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Lucas, A.F. (2009, November). Slot marketing in repeater markets. Sponsored by the
Entertainment Business Institute (EBI) of Japan, Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2009, November). The role of the physical environment in slot player
satisfaction. Presented to the Australian club managers as part of an IGI training seminar,
Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2009, November). Slot marketing in repeater markets. Presented to the
Australian club managers as part of an IGI training seminar, Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2009, October). Dead chip programs. IGI’s Casino Auditing Seminar (Level
2), Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2009, October). Effectiveness of match-play offers. IGI’s Casino Auditing
Seminar (Level 2), Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2009, October). A deeper look into the slot player experience. IGI/Compton-
Dancer Slot Leadership Seminar, Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2009, October). Lottery promotions. IGI’s Casino Auditing Seminar (Level
2), Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2009, October). Table game hold as a management tool. IGI’s Casino
Auditing Seminar (Level 2), Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas A. F., (2009, September). Problems facing casino operators who cater to a repeat
clientele. Seminar in conjunction with San Diego State University’s Sycuan Institute on
Tribal Gaming, San Diego, California.

Lucas, A.F. (2009, September). A deeper look into the slot player experience. IGI &
Compton-Dancer Siot Leadership Seminar: Advanced Topics Session, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2009, May). Empirical casino operations management research. 14th
International Conference on Gambling & Risk Taking. Lake Tahoe, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2009, March). Slot operations & slot management. Presented as part of
IGI’s Barona Management Certificate Seminar, San Diego, CA.

Lucas, A.F. (2009, March). A deeper look into the slot player experience. IGI &
Compton-Dancer & IGI Slot Leadership Seminar: Advanced Topics Session, Las Vegas,

Lucas, A.F. (2009, February). Understanding Hold Percentage. Presented at IGFs
Gaming Regulators Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.
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Bernhard, B.J., & Lucas, AF. (2008, January). Internet gambling in Nevada. Presented to
a joint session of the Nevada Gaming Commission & Nevada Gaming Control Board,
Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2008, May). Table game hold as a management tool. Presented at IGI’s
Gaming Management Training Program, Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2008, May). Basic slot math. Presented at IGI’s Gaming Management
Training Program, Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2008, May). Dead chip mechanics. Presented at IGI’s Gaming Management
Training Program, Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2008, May). The role of the physical environment in slot player satisfaction.
Presented at IGI’s Gaming Management Training Program, Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2008, May). A deeper look into the slot player experience. Presented at
1GI’s Gaming Management Training Program, Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2008, September). A deeper look into the slot player experience. Compton-
Dancer Slot Leadership Seminar: Advanced Topics Session, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2008, October). Lottery promotions, match-play coupons, and dead chips:
The mechanics of play incentives. UNLV IGI’s Casino Auditing Seminar (Level 2), Las
Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2008, October). Table game hold as a management tool. UNLV IGI’s
Casino Auditing Seminar (Level 2), Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2008, November). The role of the physical environment in slot player
satisfaction. Presented to the Australian club managers as part of an IGI training seminar,
Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2008, November). The role of the physical environment in slot player
satisfaction. Presented to management delegates from Panamanian casinos, Las Vegas,
Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2008, November). A deeper look into the slot player experience. Presented
to management delegates from Panamanian casinos, Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2008, December). Slot management. Presented to delegates from the Grand
Korea Corporation (7 Luck Casino), Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2008, December). Defining Las Vegas markets. Presented to the Korean
Casino Association, Las Vegas, Nevada
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Luces, A.F. (2008, December). Casino marketing. Presented to delegates from the Grand
Korea Corporation (7 Luck Casino), Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2008, December). Dead chip mechanics & premium play incentives.
Presented to management delegates from the Kangwonland Casino, Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2007, January). US gaming trends. Presented to the Board of Directors of
Fairfield RSL Memorial Club, Ltd., Sydney, Australia.

Lucas, A.F. (2007, January). Impacts of cost-cutting practices on the customer
experience. Presented to the Board of Directors of Fairfield RSL Memorial Club, Ltd.,
Sydney, Australia.

Lucas, A.F. (2007, January). Data mining and database analysis. Presented as part of
IGI's Barona Management Certificate Seminar, San Diego, CA.

Lucas, A.F. (2007, February). Slot operations & slot management. Presented as part of
IGI’s Barona Management Certificate Seminar, San Diego, CA.

Lucas, AF. (2007, May). Slot operations management. Presented at IGI’s Kangwonland
Management Seminar. Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2007, May). Casino game analysis. Presented at IGI’s Kangwon Land
Management Seminar. Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2007, June). Casino math & slot operations. Presented at the IGI/Macau
University Gaming Education Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2007, September). Slot marketing in repeater markets: Best demonstrated
practices. Presented at EBI’s Gaming Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2007, October). Slots: Inside the numbers. Presented at the IGI’s Casino
Auditing 2 Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2007, October). Casino Marketing. Presented at the IGI’s Casino Auditing
2 Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, AF. (2007, October). Slot Clubs. Presented at the IGI’s Casino Auditing 2
Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2007, November). Managing the Physical Environment.. Presented at the
IGI’s Australian Club Mangers Tour, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2007, November). Data mining and database analysis. Presented to
executives from Panthers Entertainment Group in Penrith, Australia. IGI, Las Vegas, NV.
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Lucas, A.F. (2007, November). Casino operations overview. Presented to representative
from Golden Key Casino in Mombassa, Kenya. IGI, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2007, November, 13). Casino marketing. Presented at IGI’s seminar for the
Korean Gaming Association, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2007, November, 15). Understanding Hold Percentage. Presented at 1GI’s
seminar for the Korean Gaming Association, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2007, December, 5). Slot operations management. Presented at IGI’s
Kangwonland Management Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2007, December, 6). Casino game analysis. Presented at IGI’s Kangwon
Land Management Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, AF. (2006, February). Slot marketing in repeater markets: Best demonstrated
practices. Presented at EBI’s Gaming Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2006, March). Slot marketing in repeater markets: Best demonstrated
practices. Presented at EBI’s Gaming Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2006, March). Casino marketing. Presented at IGI’s Chilean Gaming
Managers Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2006, April). Slot marketing in repeater markets: Best demonstrated
practices. Presented at EBI’s Gaming Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2006, May). Slot marketing in repeater markets: Best demonstrated
practices. Presented at EBI’s Gaming Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2006, June). Trends in US slot operations. Konami Incentive Program, Las
Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2006, June). Slot Operations & Mechanics. Presented at the IGI/Macau
University Gaming Education Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2006, June). Slots: Inside the numbers. Presented at the IGI’s Casino
Auditing 2 Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2006, June). Casino Marketing. Presented at the IGI’s Casino Auditing 2
Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2006, June). Slot Clubs. Presented at the IGPs Casino Auditing 2
Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.
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Lucas, A.F. (2006, July). Trends in US Gaming. Presented at the IGI’s Anthony Sobby
Tour, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2006, September). Casino marketing in repeater markets. Presented at EBI’s
Gaming Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2006, September). Trends in US Gaming. Presented at IGI’s Swedish
Gaming Regulators Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2006, October). Slots: Inside the numbers. Presented at the IGI’s Casino
Auditing 2 Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2006, October). Casino Marketing. Presented at the IGI’s Casino Auditing
2 Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2006, October). Slot Clubs. Presented at the IGI’s Casino Auditing 2
Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2006, November). Slot industry trends. Presented at the IGI’s Australian
Club Mangers Tour, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2006, November). Financial metrics for the US gaming industry. Presented
to the Pachinko Parlors Consortium, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2005, October). Slot Marketing in Repeater Markets: Best Demonstrated
Practices Presented at EBI’s Gaming Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2005, September). Slot Floor Analysis: Performance-Potential Modeling.
Presented at the 2005 Australian Gaming Executives Tour, Las Vegas, NV,

Lucas, A.F. (2005, September). Determining the Antecedents of Slot Player Satisfaction:
A Servicescape Perspective. Presented at the 2005 Australian Gaming Executives Tour,
Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2005, July). Slot Marketing in Repeater Markets. Presented at the EBI (of
Japan) Gaming Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2005, July). Performance-potential modeling. Presented at the IGI’s
Australian Gaming Executive Development Program, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2005, June). Slot Operations & Mechanics. Presented at the IGI/Macau
University Gaming Education Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2005, June). Slot Marketing & Analysis. Presented at the IGI/Macau
University Gaming Education Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.
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Lucas, A.F. (2005, June). Slot math, mechanics & marketing (3 presentations). Presented
at the IGI’s Gaming Regulator Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2005, May). Gaming development issues in emerging markets. Presented at
Waseda University, Tokyo, Japan.

Lucas, A.F. (2004, December). Casino operations: Managing for success.
Presented for IGI’s Capitaland Gaming Industry Certificate Program, Singapore.

Lucas, A.F. (2004, December). Applications of statistical analysis in the casino industry.
Presented at the IGI’s Korean Casino Management Seminar, Las Vegas, NV

Lucas, A.F. (2004, November). Slot Management Seminar (multiple presentations).
Presented for the IGI's Barona Management Certificate Program, San Diego, CA.

Lucas, AF. (2004, October). Analysis of the slot floor: Performance measures with
managerial and design implications. Presented at the Seminar on Gaming Management in
Asia Pacific, Hong Kong.

Lucas, A.F. (2004, October). Slot operations management. Presented at the Seminar on
Gaming Management in Asia Pacific, Hong Kong.

Lucas, A.F. (2004, September) Influences of marketing variables on slot performance.
Presented at the IGI’s Australian Gaming Executive Development Program, Las Vegas,
NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2004, September). Slot operations: Variance in unit-level performance.
Presented at the IGI’s Australian Gaming Executive Development Program, Las Vegas,
NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2004, July). Slot management: Operations analysis (2 presentations). IGI
presentation to a representative of the Ritzio Gaming Company of Russia. Las Vegas,
NV.

Lucas A.F. (2004, June). Slot operations and slot marketing: Measuring effectiveness (9
presentations). Presented at the IGI’s Seminar on Slot Management, Jackpot Casinos,
Moscow, Russia.

Lucas, AF. (2004, June). Slot math, mechanics and marketing (3 presentations).
Presented at the IGI’s Casino Auditing Seminar, Level 2, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2004, June). Customer Loyalty: Slot Marketing Issues. Presented at the Ace
Denkin Gaming Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A F. (2004, March). Slot math, mechanics, and marketing (3 presentations).
Presented at the IGI’s Casino Auditing Seminar, Level 2, Las Vegas, NV.
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Lucas, A F. (2003, November). Slot Management Seminar (multiple presentations).
Presented for the IGI’s Barona Management Certificate Program, San Diego, CA.

Lucas, A.F. (2003, October). Using advanced analytical methods in slot performance
analysis: A performance — potential model. Presented to the management of the Aladdin
Hotel Casino, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2003, September) Influences of marketing variables on slot performance.
Presented at the IG’s Australian Gaming Executive Development Program, Las Vegas,
NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2003, September). Slot operations: Variance in unit-level performance.
Presented at the IGI’s Australian Gaming Executive Development Program, Las Vegas,
NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2003, March). Customer Loyalty: Slot Marketing Issues. Presented at the
Ace Denkin Gaming Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2002, September). Slot operations: Management and marketing issues.
Presented at the IGI’s Australian Gaming Executive Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2002, September). Player tracking systems and slot marketing issues.
Presented at the Ace Denkin Gaming Seminar, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2002, June). Slot marketing & loyalty issues: A basic approach to a US
repeater market. Presented at the IGI’s Australian Gaming Executive Seminar, Las
Vegas, NV.

Lucas, AF. (2002, February). Measuring the effect of location and machine
characteristics on slot machine performance. Presented at the Gaming Finance and
Operations Conference, Las Vegas, NV.

Lucas, A. F. (2001, August). Slot Management Seminar (multiple presentations).
Presented for the IGI’s Barona Management Certificate Seminar, San Diego, CA.

Lucas, A. F. (2001, June). Slot Management Seminar (multiple presentations). Presented
for the IGI's Barona Management Certificate Seminar, San Diego, CA.

Lucas, A.F. & Bowen, J.T. (2000, June). Casino promotions: Are you getting a return on
your investment?, 11™ Annual Conference on Gambling and Risk Taking, Las Vegas,
NV.

Lucas, A.F. (2000, February). Measuring the effects of casino promotions. Casino
Controllers Conference, Las Vegas, NV.

Editorial Experience
® Associate Editor, UNLV Gaming Research & Review Journal
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* Member of the UNLV Gaming Research & Review Journal’s International
Editorial Advisory Board 2002 —2012

Ad Hoc Reviewer for the UNLV Gaming Research & Review Journal.

Ad Hoc Reviewer for Intemational Journal of Hospitality Management
Ad Hoc Reviewer for the Journal of Hospitality and Tourism Research

Ad Hoc Reviewer for the Cornell Hospitality Quarterly

Ad Hoc Reviewer for American Behavioral Scientist.

Teaching Experience

Introduction to the Casino (UNLV, GAM 225)

Casino Operations Management I (UNLV, GAM 334)

Casino Operations Management I (UNLV, GAM 434)

Casino Marketing (UNLV, GAM 440/640)

Principles of Casino Management (UNLV, HOA 718)

Research Seminar in Casino Topics (UNLV, HOA 763)

Statistical Analysis in Hospitality & Leisure Services (UNLV, HOA 730)

Consulting Clients - Abridged List: All Gaming Matters

Affinity Gaming, LLC.

Aladdin Resort Casino

American Gaming Association

Argosy Gaming

Barona Valley Ranch Resort & Casino
Caesars Entertainment

Capitaland (Singapore)

Compton Dancer Consulting
Commonwealth Financial Network
Creek Nation Casino — Tulsa

Cyberarts

Dotty’s Gaming & Spirits
Entertainment Business Institute (EBI of Japan)
Eudora Global

Excalibur Hotel Casino

Fairfield RSL (Australia)

Fertitta Acquisitionsco, LLC. (Ultimate Poker)
Global Gaming Group

Global Network Consulting / U.S. Army
Golden Key Casino (Kenya)

Grupo Caliente (Mexico)

Harrah’s Entertainment, Inc.

Hong Kong Polytechnic University
International Game Technology (IGT)
Insight Diligence Services

Isle of Capri Casinos
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Isleta Resort & Casino

Jackpot Casinos (Russia)

Kangwon Land Casino (Korea)

Law Offices of Walther, Key, Maupin, Oats, Cox & Legoy
Luxor Hotel Casino

MGM Macan

Nelson Law

Nevada Gaming Control Board

Nevada Restaurant Services, Inc.

New York —New York Hotel Casino

Ocho Global

Palazzo Law Firm

Panthers Entertainment Group (Australia)
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.

Responsible Gaming Association of New Mexico
Responsible Gaming Council (Canada)

Sandia Resort & Casino

Silver Sevens Hotel & Casino

Stations Casinos

Sunset Station Hotel Casino

Sycuan Institute on Tribal Gaming — San Diego State University
Techlink International Entertainment Limited (TECHLINK Canada)
Toke Gaming Corp.

U.S. Department of Justice

U.S. Department of Treasury

U.S. Internal Revenue Service

University of Macau

Venture Catalyst Incorporated (VCAT) — Mariposa
Walker-Hill Casino (Korea)

Waseda University (Japan)

Winston & Strawn Law Firm

(See industry presentations for more)

Expert Witness Reports

- » Esther K. Chow & John F. Chow vs. United States of America, IRS, Small

Business/Self-employed Division (2012/2013)

¢ Nadia Walker, Connie Perry, & Lesa Grant vs. Venetian Casino Resort, LLC

(2011)

* BBB Operating Company fka Horseshoe Club Operating Company vs. United

States of America, IRS/Appeals Office (2008)
» Exxon-Mobil vs. Venetian (2002)
s Curtis Pilot vs. Aladdin (2002)
e Interim Holdings, LLC vs. Argosy Gaming Company (2000)
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Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
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FILED
Electronically
2014-09-09 06:16:05 PM
Joey Orduna Hastings
2475 Clerk of the Court
COHEN-JOHNSON, LLC Transaction # 4598990 : mfernan

H. STAN JOHNSON, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 00265
sjohnson@cohenjohnson.com
TERRY KINNALLY, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 6379
tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com
255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
Telephone: (702) 823-3500
Facsimile: (702) 823-3400
Attorneys for Plaintiff

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICTCOURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada
Corporation, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT, | Case No.: CV13-01704

Plaintiff, Dept. No..  B7
V.

PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC., a Nevada BUSINESS COURT DOCKET
Corporation, d/b/a PEPPERMILL CASINO;
RYAN TORS, an individual; JOHN DOES I-X
and JANE DOES I-X; and ABC
CORPORATIONSI-X,

Defendants.

PLAINTIFF MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LL.C, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT’S
MOTION TO STRIKE AND DISMISS DEFENDANT PEPPERMILL’S MOTION
FOR CASE TERMINATING SANCTIONS

Plaintiff, MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT (GRAND
SIERRA RESORT), by and through its counsel of record, H. Stan Johnson, Esq, of Cohen-
Johnson, LL.C, hereby files its Motion to Strike PEPPERMILL’S Motion for Case Terminating
Sanctions or in the alternative to Compel Discovery Opposition and in support of this opposition

states as follows:
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This opposition is based upon the attached Memorandum of Points and Authorities!

Exhibits, attached hereto, as well as the arguments and evidence presented at any hearingf

convened to consider these motions.

Dated this 9™ day of September 2014.

COHEN-JOHNSON, LLC

By: ;
q
Nevada Bar No. 06379 !
255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100 i
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 :
Attorneys for Plaintiff
POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

I INTRODUCTION

Once again Peppermill had decided that it may flaunt the Nevada Rules of Civil
Procedure and the local rules with Impunity. Peppermill has adamantly refused to comply with
the provisions of NRCP 16.1 and the provisions of Local Rule 12 (6). Peppermill has also |
refused to honor agreements made in both open court and in writing and Peppermill’s has yet to :
provide a single relevant document under 16.1. It must also be noted that Peppermill is seeking
“case terminating sanctions” claiming that GSR is in violation of non-existent court orders and ‘
on issues which are still under consideration by this court. Case terminating sanctions, at a
minimum would require the failure of GSR to comply with court orders or to fail to respond to .
motions. GSR is in full compliance with all court orders and has responded to the multiple and
duplicative motions filed by Peppermill. In order to respond GSR will deal with each accusation
individually. |

Peppermill’s motion is also improper in that many of the issues raised in this motion are
currently pending in other motions before this court, making this motion improper and untimely
and creating an undue burden on both the Plaintiff and the Court who must deal with this

multiplicity of redundant motions. Moreover although Peppermill is claiming discovery
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violations, it has chosen to bypass the discovery commissioner and filed these motions directly

with the Court.

II. LAW and ARGUMENT

A. Motion to Strike:
Peppermill has brought a motion for case terminating sanctions and in the alternative a
motion to compel discovery. This motion is improper and should be stricken for failure to

comply with Local Rule 12(6) which provides in pertinent part:

Rule 12. Motions; points and authorities and decisions.
6. All discovery motions shall include the certificate of moving

counsel certifying that after consultation with opposing counsel, they have
been unable to resolve the matter.

No such certificate has been attached to this motion. In Peppermill’s usual practice of
omission, Peppermill attached its letter demanding a dispute resolution conference and Plaintiff’s
response agreeing to the scheduling of one. Somehow Peppermill failed to attach Mr. Robison’s
letter of August 21, 2014 refusing to have a conference. This omission seems understandable
since although it is dated only a few days before the “rescheduled depositions” no reference is
made to them, or to what would have been the reasonable step of suggesting a conference be held
at the depositions. (See letter from Kent Robison, Esq. dated 8/21/14 attached hereto as Exhibit |
D). |

Moreover, this is not the first time that the Peppermill has deliberately refused to conduct
a dispute resolution conference before filing motions in this case. As noted earlier this is also notj
the first time that Peppermill has filed motions dealing with discovery directly with this Court
bypassing the procedures set forth in the local rules automatically referring all discovery issues
to the discovery master. This refusal to comply with the rules is the common practice of the
Peppermill, and is must not be condoned. Therefore this motion should be stricken and

appropriate sanctions against Peppermill, including attorneys fees should be awarded to GSR.
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B. Failure to comply with NRCP 16.1

Peppermill claims that Plaintiff has refused to comply with NRCP 16.1 this is untrue,
Plaintiff served its initial disclosure on January 3, 2014 which included all relevant documents
under NRCP 16.1 and filed a supplemental disclosure on July 8, 2014 which expanded GSR’s
computation of damages (See GSR’s Initial 16.1 Disclosures and First Supplemental Disclosure
attached as Exhibit 2).

On January 8, 2014 Peppermill produced its initial disclosure which stated:

B. List of Documents: NRCP 16.1(a)(1)(B)

Defendant discloses the following documents:
1. Each and every document disclosed by plaintiff and

defendants;
2. Defendant’s documents identified as PM1-PMS51.

The disclosure (See Peppermill’s Initial 16.1 Disclosures attached as Exhibit 3) consists of
unidentified documents without specifying either the source of the documents which are almost
exclusively limited to screen shots of computerized advertising for Grand Sierra Resort,
unidentified publications and screen shots of ads for Slot keys on e-bay apparently dated January
29,2013 and August 2013, after Ryan Tors began his activities. Not a single document has been
produced pertaining to the information illicitly obtained by Ryan Tors, including the specific
machines accessed, the information obtained, documents showing who was given access to the
information, and any emails during the admitted 4 years that this spying scheme was in effect.
Peppermill has attempted to justify its refusal by claiming that documents provided #o the
Gaming Board are not discoverable, this argument is specious and has been rejected by both

Commissioner Ayres and this Court when a similar issue arose in Golden Road v. Islam CV12-

01171. Moreover while not requiring a formal privilege log Commissioner Ayres in his

September 2005 Notes stated:
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Again, Rule 16.1 allows a party to assert that the disclosures
otherwise required by Rule 16.1(a) (1) should not apply in a given case, and
Rule 16.1(c)(2) allows a party to assert that position in the case conference :
report. |

Peppermill has made no such claim in its disclosure statement.

Lastly Mr. Robison in his affidavit admits that he has produced no documents and has the

gall to defend his conduct by stating. (See Affidavit of Kent R. Ribison, Esq. attached as Exhibit

9

14. 1 have requested GSR to inform the Peppermill with some degree of
specificity and/or particularity what documents GSR thinks that Peppermill
has that should be produced under NRCP 16.1. I have invited GSR to serve
requests for production of documents on the Peppermill. The GSR has
never indicated what documents ot what information it thinks the
Peppermill has that should be produced under NRCP 16.1.

Even though GSR has no duty to “specify” what documents Peppermill is obligated to

disclose pursuant to NRCP 16.1 On June 15, 2014 GSR sent Mr. Robison an email stating:

This will confirm the conference we had today. I am requesting that you
provide all documents as required under NRCP 16.1 including but not limited
to all documents regarding all visits to GSR by Ryan Tors where he accessed
any slot machines and obtained PARS or any other information as a result of
his accessing the machines. I am also requesting any and all documents
showing to whom this information was provided including emails, memos,
texts, spreadsheets, etc. To the extent these documents may include
information concerning properties other that GSR or Peppermill, a privilege
log is requested. It is my understanding you will be let me

know what documents you will be providing by Wednesday June 18, 2014.

We are also asking for copies of all documents concerning Ryan Tors which

were produced to the Gaming Board. I understand that you are objecting to

these documents as confidential and thetefore we will be filing a

motion for such documents under NRS 463.341.

In order to insure that all parties who may be affected by this motion receive ,
noticc I am also requesting you provide me with a list of all the properties ‘
which Ryan Tors or any other Peppermill employee visited for similar

purposes. (See email from Kent R. Robison, Esq. dated June 15, 2014

attached as Exhibit 5)

At the present time a motion to compel Peppermill’s compliance with NRCP 16.1 is

pending with the Court.

Page S of 15

RA 00384




jum—

O 0 NN O it A WN

e e e T o S e S S G Y
A L A WN = O

Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
(702) 823-3500 FAX: (702) 823-3400

255 E. Warr Springs Road, Suite 100
ek
~

COHEN-JOHNSON, L1LC

RN NN NNNN R
N Oy B W N = O v

Pl
2

C. GSR has Provided a Computation of Damages
Also untrue is Peppermill’s claim that GSR has failed to provide a computation of

damages. GSR has provided the following computation of damages:

Damages are sought pursuant to NRS 600A.050 (1) Damages will be
computed based on the number of times Mr. Tors accessed machines at the
GSR without permission, and the number of machines so accessed based on
the benefit obtained by the Peppermill from use of the illegally obtained
trade secret information based on the cost of legally and legitimately
obtaining the same information.

And or in the alternative the measure of damages Plaintiff claims a
reasonable royalty NR S 600A.050 (2) for the unlawful acquisition and
disclosure and potential use of said trade secrets in an amount to be
determined at trial or a royalty in an amount to be determined at trial.

Plaintiff also seeks punitive damages based on the willful nature of the
conduct.

Plaintiff reserves the right to supplement this production, as discovery is

ongoing. (See GSR'’s Initial 16.1 Disclosures and First Supplemental
Disclosure attached as Exhibit 2).

The foregoing computation of damages complies with the Nevada Supreme Court’s
decision in Mort Wallin of Lake Tahoe Inc. v. Commercial Cabinet Co. 105 Nev. 855,784 P.3d
954 (1989) which held:

The varty seeking damages has the burden of proving both the fact of
damages and the amount thereof Kelly Broadcasting v. Sovereign
Broadcast, 96 Nev.188, 193-194, 606 P.2d 1089, 1093 (1980); Alper v.
Stillings, 80 Nev. 84, 86-87, 389 P.2d 239. 240 (1964). The latter aspect of
the burden need not be met with mathematical exactitude. but there must be
an evidentiary basis for determining a reasonably accurate amount of
damages. Central Bit Supplv v. Waldrop Drilling, 102 Nev. 139, 142, 717
P.2d 35,37 (1986), Haner v. Quincy Farm Chemicals, Inc. 97 Wash. 2d
733, 649 P.2d 828,830 (1982); Reposav. Buhler, 770 P. 2d 235 (Wyo.1989)

It is GSR not Peppermill who determines the damages it is claiming, Peppermill stole
and used information constituting trade secrets. Peppermill claims that it did not use the
information and asks the Court to accept that as an undisputed fact. Although that claim was
made in response to the complaint filed by the Gaming Board, even the Gaming Commission

questioned it.
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At the hearing of February 20, 2014 Commissioner Tony Alamo, M.D. stated:

I don't believe that the -~ the information was never used or not used, then
why was it done for so many years in so many different properties. It is
information, and information is power. And that's why Tors went out
there and got the information.

So that's a fact. Whether or not it was used or not, it was used somehow. It
had to be worth something or Tors wouldn't be sent out on this mission

(See Copy of Transcript of proceedings dated February 20, 2104 P. 43 1l 2-
6 attached as Exhibit 6)

Moreover, whether or not a jury believes the testimony of the Defendants is another
matter entirely. Evidence of the use to which the information was put, may well be discovered
once Peppermill is compelled to produce documents under NRCP 16.1 As Commissioner Ayres
in his Notes from September 2005 stated: “... Likewise, a party would not be expected to

provide a calculation of damages which depends on information in the possession of another

119

party...
David Schwartz Ph.D., Plaintiff’s expert whose affidavit and CV are attached hereto and
incorporated herein sets forth the theory and methodology being used by the Plaintiff in its
damages claim based on the above statement of damages. (See copy of Affidavit of David
Schwartz Ph.D. attached hereto as Exhibit 7) Dr. Schwartz also specifically notes that for
purposes of the damages calculations the GSR’s trade secrets', other than those specific machines
PAR which were stolen are not relevant to this case. The fact that Peppermill would like GSR to
adopt a different damage theory has no significance. The Plaintiff is the master of his complaint

and may allege any method of computing damages as long as that method is proper.

It is interesting that Peppermill relies on University Computing Co. v. Lyke-Youngstown Corp

3504 F.2d 518 (GA 1974) as support for its position since in fact the case held:

' As defined in this context the term GSR trade secrets is defined as the confidential and proprietary
information sought from GSR which is not relevant to damages, but which is sought to harass and
damage the GSR. Such as: PMK depositions for the manner in which Defendant [sic] GSR tracks players
of slot machines at the GSR from January 1, 2009 to the present; the PAR settings for each slot machine
utilized by the GSR from January 1, 2009 to the present and the names and address of each and every slot
customer of GSR who, since July 12, 2013 played slot machines at the Peppermill as a result of the
activities of Ryan Tors. These are only a small sample of the proprietary and confidential, yet irrelevant
information sought by the Peppermill. See, Exhibit 8 of Plaintiff’s opposition pages 5-7 for a more
complete list.
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In some instances courts have attempted to measure the loss suffered by the
Plaintiff. While as a conceptual matter this seems to be a proper approach,
in most cases the defendant has utilized the secret to his advantage with no
obvious effect on the plaintiff save for the relative differences in their
subsequent competitive position. Largely as a result of this practical
dilemma, normally the value of the secret to the plaintiff is an appropriate
measure of damages only when the defendant has in some way destroyed
the value of the secret. The most obvious way this is done is through
publication, so that no secret remains. Where the Plaintiff retains the use of
the secret as here and where there has been no effective disclosure of the
secret through publication the total value of the secret to the plaintiff is an
inappropriate measure.

Further unless some specific injury to the plaintiff can be established —such
as lost sales—the loss to the plaintiff is not a particularly helpful approach
in assessing damages.

The second approach is to measure the value of the secret to the
defendant. This is usually the accepted approach where the secret has
not been destroyed and where the plaintiff is unable to prove specific
injury. Inthe case before us then the “appropriate measure of damages by
analogy to patent infringement is not what plaintiff lost but rather the
benefits, profits, or advantages gained by the defendant in the use of the
trade secret. Id p. 535-536. (Emphasis added)

This is precisely what the Plaintiff is seeking as damage in this matter and establishes that
GSR’s trade secrets (As defined in footnote 1 above), use of the PARS, marketing, and or
advertising strategies are irrelevant to this case.

It must again be noted that a motion on this issue is currently pending before the Court
addressing this issue.?

D. PEPPERMILL KNEW GSR OBJECTED TO THE INTERROGATORIES
BASED ON THE ARGUMENTS SET FORTH IN THE MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE
ORDER.

Peppermill filed written interrogatories, requests for production and deposition notices all

seeking identical information. GSR has brought a motion for protective order asking the Court

to:
...5. Enter an order precluding Peppermill from seeking discovery of GSR
trade secrets other than those already stolen by Peppermill concerning the
PARS on the slot machines accessed by employees of the Peppermill. (See

Exhibit 8

2 Plaintiff’s Motion For Protective Order filed June 19, 2014 attached as Exhibit 8.
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This request was addressed to all forms of discovery and it is GSR’s position that this constituted
a sufficient objection to the discovery filed by Peppermill pending the Court’s ruling on the
protective order. It must also be noted that on June 26™ 2014 Mr. Robison admitted to the
Court that the same issues and objections raised in the Protective Order also apply to both the

interrogatories and requests for production served by Peppermill stating:

The plaintiff has objected. The plaintiff has filed a motion for protective

order. Itis a protective order that seeks an order that we not get the

information that we requested in three different discovery instruments. (See

transcript of proceedings of June 26, 2014 p. 4 1l 10-13 attached hereto as

Exhibit 9).

In view of this statement it is clear that Peppermill understood that an objection was
being made to all discoveries concerning the topics raised in the protective order concerning the
trade secrets of GSR. There is also an inherent limitation on discovery under NRCP 26 requiring
that all information being sought either be relevant or lead to admissible evidence. Also under
NRS 48.015 the requests of the Peppermill are not relevant. NRS 48.015 defines relevant
evidence is that having any tendency to make the existence of any fact that is of consequence to
the determination of the action more or less probable than it would be without the evidence.
Only relevant evidence is admissible pursuant to NRS 48.025. In addition the information
sought by the Peppermill would not be admissible under NRS 48.035(1) since the probative
value would be substantially outweighed by the danger of unfair prejudice, of confusion of the
issues or of misleading the jury. These interrogatories are not only irrelevant but cannot lead to

admissible evidence since the trade secrets of GSR (with the limited exception of the information

stolen by Peppermill which Peppermill already has) are relevant to this matter.’

* The Peppermill still seems confused about who the parties are, and who did what. One of the PMK requests was
for: “The Person Most Knowledgeable about the use the Peppermill made of the information obtained by Ryan
Tors...” Also “The Person Most Knowledgeable about how, when and where the Peppermill made any use
whatsoever of the data and diagnostics allegedly retrieved by Ryan Tors on July 12, 2013. One would ask how the
GSR would know how the stolen information was used by Tors and what use Peppermill made of the stolen data.
Obviously GSR would not have this information, especially since the Peppermill refuses to produce any relevant
documents, but would pose those exact questions to the Peppermill,
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However, should the Court deem that some of the topics raised in the interrogatories are
relevant, the Plaintiff asks that following the ruling on the protective order that it be permitted to
respond to those interrogatoties whose topics are not covered by the pending protective order.

E. GSRPROPERLY RESPONDED TO THE REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

GSR to its chagrin learned that it could neither trust nor rely on any statements on behalf
of Peppermill and therefore felt that it should take the precaution of filing individual responses to
the Requests for Production pending the ruling on the protective order. While GSR still believes
that the unity of issues raises a sufficient objection to all discovery of GSR’s trade secrets by
Peppermill, in view of the tactics evidenced by Mr. Robison in this case responses were filed.
The objections were proper and supported by law and included not only claims of trade secret
but relevance. Mr. Robison, refused to have a dispute resolution conference in this matter,
which by itself should result in the striking and denial of this motion; but instead filed this
motion which should be denied both on the merits and for the failure to comply with local rule
12(6).

F. PEPPERMILL AGREED THE DEPOSITIONS WOULD NOT PROCEED
UNTIL AFTER THE COURT RULED ON THE PENDING PROTECTIVE ORDER.

Peppermill claims that the court ordered the depositions to proceed prior to the Court’s
ruling on the protective order. This is not true. At the June 26, 2014 hearing cited by Peppermill
Mark R. Robison Esq., counsel for Peppermill stipulated in open court that “...he has noticed
NRCP 30(B)(6) depositions, but will stipulate to continue those depositions and await the
Court’s decisions to the Motion for Protective Order.” (See Exhibit 8 of Peppermill’s Motion for
Terminating Sanctions or, In the Alternative Motion to Compel Discovery attached as Exhibit
“10”y Mr. Gunderson then asked that the depositions be re-calendared to allow for dates,
location and order of witnesses. Since the date chosen was the week of August 18, 2014, it
seemed reasonable that the Protective order would be heard or decided prior to that time. That
the depositions were dependent on the ruling on the Protective order is further supported by Mr.

Robison’s statement at the hearing of July 10, 2014, when he informed the court:
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Just one scheduling issue. Your honor we have a 30(b) (6) deposition
scheduled for August 25, and we probably need a ruling at least on the
protective order between now and then. (See Transcript of hearing of July
10, 2014 p. 10 1119-22 attached as exhibit 11).

The protective order is still pending. Peppermill never informed or advised Plaintiff that
it intended to proceed with the depositions whether or not the court had ruled. In fact in
Peppermill’s Exhibit 9 Mr. Robison stated that “ The nature, extent, and scope of the deposition
permitted by the Court will of course, determine how many days will be necessary.”

Instead without seeking leave of court or informing the Plaintiff of his intentions to
renege on the agreement to continue the depositions until the Court ruled, Mr. Robison engaged
in faux depositions with the clear and deliberate intention to void the pending motion for
protective order.  This clandestine proceeding also explains why Mr. Robison, after requesting a
discovery conference refused to schedule or engages in one since the conference would have
naturally led to a discussion of the depositions and the protective order.

Mr. Robison also tainted the record at the deposition proceeding by conveniently
omitting any references to either the pending motion for a protective order or his own agreement
to continue the depositions pending the ruling on the protective order and by misconstruing the
nature of GSR’s objections to the depositions. Such conduct is beneath contempt and should be

severely sanctioned by this Court.

I CONCLUSION

Peppermill’s motion is steeped in bad faith. It contains untrue accusations, and is
comprised of misleading statements, unverified conclusions, omissions and misrepresentation of
the proceedings in this matter. With the exception of the written discovery disputes all of the
other issues presented are subject to motions currently pending before the Court, making these
motions, redundant, and without purpose, except to harass the Plaintiff. Even the discovery
disputes have been brought improperly since Peppermill refused to engage in a discovery dispute
conference as required by local rule 12(6) or first bring them before the Discovery
Commissioner. The claims concerning the GSR’s failure to appear at the depositions reeks

with collusion between the defendants. Meanwhile Peppermill remains adamant in its refusal to
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comply with the disclosure provisions of NCP 16.1 and flaunts this defiance without justification
or explanation, while bringing baseless attacks against the Plaintiff.

In view of the duplicative nature of most of the issues raised, the failure to comply with
the local rules, and the refusal to comply with 16.1, fundamental fairness requires that
Peppermill be sanctioned for its conduct.

Wherefore GSR requests this Honorable Court to:

1. Deny Peppermill’s motions as to alleged violations of 16.1 and the failure to
provide a computation of damages against GSR;

2. Deny the Peppermill’s motions to compel discovery based on the failure to
comply with local rule 12(6);

3. Deny the Peppermill’s motion to compel responses to the interrogatories based on
Peppermill’s admission that the issues and objections were before the Court in the protective
order brought by GSR:

4, Deny Peppermill’s motion concerning the PMK depositions and sanction
Peppermill for its misrepresentations and tactics regarding the depositions;

5. Should the Court determine that there are some interrogatories, production
requests or PMK deposition which are not precluded by the protective order, allow the Plaintiff
30 days to respond to the interrogatories, and requests for production based solely on those topics
deemed relevant under the protective order currently pending including the right to make further
objections where appropriate;

6. Deny the Defendants the right to reschedule the PMK depositions as a sanction
for their collusion and tactics in ignoring the agreement to continue the depositions pending the
ruling on the protective order.

7. Award the Plaintiff attorneys fees for the necessity of having to respond to this
most improvident motion;

8. For such other and further relief as this Court deems equitable and just.

Dated this 8" day of September 2014.
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H. Stan Johnsop Esq.
Nevada Bar N§ 00265
Terry Kinnally; Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 06379

255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100

Las Vegas, Ncvada 89118
Attorneys for Plaintiff

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the

social security number of any person.

Dated this 9™ day of September 2014.

By:

COHEN-JOHNSON, LLC

Nevada Bar No. 0
Terry Kinnally, Bsq.

Nevada Bar No#/06379

255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118

Attorneys for Plaintiff
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1. Letter from Kent R. Robison, Esq. dated from August 21, 2
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2. GSR’s Initial 16.1 Disclosure and Supplemental disclosure 15
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3. Defendant Peppermill’s Initial 16.1 Disclosures 58

4, Affidavit Kent R. Robinson, Esq. 3

3. E-mail from Kent R. Robison dated June 15, 2014 re : NRCP 3
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6. Transcript for the Nevada Gaming Control Board hearing 65
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7. Affidavit and CV of David Schwartz Ph.D. 56

8. GSR’s Motion for Protective Order 50

9. Transcripts for June 26, 2014 hearing 20

10. Exhibit 8 of Peppermill’s Motion for Protective Order 5

11, Transcript from July 10, 2014 hearing 14

12. Affidavit of Terry Kinnally, Esq. 3
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that on the 9 day of September, 2014, a true and
correct copy of the foregoing Plaintiff’s Opposition and Counter- Motion To Strike And
Dismiss Defendant Peppermill’s Motion For Case Terminating Sanctions was served by placing
a copy thereof in the US Mail at Las Vegas, Nevada, with proper postage prepaid, addressed to

the following:

HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH, PUZEY & THOMPSON
C/o Clark V. Velis, Esq.

800 S. Meadows Parkway, Suite 800

Reno, Nevada 89501

Attorney for the Defendant Peppermill

ROBISON, BELAUSTEGUI, SHARP & LOW
C/o Kent R. Robison, Esq.

71 Washington Street

Reno, Nevada 89503

Attorney for the Defendant Peppermill

GUNDERSON LAW FIRM

C/o Mark H. Gunderson, Esq.
3895 Warren Way

Reno, Nevada 89509

Attorney for Defendant Ryan Tors

STATEOF NEVADA

Office of the Attorney General

C/o Michael P. Somps, Esq.

555 E. Washington Ave., Suite 3900
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

/s/ Kelly J. Montgomery .
Kelly J. Montgomery, an employee of COHEN|JJOHNSON, LLC.

Page 15 of 15

RA 00394




FILED
Electronically
2014-09-09 06:16:05 PM
Joey Orduna Hastings
Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 4598990 : mfernand

Exhibit “1”

Exhibit “1”

RA 00395



ATTORNEYSs

Kent R. Robiion
Thonws L. Belaustegui
E DeArmond Sharo
Keegan (. Low

Baxry L. Breslow
Mark G, Stiens
Michael E, Sullivan
Claveon P Brust

Stefanie T Shurp

Michas! A, Burhe

Therese M., Shanks

PUTSLI93 8

Foo79.820.791

71 Washington Smreet
Reno, Nevada 89503

www ehsliaw com

ROBISON, BELAUSTEGUL, SHARP & LOW

August 21, 2014

Via Email: tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com
and Original U.S. Mail

Terry Kinnally, Esq.

Cohen Johnson

255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89119

Re:
Dear Ms. Kinnally:

It appears to me that there is nothing to discuss. The failure to respond to the
Interrogatories is inexcusable. The excuse for not responding to the Requests for
Production of Documents is unacceptable. Whether produced documents are admissible
is immaterial. The Confidentiality Agreement protects the GSR. We have repeatedly
told you that our experts need the requested documents to evaluate and examine your
theory that the GSR is entitled to royalty damages. GSR’s claims theoretically include
damages. Whether lost profit or royalty, the requested documents are essential to that
analysis. Black’s Law Dictionary is a feeble authority on which to discuss trade secret
royalty damages. The authorities cited by us are controlling. To determine what, if any,
value the par settings have there must be complete, candid, fair and equitable disclosure
by GSR about how GSR uses the pars. To deprive the Peppermill of that information is
irresponsible and reprehensible.

GSR v. Peppermill/Tors

To say I disagree with your suggestion that the Peppermill has admitted that it
used GSR par information is ridiculous. (Incidentally, there is no such thing as a
“PAR™.) Itis clear that you have not taken the time to research the royalty provisions of
the trade secret legislation and you are seriously misinformed. We will be filing our
Motion to Compel tomorrow.

Yours very truly,

/

KENT R. ROBISON
KRR:jf

ce: Mark Gunderson, Esq,

Clark V. Vellis, Esq.

JAWPDtKrri872.006-Peppermill \GSR WL«Kirnally. Terry 8-2114.doex

RA 00396



FILED
Electronically
2014-09-09 06:16:05 PM
Joey Orduna Hastings
Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 4598990 : mfernand

Exhibit ¢“2”

Exhibit ¢“2”

RA 00397



Las Vegas, Nevada 89119

(702) 823-3500 FAX: (702) 823-3400

COHEN-JOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100

~N N, MW N

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

16.1

COHEN-JOHNSON, LL.C
H. STAN JOHNSON, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 00265
sjohnson@cohenjohnson.com
TERRY KINNALLY, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 6379
tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com
255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
Telephone: (702) 823-3500
Facsimile: (702) 823-3400
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada
Corporation, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT, | Case No.: CV13-01704

Plaintiff, Dept. No.:  B7
V.

PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC., a Nevada BUSINESS COURT DOCKET
Corporation, d/b/a PEPPERMILL CASINO;
RYAN TORS, an individual; JOHN DOES I-X
and JANE DOES I-X; and ABC
CORPORATIONS I-X,

Defendants.

PLAINTIFE’S EARLY CASE CONFERENCE NRCP 16.1 PRODUCTION OF

DOCUMENTS

COMES NOW, the Plaintiff MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC. (“GSR”), by and through its’
counsel of record, H. Stan Johnson, Esq., of Cohen|Johnson LLC., hereby submits its’ Initial
List of Witnesses and Documents pursuant to NRCP 16.1 in this matter as follows:
117
/7
/11
/11
/11
/11
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I. WITNESSES

1. Person Most Knowledgeable of GSR
¢/o COHEN|JOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 891189

Person Most Knowledgeable of GSR, is expected to testify as to his/her knowledge of the
facts and circumstances surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this
instant litigation.

2. Janice Doreen Covington
¢/o COHEN|JOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 891189

This witness is expected to testify as to her knowledge as to the facts and circumstances
surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation.

3. Jason Wagner
c/o COHEN|JOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 891189

This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances
surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation.

4, Michael Altizer, Slot Manager
c/o COHENJJOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 891189

This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances
surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation.
5. Ernie Reilly, Casino Shift Manager
c/o COHENJJOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 891189
This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances

surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation.

/17
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6. Rakesh Sidher, Slot Manager
¢/o COHEN|JOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 891189

This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances
surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant liti gation.

7. Anthony Moran, Security
¢/o COHEN|JOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 891189

This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances
surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation.

8. Tim Donovan
c/o COHEN|JOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 891189

This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances

surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation.

8. John Hanson
c/o COHEN[JOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 891189

This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances
surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation.
0. David McHugh
¢/o COHEN|JJOHNSON, LLC

255 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 891189

This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances
surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation.
117
111
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10.

Justin Woods, Agent. NGC

c¢/o Nevada Gaming Control Board
9790 Gateway Drive, Suite 100
Reno, Nevada 89521

This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances

surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation.

11.

Person Most Knowledgeable of Peppermill Casinos, Inc. dba Peppermill Casino
c/o Clark V. Vellis, Esq.

50 West Liberty Street, Suite 1030

Reno, Nevada 89501

This witness is expected to testify as to his/her knowledge as to the facts and

circumstances surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant

litigation.

12.

Ryan Tors

c/o William M. Omara, Esq.
311 East Liberty Street
Reno, Nevada 89501

This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances

surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation,

IL DOCUMENTS

1.
2.
3.
4,
5.

/11

/11

/11

/11

/17

Security files re Incident of July 12, 2014. Bates No. GRA0001 thru GRA00018
Affidavit of J. Covington Bates No, GRA00019 thru GRA00020.

Voluntary Statement J. Covington Bates No. GRA00021

Affidavit of J. Wagner Bates No. GRA00022 thru GRA00023

Surveillance Video of Ryan Tors
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COHEN-JOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
(702) 823-3500 FAX: (702) 823-3400
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III. COMPUTATION OF DAMAGES
NRCP §16.1(a)(1)(C) states in pertinent part as follows:

“A computation for any category of damages claimed by a disclosing party,
making available or inspection and copying under Rule 34 the documents or other
evidentiary matter, not privileged or protected from disclosure, on which such
computation is based, including materials bearing on the nature and extent of
injuries suffered.”

Damages include general and special damages in an amount to be determined at trial.
Plaintiff reserve the right to supplement this production, as discovery is ongoing,

Dated this 3 day of January, 2014.

COHENJJOHNSON, LLC.

By:  /s/Stan Johnson
H. STAN JOHNSON, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 00265

TERRY KINNALLY, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 6379
255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
Attorney for the Plaintiff

Page 5 of 8
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(702) 823-3500 FAX: (702) 823-3400

COHEN-JOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Wamm Springs Road, Suite 100
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AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRSB.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the

social security numbers of any person.

Dated this 3™ day of January, 2014.

COHEN|JOHNSON, LLC.

By:  /s/Stan Johnson
H. STAN JOHNSON, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 00265

TERRY KINNALLY, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 6379
255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
Attorney for the Plaintiff

Page 6 of 8
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Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
(702) 823-3500 FAX: (702) 823-3400

COHEN-JOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100

Exhibit Number
Exhibit 1
Exhibit 2
Exhibit 3
Exhibit 4

Exhibit 5

INDEX OF EXHIBITS
Description of Exhibits
Security Files re Incident July 12, 2014
Affidavit of J. Covington
Voluntary Statement of J. Covington
Affidavit of J. Wagner Bates

Video Surveillance of Ryan Tors
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Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
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COHEN-JOHNSON, L1L.C
255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that on the 3™ day of J anuary, 2014, a true and correct
copy of the foregoing Plaintiffs’ Early Case Conference NRCP 16.1 Production of Documents
was served by placing a copy thereof in the US Mail at Las Vegas, Nevada, with proper postage
prepaid, addressed to the following:

BROWNSTEIN HYATT FABER SCHRECK, LLP
Clo Clark V. Velis, Esq.

50 West Liberty Street, Suite 1030

Reno, Nevada 89501

Attorney for the Defendant Peppermill

The O’Mara Law Firm P.C.

C/o William M. O’Mara, Esq.

311 East Liberty Street

Reno, Nevada 89501

Attorney for Defendant Ryan Tors

Kelly J. Montgomery, an employee of COHENJJOHNSON, LIL.C.

Page 8 of 8
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Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
(702) 823-3500 FAX: (702) 823-3400

COHEN-JOHNSON, L1.C
3

255 E. Wamm Springs Road, Suite 100
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16.1

COHEN-JOHNSON, LLC
H. STAN JOHNSON, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 00265
sjohnson@cohenjohnson.com
TERRY KINNALLY, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 6379
tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com
255 B. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
Telephone: (702) 823-3500
Facsimile: (702) 823-3400
Artorneys for Plaintiffs

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOR

MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada
Corporation, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT, | Case No.: CV13-01704

Plaintiff, Dept. No.: B7
V.

PEPPERMILL CASINOS, IN C., aNevada BUSINESS COURT DOCKET
Corporation, d/b/a PEPPERMILL CASINO;
RYAN TORS, an individual; JOHN DOES I.X
and JANE DOES I-X; and ABC
CORPORATIONS I-X,

Defendants.

PLAINTIFIF’S SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL DISCLOSURE PURSUANT TO NRCP 16.1
COMES NOW, the Plaintiff MEI-GSR HOLDIN GS, LLC. (“GSR”), by and through its’

counsel of record, H. Stan Johnson, Esq., of Cohen|Johnson LLC,, hereby submits its’ First
supplemental Disclosure of Witnesses and Documents pursuant to NRCP 16.1 in this matter as
follows:

I. WITNESSES

1. Mike Draeger
¢/o COHENJJOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 891189

Mr. Drager, is expected to testify as to his knowledge of the facts and circumstances

sutrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation including

Page 1 of 6
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Las Vegas, Nevada $9119
(702) 823-3500 FAX: (702) 823-3400

COHEN-JOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100
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his prior expetiences and knowledge of Mr, Tors .

2. Janice Doreen Covington
¢/o COHEN)JOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 891189

This witness is expected to testify as to her knowledge as to the facts and circumstances
sutrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation.

3. Jason Wagner
c¢/o COHENJJOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 891189

This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances
surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation,

4, Michael Altizer, Slot Manager
¢/o COHEN|JOHNSON, LLC
255 B, Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 891189

This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances

surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation.

5. Ernie Reilly, Casino Shift Manager
c/o COHEN|JOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 891189
This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances

surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation.

6. Rakesh Sidher, Slot Manager
c¢/o COHENJOHNSON, LLC
255 BE. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 891189

This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances
surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation.

7. Anthony Moran, Security
c¢/o COHEN|JOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 891189

Page 2 of 6

RA 00407




COHEN-JOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100
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This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances
surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation.

3. Tim Donovan
¢/o COHEN|JOHNSON, LLC
255 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 891189

This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances
surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation.
8. John Hanson
¢/o COHEN|JOHNSON, LLC

255 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 891189

This witness is expeeted to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances

surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this ingtant litigation.

9. David McHugh
¢/o COHEN|JOHNSON, LLC
255 B. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 891189

This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances
surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation.

10, Justin Woods, Agent. NGC
/0 Nevada Gaming Control Board
9790 Gateway Drive, Suite 100
Reno, Nevada 89521

This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances

surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation,
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11,

This witness is expected to testify as to his/her knowledge as to the facts and

circumstances sutrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant

litigation.,

12.

This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge as to the facts and circumstances
surrounding the claims and allegations which are the subject of this instant litigation.

13.

This witness is expected to testify as to his knowledge of the facts and circumstances

Surrounding Mr. Tors conduct and the use to which the information was put.

II. DOCUMENTS

1.

S o

‘Billy Paganetti

Person Most Knowledgeable of Peppermill Casinos, Inc. dba, Peppermill Casino
c/o Clark V. Vellis, Esq.

50 West Liberty Street, Suite 1030

Reno, Nevada 89501

Ryan Tors

c/o William M. Omara, Esq,
311 East Liberty Street
Reno, Nevada 89501

¢/0 Robison, Belaustegui, Sharp & Low
71 Washington Street
Reno, NV 89503

Security files re Incident of July 12, 2014. Bates No. GRA0001 thru GRA00018
Affidavit of J. Covington Bates No, GRA00019 thru GRA00020.

Voluntary Statement J. Covington Bates No. GRA00021

Affidavit of J. Wagner Bates No, GRA00022 thru GRA00023

Sutveillance Video of Ryan Tors

Page 4 of 6
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III.  COMPUTATION OF DAMAGES

Damages are sought pursuant to NRS 600A.050 (1) Damages will be computed based on
the number of times Mr. Tors accessed machines at the GSR without permission, and the number
of machines so accessed based on the benefit obtained by the Peppermill from use of the illegally

obtained trade secret information based on the cost of legally and legitimately obtaining the same

information.

And or in the alternative the measure of damages Plaintiff claims a reasonable royalty NR

S 600A.050 (2) for the unlawful acquisition and disclosure and potential use of said trade secrets

in an amount to be determined at trial, of a royalty in an amount to be determined at trial.

Plaintiff also seeks punitive damages based on the willful nature of the conduct.

Plaintiff reserves the right to supplement this production, as discovery is ongoing,

Dated this 7% day of July 2014,

COHENJJOHNSON, LLC.

(8/ Stan Johnson

H. STAN JOHNSON, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 00265

TERRY KINNALLY, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 6379

255 BE. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
Attorney for the Plaintiff

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRSB.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the

social secutity numbers of any person.

Dated this 7" day of July, 2014,

COHEN|JOHNSON, LLC,

15/ Stan Johnson

H. STAN JOHNSON, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 00265
TERRY KINNALLY, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 6379
255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
Attorney for the Plaintiff

Page 5 of 6
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

st ey e o e o2
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the #* day ofFtle, 2014, a true and correct
copy of the foregoing Plaintiff>s First supplemental Disclosure of Witnesses and Documents
pursuant 1o NRCP 16.1 was served by placing a copy thereof in the US Mail at Las Vegas,

Nevada, with proper postage prepaid, addressed to the following:

COTTON, DRIGGS, WALCH, HOLLEY WOLOSON & THOMPSON
C/o Clark V. Velis, Esq.

800 S. Meadows Patkway, Suite 800

Reno, Nevada 89501

Attorney for the Defendant Peppermill

ROBINSON, BELAUSTEGUI, SHARP & LOW
C/o Kent R. Robinson, Bsq.

71 Washington Street

Reno, Nevada 89503

Attorney for the Defendant Peppermill

GUNDERSON LAW FIRM

C/o Mark H. Gunderson, Esq,
3895 Warren Way

Reno, Nevada 89509

Attorney for Defendant Ryan Tors

Ly Mgt

Kelly J, Montgonfery, an employee of CORENJOENSON, LLC.
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1| 1140
CLARK V. VELLIS, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 5533
2 | cvellis@bhfs.com
BROWNSTEIN HYATT FARBER SCHRECK, LLP
3 | 50 West Liberty Street, Suite 1030
Reno, Nevada 89501
4 | Telephone: 775.622.9450
Facsimile: 775.622.9554
5
Attorneys for Defendant Peppermill Casinos, Inc. d/b/a
6 | Peppermill Casino
7
8
9 IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
g’ 10 IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOIL
s 11 | MEL-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada
g Corporation, d/b/a GRAND STERRA
28 12 RESORT, Case No.: CV13-01704
'R
g ,E? gg 13 Plaintiff, Dept. No.: B7
E
’é‘g 5% 14 | v, BUSINESS COURT DOCKET
B
g H 15 | PEPPBRMILL CASINOS, INC., a Nevada
' Corporation, d/b/a PEPPERMILL
g 16 | CASINO; RYAN TORS, an individual;
g JOHN DOES I-X and JANE DOES I-X
& 17 | and CORPORATIONS X,
' 18 Defendants,
19
20 | DEFENDANT PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC. INITIAL, DISCL.OSURES PURSUANT TO
21 " NEV,R.CIV.P.16.1
22 COMES NOW Defendant, PEPPERMILI. CASINOS, INC. (hereinafter “Defendant”) by
23 || and through their attorneys of record, Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP, and hereby
24 | discloses the following pursuant to NRCP 16.1:
25 A.  List of Individuals: NRCP 16.1(a)(1)(A)
26 Defendant is informed and believes that the following individuals ate likely to have
27 | information relevant to the subject matter of this case:
28 Il I/
020009\0012110903312,1 1
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1. Ryan Tors

c/o The O’Mara Law Firm, P.C.

2 311 East Liberty Street
Reno, Nevada 89501
3
4 Mr. Tors is a Defendant and has knowledge of the events alleged in Plaintiff’s Complaint.
S
2. William Paganetti
6 c/o Brownstein Hyait Farber Schreck
50 West Liberty Street, Suite 1030
7 Reno, Nevada 89501
8 Mr. Paganetti is the President of Peppermill Casinos, Inc. and has knowledge of the
9 | events alleged in Plaintiff’s Complaint.
g 10
3. Steven Rosen
o} 1 ¢/o Cohen & Johnson
g 255 East Warm Springs Road
% E 12 Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
B4 gg 13
g g g § Mr. Rosen is the General Manager of the Grand Sierra Resort and is expected to have
P 14
g :g AF knowledge of the events alleged in Plaintiff’s Complaint.
E 15
16 4, Person Most Knowledgeable of the Grand Sierra Resort
E c/o Cohen & Johnson
2 17 255 Bast Warm S{)Iings Road
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
18
19 The Person Most Knowledgeable of the Grand Sierra Resort is expected to have
20 | knowledge of the svents alleged in Plaintiff’s Complaint,
21 5. David McHugh,
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck
22 50 West Liberty Street, Snite 1030
Reno, Nevada 89501
23 .
Mr. McHugh is expected to have knowledge of the events alleged in Plaintiffs Complaint.
24
6. Rob Erwin
23 c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck
50 West Liberty Street, Suite 1030
26 Reno, Nevada 89501
27 Mr. Irwin is expected to have knowledge of the events alleged in Plaintiff’s Complaint.
28

020009\0012410903312.1 2
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1 7. Joe Ness :
o/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck
2 50 West Liberty Street, Suite 1030
Reno, Nevada 89501
3
M. Ness is expected to have knowledge of the events alleged in Plaintiff’s Complaint.
4
8. Joe Kukler
5 c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck
50 West Liberty Street, Suite 1030
6 Reno, Nevada 89501
7 Mr. Kulder is expected to have knowledge of the events alleged in Plaintiff's Complaint,
8 9. Ralph Burdick
Vice President of Casino Operations
9 Grand Sierra Resort
clo_Cohenr & Johnson
| 10 255 East Warm Springs Road
g Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
11
g Mr. Burdick is expected to have knowledge of the events alleged in Plaintiffs Complaint,
g 12
E 2 10.  Toby Taylor
% ¥8g 13 Executive Director of Slot Operations
b= g z § Grand Sierra Resort
B § je 14 ¢/o Cohen & Johnson
E 7 255 East Warm Springs Road
o 15 Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
g 16 M. Taylor is expected to have knowledge of the events alleged in Plaintif®s Complaint,
2 17
11.  David Kinder
18 Director of Sutveillance
Grand Sierra Resort
19 c/o Cchen & Johnson
255 Bast Warm Springs Road
20 Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
21 Mr. Kindet is expected to have knowledge of the events allsged in PlajntifPs Complaint.
22
12. Person Most Knowledgeable re Advertising for the Grand Sierra Resort
23 c/o Cohen & Johnson
255 East Warm Springs Road
24 Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
25 . S
The Person Most Kuowledgeable re Advertising is expected to have knowledge of the
26
events alleged in Plaintiff’s Complaint,
27
28

020009\0012110903312.1 3
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1 13.  Person Most Knowledgeable re Slot Operations for the Grand Sierra
Resort
2 c/o Cohen & Johnson
235 Bast Warm Springs Road
3 Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
4 The Person Most Knowledgeable re Slot Operations is expected to have knowledge of the
5 | events alleged in Plaintiff’s Complaint,
6 14, Person Most Knowledgeable re Casino Operations for the Grand Sierra
Resort
7 ¢/o Cohen & Johnson
255 Bast Warm Springs Road
8 Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
9 The Person Most Knowledgeable re Casino Operation is expected to have knowledge of
E 10 | the events alleged in PlaintifPs Complaint.
15, Person Most Knowledgeable re Security for the Grand Sierra Resort
' 11 c/o Cohen & Johnson
255 Bast Warm Springs Road
98 12 Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
% §.g g 13 The Person Most Knowledgeable re Secutity is expected to have knowledge of the events
Ef§f 14 | alleged in PlaintifPs Complains.
~
g ,
2L 15 16.  Person Most Knowledgeable te Billboard Adbvertising for the Grand Sierra
5 ) Resort
g 16 ¢/o Cohen & Johnson
E 255 Bast Warm Springs Road
& 17 Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
18 '
The Person Most Knowledgeable re Casino/Marketing is expected to have knowledge of
19
the events alleged in Plaintifs Complaint.
20
7. All persons identified by any other party in this lawsuit.
21
Defendant reserves the right to supplement this list of individuals should more
22 ,
information become available.
23
24 B. List of Documents: NRCP 16.1(2)(1)(B)
25 Defendant discloses the following documents:
26 L. Each and every document disclosed by plaintift and defendants;
27 2. Defendant’s documents identified as PM 1-PM 51.
28

020009\0012110903312.1 4
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1 C. __ Damage Computation: INRCP 16.1(a)(1)(C)
2 Not applicable.
3 D, Insurance Agreement: NRCP 16.1(a)(1)(D)
4 Not applicable
5 L. Production of Documents:
6 Defendant produces those documents described in Section B of this Initial
7 I Disclosure,
8 AFFIRMATION
9 Pursuant to NRS 239B.030
g 10 The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain
5 11 | the social security number of any person.
A
8s 12  DATED this 8" _day of Janyef
g §§ g 13 T F SCHRECK, LLP
=i 14 |
L : y
3 g 15 K VYELLIS, ESQ., Nevada Bar No, 5533
50 West Liberty Street, Suite 1030
’ 16 Reno, Nevada 89501
Aliorneys for Defendant Peppermill Casinos, Inc.
£ 17 d/b/a Peppermil] Casino
18
19
20
21
22
23
24 |
25
26
27
28
020009\0012110903312.1 5
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1 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
) I’ HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP,
and that on this Jday of January, 2014, I caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing
4 | DEFENDANT PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC. INITIAL DISCLOSURES PURSUANT TO
5 | NEV.R.CIV.P. 16.1 to be served, via email and via U. S. Mail postage prepaid addressed to:
6 | H. StanJ ohnson, Esq.
sjohnson@cohenjohnson.com
7 | Terry Kinnallg, Esq.
tkinnally@ecohenjohnson.com
8 | Cohen-Johuson, LLC
255 Bast Warm, Springs Road, Suite 100
9 | Las Vegas, NV 89119
g . 10 | David C. O’Mara, Fsq,
david@omaralaw.net
g 11 | O°Mara Law Firm, P.C.
g 311 Bast Libetty Street
oF 12 || P.O.Box 2270
H g Reno, Nevada 89505 .
gg 13 ;
1 & VN2
5: g jiﬁ 14 an e e offrownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP
B s
-
Q
-
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
020009\00121109033 12. 1 6
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K
/ The high-margln holal room segment of the properly confinued lo reflect slrong revenua growlh of 11,1%. ADR exp.amdad l0-$404 during

tha quaHer, diving @ RevPAR areasa of 11.1% compared fo the same quarler laal year. Oucupanoy was 99.8% during the quarier,

The following table summarizes our kay operafing resulls for Marina Bay Sands for tha third quarter of 2013 compared 1o he third querlerof
Y

2012
Three Montha Hnded
Maring Buy Sands Gperations Septerber 30,
(Dollars In miliions) 2013 2012 § Change Change
Ravermes:
Caglne - . 5 628.1 3 470.8 b 157.3 334 % '
Rooms 93.3 84.0 9.3 1%
Food and Baveraga 44.4 46.1 .7y -3.7 %
Mal( 38.0 39.7 (1.7} -3 %
Canvention, Retall and Other 24,5 26,1 (1.6) 6.1 %
Less ~ Promtotlonal Allownnces (34.1) (41.2) (12.9) 313 %
Net Ravennes 5 7142 3 625.5 $ 1487 238 %
Adjusied-Praperty BRITDA & 3786 § 26078 F T8 43T %
EBITDA Margin % 48.3 % 41.7% 6.6 pts
Operating Income 3 282.1 5 166.5 3 115.6 94 %
Ganing Staristio
(Dollars in milHons) )
Rolling Chip Yolume 5 13,785.4 ¥ 11,790.8 § 1,994,6 169 %
Rolling Chip Win 34 285 % L9 % 106 pts
Non-Rolifng Chlp Drop 3 1,156.3 ¥ 1,131.3 $ 250 2,2 %
Non-Rolling Chip Win % 28:8 % 240 % 0,4 pts
Slot Handle 5 27637 % 2,620.8 $ 1425 55%
. SlotHold % 51 % 52 % 0.1 pts
Hordl Semlsttes
Cooupancy % . BEu 29.8 % 0.0 piz
Average Daily Rate (ADR) 3 401 3 361 ¥ 40 1L1%
Revonne per Available Room (RevPAR) 5 400 3 360 5 40 (L1 %

%This compares to our axpected Rolling Chip win perceniage of 2.7% lo 3,0% (oaloulalad befors discounts ant comimisstons),

Las Vegas Operatfons Third Quarter Operaiing Resulls

Adjusted properly EBITDA at The Venetian Las Vegas and The Palazzo, Including the Sands Expo and Ganvention Center, decreased
11.3% io $87.1 million for the quarter, Table games drop decreased 8,4% Lo $544.3 million reflecling fower bacearat drop, Slol handle
Inoreasad 2.8% to $811.4 miliion with steady slot hold percentage of 8.7%. Hotsl RevRAR increased 2.4% to 174 tn the querier driven by a

2.6% increase In ADR,

The following iable summerizes our key opereling resulls for cur Lee Vegas opsrations for the fhird quarier of 2013 vompared lo the third
quarter of 2012;

Las Vegas Oparaitons ' "Three Months Buded
. September 30,

(Dollars In millions) ’ 2013 2012 # Changa Change
Revennes: =

Casino 5 168.1 by 175 % 4 . 209

Rooms 110.9 105.7 MEI"Gb(:% Holdmgs, ]djyé:

Foor and Baverage 51.8 424 94 V. 22%

Convention, Retail and Other 68.7 ) 66,0 Peppermill et al. 105

' CV13-01704
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 Lew- Fromotipnal Allowmnees (24.5.) (23.2.) {135 5.6
Net Revenues $ aBo % 44 3 106 28 %
Adusted Property BBITDA, 3 87.1 3 982 % (1.1 -113 %
EBITDA Margin % 232 % 26.9 % . -3.7 pte
Operating Incoms 3 249 B 40 % “4a.1) ~66.4 %
Gaming Statlsticy
(Dollars in miifions)

‘Tabls Gameg Drop 4 5443 8 581.5 3 (37.2% 6.4 %
Tahle Games Win %% 287 % . 28] % 0.6 pts
Slot Handle ] 5li4 3 4984 & 13.0 26 %
Slot Hold % BT % 8.7% 0.0 pts
Hotel Statistles

Qooupangy % 376 % 873 % 0.3
Averago Dally Rote (ADR) 3 196 4 191 § 5 2.6%
Rovenue per Avallabls Room (RevPAR) ¥ I % 167§ 4 24 %

 This compares to ourexpacied Table Games win petcentage of 20.0% and 22.0% (caloulsted before discpunts),

Sands Bethlehem Tidrd Quaner Operating Resuits

Nel revenues for Sands Bethlshem In Pennavivania increasad slightly to §122.8 miflion while adjusted property EBITDA decreased 7.8% fo
$26.8 millton for the third quarisr of 2013, Table games drop Increased 11.4% to reach §261.8 milion for the quarter, while telile games win
percentags was 15.0% compared lo 46.0% In the third quarter of 2012, Slot handle ncreasad 2.9% year-overyear to §1,05 billion for the

quarter with slot hold peraentage of 6.9%.

The following table summartzes our key operating results for Sands Bolhleham for the third quarter of 2018 compersd ta the third quarter of

2012; :
Sunds Bethlghom Operations Thres Months Bnded
Septembar 20,
(Dollms in milHons) 2013 2012 $ Chenga Change
Revenues:
Cesina 3 1139 8 % 0.8 0.7 %
Rooms 32 27 0.5 . 1B5Y
Foad and Baverage 73 7.0 0.3 43 %
Mall Lo 0.4 0.6 1500 %
Convention, Refall agd Othar 3.9 4.9 (1.0) <204 %
Less « Promotional Allowannes (6.4) (6.1) {0.3) 49 %
Net Revenuey ¥ 1229 § 1220 % 0.9 0.7 %
Adfusted Property EBITDA & 296 % 321 % (25) <18 %
EBITDA Margl % 24,0% 26.3% 2.3 pis
Operating Incame " § 205 § 243§ @.8) 156 %
Gumniug Stulistics '
(Dollars in millions}
Takle Oames Drop b 2616 § 2349 % 26,7 114 %
Table Games Win %% 15.0% 160% ~1.0 prs
Slot Handla % L5 g LIS ¥ 292.4 2.2
Slot Hold % 6.9% 12% 0.3 pie
. N . 1
Hotel Stethsties MEI-GSR. Holdings, LLC
Ooonpacy % - 82,1% €9.6% v 125 pts
Average Dally Rate (ADR) $ 1l 8 U2 g Peppgrmill et al g7
CV13-01704
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' IGT Jackpot Reset Key 2341 for IGT Slot Machines leBay . Pagelof2
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iw¥ Bpecial Introductory Pricing %##

This jackpot teset key is compatible with most slot machines made after 1993 according to industry experts, Why
cheap! Keep one as the backup key.

% FREE DOMESTIC SHIPPING USA ONLY s
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- Slot Machine Payback per Casino/ State / Nationwide
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Slot Payouts by Casino / Gty / State
The following Information was gathered by the various Gaming
Commissians controlling their casinos within thelr jurisdiction. Casthos
Wns'canﬂy-adckand-rsmove—slot—machlnsa;trymgﬂeWslofvarrafm,
therafore, the followlng information is prasented as a gulde enly bacause
thess humbers ohange slightly every day. Plesse remembsr not all gaming
areas are requirad fo supply payout reports, The percentages below
represent vidao peleer, Keno and slots, with machines of all denominafions,
Casino / Clty -State  Slot Payout % to Playet
Adfantic Clty
AC Hilton 024
Borgota 92.1
Resorls 622
Trump TejMahai ¢ 92.2
Golorado
BlaclkMawik 94.6
Central City 94.0
Cripple Creal¢ 84.4
Gonnecticut
Foxwoods 91.8
Mchegan Sun 02.0 '
Hitnols
Alton Bella B4.3
Casino Quaen 94.9
Grand Victarla 94.0
Indlana '
Argosy Lewrenceburg P38
Belterra 92.8
Caenars 93.3
lowa
Diamend Jo 935
Iele - Beltendotf 934
Pralrie Meadows 938
Lotisiana
Baton Rouge 927 v
Lake Cherles 92,1 ver . .
New Orleans 924 MEI-GSR. Holdings, LLC
Shreveport/Bossler Gty 82.8 3. '
Wisslssippl Peppermill et al.
Cosstal Reglon 03.7 CV13-01704 ‘
FM 17
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Notth River Region 93.6
Soutiy RIver Regflorn 932
Migsour .
Ameristar Kansas City 92.9
Argosy Riverside 93.8
lele of Capr! . 92.9
Prosident 93.6
Nevada
Boulder Strip ' 95,8
North Lks Vagas g5.6
Balancg Clark County €53
, Laughlin 83.9
Lake Tahos " 837
Las Vegas Sirip 3.8
Las Vegas Downfown 94.2
Mesqulta 04.8
Rena 04,7
Slot Machine Payoffs « Las Vegas

Slot Machine Payoifs - Laughlin
" 8lot Machine Payoffs - Reno
Slot Machine Payoffs - Lake Tahoe

Slot Machine Payoffs - Nationwide

as Vegas

it of

Inslder Viewpol)

022424482 Emal) Us 55
@1994~ 2013 |nsicer Viewpolnt of Las Vegas

FO Box 15110 Laa Vogas, NV 89114 "We List Only the Best Comparies”

This sita protentad by copyrlght and trademark laws undor U.S, and Intstnaflonal law, All Hghts ressrved.
ltems subfent o change without notles, including conlests, resommendallons, guarantess, reviews,

PLEASE NOTE: Gtiminafe are using olr company name, frylitg to tell peopla they won @ sweepatakes ! lottery prize., (which are llegal In Nevadea)
Shoul anyone contaot Yot asking for money to rocass your prize, contect tha Flotlda FB) Imim

Privacy Pollcys Wa *D0 NOT" sall, rent or share your nanée, emall address, or any personal informationl

edlatoly, 813-253-1000 ,

hitne fororor inodderalsr pamlelatonacrmta il

MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC
.
Peppermill et al.
CV13-01704
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| You are heret Homo & Caslno Promolions & Uncatogoriesd & Siol Meching Payback Siatlslics

THEBEST GASING DEALS IN VEBAS|

August 16, 2013 Vages Values Report
August 11, 2018 Vegns Valuss Report
Augtst 4, 2013 Vagas Values Report
July 28, 2013 Vegas Values Report

i uly 21, 2013 Vagus Values Report

July 14, 2013 Vegas Valuss Report

July 7, 2013 Vegas Veluss Report

June 80, 2013 Vagas Vajues Report

- FREE OABING GasH orrrsi
' Begado Onkhe Caslno 528 FREE( No Deposit
Casing THan $20 FREEI No Deposle )
QoMenCherry 620 FRERI No Doposk
Grand Pavkov Canlho - $16 FRER! No Doposlt
Lo Panda Gastio - $18 PRERI No Dagosit |
Miam! Glub Casftio $10 FREE with 200% x

Loghh

alone.”

romes Into play bacause atter seeing the rosulls af yourirst spinyou then have la declde whatherto keep nons, ane, fwo, or alf three o

Match
' June 23, 2013 Vegas Vajues Report :
$1.000 Frea Cagh Play fak $777 Caslng Bonys, %nmg Goslnog Siot Gama bownload. Ng | SEARCH
Qnline Casino Em%j;nshmm The best cestrios oniine. Slots, {Dy T i (s v e e i
Play our 100 Video Slot: Get $777 fraal A hugecash  Blackjack, Rollatte, Craps, Get: Free Caslno Cash and : St
Machines and win Cashl rewerd Is just oa spin awayl | Pokar, Bingo. w;‘g_\é avar 300 games ; i
Amazing-graphtcs-and-sound—[Playat-anyorover,, ncludings Blackjack, i MAINMERT
Re., Rouletts,., AssataorvAds | 0
"o, . > e . . . - T . ; Ploma e
. Order the 3ok
Slot Machine Payback Statistics 0 b
Last Updatad on 03 May 2013 Publlshed Date ,
Find out whatalot machines actually ratumad to the public .
Alabama Aizona Askansas Callifommla Rttt/
Colotade Connsalizut Delawara Floddn Vegas Valizaa
Beomla ldaho Yinots Indlena Alianlio Glly Hlog
Jowa Kensas Loulsiana Malne Slat Paybaak Info N
Maryland Matsachusetts Miohigan Minnesota Newslotiot Archivs
Misslsalpp! Mlssoud Montana Novada Casinp Newz
New Jerssy New Mexico New York Notlly Ceralina Crsino Rovdows
North Dakota Ohlo Oklahoma Oregon e Fre oo
Pennsylvanle Rhots Isiand South Cetroliaa South Dakole FREE Catin Contesle
Texen Washinglan Wasi Viginla Wisoonshy Gosho Communly
Wyaning GAMBLING MENU
ALABAMA Hewto Gambls Tigs
Alabema has thiea Indien casinos that offer Glass Il Wdeo gaming machines. Thay are not requlrsd fo rolease payhack stalisifes abat thelr ambling Podeasts
machines. ggmblmn video_s
ARIZONA Casimo Comps
Slol Machies
In mid-1983 Adzona’s Governor Syminglon signed a compaot with e state’s frthes tat allowed them 1o offer slot mashines an thelr ﬁé&;lﬁzk‘e’r' N '
rasorvailons, BJ;!c'){léck g
“Thie compaat originally didn't aliow for aay table gamas but early 2003 blackjack was added as a permisstilo table game. Faz;mua Garni: o jﬁtemaws
Afzonza tribes aren't regtiivex! fo release Information on (ol slot rrachine peroentage paybacks, howsver, acoonding fo the Arizona QIHWEEE".'P..,G_TE? .
Dopartment of Ganiing, the fams of tha compact requlre esch tibes’ machines fo raturn the followtng mimurm and mexima paybacks: Gambliag and the Law
uiden poker and vitleo biackjaok - 83% 1o 100%, clot machines - 80% to 100%, keno~ 76% to 100%. Each ttiba s free to set iis meaghines to Onling Gasino Promollons
pay back anywhere Within thoss limjts. Onlina Bemes
PLAY FREE BLOT
MAGHINES
ARKANSAS N
75.and Sisfpas
Arkaniaag hag two parl-mutue! fadlitles featuring "slecironlc games of skifl," which are defined as "games played fhrotigh any elactmnfo &T;m‘ﬁw" - -
device ar machine that affords an apportunity for the sxsrelse of skiff o Judgment where the ouloome lg not senipletely conlrolled by chance P fiiadie . -
Pt -

' Crystal Walerss n
The games offerad are videe poker, vidoo blacklack, and “sKlI* slts whers you have twa oppariupitles fo apin the reels, The "sklll"wll_‘ GSR:’?;}@’MgS, LIC
F -~ e Y - e

PR

Dignnd Bezen

tha symbola on each reel before you sph them agah, Gaming regulations require fhat all of tha electronio games of sl must retum a N R
minfmt of 88%., . P epﬁéf&iﬁ'l‘}’ et al.
8
C tngﬁm“ -

PM

htin S axrarar ameasinannaainamdde cnmlolatma china_novihanly. otaticddnag Tkl

oMomnta

18

RA 00437



+ Slot Machine Payback Statistics
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For the ore year perfod from July 2011 through June 2012, the average gaming machine's retunt at Daklawn was 93.20% and at Seuthland jw'aller Monay
twas 93.67% Raln Danse—

CALIFORNIA

Callfornia’s thefan vaelnos ate logally ellowod fe offer slacironio gaining machines, blacigadk, end other housa-pankad card games. The

qames of araps and roulelte are not parmitted. Howsver, soma casiios da offer modiffed verslong of craps and roulatle thett are playad with EIA‘RIEREE TABLE
cards rather than dics orroulelts wheels.
Blaokjeck
Most Califarnia card reoma also offer some form of playsrhanked blaciquck, but hecausa they are prohiblted by law from playing blacklack, Ba—:g f -
the game Js uslially player! lo 22 rather than 21. Additonally, playora rust pay = commisslon to the houss on avery hand they play, The r
amount will vary depending on the yules of the hotise hut, genarally, Its ahout two to five petoarit of the total amount het, Thora are about Pal GowPoker
90 eard rooma I Californta and you can see a llsling of them on the Intenal al: hitp:iwww.cges.ca.gov fmeréen Roufelle
Callfomila's tribes areirt required ta release Infarmation on thelr slot machine peresitaga paybacks and the state of Calfornls does not E'I'T.D.P.“’.".F.mumf’ .
tequlre any minlmurn retums. Le}l EmRlds
Craps
COLORADO e T
. \ FREEVIDEO PQKER
Hare's Information, as supplied by Golardo's Division of Garming, showlng the slof machine payhack percentages for sach clly's cashos far GAMES
Juiy 1, ) J 2012 .
the one-year perlod fiom July 1, 2011 fhrough June 30, 2012, Jatke or Better
* Black Mawk Ceniral Clty Cripple Crosk DPHEQ?H‘Q, e
Aeas and Elghty ———
1 Slots £80.96% 80.60% 91.30% '
8¢ Slols 03.70% 03.72% [327%
4
26¢ Slots T P4.03% 63,61% 95.40%
1 Blots 24.60% B5.62% 96,08%
$5 Slots 94.72% 98.12% §5.40%
All 92.80% 92,93% 03,66%

Theso numbays refleot the percentags of money refurned on sash denomination of machine and &l el l6 machl

Including video poker and.video keno. The best returns for sach category are highlighted In beld print.

CONNECTICUT
The following Information Is from Gonnectiout's Divislon of Speclal Revenue rogarding MGM Grand and Foxwoods® slot paybacl
peccentagss:

Thasa figures refleot the tolal pereaniagos retumed by asch deportinatlon of slot machie fom July 1, 2041 thirough June 30, 2012,

:

hittne/Aarurar ameripaneadinaordde enm oot smachine movhanlctot ol ko]

Denomlnation Payhack %
1 . 89,27
2% 90.28
b a0t
204 92.30
5og 8087
$t00 93.60

#500 84,41 ’

$10.00 . on.a7
$R0.00 93.98

$100.00 04,69 MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC

V.
 Avemgs o8 Peppermill et al.
CV13-01704

QlMHInntn
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. Slot Machine Payback Statistics  Page3of16

<

Hére'n Informatfon fiom Gonnaclleuts Divislon of Speclal Revenue regardling Mohegan 8un's siot paybeok percentages; ‘
Renomination Payhask % —[
4g 86.29
24 88.08
i 6o.29
2 88.95
o 8882
. 25¢ B130
&g 9183
$1.00 98.28
$5.00 93,70
$10.00 96.04
$25.00 84,19
$100.00 , hatfe
Average 81.78 ,
Thiesa figures raflect the lotal percentages retumed by sach denominatton of stot machins from July 1, 2041 Ehraugh June 30, 2042,
DELAWARE

Delawara's threa park-mutizel faollles all feature slot machines. Technioally, tiie mechines ars video lottery terminels (VLTs) because they
ara aparaiad in confunclion with the Delawere Lotiety. Unifics VLT's T other alatss, howevar, Dalawares machings pay out I vash, The
VT8 afso play other games Inehuding: video poker, video kene and video blaokiack,

By law, alf video lotlery games miust relum baiween 57% and 86% of al wagers on an sanue basis, Gamas can refurn above B5% but only
with the Lotiery Directora appraval. - R
According lo figures froim the Delaware Loltary for the ons-yeer perod from July 28, 2011 {hrough Juna 20, 2012 the avsrage VLT returm at
Delawars Park was 8242%, at Dover Downs ltwaa 92.00% and at Harrington Raceway It waa §1.54%,

FLORIDA

Flotida has thres forma of casine gambiing: caatno boats, Indlen casinos anc gaming machinag at par-multtie’s In one eouth Florlda county,
The casino boals offers gambiers the opportunily to boerd ships that crulse oifshore whare caslho gambllng ls lagal, From the east coast
the boals sall rse mites out firo the Atiantle Ocean and frorm the west coastihe boats travel nine miles out into the Sulf of Mexleo, Slnce
the casino boats trave! n Intemational watars they are free from regulatiorts and the machines can ha set lo pay back whatever tha operator
wanta without regard to # mintmum payback peycerntage, .

Florlda hs elght indlan gaming foaflons, The Ssminale Tibe has savan and (he alghth Is on the Miccosukee Tribe's ressrvllon,

The Seminales slgned apompact with the state (hat aliows them fo offer both Class || and treditional Clas it gaming machines, As patt of
thelr compat, five Seminola casinos are also alfowed to offar hiackacl¢ (B4), bacearat (3), minl-baccant (MB), thrae card paker (TCP), lat it

ride (LIR} and pal gow poker {(PGR).

The Miceosuken Trba hae not signed a compactand they only offer Cless 1l gaming mechines at thelr aasino.

Glass 1l video gaming dovice laok ITke siok rachines, but are actually binge gemes and the spiniig reels are for "entartaininant RUrpases . -
anly.” Na publio infermation ls avaltabla concerning the payback pareentages on any gaming machines in Flodda's Indlan caelinos, =

) 10 b Al
The other gamas sllowad In al! Indlan casinos are; high-stakes bingo, video pull tabs, and poker, All ofihe casinas ars apen 24 hoMl—(‘l“ (JbR' Holdmgs, LLC
v

{oxcept Blg Cyprass) and all offer bingo except for both Ssminole Hard Rock Caslnos and the Ssminoe Casino Cogonut Greek, The .
minimum gambling age 13 10 at ail indlan sesinos for binge or pokerand 21 for elesttonin garming machhes. Peppermill et al_
In early 2005 voters fn Broward County (hotne counly of Fort Lauderdsle) passed & raferendum lo allow sfot tachinas et four part-mutuel CV13-01704
facliftios within that county,
PM 91
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The firat slot faclllty opetied In Jate 2005 and two of oll mmmx.mn(hs.Me_fnunh.faulllw..Danla.JaMlaLnﬂs.rnr:nn laly

posipaned the Inslallation of ks slot machines,

Int January 2008 voters In Mlamf-Dade Caunty also pasesd a reforendum parmifting slot maclines atthree part-muiyel facliltles, Two
faclliifes have opened and the third, Miami Jal-Ala), Is nol expectad to bagin offoring slots untll mid 2041 af the earifast,
Florida gaming regulaions require a minlmum Ppayback of 85% on all gaming machines,

From duly 1, 2011 thiough Juna 30, 2012, the gaming machlnes at Guifatraam returned 84,86%, the relum wes 92,02% al Mard! Gras
@aming, B247% at The Jsle, 93,20% atMagle City, 02,79% at Miarm! Jai Alal and 80.98% af Calder.

GEORGIA
There are two casino hoata In @orgla whith both sail #irea miles outinte Intarmationsl watars whers casing gambling f¢ permitted,

Sinco the casino boats travel In infemational walers they ars frao from regulations and the machines can ba set (o pay back whatsver the

oparator wants withoul regard lo & tminlmum payback peroantage, ’

IDAHO

her videa games. The machines don't pay outin cash, Instead

Idafio has e Indlan cesinos that offer sluclronis pultab machinea and of

—thsy'prfnlnumlmlpmhlcifmt‘mﬁﬁ'mﬂwr alfendant of*teken o he cashiers cige, Some casinos ala offer bingo (BQ) and

offfrack batting (OTB),
The terms of lhe cormpact betweer the trihas and the state do not require any mirimum payback percentage that the gaming machlnes
must return o tha pubii.

ILLINOIS

Fere's Informalion feom the inols Baming Board showing each caslno's avarg
1, 2011 through June 30, 2012;

16 slot payback percentage for the one-year perlad fram July

CASINO RAYBACK %
Caslrio Quean 83.41
Argosy Allon 82.27
Grand Viotoria 02.08
Harral's Jollet 91,84
Rock (stand 01.53
Per-A-Dics * 91.15
Hallywood - Aurora 81,01
Hoflywond - Jollet BD.87
Rivers Gasino - 80.87
Henrah's Metropalts 88.23
_—

‘Thesa figures rafleot the lotal parcantages retumed by anoh casino for all of thelr electronle machines. As you ean ase, the Casina Quasn
relurned tha most to s slotmachine players, white Hareah's In Mefrapolis retumed the least,

INDIANA

Followlng | Informatfon from tha Indlena Gaming Commisslon regarding Avarage slat payout percenteger for (ha one-year perod fromyuly
1, 2011 through June 30, 2012;

R MEI-GSR. Holdings, LLC

CASINO PAYBAGHK %

. VO
Hooslr Pak 1.8 Peppermill et al,
Indfang Live| 91.74 CV1 3-01704
PM

Tt/ Aarorar amsaiosnn raginamiide namislat snanhiag warrhoais rdndd cddan Tadunnl
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Rising Stex a1.£8
Biua-6hip AR
French Lick 91,38
Belterra 91.99
Hollywood 90.80
Harsoshoa Caslro S| 20,41
Casina Aztar 80.33
Majastio Stay 90,45
Majestle Star |i 90.27
Ameriatar 90.02
Horseshos Hammond 80,08

pokor, vidaa ksno, eto,

JOWA

for alf non-Indlan locations for the ofe-year pariod from July 1, 2071 through Juna 30, 2042

LOCATION
iele of Gapy! - Walerfao
Pralie Moadows
i Rhythrn Clty
Isie of Caprl~ Bettendort

Wiid Rosa~ Erimetsbury

lsle OF Capti- Marqueits

Riverstde

' Wild Rose- Clinton

Mystlqua Caalnc

Calflsh Bend

Diamond Jo Dubtigue
Tarrble's Lakeside

Diamond Jo Worlh

Ameristar
Agosy Stoux Clty

Hatrah's

Horseslioa Councll Bluffs

PAYBAGK %
Bl 6t
01,78
9182
B1.83
D140
8149
81.04
o144
80.64
£80.88
0,68
0052
2084
20.52
90.24
80.30

89,48

.

Including: slots, viden poker, video kene, eto,

‘These-fig uremﬂelomvamge-pemantagareiumed-bymelmssln‘orfnrulrumhelrelmmmmmimvﬂmlmlarmmﬁéﬁlm

Here's tnformellon, as stpplied by the Jowa Raolng and Gaming Commisslon, strowing the slectronic gaming machine payback percentages

MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC
V.
Peppermill et al.
CV13-01704

Thesa flgures reflsct tha lolal perosnieges miumed by sach riverhoat casino or pat-mutuel fadlfity for all of its eloctronfo machines

PM

Tttt/ Aararor amerineneasinnomide nmm felatommanhinamatihante etetd ot ne Tbkead

ot ninntn
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» Slot Machine Payback Statistics

KANSAS

In Apiit 2007 the Kansas loglslatute atthorized lncal referandums to allow state-nm casinos Ir1 four counties,
The Kanses Rachg & Gaming Cammisslon doss notreloass Infarmatlon about the payback percenteyas on elecivonlc gaming machines
Kansas, Howaver, gaming ragulations raquirs that alf machines return no less then 87%.

Thara are also five Indian oasinos In Kansas.and they ars not required lo releasa Informatlon on thelr sfot machlne paybask percentagss.
Hawever, according to ofilolals at tha Kansas State Gaming Agency, which [s rasponsible for oversaeing the iribal-state compacls, "l
minimum payback pereantage for electronto gaming devices Is 0%,

[

LOUISIANA
Garnlng ragulations requirs that geming mactiines In caslnos be programmed to pay back no less then B0% and no more than 89.9%. For
video garning machines at iocatlons other than oralnos tha lewr requlres & minimum return of 80% and & maximu refusn of 94%,

Loulstana gaiming statisties are not broken down by Indfuldual propertfes. Rather, they are classlfiad by region: Baton Rougs (BR) , Lake
Charlea (L.C), New Orleans {NO) and Shraveport/Bossler Clly (SB),

The Baton Rouge oaeines conelst of e Belle of Balon Rougs, Hollywood Caalne, L'Auberye and Evangeline Downe, Tha Lake Gharles
oasinon Inluds: Isie of Capr, L/Auberge du Lat and Deita Dowr, New Oleans aroa casinos are: Amella Belle, Boomtown, Hurral'e
___(Iandbased)._Treasure.chastand.Ealrgrounds.Ranaww.—'lfhesquperflsossleltowaaalno&!numdu, Booirtown; Dlamonc-Jeck's; San's
Town, Eldarado, Horeeshos and Harral's Loulalana Downa.

Here's Information, as eupplled by the Loulsiana State Pollco-Riverbaat Gaming Sestion, showing the average elaotronic machine payback
pestentages ‘or gech area's caslnos for the 12-mouth perlod from Juna, 2011 through May, 2012; ,

BR Lo NO s -—’
. 1¢ 88.6% 8.0% 88.6% 88.8%
i 91.2% 50.8% " b2a% 91.9% _ - )
25¢ 93.4% 92,2% 92.7% 92.1%
# 6% 82.9% 93.8% 83.3%
5 94.9% 94.8% 94.5% 98.1%
All B0.7% 81.0% g04% 80.8%

These numbers reflect the percantage of money retumed on each denominafion of machine and encompass all.elscimnlo maclines
Ineluding video poker and video kano. Tha bast fetims for eaah category are highlightad In hold pnt and vau can see that tha Baton
Rouge area ¢asnos offered this best refurns In most categories,

MAINE
I early 2004 the Malhe leglalature authorized slot machines fo bs placed at Bangor Recaway and ihat facllty opened fn Novemher 2008,

Gaming regulathne rcpire 2 minfmunt teturn vf 69% on all machines and tha gaives offered Include: slois, video poker snd vidao

blaokack,
During the 12-month perod from July 2011 frough Juna 2012, the average rellrn an gaming machines was £0,58%

MARYLAND

In Nevembar 2008 Maryland voters approved a referandum to aliow skt machines within thelp stato,

A maximam of 16,000 machines are parmitted statewdda and ons Tuolity Is pormitied In sach of five locaflons: Anne Anmndal Counly, Gadll
Caunty, Allagany County, Worcester Caunty arid (he olty of Bafiatore,

The Ogean Dawna Racelrack In Worehesler county and Hollywoad Ceslio Pehyuille In Gecll county apenad it 2010 and 2011 reepretivet o

Menyiand Livel In Anne Aundet Gounty opened In Juna 2012, . .
MEI1-GSR Holdings, LLC
Belllmere 1s expected to v .

The Rocky @ap Ledgs and @aif Resort In Allegany County Is expectad to opan lis casine In mid-2018 and Hamai's
open By mid-2014. ,
Peppermill et al.

)

No publia information ts auallebla ahout the aotual payback percentages on gaming machines In Matyland. Howsvar, gaming regulations CV13-01 704
cesulre & minirur payback of 87% PM
24
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MASSACHUBETTS
Massachuseits Govamor Deval Patrisl slgned a bifi In late 2011 that legalkzad casinos, The faw allows thras castnos and one alot parlar,
Addlionally, tha [aw authorzes the creation of & staie gambling vommlsalon to toniral the Industry.

The state 4 now In the pracess of plitting togather e flve-member gambiing cemmisston which will be In charge of plcking the winning
casino blddere and regulating the lndustry; ‘The earliest any oaelno ls expecled to apon Is late 2043,

Praviously, Massachuselts had one casiio boal whioh salled thras miles autInfe Infernational waters where casino gambling Is psmitiad.
However, that boat ceassd oparaling i 2009,

MIGHIGAN

Therd are 17 Inclan casinos In Miohigian and the tdbas are not taquired to releass Information on thelr sint machine payback percentagae,
However, acooiding to officlale at the Michlgar Gaming Confrol Board, which I raspansibla for oversesing the tribal-state compacts, “ife
machinas must rreet the minimum stendards for machings in Novada or New Jersey.” In Nevada tha minimum relurm Is 6% and In New
Jarsey I's 83%. Thersfore, Michigar's Indian casinos tnustretum at least 76% In orderto comply with the law,

Thera are also thrae privately owned caalnos In Ieliolt, but thelr lot payhack (nformation Is not maca avaliabla ta tha pubiic,

MINNESOTA

All Minnesota vasinos are located on Indian reservations and under 1 gorspact reached with ihe state the only teble games pemlited are
card gamas euch as blaoklack and poker, Additlonally, tha only kind of stol machines allowed are the electronja video varlety, Therofars,
You will not fndt-ary machanical stets that hava fraditona) resle - ohly video stroens

According o the termsof the compact betwasn the stafe and the tribes, however, the minfmum end maximum payouls are ragulated ag
folfowe: vidao poker and videa blacklack- 8% to 98%, slot machines - 80% to 95%, kerto - 75% o 5%, Ench tiibe fs frae 1o set Jta
machilnes te pry back anywhers within those Yimtts and the Hib s do hot Hot releass any Information regarding thaly slot machine

porcentage paybacks.

MISsIssipR

‘The Misslss!ppl Gaming Commisslon daes not btealk down Ite slot ataflstics by Indhvidusi propertles. Rather, they are dassiiiad by reglon,
‘The Goastall reglon Includes Bilox), Quifport and Bay Salnt Louts, ‘The North reglon Includes Tunlea, Greenvllle and Lula, The Central roglon
Includes Vickshurg and Natchez,

With that In mind iere's Information, as supplied by the Misslsslppl Gamlng Coramission, showing the machine payback percsptages for
each area'a casinos for the one-year perlod from June 1, 2011 through May 31, 2012:

Goastal North Central _I !
14 Slats 01.20% 91.08% 91.18%
5 Stots 94.19% 93,64% 8476%
254 Slots 04.48% $3.20% 08.33%
51 Slots 04.37% 54.85% 08,08%
84 Slots 84.94% 96,12% 05.51%
Al .lee:m% 02.10% 9241%

‘Thase nymbers reflect the porcentage ofmeney refumed on each denemination of machine and encompass all elsotronle machines
Including video poker and vitte keno, The beat refums for sach catagory are highltghtad In bold print and you can teo that afl of the gaming

arens offer vather shmilar retums on thelk machines,
Miss'saipp! ls one of'ihe faw slates that brenks down fts progressive machifie statlstics separately and youi van see that the retum leaj ra . 1
less on machinos with progressiye jackpote, WE-(J SR Holdmgs, LLC .
Vb
MISSOURI ‘ Peppermill et al,
CV13-01704
PM 25
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Here's information ftap the Missour] Baming Commisslon regarding the payback paraentages for etch casino's electronto machines for the
12-month perod from July 1, 2071 through June 30, 2012:

CASINO PAYBACK %
Isls of Capr! - Boanavilla 91.8
Rlver Glty 1.2
Tenible's Mark Twaln s 1]
Terrible's 8t Ja 814
Harrah’s M.H. en.7
Ameifstar- 8t, Charies 807
Lumiere Place 21,0
Amerlstas [€.G. 90,7
Argosy 90.7
Harel's- K,.C 80,8
lela of Gapit - K.C, 802
Lady Luck 89.1

These figuresreflact the tofal percentages refuried by each casino for all of thelr eleclronic machines Inofucing slot machines, video pokar,
vidao keno, elo.

MONTANA

Montana faw penmits bera and taverns ta have up fo 20 video gaming davices that play video poker, video kenie, or video binga, These
machines ere operated In parinership with the slats and ara not permillted to pay out In cash; Inslead, thay printouta racelpt which must he
teken {0 a cashier. The meximum bet on these machinesls $2 and the maximum peyout I Imited o $800. Montana gaming rgulations
requlrs these machines ta relum a minkmum of 80%.

Thare ara geven Indlan casinos offoring video gaming mechines that also printouta revelpt, The maximum bet on these mechines Ja 36
and e maxitaum payout Is capped at 1,800, According to Montana's @ambling Gontrol Divielon, there are o minkmum payback
percsntages raquired Tor gaming machines on Indlen reservations.

NEVADA
NEVADA - Lake Tahoe

Here's nformation, as supplisd by Nevada's Stats Ing Gonfrol Bonrd, showing the stot machine payback parcentages for all of the
south shota casinos for ihe flsoal year beginning July 1, 2014 and anding June 30, 2012

Denotnhation Fayback %

1¢ Stoty 88,90

¢ Glots NIA

254 Stots 91,54

$1 8lota 93,82
Pt A MBI-GSR Holdings, LLC

§8 Slols N/A 'S

A5l oa5e Peppermill et al.

ol .
CV13-01704
PM 26
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And hero's that sama Informalion for the north shore vasinos: .
Renomination Payback %
1¢ Slots 249
G¢f Slots A
26¢ Siols 8876 :
{1 Slots 9252
1 Megabucka NIA
$8 Slats NA ‘
Al Slots I 94.37
These numbere reflacl the percontage of money retumed ta the players ot eack denominatlon of maching, All eleotronlo madklnes Including

slots, video poler and videa keno are Included In thess nuntbers.

NEVADA « Las Vegas

Unilike Wew Jorsay, the Nevada Gaming Contrel Board does né't break down Ns slot statlstios by individual properties, Rether, they ara
classified by area,

Tha armual gaming revenua raport breaks the Las Vegas market down Jnto two fuzfar tourfet areas: the Strlp and downtowa, There Is afso
very largs lacals market in Las Vegag and those casinos are shown In the gaming revenue report es (he Boulder Stap and Norh Las Vagas

arags. .
When ghooslng whers to do your slot gambling, you may went fo keep In mind the following slot paybeck percentages for Nevada's flscal
vear baginning July 1, 2011 and ending June 30, 2013:

i Slot Maviines
The 8irip - 88,30%
Downiown ~ 88.06%
Boulder Strip « 0.86% '
N. Las Vegas « 90.62%

G Slot Machies
The Sirlp - 81.51%
Downtown - 51.06%
- BoulderStrip ~H8.83%
‘ N. Las Viegas - 96.24%

R6¢ Sfot Mavhies
‘The Biip - 91,62%
Downfown « 84.86%
Boulder Stelp - 87.01%
N, Laa Vegas -~ 96.84%

$1 5ot Machtnes
The Steip - 93.36%
Dowatown - 95,46%
Botlder Birip - $8.23%
N. Las. Vogas ~ 98.81%

{1 Megabucks Machines
The 8l ~B7,77%
Rowntown -B88.01%
Boulder Sirp « 86.41%
N. Las \ogas - 66,44%

All SlotMashines
The Sirip ~ 92,02%
Dovintown -~ B3A47%
Boulder Strlp - 84.76% e
N. Las Vagas - 99.91%

AT )
These numbare refiint the percantage of monay Telumed to the playora on saci denominalton of maghine. AR electronic machinas MJ'EIAE(J*SR L loldingsa LLC
glale, Video pokerand vides keno are included in thesa numbers and the highest-paying refutna ers shown In hoid pifat, As you an 568, V.
the raachinies in downtawn Les Vagas pay aut slightly mora than thoae located on the Las Vegas 8litp. Pepp ermill et al

Retums aven betler thari the downtown ossinas oan ba found at some of the other locals casfnos elony Botklar Highway stich as Boulder CVI 3 -0 170 4
Statlort and 8am'a Town and altio In the North Las Vegas rrea which would include fhe Flosla, Santa Fe and Texas Slation mslnos}.? bﬁ;{

27
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} only ere those numbers among the hest returne i the Lag Vegas aran, they are amaig the best payback percentages for anywhiors In the

United Stales,

NEVADA ~ Laughlin

Lalghlin's casios for the fiscal yeer beglanig July 1 + 2011 and ending June 50, 2012:

Renpminatton ' Payback %
19 Slots . 88,08
6¢ Slofs 03.63
204 Slots 04.78
#t SIDIB 06,26

$1 Megabticks 86,53
85 Slots 84,04
All Glots 92,88

|

Here's Information, as suppltad by Nevada's State @aming Conlrol Board, showing the slot maching payback perasnlages for alf of

stots, video paker and video keno are Included in thess ntumbera,
NEVADA «Reno

Reno area oadnoa forthe fiscal year beginting July 1, 2011 and ending June 30, 2012

Benanhation Paybaok % T

14 Glols 92.20
5¢ Slate 86,36
R 26¢ Shole 93,66
$1 Slots 8692
'
. #1 Megebircks 80,68
$5 Sl'ols 96,11
$24 8lota 87,04
All Slote 9511

Including slots, videa poker and vides keno.

NEW JERSEY

perfod from July 1, 2041 theough June 80, 2012:

CASINO PAYEACK
Borpata aur
Trumip Ta] Maha! 810
Trurp Pleze 809
Resarls 1.2
Aflanilc Club 81.3

http//wrww.amerioancasinoguide.com/slot-machine-navhack.statieting him]

These numbats reflect the perventags of maney retumed to the players on each dennrnfnaugu of machine. All elactronle machines Inaluding

Hers's informatfon, aa supplled by Nevada's Siata @aming Conteol Boarel, showing tha slot machine payback P tages for al of tha

These numbers teflact the percantage of maney rafumed o cach denomination of mashine and snconypass all eleciron(e machines

Following s Informatlon from the Nev Jersey Casino Coniral Corrisalon regarding averags slot payaut percentagas for the 12-month

MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC
V.
Peppermill et al,

CV13-01704
PM

Q/talnia
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Harmh's . 91.3
Troploana 90,8
Qoklon Nugget 20.8
Bally's A, 80.8
Ceesers . 90.8
Ghowboat 89,7
Rave] 89,3

* Please note: lie figures for Reval Caslia anly Inolude tha 3 manth parod of AprikJune, 2012 slice If openad,
Theea figlres reflact the tolal peraenlages retumed! by each casina for all of thelr alacironio machines whioh Inthudas slot machines, vides
pokar, ete.

NEW MEXIGQ

New Maxleo's Indlan casinos offer an assorimant of table dames and electranty gaming machines. Addltionally, slot mechipes are sllowad
at the state's racetacks as woll s At ahout 40 veirfous fratemal and veterane olubs,
hinea at tacst and fraternal/voterans olgentzatlons returm & minfmum of

New Mexlco gaming regulstians requic that elelronie ir
80% to & maxmum of 96%.

New Mexico's Indtan tribes do not maka thelr alot achine paybaok percenfages a matier of public racord but e teyms of the compact
batwaen the date and ihe ilbes raqulre al electronic geming machines {o tefum & minfmum of 80%,

NEW YORK

Thers era five indian oasinos lacatod In upstats Neve Yark which uffer fradltional Glass Il casina gambing.

The tarms of the campact betwean the idbes and the slats allow table games and sfot machines, inaluding viden keno and \idee poker.
These machines denot pay out In cagh, Instead, thay print aut & reuslpt which must b exchanged for cash,

Thers ara also fiva Indian cashioa fhat offer Class [} gambling which conslat of sleclronio gaming machines whioh look ks sfot machines,
but are actually games of bingo and the spinaing video rasls are for Yentartaliment purpeses only." No publfe information Js avallable
ceonceming the paybuck percentages on gaming machives st indlan crelnos,

In Octaber 2001, leglsiafion was pasaad i allowfor e Introduction of elot medhine-lype vidao Ioftery machines at New York racetracka,
Ofalally refasred to as Video Gaming Machines (VEM's), they are tegulated by the New York State Loflery Divislen.

Al'VGIW's offar standerd slot machine-typs games, plus kena n denaminations from five cents to §10, ‘The machines all acaept cash buk do

nat pay outIn agsh. They print = recslpt which must ba faken to & cashier,

The legisiation suthorfzing tha VaM's sfatos, “the speclfications for vidoa loltery gamilng shell be deslgned In such a marnner ag o pay
prizes that average no loas than ninely porcent of sales,*

Hers's Information, as suppiled by the New York Lottary, showlng the vidaa garming mashlae payback perceniages for agch of the stals's

raceliaicks for the ene-yeer perlod from July 1, 2014 through June 80, 2012:

LOGATION PAYBACK %
Monficalla 92.22
Fingar Lakesg 81,82
Emplre CRy 9178
Saratoga ’ B1.78
Tioge Downe ' B1.60 . .
ME]-GSR Holdings, LLC
Resorts World 91.40%
V.
Falrgrounds o124 Peppermill et al.
CV13-01704
PM 29
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[ Vernon Downa 8124 ’

’

L Balavia Downs o1.18

* Pleaso noter the figuras far Resorts World only lnoludes the perlod of Ootober, 2011 through Juna, 2012 sinoe It opensd,

NORTH CAROLINA
North Carolina has ona Indlan casino, fn Aurgust, 1994 tha staie's Eastam Band of Gherokes Indlana slgned & compact with the governor to
allow forme of video gambiing, Accurding to tha terms of he compaat, he video manhines must he games of skl ang they are required to

yelurn a minimurm of 83% and & maximur of 98%,

NORTH DAKOTA

Norfti Dalota has mora than 800 sltes lhroughoﬁtltw stgte that offer blacidack,

by faw ta the following maximum bet Imite: bleckfack-3100 {two labios in & casino may
por round with m maximuim of thres rounds,

with betting limits of $1-$26, for the henetit of shariles,
. Theis are also elxIndlan casinos Wish ars limjted
hava limits up to $260), craps-$80, roulsite-$50, slofaridan poker-$25 and pokend$sa per bet,

The terms ofthe state’s compact with the {dbes veqilra gaming machines to return & minkmum of BO% and o maximum of 100%. Hawaver, If
a machine laaffeoted by skiil, such as video Poker ot vidaa hlackjeck, the machines must Joturn-a minimuim of 83%,

OHIO
Ohlo-votors e esad erstatew ds TaforarmionT i No veniier 2009 to allow one caslne o opan In aach of four major afifes; Olevaland,

Gitwinnall, Columbus and Tvledo,
From May 2012 through Februgry 2043, the slot payoul percantages for Ohfa casinoe ware as follows;

Horseshoa Claveand 80,05%
Hollywood Columbusg 91,00%*
Hollywood Foledo 91,06%

Hollywaod Columbus epened In Oclober 2042 and payback percentage only raflacis October 2012-February 2014,
OKLAHOMA

All Oklahoma Indian casinos ars aflowsd to offer bath Class 1l and Glass fl] gaming machines,

Most canlnos offer only Class I machinas wiich look I slot mactines, but are acluslly games of binge and the spinniag video raste are for

“entertainment purposes only." Some casines alse offer radillonal Class )il siota,
tor payout n colne, All payouts must be done by a printed racelpt orvix an

I eliher eage, the garning machites are not allowad o racep
ing the payhaok percentages on geming maohines in Okiahoma,

alechionle debltcard, Na publie Informatian e available noncs

OREGON

Oregon law pennits bars end tavems (o have up fo si¢ video Intlery terminals that offar varlous verslons of video paker. Racatracks are
allowad to have te mers than 10 machines, The maximum bet dllowed !s $2 and tha maxtmum payout on any mashlne fa cappad at 600,
These machinea am the same as regular video gaming devices but ara called lottery terminals becalse they are regulated by the stata's
loltery cornmtasion which recsives @ share of sach machine's ravenue, The mechlhes acvept caeh but do Nat pay out In cash; Instead, they
print out & recelpt which must be faken ta a sashior,

during s fiscel year from July 1, 2094 through June 20, 2011, the VLT’s had an approximate

According o flgures from the Oragon Lotlery,
retun of 92.46%,

‘There ars nins hllan casines In 6pemﬂun In Oregon. According b fhe govemor's office whiah tegulates the ‘Tribe's compacts, "thera fs no
ininlmtim payback percentega racuilrad o the Tohe's machines, Each Tribe Is frea to set el own s on thelr machines.

PENNSYLVANIA

Following Is Information ffom the Penneyivania Gaming Contro} Boa
from Jily 1, 20179 thraugh Juns 80, 2042

rd regarding average slot payout percentages forthe ope-year period

GABING PAYBACK % T =
Mount Aly o047 MEL-GSR Holdings, LLC
\2
Fr Oesno P Peppermill et al.
Predgue lsla 50,30 CVI 3—0 1 704
PM 30
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' Hollywood Casina at Penn Nefional 89,84
Sands Bethiehem Bo10 '
The Meadows ' 91,80
Moheglan §un at Pocone Downs 80,98
Herrah'a Chester ‘ 89,62
The Rivars 89,64 A
Sugar House 89.66
Vallsy Forge 89.50%

* Please nate; the figure for Vallay Forge only reflecis fhe four ironthe since [thag opened,
RHODE ISLAND

Rhieda Island has two par-mutuel facllitles which bolh feature Video [ottery terminefa (VL'T's). These machlnes are he same a6 regufar
video gaming devices but are called lolisry taminalz bacatens they ara ragulated hy the slata’s lollery commlesian which recelves & sfigre of

Tathine Meiresrees i st aninma oo nmed Do oo /a1

each mechine's yevenue, The machines accep! cash but don't pay outln cwsh; natead, fhoy print aut 8 recelpt which must he feken ta &
enshler,

AlIVILT's are programmed to play at least el diffsrent games: blacifrek, keno, siofs and (hres varslans of poker (Jacks or belter, Joker paicor
and deucep wild),

According lo igures fromt ths Rhode leland Lottery for the one~yeer period from August 1, 2011 threugh July 34, 2012 the average VLT
Tetum at TwWin River was 91.45% and at Newport Qrand 1t was 90.81%.

S0UTH CAROLINA

South Gatofina hes two garmbling crulse ships which sal thras milles ot It ntemetlonal walers whers casine gambling {s permftied, Since
e caslno hoats toaval In Infemational watera they are free from regutaiions and the machines ean be sat ta pay back whetaverthe
operators wantwithotrt rsgard 1o & minimun payback percontage.

SOUTH DAKOTA
Hare are statistics from the Soulh Dakota Commlasion on Gaming for the payhack percantages on alf of Deadwood's slot machinss for the
one-year parfed fror July 1, 2041 throtgh June 30, 2012

Donominatlon ' Payhack %
14 Slote ' 2094
4 Slots 8240
26¢ Slots 91.83
$1Slots ' 240
$5 Blote 82,08
L Avarags 01,43

In additfon to tha Deadwood castnos, there are alsa ning Indtun casinos In South Dakota, Thesa casios ara ajse subject{o the $100
mextmum bet roairiotfons, No informatlon Js avaliable on the payhack parcentages of e video gaming machines,

TEXAS

Texas has ona ndlan casine which offers gaming machies based on hilngo. It afso offers putl tah maaiiyes, bingoe, poker and a player

baniked blaokjack game where each playor must pay  comimiaslon o the liotise for each bet that Is made. The commission ts 50¢ MWARI~(3SR, Holdings, LLC

§60 bets and $1 far bels over $60. The minimum gambling age Is 21 and tha casing Ja open 24 howrs dajly,

Claral] video gamhg devices laok like siol machinas, but are actually bingo games and the apinnlng reals are for “antertainment puposes P e P P ermill et a]

CV13-01704

artly.” Na publlo Jufurntiallon ls avatiabla conceming the payback perasniages on any gaming machines in Texas' Indlan cagino,

PM
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WASHINGTON

Thera-are 28 Inclapcasinus Oyl I WasHIngten amd gy allhave Gortipacts with the slate allawing them fo offer {abla games, us well

ag elaotronle ‘soratoh’ tickat games which uge 8 finlte number of fickels with a pradetermined number of winners and losers,

All oftha state's Trbes ars not requlrod to releasa Infermation on thelr siat machine parcentage payhecks. Howaver, ascording to the terma

of tho compaot belwaan (ha Trizes and the stats, the minimum priza.payoutfor alsctionk ‘scratch’ ticket games (s 76%,

WEST VIRGINIA

Weat Virginle hae faur par-mutuel faciittes that feture vidaa laltery tarminale, The VLT'a are the same 4s regular video gaming devicas but
era Galfod loflary terminele bacause they are regulated by ife atate's [ottary commieslon which recalves ashars of sach mechine's revenua,
The memhnum elfowable bet on 8 machine Is $2 and thers Is mo lirmlt ont e prize payouts, Mast of the gaming machines pay aut tolns or
lokens, but there are eleo some machines which will only print out arecelpt which nust be taken to o cashiar,

Wast Viryinta law 1aqulres that VLT refurn & minimum of B0% {o & maximum of 84%, VLT games inolude: siots, blackjack, kano and

numerous verslons of poker,
For the one-year porlod from July 1, 2041 througl June 30, 2042 the averape relum oh VLTS wea: 08.04% at Mounialneer Park, 90,81%
at Tri-Stata Park, 89.82% at Wheeling Istand and 89,75% at Chalos Town Races, X

Tttt Mearoresr atnsadansanaston st da cmon folad oo cledes ool e —ast

WISCONSIN

All Wisconaln cagine s are locatet on Indian reservations and the Indtan tribes are not required to reloasa Informngtion on thelr slot machine
percentage payhacks. However, IIngt to the tarms of the compaoct batween ho state and he Inlbes "for games not affacted by player
ekl atch as slot machines, the machine fs requived fo retum & mintmum of 80% and a maximum of 100% of the amount wegarad.”

WYOMING ;
Wyoming has Indlan ceslnos that offar Claga || binge-type gaming machines, plus traditional Clasa 1(] slot machines,

The machines don't pay outln cash, Instead fhey print out & racelpt which must be eashed bya floar attendant or taken to the cashler's
cays. You can-also make bets via a cashlnss system wherehy you gata "smarl’ card and deposit money to that card's accourt, The
maohlnes will thert deducls losses from, or eredit wins 1o, your socount,

No publfo Information 1 avallabla regarding the payback percantages on Wyoming's gaming tnachines,
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Grand-Sterra-Billhoard-"“toosest-Pay Tables Allowed™

Theme Loosast NV Par
LI Red 95,94
Coelossal Wizard 86.21
Glant's Gold 96,21
Forblddsn Dragon 95.91
" Spartacys 95,04
Tawer of the Temple 96.06
Triton's Gold 95.95
Van Helsing 95.91
Zodlac Sisters 95,85
Jungle Wild (] 95.96
Quaan of the Wild 1) 96,21
86.02

Average
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Roblgon, Belaustegul,
Sharp & Low

71 Washington St,
Rano, NV 893503
(715) 3293151

AFFIDAVIT OF XENT R, ROBISON IN SUPPORT OF
MOTION FOR TERVINATING SANCTIONS OR. N THE ALTERNATIVE,
MOTION TQ COMPEL DISCOVERY

STATE OF NEVADA )

)s8
COUNTY OF WASHOE )
Kent R. Robison, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says under penalty of perjury

gt

that the following assertions are true and correct,

1. I arn. co-counsel of record for the Defendant Peppermill Casinos, Inc. d/b/a
Peppermill Casino.

2. Attached as Exhibit 1 is a true and accurate copy of my letter dated August 6, 2014,
to H. Stan Johnson, Esq. and Terry Kinnally, Esq,

3. Attached as Exhibit 2 i3 a true and accurate oopy of Terry Kinnally’s letter to me
dated August 12 2014. '

4, Altached as Exhibit 3 is a true and aceurate copy of the Certificate re
Nonappearance of Plaintiff’s Person Most Knowledgeable Pursuant to NRCP 30(b)(6) of Monday,
August 25, 2014, in the above-entitled action.

5. Attached as Exhibit § i3 a true and acourate copy of bages 1. 8, 9, 10 and 19 of the
transcript of proceedings of the Status Hearing held on June 26, 2014, in the above-entitled action.

6, Attached as Exhibit 6 is a true and acourate copy of the Defendant Peppermill
Casinos, Inc.’s First Set of Interrogatories to Plaintiff dated June 4, 2014, in the above-entitled .
action.

7. Attached as Exhibit 7 is a true and accurate copy of Plaintiffs Response to
Defendant Peppermill Casino, Inc.’s First Set of Requests for Production of Doournents to
Plaintiffs dated July 16, 2014, in the above-entitled action.

8. Attached as Exhibit 8 18 a true and accurate file-stamped copy of the Court’s
Minutes filed June 27, 2014, of the status hearing held on June 26, 2014, in the above-entitled
action,

9, Aftached as Exhibit 9 is a true and acourate copy of my letter dated June 27, 2014,
to attorneys Terry Kinnally, Mark Gunderson and Clark V. Vellis.
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Roblaan, Belaustegui,
Sharp & Low

71 Washington St.
Reno, NV 89508
(775) 329-3151

10.  Attached as Exhibit 10 is a true and accurate file-stamped copy of Defendant
Peppermill’s Supplemental Amended Notice of Taking Depositions of Plaintiff’s Persons Most

Knowledgeabls Putsuant to NRCP 30(b)(6) dated July 3, 2014, in the above-entitled action.

Lucas, Ph.D. dated August 22, 2014,

12.  None of the Plaintiff's Jawyers has suggested or stated that the Stipulated Protective
Order and Order Thereon constitute an objection to discovery. The Confidentiality Agreement ig
intended to protect discovery not prevent discovery.

13. The Plaintiff’s counse] never informed me, or to my knowledge any of the defense

counsel, that the GSR would not produce witnesses for the depositions scheduled for August 25,

26,27 and 28, 2014.
14, Ihaverequested GSR to inform the Peppermill with some degtee of specificity
and/or particularity exactly what documents GSR thinks that the Peppermill has that should be

produced under NRCP 16.1. Ihave invited GSR to serve requests for production of documents on

the Peppermill. The GSR. has never indicated what documents or what information it thinks the

Peppermill has that should be produced under NRCP 16.1 (@)(1)(B).
DATED: This 25™ day of August, 2014.

AT

K.EI?‘ R.ROBISON

Subscribed and Sworn to Before
me this 25** day of August, 201?,
by Xent R. Robison.

i
A ' T
‘%L"WQ'LL’L: S

NOTA{{Y UBLIC

: V. JAYNE FEARETTO
3 '§ Notary Public « Stata of Nevada
%/ Appalntriant Recorded In Washpe Oounty
225 No: 8806972 Explras Fohruary 24, 2016

TAWPData K\ 1872,006-Poppermill-GIR WP-A£Rd, KRR ISO Motios to Temninate Corapel.8-25-14.dac

11, Attached as Exhibit 11 is a true and accurate copy of the Declaration of Anthony ¥,
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6/17/2014 Cohen-Johnson, LLC Mail - Dispute conference

Terry Kinnally <tkinnally@cohe njohnson.com>

Dispute conference
2 messages

Terry Kinnally <tkinnally @cohenjohnson.com> Mon, Jun 16, 2014 at 11:21 AM
To: krobison@rbsllaw.com, "Clark V. Vellis" <cwvellis@nevadafirm.com>

This will confirm the conference we had today. | am requesting that you provide all documents as required under
NRCP 16.1 including but not limited to all documents regarding all visits to GSR by Ryan Tors where he
accessed any slot machines and obtained PARs or any other information as a result of his accessing the
machines. | am also requesting any and all documents showing to whom this information was provided including
emails, memoas, texts, spreadsheets, etc. To the extent these documents may include information concerning
properties other that GSR or Peppermill, a privilege log is requested. It Is my understanding you will be let me
know what documents you will be providing by Wednesday June 18, 2014.

We are also asking for coples of all documents conceming Ryan Tors which were preduced to the Gaming
Board. | understand that you are objecting to these documents as confidential and therefore we will be filing a
motion for such documents under NRS 463.341.

In order to insure that all parties who may be affected by this motion receive notice | am also requesting you
provide me with a list of all the properties which Ryan Tors or any other Peppermill employee visited for similar
purposes.

Kent Robison <KRobison@rbsliaw.com> Tue, Jun 17, 2014 at 1:59 PM
To: Terry Kinnally <tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com>, "Clark V. Vellis" <cwellis@nevadafirm.com>
Cc: Therese Shanks <tshanks@rbsilaw.com>

Ms. Kinnally:

NRCP 16.1 does not require production of “all documents
regarding all visits to GSR by Tors where he accessed any slot
machines and obtained PARS [sic] or any other information as a
result of his accessing the machines.” Similarly, NRCP 16.1 does
not authorize us to produce information my client provided to the
Gaming Control for its investigation. The initial disclosure
requirements of NRCP 16.1 (a) (1) (B) is limited to those
documents discoverable under Rule 26. Documents given to the
Gaming Control Board are not discoverable under the provisions
of Rule 26. It is interesting that GRS want to invoke 16.1 when GSR
refuses to comply with 16.1 (a) (1) (C). Should you make a request

https://imail.g oog le.com/mail//0/?ui= 28ik=39e26b9837&vew=pt&search=Inboxdth= 146a5e964adb33c 1 &simi= 146a5e964adb33¢1&sImi= 146aba0adedcd44s 112
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6/17/2014 Cohen-Johnson, LLC Mail - Dispute conference

for production of documents under Rule 34 as you are required to
do, we will respond accordingly. Your failure to follow the meet
and confer requirements of Rule 37 is noted. Your failure to follow
the provisions of NRS 463.341 is noted. Your failure to follow
WDCR 12 (6) is noted.

From: Terry Kinnally [mailto: tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com]
Sent: Monday, June 16, 2014 11:21 AM

To: Kent Robison; Clark V. Vellis

Subject: Dispute conference

This will confirm the conference we had today. | am requesting that you provide all documents as required under
NRCP 186.1 including but not limited to all documents regarding all visits to GSR by Ryan Tors where he
accessed any slot machines and obtained PARs or any other information as a result of his accessing the
machines. | am also requesting any and all documents showing to whom this information was provided including
emails, memos, texts, spreadsheets, etc. To the extent these documents may include information concerning
properties other that GSR or Peppermill, a privilege log is requested. It is my understanding you will be let me
know what documents you will be providing by Wednesday June 18, 2014.

We are also asking for copies of all documents concerning Ryan Tors which were produced to the Gaming
Board. | understand that you are objecting to these documents as confidential and therefore we will be filing a
motion for such documents under NRS 463.341.

[n order to insure that all parties who may be affected by this motion receive notice 1 am also requesting you
provide me with a list of all the properties which Ryan Tors or any other Peppemill employee visited for similar
purposes.

https://mail g cogle.com/mail/w/0/?ul=28ik=3962609837&view=pt&search=inbox&ih= 146a5e964adb33c 1 &sirml= 146a56964adb33c1 &simi= 146aba0adcdcd445
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BEFORE THE NEVADA GAMING COMMISSION

-000-

FEBRUARY 2014 AGENDA

PUBLIC COMMENT
COMPLAINT (S)

FOR POSSIBLE ACTION: Consideration of Settlement Agreement
received Settling Complaint filed in the Matter of the STATE
GAMING CONTROL BOARD vs. PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC., dba
PEPPERMILL HOTEL & CASINO; WESTER VILLAGE; RAINBOW CLUB AND
CASINO; RAINBOW CASINO; and PEPPERMILL INN & CASINO, Case
No. 13-23.

THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 20, 2014

State Gaming Control Board Offices
Conference Room 2450
555 East Washington Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada

Via videoconference to:
State Gaming Control Board Offices
Conference Room 100

1919 College Parkway
Carson City, Nevada

Reported by: ERIC V. NELSON, CCR #57, RPR, CM

SUNSHINE LITIGATION SERVICES (775) 323-3411
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APPEARANCES

COMMISSION MEMBERS PRESENT

PETER C. BERNHARD, CHAIRMAN
TONY ALAMO, M.D.

JOHN T. MORAN, JR.

JOSEPH W. BROWN

RANDOLPH TOWNSEND

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT

A.G. BURNETT
SHAWN R. REID
TERRY JOHNSON

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY

ADRIANA FRALICK

DEPUTIES ATTORNEY GENERAL

DARLENE CARUSO
EDWARD MAGAW
JOHN MICHELA

SUNSHINE LITIGATION SERVICES (775)

323-3411
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LAS VEGAS AND CARSON CITY, NEVADA,
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 20, 2014

~000-

CHAIRMAN BERNHARD: All right. Let's go ahead,
Madam Secretary, and take items that have been -- first we
do public comment. Let's go ahead and do that.

SECRETARY FRALICK: That item is placed on the
agenda in accordance with the Open Meeting Law to allow
members of the general public to make comments on gaming
related matters.

CHAIRMAN BERNHARD: If anyone wishes to address
the Commission -- I'm sorry, let me just confirm. We have
connection audio and visual with Carson City; is that
correct?

SECRETARY FRALICK: Yes, we do.

CHAIRMAN BERNHARD: ~- either in Carson City or
Las Vegas who wishes to address the Commission on matters of
interest, please step forward. We cannot take action on
matters brought to our attention during public comment until
properly noticed on an agenda.

Good morning, Mr. Cohen. Please state your
name for the record.

MR. COHEN: Thank you, sir. Mr. Chairman,

members of the Commission, my name is Steven Cohen of the

SUNSHINE LITIGATION SERVICES (775) 323-3411
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law firm Cohen Johnscn.

I'm here today to make comments during the
public portion of the agenda in reference to an item to be
heard later in the agenda involving the State of Nevada
versus the Peppermill matter.

First I'd like to thank the Board, the
investigative arm of the Board, the enforcement arm of the
Board, for the diligence that they took in investigating
Ryan Tors on what happened on July 12th of 2013. The
investigators not only understood the nature of Mr. Tors's
conduct but also quickly grasped the potential consequences
to not only the Reno properties involved and the Wendover
properties involved but for the entire gaming industry.
It's not something that my client, the Grand Sierra, took
lightly.

In attendance today is Mr. Steven Rosen,
president of the property. And it was a matter that they
felt so strongly of, they asked us to go to court as quickly
as possible, commence an action against the Peppermill and
Mr. Tors, a civil action.

That the Board has reached a proposed solution
with the gaming complaint without undue delay recognizes
this is not an isolated incident nor an impulsive action by
Mr. Tors but was a reasoned, calculated and continuing

course of conduct which is so difficult for my client to

SUNSHINE LITIGATION SERVICES (775) 323-3411
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grasp and other similarly situated casinos to grasp.

I didn't want this public comment to turn
into -- because it is not my place at this podium to discuss
it, but I mean, for the life of me, I just don't know what
the licensee, what Mr. Tors was thinking. But it's
important for the State, for this Commission, to understand,
this gentleman, Mr. Tors, went unabated for years, not just
once, for years going from casino to casino with a universal
key, literally, if this were the machine, toggling the
machine and accessing proprietary confidential information
on these penny slot machines and uploading it to his
employer. And that is what the stipulated settlement says.

We will get into it in our civil lawsuit, which
is of record, which we provided certainly copies to the
Gaming Control Board. There is a preliminary injunction in
effect against Mr. Tors. But it's just so important for
this Commission to understand the damage to the state of
Nevada. The damage to the integrity of what ganing stands
for is beyond comprehension.

The Peppermill has admitted to the Board
through this proposed stipulation that the time Mr. Tors was
surreptitiously obtaining this information he was both
employed by the Peppermill and acting within the course and
scope of that employment. Lost on the complaint and the

proposed stipulation is the status of Mr. Tors. I only say

SUNSHINE LITIGATION SERVICES (775) 323-3411
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that because I question the status of that.

In view of these admissions it is the Board's
finding that this was repeated conduct with at least 10
other licensees in the northern areas. I would urge the
Nevada Gaming Control Board and the Commission, and there is
room in the settlement documentation, where as these cases
continue -- when I say cases, I think there will be other
cases down the pike; at least our case will continue ~-- as
additional information is gleaned through the discovery
process, that we will be able to provide that information to
the Board, and we will do so, and we will provide that
information to the Washoe County District Attorney's Office.
So that must not be lost on the proceedings today.

We also urge the Commission to focus on not so
much what is said in these pleadings but what isn't said in
the pleadings. Great care was crafted in the documentation
that while Peppermill states in their proposed admissions
never did we change the pars, never did we change the pars.
Yes, we had our agent, Mr. Tors, go out there and do these
things at our direction, but we didn't do anything with the
information. We didn't change anything.

That's not the focus. The focus cannot be they
didn't do anything. The focus is they did it. And the fact
that they did it is the issue. That's what can't be lost.

And the fact that they did do it is the fact

SUNSHINE LITIGATION SERVICES (775) 323-3411

RA 00483



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

that maybe they didn't have to. And might I suggest -- and
I'm not saying I believe that, but we will find that out in
discovery -— maybe when they find out, oh, our pars are the
same as Circus Circus, our pars are the same as the GSR,
therefore, we don't have to change anything. Therein lies a
violation of what we believe to be trade secret act.

Therein lies the liability on behalf of the Peppermill, on
behalf of Mr. Tors, and behalf of others as the discovery
continues.

So a simple we didn't deo anything with the
information, I would respectfully request this Commission
not to fall into that trap because it is a trap.

In this public comment section, again, I'm not
here to inflame, I'm just here to say we hurt, we hurt as an
industry, we hurt as a casino, we hurt as anybody else who
would say that our competitor had a high level executive
walk into our casino multiple times, walk into casinos
multiple times, and literally take our confidential
information. That's wrong. They have admitted wrong. But
it's not the end,

And with that, I know it is the public section
of this agenda, I don't know if it is appropriate if you
have any questions for myself or Mr. Rosen or Mr. Johnson.
I'm here to answer them. If not, with that, I would close

my comments.

SUNSHINE LITIGATION SERVICES (775) 323-3411
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And again, I truly thank the Board and its
agents for acting so quickly on this matter. Thank you very
much.

CHAIRMAN BERNHARD: Thank you, Mr. Cohen.

-000~

CHAIRMAN BERNHARD: No, I want to see if we can
get the public hearing in and go from there. TLet's go ahead
and call the complaint matter.

COMPLAINT (8)

FOR POSSIBLE ACTION: Consideration of Settlement Agreement

received Settling Complaint filed in the Matter of the STATE

GAMING CONTROL BOARD vs. PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC., dba
PEPPERMILL HOTEL & CASINO; WESTER VILLAGE,; RAINBOW CLUB AND
CASINO; RAINBOW CASINO; and PEPPERMILIL INN & CASINO, Case
No. 13-23.

SECRETARY FRALICK: Mr. Chairman, the next item
on the agenda is the consideration of a settlement
agreement. This is with regard to the State Gaming Control
Board versus Peppermill Casinos, Inc., doing business as the
Peppermill Hotel & Casino, Western Village, Rainbow Club and
Casino, Rainkow Casino, and Peppermill Inn & Casino. This
is Case No., 13-23.

CHAIRMAN BERNHARD: For the record, I am going
to recuse on this matter. In my other job I represent a
client who has business issues with respect to a nongaming
business of a participant in the Peppermill license, and as

such, that matter is still pending, and although I would try

SUNSHINE LITIGATION SERVICES (775) 323-3411
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my best to be impartial in a subjective sense, I think a
reasonable person in my position might be affected by the
fact that some of the participants are involved in a
nongaming matter that I represent in my private capacity.
S0 I'm going to have to recuse. 1I'll turn it over to Vice
Chair Townsend.

COMMISSIONER TOWNSEND: Thank you, Mr.
Chairman. If you both state your names for the record, who
you represent, and then proceed, please.

MR. SOMPS: Thank you, Mr. Vice Chairman,
members of the Commission, Madam Secretary. For the record,
my name is Mike Somps. I'm with the Attorney General's
Office, and I'm here on behalf of the Gaming Control Board.

MR. SCHRECK: And I am Frank Schreck,
Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, on behalf of the
Peppermill.

MR. SOMPS: Before you for your consideration
today is a proposed settlement between the Board and
Peppermill Casinos, Inc. This settlement resolves a
complaint that has been filed by the Board against the
Peppermill.

Now if you would like, with your permission,
Mr. Vice Chairman, I'll go ahead and summarize the complaint
and the settlement.

COMMISSIONER TOWNSEND: Please.
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MR. SOMPS: Just for some background regarding
the complaint, a Peppermill employee by the name of Mr. Ryan
Tors was caught back on July 12th of 2013. He was caught
using a slot machine reset key at the Grand Sierra Resort to
key slot machines at that casino. To be clear, that key did
not give him access to the guts of the machines such as the
random number generator. However, Mr. Tors was able to
obtain theoretical hold percentage information from the
machines that he keyed there.

Through the Board's investigation of this
matter it was discovered that Mr. Tors had engaged in
similar activities at a number of other casinos in the
Reno-Sparks area and in Wendover. Further, the Board
discovered that Mr. Tors wasn't acting necessarily
independently. Rather, he was doing it as part of his job,
and the management of the Peppermill was aware of, involved
and encouraged the conduct.

With these facts as background for the
complaint, the complaint is structured with three separate
counts. The first count is premised on holding the
Peppermill responsible for Mr. Tors's conduct in using a key
to obtain hold percentage information from slot machines at
the Grand Sierra Resort back on July 12th. This is an
unsuitable method of conduct and constitutes a violation of

463.170, as well as provisions of Regulation 5.
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The second count is premised on holding the
Peppermill responsible for Mr. Tors's conduct of using a key
to obtain hold percentage information at at least 10 other
casinos over the last at least four year period. Again,
this constitutes a similar violation of the statute and the
regs.

And finally, the third count is premised on
holding the Peppermill responsible for the conduct of its
management who were aware of Mr. Tors's activities and who
asked Mr. Tors to get the theoretical hold percentage
information using this reset key. This again is an
unsuitable conduct and constitutes a violation of the
statute and regq.

That is the complaint, those are the counts of
the complaint. It is resolved through the settlement, as
you can see, with the Peppermill admitting to the
allegations of the complaint, and the Peppermill has agreed
to pay a fine in the amount of $1 million.

So with that, Mr. Vice Chairman, the Board is
seeking the Commission's approval of the settlement today,
and I'll answer questions or turn it over to Mr. Schreck.

COMMISSIONER TOWNSEND: Questions from the
Commission? Commissioner Moran.

COMMISSIONER MORAN: Yes, just a brief

statement first, and then I do have questions for the
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attorneys.

COMMISSIONER TOWNSEND: Do you want to ask
Mr. Somps, or do you want Mr. Schreck to go ahead first?
Which would you prefer?

COMMISSIONER MORAN: I'm going to have —- if
Mr. Schreck has a presentation, he wants to respond to that,
that would be fine, and I can wait until you are done with
that, Frank.

MR. SCHRECK: Yes, Mr. Commissioner, I do have
a statement T would like to make. And also I would like to
introduce to the Commission, although many of you know him,
Mr. Bill Paganetti, who is the president of the Peppermill
Casinos, Inc. He is here with us today.

My remarks are not intended and they should
never be taken as an excuse for the Peppermill's conduct or
any diminution in the seriousness of the allegations set
forth in the complaint. The Peppermill has acknowledged its
conduct was an unsuitable method of operation in violating
several statutes, gaming statutes and several Nevada Gaming
Commission regulations.

In fact, at the outset of the Board's
investigation I made it very clear to the Board upon
learning the general facts of the case that I believed that
the Peppermill's conduct was an unsuitable method of

operation and that the Board's investigation would
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eventually result in a complaint, which it did, and we are
here now hoping to resolve that complaint. However, I do
believe that an explanation of the facts is appropriate to
place this matter in proper context.

First of all, what really happened. As
Mr. Somps has indicated, Ryan Tors with the knowledge,
approval and sometimes the direction of the Peppermill
executives used this universal key which you can buy on the
Internet, and we all xnow it is available to the public, to
access certain penny videc slot machines to discover the
specific pars on each of those machines. He then
communicated this information by e-mail to various
Peppermill executives.

This conduct we have already acknowledged is an
unsuitable method of operation. But what didn't happen.

Number one, the activities of Mr. Tors were not
in the nature of criminal conduct. The Board's
investigation and evidentiary materials were submitted to
the District Attorney's Office in Washoe County for review.
That information was reviewed. The District Attorney's
Office declined to prosecute the case since in fact no crime
had been committed.

The Peppermill fully cooperated with the
Board's Enforcement Division to produce all of the records,

executive computer hard drives and e-mail communications
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during the periods requested. The Peppermill also made all
of its executives available for interviews by the
Enforcement Division.

The par information obtained by Mr. Tors was
never used by the Peppermill to gain a competitive advantage
over the other casinos. This stipulation before you
confirms the Board's own investigation did not produce any
evidence that the par information obtained by Mr. Tors was
used to adjust Peppermill casino pars. Every executive
interviewed by the Enforcement Division under oath testified
that they looked at the information but never utilized it.

More importantly, only one person, Mr. Bill
Paganetti, could have used this information to gain a
competitive advantage. For the past 30 years Mr. Paganetti
is the only person that has been authorized to determine
what the pars on Peppermill machines would be. He testified
that aside from satisfying a curiosity, he disregarded that
information.

The question that I always received throughout
this investigation by everybody that looked at it was, if in
fact you knew there was a risk to get this information and
that risk has been testified to by the executives of just
embarrassment by being caught, maybe being 86ed from the
casinos, why did you go about doing that if you weren't

going to use it. And the only explanation, and it is a true
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explanation, is the fact that it was satisfying a curiosity,
none of this information was utilized to gain a competitive
advantage.

There are many, literally thousands of e-mails
that were obtained by the investigators in this case. Those
e-mails contained the information about the pars being
obtained, Mr. Tors's communication of that information to
these executives. There is not one word in any of these
e-mails indicating any use of this. There is not any
e-mails saying let's get together to talk about it. There
is no e-mails saying, hey, if we adjust our pars based on
this information.

There is nothing in any of the thousands of
e-mails to indicate that it was ever used. Every executive
basically testified the same, they looked at it, it was
interesting, and that it was discarded.

But as I said before, there is only one
executive at the Peppermill who could have ever used this
information to gain a competitive advantage, and that is
Mr. Bill Paganetti. 2And he's testified that he didn't use
that,

Now many of you may know Mr. Paganetti. He has
been a licensee for 43 years in this state. He has built
from a restaurant the most successful casinos in Northern

Nevada. He has never had a single regulatory blemish in his
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career.

This has been the most devastating situation
for him that he's ever faced. He is a man of high
integrity, and anyone you talk to who knows him will confirm
that.

To have this happen under his watch and
sometimes with his knowledge is to him incomprehensible.
What had happened is it was something that executives had
told him other people do. Casinos shop one another for all
types of information.

I heard Ralston's column, his show called it
corporate espionage, but really what it is, is people going
to everybody else's casino and see if you have a new bar,
how successful it is; you have a new bank of machines, how
successful are they; if you have promotions, how many people
show up to them, they count them. Everybody does that to
one another.

What happened at the Peppermill is they took
this to an unacceptable extent and that they invaded to a
certain degree the privacy of these machines by using this
key. But as I said before, there was no criminal activity,
nor was this information used for a competitive advantage.

I can probably get into some examples to
explain to you why, aside from what I have already said,

that would show that there was no use of this information,
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but I'll wait for your questions to develop that if you
like.

COMMISSIONER TOWNSEND: Commissioner Moran.

COMMISSIONER MORAN: Well, just some
preliminary comments. First, you have to appreciate the
Commission, and the Commission has a decision that it has to
make, and that is whether or not the complaint and the facts
that surround it that your client has admitted to rise to
the level of a million dollar settlement. Me as a
Commissioner, I'm charged with trying to come to that
conclusion as to what are the acts that have been admitted
to, how egregious are they, and is the penalty that's been
agreed to by the State's attorney and yourself, two fine
attorneys that I have the greatest respect for, is that
amount sufficient or should it be less or should it be more.
Where does revocation of license fit into this.

I'm charged with the responsibility on behalf
of the State not to just rubber stamp a settlement, and that
is why we are here today. I'm charged with the
responsibility that if I don't have all the information,
such as investigative reports and other things and don't
have the benefit of seeing interviews and notes of that, I
have to try to make a shoot-from-the-hip judgment on reading
the complaint that I think we all agree is quite bad for a

licensee. And then reading the stipulation and then trying
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to come to a conclusion on those documents as to is a
million dollars really going to take care of the harm that
has happened here, that I'm aware of without the benefit of
anything more or anything less that I haven't been provided.

It is a tough tough thing to swallow to try to
make that decision rather than just saying as a
Commissioner, and I'm only one, saying, you know, a million
dollars is a lot of money, let's go with it. Maybe it
should be less than that. I don't know that.

What I co know is that in reading the
complaint, I look at the allegations, and Mr. Schreck and
Mr. Somps put it in the complaint as to Regulation 5.010 sub
(2), that says that the responsibility for the employment
and maintenance of suitable method of operation rests with
the licensee, and willful or persistent use or toleration of
methods of operation deemed unsuitable will constitute
grounds for a license revocation. That is what the
complaint has that I'm supposed to read and come to a
conclusion where the facts that have been admitted to and
stipulated to are going to fall under that.

And then I look at the background in the
complaint and I see the conduct complained of, and I see
that an employee wasn't just a wayward rogue employee, but
that this matter went on for a period of time, and I see

that in the complaint itself it mentions possibly, I don't
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know, two, three years where this wasn't a rogue employee,
but this was an employee that was apprehended and detained,
according to the complaint, which is all T have got, where
he used a reset key and over a, quote, period of time
beginning on at least 2011, in the course and scope of his
employment used this reset key to obtain theoretical hold
percentage information from slot machines.

That troubles me as a Commissioner when that
kind of an allegation is admitted because, number one, this
tells me this wasn't just a situation where a rogue employee
went down and did something wrong with a reset key and got
this theoretical information and obtained a competitive
advantage for his employer, but that it went on for a period
of time. And then I go on and I see what troubles me
greatly is that we have numerous other licensees that in
fact were the subject of this reset key, and that was
improperly used by this employee.

And then I get down to paragraph 18 of the
complaint and it says the Board's investigation revealed
that the Peppermill Casino's management knew of, approved of
and directed Mr. Tors's conduct of obtaining theoretical
hold percentages information from slot machines of other
casinos using a reset key.

To me, Mr. Schreck, Mr. Somps, that is very

serious., Number one, it is a continuing, ongoing, improper,
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unlawful, violative of regulations by an employee that
according to the complaint admitted to has been directed by
management, who knew of that going on for those three years,
and directed him to do that. Sounds, without getting into
criminal law, sounds conspiratorial, which isn't good.

Then you go on in the complaint after you get
past the 11 locations that are also licensees who have been
subjected to this and you get on over here and you look at
the complaint again, because this is what is before me, that
I have, and that they failed, the Peppermill Casinos failed
to prevent that from occurring. I got trouble with
management, licensees's management that condcne
inappropriate conduct such as outlined in this complaint.

And then we get to the stipulation and we have
the admissions and all of those things, and then we get over
Tto the part of the stipulation that T really don't care for
in the language, just personally, and that is if the Nevada
Gaming Commission does not accept the stipulation of
settlement, it shall be withdrawn as null and void, and
that's all well and good, but it has comments in here that
should the Board subsequently come into possession of
evidence from any source that the respondent changed the
theoretical hold percentages of its slot machines, or
altered its operations in any way, to gain a competitive

advantage based on it obtaining through Mr. Tors theoretical
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hold percentage information from other casinos, separate
grounds for a subsequent complaint against the respondent
will in fact go forward. The Board is free to pursue the
complaint.

So when I have these things and I don't have
the investigative reports, and I see that the parties have
reached an agreement where admissions of this type of
wrongdoing is admitted to, and I see other licensees over a
period of time may have been affected because of creating
not a fair and equitable, competitive, fair marketplace
because of improper acquisition of information, I'm troubled
as a Commissioner. Because I can't say should the fine be
more than a million, should there be revocation, should we
go to full hearing and say we don't want to have a
settlement of this, give us the information we as
Commissioners on this Commission should have to determine if
a million dollars is fair and equitable and proper for this
type of a violation or should it be less. I can't even say
if it should be less, should it be half of that.

You are asking me to try to take a million
dollars agreed to by the parties and given me a complaint
and given me a stipulation and not a whole lot more that I
can as a Commissioner look at other than to say I put great
faith in my staff, my staff being the Board and the people

who do such a hardworking job for the State of Nevada that
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they are going to do what is right, and I put a lot of faith
in my own attorney that they are going to do what is right
and that this is fair and equitable. But how do T get it in
my mind and prove some of this in my own mind so I feel
comfortable as a Commissioner stamping this settlement for a
million dollars when I don't have much more than a conmplaint
and a stipulation.

And we are not dealing with a small matter. We
are dealing with scmething that has been admitted to
occurred over three years where it wasn't just a rogue
employee, and it's very concerning to me. Those are my
initial responses.

And I know as one vote up here, that I can very
easily just say, okay, fine, a million is fine, let's all go
away, but even if I do that, for example, we still have what
I found out just -- well, in the public comment today that
there is a lawsuit filed by one of the licensee's locations
that in fact had been possibly victimized by this unfair
competitive advantage that may have been created through
this employee over three years being directed by management
perhaps of using this reset key to get this information on
this person who is now another licensee in the state of
Nevada that I'm charged with having to protect as well as
the State and the people that live here in gaming.

So these are some of the problems that I have.
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I'm not going to go into the Washoe County DA. I practiced
criminal law for 40 years.

But all I can tell you is there is a lot of
things out there that raise a lot of red flags for me when
somebody asks me to approve a million dollar settlement with
this set of facts without a lot more o help me do my job
fairly. Now having said that, if anybody wants to take a
swing at that pitch, I invite that, I would like to hear
your comments.

(Chairman Bernhard left the meeting.)

MR. SCHRECK: I would love to take a swing at
it. I understand where you are coming from. That is why it
is a million dollar fine.

I thought when we first started talking about
the fine, that was way too much. The more I thought about
it and listened to the Board and tried to view it from the
industry side of somebody coming into your casino and doing
this, I could understand why that fine was as high as it was
going to be,

I thought it should be half that, but I was
eventually convinced, and so is my client, that the conduct
was egregious, it was a violation of privacy.

But there was no competitive advantage
obtained. This information was never used. There is not

one piece of evidence that shows it was used. There is a
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Defendant’s Memorandum of Fees
and Costs

Request for Submission 01/06/15 RA 01462 —
01464

Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Reply to 01/08/15 RA 01465 —
Plaintiff’s Opposition to 01498

Defendant’s Motion For Contempt

Request for Submission 01/08/15 RA 01499 —

01500
VOLUME 7

Request for Submission 01/08/15 RA 01501 —
(Continued) 01504

Order 01/20/15 RA 01505 -
01508

Notice of Entry of Order 01/21/15 RA 01509 —
01515

Ex Parte Motion for Protective 01/27/15 RA 01516 —
Order on an Order Shortening Time 01620

and For Stay of Depositions
Pending Hearing on the Matter




Opposition to Plaintiff’s Ex Parte 02/04/15 RA 01621 —
Motion for Protective Order on an 01696
Order Shortening Time and For Stay
of Depositions Pending Hearing on
the Matter
GSR’s Reply to Peppermill’s 02/05/15 RA 01697 —
Opposition to GSR’s Motion for 01750
Protective Order on an Order
Shortening Time and For Stay of
Depositions Pending a Hearing on
the Matter
VOLUME 8
GSR’s Reply to Peppermill’s 02/05/15 RA 01751 —
Opposition to GSR’s Motion for 01791
Protective Order on an Order
Shortening Time and For Stay of
Depositions Pending a Hearing on
the Matter
(Continued)
Minutes 02/10/15 RA 01792 —
01793
Order Granting in Part and Denying 03/04/15 RA 01794 —
in Part Motion for Protective Order 01796




Defendant Peppermill’s 06/12/15 8 RA 01797 —
Emergency/Ex Parte Motion For a 01840
NRCP 16 Pretrial Conference
Order 06/12/15 8 RA 01841 —
01842
Opposition to Peppermill’s 06/23/15 8 RA 01843 —
Emergency/Ex Parte Motion For a 01881
NRCP 16 Pretrial Conference
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Renewed 11/13/15 8 RA 01882 —
Motion for Summary Judgment 02000
Regarding “Trade Secret”
VOLUME 9
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Renewed 11/13/15 9 RA 02001 —
Motion for Summary Judgment 02250
Regarding “Trade Secret”
(Continued)
VOLUME 10
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Renewed 11/13/15 10 RA 02251 —
Motion for Summary Judgment 02281
Regarding “Trade Secret”
(Continued)




Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Renewed 11/18/15 10 RA 02282 —
Motion for Partial Summary 02500
Judgment Regarding Damages
VOLUME 11
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Renewed 11/18/15 11 RA 02501 —
Motion for Partial Summary 02750
Judgment Regarding Damages
(Continued)
VOLUME 12
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Renewed 11/18/15 12 RA 02751 —
Motion for Partial Summary 02785
Judgment Regarding Damages
(Continued)
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Motion 11/20/15 12 RA 02786 —
for Sanctions 02880
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s 11/25/15 12 RA 02881 —
Supplement to Renewed Motion for 02900
Summary Judgment Regarding
“Trade Secret”
GSR’s Opposition to Peppermill 12/14/15 12 RA 02901 —
Casinos, Inc.’s Motion for Sanctions 02911

With Respect to Gregory Gale.

Request for Sanctions
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Peppermill’s Reply to GSR’s 12/15/15 12 RA 02912 —
Opposition to Peppermill’s Motion 02931
for Partial Summary Judgment
Regarding Damages
Reply in Opposition to Peppermill’s 12/15/15 12 RA 02932 —
Renewed Motion for Summary 02990
Judgment Regarding “Trade Secret”
renewed
Defendant Peppermill Casinos, 12/23/15 12 RA 02991 —
Inc.’s Reply in Support of Motion 02995
for Sanctions
Request for Submission 12/23/15 12 RA 02996 —
02998
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Trial 01/04/16 12 RA 02999 —
Statement 03000
VOLUME 13
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Trial 01/04/16 13 RA 03001 —
Statement 03200
(Continued)
Plaintiff, MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC 01/04/16 13 RA 03201 —
d/b/a Grand Sierra Resort’s Trial 03218

Statement
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Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Response 01/04/16 13 RA 03219 —

to GSR’s Motion to Clarify the 03250
Court’s Order Filed December 22,
2015 Regarding Peppermill’s
Motions in Limine
VOLUME 14

Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Response 01/04/16 14 RA 03251 —

to GSR’s Motion to Clarify the 03257
Court’s Order Filed December 22,
2015 Regarding Peppermill’s
Motions in Limine
(Continued)

Minutes 01/07/16 14 RA 03258 —
03259

Trial Exhibit 4 - GSR Billboard 01/11/16 14 RA 03260 —
Photographs | 03266

Trial Exhibit 5 - GSR 01/11/16 14 RA 03267
Advertisements — “Loosest Buffalo”

Trial Exhibit 6 — 2341 Key on EBay 01/11/16 14 RA 03268 —
03280

Trial Exhibit 8 — 8:51 a.m. Tors 01/11/16 14 RA 03281 —
Email 03282
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Trial Exhibit 10 — Diagnostic Screen 01/11/16 14 RA 03283
Trial Exhibit 38 — “Reno Loosest 01/11/16 14 RA 03284
Slots in the USA” Billboard by PM
Trial Exhibit 53 —11/19/14 GSR 01/11/16 14 RA 03285
Website Slots and Video Poker
(Loosest Buffalo)
Trial Exhibit 54 — 11/07/14 & 01/11/16 14 RA 03286
11/17/14 List of games with par
settings
Trial Exhibit 56 — Chart of GSR 01/11/16 14 RA 03287
Earning Structure
Trial Exhibit 127 — GSR Buffalo 01/11/16 14 RA 03288
Billboard
Trial Exhibit 154 — Casino 01/11/16 14 RA 03289 —
Management Fee Information 03296
Trial Exhibit 166 — Report Entitled, 01/11/16 14 RA 03297 —
“Slot Market Assessment” by 03258
Applied Analysis
Trial Exhibit 188 — 02/03/15 01/11/16 14 RA 03259 —
Photocopy of Plaintiff MEI-GSR 03361

Holdings, LL.C a Nevada
Corporation d/b/a Grand Sierra
Resorts Disclosure of Expert

Witnesses
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Trial Exhibit 189 — 04/01/15 Grand 01/11/16 14 RA 03362 —
Sierra Resort’s Rebuttal Expert 03365
Disclosure
Trial Exhibit 214 — Parchanges.pdf 01/11/16 14 RA 03366 —
03382
Trial Exhibit 229 — GSR Wells 01/11/16 14 RA 03383 —
Market Share Monthly Report, 03386
Percentage of Player for Peppermill
v. GSR 2012 - 2013
Trial Exhibit 240 — Correspondence 01/11/16 14 RA 03387 —
from Gaming Control dated 03391
7/31/2013 Re: Investigation of Ryan
01/11/16Tors activities; Peppermill
Property Receipts
Trial Exhibit 340.1 — Buffalo 01/11/16 14 RA 03392 —
03405
Trial Exhibit 340.2 — Cats 01/11/16 14 RA 03406 —
03407
Trial Exhibit 340.2A — Cleopatra 01/11/16 14 RA 03408
Trial Exhibit 340.3 — Ducks in a 01/11/16 14 RA 03409
Row
Trial Exhibit 340.4 — Double 01/11/16 14 RA 03410

Diamond 2000
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Trial Exhibit 340.5 — Enchanted 01/11/16 14 RA 03411
Unicorn
Trial Exhibit 340.6 — Horoscope 01/11/16 14 RA 03412
Trial Exhibit 340.7 — Lil Lady 01/11/16 14 RA 03413
Trial Exhibit 340.8 — Money Storm 01/11/16 14 RA 03414
Trial Exhibit 340.9 — Munsters 01/11/16 14 RA 03415
Trial Exhibit 340.10 — Texas Tea 01/11/16 14 RA 03416
Trial Exhibit 340.11 — Wolf Run 01/11/16 14 RA 03417
Trial Exhibit 14A — 07/12/13 01/13/16 14 RA 03418
Handwritten Key Sheet by Tors
(Legible Copy)
Trial Exhibit 307 — 12/31/12 State 01/13/16 14 RA 03419 -
Gaming Control Board Gaming 03466
Revenue Report
Peppermill’s Objection to MEI-GSR 01/14/16 14 RA 03467 —
Holdings, LLC’s (1) Proposed Jury 03500

Instructions and Verdict Forms, (2)
Supplement to Proposed Jury
Instructions, and (3) Supplemental

Interim Jury Instructions
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VOLUME 15

Peppermill’s Objection to MEI-GSR 01/14/16 15 RA 03501 —
Holdings, LL.C’s (1) Proposed Jury 03596
Instructions and Verdict Forms, (2)

Supplement to Proposed Jury
Instructions, and (3) Supplemental
Interim Jury Instructions
(Continued)
Trial Exhibit 15 —07/12/13 Tors 01/14/16 15 RA 03597 —
Transcript from GSR re: Interview 033622
by GCB
Trial Exhibit 16A —01/02/13 01/14/16 15 RA 03623 —
11:24a.m. Tors email re: New 03624
Year’s Eve shop
Trial Exhibit 221B — Emails (with 01/14/16 15 RA 03625 -
notations) from Tors to various 03636
parties with PAR information dated
12/29/2011 — 06/13/2013
Trial Exhibit 74 — CDC Invoices to 01/15/16 15 RA 03637 —
GSR 03645
Trial Exhibit 77 — 06/2014 CDC 01/15/16 15 RA 03646 —
Report re: Free Play & Comp 03650
Rewards
Trial Exhibit 78 — 07/2014 CDC 01/15/16 15 RA 03651 —
Report re: Direct Mail 03700
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Trial Exhibit 162 — Atlantis 01/15/16 15 RA 03701 —
Advertisements 03704
Trial Exhibit 164 — Advertisement 01/15/16 15 RA 03705 —
from El Cortez 03710
Trial Exhibit 82 —11/2014 CDC 01/19/16 15 RA 03711 —
Report re: Direct Mail 03750
VOLUME 16
Trial Exhibit 82 — 11/2014 CDC 01/19/16 16 RA 03751 —
Report re: Direct Mail 03757
(Continued)
Trial Exhibit 20 — 09/2014 Affidavit 01/20/16 16 RA 03758 -
of David Schwartz 03760
Trial Exhibit 35A — 11/03/14 GSR 01/21/16 16 RA 03761 —
Answers to 2" Set of Interrogatories 03762
— REDACTED Interrogatory No. 14
and Response Only
Objection to Peppermill’s Proposed 01/22/16 16 RA 03763 -
Interim Jury Instructions 03816
Defendant’s NRCP 50 (a) Motion 01/22/16 16 RA 03817 —
for Judgment as A Matter of Law 03831
Trial Exhibit 50 - GSR Slot Add 01/22/16 16 RA 03832 —
Worksheet re: machine location and 03850
setting (including par) for certain
machines
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Trial Exhibit 73 - Custodian of 01/22/16 16 RA 03851 —
Records Statement 03852

Trial Exhibit 75 - 05/07/10 CDC 01/22/16 16 RA 03853 —
Report re: Slot Comp 03858

Trial Exhibit 76 - 05/12/10 CDC 01/22/16 16 RA 03859 —
Report re: Direct Mail 03864

Trial Exhibit 79 - 08/2014 CDC 01/22/16 16 RA 03865 —
Report re: Direct Mail 03912

Trial Exhibit 80 - 09/2014 CDC 01/22/16 16 RA 03913 —
Report re: Direct Mail 03957

Trial Exhibit 81 - 10/2014 CDC 01/22/16 16 RA 03958 -
Report re: Direct Mail 04000

VOLUME 17

Trial Exhibit 81 - 10/2014 CDC 01/22/16 17 RA 04001 —
Report re: Direct Mail 04006

Trial Exhibit 83 - 12/2014 CDC 01/22/16 17 RA 04007 —
Report re: Direct Mail 04051

Trial Exhibit 84 - 01/2015 CDC 01/22/16 17 RA 04052 —
Report re: Direct Mail 04096

Trial Exhibit 85 - 05/14/14 CDC 01/22/16 17 RA 04097 —
Contract with GSR (signed by 04099

Mimno)
Trial Exhibit 121 - GSR Slots and 01/22/16 17 RA 04100

Video Poker Website
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Trial Exhibit 122 - 2010-2014 01/22/16 17 RA 04101
Penny Video and Reels Net Win,
Gross Theo Free-Play Summary
Trial Exhibit 123 - 2009-2/2015 01/22/16 17 RA 04102 —
NGC Monthly Gross Revenue 04249
Reports (Highly Confidential)
Trial Exhibit 126 - 06/2015 Gaming 01/22/16 17 RA 04250
Abstract Page
VOLUME 18
Trial Exhibit 149 - Friedman 01/22/16 18 RA 04251 —
Rebuttal Report 04292
Trial Exhibit 150 - Lucas Rebuttal 01/22/16 18 RA 04293 -
Report 04329
Trial Exhibit 151 - Tom Sullivan 01/22/16 18 RA 04330
Player Cards
Trial Exhibit 153 - GSR Billboards 01/22/16 18 RA 04331 —
“Best” 04336
Trial Exhibit 156 - 06/05/15 Errata 01/22/16 18 RA 04337 -
to Plaintiff MEI-GSR Holdings, 04369
LLC, a Nevada Corporation, d/b/a
Grand Sierra Resort’s Amended
Disclosure of Expert Witness
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Trial Exhibit 157A — 08/28/15 01/22/16 18 RA 04370 —
Plaintiff MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC, 04405
a Nevada Corporation, d/b/a Grand
Sierra Resort’s Supplemental
Disclosure of Expert Witness —
REDACTED
Trial Exhibit 159 - Nevada Trade 01/22/16 18 RA 04406 —
Secret Act 04409
Trial Exhibit 160 - Aguero Charts — 01/22/16 18 RA 04410 —
No Correlation 04418
Trial Exhibit 169A - Expert 01/22/16 18 RA 04419 -
Rebuttal Report, Applied Analysis — 04421
REDACTED
Trial Exhibit 172 - 03/01/15 Expert 01/22/16 18 RA 04422 -
Witness Report of Professor 04457
Anthony Lucas
Trial Exhibit 186 - 11/03/15 01/22/16 18 RA 04458 —
Defendant Peppermills Casino’s 04487
Supplement to Disclosure of
Rebuttal Expert Witnesses
Trial Exhibit 201 - 09/06/15 Atlantis 01/22/16 18 RA 04488
Newspaper Ad
Trial Exhibit 202 - 08/30/15 Atlantis 01/22/16 18 RA 04489 —
Newspaper Ad 04490
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Trial Exhibit 206 - 10/15/15 Salazar 01/22/16 18 RA 04491 —
Rebuttal Expert Report 04500
VOLUME 19
Trial Exhibit 206 - 10/15/15 Salazar 01/22/16 19 RA 04501 —
Rebuttal Expert Report 04545
(Continued)
Trial Exhibit 215A - Peppermill 01/22/16 19 RA 04546 —
Casinos, Inc. Amended Answer to 04556
Complaint dated 7/25/2014 —
REDACTED
Trial Exhibit 239 A — Email from 01/22/16 19 RA 04557
Ryan Tors to NB Partners and
William Paganetti Dated 06/07/12
Trial Exhibit 300 - 2/2015 CDC 01/22/16 19 RA 04558 —
Report 04648
Trial Exhibit 301 - 3/2015 CDC 01/22/16 19 RA 04649 —
Report 04695
Trial Exhibit 302 - 4/2015 CDC 01/22/16 19 RA 04696 —
Report 04741
Trial Exhibit 303 - 5/2015 CDC 01/22/16 19 RA 04742 —
Report 04750
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VOLUME 20

Trial Exhibit 303 - 5/2015 CDC 01/22/16 20 RA 04751 —
Report 04788
(Continued)
Trial Exhibit 304 - 6/2015 CDC 01/22/16 20 RA 04789 —
Report 04384
Trial Exhibit 305 - 12/31/10 State 01/22/16 20 RA 04385 -
Gaming Control Board Gaming 04882
Revenue Report
Trial Exhibit 306 - 12/31/11 State 01/22/16 20 RA 04883 —
Gaming Control Board Gaming 04930
Revenue Report
Trial Exhibit 308 - 12/31/13 State 01/22/16 20 RA 04931 -
Gaming Control Board Gaming 04978
Revenue Report
Trial Exhibit 309 - 12/31/14 State 01/22/16 20 RA 04979 -
Gaming Control Board Gaming 05000

Revenue Report
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VOLUME 21

Trial Exhibit 309 - 12/31/14 State 01/22/16 21 RA 05001 -

Gaming Control Board Gaming 05026
Revenue Report
(Continued)

Trial Exhibit 310 - 08/31/15 State 01/22/16 21 RA 05027 —

Gaming Control Board Gaming 05074
Revenue Report

Trial Exhibit 311 - 2010 Partial Las 01/22/16 21 RA 05075 —
Vegas Sands Corp 05089

Trial Exhibit 312 - 2010 Partial Las 01/22/16 21 RA 05090 —
Vegas Sands Corp 10K/A 05101

Trial Exhibit 313 - 2011 Partial Las 01/22/16 21 RA 05102 —
Vegas Sands Corp 10K 05115

Trial Exhibit 314 - 2012 Partial Las 01/22/16 21 RA 05116 —
Vegas Sands Corp 10K 05130

Trial Exhibit 315 - 2013 Partial Las 01/22/16 21 RA 05131 —
Vegas Sands Corp 10K 05146

Trial Exhibit 316 - 2014 Partial Las 01/22/16 21 RA 05147 -
Vegas Sands Corp 10K 05162

Trial Exhibit 317 - 03/31/15 Partial 01/22/16 21 RA 05163 —
Las Vegas Sands Corp 10Q 05172

Trial Exhibit 318 - 06/30/15 Partial 01/22/16 21 RA 05173 -
Las Vegas Sands Corp 10Q 05189

Trial Exhibit 319 - 2010 Partial 01/22/16 21 RA 05190 —
Wynn Resorts, Limited 10K 05203
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Trial Exhibit 320 - 2011 Partial 01/22/16 21 RA 05204 -
Wynn Resorts, Limited 10K 05216

Trial Exhibit 321 - 2011 Partial 01/22/16 21 RA 05217 —
Wynn Resorts Limited 10K/A 05250

VOLUME 22

Trial Exhibit 321 - 2011 Partial 01/22/16 22 RA 05251 —

Wynn Resorts Limited 10K/A 05256
(Continued)

Trial Exhibit 322 - 2012 Partial 01/22/16 22 RA 05257 —
Wynn Resorts, Limited 10K 05266

Trial Exhibit 323 - 2013 Partial 01/22/16 22 RA 05267 -
Wynn Resorts, Limited 10K 05280

Trial Exhibit 324 - 2014 Partial 01/22/16 22 RA 05281 —
Wynn Resorts, Limited 10K 05293

Trial Exhibit 325 - 03/31/15 Partial 01/22/16 22 RA 05294 —
Wynn Resorts, Limited 10Q 05302

Trial Exhibit 326 - 06/30/15 Partial 01/22/16 22 RA 05303 -
Wynn Resorts, Limited 10Q 05315

Trial Exhibit 327 - 2010 Peppermill 01/22/16 22 RA 05316 —
Reno 1C Video and Reel Analysis 05317

(Highly Confidential)

Trial Exhibit 328 - 2011 Peppermill 01/22/16 22 RA 05318 -

Reno 1C Video and Reel Analysis 05319

(Highly Confidential)
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Trial Exhibit 329 - 2012 Peppermill 01/22/16 22 RA 05320 —
Reno 1C Video and Reel Analysis 05321
(Highly Confidential)
Trial Exhibit 330 - 2013 Peppermill 01/22/16 22 RA 05322 —
Reno 1C Video and Reel Analysis 05323
(Highly Confidential)
Trial Exhibit 339 - Machine 01/22/16 22 RA 05324
Performance Statistics
Opposition to Defendant’s NRCP 01/24/16 22 RA 05325 —
50 (a) Motion for Judgment as A 05337
Matter of Law
Defendant’s Reply Brief in Support 01/25/16 22 RA 05338 -
of NRCP 50(A) Motion for 05348
Judgment as A Matter of Law
Trial Exhibit 220A — (PM part 01/25/16 22 RA 05349 -
three.pdf) Emails from Ryan Tors to 05350
Other Parties Re: PAR Information
Dated 03/28/2010 — 11/2010 —
REDACTED
Trial Exhibit 170 - Expert Rebuttal 22 RA 05351 —
Report, Applied Analysis (with 05353

numbered paragraphs)
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Trial Exhibit 220 - (PM part 22 RA 05354 —
three.pdf) Emails from Ryan Tors to 05360
other parties Re: PAR information
dated 3/28/2010-11/2010
Trial Exhibit 232 - Aristocrat 22 RA 05361
“NOTICE OF
CONFIDENTIALITY OF PAR
SHEETS”
Trial Exhibit 241A - Emails dated 22 RA 05362 —
3/28/2010 — 11/2010 from Ryan 05368
Tors to other parties Re: PAR
information (PM13272-13278)
(PM13277, email between Tors and
Scott Bean Re: Rail City comp
reinvestment) - REDACTED
Trial Exhibit 358 - Portions of the 22 RA 05369 —
Deposition Transcript of Craig 05375
Robinson
Trial Exhibit 359 - Portions of the 22 RA 05376 —
Deposition Transcript of Terry 05384
Vavra
Trial Exhibit 360 - Portions of the 22 RA 05385 —
Deposition Transcript of Ralph 05398

Burdick
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Trial Exhibit 361 - Portions of the 22 RA 05399 —
Deposition Transcript of Toby 05406
Taylor
Trial Exhibit 362 - Portions of the 22 RA 05407 —
Deposition Transcript of Toby 05413
Taylor
Trial Exhibit 363 - Portions of the 22 RA 05414 —
Deposition Transcript of 05421
Michael Draeger
Trial Exhibit 364 - Portions of the 22 RA 05422 —
Deposition Transcript of David 05443
Schwartz
Portions of the Deposition of Tracy 22 RA 05444 -
Mimno 05450
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RESPONDENT PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC.’S ANSWERING BRIEF

APPENDIX - ALPHABETICAL TABLE OF CONTENTS

DOCUMENT DATE VOL. PAGE NO.
FILED or NO.
ADMITTED
Confirming Order 10/01/14 3 RA 00746 —
00747
Defendant Peppermill Casinos, 07/03/14 1 RA 00092 —
Inc.’s Brief in Response to Court 00164

Order; Opposition to Plaintiff’s
Motion to Compel Gaming Control
Board to Produce Documents;
Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion to
Compel Peppermill’s Production of
Documents; Opposition to

Plaintiff’s Motion for Protective

Order
Defendant Peppermill Casinos, 12/8/14 6 RA 01345 -
Inc.’s Memorandum of Costs and 01379

Attorneys’ Fees in Response to

Court’s Order of November 26,

2014
Defendant Peppermill Casinos, 10/27/14 4 RA 00807 —
Inc.’s Motion for Order Compelling 00825

GSR to Show Cause Why It Not Be

Held in Contempt




Defendant Peppermill Casinos, 06/04/14 1 RA 00001 —
Inc.’s Motion to Dismiss Complaint 00024
Defendant Peppermill Casinos, 09/26/14 3 RA 00716 —
Inc.’s Opposition to Plaintiff’s 00745
Motion to Strike and Dismiss
Defendant Peppermill’s Motion for
Case Terminating Sanctions
Defendant Peppermill Casinos, 12/23/15 12 RA 02991 —
Inc.’s Reply in Support of Motion 02995
for Sanctions
Defendant Peppermill Casinos, 06/30/14 1 RA 00074 —
Inc.’s Reply to Plaintiff’s 00087
Opposition to Motion to Dismiss
Complaint
Defendant Peppermill’s 06/12/15 8 RA 01797 —
Emergency/Ex Parte Motion For a 01840
NRCP 16 Pretrial Conference
Defendant’s NRCP 50 (a) Motion 01/22/16 16 RA 03817 —
for Judgment as A Matter of Law 03831
Defendant’s Reply Brief in Support 01/25/16 22 RA 05338 -
of NRCP 50(A) Motion for 05348

Judgment as A Matter of Law




Errata to Motion for Terminating 09/03/14 2 RA 00349 —
Sanctions, Or, In the Alternative, 00379
Motion to Compel Discovery
Ex Parte Motion for Protective 01/27/15 7 RA 01516 —
Order on an Order Shortening Time 01620
and For Stay of Depositions
Pending Hearing on the Matter
GSR'’s Opposition to Peppermill 12/14/15 12 RA 02901 —
Casinos, Inc.’s Motion for Sanctions 02911
With Respect to Gregory Gale.
Request for Sanctions
GSR’s Reply to Peppermill’s 02/05/15 7 RA 01697 —
Opposition to GSR’s Motion for 01750
Protective Order on an Order
Shortening Time and For Stay of
Depositions Pending a Hearing on
the Matter
GSR’s Reply to Peppermill’s 02/05/15 8 RA 01751 —
Opposition to GSR’s Motion for 01791

Protective Order on an Order
Shortening Time and For Stay of
Depositions Pending a Hearing on
the Matter
(Continued)




GSR’s Reply to Peppermill’s 07/08/14 | RA 00165 —
Opposition to Motion to Compel 00226
Documents Under 16.1; Motion for
a Protective Order, and Request for
Gaming Records
Joinder to Defendant Peppermill 06/30/14 1 RA 00088 —
Casinos, Inc.’s Reply to Plaintiff’s 00091
Opposition to Motion to Dismiss
Complaint
Joinder to Motion for Terminating 08/28/14 2 RA 00346 —
Sanctions, Or, In the Alternative, 00348
Motion to Compel Discovery
Minutes 02/10/15 8 RA 01792 —
01793
Minutes 01/07/16 14 RA 03258 —
03259
Motion for Protective Order on an 06/19/14 1 RA 00025 —
Order Shortening Time and for Stay 00073
of Depositions Pending Hearing on
the Matter
Motion for Terminating Sanctions, 08/25/14 1 RA 00241 —
Or, In the Alternative, Motion to 00250

Compel Discovery




Motion for Terminating Sanctions, 08/25/14 2 RA 00251 —
Or, In the Alternative, Motion to 00345
Compel Discovery
(Continued)
Notice of Entry of Order 12/2/14 6 RA 01331 —
01344
Notice of Entry of Order 01/21/15 7 RA 01509 —
01515
Objection to Commissioner’s 10/10/14 4 RA 00763 —
Recommendation Denying 00770
Plaintiff’s Motion for a Protective
Order and Request for a Stay of
Depositions Pending the Hearing on
the Objection
Objection to Peppermill’s Proposed 01/22/16 16 RA 03763 -
Interim Jury Instructions 03816
Opposition to Defendant’s Motion 11/13/14 4 RA 00975 —
for Order Compelling GSR to Show 01000
Cause Why It Should Not Be Held
In Contempt
Opposition to Defendant’s Motion 11/13/14 5 RA 01001 -
for Order Compelling GSR to Show 01250

Cause Why It Should Not Be Held
In Contempt
(Continued)




Opposition to Defendant’s Motion 11/13/14 6 RA 01251 —
for Order Compelling GSR to Show 01316
Cause Why It Should Not Be Held
In Contempt
(Continued)
Opposition to Defendant’s NRCP 01/24/16 22 RA 05325 —
50 (a) Motion for Judgment as A 05337
Matter of Law
Opposition to Peppermill’s 06/23/15 8 RA 01843 —
Emergency/Ex Parte Motion For a 01881
NRCP 16 Pretrial Conference
Opposition to Plaintiff’s Ex Parte 02/04/15 7 RA 01621 —
Motion for Protective Order on an 01696
Order Shortening Time and For Stay
of Depositions Pending Hearing on
the Matter
Order 11/13/14 4 RA 00970 —
00974
Order 11/26/14 6 RA 01320 -
01330
Order 01/20/15 7 RA 01505 -

01508




Order 06/12/15 8 RA 01841 —
01842
Order Granting in Part and Denying 03/04/15 8 RA 01794 —
in Part Motion for Protective Order 01796
Peppermill Casinos Inc.’s 11/12/14 4 RA 00831 —
Supplemental Motion for 00969
Terminating Sanctions Or, In the
Alternative, For an Order to Show
Cause Why Plaintiff Not Be Held In
Contempt and Subjected to Severe
Sanctions
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Amended 07/25/14 1 RA 00230 —
Answer to Complaint 00240
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Ex Parte 11/12/14 4 RA 00826 —
Emergency Motion for Rule 16 00830
Conference
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Motion 12/17/14 6 RA 01380 —
for Order Requiring GSR to Show 01417
Cause Why It Not be Held In
Contempt, Sanctioned and Ordered
to Produce Documents
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Motion 11/20/15 12 RA 02786 —
for Sanctions 02880




Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s 10/24/14 4 RA 00771 —
Opposition to Plaintiff’s Objection 00806
to Commissioner’s
Recommendation Denying
Plaintiff’s Motion for a Protective
Order and Request for a Stay of
Depositions Pending the Hearing on
the Objection
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Renewed 11/18/15 10 RA 02282 —
Motion for Partial Summary 02500
Judgment Regarding Damages
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Renewed 11/18/15 11 RA 02501 —
Motion for Partial Summary 02750
Judgment Regarding Damages
(Continued)
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Renewed 11/18/15 12 RA 02751 —
Motion for Partial Summary 02785
Judgment Regarding Damages
(Continued)
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Renewed 11/13/15 8 RA 01882 —
Motion for Summary Judgment 02000
Regarding “Trade Secret”
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Renewed 11/13/15 9 RA 02001 —
Motion for Summary Judgment 02250

Regarding “Trade Secret”
(Continued)




Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Renewed 11/13/15 10 RA 02251 —
Motion for Summary Judgment 02281
Regarding “Trade Secret”
(Continued)
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Reply to 01/06/15 6 RA 01452 —
Plaintiff’s Opposition to 01461
Defendant’s Memorandum of Fees
and Costs
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Reply to 01/08/15 6 RA 01465 —
Plaintiff’s Opposition to 01498
Defendant’s Motion For Contempt
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Response 01/04/16 13 RA 03219 —
to GSR’s Motion to Clarify the 03250
Court’s Order Filed December 22,
2015 Regarding Peppermill’s
Motions in Limine
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Response 01/04/16 14 RA 03251 -
to GSR’s Motion to Clarify the 03257

Court’s Order Filed December 22,
2015 Regarding Peppermill’s
Motions in Limine

(Continued)




Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s 11/25/15 12 RA 02881 —

Supplement to Renewed Motion for 02900

Summary Judgment Regarding
“Trade Secret”
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Trial 01/04/16 12 RA 02999 —
Statement 03000
Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s Trial 01/04/16 13 RA 03001 —
Statement 03200
(Continued)

Peppermill’s Objection to MEI-GSR 01/14/16 14 RA 03467 —
Holdings, LLC’s (1) Proposed Jury 03500
Instructions and Verdict Forms, (2)

Supplement to Proposed Jury
Instructions, and (3) Supplemental
Interim Jury Instructions

Peppermill’s Objection to MEI-GSR 01/14/16 15 RA 03501 —

Holdings, LLC’s (1) Proposed Jury 03596

Instructions and Verdict Forms, (2)
Supplement to Proposed Jury
Instructions, and (3) Supplemental
Interim Jury Instructions

(Continued)
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Peppermill’s Reply to GSR’s 12/15/15 12 RA 02912 —
Opposition to Peppermill’s Motion 02931
for Partial Summary Judgment
Regarding Damages
Plaintiff MEI-GSR Holdings, 09/09/14 2 RA 00380 —
LLC, d/b/a Grand Sierra Resorts 00500
Motion to Strike and Dismiss
Defendant Peppermill’s Motion
for Case Terminating Sanctions
Plaintiff MEI-GSR Holdings, 09/09/14 3 RA 00501 —
LLC, d/b/a Grand Sierra Resorts 00688
Motion to Strike and Dismiss
Defendant Peppermill’s Motion
for Case Terminating Sanctions
(Continued)
Plaintiff, MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC 01/04/16 13 RA 03201 —
d/b/a Grand Sierra Resort’s Trial 03218
Statement
Plaintiff’s Opposition to 01/02/15 6 RA 01418 -
Defendant’s Motion for Contempt 01451
Portions of the Deposition of Tracy 22 RA 05444 -
Mimno 05450
Recommendation for Order 09/19/14 3 RA 00689 —
00702
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Recommendation for Order 09/26/14 3 RA 00703 —
00712

Recommendation for Order 10/02/14 3 RA 00748 —
00750

Recommendation for Order 10/02/14 4 RA 00751 —
(Continued) 00762

Reply in Opposition to Peppermill’s 12/15/15 12 RA 02932 —
Renewed Motion for Summary 02990

Judgment Regarding “Trade Secret”
renewed

Request for Submission 07/15/14 1 RA 00227 —
00229

Request for Submission 09/26/14 3 RA 00713 —
00715

Request for Submission 11/24/14 6 RA 01317 —
01319

Request for Submission 01/06/15 6 RA 01462 —
01464

Request for Submission 01/08/15 6 RA 01499 —
01500

Request for Submission 01/08/15 7 RA 01501 —
(Continued) 01504

Request for Submission 12/23/15 12 RA 02996 —

02998
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Trial Exhibit 10 — Diagnostic Screen 01/11/16 14 RA 03283
Trial Exhibit 121 - GSR Slots and 01/22/16 17 RA 04100
Video Poker Website
Trial Exhibit 122 - 2010-2014 01/22/16 17 RA 04101
Penny Video and Reels Net Win,
Gross Theo Free-Play Summary
Trial Exhibit 123 - 2009-2/2015 01/22/16 17 RA 04102 —
NGC Monthly Gross Revenue 04249
Reports (Highly Confidential)
Trial Exhibit 126 - 06/2015 Gaming 01/22/16 17 RA 04250
Abstract Page
Trial Exhibit 127 — GSR Buffalo 01/11/16 14 RA 03288
Billboard -
Trial Exhibit 149 - Friedman 01/22/16 18 RA 04251 —
Rebuttal Report 04292
Trial Exhibit 14A —07/12/13 01/13/16 14 RA 03418
Handwritten Key Sheet by Tors
(Legible Copy)
Trial Exhibit 15 —07/12/13 Tors 01/14/16 15 RA 03597 —
Transcript from GSR re: Interview 033622

by GCB
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Trial Exhibit 150 - Lucas Rebuttal 01/22/16 18 RA 04293 -
Report 04329
Trial Exhibit 151 - Tom Sullivan 01/22/16 18 RA 04330
Player Cards
Trial Exhibit 153 - GSR Billboards 01/22/16 18 RA 04331 -
“Best” 04336
Trial Exhibit 154 — Casino 01/11/16 14 RA 03289 —
Management Fee Information 03296
Trial Exhibit 156 - 06/05/15 Errata 01/22/16 18 RA 04337 -
to Plaintiff MEI-GSR Holdings, 04369
LLC, a Nevada Corporation, d/b/a
Grand Sierra Resort’s Amended
Disclosure of Expert Witness
Trial Exhibit 157A — 08/28/15 01/22/16 18 RA 04370 —
Plaintiff MEI-GSR Holdings, LL.C, 04405
a Nevada Corporation, d/b/a Grand
Sierra Resort’s Supplemental
Disclosure of Expert Witness —
REDACTED
Trial Exhibit 159 - Nevada Trade 01/22/16 18 RA 04406 —
Secret Act 04409
Trial Exhibit 160 - Aguero Charts — 01/22/16 18 RA 04410 —
No Correlation 04418
Trial Exhibit 162 — Atlantis 01/15/16 15 RA 03701 —
Advertisements 03704
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Trial Exhibit 164 — Advertisement 01/15/16 15 RA 03705 —
from El Cortez 03710
Trial Exhibit 166 — Report Entitled, 01/11/16 14 RA 03297 —
“Slot Market Assessment” by 03258
Applied Analysis
Trial Exhibit 169A - Expert 01/22/16 18 RA 04419 -
Rebuttal Report, Applied Analysis — 04421
REDACTED
Trial Exhibit 16A — 01/02/13 01/14/16 15 RA 03623 —
11:24a.m. Tors email re: New 03624
Year’s Eve shop
Trial Exhibit 170 - Expert Rebuttal 22 RA 05351 —
Report, Applied Analysis (with 05353
numbered paragraphs)
Trial Exhibit 172 - 03/01/15 Expert 01/22/16 18 . RA 04422 -
Witness Report of Professor 04457
Anthony Lucas
Trial Exhibit 186 - 11/03/15 01/22/16 18 RA 04458 —
Defendant Peppermills Casino’s 04487

Supplement to Disclosure of

Rebuttal Expert Witnesses
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Trial Exhibit 188 —02/03/15 01/11/16 14 RA 03259 —

Photocopy of Plaintiff MEI-GSR 03361
Holdings, LL.C a Nevada
Corporation d/b/a Grand Sierra
Resorts Disclosure of Expert
Witnesses

Trial Exhibit 189 —04/01/15 Grand 01/11/16 14 RA 03362 —

Sierra Resort’s Rebuttal Expert 03365
Disclosure

Trial Exhibit 20 — 09/2014 Affidavit 01/20/16 16 RA 03758 -

of David Schwartz 03760
Trial Exhibit 201 - 09/06/15 Atlantis 01/22/16 18 RA 04488
Newspaper Ad

Trial Exhibit 202 - 08/30/15 Atlantis 01/22/16 18 RA 04489 —
Newspaper Ad 04490

Trial Exhibit 206 - 10/15/15 Salazar 01/22/16 18 RA 04491 —
Rebuttal Expert Report 04500

Trial Exhibit 206 - 10/15/15 Salazar 01/22/16 19 RA 04501 -
Rebuttal Expert Report 04545

(Continued)

Trial Exhibit 214 — Parchanges.pdf 01/11/16 14 RA 03366 —
03382

Trial Exhibit 215A - Peppermill 01/22/16 19 RA 04546 —
Casinos, Inc. Amended Answer to 04556

Complaint dated 7/25/2014 —
REDACTED
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Trial Exhibit 220 - (PM part 22 RA 05354 —
three.pdf) Emails from Ryan Tors to 05360
other parties Re: PAR information
dated 3/28/2010-11/2010
Trial Exhibit 220A — (PM part 01/25/16 22 RA 05349 —
three.pdf) Emails from Ryan Tors to 05350
Other Parties Re: PAR Information
Dated 03/28/2010 — 11/2010 —
REDACTED
Trial Exhibit 221B — Emails (with 01/14/16 15 RA 03625 -
notations) from Tors to various 03636
parties with PAR information dated
12/29/2011 — 06/13/2013
Trial Exhibit 229 — GSR Wells 01/11/16 14 RA 03383 —
Market Share Monthly Report, 03386
Percentage of Player for Peppermill
v. GSR 2012 - 2013
Trial Exhibit 232 - Aristocrat 22 RA 05361
“NOTICE OF
CONFIDENTIALITY OF PAR
SHEETS”
Trial Exhibit 239 A — Email from 01/22/16 19 RA 04557

Ryan Tors to NB Partners and
William Paganetti Dated 06/07/12
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Trial Exhibit 240 — Correspondence 01/11/16 14 RA 03387 —
from Gaming Control dated 03391
7/31/2013 Re: Investigation of Ryan
01/11/16Tors activities; Peppermill
Property Receipts
Trial Exhibit 241A - Emails dated 22 RA 05362 —
3/28/2010 — 11/2010 from Ryan 05368
Tors to other parties Re: PAR
information (PM13272-13278)
(PM13277, email between Tors and
Scott Bean Re: Rail City comp
reinvestment) - REDACTED
Trial Exhibit 300 - 2/2015 CDC 01/22/16 19 RA 04558 —
Report 04648
Trial Exhibit 301 - 3/2015 CDC 01/22/16 19 RA 04649 —
Report 04695
Trial Exhibit 302 - 4/2015 CDC 01/22/16 19 RA 04696 —
Report 04741
Trial Exhibit 303 - 5/2015 CDC 01/22/16 19 RA 04742 —
Report 04750
Trial Exhibit 303 - 5/2015 CDC 01/22/16 20 RA 04751 —
Report 04788

(Continued)
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Trial Exhibit 304 - 6/2015 CDC 01/22/16 20 RA 04789 —
Report 04384
Trial Exhibit 305 - 12/31/10 State 01/22/16 20 RA 04385 —
Gaming Control Board Gaming 04882
Revenue Report
Trial Exhibit 306 - 12/31/11 State 01/22/16 20 RA 04883 —
Gaming Control Board Gaming 04930
Revenue Report
Trial Exhibit 307 — 12/31/12 State 01/13/16 14 RA 03419 -
Gaming Control Board Gaming 03466
Revenue Report
Trial Exhibit 308 - 12/31/13 State 01/22/16 20 RA 04931 —
Gaming Control Board Gaming 04978
Revenue Report
Trial Exhibit 309 - 12/31/14 State 01/22/16 20 RA 04979 -
Gaming Control Board Gaming 05000
Revenue Report
Trial Exhibit 309 - 12/31/14 State 01/22/16 21 RA 05001 -
Gaming Control Board Gaming 05026

Revenue Report
(Continued)

19

e,



Trial Exhibit 310 - 08/31/15 State 01/22/16 21 RA 05027 —

Gaming Control Board Gaming 05074
Revenue Report

Trial Exhibit 311 - 2010 Partial Las 01/22/16 21 RA 05075 —
Vegas Sands Corp 05089

Trial Exhibit 312 - 2010 Partial Las 01/22/16 21 RA 05090 —
Vegas Sands Corp 10K/A 05101

Trial Exhibit 313 - 2011 Partial Las 01/22/16 21 RA 05102 -
Vegas Sands Corp 10K 05115

Trial Exhibit 314 - 2012 Partial Las 01/22/16 21 RA 05116 —
Vegas Sands Corp 10K 05130

Trial Exhibit 315 - 2013 Partial Las 01/22/16 21 RA 05131 -
Vegas Sands Corp 10K 05146

Trial Exhibit 316 - 2014 Partial Las 01/22/16 21 RA 05147 -
Vegas Sands Corp 10K 05162

Trial Exhibit 317 - 03/31/15 Partial 01/22/16 21 RA 05163 —
Las Vegas Sands Corp 10Q 05172

Trial Exhibit 318 - 06/30/15 Partial 01/22/16 21 RA 05173 —
Las Vegas Sands Corp 10Q 05189

Trial Exhibit 319 - 2010 Partial 01/22/16 21 RA 05190 —
Wynn Resorts, Limited 10K 05203

Trial Exhibit 320 - 2011 Partial 01/22/16 21 RA 05204 -
Wynn Resorts, Limited 10K 05216

Trial Exhibit 321 - 2011 Partial 01/22/16 21 RA 05217 —
Wynn Resorts Limited 10K/A 05250
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Trial Exhibit 321 - 2011 Partial 01/22/16 22 RA 05251 -
Wynn Resorts Limited 10K/A 05256
(Continued)
Trial Exhibit 322 - 2012 Partial 01/22/16 22 RA 05257 -
Wynn Resorts, Limited 10K 05266
Trial Exhibit 323 - 2013 Partial 01/22/16 22 RA 05267 -
Wynn Resorts, Limited 10K 05280
Trial Exhibit 324 - 2014 Partial 01/22/16 22 RA 05281 —
Wynn Resorts, Limited 10K 05293
Trial Exhibit 325 - 03/31/15 Partial 01/22/16 22 RA 05294 —
Wynn Resorts, Limited 10Q 05302
Trial Exhibit 326 - 06/30/15 Partial 01/22/16 22 RA 05303 —
Wynn Resorts, Limited 10Q 05315
Trial Exhibit 327 - 2010 Peppermill 01/22/16 22 RA 05316 —
Reno 1C Video and Reel Analysis 05317
(Highly Confidential)
Trial Exhibit 328 - 2011 Peppermill 01/22/16 22 RA 05318 —
Reno 1C Video and Reel Analysis 05319
(Highly Confidential)
Trial Exhibit 329 - 2012 Peppermill 01/22/16 22 RA 05320 —
Reno 1C Video and Reel Analysis 05321
(Highly Confidential)
Trial Exhibit 330 - 2013 Peppermill 01/22/16 22 RA 05322 —
Reno 1C Video and Reel Analysis 05323

(Highly Confidential)
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Trial Exhibit 339 - Machine 01/22/16 22 RA 05324
Performance Statistics
Trial Exhibit 340.1 — Buffalo 01/11/16 14 RA 03392 —
03405
Trial Exhibit 340.10 — Texas Tea 01/11/16 14 RA 03416
Trial Exhibit 340.11 — Wolf Run 01/11/16 14 RA 03417
Trial Exhibit 340.2 — Cats 01/11/16 14 RA 03406 —
03407
Trial Exhibit 340.2A — Cleopatra 01/11/16 14 RA 03408
Trial Exhibit 340.3 — Ducks in a 01/11/16 14 RA 03409
Row
Trial Exhibit 340.4 - Double 01/11/16 14 RA 03410
Diamond 2000
Trial Exhibit 340.5 — Enchanted 01/11/16 14 RA 03411
Unicorn
Trial Exhibit 340.6 — Horoscope 01/11/16 14 RA 03412
Trial Exhibit 340.7 — Lil Lady 01/11/16 14 RA 03413
Trial Exhibit 340.8 — Money Storm 01/11/16 14 RA 03414
Trial Exhibit 340.9 — Munsters 01/11/16 14 RA 03415
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Trial Exhibit 358 - Portions of the 22 RA 05369 —
Deposition Transcript of Craig 05375
Robinson
Trial Exhibit 359 - Portions of the 22 RA 05376 —
Deposition Transcript of Terry 05384
Vavra
Trial Exhibit 35A — 11/03/14 GSR 01/21/16 16 RA 03761 —
Answers to 2™ Set of Interrogatories 03762
— REDACTED Interrogatory No. 14
and Response Only
Trial Exhibit 360 - Portions of the 22 RA 05385 —
Deposition Transcript of Ralph 05398
Burdick
Trial Exhibit 361 - Portions of the 22 RA 05399 —
Deposition Transcript of Toby 05406
Taylor
Trial Exhibit 362 - Portions of the 22 RA 05407 —
Deposition Transcript of Toby 05413
Taylor
Trial Exhibit 363 - Portions of the 22 RA 05414 -
Deposition Transcript of 05421
Michael Draeger
Trial Exhibit 364 - Portions of the 22 RA 05422 —
Deposition Transcript of David 05443

Schwartz
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Trial Exhibit 38 — “Reno Loosest 01/11/16 14 RA 03284
Slots in the USA” Billboard by PM
Trial Exhibit 4 - GSR Billboard 01/11/16 14 RA 03260 —
Photographs 03266
Trial Exhibit 5 — GSR 01/11/16 14 RA 03267
Advertisements — “Loosest Buffalo”
Trial Exhibit 50 - GSR Slot Add 01/22/16 16 RA 03832 —
Worksheet re: machine location and 03850
setting (including par) for certain
machines
Trial Exhibit 53 — 11/19/14 GSR 01/11/16 14 RA 03285
Website Slots and Video Poker
(Loosest Buffalo)
Trial Exhibit 54 — 11/07/14 & 01/11/16 14 RA 03286
11/17/14 List of games with par
settings
Trial Exhibit 56 — Chart of GSR 01/11/16 14 RA 03287
Earning Structure
Trial Exhibit 6 — 2341 Key on EBay 01/11/16 14 RA 03268 -
03280
Trial Exhibit 73 - Custodian of 01/22/16 16 RA 03851 —
Records Statement 03852
Trial Exhibit 74 — CDC Invoices to 01/15/16 15 RA 03637 —
GSR 03645
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Trial Exhibit 75 - 05/07/10 CDC 01/22/16 16 RA 03853 —
Report re: Slot Comp 03858
Trial Exhibit 76 - 05/12/10 CDC 01/22/16 16 RA 03859 —
Report re: Direct Mail 03864
Trial Exhibit 77 - 06/2014 CDC 01/15/16 15 RA 03646 —
Report re: Free Play & Comp 03650
Rewards
Trial Exhibit 78 — 07/2014 CDC 01/15/16 15 RA 03651 -
Report re: Direct Mail 03700
Trial Exhibit 79 - 08/2014 CDC 01/22/16 16 RA 03865 —
Report re: Direct Mail 03912
Trial Exhibit 8 — 8:51 a.m. Tors 01/11/16 14 RA 03281 —
Email 03282
Trial Exhibit 80 - 09/2014 CDC 01/22/16 16 RA 03913 -
Report re: Direct Mail 03957
Trial Exhibit 81 - 10/2014 CDC 01/22/16 16 RA 03958 -
Report re: Direct Mail 04000
Trial Exhibit 81 - 10/2014 CDC 01/22/16 17 RA 04001 —
Report re: Direct Mail 04006
Trial Exhibit 82 — 11/2014 CDC 01/19/16 15 RA 03711 —
Report re: Direct Mail 03750
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Trial Exhibit 82 — 11/2014 CDC 01/19/16 16 RA 03751 —

Report re: Direct Mail 03757
(Continued)

Trial Exhibit 83 - 12/2014 CDC 01/22/16 17 RA 04007 -
Report re: Direct Mail 04051

Trial Exhibit 84 - 01/2015 CDC 01/22/16 17 RA 04052 -
Report re: Direct Mail 04096

Trial Exhibit 85 - 05/14/14 CDC 01/22/16 17 RA 04097 —
Contract with GSR (signed by 04099

Mimno)
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1 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
2 Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of ROBISON, BELAUSTEGUI,
SHARP & LOW, and that on this date I caused to be served a true copy of the MOTION FOR
3 | TERMINATING SANCTIONS OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, MOTION TO COMPEL
4 DISCOVERY
by placing an original or true copy thereof in a sealed envelope, with sufficient
5 postage affixed thereto, in the United States mail at Reno, Nevada, addressed to:
B
by using the Court’s CM/ECF Electronic Notification System addressed to:
7 H. STAN JOHNSON, ESQ.
TERRY KINNALLY, ESQ.
8 Cohen-Johnson, LLC
Email: sjohnson(@cohenjohnson.com
9 tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com
Attorneys for Plaintiff
10 MARK GUNDERSON, ESQ.
Gunderson Law Firm
11 Email: mgunderson@gundersonlaw.com
12 Attorneys for Defendant Ryan Tors
CLARK V. VELLIS, ESQ.
13 Cotton, Driggs, Walch, Holley, Woloson & Thompson
Email: cvellis@nevadafirm.com
14 Attorneys for Defendant Peppermill Casinos, Inc.
15 MICHAEL P. SOMPS, ESQ.
DARLENE B. CARUSO, ESQ.
State Gaming Control Board
16 555 East Washington Avenue, Suite 3900
Las Vegas, NV 89101-1068
17 Email: dcaruso@ag.nv.gov
mMSomps(@ag.nv.gov
18 Attorneys for Nevada Gaming Control Board
19 . . |
by electronic email addressed to the above.
20 by personal delivery/hand delivery addressed to:
by facsimile (fax) addressed to:
21 by Federal Express/UPS or other overnight delivery addressed to:
oy oS
29 DATED: This z.j:‘aay of August, 2014. .
23
24
25
26
27
28
Roblson, Belaustegui,
Sharp & Low
71 Washington Street
Reno, Nevada 89503
{775) 329-3151
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Robison, Belaustegui,
Sharp & Low

71 Washington St.
Reno, NV 89503
(775) 329-3151

LIST OF EXHIBITS

EXHIBIT NO. DOCUMENT NO. OF PAGES
1 8/6/14 letter Robison to Johnson / Kinnally 4
2 8/12/14 letter Kinnally to Robison 2
3 Certificate Re Nonappearance of Plaintiff — 8/25/14 8
4 Affidavit of Kent R. Robison 2
5 Partial transcript of Proceedings — 6/26/14 Status Hearing 5
6 Defendant Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s First Set of

Interrogatories to Plaintiff dated 6/4/14 16
7 Plaintiff’s Response to Defendant Peppermill Casino, Inc.’s

First Set of Requests for Production of Documents to Plaintiff 28
8 6/27/14 Court Minutes of 6/26/14 Status Hearing 3
9 6/27/14 letter Robison to counsel 2
10 Supplemental Amended Notice of Taking Depositions of

Plaintiff’s Persons Most Knowledgeable Pursuant to

NRCP 30(b)(6) 11
11 Declaration of Anthony F. Lucas, Ph.D. 1
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August 6. 2014

ORIGINAL VIA FIRST CLASS MAIL

COPY VIA EMAIL: sjohnson@cohenjohnsen.com
tkinnallvi@cohenichnson.com

H. Stan Johnson. Esg.

Terry Kinnally, Esq.

Cohen-Johnson. LLC

255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100

Las Vegas, NV 89119

Re: GSR v. Peppermili/Tors
Dear Counsel:

We received your “Responses™ to our Requests for Production of Documents.
The responses are inappropriate and for the most part Interpose objections 1o nearly ail of
Peppermill’s requests for highly relevant and clearly discoverable documents.

The objections are based upon broad and generai grounds. The objections are
also based upon the claim that the requested documents constitute protected, confidential.
and/or proprietary matters. In light of the Confidentiality Agreement we have executed.
that is no longer a velid objection.

This is an invitation to meet and confer concerning two discovery disputes now
pending. First, GSR has failed and refused to answer interrogatories. Accordingly. since
the responses, if ever given would be untimely, objections are net available to GSR.
Please respond to the Interrogatories immediasely. or we wili seek an order compelling
discovery.

The second dispute pertains to the improper objections GSR has made to a
Request for Production of Documents. Under Nevada law a trade secret is a formula,
practice, process, design. or compilation of information that is generally not known or
reasonably ascertainable. Par settings on the penny machines that Mr. Tors accessed are
generally known, and are reasonablv ascertainable. Therefore, we di spute that GSRs par
settings on the fifteen penny slot machines involved in this case are trade secrets,
Mereover, GSR has made its par settings known to the public, which ig another reason
why GSR’s par settings are not trade secrets.

GSR bases its claim for damages on the Nevada Trade Secrets Act. Despite
repeated requests that GSR provide a computation of its damages, GSR has refused 1o do
so. It can only be concluded that GSR has no actual damages because GSR has failed w0
comply with NRCP 16.1(a).

In open court, GSR has admitted thet it cannot show actual loss of revenue or
profit because of Mr. Tors” activity. Instead, GSR has stated in open court that it is
entitled to damages based upon a “rovalty” theory. Other than simply using the word
royalty, GSR has provided no documents, discovery. or other required mformation under
NRCP 16.1 that sheds any light on how the royalty is computed or calculated.

RA 00254



H. Stan Johnson. Esg.
Terry Kinnally, Esq.

August &, 2014
. A

¥ o IO
{)qgh ]

We are entitied to know that. We have thoroughly researched GSRs new and
mnovative theory that it is entitled to royalty. Under the “reasonable royaley™ theorv.,
damages can be established by determining the fair market value of the par settings
obtained by Tors. See University Computing Company v. Lvkes- Youngstown Corp.. 504
F.2d 518 (1974). The Peppermill must provide necessarv and required information to iis
experts to make this determination. The information requested in our decurnent request
is essential.

Typicaily, a defendant’s profit margins earned on the product allegedly
misappropriated, must be considered. To do that, our experts are entitled to the
documents that are identified in our Request for Production of Documents. The tvpical
royalty calculation formula under trade secret legislation s based upen a hvpothetically
bargained for price that is associated with the trade secret at issue. We are unaware of
any par settings that have been “sold” or marketed for an agreed-upon price. If this is tre
approach GSR intends to take, please advise.

We intend to analyze the information requested in the Requests for Production
K33

and Responses to Interrogatories to construct our own “reasonable rovalty” damage
model. Clearly, we are entitled to do so.

As mentioned, we intend to present a reasonable royalty theory of damages. Thar
damage model will show that, contrary to your assertions, GSR is not entitled 10 anv tvpe
of royalty damage. The model we intend fo present through our expert witnesses {who
themselves have done considerable research; requires us to analyze the methodology by
which GSR has utilized the par settings, together with its “reinvestment™ strategies.
Obviously, a par setting has no market valae if other marketing strategies and
reinvestment strategies diminish the significance of a given par setting or a given
machine.

As youknow, we are defending a case in which GSR has put an unbelievable
value on a seven day delay of mailings. We know GSR has therefore “valued” 118
reinvestment strategies with various players. With the inforraation requested in our
Request for Production of Documents, our experts can then value what GSR has
established as the fair market vaiue of par settings on the fifteen machines that have been
accessed in this case and compare that to the hi gh vajue GSR has atributed 1o its
marketing strategies.

The foregoing explanation is preliminary. Our experts know how to calculate a
theoretical royaity based upon applicable law. Also, the GSR wil! have 1o produce the
requested docurnents s¢ our experts can properly analyze the method by which GSR
values its par settings, just as it has already “valued” its reinvestment strategies. We
respectfully ask that vou consider the foregoing as our meet and confer representations.
If you agree with the above analysis, we can talk to determine whether or not there are
any specific areas of our requests that should be withdrawn. If you elect not to discuss
this matter with us on or before August 11, 2014. we will move forward with a Motion to
Compel and for sanctions and fees associated therewith.
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- Page 3

This lawsuit has been pending for nearly one year. GSR has not provided any
information, voluntarily or otherwise, which would lead to a reasonable 1nference that
GSR sustained any damages as a result of Mr. Tors’ activities. For GSR to simply say
that the documents that it needs to establish its damages are in the possession of the
Peppermill is circular and self-serving nonsense. The various public documents that have
been published since January 1, 2012, show that the GSR’s market share is increasing,
not decreasing. These public records further reflect that GSR s slot revenue is
increasing, not decreasing, These same public documents show that the market share for
the Peppermill is decreasing as is its slot revenue. For anvone 10 suggest that there is 2
realistic market value for the par seftings of fifteen penny slot machines at the GSR.
shows an absence of knowledge about slot revenue. marketing plans, and gaming
strategies.

Should you have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me
. at your earliest convenience. If [ do not hear from you, I will consider our meet and
| confer requirements to have been fulfilled.

; Yours very truly,

v,
H
» o

a] & {

R .
"

KENT R. ROBISON

KRR:med:jf
ce: Clark Vellis, Esq.

AW PR K1 872 006-Peppeiiniil <GSR ¥ L-Johmon Kinnally 7-1 8- (£, doex
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Jazne Ferretto |

From: Jayne Ferretto

Sent: Wednesday, August 06, 2014 2:14 PM

To: 'sjohnson@cohenjohnson.com’; tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com
Cc: 'Clark V. Vellis'

Subject: GSR v. Peppermill / Tors

Attachments: L-Robison to Johnson.Kinnally.08-06-14.pdf

Dear Counsel:

Attached hereto is Mr. Robison’s letter to you of this date, the original of which is being forwarded to you via U.S. Mail.
Thank you.

Jayne Ferretto
Assistant to Kent Robison
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. Stan Johnson, Esq.

COHEN l JOHNSON sjohns'on@cohenjoh.nson.com
ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS AT LAW cohenjohnsonlaw.com

255 E. Warm Springs Rd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
702-823-3500 tel
702-823-3400 fax
August 12, 2014

Robison, Belaustegui, Sharp, and Low
C/o Kent Robison, Esq.

71 Washington Street

Reno, Nevada 89503

Re: Case No.CV13-01704
Our Client: MEI-GSR

Dear Mr. Robison:

We are in receipt of your letter and are happy to schedule a dispute resolution conference with
you. Please provide us with the times and dates you and counsel for Mr. Tors will be available.

We suggest you review the stipulation which provides in Paragraph 17 (iv) (shall be deemed) “to
affect in any way the authenticity or admissibility or any document, testimony, or other evidence
at the trial. Entry of this Stipulation does not preclude any party from seeking or opposing
additional protection for particular information.” The existence of the confidentiality agreement
does not magically transform irrelevant information to that which is relevant.

It is our position that the protective order filed covers all trade secrets at issue, and that the
granting of the order will bar any discovery on these topics and was sufficient objection to the
interrogatories filed. It is also our position that the information you seek is irrelevant to GSR’s
claims against the Peppermill. You are correct in stating that we are seeking damages in the form
of aroyalty. However you misapprehend the method of calculation for a royalty. According to
Black’s Law Dictionary a royalty is “a payment reserved by the grantor of a patent, lease of a
mine, or similar right and payable proportionately to the use made of the right by the grantee.
This does not change because Peppermill became a de facto grantee by the theft of the PAR
information. As you point out in your letter “Typically a defendant’s profit margins earned on
the product allegedly misappropriated must be considered” We agree however GSR’s
information is irrelevant to Defendant Peppermill’s profit margins which you now admit is the
proper measure of damages.

Peppermill has tacitly admitted that it used the PAR information to track players, strategies used
in setting PARS, as well as in the setting of PARS, marketing strategies, player promotions, slot
promotions, advertising and auditing of slot machine performance. GSR is entitled to a royalty
based on these uses. As soon as Peppermill complies with the disclosure requirements of NRCP
16.1 GSR will have the material necessary to compute the value that Peppermill derived from its
misappropriation.
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In order to maximize the conference we will also plan on addressing Peppermill’s failure to
produce any documents pursuant to NRCP 16.1 since the execution of the confidentiality
agreement. We would also like to discuss dates for the depositions of William Paganetti and
Billy Paganetti.

We await your response.

Very truly yours,

Terry Kinnally

Terry Kinnally, Esq.
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Case No. CV13-01704

Dept. No. B7

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

-0Co—-

MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada

Corporation, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT,

Plaintiff,

PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC., a Nevada

Corporation, d/b/a PEPPERMILL CASINO;
RYAN TORS, an individual; JOHN DOES I-X,
and JANE DOES I-X and CORPORATIONS I-X,

Defendant (s).

M N N M e N e N e e e e e e

CERTIFICATE RE NONAPPEARANCE OF
PLAINTIFF'S PERSON MOST KNOWLEDGEABLE
PURSUANT TO NRCP 30 (b) (6)

MONDAY, AUGUST 25, 2014

RENO, NEVADA

Reported By: BECKY VAN AUKEN, RMR, CRR, CCR #418
CALIFORNIA CSR #7947

CAPTIONS UNLIMITED OF NEVADA, INC. (775) 746-3534
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-00o~- APPEARANCES -00o0-~

FOR DEFENDANT PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC.,
d/b/a PEPPERMILL CASINOS:

ROBISON, BELAUSTEGUI, SHARP & LOW
BY: KENT R. ROBISON, ESsQ.
- and -
KEEGAN G. LOW, ESO.
71 Washington Street
Reno, Newvada 89503

COTTION, DRIGGS, WALCH, HOLLEY, WOLOSON & THOMPSON
BY: CLARK V. VELLIS, ESQ.
800 S. MEADOWS PARKWAY, SUITE 800
RENO, NEVADA 89521

FOR DEFENDANT RYAN TORS:

GUNDERSON LAW FIRM
BY: MARK GUNDERSON, ESOQ.
3885 Warren Way
Reno, Nevada 89509

ALSO PRESENT:

RYAN TORS
JAMES STEWART, Paralegal

CAPTIONS UNLIMITED OF NEVADA, INC. (775) 746~3534
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1 -o00o-

2 RENO, NEVADA, MONDAY, AUGUST 25, 2014, 9:10 A_.M.

3 -00o0-

4

5 TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

6

7 -000o-

8

9 (Exhibit 1 was marked.)

10 MR. ROBISON: This is the time set for the
11 taking of derpositions in this matter pursuant to

12 Exhibit 1, which is the Supplemental Amended Notice of
13 Taking Depositions of Plaintiff's Persons Most

14 Knowledgeable Pursuant to NRCP 30(b) (6).

15 This series of depositions was scheduled
16 pursuant to a hearing held with Judge Flanagan on

17 June 26th, 2014. The 30(b)(6) deposition process was
18 discussed with Judge Flanagan on that date in June,

19 and the plaintiff, through Ms. Kinnally, expressed an
20 objection to the format of the 30(b) (6) deposition
21 notice, those depositions then being scheduled for
22 July 10th. She complained that specific times for

23 specific witnesses were not set forth in the notice.
24 That problem was discussed before Judge
25 Flanagan, and we agreed tc amend and supplement our

CAPTIONS UNLIMITED OF NEVADA, INC. (775) 746-3534
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notice to reflect specific times for specific dates of
all of the topics set forth on Exhibit 1 of the
notice, which has been marked as Exhibit 1 to this
certification of nonappearance.

Today we're scheduled to take the
plaintiff's person most knowledgeable for item No. 1
on Exhibit 1 to Exhibit 1 at 9:00 a.m., and we're to
follow the rest of the day to examine the person most
knowledgeable about topic No. 2 at 10:00 a.m., topic
No. 3 at 11:00 a.m., topic No. 4 at 1:00 p.m., top
No. 5 at 2:00 p.m., topic No. 6 at 3:00 p.m., and
topic No. 7 at 4:00 p.m. today, Monday, August 25th,
2014. The remaining topics were to be covered later
this week, Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday,
respectively.

It is now past 9:00 a.m.” We have received
no word from the plaintiff or the plaintiff's counsel
that they were not going to be showing up to today's
deposition even though they agreed to schedule these
30(b) (6) depositions for mid-August. And that
concession was made at the June 26th hearing before
Judge Flanagan where Mr. Gunderson insisted that there
be a specific date to proceed with the 30(b) (6)
depositions, and it was agreed then that we would

specify specific dates and specific times for each of

CAPTICONS UNLIMITED OF NEVADA, INC. (775) 746-3534
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the PMK witnesses.

At that time the Court indicated that it
wanted the 30(b) (6) depositions that we're here for
today set in mid-August, and con page 18 of the
transcript of the hearing, June 26th, 2014, hearing,
Ms. Kinnally, on behalf of the plaintiffs, indicated
that that would be fine.

Based upon Ms. Kinnally's specific
representations to the Court, we filed and served the
Supplemental Amended Notice of Taking Depositions of
Plaintiff's Persons Most Knowledgeable Pursuant to
NRCP 30(b) (&) on July 3rd, 2014, scheduling the
3C0(b) (6) depositions for today, Tuesday, Wednesday,
and Thursday.

No one has appeared on behalf of the
plaintiff.

The record should reflect that Mr. Tors is
available with his attorney, Mark Gunderson.
Co-counsel Keegan Low and Clark Vellis are here on
behalf of defendant Peppermill. We're prepared for
those depositions, and no one has appeared,
notwithstanding the fact that last week we exchanged
meet and confer letters on other discovery requests to
which the plaintiff has not responded. And in the

response received by the plaintiff's counsel on

CAPTICNS UNLIMITED OF NEVADA, INC. (775) 746-3534
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August 12th, 2014, the plaintiff has taken the
position that it won't produce documents, that it
won't answer interrogatories, and, as today,
apparently won't produce witnesses in accordance with
an apovropriate notice.

We would therefore ask that a Certificate
of Nonappearance be prepared so that we can attach
that to our motion to compel and for terminating
sanctions.

That's all I have on behalf of Peppermill.

MR. GUNDERSON: I would only add that on
June 27th, 2014, the Court entered an order, an
amended order, that the depositions be rescheduled to
the week of August 18th, 2014. So this is a
nonappearance not only on a noticed deposition but one
that was ordered by the Court subject to, of course,
the accommodation that Mr. Robison has made on behalf
of the GSR. And I would join in the soon-to-be~filed
motion.

MR. ROBISON: Although the Court indicated
that 30 (b) (6) depositions should proceed on
August 18th, I later discovered that I had a conflict
and sent out the amended notice for August 25th, and
we received no objections from the plaintiff or any

cther attorney in this case.

CAPTIONS UNLIMITED OF NEVADA, INC. (775) 746-3534
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MR. GUNDERSON: The only point I'm trying
to make is that, to be clear, these are Court-ordered
depositioné subject to your changes that were made, to
which there was no objection.

MR. ROBISON: Agreed. We're making this
record about the plaintiff’'s nonappearance on the
assumption that they're not going to show the rest of
the day, that they're not going to show Tuesday,
Wednesday, or Thursday of this week to produce persons
most knowledgeable. And in the event they show up, we
will proceed with the depositions as ncticed and
scheduled.

MR. GUNDERSON: ©Nothing further.

(Proceedings concluded.)

CAPTIONS UNLIMITED OF NEVADA, INC. (775) 746-3534
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STATE OF NEVADA )
) ss.
COUNTY OF WAsHOE )

I, BECKY VAN AUKEN, a Certified Court
Reporter in and for the County of Washoe, State of
Nevada, do hereby certify:

That on the 25th day of AUGUST, 2014, at
the offices of Robiscn, Belaustegui, Sharp & Low,

71 Washington Street, Reno, Nevada, I personally
appeared to report the deposition of PLAINTIFF'S
PERSON MOST KNOWLEDGEABLE PURSUANT TO NRCP 30(b) (B) ;

That said transcript of proceedings was
taken in verbatim stenotype notes by me, a Certified
Court Reporter, and thereafter transcribed into
typewriting as herein appears;

That the foregoing transcript, consisting
of pages 1 through 7, is a full, true and correct
transcription of my stenotype notes of said
proceedings to the best of my knowledge, skill and
ability. \

Dated at Reno, Nevada, this 14th day of

AUGUST, 2014.

2o Ok

BECKY VANOAUKEN, “CCR #4%8

CAPTIONS UNLIMITED OF NEVADA, INC. (775) 746-3534
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1 AFFIDAVIT OF KENT R. ROBISON IN SUPPORT OF
MOTION FOR TERMINATING SANCTIONS OR. IN THE ALTERNATIVE,
2 MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY
3 ||STATE OF NEVADA )
4 || COUNTY OF WASHOE % >
5 Kent R. Robison, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says under penalty of perjury
6 | |that the following assertions are true and correct.
7 1. I am co-counsel of record for the Defendant Peppermill Casinos, Inc. d/b/a
8 || Peppermill Casino.
9 2. Attached as Exhibit 1 is a true and accurate copy of my letter dated August 6, 2014,
10 |{to H. Stan Johnson, Esq. and Terry Kinnally, Esq.
11 3. Attached as Exhibit 2 is a true and accurate copy of Terry Kinnally’s letter to me
12 | |dated August 12 2014.
13 4. Attached as Exhibit 3 is a true and accurate copy of the Certificate re
14 || Nonappearance of Plaintiff’s Person Most Knowledgeable Pursuant to NRCP 30(b)(6) of Monday,
15 || August 25,2014, in the above-entitled action.
16 5. Attached as Exhibit S is a true and accurate copy of pages 1. 8, 9, 10 and 19 of the
17 | |transcript of proceedings of the Status Hearing held on June 26, 2014, in the above-entitled action.
18 6. Attached as Exhibit 6 is a true and accurate copy of the Defendant Peppermill
19 Casinos, Inc.’s First Set of Interrogatories to Plaintiff dated June 4, 2014, in the above-entitled
20 | |action.
21 7. Attached as Exhibit 7 is a true and accurate copy of Plaintiff’s Response to
72 | | Defendant Peppermill Casino, Inc.’s First Set of Requests for Production of Documents to
23 || Plaintiffs dated July 16, 2014, in the above-entitled action.
24 8. Attached as Exhibit 8 is a true and accurate file-stamped copy of the Court’s
25 || Minutes filed June 27, 2014, of the status hearing held on June 26, 2014, in the above-entitled
26 | |action.
27 9. Attached as Exhibit 9 is a true and accurate copy of my letter dated June 27, 2014,
28 | |to attorneys Terry Kinnally, Mark Gunderson and Clark V. Vellis.
Sapaon
e, NV 39505
(775) 329-3151
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1 10.  Attached as Exhibit 10 is a true and accurate file-stamped copy of Defendant
Peppermill’s Supplemental Amended Notice of Taking Depositions of Plaintiff’s Persons Most
Knowledgeable Pursuant to NRCP 30(b)(6) dated July 3, 2014, in the above-entitled action.

S W

11. Attached as Exhibit 11 is a true and accurate copy of the Declaration of Anthony F.
Lucas, Ph.D. dated August 22, 2014.

12. None of the Plaintiff’s lawyers has suggested or stated that the Stipulated Protective
Order and Order Thereon constitute an objection to discovery. The Confidentiality Agreement is

intended to protect discovery not prevent discovery.

O W 3 N W

13. The Plaintiff’s counsel never informed me, or to my knowledge any of the defense
10 || counsel, that the GSR would not produce witnesses for the depositions scheduled for August 25,
11 [126,27 and 28, 2014.

12 14.  Ihave requested GSR to inform the Peppermill with some degree of specificity

13 | and/or particularity exactly what documents GSR thinks that the Peppermill has that should be

14 | |produced under NRCP 16.1. I have invited GSR to serve requests for production of documents on
15 ||the Peppermill. The GSR has never indicated what documents or what information it thinks the
16 | Peppermill has that should be produced under NRCP 16.1(a)(1)(B).

17 DATED: This 25™ day of August, 2014

18
/ _____

N Tl

20 KEN/T R. ROBISON

21

Subscribed and Sworn to Before
22 || me this 25™ day of August, 2014

by Kent R. Robison.
23 ) .
24 S £ N\ x\bﬁém{’[ ~
NOTARSQPUBLIC
25
) V. JAYNE FERRETTO
26 Notary Publlc - State of Nevada
3¢/ Appointment Recorded in Washos County
27 ==~ No: 88-0597-2 - Expires Fobruaty 24, 2016
28
Robison, Belanstegui, JAWPData\Krr\1872.006-Peppermill-GSR v\P-Affd. KRR ISO Motion to Terminate.Compel.8-25-14.doc
Sharp & Low
71 Washington St

Reno, NV 89503
{775) 329-3151
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STEPHANIE KOETTING
CCR #207

75 COURT STREET

RENO, NEVADA

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

THE HONORABLE PATRICK FLANAGAN, DISTRICT JUDGE

——-olo—-
MEI-GSR HOLDINGS,
Plaintiffs,
VS.

PEPPERMILI, CASINQS, et
al.,

Department 7

Defendants.

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS
STATUS HEARING
June 26th, 2014
1:15 p.m.
Reno, Nevada

Reported by: STEPHANIE KOETTING, CCR #207,
Computer-Aided Transcription

Case No. CV13-01704

RPR
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focus the discovery, which should have been produced long ago
under 16.. by the Peppermill, but because they have produced
no substantive documents and no privilege log as to why they
won't produce those documents.

We filed a motion to get records directly from the
gaming board, because we're concerned that the gaming board
may have obtained information from nonparties that may be
privileged. That's our recommendation that the gaming board
records, before they be produced to us, be reviewed by a
special master to make sure that trade secrets of other
parties are not inadvertently disclosed.

As to the issue con the confidentiality for the
trade secrets, our position is, guite frankly, Mr. Tors came
on to our property and took pars. That's the issue in the
case. Plaintiff says, our trade secrets, our marketing plans
are irrelevant to those issues that -- and that the
defendants' request for our marketing plans from 200S to the
rresent, our pars on all slot machines from 2009 to the
present are totally inappropriate.

If he says his experts need this information, then
I would recommend we have a hearing under our motion for
protective order under NRS 600A.070 where the Court
determines the need for any information related to the trade

secrets before allowing discovery. I have received no letter

RA 00275
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identifying any experts or explaining the theory under which
they need this trade secret information in this matter.

Our damages are based on the statute, unjust
enrichment and royalties. I don't know why our trade secrets
are relevant to those issues. And I think that GSR as the
plaintiff and as the victimized party in this matter
shouldn't have to disclose our trade secrets, because the
party who has already misappropriated our trade secrets says
they need them without any justification or explanation.

THE COURT: AIl right. Thank you, counsel.

MR. ROBISCON: May I respond?

THE COURT: Yes, Mr. Robison.

MR. ROBISON: The complaint reads that we vioclated
& criminal trade secret act for which there is no civil
remedy. Now, we know what they mean. We know they meant to
sue under the civil remedy.

THE COURT: Just move the microphone a little bit
closer to you so Ms. Kinnally can hear. Go ahead, sir.

MR. ROBISCN: So the complaint, as best we can
discern, says this, Mr. Tors acting within the scope of his
employment used a master xey to gain access to six penny
slots at the GSR on July 13th, 2013. Now, we know that's not
the only incident. So we have filed the motion to amend our

complaint to show the actual dates of other visits by
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Mr. Tors to the GSR property. And there's two other dates
that precede the one in which the Gaming Control Bqard
investigated.

With that in mind, they said, we have been damaged
in excess of $10,000, one, and, two, we're entitled to
punitive damages. What is the damage? There is no royalty
provision under the trade secret act and the other -- pardon
me? The royalty theory on this case, your Honor, is exactly
what our experts want to look at. So we need their
information.

They say they lost money. Did they lose customers
because of this keying? Did they lose money from their drop
from this keying activity? Or now they're saying, wait a
minute, we were damaged in an amount in excess of $10,000 for
unjust enrichment, but they have not pled unjust enrichment.
If they want to bring that on, okay, that's going to reframe
things. That means that we're not only going to be asking
for, did the GSR sustain damages? And the next issue is, was
the Peppermill unjustly enriched?

Then we have to sit down. We say this
confidential information, what you claim is confidential is
needed by the plaintiff's expert. She says we haven't
designated experts. That's not due until March. But our

experts need the material so that they can disclose in March

10
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STATE OF NEVADA )
) ss.
County of Washoe )

I, STEPHANIE KOETTING, a Certified Court Reporter of the
Second Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada, in and
for the Ceounty of Washoe, do hereby certify;

That I was present in Department No. 7 of the
above~entitled Court on June 26, 2014, at the hour of 1:15
p.m., and took verbatim stenotype notes of the proceedings
had upon the status hearing in the matter of MEI-GSR
HOLDINGS, Plaintiff, vs. PEPPERMILL CASINOS, et al.:;
Defendants, Case No. CV13-01704, and thereafter, by means of
computer-aided transcription, transcribed them into
typewriting as herein appears:;

That the foregoing transcript, consisting of pages 1
through 19, both inclusive, contains a full, true and
complete transcript of my said stenotype notes, and is a

fuil, true and correct record of the proceedings had at said

time and place.

DATED: At Reno, Nevada, this 21st day of August 2014.

S/s Stephanie Koetting
STEPHANIE KOETTING, CCR #207

19
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bison, Belaustegui,
arp & Low
Washington St,
6o, NV 89503

'5) 329.3151

DISCOVERY

KENT R. ROBISON, ESQ. - NSB #1167
krobison@rbsllaw.com

KEEGAN G. LOW, ESQ. ~ NSB #307
klow(@rbsllaw.com

THERESE M. SHANKS, ESQ. — NSB # 12890
tshanks@rbsllaw.com

Robison, Belaustegui, Sharp & Low

A, Professional Corporation

71 Washington Street

Reno, Nevada 89503

Telephone:  (775) 329-3151

Facsimile: (775) 329-7169

IN ASSOCIATION WITH:

CLARK V. VELLIS, ESQ. — NSB #5533
cvellis@nevadafirm.com

Cotton, Driggs, Walch, Holley, Woloson & Thompson
800 S. Meadows Parkway, Suite 800

Reno, Nevada 89521

Telephone:  (775) 851-8700

Facsimile:  (775) 851-7681

Attorneys for Defendant Peppermill Casinos,
Inc., d/b/a Peppermill Casino

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

MEIL-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada CASENO.: CV13-01704
Corporation, d/b/a/ GRAND SIERRA RESORT,
DEPT.NO.: B7
Plaintiff,
vs. BUSINESS COURT DOCKET

PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC., a Nevada
Corporation, d/b/a/ PEPPERMILL CASINO;
RYAN TORS, an individual; JOHN DOES [-X
and JANE DOES I-X and CORPORAITONS I-X,

Defendant(s).

DEFENDANT PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC.’S
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF

TO: PLAINTIFF MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT:
Defendant, Peppermill Casinos, Inc. (“Peppermill™), pursuant to Rule 33 of the Nevada

I
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1 !t Rules of Civil Procedure, request that Plaintiff, MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC, d/b/a Grand Sierra
2 | |Resport (“Plaintiff”), respond to the following interrogatories in writing, in detail, and under oath
3 || within thirty (30) days of service hereof.
4 NOTE: When used in these Interrogatories, the terms “you” or “Plaintiff”, are intended to
5 | |and shall embrace and include all Plaintiffs herein, counsel for Plaintiff, and all agents, servants,
6 || employees, representatives, investigators and others who are in possession of or who may have
7 || obtained information for or on behalf of Plaintiff.
8 PRELIMINARY DEFINITIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS
9 The following preliminary definitions and instructions apply to each of the interrogatories
10 | set forth hereafter and are deemed to be incorporated therein.
11 1. As used in these interrogatories, the terms “document” and “writing” and the plural
121 forms thereof shall mean all written, recorded, or graphic matters, however produced or
13 reproduced, of every kind and description, pertaining in any way to the subject matter of this
14 action. The terms “document” and “writing” shall include, but are not limited to, any books,
15 pamphlets, periodicals, memoranda (including those of telephone or oral conversations), contracts,
16 correspondence, agreements, applications, financial records, security instruments, disbursements,
17 checks, bank statements, time records, accounting or financial records, notes, diaries, logs,
18 telegrams, or cables prepared, drafted, received or sent, tapes, transcripts, recordings, minutes of
1 meetings, directives, work papers, charts, drawings, prints, flow sheets, photographs, films,
20 computer printouts, medical and hospital records and reports, x-ray photographs, advertisements,
21 catalogs, or any handwritten, recorded, transcribed, punched, taped, filmed or graphic matter,
2 however produced or reproduced, in Plaintiff’s possession, custody or control or to which Plaintiff
23 has or has had access.
24 2. As used throughout these interrogatories, the term “you”, its plural or any synonym
2 thereof, is intended to and shall embrace and include in addition to the named party or parties,
26 counsel for such party or parties, and all agents, servants, employees, representatives,
27 investigators, and others who are in the possession of or who may have obtained information for or
Robison, Belmegi 8 on behalf of the named party or parties.
{775) 329-3151
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1 3. As used throughout these interrogatories, the term “person”, or its plural or any
2 || synonym thereof, is intended to and shall embrace and include any individual, partnership,
3 || corporation, company, association, government agency (whether federal, state, local, or any agency
4 | |ofthe government of a foreign country) or any other entity.
5 4. As used throughout these interrogatories, the term “communication”, its plural or
6 | |any synonym thereof, is intended to and shall embrace and include all written communications,
7 | |and with respect to all written communications, shall include but is not limited to every discussion,
8 conversation, conference, meeting, interview, telephone call or doctor or other professional service
9 | visit,
10 5. (a) As used throughout these interrogatories, the terms “identify” or
11 “identification”, their plural or synonyms thereof, when used with reference to a person shall
12 mean to state the full name and address, and where applicable, the present position and business,
13 if known, and each prior position and business.
14 (b)  Asused throughout these interrogatories, the terms “identify”, “identity” or
15 “identification”, their plural or synonyrﬁs thereof, when used with reference to a document mean to
16 state:
17 @) The general nature of the document or object, i.e., whether it
18 is a letter, a memorandum, a report, a drawing, a chart or tracing, a
19 pamphlet, etc.;
20 (i)  The general subject matter of the document or object;
21 (iii)  The name and current or last known business address and
22 home address of the original author or draftsman {and, if different,
2 the signor or signors), and of any person who has edited, corrected,
H revised or amended, or who has entered any initials or comment or
25 notation thereon;
26 (iv)  The date thereof, including any date of any such editing,
27 correcting, amending or revising;
28
Robison, Belaustegui,
g ;
775) 329-3151
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1 (v)  Any numerical designation appearing thereof, such as a file
2 reference;
3 (vi)  The name of each recipient of a copy of the document or
4 object; and
S (vii) The place where and the person now having custody or
6 control of each of such document or object, or if such document or
7 object has been destroyed, the place of and reasons for such
8 destruction.
9 (©)  Asused throughout these interrogatories, the terms “identify”, “identity”
10 ||and “identification”, when used in reference to a communication, mean to state with respect to
11 |/ each communication, the nature of the communication (telephone call, letter, etc.), the date of the
12 communication, the persons who were present at or participated in the communication or with, to
13 ror from whom the communication was made, and the substance of the statement made by each
14 person involved in such communication.
15 (d)  Asused throughout these interrogatories, the term “the machines” mean
16 | | those machines at Plaintiff’s premise, which are specifically identified by Plaintiff in paragraph 16
17 1 ofits Complaint for Damages in this case and further specifically identified as machines numbers
18 11951, 440, 855, 486, 1646 and 20042 as described in said paragraph 16 of Plaintiff’s Complaint.
19 6. Al information is to be divulged which is in Plaintiff’s possession or control, or
20 || canbe ascertained upon reasonable investigation or areas within your control. The knowledge of
21 Plaintiff’s attorney is deemed to be Plaintiff’s knowledge, so that, apart from privileged matters, if
2 Plaintiff’s attorney has knowledge of the information sought to be elicited herein, said knowledge
23 must be incorporated into these answers, even if such information is unknown to Plaintiff
24 | |individually.
2 7. Whenever you are unable to state an answer to these interrogatories based upon
26 your own personal knowledge, please so state, and identify the person or persons you believe to
27 have such knowledge, what you believe the correct answer to be, and the facts upon which you
Robison B dmwgis based your answer.
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1 8. Where an interrogatory calls for an answer in more than one part, each part should
2 || be separated so that the answer is clearly understandable.
3 9. Each interrogatory should be construed independently. No interrogatory should be
4 || construed by reference to any other interrogatory if the result is a limitation of the scope of the
5 | |answer to such interrogatory.
6 10.  “And” and “or” shall be construed disjunctively or conjunctively as necessary, in
7 || order to bring within the scope of the interrogatory all responses which might otherwise be
& || construed to be outside of its scope.
9 11.  If an interrogatory is objected to, in whole or in part, or if information responsive to
10 |an interrogatory is withheld, on the ground of privilege or otherwise, please set forth fully each
11 object, describe generally the information which is withheld, and set forth the facts upon which
12 | | Plaintiff relies as the basis for each such objection.
13 12.  Pursuant to the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure, you shall supplement your
14 responses according to the following:
15 (a) A party is under a duty seasonably to supplement his response with respect
16 1l any question directly addressed to, (a) the identity and location of persons having knowledge of
17 | discoverable matters and, (b) the identity of each person expected to be called as an expert witness
18 11t trial, the subject matter on which he is expected to testify, and the substance of his testimony.
13 (b) A party is under a duty seasonably to amend a prior response if he obtains
20 information upon the basis of which (a) he knows that the response was incorrect when made, or
21 (b) he knows that the response though correct when made is no longer true and the circumstances
2 are such that a failure to amend the response is in substance a knowing concealment.
23 INTERROGATORIES
24 | INTERROGATORY NO. 1:
25 Please describe in detail any and all damages you assert were, are, or will be suffered by
26 you by reason of the activity of Defendant Peppermill or its agents, as further described in the
27 Complaint, which activity allegedly occurred on July 12, 2013.
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1 || INTERROGATORY NO. 2:
2 With regard to your answer to interrogatory no. 1 above, please provide the following
3 || specific information:
4 a. The specific manner in which the alleged damages have or will be incurred.
5 b. The specific amount of damages attributable to the acts of Defendant or its agent.
6 c. The specific amount of damages incurred by each of “the machines.”
7 d. All persons with knowledge of facts relevant to Plaintiff’s alleged damages.
8 €. The specific knowledge that each individual identified has with regard to Plaintiff’s
9 | |damages and how each individual came by that knowledge.
10 f Identify all communications or documents which support or relate to the damages
I1 || claimed herein.
12 | INTERROGATORY NO. 3:
13 If they differ, please describe in detail the nature and extent of damages suffered by you, as
14 | |aresult of the activities of Defendant Peppermill, separate and distinct from the alleged damages
15 || caused by Defendant Ryan Tors.
16 || INTERROGATORY NO. 4:
17 Please provide all information and facts which support your allegation that Defendant Ryan
18 || Tors was acting within the course and scope of his employment at the time of his conduct at the
19 | IGSR, as described in the Complaint on file.
20 a Please identify all persons who have knowledge of these facts.
21 b. Please identify all documents and communications relevant to this claim.
22 | | INTERROGATORY NO. 5: |
23 If you allege Defendant Peppermill gained an economic benefit of any kind by reason of
24 || the actions of Defendant Ryan Tors, please list in detail all such economic benefit derived by
25 | |Defendant Peppermill including:
26 a. The factual basis for that benefit;
27 b. The amount of that benefit;
28 c. The identity of any persons who has knowledge of facts in support of such
Robison, Belaustegui,
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1 || allegations, whether employed by Plaintiff or not.
2 d. Please identify all documents and communications which support such a claim.
3 ||INTERROGATORY NO. 6:
4 Please describe in detail all facts which you allege support your allegation in your
5 || Complaint that Defendant Peppermill “...ratified the conduct, ..., of its said employee” (Plaintiff’s
6 || Complaint, 93.
7 a. Please identify all persons with knowledge of facts relevant to this claim.
8 b. Please identify all documents and communications relevant to this claim.
9 || INTERROGATORY NO. 7:
10 Please describe in detail the manner in which Plaintiff GSR tracks players of slot machines
11 at its property, for the time period from January 1, 2009, to and including the present, and further
12 |} describe as follows:
13 a. The slot player tracking systems utilized by GSR from January 1, 2009 to the
14 present;
15 b. The identity of persons who have knowledge about the operation of the slot player
16 || tracking systems utilized by Plaintiff from January 1, 2009 to the present.
17 c. Please identify all documents and communications relevant to the matters described
18 ||in this interrogatory.
19 d. Please describe in detail how the alleged activities of Defendant Ryan Tors
20 impacted, either negatively or positively, the ability of GSR to track players of slot machines at its
21 property or any other impact, financial or otherwise, caused by Defendant Ryan Tors’ actions.
22 || INTERROGATORY NO. 8:
23 Please describe in detail the manner in which Plaintiff GSR tracks the play of each slot
24 || machine on the floor of GSR, or utilized by GSR, for the period of time from January 1, 2009 to
25 || the present, and further describe as follows:
26 a. How the alleged activities of Defendant Ryan Tors impacted, either positively or
27 negatively, the ability of Plaintiff to track the play of each slot machine at its property during the
28 |ltime period referenced.
Rebison, Belaustegi,
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1 b. The identity of persons who have knowledge as to these matters referenced in this
2 | |interrogatory.
3 c. Please identify all documents and communications relevant to the matters
4 || referenced in this interrogatory.
5 | |INTERROGATORY NO. 9:
6 Please describe the PAR settings for “the machines” on July 12, 2013, and further describe
7 || as follows: _
8 a. Whether the PAR settings for “the machines,” or each of them, were changed by
9 | !reason of the activity of Defendant Ryan Tors or the Peppenmill. If you answer to this
10 || interrogatory is in the affirmative, please explain the reasons for the changes and the financial
11 | impact upon GSR by reason of these changes.
12 b. Also, please identify all persons who have knowledge of facts relevant to these
13 | |matters.
14 c. Also, please identify all documents and communications relevant to this claim.
15 | ' INTERROGATORY NO. 10:
16 Please list the PAR settings for each and every slot machine utilized by GSR at its property
17 |ifora period of time from January 1, 2009 to the present, and any changes made to the PAR setting
18 1 of those machines from January 1, 2009 to the present.
19 With regard to your answer to this interrogatory, please also provide:
20 a. The identity of all persons who have knowledge of facts relevant to these matters.
21 b. The identity of all documents and communications relevant to this claim.
22 || INTERROGATORY NO. 11:
23 Please describe in detail the business strategies employed and considered by the GSR in
24 || setting the PARs for “the machines”, and all slot machines utilized by GSR from January 1, 2009
25 |ltothe present.
26 With regard to your answer to this interrogatory, please also provide:
27 a. The identity of all persons who have knowledge of facts relevant to the matters
28 | ! described above.
Robison, Belaustegui,
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1 b. Please identify all documents and communications relevant to the response to this
2 | |interrogatory.
3 || INTERROGATORY NO. 12:
4 Please provide and list the names and addresses of each and every slot customer of GSR
5 || who, since July 12, 2013, played slot machines at the Peppermill as a result of the activities of
6 || Ryan Tors as described in the Complaint on file in this matter.
7 With regard to your answer to this interrogatory, please also provide:
8 a. The dates and times of the slot machine play of the individual at the Peppermill as a
9 || result of the activities of Ryan Tors as described in the Complaint on file and, the specific basis
10 || upon which the customer made the decision to switch properties for slot playing purposes.
11 b. Please identify all persons with knowledge of facts relevant to this claim.
12 c. Please identify all documents and communications relevant to this claim.
13 | INTERROGATORY NO. 13:
14 Please describe in detail the facts known to you regarding the use the Peppermill made of
15 | |the information obtained by Ryan Tors on July 12, 2013. With regard to your answer to this
16 interrogatory:
17 a. Please also provide the identity of persons who have knowledge of facts relevant to
18 1| this claim.
19 b. Please identify all documents and communications relevant to these facts.
20 || INTERROGATORY NO. 14:
21 Please describe in detail GSR’s marketing plans, promotions, programs or marketing
22 strategies to attract slot play customersv to play slot machines at GSR, for the time period from
23 January 1, 2009 to the present. With regard to your answer to this interrogatory:
24 a. Please also provide the identity of all persons who have knowledge of the facts
25 | |reJevant to these matters.
26 b. Please identify of all documents and communications relevant to these matters.
27 || INTERROGATORY NO. 15:
28 Please describe in detail the policy, procedure and manner of usage by GSR of master key
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1 }|2341 on “the machines,” or any of the machines at GSR, or at any other casino property from
2 || January 1, 2009 to the present. With regard to your answer to this interrogatory:
3 a. Please also provide the identity of all persons who have knowledge of facts relevant
4 ||to these matters.
5 b. Please identify all documents and communications relevant to these matters.
6 | INTERROGATORY NO. 16:
7 Please describe in detail all policies, procedures and efforts made by GSR to preserve and
8 | |protect the secrecy and alleged confidentiality of the PAR settings on all slot machines utilized by
9 || GSR during the years 2009, through and including the present. With regard to your answer to this
10 | |interrogatory:
11 a. Please also provide the identity of all persons who have knowledge of facts relevant
12| to these matters.
13 b. Please identify of all documents and communications relevant to these matters.
14 INTERROGATORY NO. 17;
15 Please describe in detail the player tracking information and slot performance of “the
16 | | machines” from January 1, 2009 to the present. With regard to your answer to this interrogatory:
17 a. Please also provide the identity of all persons who have knowledge of facts relevant
18 ||to these matters.
19 b. Please identify all documents and communications relevant to these matters.
20 || INTERROGATORY NO. 18:
21 Please identify with as much specificity as possible specific customers or patrons who
22 played or continue to play “the machines”, from January 1, 2009 to the present.
23 a. With regard to your answer to this interrogatory, please also provide the identity of
24 an persons who have knowledge of facts relevant to these matters.
25 b. Please identify all documents and communications relevant to the matters described
26 || above.
27 || INTERROGATORY NO. 19:
28 Piease describe in detail any and all statements, written or oral, made by Ryan Tors on the
Lo e
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1 || GSR property on July 12, 2013, and include the content of same.
2 a. Also, please identify to whom the statement or statements were made.
3 b. With regard to your answer to this interrogatory, please provide the identity of all
4 || persons who have knowledge of facts relevant to the matters described.
5 c. Please identify any and all documents and communications relevant to the matters
6 || described above.
7 || INTERROGATORY NO. 20:
8 Please describe in detail the specific nature and type of information obtained, and data
9 |l accessed, by Ryan Tors at the GSR on July 12, 2013. With regard to your answer to this
10 | |interrogatory: _
11 a. Please also provide the identity of all persons who have knowledge of facts relevant
12} 10 the information, data or diagnostics obtained by Ryan Tors at the GSR on July 12, 2013.
13 | b. The identity of all documents and communications relevant to the matters described
14 | | above.
15 || INTERROGATORY NO. 21:
16 Please describe and list all written? oral or electronic communications between GSR and
17 || other gaming properties in Washoe County, concerning the activity of Ryan Tors as described in
18 |1 GSR’s Complaint, since July 12, 2013 to the present. With regard to your answer to this
19 interrogatory:
20 a. Please identify all persons who have knowledge of facts relevant to these matters
21 || described above;
22 b. Please identify all documents and communications relevant to the matters described
23 || above.
24 || INTERROGATORY NO. 22:
25 Please describe in detail the “independent economic value” of the information obtained by
26 Ryan Tors on July 12, 2013 and the basis for such opinion. With regard to your answer to this
27 interrogatory:
28 a Please also provide the identity of all persons who have knowledge of facts relevant
.
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1 ||to this contention/opinion.
b. Please identify all documents and communications relevant to the matters described
above.

INTERROGATORY NO. 23:

A WwWN

Please describe and provide all facts which serve as a basis for GSR’s allegation that the
Peppermill will “likely continue to misappropriate trade secrets” of the GSR. With regard to your
answer to this interrogatory:

a. Please identify all persons who have knowledge of facts relevant to this contention.

O 0 0 Oy W

b. Please identify all documents and communications related in any manner to this

10 || contention.

11 || INTERROGATORY NO. 24:

12 Please describe and provide all facts which serve as a basis for GSR’s allegation that the

13 || Peppermill intended to financially harm GSR by the actions of Defendant Ryan Tors on July 12,
14 | 12013, With regard to your answer to this interrogatory:

15 a. Please identify all persons who have knowledge of facts relevant to this contention.
16 b. Please identify all documents and communications related in any manner to this

17 || contention.

18 | INTERROGATORY NO. 25:

19 Please identify all investigative reports generated by GSR concerning the activities of Ryan

20 || Tors at the GSR on July 12, 2013, and include the report’s author, its content, current location and

_21 custodian.
22 || INTERROGATORY NO. 26:
23 Please describe in detail the slot machine performance data for each slot machine at the

24 GSR, on a monthly basis, for the time period from January 1, 2009 to the present.

25 a. Also, for each slot machine at GSR, on a monthly basis and from January 1, 2009,
26 to the present, include for each slot machine the following specific information:
27 i Machine Number;
28 ii. Machine Location;
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1 iii. Manufacturer;
2 iv. Game Type;
3 V. Game Name;
4 vi. Coin Denomination,;
5 vii.  State date for machine;
6 viii,  End date for machine;
7 ix. Machine PAR %;
8 X. Cash In;
9 xi. Cash Out;
10 xii. Net Win;
11 xiii,  Cash Played;
12 xiv. Cash Won;
13 XV Theo Cash Won;
14 xvi.  Actual Payout %;
15 xvii. Theo Payout %;
16 xviii. Win per Day;
17 xix. Theo Win Day;
13 xx.  Actual Win %; and
19 xxi.  Theo Win %.
20 b. Please identify all persons who have knowledge of facts relevant to the matters
21 || discussed above.
22 c. Please identify all documents and communications relevant to the matters contained
23 ||in this interrogatory.
24 | INTERROGATORY NO. 27:
25 Please list and describe any and all audits performed on GSR’s slot machines, including
26

slot play information, from January 1, 2009, to the present. With regard to your answer to this

27 interrogatory:

28 a. Please identify all persons who have knowledge of facts relevant to the matters
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1 || described above.
2 b. Please identify all documents and communications relevant to the matters contained
3 ||in this interrogatory.
4 || INTERROGATORY NO. 28:
5 Please list and identify all NGC-31 monthly gross revenue statistical reports submitted to
6 ||the Nevada Gaming Authorities by GSR, from January 1, 2009, through and including the present.
7 a. If not included in your answer to this interrogatory, please identify the location of
8 | |any and all NGC-31 monthly gross revenue statistical reports generated by GSR and the form and
9 || manner in which this data is stored, including its current and past custodians.
10 b.  Please list the identity of all persons who have knowledge of facts relevant to the
11 || matters described above.
12 || INIERROGATORY NO. 29:
13 Please describe in detail the marketing strategies and reasons for advertisements by GSR,
14 | |to the effect that it has the “loosest pay tables allowed” for the following slot games from January
15 111, 2009 to the present:
16 i.  Lil’ Red;
17 ii.  Colossal Wizard;
iii. Giant’s Gold;
18 iv.  Forbidden Dragon;
v.  Spartacus;
19 vi.  Tower of the Temple;
20 vii.  Triton’s Gold;
viii. Van Hesing;
21 ix. Zodiac Sisters;
X. Jungle Wild II; and
22 xi.  Queen of the Wild II.
23 With regard to your answer to this interrogatory, please also provide:
24 a.  The identity of all persons who can testify as to the matters described in this
25 interrogatory.
26 b. The identity of all documents and communications relevant to the matters described
27 | |in this interrogatory.
28
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1 AFFIRMATION
Pursuant to NRS 239B.030
2
3 The undersigned does hereby affirm that this document does not contain the social security
4 | |number of any person.
/
5 DATED this E{i‘é dayof __jlAnk_ 2014
6 ROBISON, BELAUSTEGUI, SHARP & LOW
A Professional Corporation :
7 71 Washington Street
Reno, Nevada 89503
8
’ 2 a2 2
10 KENT R. ROBISON
KEEGAN G. LOW
11 THERESE M. SHANKS
Attorneys for Defendant
12 Peppermill Casinos, Inc., d/b/a Peppermill Casino
13 IN ASSOCIATION WITH:
14 CLARK V. VELLIS, ESQ.
Cotton, Driggs, Walch, Holley, Woloson
15 & Thompson
16 800 S. Meadows Parkway, Suite 800
Reno, Nevada 89521
17
18 J\wpdata\kum\1872.006-peppermill-gsr vidiscovery\defendants 1st set of interrogatories.doc
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
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Robison, Belaustegui,

Sha

V? & Low
71 Washington Street

Reno, Nevada 89503

(775) 325-3151

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of ROBISON, BELAUSTEGUIL,
SHARP & LOW, and that on this date I caused to be served a true copy of the DEFENDANT

PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC.’S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF

7& by placing an original or true copy thereof in a sealed envelope, with sufficient
postage affixed thereto, in the United States mail at Reno, Nevada, addressed to:
H. STAN JOHNSON, ESQ.
TERRY KINNALLY, ESQ.
Cohen-Johnson, LLC
255 East Warm Springs Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, NV 89119
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Mark Gunderson, Esq.
Gunderson Law Firm

3895 Warren Way

Rerno, NV 89509

Attorneys for Defendant Ryan Tors

CLARK V. VELLIS, ESQ.

Cotton, Driggs, Walch, Holley, Woloson & Thompson
800 S. Meadows Parkway, Suite 800

Reno, NV 89521

Antorneys for Defendant Peppermill Casinos, Inc.

by using the Court’s CM/ECF Electronic Notification System addressed to:
H. STAN JOHNSON, ESQ.
TERRY KINNALLY, ESQ.
Cohen-Johnson, LLC
Email: gjobnson@cohenjohnson.com
tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff

MARK GUNDERSON, ESQ.
Gunderson Law Firm

Email: mgunderson@gundersonlaw.com

Attorneys for Defendemt Ryan Tors

CLARK V. VELLIS, ESQ.
Cotton, Driggs, Walch, Holley, Woloson & Thompson

Email: cvellis@nevadafiom.com

Attorneys for Defendant Peppermill Casinos, Inc.

by personal delivery/hand delivery addressed to:

by facsimile (fax) addressed to:

by Federal Express/UPS or other overnight delivery addressed to:

DATED: This |~ day of June,
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COHEN-JOHA ON, LLC

Las Vegas, Nevada 89119

255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100
(702) 823-3500 FAX: (702) 823-3400
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COHEN-JOHNSON, LLC
H. STAN JOHNSON
Nevada Bar No. 00265
sjohnson@cohenjohnson.com
TERRY KINNALLY, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 6379
bam(@cohenjohnson.com

255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
Telephone: (702) 823-3500
Facsimile: (702) 823-3400
Attorneys for the Plaintiffs

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

MEI-GSR HOLDINGS,LLC, a Nevada
Corporation, d/b/a/ GRAND SIERRA RESORT, | Case No.: CV13-01704

Plaintiffs, Dept. No.: B7
BUSINESS COURT DOCKET

Vs.

PEPPERMILL CASINO, INC., a Nevada
Corporation, d/b/a/ PEPPERMILL
CASINO;RYAN TORS, an individual; JOEN
DOES I-X AND CORPORATIONS 1-X,

Defendani(s).

COMES NOW, MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC by and through their counsel of record, H.
Stan Johnson, Esq. of Cohen[Johnson and hersby files the Plaintiff’s Response to Defendant
PEPPERMILL CASINO, INC.’s First Set of Request s for Production of Documents to
Plaintiffs.

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

The following general objections are incorporated into each of Plaintiff’s Responses to
Defendant’s Requests for Production of Documents:

Wherever Plaintiff objects to a Request on the grounds that said Request is unduly
burdensome and oppressive, Defendant’s attention is directed to the following cases: Riss & Co.
v. Association of American Railroads, 23 FR.D. 211 (D.D.C. 1959); United Siates v. Loew’s,
Inc., 23 F.R.D. 178 (S.D.N.Y. 1959); Green v. Raymond, 41 F.R.D. 11 (D. Colo. 1966); and
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Flour Mills of America, Inc. v. Pace, 75 F.R.D. 676 (D. Okla. 1977).

Further, wherever Plaintiff objects to a Request on the grounds of vagueness and over
breadth, Defendant’s attention is directed to the following cases: Jewish Hospital Ass’n of
Louisville v. Struck Construction Co., 77 FR.D. 59 (C.D. Ky. 1978); Flour Mills of America,
Inc. v. Pace, 75 F.R.D. 676 (D. Okla. 1977); and Stovall v. Gulf & So. Am. S.5. Co., 30 F.R.D.
152 (D. Tex. 1961).

Further, wherever Plaintiff objects to a Request on the grounds that the Request is
irrelevant and not calcﬁlated to lead to admissible evidence, Defendant’s attention is directed to
the following cases: Green v. Raymond, 41 FR.D. 11 (D. Colo. 1966); and Burroughs v. Warner
Bros. Pictures, 14 FR.D. 165, 166 (D. Mass. 1963).

Further, wherever Plaintiff objects to a Request regarding trial preparation materials on
the ground that the propounding party has failed to show “good cause” under FRCP 26(b)(3),
Defendant’s attention is directed to the following cases: United States v. Chatham City Corp., 72
FR.D. 640 at 642-643 (S.D. Ga. 1976); and First Wisconsin Mtg. v. First Wisconsin Corp., 86
F.D.R. 160 at 163, 167 (E.D. Wisc. 1980).

Finally, wherever Plaintiff objects to a Request on the ground of attorney-client privilege,
Defendant’s attention is directed to the following cases: Sperry Rand Corp. v. IBM, 45 F.R.D.
287 (D. Del. 1968); and Jewish Hospital Ass’n of Louisville v. Struck Conmstruction Co., 77
FR.D. 59 (C.D.Ky. 1978).

The following Responses to Requests for Production of Documents are based upon
information and documents presently available to and known by Plaintiff and disclose only those
contentions that are presently asserted, based upon presently available and known facts. It is
anticipated that further discovery investigation, legal research and analysis will reveal additional
facts, add meaning to known facts, and establish entirely new factual conclusions or legal
contentions, all of which may lead to additions to, changes in and variations from these

contentions and Responses.
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All documents identified are identified subject to these continuing objections. Plaintiff
reserves the right to produce only those portions of particular documents not covered by this

general objection.

DEFINITIONS OF SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS

As used in the specific responses below, the following terms include objections based
upon their respective definitions:

A. “Vague and Ambiguous” is defined to mean: Plaintiff objects on the basis that
the Request is vague, uncertain, and ambiguous.

B. “Overbroad” is defined to mean: Plaintiff objects on the basis that the Request is
overbroad and calls for an expansive potential breadth of information that is unreasonable in
scope and parameter.

C. “Irrelevant” is defined to mean: Plaintiff objects on the basis that the Request
requests information irrelevant to the subject matter of this action and not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

D. “Burdensome” is defined to mean: Plaintiff objects on the basis that the Request
is so broad and uncertain that it creates an unreasonable and undue burden. “Burdensome” is
also defined to mean that Plaintiff objects to the Request because the information sought is more
readily available through some other, more convenient, less burdensome, and less expensive
source or discovery procedure. See NRCP 26(b)(1).

E. “Privileged” is defined toAmean: Plaintiff objects on the basis that the Request
calls for information that is (1) protected by the work product doctrine; (2) protected by the
attorney-client privilege; (3) protected because it consists, in whole or in part, of trial preparation
materials and/or documents containing mental impressions, conclusions, opinions, or legal
theories of counsel; (4) otherwise protected under NRCP 26(b); or (5) protected under any other

valid privilege.
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F. “Repetitious™ is defined to mean: Plaintiff objects on the basis that the Response
to the Request has already been given after similar documents were produced in response to a
previous Request or another format through this proceeding.

G. The phrase “Without waiving the foregoing objections™, or words having similar
effect, is defined to mean: While Plaintiff will produce the requested documents in response to
the Request, the documents sought by the Request that are covered by either a specific or general
objection will not be produced.

RESPONSES TQ REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION
REQUEST NO. 1:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives, meeting

agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization discussing,
describing, explaining or addressing the manner in which Plaintiff GSR tracks players of slot
machines at the Grand Sierra Resort for the period of time from January 1, 2009, to and

including the present, including on-line slot player tracking systems.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 1:

OBJECTION, Player tracking is irrelevant to the issues, claims and defenses in this case
and GSR therefore objects to this request to the extent that it requests information which is
irrelevant to the subject matter of the pending lifigation and which is not reasonably calculated to
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, thus rendering this request outside the scope of
permissible discovery as prescribed by NRCP 26 et seq. The scope of the Request is overbroad
and secks information beyond the time period in which Defendant claims its misappropriation
occurred. Even as to the time period in which Peppermill admits to misappropriating the PARS
from slot machines, the trachng of the players who played those machines is irrelevant to the
theft and use to which Peppermill put that information. Objection is further made that this
request seeks information which constitutes a trade secret and which i irrelevant to the issue in

this case and which is protected, confidential, and proprietary and therefore not discoverable in
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this matter whether or not a protective order preventing disclosure is in place.

REQUEST NO. 2:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any. other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing the manner in which Plaintiff GSR tracks the
play of each slot machine on the floor at GSR or utilized by GSR for the period of time from

January 1, 2009, to the present.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 2:

OBJECTION, GSR’s tracking of slot play is irrelevant to the issues, claims, and defenses
in this case and GSR therefore objects to this request in that it requests information which is
irrelevant to the subject matter of the pending litigation and which is not reasonably calculated to
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, thus rendering this request outside the scope of
permissible discovery as prescribed by NRCP 26 et seq. Further objection is made in that the
scope of the Request is overbroad and seeks information beyond the time period in which
Defendant claims its misappropriation occurred it is also overbroad in that it seeks information
concerning all slot machines and is not limited to those which were accessed by Mr. Tors.
Objection is further made that this request seeks documents containing trade secrets which are
irrelevant to the issue in this case and which are protected, confidential, and proprietary and
therefore not discoverable in this matter whether or not a protective order preventing disclosure
is in place. Further objection is made that even as to the PARs which werc misappropriated by
Peppermill, the ﬁlethod by which the PARS in question were determined is irrelevant to their

raisappropriation.
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REQUEST NO. 3:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing the PAR settings for each slot machine utilized

by GSR for a period of time from December 31, 2009 to the present.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 3:

OBJECTION, GSR’s method in either determining, setting, or addressing the PARS for
each slot machine is irrelevant to the issues, claims, and defenses in this case and GSR therefore
objects to this request in that it requests information which is irrelevant to the subject matter of
the pending litigation and which is not reasonably calculated to lead fo the discovery of
admissible evidence, thus rendering this request outside the scope of permissible discovery as
prescribed by NRCP 26 et seq. Further objection is made in that the scope of the Requesi is
overbroad and seeks information beyond the time period in which Defendant claims its
misappropriation occurred it is also overbroad in that it seeks information concerning all slot
machines and is not limited to these which were accessed by Mr. Tors. . Further objection is
made that even as to the PARs which were misappropriated by Peppermill, the method by which
the PARS in question were determined is irrelevant to their misappropriation by Peppermill and
the use to which Peppermill put the misappropriated information.

Objection is further made that this request seeks documents containing trade secrets
which are irrelevant to the issue in this case and which are protected, confidential, and
proprietary and therefore not discoverable in this matter whether or not a protective order

preventing disclosure is in place.
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REQUEST NO. 4:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,

meeting agendas, meetingnotes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, desctibing, explaining, or addressing the changes utilized and implemented by GSR
for changing the PAR seitings for the period of time from December 31,2009, to the present,
including any schedules or documents showing changes in the PAR settings and the reasons for
the changes.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO: 4:

OBJECTION, documents concerning GSR’s changing of PARS is irrelevant to the
issues, claims, and defenses in this case and GSR therefore objects to this request in that it
requests documents which are irrelevant to the subject matter of the pending litigation and which
are not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, thus rendering this
request outside the scope of permissible discovery as prescribed by NRCP 26 et seq. Further
objection is made in that the scope of the Request is overbroad and seeks information beyond the
time period in which Defendant claims its misappropriation occurred it is also overbroad in that
it seeks information concerning all slot machines and is not limited to those which were accessed
by Mr. Tors. Further objection is made that even as to the PARs which were misappropriated by
Peppermill, the method by which the PARS in question were determined is irrelevant to their
misappropriation.

Objection is further made that ‘ this request seeks documents containing trade secrets
which are irrelevant to the issue in this case and which are protected, confidential, and
proprietary and therefore not discoverable in this matter whether or not a protective order

preventing disclosure is in place.
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REQUEST NO S:

All do oumenfs, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing the strategies involved in setting the PAR’s for
the slot machine utilized by GSR for a period of time from December 31,2009,to the present.
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 5

OBJECTION, documents concerning GSR’s strategies in the setting of PARS is
irrelevant to the issues, claims, and defenses in this case and GSR therefore objects to this
request in that it requests documents which are irrelevant to the subject matter of the pending
litigation and which are not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence, thus rendering this request outside the scope of permissible discovery as prescribed by
NRCP 26 et seq. Further objection is made in that the scope of the Request is overbroad and
seeks informationt beyond the time period in which Defendant claims its misappropriation
occurred it is also overbroad in that it seeks information concerning all slot machines and is not
limited to those which were accessed Peppermill employees. Further objection is made that even
as to the PARs which were misappropriated by Peppermill, the strategies by which the PARS in
question were determined is irrelevant to their misappropriation by Peppermill and the use to
which Peppermill used the misappropriated information.

Objection is further made that this request seeks documents containing trade secrets
which are irrelevant to the issue in this case and which are protected, confidential, and
proprietary and therefore not discoverable in this matter whether or not a protective order

preventing disclosure is in place.
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REQUEST NO 6:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or.addressing the names and addresses of each and every slot
customer of GSR who, since July 12,2013, played slot machines at the Peppermill as a result of
the activities of Ryan Tors described in the Complaint on file in this matter.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 6:

OBJECTION: GSR is not claiming that Peppermill stole customer information and
therefore the identitiés of players who may have played at Peppermill since July 12, 2013 are
irrelevant to the issues, claims, and defenses in this case and GSR therefore objects to this
request in that it requests documents which are irrelevant to the subject matter of the pending
litigation and which are not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence, thus rendering this request outside the scope of permissible discovery as prescribed by
NRCP 26 et seq.

REQUEST NO. 7:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing the use the Peppermill made of the information
obtained by Ryan Tors on July 12,2013.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 7:

OBJECTION: The request is vague and ambiguous in regard to the terms “discussing”,
in that it appears to call for speculation, and further objection is made in that it assumes that
Peppermill has disclosed its use of the misappropriated information. GSR anticipates obtaining
relevant documents from Peppermill or the Gaming Control Board, and upon obtaining those

documents reserves the right to supplement this response.
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REQUEST NO. 8:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing any financial loss and/or damages caused to the
GSR by the activities of Ryan Tors described in the Complaint on file herein. -

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 8:

OBJECTION: This request assumes that GSR is seeking damages for lost profits.
Without waiving the foregoing objectionr GSR is seeking damages for the benefits enjoyed by
Peppermill as a result of its misappropriation of PARS and combining those PARS with those
misapproptiated from other casinos as well as those of Peppermill itself. GSR is also seeking
damages in the form of a royalty based on the value of the misappropriated information to
Peppermill. At the present time all such responsive documents are in the custody of Peppermill.
GSR enticipates obtaining relevant documents from Peppermill or the Gaming Control Boatd,
and upon obtaining those documents reserves the right to supplement this response. Objection is
also made to the extent that this request seeks documents which are non-discoverable as
attorney-client or attorney work produce.

REQUEST NO. 9:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
Meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing the financial harm and/or damages caused to the
GSR by the activities described in the Complaint filed in this matter caused by the Peppermill,

separate and distinct from the damages caused by Ryan Tors.
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 9:

Peppermill has admitted that Ryan Tors was acting within the course and scope of his
employment with Peppermill at the time of the misappropriations and therefore all damages
whether the direct result of Tors conduct or the use Peppermill later made of that information are
attributable to Peppermill under vicarious liability, rendering this request redundant. See

Response to Request No. 8 which is incorporated herein.

REQUEST NO. 10:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing GSR's marketing plans, promotions, programs
for market share for slot play, and market strategies to attract slot customers to play slot
machines at GSR for a period of time from January 1,2011, to the present.

a. Please include any documents which reflect the commencement date, duration and
termination of any such promotions or programs for market share for slot play.

b. To the extent not included in your response to Request for Production No. 10
above, please also produce any documents which relate in any manner to the marketing analysis
performed by you or your agents for each such promotional program listed.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 16:

OBJECTION, documents concerning GSR’s marketing plans, promotion, programs for
market share and market strategies are irrelevant to the issues, claims, and defenses in this case
and GSR therefore objects to this request in that it requests documents which are irrelevant to the
subject matter of the pending litigation and which are not reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence, thus réndering this request outside the scope of permissible
discovery as prescribed by NRCP 26 et seq. Further objection is made in that the scope of the
Request is overbroad and seeks information beyond the time period in which Defendant claims

its misappropriation occurred it is also overbroad in that it seeks information concerning all slot
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machines and is not limited to those which were accessed by Peppermill employees. Further
objection is made that even as to the machines which were accessed by Peppermill, documents
concerning GSR’s marketing plans, promotion, programs for market share and market strategies
are irrelevant to their misappropriation of PARS by Peppermill and the use to which Peppermill
used the misapproptiated information..

Objection is further made that this request seeks documents containing trade secrets
which are irrelevant to the issue in this case and which are protected, confidential, and
proprietary and therefore not discoverable in this matter whether or not a protective order
preventing disclosure is in place.

REQUEST NO. 11:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing GSR’s own use of Master Key 2341 in or at the
GSR and any other casino property from January 1,2012, to the present,

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 11:

OBJECTION, documents concerning GSR’s use of Master Key 2341 is irrelevant to the
issues, claims, and defenses in this case and GSR therefore objects to this request in that it
requests documents which are irrelevant to the subject matter of the pending litigation and which
are not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, thus rendering this
request outside the scope of permissible discovery as prescribed by NRCP 26 et seq. Further
objection is made in that the scope of the Request is overbroad and seeks information beyond the
time period in which Defendant claims its misappropriation occurred it is also overbroad in that
1t seeks information concerning all slot machines and is not limited to those which wetre accessed
by Peppermill employees. Further objection is made that even as to the machines which were
accessed by Peppermill, documents concerning GSR’s use of the key are irrelevant to the
misappropriation of PARS by Peppermill and the use to which Peppermill used the

misapproptiated information.
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In response to the remainder of the Request regarding the use by GSR of a master key at any
other casino the response is none since GSR does not engage in the unconscionable conduct
evidenced by the Peppermill’s misappropriation of trade secrets.

REQUEST NO. 12:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing the player tracking system and slot performance
of GSR's slot machines 951,440, 855,486,1646, and 20042 from 2009 to the present.
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 12 and 12A:

GSR first notes that this request is improper in that it seeks documents for two separate
classifications of documents 1. Player tracking system and 2. Slot performance neither of which
is a discrete subpart of the other, and therefore this is two separate requests for purposes of
NRCP 34. GSR will respond to them sepatately.

Request 12.

OBJECTION, documents concerning GSR’s player tracking system is irrelevant to the
issues, claims, and defenses in this case and GSR therefore objects to this request in that it
requests documents which are irrelevant to the subject matter of the pending litigation and which
are not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, thus rendering this
request outside the scope of permissible discovery as presctibed by NRCP 26 et seq. Further
objection is made in that the scope of the Request is overbroad and seeks information beyond the
time period in which Defendant claims its misappropriation occurred. Further objection is made
that the documents requested are irrelevant to Peppermills’s misappropriation of PARS and the
use to which Peppermill used the misappropriated information.

Objection is further made that this request seeks documents containing trade secrets
which are irrelevant to the issue in this case and which are protected, confidential, and
proprietary and therefore not discoverable in this matter whether or not a protective order

preventing disclosure is in place.
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Request 12A

OBJECTION, documents concerning the performance of GSR’s slot machines is
irrelevant to the issues, claims, and defenses in this case and GSR therefore objects to this
request in that it requests documents which are irrelevant to the subject matter of the pending
litigation and which ate not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence, thus rendering this request outside the scope of permissible discovery as prescribed by
NRCP 26 et seq. Further objection is made in that the scope of the Request is overbroad and
seeks information beyond the time period in which Defendant claims its misappropriation
occurred. Further objection is made that the documents requested are irrelevant to Peppermills’s
misappropriation of PARS and the use to which Peppermill used the misappropriated
information.

Objection is further made that this request seeks documents containing trade secrets
which are irrelevant to the issue in this case and which are protected, confidential, and
proprietary and therefore not discoverable in this matter whether or not a protective order
preventing disclosure is in place.

REQUEST NO. 13

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing the specific customers and patrons who played
the slot machines identified as 951,440, 855,486,1646, and 20042 from 2009 to the present.
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 13:

OBJECTION, documents concerning GSR’s customer and patrons are irrelevant to the
issues, claims, and defenses in this case and GSR therefore objects to this request in that it
requests documents which are irrelevant to the subject matter of the pending litigation and which
are not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, thus rendering this
request outside the scope of permissible discovery as prescribed by NRCP 26 ct seq. Further

objection is made in that the scope of the Request is overbroad and seeks information beyond the
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time period in which Defendant claims its misappropriation occuzred. Further objection is made
that this request is to Peppermill’s misappropriation of PARS and the use to which Peppermill
used the misappropriated information.

Objection is further made that this request seeks documents containing trade secrets
which are irrelevant to the issue in this case and which are protected, confidential, and
proprietary and therefore not discoverable in this matter whether or not a protective order
preventing disclosure is in place.

REQUEST NO. 14

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing the use made of the information obtained by
Ryan Tors by the Defendant Peppermill Casinos, Inc.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 14:

OBJECTION this request is duplicative of Request No. 7 and therefore GSR repeats and

incorpora’ces herein its response to Request No. 7.

REQUEST NO 15:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing the statements mads by Ryan Tors while on the
GSR propetty on July 12, 2013.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 15:

See documents previously produced as GRA0001 through GRA00010 and GRA00018 |

through GRA00023 plus the surveillance video of Ryan Tors. Discovery is ongoing and GSR.

reserves the right to supplement this request.
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REQUEST NO. 16:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing the specific and precise accounting information
obtained and data accessed by Ryan Tors at the GSR.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 16:

See documents previously produced as GRA0001through GRA00010 and GRAO0018
through GRA00023 plus the video surveillance of Ryan Tors. Discovery is ongoing and GSR
reserves the right to supplement this response.

REQUEST NO. 17:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedute, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing the "diagnostics" received, accessed, or
retrieved by Ryan Tors as a result of the activities described in GSR's Complaint on July 12,
2013.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 17:

See documents previously produced as GRAO0OIthrough GRA00010 and GRAQ0018
through GRA00023 plus the video surveillance of Ryan Tors. Discovery is ongoing and GSR
reserves the right to supplement this response.

REQUEST NO. 18:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing all written, oral, documentary communications
between GSR and other gaming properties in Washoe County concerning the activities of Ryan

Tors as described in GSR's Complaint since July 12, 2013.
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 18:

OBJECTION this request is vague and ambigucus as to the phrase “documentary
communication” as GSR is unable to determine what is meant. In response to the remainder of
the request GSR states there are no such documents.

REQUEST NO. 19:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,

meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing how, when, and where the Peppermill made any
use whatsoever of the data and diagnostics allegedly retrieved by Ryan Tors on July 12,2013.
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO 19:

None at this time as all documents showing what Peppermill did is in the custody of
Peppermill or the Gaming Commission. GSR expects to obtain such documents through 16.1
and discovery is ongoing and GSR reserves the right to supplement this response

REQUEST NO. 20:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing the efforts made by the GSR to preserve the

secrecy and alleged confidentiality of the PAR settings on the slot machines utilized by the GSR

during the years 2009through and including the present.
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO 20:

OBJECTION, The scope of the Request is overbroad and seeks information beyond the
time period in which Defendant claims its misappropriation occurred. Objection is further made
that this request seeks documents containing trade secrets which are will not be disclosed
pending the ruling by the Court on the proposed protective order, and at that time documents
relevant to the time in which Peppermill was engaged in misappropriation of GSR trade secrets
will be provided. Objection as to relevance as to any and all portions of this request which seeks

information prior to the misappropriation or post misappropriation since any documents
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concerning post-incident measures are non-discoverable as subsequent remedial measures under
N.R.S. 48.095 as Peppermill secks to use this information to establish culpability on the part of
GSR.

REQUEST NO. 21:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, desctibing, explaining, or addressing the “independent economic value" of the
information obtained by Ryan Tors on July 12,2013,

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 21:

OBJECTION: Objection is made on the grounds that this request call for documents
prepared by GSR’s experts and no rule or statute calls for the disclosure of expert witnesses,
expert reports or supporting data at this time. Disclosure of who will testify at trial will be made
when and in the manner intended and required by the rules.  Discovery is continuing and
Defendant reserves its right to supplement this answer.

REQUEST NO. 22:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing GSR's allegation that the Peppermill will be
"likely to continue to misappropriate trade secrets" of the GSR.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 22:

See the complaint filed in this matter, as well as the surveillance video of Ryan Tors, the
judicial admissions by Peppermill that it has engaged in this or similar conduct for over 4 years
at approximately 12 casinos, based on Peppermill’s past conduct it is more probably than not that
Peppermill will continue to engage in such behavior. This is also supported by Peppermill’s
objection to being enjoined from engaging in said conduct, since unless Peppermill intends to
continue this or similar conduct it would agree to a temporary injunction pending the resolution

of the case.
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REQUEST NO. 23:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written ot electronic memorialization
discussing, desctibing, explaining, or addressing the allegation that the Peppermill intended to
financially harm the GSR.

RESPONSE TO REQUST NO. 23:

All documents memorializing Peppermill’s motives are currently in the possession,
custody and control of the Peppermill and the Gaming Commission. GSR anticipates obtaining
relevant documents from Peppermill or the Gaming Control Board, and upon obtaining those
documents reserves the right to supplement this response. GSR anticipates this will include
emails, spreadsheets, memorandums and the transcripts of the interviews of Ryan Tors, William

Paganetti, Billy Paganetti and additional employees, agents, managers and directors of GSR.

REQUEST NO. 24:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
tneeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing GSR's allegation that the acts and conduct of
Ryan Tors on July 12, 2013, were ratified and approved by management at the Peppermill.
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 24:

See William Paganetti’s statement before the Nevada Gaming Commission, which has
been produced by Peppermill, and the proposed amended answer of Peppermill Casino.

REQUEST NO. 25:

Investigative reports generated by the GSR concerning the activities of Ryan Tors at the

GSR on July 12, 2013, internal or otherwise.
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 25:

OBJECTION is made that this request is vague and ambiguous in regards to the phrase
“Internal or otherwise”. Without waiving this objection see documents previously produced as
GRAOD00Ithrough GRA00023 plus the video surveillance of Ryan Tors. Discovery is ongoing

and GSR reserves the right to supplement this response.

REQUEST NO. 26:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing daily detailed slot machine performance data

for each month from December 29, 2009, to the present, including for each slot machine the

following;
i
il
.
iv.
V.
vi.
vii.

viii

xi.
xii.
Xiii.
xiv.
\ xvi

Xvit

Machine Number;
Machine Location;
Manufacturet;

Game Type;

Game Name:

Coin Denomination;
State date for machine;
End date for machine’
Machine PARS %;
Cash In;

Free Play;

Cash Out

Net Win’

Cash Won;

Theo Cash Won
Actual Payout %;
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xviil. Theo Payout %;

xix.  Win per Day

xxi  Actual Win % and

xxii  Theo Win %.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 26:

OBJECTION, The daily detailed slot performance data is irrelevant to the issues, claims
and defenses in this case and GSR therefore objects to this request in that it requests information
which is irrelevant to the subject matter of the pending litigation and which is not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, thus rendering this request outside the
scope of permissible discovery as prescribed by NRCP 26 et seq. The scope of the Request is
overbroad and seeks information beyond the time period in which Defendant claims its
misappropriation occurred as well as to slot machines which were not accessed by Peppermill
employees. Even as to the time period in which Peppermill admits to misappropriating the
PARS from slot machines, the daily detailed slot machine performance for those machings is
irrelovant to the theft of the PARS and use to which Peppermill put that information. Objection is
further made that this request seeks information which constitutes a trade secret and which is
irrelevant to the issue in this case and which is protected, confidential, and proprietary and -
therefore not discoverable in this matter whether or not a protective order preventing disclosure
is in place. Objection is further made that the request is vague and ambiguous as to subpart vii
and viii seeking the start and end dates of the machine.

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 27:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing any audit performed on the slot machines and

slot play from December 29, 2009 through and including the present.
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 27:

GSR first notes that this request is improper in that it seeks documents for two separate
classifications of documents 1. audits on slot machines and 2. Audits on Slot play neither of
which is a discrete subpart of the other, and therefore this is two separate requests for purposes of
NRCP 34. GSR will respond to them separately.

Request 27 A.

OBJECTION, an audit on slot machines is irrelevant to the issues, claims and defenses in
this case and GSR therefore objects to this request in that it requests information which is
itrelevant to the subject matter of the pending litigation and which is not reasonably calculated to
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, thus rendering this request outside the scope of
permissible discovery as prescribed by NRCP 26 et seq. The scope of the Request is overbroad
and seeks information beyond the time period in which Defendant claims its misappropriation
occurred as well as to slot machines which wete not accessed by Peppermill employees. Even
as to the time period in which Peppermill admits to misappropriating the PARS from slot
machines, the audits on those machines is irrelevant to the theft of the PARS and use to which
Peppermill put that information. Objection is further made that this request seeks information
which constitutes a trade secret and which is irrelevant to the issue in this case and which is
protected, confidential, and proprietary and therefore not discoverable in this matter whether or
not a protective order preventing disclosure is in place.

Request to 27 B

OBJECTION, an audit on slot play is irrelevant to the issues, claims and defenses in this
case and GSR therefore objects to this request in that it requests information which is itrelevant
to the subject matter of the pending litigation and which is not reasonably calculated to lead to
the discovery of admissible evidence, thus rendering this request outside the scope of permissible
discovery as prescribed by NRCP 26 et seq. The scope of the Request is overbroad and seeks
information beyond the time period in which Defendant claims its misappropriation occurred as

well as to slot machines which were not accessed by Peppermill employees. Even as to the time
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period in which Peppermill admits to misappropriating the PARS from slot machines, the audits
on slot play on those machines is irrelevant to the theft of the PARS and use to which
Peppermill put that information. Objection is further made that this request seeks information
which constitutes a trade secret and which is irrelevant to the issue in this case and which is
protected, confidential, and proprietary and therefore not discoverable in this matter whether or
not a protective order preventing disclosure is in place.

REQUEST NO. 28:

A GSR NGC 31 Monthly Gross Revenue Statistical Reports submitted to the Nevada

- Gaming Authorities for the period December 2009 through and including the present.

RESPONSE TO REQUST NO., 28:

OBJECTION, GSR’s monthly Gross Revenue Statistical Report is irrelevant to the
issues, claims and defenses in this case and GSR therefore objscts to this request in that it
requests information which is itrelevant to the subject matter of the pending litigation and which
is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, thus rendering this
request outside the scope of permissible discovery as prescribed by NRCP 26 et seq. The scope
of the Request is overbroad and seeks information beyond the time period in whi'ch Defendant
claims it’s misappropriation occurred as well as to slot machines and other gaming activities
(such as craps, roulette, twenty-one, wheel of fortune, baccarat, mini-bacarat, pai gow, sic-bo,
pai gow poket, 3 card poker and other games, race book and sports book) which were not
accessed by Peppermill employees. Even as to the time period in which Peppermill admits to
misappropriating the PARS from slot machines, these reports to the extent they include those
machines are irrelevant to the theft of the PARS and use to which Peppermill put that
information. Objection is further made that this request seeks information which constitutes a
confidential, and proprietary information and which is irrelevant to the issue in this case and
which is protected, confidential, and proprietary and therefore not discoverable in this matter
whether or not a protective orﬁcr preventing disclosure is in place. Further objection is made in

that while the cumulative information complied by the reports is made public the individual
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reports are private and confidential

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 29:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing the marketing reasons and business strategies
for the GSR’s advertisements that it has the “loosest pay taBIes allowed” for the following slot
games:

a) Lil’ Red,;

b) Colossal Wizzard;

c) Giant’s Gold;

d) Forbidden Dragon;

€) Spartacus;

) Tower of the Temple’

2 Triton’s Gold;

h) Van Hesing(sic);

i) Zodiac Sisters;

i) Jungle Wild II; and

k) Queen of the Wild II.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST 29:

OBJECTION, all information including advertising concerning the machines identified in
section a-j in the Request is irrelevant to the issues, claims and defenses in this case and GSR
therefore objects to this request in that it requests information which is irrelevant to the subject
matter of the pending litigation and which is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence, thus rendering this request outside the scope of permissible discovery as
prescribed by NRCP 26 et seq. When Ryan Tors was detained he had a list of machines which
he had accessed and which he intended to access. None of the machines identified in this request

are on that list and therefore are iirelevant to his misappropriation. Moreover, advertising is
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irrelevant to the theft of PARS from GSR as is shown by the fact that Peppermill also accessed
and obtained PARS from other Reno area casinos. Objection is further made that this request
seeks information which constitutes a trade secret and which is irrelevant to the issue in this case
and which is protected, confidential, and proprietary and therefore not discoverable in this matter
whether or not a protective order preventing disclosure is in place.

REQUEST NO. 30:

All documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedure, directives,
meeting agendas, meeting notes, notices, or any other written or electronic memorialization
discussing, describing, explaining, or addressing GSR’S marketing and advertising strategies to
publicize loose pay tables for all of its slot machines from 2009 to the present.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO., 30:

OBJECTION GSR’S advertising strategies are irrelevant to the issues, claims and
defenses in this case and GSR therefore objects to this request in that it requests information
which is irrelevant to the subject matter of the pending litigation and which is not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, thus rendering this request outside the
scope of permissible discovery as prescribed by NRCP 26 et seq. The scope of the Request is
overbroad and seeks information beyond the time period in which Defendant claims its
misappropriation occurred as well as to slot machines which were not accessed by Peppermill
employees. Even as to the time period in which Peppermill admits to misappropriating the |
PARS from slot machines, advertising concerning those machines is irrelevant to the theft of the
PARS and use to which Peppermill put that information. Objection is further made that this
request seeks information which constitutes a trade secret and which is irrelevant to the issue in
this case and which is protected, confidential, and proprietary and therefore not discoverable in
this matter whether or not a protective order preventing disclosure is in place.

REQUEST NO. 31:

Copies of maps, illustrations, charts or any other depiction of the GSR casino floor

showing the location of each slot machine at the Grand Sierra Resort on July 12, 2013,
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO 31:

OBJECTION, the location of the slot machines on the GSR casino floor is irrelevant to
the issues, claims and defenses in this case and GSR therefore objects to this request in that it
requests information which is irrelevant to the subject matter of the pending litigation and which
is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, thus rendering this
request outside the scope of permissible discovery as prescribed by NRCP 26 et seq. The scope
of the Request is overbroad and seeks information as to slot machines which were not accessed
by Peppermill employees. Even as to the machines whose PARS Peppermill admits to
misappropriating the locations of those machines on the casino floor is irrelevant to the theft of
the PARS and use to which Peppermill put that information.

REQUEST NO 32:

The complete personnel file of former employee Steven Rosen, together with all
documents, correspondence, memos, emails, notes, policies, procedures, directives, meeting
agendas, meeting notes, notices or any other written or electronic memorialization discussing,
describing, explaining or addressing the circumstances of the termination of Steven Rosen’s
employment, or related to his leaving the employ of Plaintiff.

REQUEST NO. 32:
OBJECTION Mr. Rosen is not a party to this action and therefore his employment file is

irrelevant in this matter. In Montana Human Rights Division v. Billings 199 Mont 434, 649 P. 24

1283 (1982) the Court found that there was an expectation of privacy in employment records
which renders them confidential. This expectation of privacy and confidentiality is not waived
because an employee becomes witness in a lawsuit. Mr. Rosen has an expectation of privacy and
confidentiality in his employment records and cannot be forced to waive that right. GSR
therefore objects to this request in that it requests information which is irrelevant to the subject
matter of the pending litigation and which is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence, thus rendering this request outside the scope of permissible discovery as

prescribed by NRCP 26 et seq. and as a violation of Mr. Rosen’s privacy. Further GSR also has
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a duty to not release his confidential employment records without his consent.
Dated this 16™ day of July, 2014.
COHEN JOHNSON LLC.

By:  /s/H Stan Johnson

H. Stan Johnson, Esq,

Nevada Bar No. 00265

Terry Kinnally, Esq,

Nevada Bar No. 6379

255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119

Attorney for the Plaintiffs
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that on the 16™ day of July, 2014, a true and correct
copy of the foregoing Plaintiff’s Response to Defendant PEPPERMILL CASINO, INC.’s First
Set of Request s for Production of Documents to Plaintiffs was served by facsimile to the
numbets listed beldw, e-mail addresses to the provided by counsel and placing a copy thereof in

the US Mail at Las Vegas, Nevada, with proper postage prepaid, addressed to the following:

COTTON, DRIGGS, WALCH, HOLLEY WOLOSON & THOMPSON
Clo Clatk V. Velis, Esq.

800 S. Meadows Parkway, Suite 800

Reno, Nevada 89501

Attorney for the Defendant Peppermill

cvellis@nevadafirm.com
Facsimile (775) 851-7681

ROBINSON, BELAUSTEGUI, SHARP & LOW
C/o Kent R. Robison, Esq.

71 Washington Street

Reno, Nevada 89503

Attorney for the Defendant Peppermill

krobison@rbsllaw.com
Facsimile (775) 329-7169

GUNDERSON LAW FIRM

C/o Mark H. Gunderson, Esq.
3895 Watren Way

Reno, Nevada 89509

Attorney for Defendant Ryan Tors
Facsimile (775) 829-1226

STATE OF NEVADA

Office of the Attorney General

C/o Micheal P. Somps, Esq.

555 E. Washington Ave., Suite 3900
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

/s/ Kelly J. Montgomery
Kelly J. Montgomery, an employee of COHEN|JOHNSON, LLC.
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FILED
Electronically
2014-06-27 11:35:02 AM
Joey Orduna Hastings

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 4485724
CASE NO. CV13-01704 ME!-GSR HOLDINGS vs. PEPPERMILL CASINOS et al.
DATE, JUDGE
OFFICERS OF
COURT PRESENT APPEARANCES-HEARING CONTINUED TO
06/26/14 STATUS HEARING
HONORABLE Terry Kinnally, Esq., was present in Court via Court Call on behalf of
PATRICK Plaintiff MSI-GSR Holdings, Inc., who was not present.
FLANAGAN Kent Robison, Esq., Clark Veliis, Esq. and Therese Shanks, Esq.
DEPT.NO. 7 were present in Court on behalf of Defendant Peppermill Casinos,
K. Oates inc., who was not present.
(Clerk) Mark Gunderson, Esq., was present in Court on behalf of Defendant
S. Koetting Ryan Tors, who was not present.
(Reporter) 1:14 p.m. — Court convened with Court and counsel present.

The Court advised respective counsel that he is aware of the filed
Motions in this case, however, they have not been fully briefed.
Counsel Robison addressed the Court and advised that experts have
been hired as to gaming and marketing, and those experts have
requested certain documentation be provided, however, Plaintiff's
counsel objects, and is seeking a protective order. Further, counsel
advised he has noticed NRCP 30(b)(6) depositions, but will stipulate
to continue those depositions and await the Court’s decision as to
the Motion for Protective Order. Further, counsel advised that issues
exist as the confidentiality of documents to be exchanged between
the parties, to include that defense counsel suggested a
confidentiality agreement be executed for the protection of all parties,
however, the Plaintiff disagrees with a confidentiality agreement, and
supports the appointment of a special master.

Counsel Gunderson addressed the Court and concurred with
counsel Robiscon as o the necessity of a confidentiality agreement,
and further had no objection to the depositions being vacated,
however, counsel moved to have the depositions immediately re-
calendared to allow for dates certain, locations and order of
witnesses. Further, counsel argued that the Court may need to
become more involved, this is not a complex case, and the services
of a special master is not necessary.

Counsel Vellis addressed the Court and added nothing further,
Counsel Kinnally addressed the Court and argued that the
Peppermill is seeking documentation from the Gaming Control
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CASE NO. CV13-01704 MEI-GSR HOLDINGS vs. PEPPERMILL CASINOS et al.

Page Two
DATE, JUDGE
OFFICERS OF
COURT PRESENT APPEARANCES-HEARING CONTINUED TO
06/26/14 STATUS HEARING
HONORABLE Board, and a special master should be appointed to review this
PATRICK documentation. Further, counsel argued that trade secrets are an
FLANAGAN issue in this case, Defendant Tors took “pars” from slot machines
DEPT.NO. 7 belonging to the Plaintiff using a master key, and a Hearing should
K. Oates be conducted as to the Motion for Protective Order relating to
(Clerk) defense experts being entitled to review documentation involving
S. Koetting trade secrets.
(Reporter) Counsel Robinson responded and argued that the complaint reads

that there was a violation of the criminal trade secrets act. Further,
the Plaintiff is claiming damages in excess of ten thousand dollars,
those damages should be proven, the defense experis need the
discovery to properly assess the case, and a confidentiality
agreement should be executed by the parties.

COURT ORDERED: A Hearing as to a Confidentiality Agreement/
Special Master will be held on July 10, 2014 at 2:30 p.m. with briefs
filed no later than 5:00 p.m. on July 7, 2014.

Counsel Kinnally inquired if a representative of the Gaming Control
Board should be present at the Hearing.

Counsel Robison responded that as to the Gaming Control Board
documentation requested by the Plaintiff, both the Peppermill and the
Gaming Control Board will oppose that request, however, the
Gaming Control Board will take no position if the parties exchange
the documentation between themselves, under the guise of a
confidentiality agreement.

COURT ORDERED: The attendance of a representative of the
Gaming Control Board at the Hearing scheduled for July 10, 2014 is
not necessary.

Counsel Gunderson moved to reschedule the depositions that were
vacated for the week of July 10, 2014.

Counsel Kinnally responded and argued that notice is an issue, in
that, thirty NRCP 30(b)(6) depositions were noticed for one week.
Counsel Robison responded that the depositions were noticed for the
Plaintiff's convenience and they can choose the most knowledgeable
deponents.

Counsel Gunderson moved for deposition dates.

Counsel Robison responded a week in mid-August wouid work.
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CASE NO. CV13-01704 MEI-GSR HOLDINGS vs. PEPPERMILL CASINOS et al.

Page Three
DATE, JUDGE
OFFICERS OF
COURT PRESENT APPEARANCES-HEARING CONTINUED TO
06/26/14 STATUS HEARING
HONORABLE COURT ORDERED: The depositions will be rescheduled to the
PATRICK week of August 18, 2014.
FLANAGAN 1:37 p.m. — Court stoad in recess.
DEPT.NO. 7
K. Oates
(Clerk)
S. Koetting
(Reporter)
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ATTORNEYS:

Kent K. Robison
Thomas L. Belavuszegui
E DeAsmead Sharp
Keegan G. Low

A
b2

y L. Bresiow

Mark G, Simons
Aichael £ Sellivan
Clayten B Brusc

Stefame T Sharp

Frank C. (iilmore
Michael A, Burke
Kaiseen L. Martini

Therese M. Shanks

P 775.329.31§1

F 77§.329.794%

71 Washingron Street
Rero. Nevada 89503

wws. rbstlaw.com

ROBISON, BELAUSTEGUL, SHARDP & Low

June 27, 2014

Via Email: tkinoally@cohenjohnson.com
Terry Kinnally, Esq.

Cohen-Johnson, LLC

255 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 100

Las Vegas, NV 89119

Via Email: mgunderson@gundersonlaw.com
Mark Gunderson, Esq.

Gunderson Law Firm

3895 Warren Way

Reno, NV 89509

Via Email: cvellis@nevadafirm.com
Clark V. Vellis, Esq.

Cotton, Driggs, Walch, Holley, Woloson & Thompson
800 S. Meadows Parkway, Suite 800
Reno, NV 89521

Re:  GSR v. Peppermill/Tors

Dear Counsel:

I neglected to observe on my calendar that I will be enrolling my daughter in
Emory University on Tuesday, August 19, 2014. I would, therefore, respectfully request
that we agree to proceed with the NRCP 30(b)(6) depositions the week of August 25,
2014. The nature, extent and scope of the depositions permitted by the Court will, of
course, determine how many days will be necessary, but I still estimate the need for four
consecutive days.

We are confused by GSR’s concern that we did not specify certain witnesses for
certain dates. As explained to the Court, this was done as a courtesy to the Plaintiff. The
opuons, therefore, are:

1. We will amend the Notice to indicate specific dates and times for specific
Persons Most Knowledgeable: or

2. You can produce the responsive Persons Most Knowledgeable in any order
that you so desire so that the convenience of the witnesses can be considered.
We are more than willing to take the Persons Most Knowledgeable on any
topic set forth in our NRCP 30(b)(6) Notice at that specific witness’
convenience,

However, if you want me to specify each Person Most Knowledgeable for a
specific time on a specific day, I will be pleased to do so. Generally, with NRCP
30(b)(6) notices, one Person Most Knowledgeable witness typically testifies concerning
several topics in the notice. That is another reason for flexibility. Please advise
immediately.
Yours ve;zf@

# V.

KENT R. ROBISON
KRR;jf

JuWPDaw'Krr\1872.006-Peppermill-GSR v\L-Kinnalty, Tery 6-11-14.docx
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.I_(ent Robison

From: Kent Robison

Sent: Friday, June 27, 2014 4:01 PM

To: tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com; 'mgunderson@gundersonlaw.com’; 'Clark V. Vellis'
Cc: Kent Robison; Keegan Low; Therese Shanks

Subject: GSR v. Peppermill / Tors

Attachments: L-Robison to Kinnally.Gunderson.Vellis.06-27-14.pdf

Dear Counsel:

Attached hereto is Mr. Robison’s letter to you of this date.
Thank you.

Jayne Ferretto
Assistant to Kent Robison
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Robison, Belaustegul,
Sharp & Yow

71 Washington St.
Reno, NV 89503
(775) 3253151

FILED

Eiectronically
2014-07-03 03:22:47 PM
Joey Orduna Hastings
2582 : Clerk of the Court
KENT R. ROBISON, ESQ. - NSB #1167 Transaction # 4504131 : azich
krobison@rbsllaw.com
KEEGAN G. LOW, ESQ. — NSB #307
klow@rbsllaw.com
THERESE M. SHANKS, ESQ. ~ NSB # 12890
tshanks@rbsllaw.com
Robison, Belanstegui, Sharp & Low -
A Professional Corporation
71 Washington Street

Reno, Nevada 89503
Telephone: 775) 329-3151
Facsimile: 775) 329-7169

IN ASSOCYATION WITH:

CLARK V. VELLIS, ESQ. —~ NSB #5533
cve]hs@nevadaﬁrm.com

Cotion, Driggs, Walch, Holley, Woloson & Thampson
800 8. Meadows Parkway, Suite 800

Reno, Nevada 89521

Telephone:  (775) 851-8700

Facsimile:  (775) 851-7681

Attorneys for Defendant Peppermill Casinos,
Inc., d/b/a Peppermill Casino

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada CASE NO.: CVI13-01704
Corporation, d/b/a/ GRAND SIERRA RESORT,
DEPT.NO.: B7
Plaintiff,
vs. BUSINESS COURT DOCKET

PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC., a Nevada
Corporation, d/b/a/ PEPPERMILL CASING;
RYAN TORS, an individual; JOHN DOES I-X
and JANE DOES I-X and CORPORAITONS I-X,

Defendant(s).

SUPPLEMENTAL
AMENDED NOTICE OF TAKING DEPOSITIONS OF PLAINTIFF’S PERSONS MOST
KNOWYLEDGEABLE PURSUANT TO NRCP 30(b)(6)

TO: Plaintiff above named and to its attoxneys of record:
Defendant, Peppermill Casinos, Inc., does hereby give notice pursuant to and in accordance
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tobison, Belaustegui,
sharp & Low

"1 Washington St.
teno, NV 89503
775) 3233151

with Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure 30(b)(6) that it will take the depositions of the Plaintiff’s

Persons Most Knowledgeable as follows:

I

R I T X

B N B R = o e e b e e e e
Ll S A - B = T S T =

24.
25.
26.

For topic #1 in Exhibit 1, 9:00 a.m. on Monday, August 25, 2014;

For topic #2 in Exhibit 1, 10:00 a.m. on Monday, August 25, 2014;
For topic #3 in Exhibit 1, 11:00 a.m. on Monday, August 25, 2014;
For topic #4 in Exhibit 1, 1:00 p.m. on Monday, August 25, 2014;

For topic #5 in Exhibit 1, 2:00 p.m. on Monday, August 25, 2014;

For topic #6 in Exhibit 1, 3:00 p.m. on Monday, August 25, 2014;

For topic #7 in Exhibit 1, 4:00 p.m. on Monday, August 25, 2014;

For topic #8 in Exhibit 1, 9:00 a.m. on Tuesday, August 26, 2014;

For topic #9 in Exhibit 1, 10:00 a.m. on Tuesday, August 26, 2014;
For topic #10 in Exhibit 1, 11;00 a.m. on Tuesday, August 26, 2014;
For topic #11 in Exhibit 1, 1:00 p.m. on Tuesday, August 26, 2014;
For topic #12 in Exhibit 1, 2:00 p.m. on Tuesday, August 26, 2014;
For topic #13 in Exhibit 1, 3:00 p.m. on Tuesday, August 26, 2014;
For toi)ic #14 in Exhibit 1, 4:00 p.m. on Tuesday, August 26, 2014;
For topic #15 in Exhibit 1, 8:30 a.m. on Wednesday, August 27, 2014;
For topic #16 in Exhibit 1, 9:00 a.m. on Wednesday, August 27, 2014;
For topic #17 in Exhibit 1, 10:00 a.m. on Wednesday, August 27, 2014;
For topic #18 in Exhibit 1, 11:00 a.m. on Wednesday, August 27, 2014;
For topic #19 in Exhibit 1, 1:00 p.m. on Wednesday, August 27, 2014;
For topic #20 in Exhibit 1, 1:30 p.m. on Wednesday, Auqut 27,2014;
For topic #21 in Exhibit 1, 2:30 p.m. on Wednesday, August 27, 2014;
For topic #22 in Exhibit 1, 3:30 p.m. on Wednesday, August 27, 2014;
For topic #23 in Exhibit 1, 4:00 p.m. on Wednesday, August 27, 2014;
For topic #24 in Exhibit 1, 8:30 a.m. on Thursday, August 28, 2014;
For topic #25 in Exhibit 1, 9:00 a.m. on Thursday, August 28, 2014

For topic #26 in Exhibit 1, 10:00 a.m. on Thursday, August 28, 2014;
2
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1 27.  For topic #27 in Exhibit 1, 11:00 a.m. on Thursday, August 28, 2014;
2 28.  For topic #28 in Exhibit 1, 1:00 p.m. on Thursday, August 28, 2014;
3 29.  For topic #29 in Exhibit 1, 2:00 p.m. on Thursday, August 28, 2014; and
4 30.  Fortopic #30 in Exhibit 1, 3:30 p.m. on Thursday, August 28, 2014.
5 The depositions will take place at the offices of Robison, Belaustegui, Sharp & Low, 71
6 || Washington Street, Reno, Nevada. The depositions will be held upon oral examination, pursuant
7 |} {to Rules 26 and 30 of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure, before a notary public or before some
8 | |other officer authorized by law to administer oaths, and will be recorded by stenographic means
9 | witha court reporter. Oral examination will continue from day to day until completed. You are
10 | {invited to attend and cross-examine.
11 Pursuant to NRCP 30(b)(6), Plaintiff, MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC, a Nevada corporation,
12 |{d/b/a Grand Sierra Resort, is required to designate one or more of its officers, directors, managing
13 | |agents, or other persons to testify on its behalf who is or are most knowledgeable about the subject
14 | { matters and items set forth in the attached Exhibit 1, incorporated herein as though fully set forth
15 ||herein. The deponents produced in response to this Notice shall testify as to the matters known or
16 | |reasonably available to the Plaintiff organization.
17 AFFIRMATION
8 Pursuant to NRS 239B.030
19 The undersigned does hereby affirm that this document does not contain the social security
20 | |number of any person.
21 DATED this 3rd day of July, 2014.
22 ROBISON, BELAUSTEGUIL SHARP & LOW
A Professional Corporation
23 71 Washington Street
Reno, Nevada 89503 .
24
05 ‘%
26 KENT R. ROBISON
KEEGAN G. LOW
27 THERESE M. SHANKS
Attomeys for Defendant
28 Peppermill Casinos, Inc., d/b/a Peppermill Casino
tobison, Belaustegui, 3
tharp & Low
'T Washisgton St.
teno, NV 89503
775) 329-3151
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tobison, Belaustogui,
tharp & Low

'l Washington St.
teno, NV 89503
775) 329-3151
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IN ASSOCIATION WITH:

CLARK V. VELLIS, ESQ.

Cotton, Driggs, Walch, Holley, Woloson
& Thompson

800 S. Meadows Parkway, Suite 800

Reno, Nevada 89521
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Robison, Belaustegui,
Sharp & Low

71 Washington Street
Reno, Nevada 89503
{775) 329-3151

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of ROBISON, BELAUSTEGUI,
SHARP & LOW, and that on this date I caused to be served a true copy of the SUPPLEMENTAL

AMENDED NOTICE OF TAKING DEPOSITION AINTIFF’S P ONS
KNOWLEDGEABLE PURSUANT TO NRCP 30(b)(b):

by placing an original or true copy thereof in a sealed envelope, with sufficient
postage affixed thereto, in the United States mail at Reno, Nevada, addressed to:
H. STAN JOHNSON, ESQ.

TERRY KINNALLY, ESQ.

Cohen-Johnson, LLC

255 East Warm Springs Road, Suite 100

Las Vegas, NV 80119

Attorneys for Plaintiff

MARK GUNDERSON, ESQ.
Gunderson Law Firm

3895 Warren Wa

Reno, NV 8950

Attorneys for Defendant Ryan Tors

CLARX V. VELLIS, ESQ.

Cotton, Driggs, Walch, Holley, Woloson & Thompson
800 S. Meadows Parkway, Suite 800

Reno, NV 89521

Attorneys for Defendant Peppermill Casinos, Inc.

;{ by using the Court’s CM/ECF Electronic Notification System addressed to:
H. STAN JOHNSON, ESQ.
TERRY KINNALLY, ESQ.
Cohen-Johnson, LLC

Email: sjohnson@cohenjohnson.com
nnally(@cohenjohnson.com
Atiorneys for Plaintiff

MARK GUNDERSON, ESQ.
Gunderson Law Firm

Email: mggndersonf?gz),g;mdersonlaw.com

Attorneys for Defendant Ryan Tors

CLARX V. VELLIS, ESQ.

Cotton, Driggs, Walch, Holley, Woloson & Thompson

Email: cveliis@nevadafiom.com
Attorneys for Defendant Peppermill Casinos, Inc.

by electronic email addressed to the above.

by gers.ongl delivery/hand delivery addressed to:

by facsimile (fax) addressed to: . .

by Federal Express/UPS or other overnight delivery addressed to:

DATED: This 3rd day of July, 2014.

T
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tobison, Belaustegui,
iharp & Low

‘1 Washington St.
teno, NV 39503
775 329-3151

Exhibit No.

EXHIBIT LIST

Description

1

List of Subject Matters and Items for Persons Most Knowledgeable

Pages
3 pages
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1 EXHIBIT 1
2
3 TOPICS UPON WHICH DEPONENTS MOST KNOWLEDGEABLE SHALL TESTIFY
AS TO MATTERS KNOWN OR REASONABLY AVAILABLE TO PLAINTIFF
4 || ORGANIZATION:
5 1. The Person Most Knowledgeable about the manner in which Plaintiff GSR tracks players
of slot machines at the Grand Sierra Resort for the period of time from January 1, 2009, to
6 and including the present, including online slot player tracking systems.
7
2. The Person Most Knowledgeable about the manner in which Plaintiff GSR tracks the play
8 of each slot machine on the floor at GSR or utilized by GSR for the period of time from
9 January 1, 2009, to the present.
10 3. The PAR settings for each slot machine utilized by GSR for a period of time from
December 31, 2009, to the present.
11
4. The Person Most Knowledgeable about the changes utilized and implemented by GSR for
12 changing the PAR settings for the period of time from December 31, 2009, to the present,
13 including any schedules or documents showing changes in the PAR settings and the
reasons for the changes.
14
5. The Person Most Knowledgeable about the strategies involved in setting the pars for the
15 machines utilized by GSR from December 31, 2009, to the present.
16 6. The Person Most Knowledgeable about the names and addresses of each and every slot
17 customer of GSR who, since July 12, 2013, played slot machines at the Peppermill as a
result of the activities of Ryan Tors described in the Complaint on file in this matter.
18
7. The Person Most Knowledgeable about the use the Peppermill made of the information
19 obtained by Ryan Tors on July 12, 2013.
0
2 8. The Person or Persons Most Knowledgeable about any financial loss and/or damages
21 caused to the GSR by the activities of Ryan Tors described in the Complaint on file herein.
22 9. The financial harm and/or damages caused to the GSR by the activities described in the
23 Complaint filed in this matter caused by the Peppermill, separate and distinct from the
damages caused by Ryan Tors.
24
10. The Person Most Knowledgeable about GSR’s marketing plans, promotions, program for
25 market share for slot play and market strategies to attract slot customers to play slot
26 machines at GSR for a period of time from January 1, 2011, to the present.
27 11. GSR’s Person Most Knowledgeable about its own use of Master Key 2341 in or at the
GSR and any other casino property from January 1, 2012, to the present.
28
Robison, Belaustegui,
Sharp & Low
71 Washington St,
Reno, NV 89503
775) 329-3151
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1 12. The Person Most Knowledgeable concerning the player tracking and slot performance of
5 GSR’s slot machines 951, 440, 855, 486, 1646 and 20042.
3 13. The Person Most Knowledgeable about the specific customers and patrons who play the
slot machines identified as 951, 440, 855, 486, 1646 and 20042.
4
14. The Person Most Knowledgeable about the use made of the information obtained by Ryan
5 Tors by the Defendant Peppermill Casinos, Inc. :
6
15. The Person Most Knowledgeable about the statements made by Ryan Tors while on the
7 GSR property on July 12, 2013.
8 16. The Person Most Knowledgeable about the specific and precise accounting information
9 obtained and data accessed by Ryan Tors at the GSR.
10 17. The Person Most Knowledgeable about the “diagnostics” received, accessed or refrieved by
Ryan Tors as a result of the activities desctibed in GSR’s Complaint on J uly 12, 2013.
11
9 18. The Person Most Knowledgeable about all written, oral and documentary communications
between GSR and other gaming properties in Washoe County concerning the activities of
13 Ryan Tors as described in GSR’s Complaint since July 12, 2013,
14 19. The Person Most Knowledgeable about how, when and where the Peppermill made any use
15 whatsoever of the data and diagnostics allegedly retrieved by Ryan Tors on July 12, 2013.
16 20. The Person Most Knowledgeable about the efforts made by the GSR to preserve the
secrecy and alleged confidentiality of the par settings on the slot machines utilized by the
17 GSR during the years 2009 through and including the present.
18 21. The Person Most Knowledgeable about the “independent economic value” of the
19 information obtained by Ryan Tors on July 13, 2013.
20 22. The Person Most Knowledgeable about GSR’s allegation that the Peppermill will “likely
ol continue to misappropriate trade secrets” of the GSR.
2 23. The Person Most Knowledgeable about the allegation that the Peppermill intended to
financially harm the GSR.
23
24. The Person Most Knowledgeable about GSR’s allegation that the acts and conduct of Ryan
24 Tors on July 13, 2013, were ratified and approved by management at the Peppermill,
25 25. The Person Most Knowledgeable about all investigative reports generated by the GSR
26 concerning the activities of Ryan Tors at the GSR on July 13, 2013.
27
28 26. The Person Most Knowledgeable about daily detailed slot machine performance data for
obison, Belaustegui, 2
sharp & Low
"l Washington St.
teno, NV 89503
775) 3293151
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1 each slot machine at GSR for each month from December 29, 2009, to the present,
5 including for each slot machine the following: '
3 27. The Person Most Knowledgeable about any audit performed on the slot machines and slot
play from December 29, 2009, through and including the present.
4 _
5 28. The Person Most Knowledgeable about the NGC 31 Monthly Gross Revenue Statistical
Report submitted to the Nevada Gaming Authorities for the period December 2009 through
6 and including the present.
7 29. The Person Most Knowledgeable about the marketing reasons and business strategies for
the GSR’s advertisements that it has the “Loosest Pay Tables Allowed” for the following
8 slot games:
9 :
a. Lil’ Red;
10 b. Colossal Wizard;
c. Giant’s Gold;
1 d. Forbidden Dragon;
12 e. Spartacus;
f. Tower of the Temple;
13 g. Triton’s Gold;
h. Van Hesing;
14 i. Zodiac Sisters;
15 j- Jungle Wild IT; and
k. Queen of the Wild II.
16
30. The Person Most Knowledgeable about all of GSR’s marketing and advertising strategies
17 to publicize loose pay tables for its slot machines.
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
tobison, Belaustegui, 3
Sharp & Low
11 Washington St.
teno, NV 89503
775) 329-3151
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.lazne Ferretto

From:
Sent:
To:

Ce:
Subject:

eflex@washoecourts.us

Thursday, July 03, 2014 4:10 PM

Kent Robison

Jayne Ferretto

NEF: MEI-GSR HOLDINGS VS PEPPERMILL CASINGS; ETAL (B7): Supplemental ...
CVv13-01704

wrrdidx IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION o
PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE: CV13-01704
Judge: HONORABLE PATRICK FLANAGAN

Official File Stamp:
Clerk Accepted:
Court:

Case Title:
Document(s) Submitted:

Filed By:

07-03-2014:15:22:47
07-03-2014:16:09:42
Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada
Civil
MEI-GSR HOLDINGS VS PEPPERMILL CASINOS; ETAL (B7)
Supplemental ...
- **Continuation
Kent R. Robison

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.
The following people were served electronically:

ALISA NAVE-WORTH, ESQ. for PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC.
CLARK V. VELLIS, ESQ. for PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC.

H. STAN JOHNSON, ESQ. for MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, L1.C

KEEGAN GRAHAM LOW, ESQ. for PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC.
KENT RICHARD ROBISON, ESQ. for PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC.
JOHN R. FUNK, ESQ for RYAN TORS

MARK HARLAN GUNDERSON, ESQ. for RYAN TORS

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional means (see
Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.): .

THERESE M. SHANKS, ESQ. for PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC.

RA 00343
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Robison, Bekwstogai,

Shasp & Low

71 Washingron St.

Reno, NV 89503
{775).329-3151

DECLARATION OF ANTHONY F. LUCAS, PH.D.

Anthony F. Lucas, Ph.D; hereby declares under penalty of perjury that the following

| assertions are true and correct.

1.  Thave been engaged as an expert consultant in the MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC, d/b/a
Grand Sierra Resort v. Peppermill Casines, Inc. action, Case No. CV13-01704.
2. I am trying to determine whether the royalty damage model is appropriate in this

case.

3. In order to determine whether a royalty damage model exists and, if it does, it is

| | necessary for me to analyze the following:

(4) The complete answers of Plaintiff MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC, d/b/a Grand
Sierra Resort (“GSR”™) to Interrogatories Nos. 5,.11, 14, 16, 20 and 29 of
Defendant Peppermill Casinos; Inc.’s (*Peppermill™) First Set of Interrogatories
to Plaintiff; and

{b)  The documents requested in Requests Nos. 2,4, 5, 6, 7, 16, 11, 12, 20, 21,

22, 29 and 30 of Defendant Peppermill’s First Set of Requests: for Production of |

Documents to Plaintiff GSR.
4, As an expert in various gaming matters, it is my strong belief and position that a

cotmpeient expert opinion cannot be formulated without the information requested by the

| | Peppermill of the GSR.

5. Attached is a copy of my Curriculum Vita which identifies my credentials,
experience and education relating to gaming matters.
AFFIRMATION
Pursuant to NRS 239B.030
The undersigned does hereby affirm that this docament does not contain the social security
number of any person.

DATED this . day of August, 2014.

Z, ' ‘
ANTHONY F. LUCAS, Ph.D.

1
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GUNDERSON LAW FIRM
Mark H. Gunderson, Esq.
Nevada State Bar No. 2134
John R. Funk, Esq.

Nevada State Bar No. 12372
3895 Warren Way

Reno, Nevada 89509
Telephone: 775.829.1222
Facsimile: 775.829.1226
Attorneys for Ryan Tors

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

O 00 ] N W b W

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

b—
—_ O

MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada CaseNo.CV13-01704
Corporation, d/b/a GRAND SIERRA RESORT,

ok
N

Dept. No. B7
Plaintiff,

fnd
)

BUSINESS COURT DOCKET

p—
-8

VS.

Pt
W

PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC., a Nevada
Corporation, d/b/a PEPPERMILL CASINO;
RYAN TORS, an individual; JOHN DOES I-X
and JANE DOES I-X, and ABC
CORPORATIONS I-X,

— e
N ] &

Defendant.
/

—
\O

NN
_— O

JOINDER TO MOTION FOR TERMINATING SANCTIONS OR, IN THE
ALTERNATIVE, MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY

N
N

N
(P8 )

RYAN TORS, an individual, by and through his counsel of record, Mark H. Gunderson,

N
S

Esq., and John R. Funk, Esq., files this Joinder to the Motion For Terminating Sanctions Or, In the

N
W

Alternative, Motion to Compel Discovery filed by Defendant PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC.
AFFIRMATION
The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document JOINDER TO MOTION
28|/FOR TERMINATING SANCTIONS OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, MOTION TO

GUNDERSON LAW FIRM
A PROFESSIONAL
LAW CORPORATION
3895 Warren Way
RENO, NEVADA 89509 1
(775) 8291222 -1

NN
~3 O
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1{| COMPEL DISCOVERY, filed in the Second Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada,
2} County of Washoe, does not contain the social security number of any person.
3 DATED this __%_ day of August, 2014.
4 GUNDERSON LAW FIRM
5
6 By:
7 ark H. Gunderson, Esq.
Nevada State Bar No. 2134
8 John R. Funk, Esq.
Nevada State Bar No. 12372

9 Attorneys for Ryan Tors

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

GUNDERSON LAW FIRM
e 2-
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7
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10
11
12
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14
15
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22
23
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28

GUNDERSON LAW FIRM

A PROFESSIONAL
LAW CORPORATION

3885 Warren Way

RENO, NEVADA 89509

(775) 828-1222

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I am an employee of the law office of GUNDERSON LAW FIRM, and on the
02-? day of August, 2014 I e-filed the JOINDER TO MOTION FOR TERMINATING

the following:

H. Stan Johnson, Esq.

Terry Kinnally, Esq.

Cohen-Johnson, LLC

255 E. Warm Springs Road

Suite 100

Las Vegas, NV 89119
sjohnson@cohenjohnson.com
tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com
Attorneys for MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC

Clark V. Vellis, Esq.

Cotton, Driggs, Walch,

Holley Woloson & Thompson

800 S. Meadows Parkway

Suite 800

Reno, NV 89521
cvellis@nevadafirm.com

Attorneys for Peppermill Casinos, Inc.
dba Peppermill Casino

SANCTIONS OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY and a
copy will be electronically mailed by the Second Judicial District Court through the ECF system to

Kent R. Robison, Esq.

Keegan G. Low, Esq.

Therese M. Shanks, Esq.

Robison, Belaustegui, Sharp & Low
71 Washington Street

Reno, NV 89503
krobison@rbsllaw.com
kow@rbsllaw.com
tshanks@rbsllaw.com

Attorneys for Peppermill Casinos, Inc.
dba Peppermill Casino

Catherine Cortez Masto
Attorney General

Michael P. Somps

Senior Deputy Attorney General
Darlene B. Caruso

Deputy Attorney General

555 East Washington Avenue
Suite 3900

Las Vegas, NV 89101-1068
dcaruso@ag.nv.gov
msomps@ag.nv.gov

Attorneys for State of Nevada, Gaming
Control Board

Cmp\@fmumu

Cindy Stockwell
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Robison, Belaustegui,
Sharp & Low

71 Washington St.
Reno, NV 89503
(775) 328-3151

FILED

Electronically
2014-09-03 12:15:14 PM
Joey Orduna Hastings
1650 Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 4588551 : mcholico

KENT R. ROBISON, ESQ. - NSB #1167
krobison@rbsllaw.com

KEEGAN G. LOW, ESQ. - NSB #307
klow@rbsllaw.com

THERESE M. SHANKS, ESQ. — NSB # 12890
tshanks@rbsllaw.com

Robison, Belaustegui, Sharp & Low

A Professional Corporation

71 Washington Street

Reno, Nevada 89503

Telephone:  (775) 329-3151

Facsimile: (775) 329-7169

IN ASSOCIATION WITH:

CLARK V. VELLIS, ESQ. - NSB #5533
cvellis@nevadafirm.com

Cotton, Driggs, Walch, Holley, Woloson & Thompson
800 S. Meadows Parkway, Suite 800

Reno, Nevada 89521

Telephone:  (775) 851-8700

Facsimile: (775) 851-7681

Attorneys for Defendant Peppermill Casinos,
Inc., d/b/a Peppermill Casino

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada CASE NO.: CV13-01704
Corporation, d/b/a/ GRAND SIERRA RESORT,
DEPT. NO.: B7
Plaintiff,
vs. BUSINESS COURT DOCKET

PEPPERMILL CASINOS, INC., a Nevada
Corporation, d/b/a/ PEPPERMILL CASINO;
RYAN TORS, an individual; JOHN DOES I-X
and JANE DOES I-X and CORPORATIONS I-X,

Defendant(s).

ERRATA TO MOTION FOR TERMINATING SANCTIONS OR. IN THE

ALTERNATIVE, MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY
Defendant Peppermill Casinos, Inc., a Nevada corporation, d/b/a Peppermill Casino

(“Peppermill™) hereby files this Errata to the Motion for Terminating Sanctions or, in the

Alternative, Motion to Compel Discovery filed August 25, 2014. The Curriculum Vita of Anthony

1
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Robison, Belaustegui,
Sharp & Low

71 Washington St.
Reno, NV 89503
(775) 329-3151

F. Lucas, Ph.D., was inadvertently omitted from Exhibit 11, the Declaration of Anthony F. Lucas,

Ph.D., and is therefore attached hereto.

AFFIRMATION
Pursuant to NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that this document does not contain the social security

number of any person.

DATED this 3 day of September, 2014.

ROBISON, BELAUSTEGUI, SHARP & LOW
A Professional Corporation

71 Washington Street

Reno, Nevada 89503

P =

R ROBISON
KEE AN G.LOW
THERESE M. SHANKS
Attorneys for Defendant
Peppermill Casinos, Inc., d/b/a Peppermill Casino

IN ASSOCTATION WITH:

CLARK V. VELLIS, ESQ.

Cotton, Driggs, Walch, Holley, Woloson
& Thompson

800 S. Meadows Parkway, Suite 8§00

Reno, Nevada 89521
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Robison, Belaustegui,
Shw & Low

71 Washington Street
Reno, Nevada 89503

(775) 329-3151

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of ROBISON, BELAUSTEGUI,
SHARP & L.OW, and that on this date I caused to be served a true copy of the ERRATA TO
MOTIONFOR TERMINATING SANCTIONS OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, MOTION TO

COMPEL DISCOVERY

X

by placing an eriginal or true copy thereof in a sealed envelope, with sufficient
postage affixed thereto, in the United States mail at Reno, Nevada, addressed to:

by using the Court’s CM/ECF Electronic Notification System addressed to:

H. STAN JOHNSON, ESQ.
TERRY KINNALLY, ESQ.
Cohen-Johnson, LLC

Email: sjohnson@cchenjohnson.com
tkinnally@cohenjohnson.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff

MARK GUNDERSON, ESQ.
Gunderson Law Firm

Email: mgunderson@gundersonlaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Ryan Tors

CLARK V. VELLIS, ESQ.
Cotton, Driggs, Walch, Holley, Woloson & Thompson

Email: cvellis@nevadafirm.com
Attorneys for Defendant Peppermill Casinos, Inc.

MICHAEL P. SOMPS, ESQ.

DARLENE B. CARUSO, ESQ.

State Gaming Control Board

555 East Washington Avenue, Suite 3900
Las Vegas, NV 89101-1068

Email: dcaruso@ag.nv.gov
msomps@ag.nv.gov

Attorneys for Nevada Gaming Control Board

by electronic email addressed to the above.

by personal delivery/hand delivery addressed to:
by facsimile (fax) addressed to:
by Federal Express/UPS or other overnight delivery addressed to:

DATED: This 5d day of September, 2014.

4 r@\,z@m/m“

V. JAYNE FERRETTO
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Robison, Belaustegui,
Sharp & Low

71 Washington St,
Reno, NV 89503
(775) 329-3151

NO.

EXHIBIT LIST
DESCRIPTION

PAGES

11

Declaration of Anthony F. Lucas, Ph.D.
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FILED
Electronically
2014-08-03 12:15:14 PM
Joey Orduna Hastings
Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 4588551 : mcholico

EXHIBIT 11

EXHIBIT 11

RA 00353



1 DECLARATION OF ANTHONY F. LUCAS, PH.D.
2 Anthony F. Lucas, Ph.D., hereby declares under penalty of perjury that the following
3 | jassertions are true and correct,
4 1. Ihavebeen cngaged as an expert consultant in the MEF-GSR Holdings, LLC, d/b/a
5 [|Grand Sierra Resort v. Peppermill Casinos, Inc, action, Case No. CV13-01704.
6 2. Tam trying to determine whethier the ravalty damage mode! is appropriate in this
7 |{case.
8 | 3.  Inorder to determine whetlier a royalty damage model exists and, if'it does, it is
9 | {necessary for me to analyze the following:
10 () The complete answers of Plaintiff MEL-GSR Holdings, LLC, d/b/a Grand
11 Sierra Resort (“GSR™) to Interrogateries Nos. 5, 11, 14, 16, 20 and 29 of
12 Defendant Peppermill Casinos, Inc.’s.(“Peppermill”) First Set of Interrogatories |
13 | to Plaintiff; and |
4 | (5)  The documentsequested in Requests Nos. 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 16; 11, 12, 20, 21,
15 | 22,29 and 30:of Defendant Peppermill’s First Set of Requests-for Production of
16 Documents to Plgintif’ GSR.
17 4, As an expert in various gaming matters, it is my strong belief and posiion that a
18 |{competent expert opinion cannot be formulated without the inforsmation requested by the
19 | {Peppennili of the GSR.
20 5. Amached is a copy of my Cusriculum Vit which ideatifies my credentials, )
21| | experience and education refating to gaming maters.
22
23 Pursusnt to: l%% 239B.030
# The mndersigned does hcreby affirm that this docament does not contain the social security
25
mymber of any person.
% DATED this £ day of August, 2014, ]
27 % '
28 e
Robieow:, Boksuseeyai, AS, Ph.D
Sherp&Low
71 Wanshirgion St 1
Renc, NV 89503
(rsyamatsy
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Curriculum Vita
Anthony F. Lucas

Contact Information

Address: 2562

Deer Season Street  Telephone: (702) 300-6064

Henderson, NV 89052  E-mail: AFL2@cox.net

Education

Ph.D.

M.B.A.
B.S.

Hotel Administration; Marketing Major
University of Nevada, Las Vegas, 2000
Advisor, Dr. John Bowen, Ph.D.

University of Nevada, Las Vegas, 1992

Accounting
Ball State University, Muncie, Indiana, 1986

Academic Experience

2012 - Current

2006 - 2012

2001 - 2006

Professor, Casino Management, UNLV, William F. Harrah College of
Hotel Administration.

Associate Professor, Casino Management, UNLV, William F. Harrah
College of Hotel Administration.

Assistant Professor, Casino Management, UNLV, William F. Harrah
College of Hotel Administration.

Industry Experience

2008-Current

1994-1998

1993-1994

Founder and Managing Member of Gamma, Ltd., a research-based
company formed to provide consulting services to the gaming industry.
Gamma also develops original gaming content in the form of slots and
table games.

Senior Casino Analyst, Palace Station Hotel Casino, Las Vegas, Nevada.
This position required the management of all financial, operations, and
labor analysts. Responsibilities included the annual production of the
operating budget, analysis and comparison of competing capital
investment projects, and extensive labor analysis and reporting. Conducted
operations analysis for all departments. Analyzed the effectiveness of
marketing programs and events.

Financial Analyst, MGM Grand Hotel Casino, Las Vegas, Nevada.
Involved in forecasting revenues and feasibility studies for various
projects and attractions. Responsibilities also included the preparation of
capital and operating budgets, operations analysis, and analysis of
marketing programs.
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1987-1990  Financial Analyst, Harvey’s Hotel Casino, Lake Tahoe, Nevada,
Analyzed competing expansion opportunities via pro forma modeling.
Involved in the capital and operating budgeting process and performed
extensive operations analysis across all revenue producing departments.
Analyzed casino marketing and property marketing programs and
activities.

Board Membership
2011—Curent Advisory Board Member, Ocho Global, LLC.

Awards

* Boyd Award for Research (2009), William F. Harrah College of Hotel
Administration.

* Best Paper Award (2006), Las Vegas International Hospitality & Convention
Summit.

» Article of the Year (2002), Cornell Hotel & Restaurant Administration Quarterly.

» [-CHRIE’s W. Bradford Wiley Memorial Research Award, 2002, for best original
research paper in the hospitality discipline.

® Ace Denkin Fellowship, 1998 —2000.

* Outstanding Paper Award, Graduate Education and Graduate Student Research
Conference, 1999.

* Hilton Distinguished Scholar Award, 1990 & 1991.

Refereed/Peer Reviewed Journal Articles

Singh, AK., Lucas, A.F., Dalpatadu, R.J. & Murphy, D.J. (2013). Casino games and the
Central Limit Theorem. UNLV Gaming Research & Review Journal, 17(2). See also,
http://digitalscholarship.unlv.eduw/grrj/vol17/iss2/4.

Lucas, A.F. (2013). Examining the link between poker room business volume and
gaming activity in slots and table games: A closer look at a key assumption in the full
service theory. UNLV Gaming Research & Review Journal, 17(1), 43-63. See also,
http:/digitalscholarship.unlv.edu/grrj/vol17/iss1/4/.

Lucas, A.F. (2013). Estimating the Impact of Las Vegas Poker Rooms on Slot and Table
Game Business Volumes: Does Poker Really Carry its Weight? Cornell Hospitality
Quarterly, 54(4), 347-357.DOI 10.1177/1938965513483921.

Kalargyrou, V., Singh, A K., & Lucas, A.F. (2012). Estimating the effect of racino
restaurant salcs on slot wagering volume, International Journal of Contemporary
Hospitality Management, 24(7), 1088-1099,
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Abarbanel, B.L.L., Lucas, AF., & Singh, A.K. (201 1). Estimating the indirect effect of
sports books on other in-house gaming volumes. UNLV Gaming Research & Review
Journal, 15(2), 77-90.

Singh, A K., Dalpatadu, R., & Lucas, A.F. (2011). The Probability Distribution of the
Sum of Several Dice with Applications to Gaming. UNLY Gaming Research & Review
Journal, 15(2), 109-118.

Tanford, S. & Lucas, A.F. (2011). The indirect impact of casual dining on low-end
gaming in destination and local casinos. International Journal of Hospitality
Management, 30(3), 486-494.

Lucas, A.F. & Singh, A.K. (2011). Estimating the ability of gamblers to detect
differences in the payback percentages of reel slot machines: A closer look at the slot
player experience. UNLV Gaming Research & Review Journal, 15(1), 17-36.

Lucas, A.F. (2011). Estimating untracked gaming volumes by hotel occupancy segment,

Cornell Hospitality Quarterly, 52(2), 209-218.

Suh, E. & Lucas, A.F. (2011). Estimating the impact of entertainment on the gaming
volume of Las Vegas hotel casinos. International Journal of Hospitality Management,
30(1), 103-111.

Lucas, A.F. & Tanford S. (2010). Evaluating the impact of 2 new resort amenity on
gaming business volumes. UNLV Gaming Research & Review Jowrnal, 1 4(2), 1-13.

Lucas, A.F., Singh, AX., Gewali, L.P., & Singh, A. (2009). An application of spatial
population partitioning using Vornoi diagrams: An analysis of slot machine performance
data. Journal of Travel & Tourism Marketing, 26(4), 415-429,

Bemhard, B. J., Lucas, A. F., Jang, D., & Kim, J. (2008). Responsible gaming device
research report. UNLY Gaming Research & Review Journal, 12 (1/2), Supplemental
pagination, 1-56.

Lucas, A.F., & Singh, A.K. (2008). Decreases in a slot machine’s coefficient of variation
lead to increases in customer play time. Cornell Hospitality Quarterly, 49(2), 122-133.

Eisendrath, D., Bemhard, B.J., Lucas, A.F., Murphy, D.J. (2008). Fear and managing in
Las Vegas: An analysis of the effects of September 11, 2001, on Las Vegas Strip gaming
volume. Cornell Hospitality Quarterly, 49(2), 145-162.

Bernhard, B.J., Green, M.S., & Lucas, A.F. (2008). From maverick to mafia to MBA:
Gaming industry leadership in Las Vegas from 1931 through 2007. Cornell Hospitality
Quarterly, 49(2), 177-190.
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Lucas, A.F., Singh, A K., & Gewali, L. (2007). Simulating the effect of pay table
standard deviation on pulls per losing player at the single-visit level. UNLV Gaming
Research & Review Journal, 11(1), 41-52.

Lucas, A.F., Dunn, W.T., & Kharitonova, A. (2006). Estimating the indirect gaming
contribution of bingo rooms. UNLV Gaming Research & Review Journal, 1 0(2), 39-54.
Won Best Paper Award at the 2006 Las Vegas International Hospitality & Convention
Summit.

Lucas, A.F., & Brandmeir, K. (2005). Estimating the short-term effects of an increase in
par on reel slot performance. Gaming Research & Review Journal, 9(2), 1-13.

Lucas, A.F., Dunn, W.T., & Singh, A K. (2005). Estimating the short-term effect of free-
play offers in a Las Vegas hotel casino. Journal of Travel & Tourism Marketing 18(2),
53-68.

Lucas, A.F., & Dunn, W.T. (2005). Estimating the effects of micro-location variables and
game characteristics on slot machine volume: A performance — potential model. Journal
of Hospitality & Tourism Research, 29(2), 170-193.

Lucas, A.F. (2004). Estimating the impact of match-play promotional offers on the
blackjack business volume of a Las Vegas hotel casino. Jowurnal of Travel & Tourism
Marketing, 17(4), 23-33.

Lucas, A.F., Dunn, W., Roehl, W.S., & Wolcott, G. (2004). Evaluating slot machine
performance: A performance-potential model. International Journal of Hospitality
Management, 23(2), 103~121.

Salmon, J.,, Lucas, AF., Kilby, J., & Dalbor, M. (2004). Assessing discount policies and
practices within the casino industry. Gaming Research & Review Jowurnal, 8(2), 11-25.

Lucas, A.F. (2003). The determinants and effects of slot servicescape satisfaction in a Las
Vegas hotel casino. Gaming Research & Review Journal, 7(1), 1-20.

Lucas, A.F., & Santos, J. (2003). Measuring the effect of casino-operated restaurant
volume on slot machine business volume: An exploratory study. Journal of Hospitality
and Tourism Research, 27(1), 101-117.

Lucas, A.F. & Bowen, J.T. (2002). Measuring the effectiveness of casino promotions.
International Journal of Hospitality Management, 21(2), 189-202. Won I-CHRIE’s W.
Bradford Wiley Memorial Research Award for best original research paper in 2002.

Lucas, A.F., & Kilby, J. (2002). Table games match play offers: Measurement &
effectiveness issues [Special gaming issue]. Bottomline, 17(1), 18-21.
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Lucas, A.F., Kilby, J. & Santos, J. (2002). Assessing the profitability of the premium
player segment. Cornell Hotel & Restaurant Administration Quarterly, 43(4), 65-78.
Won Cornell Quarterly’s Best Article Award for 2002.

Lucas, A.F., & Roehl, W.S. (2002). Influences on video poker machine performance:
Measuring the effect of floor location. Journal of Travel & Tourism Marketing, 12(4),
75-92.

Lucas, A.F. & Brewer, K.P. (2001). Managing the slot operations of a hotel casino in the
Las Vegas locals’ market. Journal of Hospitality & Towrism Research, 25(3), 289-301.

Textbooks

Lucas, AF. & Kilby, J. (2013). Casino Management & Marketing Case Studies, San
Diego: Gamma.

Lucas, A.F. & Kilby, J. (2012). Introduction to Casino Management, San Diego: Gamma.

Lucas, A.F., & Kilby, J. (2008). Principles of Casino Marketing, San Diego: Gamma.

Kilby, I, Fox, J., & Lucas, A.F. (2004). Casino Operations Management, ™ Edition,
New York: Wiley. As of 2011, this book is also available in Mandarin Chinese.

Published Conference Proceedings

Tanford, S. & Lucas, A.F. (2010, July). Evaluating the indirect impact of resort casino
amenities on gaming revenues. CD proceedings of the Harrah Hospitality Research
Summit, Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, AF., & Kalargyrou, V (2008, July). Estimating untracked gaming volumes by
hotel occupancy segment. 4” International Conference on Tourism, Athens, Greece.

Young, L.B., Ollstein, B.W., & Lucas, A.F. (2008). Estimating a casino poker
room’s indirect gaming contribution. CD proceedings of the 13th Annual Graduation
Education and Graduate Student Research Conference in Hospitality and Tourism.

Lucas, A.F., & Singh, A.K. (2007). Simulating the effect of a slot machine’s coefficient
of variation on pulls per losing player at the single-visit level. CD proceedings of the Las
Vegas International Hospitality and Convention Summit.

Lucas, A.F., Dunn, W.T., & Kharitonova, A. (2006). Estimating the indirect gaming
contribution of bingo rooms. CD proceedings of the Las Vegas International Hospitality
and Convention Summit.
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Lucas, AF., & Brandmeir, K. (2005). Estimating the short-term effects of an increase in

par on reel slot performance. CD proceedings of the Las Vegas International Hospitality

and Convention Summit.

Boo, 8., & Lucas, A.F. (2005). Approaches to studying bank size in casino servicescapes.
CD proceedings of the Las Vegas International Hospitality and Convention Summit.

Lucas, A.F., & Brandmeir, K. (2005). The impact of monetary and non-monetary
promotions on slot machine volume. CD proceedings of the Las Vegas International
Hospitality and Convention Summit.

Lucas, A.F., Dunn, W.T., & Singh, A K. (2004). Estimating the short-term effect of free-
play offers in a Las Vegas hotel casino. CD Proceedings of the Las Vegas International
Hospitality and Convention Summit, 1, 176-193.

Suh, E., Erdem, M., Lucas, A.F., & Ramdeen, C. (2004). Effects of slot gaming
experience on customers’ repeat gaming intentions in Las Vegas hotel and casino. CD
Proceedings of the Las Vegas International Hospitality and Convention Summit, 1, 257-
274.

Kilby, J., & Lucas, A.F. (2001). Taking the “High” out of the high roller. Global Gaming
Expo,G2E, Conference Proceedings.

Lucas, A.F. & Bowen, J.T. (2000). Measuring the Effectiveness of Casino Promotions in
the Las Vegas Market. In C.B. Mok & A.L. DeFranco (Eds.), Advances in Hospitality
and Tourism Research: Vol. 5. Proceedings of the Fifth Annual Graduate Education and
Graduate Students Research Conference in Hospitality and Tourism. Binghamton, NY:
Haworth Press.

Lucas, A.F. & Roehl, W.S. (1999). Using regression analysis to manage the slot floor:
An analysis of machine location and characteristics. In J. Miller & P.J. Bagdan (Eds.),
Advances in Hospitality and Tourism Research: Vol. 4. Proceedings of the Fourth
Annual Graduate Education and Graduate Students Research Conference in Hospitality
and Tourism. Binghamton, NY: Haworth Press.

Trade Publications

Bemnhard, B.J., Abarbanel, B.L.L., Lucas, A.F., Sahl, D., & Philander, K. (Sep. 12, 2012).
GlobalScan: Review of Addiction by Design, 3-26.

Kilby, J. & Lucas, A.F. (2011). Discounting player losses. Casino Enterprise
Management, 9(9), 72-77.

Acknowledged as a contributor to the American Gaming Association’s white paper
entitled, “Demystifying slot machines and their impact in the United States.” This paper
was made available on the AGA’s website (www.americangaming.org) in July of 2010.
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Lucas, A.F. & Bowen, J.T. (2000). Measuring the Effectiveness of Casino Promotions in
the Las Vegas Locals’ Market. Nationwide, 16(1), 7-9.

Lucas, A.F. & Brewer, K.P. (1999). Managing the Slot Business of a Hotel Casino with
Multiple Regression Analysis. Nationwide, 14(1), 8-11.

Media (Abridged List)

My comments appear in: Blinder, A. (2014, May 31). Harrah’s Tunica Casino to close,
hinting at gambling glut. Link: http://www.nytimes.com/2014/06/01/us/harrahs-tunica-
casino-to-close-hinting-at-gambling-glut.htm1? r=0

Interviewed by Ilya Marritz from New York’s NPR affiliate station (2013, December 4).
Topic: The success of the Resorts World Casino at Aqueduct Racetrack.

My comments appear in: Kaplan, M. (2013, September 8). “The steely, headless king of
Texas hold ’em.” New York Times Magazine. Link: http://www.nytimes.com/2013/09/08/
magazine/poker-computer.html?pagewanted=all&_r=0

My research on the casino servicescape was discussed in: Komenda, E. (2013, April 19).
“Myth of casino maze debunked: Casino companies are starting to encourage customers
to head outside.” Vegas Inc. Link: http://www.vegasinc.com/news/2013/ apr/19/myth-
casino-maze-debunked-casino-companies-are-sta/#livefyreComments

My comments appear in: Edwards, J. (2013, March 4). “Nevada’s online operators face
struggle to survive in intrastate market.” Gambling Compliance. Link: http://www.
gamblingcompliance.com/node/51056

Interviewed by Alexandra Berezon, Pulitzer Prize winning journalist from the Wall Street
Journal (2013, February 11). Topic: How Pareto’s Rule applies to player databases in
casinos.

My comments appear in: Ott, T. (2012, July 9). “Horseshoe Casino Cleveland employees
count on customers’ tips.” Cleveland Plain Dealer. Link: www.cleveland.com/metro/
index.ssf/2012/07/horseshoe_employees count on _c.html

Interviewed by ABC News/Discovery Channel (2012, April 19). Topics related to myths
associated with the gaming industry, for use in an upcoming television production to be
aired on the Discovery Channel.

My comments appear in: Sylvester, R. (2012, April 15). “They’re back: Core gamblers
are helping Las Vegas gaming industry recover.” Las Vegas Sun. Link: http://www.
lasvegassun.com/news/2012/apr/15/theyre-back-core-gamblers-are-helping-las-vegas-ga/
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My comments appear in: O’Reiley, T. (2012, March 2). “Old school odds: Riviera
offering taste of vintage Vegas gaming.” Las Vegas Sun. Link: http://www.
lasvegassun.com/news/2012/mar/02/riviera-offering-taste-vintage-vegas-gaming-attrac/

My comments appear in: O’Reiley, T. (2011, October 1). “Couple accused of dice sliding
at Wynn Las Vegas.” Las Vegas Review-Journal. Link: http://www.lvrj.com/business/
couple-accused-of-dice-sliding-at-wynn-las-vegas-130900938 . html.

My comments appear in: Benston, L. (2011, September 20). “Changing amenities seen as
key to maximizing Strip casino profits.” Vegas Inc. Link: http://www.vegasinc.com/news
/2011/sep/20/changing-amenities-seen-key-maximizing-strip-casin/.

My comments appear in: Vogel, A. (2011, August 9). “Reinvention of Las Vegas casinos
sparks economy in sin city.” Fox News. Link: http://www.foxnews.com/us/2011/08/09/
reinvention-vegas-casinos-spark-economy-in-sin-city/.

Televised interview (2011, August 9). Fox News National Network. Story: Las Vegas
reinvented. Link: http://video.foxnews.com/v/1101484709001/las-vegas-reinvented/

2011 research study recognized by several media outlets. Article: Lucas, A.F. & Singh,
AK. (2011). Estimating the ability of gamblers to detect differences in the payback
percentages of reel slot machines: A closer look at the slot player experience. UNLV
Gaming Research & Review Jowrnal, 15(1), 17-36.

e May 11, 2011, Vegas Inc. ran a story entitled, “Do slot machine paybacks really
matter to players?” Link: http://www.vegasinc.com/news/2011/may /11/study-
challenges-slot-machine/. Our entire article was also made available for download via
the Vegas Inc. website.

e May 11, 2011, Appeared on KSNV Channel 3 news. Link to video clip posted on
Vegas Inc. website: http://www.vegasinc.com/news/201 1/may/1 1/study-challenges-
slot-machine/

e Live Radio Interview (Air date: May 17, 2011). I was interviewed by KNPR’s Dave
Berns, regarding research we performed on the ability of gamblers to detect changes
in the house advantage of slot machines. Link to interview: http://www.knpr.org/son/
archive/detail2.cfm?SegmentID=7857&Program[D=2234.

Televised interview (2010, December 15). KTNV News 13, Story: Bellagio Heist.

Live radio interview (2010, December 10). KNPR, Story: Inside Baccarat.

Televised Interview (2010, October 28) KRQE Channel 13, New Mexico, Story: Inside
N.M.’s Greatest Casino Heist.

My comments appear in: Benston, L. (2010, July 6). South Point’s Michael Gaughan
gambles on looser slots. Las Vegas Sun. Link: http://www.lasvegassun.com/
news/2010/jul/06/gaughan-gambles-looser-slots/.
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Researcher of Distinction. Hospitality Observer (Issue 2, Spring 2009).

2008 textbook Principles of Casino Marketing has received critical acclaim, as evidenced
by endorsements from the popular casino management website Urbino.net and the Dutch
trade magazine, Into the Game.

Research recognized by Miami Herald and Las Vegas Sun newspapers:

* Driscoll, A. (2008, May 11). New casinos’ success depends on the “Wow”, Miami
Herald, p. 1A.

¢ Benston, L. (2008, May 19). Post-9/11 cuts may have gone to far. Las Vegas Sun.
With a follow-up piece appearing the 5/22/08 edition of the Las Vegas Sun.

Research results discussed on KNPR’s State of Nevada, hosted by Dave Berns. Our work

related to the 9/11 study (listed below) was discussed on the 5/20/08 show.

s Eisendrath, D., Bernhard, B.J., Lucas, A.F., Murphy, D.J. (2008). Fear and managing
in Las Vegas: An analysis of the effects of September 11, 2001, on Las Vegas Strip
gaming volume. Cornell Hospitality Quarterly, 49(2), 145-162.

Television coverage by Channel 8 of our online gaming research presentation to the joint
meeting of the NGC and the NGCB (January, 2008). See study listed below.

¢ Bembhard, B.J., Lucas, AF., & Shampaner, E. (2007, April). Internet gambling in
Nevada. Las Vegas, Nevada: UNLV, International Gaming Institute.

Featured Scholar. Faculty Report 2008 & College Highlights (a.k.a. the Red Book).

Research recognized by Men's Health magazine in The savvy gambler’s guide to Sin
City, Jan/Feb 2007, p. 78. The issue was published and distributed for sale in December
2006. Given the readership/circulation of this publication, it seemed worthy of mention.

My comments appear in: Benston, L. (2006, October 2). A twist on “baby needs a new
pair of shoes.” Las Vegas Sun. Link: http://www.lasvegassun.com/news/2006/oct/02/a-
twist-on-baby-needs-a-new-pair-of-shoes/.

Gaming Industry Presentations

Lucas, A.F. (2014, March 28). Four presentations: (1) Slot floor layout; (2) Casino cash
flows; (3) Loyalty clubs; and (4) Casino marketing. IGI's seminar for the U.S. Embassy,
Colombia & The National Center for State Courts, Colombia, held in Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2013, December 9). Effectiveness of casino marketing activities.
Responsible Gaming Council’s Insight 2013, Toronto, Canada.

Lucas, A_F. (2013, November 14). Case study: Restaurant operations in a hotel-casino.
IGI’s seminar for Canadian and First Nations Government & Community Relations
Council, Las Vegas, Nevada.
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Lucas, A.F. (2013, November 14). Casino management myths: When research tells
conventional wisdom is wrong. IGI’s seminar for Canadian and First Nations
Government & Community Relations Council, Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2013, October 17). Slot marketing in a repeater market. IGI’s Casino
Auditing Seminar (Level 2), Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2013, October 17). Players’ club structure and slot tournaments. IGI’s
Casino Auditing Seminar (Level 2), Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A F. (2013, October 17). Analysis of lottery promotions. IGI’s Casino Auditing
Seminar (Level 2), Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2013, October 17). Table game hold as a management tool. IGI’s Casino
Auditing Seminar (Level 2), Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2013, October 17). Review of operating results: Strip vs. off-Strip. IGI's
Casino Auditing Seminar (Level 2), Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2013, September 20). Estimating the ability of gamblers to detect
differences in the payback percentages of reel slot machines. IGI’s Seminar for
Australian Gaming Managers, Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lucas, A.F. (2013, September 19). Case study: Restaurant operations in a hotel-casino.
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