of the graphs you showed us earlier
t he percentage of those who were incarcerated. | think it was in
the graph conparing type A with type E, as | renenber.

Do you have a way of having your people |ook at the
prison population 18 and older, and trying to extrapolate how
that m ght affect the general population nunbers as to what type
D and E mght be if the Comm ssion had included that?

DR.  GERSTEI N: That certainly shouldn’t be hard to
estimate. And the significant point to be made is that, well
two points. Firstly, the prison population is roughly a mllion
people, give or take a few hundred thousand, and |I’'m sure people
have vi ews about whet her they should be given or taken.

The adult population in households is about 200
mllion, so we are talking about one part per 200 so its
i nfl uence on the overall results has to take into account that.

The second thing, of course, is that although we don’'t
-- and the point that you just made is what pernmts us to nake
this estinate. People don’t go into prison and stay there
forever, they go in and out, and the fact that we’ ve got a
popul ati on of whomin the subgroup type E nearly a fourth of them

have, at some point, been incarcerated, neans that sinply by
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| ooki ng at the proportion, so to speak, of people tinme that would
be in prison, we can neke an estinmate as to what extent that
woul d change.

In other words, if we were to |ook at the 201 mllion,
i nstead of the 200 mllion, we could see what adjustnent, we can
do that.

CHAI R JAMES: Conmi ssi oner Bi bl e?

COWM SSI ONER Bl BLE: And along little bit different
lines, just a followup to Comm ssioner Dobson’s question on the
change in nethodol ogy, Ms. Volberg, |I followed your work over
the years, and it seens that we are always noving the standard, |
think, as the criteria have been developed and refined, and
hopefully that is progress.

In your professional opinion is NODs now the state of
art?

DR. GERSTEI N: I’m very inpressed with the NODs. I
think it is a high bar for people to get over. On the other hand
it clearly is very closely related to the psychiatric criteria in
a much closer way than | think the SOGS was, or even really any
of the other DSM IV screens that we | ooked at.

And | really want to conplinment Dean Gerstein who, he
and | pretty nmuch worked the NODs out in a nunber of very
i ntensi ve tel ephone conversations. And then, of course, being
able to clinically validate it.

| think that step, getting a clinical validation
probably put us a real leap into the future. And it has always
been a struggle to try and work with a screen. | nean, there are

a nunber of screens, but the only two that have been clinically
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validated at this point, in ternms of identifying ganbling
probl enms were the SOGs, back in 1984, ’'85, and now t he NODs.

None of the other DSM IV screens except -- well, except
the one that we based the NODs on have had, we haven’t had the
opportunity to do that.

And | think there was a piece that | was asked to
prepare for the National Research Council reviewing all of the
different screens that have been developed to nmeasure ganbling
probl ens.

And the conclusion that | cane to there was that there
are a burgeoni ng nunber of screens out there. Mst of themstil
need to be tested for how well they perform but they all seemto
be, you know, taking a slightly different cut at the sane
phenonenon.

So we know that ganmbling problens are a robust
phenonmenon. W know that you probably don’t want to use the sane
tool to neasure it in a clinical population, necessarily, as in a
prison popul ation. You mght want to adjust your nethods

dependi ng on what the use is that you are planning, you know, to

put it into.
But I'’m very proud of the NODS. I think it probably
will beconme one of the standard tools in our repertoire, as we

nove forward.
CHAI R JAMES:. Further questions?

(No response.)

CHAI R JAMES: | want to thank you. In looking at the
schedul e, | may suggest that we begin our day tonmorrow with the
comunity analysis. And we will talk a little bit at lunchtine

and see if that would fit for you, and how that woul d work.
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DR. GERSTEIN. At your service.

CHAI R JAMES:. Thank you, we do appreciate that. Let ne
suggest this. W are going to stand in adjournnent for about 45
m nut es. Lunch will be provided for the Comm ssioners upstairs
in the faculty | ounge. Press, there is sandw ches | wunderstand
for you over in the press room

For wvisitors and guests there is a fourth floor
sandwi ch shop that has sandw ches and drinks and things |ike that
avai l abl e up there.

And we will reconvene at 12:45. Thank you.
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