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NOTICE TO DEFEND 
 
YOU HAVE BEEN SUED IN COURT. If you wish to defend against the claims set 
forth in the following pages, you must take action within TWENTY (20) days 
after this complaint and notice are served, by entering a written appear-
ance personally or by attorney and filing in writing with the court your 
defenses or objections to the clams set forth against you. You are warned 
that if you fail to do so the case may proceed without you and a judgment 
may be entered against you by the court without further notice for any 
money claimed in the complaint or for any other claim or relief requested 
by the plaintiff. You may lose money or property or other rights important 
to you. 
 
YOU SHOULD TAKE THIS PAPER TO YOUR LAWYER AT ONCE. IF YOU DO NOT HAVE A 
LAWYER OR CANNOT AFFORD ONE, GO TO OR TELEPHONE THE OFFICE SET FORTH BE-
LOW. THIS OFFICE PROVIDED BELOW CAN PROVIDE YOU WITH INFORMATION ABOUT 
HIRING A LAWYER. IF YOU CANNOT AFFORD TO HIRE A LAWYER, THIS OFFICE PRO-
VIDED BELOW MAY BE ABLE TO PROVIDE YOU WITH INFORMATION ABOUT AGENCIES 
THAT MAY OFFER LEGAL SERVICES TO ELIGIBLE PERSONS AT A REDUCED FEE OR NO 
FEE. 
 

Lawyer Referral Service 
119 South College Street, Washington 

Pennsylvania, 15301 
Telephone Number 724-225-6701 

 
Southwestern Pennsylvania Legal Aid Society 

10 West Cherry Avenue 
Washington, PA  15301 

Telephone number 724-225-6170 
 
 

      



 

 

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
WASHINGTON COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 

CIVIL DIVISION 
 
 
 
JANINE LITMAN and TIMOTHY MAS-
TROIANNI, individually and 
jointly, 

 
 Plaintiffs, 
v. 
 

CANNERY CASINO RESORTS, LLC, a Ne-
vada limited liability company, 
WASHINGTON TROTTING ASSOCIATION, 
INC., a Delaware corporation, WTA 
ACQUISITION CORP., a Delaware cor-
poration, CANNERY CASINO RESORTS, 
LLC, CANNERY CASINO RESORTS and 
WASHINGTON TROTTING ASSOCIATION, 
INC. t/d/b/a THE MEADOWS RACETRACK 
& CASINO, an unincorporated asso-
ciation, CANNERY CASINO RESORTS, 
an unincorporated association con-
sisting of one or more yet uniden-
tified natural and/or legal per-
sons, individually and jointly, 

 
Defendants. 
 

CASE NO: 2012-8149 
 
 

 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

 
 AND NOW, come Plaintiffs, by and through their legal counsel, and 

file this Complaint, averring as follows: 

 

Incorporation of Exhibits 

 By this reference, Plaintiffs hereby incorporates by this reference 

all exhibits attached hereto. 
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Averments Common to All Counts 

The Parties 
 

1. Plaintiff Janine Litman (“Litman”) is an adult individual re-

siding at 793 Ella Street, Pittsburgh, PA  15243, USA. 

2. Plaintiff Timothy Mastroianni (“Mastroianni”) is an adult in-

dividual residing at 793 Ella Street, Pittsburgh, PA  15243, USA. 

3. Defendant Cannery Casino Resorts, LLC (“Cannery Casino LLC” 

and “Cannery Casino”) is a Nevada limited liability company, among other 

locations, located at 2121 E. Craig Road, North Las Vegas, NV 89030. 

4. Defendant Washington Trotting Association, Inc. (“Trotting”) 

is a Delaware corporation, among other locations, with a registered office 

c/o The Corporation Trust Company, Corporation Trust Center, 1209 Orange 

Street, Wilmington DE  19801, and an office and place of business at 210 

Racetrack Road, Washington, PA 15301. 

5. Defendant WTA Acquisition Corp. (“WTA”) is a Delaware corpora-

tion, among other locations, with a registered office c/o The Corporation 

Trust Company, Corporation Trust Center, 1209 Orange Street, Wilmington DE  

19801, and an office and place of business at 210 Racetrack Road, Washing-

ton, PA 15301. 

6. Defendants Cannery Casino Resorts, LLC, Cannery Casino Re-

sorts, and Washington Trotting Association, Inc. individually or jointly 

trade and do business as The Meadows Racetrack & Casino (“The Meadows”) 

each or together with an office and place of business at 210 Racetrack 

Road, Washington, PA 15301.  

7. Defendant Cannery Casino Resorts (“Cannery Casino”) trades and 

does business as The Meadows Racetrack & Casino with an office and place 

of business at 210 Racetrack Road, Washington, PA 15301.  

 

Operations and Property 

8. Defendants, individually, jointly, and in concert, own and op-

erate a gambling facility commonly known as “The Meadows.” 

9. The Meadows actively solicits patrons of all ages and profes-

sions, including recreational and professional gamblers, including senior 

citizens. 
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10. Defendant Cannery Casino LLC broadly advertises, by its admis-

sion, it owns and operates The Meadows.  Exhibit 1, Official Website Ad-

vertising. 

11. Defendant Cannery Casino’s broad advertisement claims that it 

owns The Meadows or Washington Trotting and is calculated to lead people 

to rely upon the truth of the assertion for its profit-making enterprises.   

a. Defendant Cannery Casino’s broad advertisements that it owns 

The Meadows or Washington Trotting is false and misleading as 

stated. 

b. The consumers to whom Defendant Cannery Casino’s broad adver-

tisements are directed are confusing and misleading in the 

context of the claims purposefully advertised.   

c. In its advertisements, Cannery Casino does not provide suffi-

cient information reasonably calculated to make the assertions 

not misleading. 

d. Upon information and belief, Cannery Casino cannot provide any 

certificate of ownership in The Meadows or Washington Trot-

ting. 

e. The aforesaid advertisements are directed into and through 

Federal commerce and within this Commonwealth. 

12. Defendant Cannery Casino’s broad claims that it operates The 

Meadows or Washington Trotting and is calculated to lead people to rely 

upon the truth of the assertion for its profit-making enterprises.   

a. Defendant Cannery Casino’s broad advertisements that it oper-

ates The Meadows or Washington Trotting is false and mislead-

ing as stated. 

b. Cannery Casino does not have a license to operate The Meadows. 

c. Cannery Casino is the alter ego of all persons in its chain of 

ownership. 

d. The consumers to whom Defendant Cannery Casino’s broad adver-

tisements are directed are confusing and misleading in the 

context of the claims purposefully advertised.   
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e. In its advertisements, Cannery Casino does not provide suffi-

cient information reasonably calculated to make the assertions 

not misleading. 

f. Upon information and belief, Cannery Casino cannot provide any 

certificate of ownership in The Meadows or Washington Trot-

ting. 

g. The aforesaid advertisements are directed into and through 

Federal commerce and within this Commonwealth. 

13. Contrary to Defendant Cannery Casino LLC’s open and broad 

claims that it owns and operates The Meadows, in fact, Defendant Cannery 

Casino LLC is not identified as the operator of The Meadows.  Only Defen-

dant Trotting is identified as the operator.  See Exhibit 2, Pennsylvania 

Gaming Commission. 

14. Defendant Cannery Casino LLC is owner of various trademarks 

bearing “The Meadows” insignias.  Exhibit 3, Trademark Records. 

15. Defendant Cannery, as an unincorporated association and not as 

a limited liability company, is owner of the copyright by which The Mead-

ows advertises services, claiming “Copyright “2012 CANNERY CASINO RESORTS.  

ALL RIGHTS RESERVED.” failing to identify any formally filed entity desig-

nation.  Exhibit 4, Website. 

16. At all relevant times, the Meadows and the defendants adver-

tise gambling services and orally invites potential players to gamble at 

the Meadows casino.  The Meadows clearly makes “offers” for gambling ser-

vices.  Exhibit 9-10, Website.  The gambling services are further offered 

and accepted, in person, by customer services personnel for the “Players 

Club.” 

 

Cannery Casino Operates without License  
in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 

 
17. At all relevant times herein, Defendant Cannery Casino LLC is 

not an owner of the Fictitious Name registered with the Commonwealth of 

Pennsylvania.  Exhibit 5, Fictitious Name Records. 
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18. At all relevant times herein, Defendant Cannery Casino LLC has 

operated a gambling facility within this Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 

without a license from the Pennsylvania Gaming Commission.  Exhibit 2. 

19. At all relevant times herein, Defendant Cannery has operated 

within the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania without having first duly regis-

tered to do business pursuant to a registered Pennsylvania Fictitious 

Name. 

20. Moreover, Defendant Cannery Casino is operating in this Com-

monwealth of Pennsylvania without having first duly registered to do busi-

ness as foreign corporation doing business within this Commonwealth of 

Pennsylvania. 

21. Cannery Casino LLC claims, by open claims and its admission, 

to operate a gambling facility within this Commonwealth: 

a. without having a license; 

b. with registering the use of a fictitious name; and 

c. without qualifying to do business as a foreign corpora-
tion. 

 
22. Cannery Casino LLC is conducting an illegal and an unfair 

trade practice as it is trading off of a “Las Vegas” reputation which is 

impliedly warranted to be true, but is not true by virtue of failing to 

become duly licensed thereby deceiving consumers. 

23. At all times relevant herein, Cannery Casino LLC has conducted 

illegal and an unfair trade practices as it is trading off of a “Las Ve-

gas” reputation which is untrue and known to be untrue. 

 

The Meadows Cheats by Failure to Gambling Obey Rules 
in addition to Failure to Obey Commonwealth Laws 

During 2010 and 2011, Plaintiffs regularly played table games, particu-

larly “craps,” at the Meadows, and upon information and belief, during the 

period from July 2010 through December 2011, played on more than 350 dif-

ferent occasions.  

24. At the time of gambling, there were published rules which did 

not permit the collection of a fee, or vigorish, for certain bets.  Ex-

hibit 6. 
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25. Contrary to the stated rules, Defendants collected the vigor-

ish on all bets, thereby violating the published rules. 

26. When Plaintiff Mastroianni brought this to the attention of 

Defendants, the Defendants prosecuted said Plaintiff in retaliation. 

 

COUNT I1 
Breach of Oral Contract 

 
27. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate by this reference the preceding 

paragraphs of this Complaint, and the averments of fact otherwise made in 

this Complaint, as if pleaded again in this Count. 

28. Defendants, individually and jointly, solicited Plaintiffs’ 

business and gambling play, and, in consideration therefore, Defendants 

impliedly or expressly assured Plaintiffs that Defendants were not cheat-

ing; that is, that Defendants were following the published rules. 

29. Based upon the oral content of media advertisement, and con-

versations with Players Club and other wait and services staff at Defen-

dants’ Meadows facility, acting within the scope of their respective au-

thority to invite and to offer gambling services, and in consideration of 

Plaintiffs’ patronage, time and money, and accepting the published risks 

of payoff, Plaintiffs accepted and entered into gambling transactions.   

30. On the occasions of play, as heretofore averred, staff at the 

Meadows orally invited play, including the Players Club staff, staff who 

specifically rates players gambling activity, and at the craps table. 

31. At the craps table, on the occasions of play, as heretofore 

averred, staff at the craps table orally invited play and to “place bets” 

to which Plaintiffs orally accepted with words of acceptance and conduct 

of acceptance by actually placing said bets and indicating acceptance 

while doing so sometimes yelling and shouting acceptance. 

32. Defendants were cheating, in violation and breach of the un-

derstanding and agreement for services purchased by Plaintiffs. 

33. Defendants offered licensed gambling services to Plaintiff.  

Defendants offered to provide gambling services to Plaintiff pursuant to 

the Rules set forth publicly and in accordance with Exhibit 6. 

                                                
1 Unless otherwise stated, counts are against all defendants. 
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34. Plaintiffs accepted the aforesaid offer of gambling service by 

Defendants, and, indeed, Plaintiffs actually participated in the gambling 

services offered and accepted by Defendants (the “Rules of the Game”). 

35. In consideration of Plaintiffs participating in gambling at 

the Meadows facility, Defendants agreed to conduct gambling services in 

conformity with the Rules of the Game. 

36. It was understood and agreed that the Meadows would apply the 

Rules of the Game in conformity as published.  See Exhibit 6. 

37. Defendants did not comply with the Rules of the Game.  Defen-

dants charged a vigorish in violation of the Rules of the Game. 

38. In not complying with the Rules of the Game, Defendants 

breached their agreement with Plaintiffs.   

39. Plaintiffs are injured in that they had a fee collected in 

violation of the rules. 

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs hereby demand judgment in their favor for com-

pensatory, incidental, nominal and punitive damages, treble damages and 

attorneys’ fees to the fullest extent permitted by law, and all other dam-

ages deemed to be just, in an amount exceeding $50,000, exclusive of in-

terest and costs. 

COUNT II 
Breach of Written Contract  

(in the alternative to Count I) 
 

40. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate by this reference the preceding 

paragraphs of this Complaint, and the averments of fact otherwise made in 

this Complaint, as if pleaded again in this Count. 

41. Based upon the written content of media advertisement, written 

offers of gambling, the Players Club media and other written advertise-

ments, invitations, promotions and offers, and in consideration of Plain-

tiffs’ patronage, time and money, and accepting the published risks of 

payoff, Plaintiffs accepted and entered into gambling transactions.  See 

Exhibits 9-10; Exhibit 10 specifically indicates “SEE YOUR OFFERS” (empha-

sis added). 

42. Defendants offered gambling services in writing which were ac-

cepted by Plaintiffs as otherwise averred. 
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43. As the rules are written, Defendants agreed to abide by the 

rules and did not comply with the same. 

44. The rules upon which the written contract is based are at-

tached as Exhibit 6.   

45. Plaintiffs had a fee collected in violation of the rules. 

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs hereby demand judgment in their favor for com-

pensatory, incidental, nominal and punitive damages, treble damages and 

attorneys’ fees to the fullest extent permitted by law, and all other dam-

ages deemed to be just, in an amount exceeding $50,000, exclusive of in-

terest and costs. 

 

COUNT III  
Breach of Contract Implied in Fact 
(in the alternative to Count I) 

 
46. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate by this reference the preceding 

paragraphs of this Complaint, and the averments of fact otherwise made in 

this Complaint, as if pleaded again in this Count. 

47. By virtue of the facts set forth herein, Defendants have 

breached the contract implied in fact. 

48. By way of further averment, Defendants openly solicited gam-

bling patrons at their licensed facility.   

49. In reliance upon such solicitations, Plaintiffs conducted gam-

bling using Defendants’ gambling services. 

50. By soliciting gambling patrons, and by rendering the service 

of gambling facilities, there is an implied contract to return a payout to 

the participating patron, and Plaintiffs in particular.   

51. Patrons solicited Plaintiffs, Plaintiffs participated in the 

gambling services offered, and Plaintiffs expected and understood that the 

official published Rules of the Game would be honored. 

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs hereby demands judgment in their favor for 

compensatory, incidental, nominal and punitive damages, treble damages and 

attorneys’ fees to the fullest extent permitted by law, and all other dam-

ages deemed to be just, in an amount exceeding $50,000, exclusive of in-

terest and costs. 
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COUNT IV 

Unjust Enrichment 
(in the alternative to Count I) 

 
52. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate by this reference the preceding 

paragraphs of this Complaint, and the averments of fact otherwise made in 

this Complaint, as if pleaded again in this Count. 

53. Plaintiffs conferred benefits upon Defendants, in reliance 

upon Defendants’ representations, by patronizing the Meadows and conduct-

ing gambling activities whereby the Meadows not only received the benefit 

of the profit on the services rendered, but also took a vigorish in viola-

tion of the Rules of the Game. 

54. Defendants retained the benefits of the Plaintiffs’ gambling 

without justification and in violation of the published terms and condi-

tions of play, thereby without legal authority to do so. 

55. Defendants are hereby unjustly enriched by taking Plaintiffs’ 

money while violating, cheating and failure to follow the Rules of Game, 

and by failing to comply with its Commonwealth license. 

56. Defendants must disgorge all of the gambling proceeds col-

lected from Plaintiffs based upon Defendants’ misrepresentations and un-

fair actions. 

57. By virtue of the facts set forth herein, Defendants are un-

justly enriched. 

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs hereby demand judgment in their favor for com-

pensatory, incidental, nominal and punitive damages, treble damages and 

attorneys’ fees to the fullest extent permitted by law, and all other dam-

ages deemed to be just, in an amount exceeding $50,000, exclusive of in-

terest and costs. 

 
COUNT V 

Breach of Fiduciary Duty 
 

58. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate by this reference the preceding 

paragraphs of this Complaint, and the averments of fact otherwise made in 

this Complaint, as if pleaded again in this Count. 



 

 10 

59. Defendants, as a licensed gambling facility are fiduciaries 

for the money of Plaintiffs, as well as to ensure proper application of 

the gambling rules. 

60. The game of craps is a high-speed game wherein the gambling 

facility (the “house”) is understood to be sufficiently trained in the 

rules of the games. 

61. The staff at the craps table of the Meadows (including, but 

not limited to, the boxman, stick man and dealer[s]) have special training 

and act pursuant license with this Commonwealth, with special rights be-

cause of the special relationship that Defendants have with the public at 

large, and with Plaintiffs, in particular.   

62. The game of craps at the Meadows is the fastest paced game at 

the Meadow at which there are multiple bets issued by multiple gamblers at 

the same time, and more particularly as a licensed table game, requires 

reliance upon the staff rendering the licensed service to act with integ-

rity in accordance with the rules of the game.  As such, the gambling fa-

cility is in a special position to take advantage of gamblers. 

63. Defendants are expected to conduct and to implement their li-

censed activities with the utmost duty to manage the rules of the games. 

64. Defendants failed to conduct and to implement their licensed 

activities with the utmost duty to manage the rules of the games as re-

quired by law. 

65. Plaintiffs justifiably rely upon the proper training and im-

plementation of the Defendants’ staff and are dependent thereupon and, in 

conjunction with the speed of play on the Craps table. 

66. Defendants, particularly as a licensed gambling house imple-

menting rules and odds, have a unique fiduciary duty to the Plaintiffs.  

67. Defendants breached their fiduciary duties as set forth 

herein. 

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs hereby demand judgment in their favor for com-

pensatory, incidental, nominal and punitive damages, treble damages and 

attorneys’ fees to the fullest extent permitted by law, and all other dam-

ages deemed to be just, in an amount exceeding $50,000, exclusive of in-

terest and costs. 
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COUNT VI 

Tortious Interference with Contract 
and Prospective Business Relations and Advantage 

Plaintiff Mastroianni v. The Meadows 
 

68. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate by this reference the preceding 

paragraphs of this Complaint, and the averments of fact otherwise made in 

this Complaint, as if pleaded again in this Count. 

69. When Plaintiff Mastroianni disclosed that Defendants were vio-

lating the aforesaid rules and that Defendants were cheating, Plaintiff 

Mastroianni being the or one of the Complaintants to the Pennsylvania Gam-

ing Board, Defendants retaliated by bringing claims against Plaintiff Mas-

troianni and having him arrested and prevented from further play at the 

Meadows.  See Exhibit 11.  Although it was not public at the time, Plain-

tiff Mastroianni was correct that Defendants were violating the law, which 

is now recently the subject of a Consent Agreement. See Exhibit 12. 

70. The Meadows, with the intent to harass, annoy or alarm an-

other, Mastroianni, engage in a course of conduct committed acts which 

served no legitimate purpose, but were to tortiously harass, annoy and to 

alarm Mastroianni. 

71. Defendants have been ostracized by the retaliatory actions of 

Defendants. 

72. Defendant Mastroianni was known to be collecting data regard-

ing the play, as he was openly documenting play statistics for use, data 

warehousing and data sharing with Plaintiff Litman. 

73. Defendants have interfered with Plaintiff Mastoianni’s agree-

ment with Plaintiff Litman to collect, warehouse and share data, as well 

as to use the data for further income producing activities. 

74. Defendants, as a licensed facility, cannot retaliate, alone or 

in concert with themselves or others, against Plaintiffs for furthering 

the disclosure of the fraudulent activity of Defendants. 

75. Defendants without right, justification or privilege inter-

fered with Plaintiff Mastroianni’s business relations, contracts and pro-

spective commercial advantage. 
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 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs hereby demand judgment in their favor for com-

pensatory, incidental, nominal and punitive damages, treble damages and 

attorneys’ fees to the fullest extent permitted by law, and all other dam-

ages deemed to be just, in an amount exceeding $50,000, exclusive of in-

terest and costs. 

 

COUNT VII 
Unfair and Deceptive Trade Practice 

Violation of 73 P.S. § § 201-1 
 

76. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate by this reference the preceding 

paragraphs of this Complaint, and the averments of fact otherwise made in 

this Complaint, as if pleaded again in this Count. 

77. Plaintiffs were consumers of the gambling services offered by 

Defendants. 

78. The Unfair Trade Practices and Consumer Protection Law, 73 

P.S. § § 201-1, provides, among other things: 

“Unfair methods of competition” and “unfair or deceptive 
acts or practices” mean any one or more of the following: 
 
(i) Passing off goods or services as those of another; 
 
(ii) Causing likelihood of confusion or of misunderstanding 
as to the source, sponsorship, approval or certification of 
goods or services; 
 
(iii) Causing likelihood of confusion or of misunderstanding 
as to affiliation, connection or association with, or certi-
fication by, another 
 

See Exhibit 8. 

79. The Defendants were acting in a manner to deceive the public 

that Cannery Casino is operating The Meadows, and, yet, Cannery Casino is 

not the owner, operator or gambling operator licensee, nor did it file a 

fictitious name registration, nor is it qualified as a foreign company to 

legally do business in this Commonwealth, nor is it the owner of the web-

site that advertises services. 

80. In further misrepresentation and violation of law, 15 

Pa.C.S.A. 8981, et. seq. requires that foreign limited liability companies 
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be “qualified” for authority to do business within this Commonwealth and 

to file the appropriate forms and pay the required fees. 

a. Defendant Cannery Casino LLC, acting in concert with the other 

defendants, has failed to qualify to do business within this 

Commonwealth and is admittedly operating a casino within this 

Commonwealth, subjecting it and its principals to liability. 

b. As averred previously, in implicit or explicit cause of action 
exists because The Meadows is a licensed gambling facility in 

this Commonwealth and is regulated for the purpose of protect-

ing citizens of this Commonwealth. 

81. In further misrepresentation and violation of law, PA Code 

17.203(b) provides: 

[A]n entity which either alone or in combination with an-
other entity conducts business in this Commonwealth under 
or through a fictitious name is required to register the 
fictitious name under this subchapter and to amend the 
registration whenever necessary to maintain the accuracy 
of the information disclosed thereby. 

 
See, Exhibit 7. 
 

82. Defendants failed to comply with Pennsylvania law, thereby 

cloaking and misleading the identity of operator of The Meadows from the 

Pennsylvania Gaming Commission. 

83. Defendants have intentionally filed and maintained as filed a 

false and misleading filing with the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.  To 

wit, WTA Acquisition Corp. does not hold a license to operate the facility 

trading and doing business as “The Meadows” being the enterprise defendant 

herein. 

84. All action or intentional inaction by Defendants alleged 

herein are part of a scheme of the averred deceptive trade practice. 

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs hereby demand judgment in their favor for com-

pensatory, incidental, nominal and punitive damages, treble damages and 

attorneys’ fees to the fullest extent permitted by law, and all other dam-

ages deemed to be just, in an amount exceeding $50,000, exclusive of in-

terest and costs. 
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COUNT VIII 
Fraud 

 
85. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate by this reference the preceding 

paragraphs of this Complaint, and the averments of fact otherwise made in 

this Complaint, as if pleaded again in this Count. 

86. Defendants were intentionally identifying and branding, inten-

tionally falsely, the operator of The Meadows as sourced by a ‘Las Vegas’ 

casino to bait customers, including senior citizens of this Commonwealth, 

to increase play and be enticed to increase play. 

87. The false statements regarded the source and origin of the op-

erator of The Meadows the licensed gambling facility. 

88. The false statements were untrue and known to be untrue when 

made and were made with the intention of misleading Plaintiffs to rely 

upon it. 

89. Defendants are sophisticated businesses selling services to 

many unsophisticated people, including senior citizens. 

90. Plaintiffs justifiable relied upon the fraudulent statements 

and were injured thereby, as pleaded herein. 

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs hereby demand judgment in their favor for com-

pensatory, incidental, nominal and punitive damages, treble damages and 

attorneys’ fees to the fullest extent permitted by law, and all other dam-

ages deemed to be just, in an amount exceeding $50,000, exclusive of in-

terest and costs. 

COUNT IX 
Conversion 

 
 

91. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate by this reference the preceding 

paragraphs of this Complaint, and the averments of fact otherwise made in 

this Complaint, as if pleaded again in this Count. 

92. By the acts averred hereby, Defendants have intentionally con-

verted money from Plaintiffs and has deprived Plaintiffs of the use 

thereof. 
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93. In addition to the damages claimed herein, Defendants must 

disgorge all monies obtained by Defendants based upon the violations of 

law asserted herein. 

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs hereby demand judgment in their favor for com-

pensatory, incidental, nominal and punitive damages, treble damages and 

attorneys’ fees to the fullest extent permitted by law, and all other dam-

ages deemed to be just, in an amount exceeding $50,000, exclusive of in-

terest and costs. 

 

COUNT X 
Negligence  

(in the alternative to intentional torts) 
 

94. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate by this reference the preceding 

paragraphs of this Complaint, and the averments of fact otherwise made in 

this Complaint, as if pleaded again in this Count. 

95. Defendants had a duty to comply with laws and published rules, 

and to train staff accordingly. 

96. In addition to as otherwise averred herein, Defendants cheated 

Plaintiffs by taking a vigorish when the Rules of the Game stated that a 

vigorish was not to be taken by the Meadows. 

97. Defendants breached their duty of care and Plaintiffs have 

been injured thereby. 

98. Defendants acts and/or failures to act when required proxi-

mately caused the injury to Plaintiffs. 

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs hereby demand judgment in their favor for com-

pensatory, incidental, nominal and punitive damages, treble damages and 

attorneys’ fees to the fullest extent permitted by law, and all other dam-

ages deemed to be just, in an amount exceeding $50,000, exclusive of in-

terest and costs. 
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COUNT XI 
Violation of Gaming, 4 Pa.C.S.A. 

 
99. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate by this reference the preceding 

paragraphs of this Complaint, and the averments of fact otherwise made in 

this Complaint, as if pleaded again in this Count. 

100. By the acts averred and incorporated into this Count, Defen-

dant has violated the Pennsylvania Gaming Laws and related regulations, 4 

Pa.C.S.A., et. seq., including, but not limited to 58 Pa.Code, et. seq. 

101. Defendants violated the aforesaid gaming laws by failing to 

fulfill the terms and conditions of the published rules by which casino 

play was constrained by law to occur.  As previously averred Defendants 

cheated in the game play. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs hereby demand judgment in their favor for com-

pensatory, incidental, nominal and punitive damages, treble damages and 

attorneys’ fees to the fullest extent permitted by law, and all other dam-

ages deemed to be just, in an amount exceeding $50,000, exclusive of in-

terest and costs. 

 
COUNT XII 

Civil Conspiracy 
 

102. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate by this reference the preceding 

paragraphs of this Complaint, and the averments of fact otherwise made in 

this Complaint, as if pleaded again in this Count. 

103. As there are multiple defendants acting in concert, in an or-

ganized manner with a common purpose, it is believed and therefore averred 

that Defendants acted in concert in violation of the gaming license, 

whereby only Trotting is a licensed operator.  Defendants conspired by ex-

press undertaking for a common purpose, evidenced by the clear and con-

vincing admissions and advertisements, whereby all Defendants directly and 

indirectly benefitted thereby. 

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs hereby demand judgment in their favor for com-

pensatory, incidental, nominal and punitive damages, treble damages and 

attorneys’ fees to the fullest extent permitted by law, and all other dam-
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ages deemed to be just, in an amount exceeding $50,000, exclusive of in-

terest and costs. 

 

COUNT XIII 
Accounting 

 
104. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate by this reference the preceding 

paragraphs of this Complaint, and the averments of fact otherwise made in 

this Complaint, as if pleaded again in this Count. 

105. Defendants are solely in control of accounting information re-

garding the circumstances of play the evidence of which has been preserved 

pursuant to this action and a Pennsylvania Gaming Board investigation. 

106. As a result of the foregoing, Plaintiff are entitled to an ac-

counting. 

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs hereby demand judgment in their favor for com-

pensatory, incidental, nominal and punitive damages, treble damages and 

attorneys’ fees to the fullest extent permitted by law, and all other dam-

ages deemed to be just, in an amount exceeding $50,000, exclusive of in-

terest and costs. 

 
COUNT XIV 

Special Damages 
 

107. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate by this reference the preceding 

paragraphs of this Complaint, and the averments of fact otherwise made in 

this Complaint, as if pleaded again in this Count. 

108. As a result of the foregoing, Plaintiffs are entitled to all 

special damages claimed herein and by each count specifically set forth 

above and herein. 

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs hereby demand judgment in their favor for com-

pensatory, incidental, nominal and punitive damages, treble damages and 

attorneys’ fees to the fullest extent permitted by law, and all other dam-

ages deemed to be just, in an amount exceeding $50,000, exclusive of in-

terest and costs. 

 

June 4, 2013 
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       Respectfully submitted, 

       TEV LAW GROUP, PC 

 

       By: /Gregg Zegarelli/ 
        Gregg R. Zegarelli 
 

Z E G A R E L L I 
Technology & Entrepreneurial  
  Ventures Law Group, P.C. 
2585 Washington Road, Suite 134 
Summerfield Commons Office Park 
Pittsburgh, PA  15241 
412.765.0401 
mailroom.grz@zegarelli.com



gregg.zegarelli
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210 Racetrack Road,
Washington, PA 15301

Cannery Casino Resorts, LLC®, owns and operates the Cannery Casino & 
Hotel® in North Las Vegas and Eastside Cannery Casino & Hotel®. 

The company also owns and operates the Meadows Racetrack & Casino® in 
Washington County, PA. Cannery Casino Resorts® can be reached at 
(702) 856-5300. 

The specific property websites are as follows: Cannery Casino & Hotel® and 
Eastside Cannery Casino & Hotel®, www.cannerycasinos.com.

The Meadows Racetrack & Casino® can be reached at 
(724) 503-1200, 
(877) 824-5050 
or by visiting www.meadowsgaming.com.
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beneficial interest in or ownership of the securities of an applicant or licensee; 4) persons who have a controlling interest (own or beneficially holds 5% or

persons who have the ability to elect a majority of the board of directors of a licensee or to otherwise control a licensee; 6) lenders or other licensed

financial institutions of an applicant or licensee, other than a bank or lending institution which makes a loan or holds a mortgage or lien acquired

in the ordinary course of business; 7) underwriters of an applicant or licensee; 8) trustees, grantors or beneficiaries of a trust that is required to be an

applicant or licensee; 9) persons who have the ability to control the management of investment funds; or  10) other persons or  employees of an 

applicant or licensee deemed to be a principal by the PGCB.

Breakdown of Ownership in the Organizational Chain
99.500 Harrah's Chester Downs Investment Company, LLC

0.250 George Miller

0.250 Kevin Flynn

100.000

Harrah's Chester Downs Investment Company, LLC

100.000 Harrahs Operating Company, Inc.

Harrah's Operating Company, Inc.

100.000 Caesars Entertainment Corporation

Caesars Entertainment Corporation

19.8646 Co-Invest Hamlet Holdings B LLC  (Entity comprised of exempt investment funds - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.4(f))

19.475 Publicly registered shares held by shareholders that each own less than 5% 

18.5931 TPG Hamlet Holdings, LLC  (Entity comprised of exempt investment funds - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.4(f))

11.2430 Apollo Hamlet Holdings B, LLC  (Entity comprised of exempt investment funds - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.4(f))

9.9004 Apollo Hamlet Holdings, LLC  (Entity comprised of exempt investment funds - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.4(f))

9.9000 Paulson and Co Inc.

7.7581 Co-Invest Hamlet Holdings, Series LLC  (Entity comprised of exempt investment funds - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.4(f))

2.5504 TPG Hamlet Holdings B, LLC  (Entity comprised of exempt investment funds - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.4(f))

0.7157 Certain members of Harrah's Management 

100.000

Net Ownership Interest in Chester Downs and Marina, LLC
19.765 Co-Invest Hamlet Holdings B LLC  (Entity comprised of exempt investment funds - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.4(f))

19.377 Publicly registered shares held by shareholders that each own less than 5%

18.500 TPG Hamlet Holdings, LLC  (Entity comprised of exempt investment funds - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.4(f))

11.187 Apollo Hamlet Holdings B, LLC  (Entity comprised of exempt investment funds - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.4(f))

9.851 Apollo Hamlet Holdings, LLC  (Entity comprised of exempt investment funds - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.4(f))

9.851 Paulson and Co Inc.

7.719 Co-Invest Hamlet Holdings, Series LLC  (Entity comprised of exempt investment funds - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.4(f))

2.538 TPG Hamlet Holdings B, LLC  (Entity comprised of exempt investment funds - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.4(f))

0.712 Certain members of Harrah's Management 

0.250 George Miller

0.250 Kevin Flynn

100.00

As of November 27, 2012

The ownership interests reflected below were provided by the licensees/applicants.

Category 1 Licensee Ownership

Chester Downs and Marina, LLC

The Principals in the boxes below are required to be licensed by the PGCB because they are: 1) officers; 2) directors; 3)persons who directly hold a 

more of the the securities of a publicly traded company or 1% or more of the securities of a privately held company) in an applicant or licensee; 5)

* Net Ownership Interest is based on common stock and does not account for other stock or debt offerings.
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As of November 27, 2012

The ownership interests reflected below were provided by the licensees/applicants.
* Net Ownership Interest is based on common stock and does not account for other stock or debt offerings.

Chester Downs and Marina, LLC - Principals
Gary W. Loveman                 Karl Peterson                       Michael D. Cohen

Charles A. Paelnick              George K. Miller, Jr.              Katrina R. Lane

Cheryl Ann Kondra                Joshua Harris                       Kelvin Davis

Christopher J. Williams         Gregory J. Miller                    Kevin D. Flynn

David Bonderman                  James G. Coulter                  Leon Black

Thomas Jenkins                    Lynn Curtis Swann                Marc J. Rowan

Gary G. Michael                   Jeffrey David Benjamin          

Diane Elizabeth Wilfong         David Sambur

Donald Paul Marrandino         Jonathan J. Coslet                

Duane Douglas Holloway       Jinlong Wang                       

Eric Press                            Timothy Richard Donovan      

John Payne                          Jeffrey Housenbold

Ownership Interest in the Organizational Chain
99.990 Mohegan Tribal Gaming Authority

0.010 Mohegan Commercial Ventures-PA, LLC

100.000

Mohegan Commercial Ventures PA, LLC

100.000 Mohegan Tribal Gaming Authority

Mohegan Tribal Gaming Authority

100.000 Mohegan Tribe of Indians of Connecticut

Net Ownership Interest in Downs Racing, LP
100.000 Mohegan Tribe of Indians of Connecticut

100.000

Downs Racing, LP - Principals 
Kathleen M. Regan-Pyne           Mitchell G. Etess                      William Quidgeon

Bruce S. Bozsum                     Leo M. Chupaska                       Ralph J. Gessner, Jr.

Cheryl Todd                             Thayne Douglas Hutchins, Jr.       Robert Soper 

Mark F. Brown                         David Rome        

Jonathan Hamilton                    Mark Sperry

Breakdown of Ownership in the Organizational Chain
100.000 Greenwood G&E Holding, Inc.

Greenwood G&E Holding, Inc.

100.000 Greenwood Racing, Inc.

Greenwood Racing, Inc.

78.634 International Turf Investment Co., Inc.

9.315 Rock Ltd.

6.197 ITIC/ITAC, LLC

3.000 Robert Green

1.845 William Hogwood

1.009 International Turf Acquisition Co., Inc.

100.00

International Turf Acquisition Co., Inc.

100.000 Kooringal Holdings B.V.

Downs Racing, LP

Greenwood Gaming and Entertainment, Inc.
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As of November 27, 2012

The ownership interests reflected below were provided by the licensees/applicants.
* Net Ownership Interest is based on common stock and does not account for other stock or debt offerings.

International Turf Investment Company, Inc.

100.000 Kooringal Holdings B.V.

ITIC/ITAC, LLC

99.000 International Turf Investment Co., Inc.

1.000 International Turf Acquisition Co., Inc.

100.000

Rock Ltd.

90.000 James Lane 

10.000 Richard Kendle

100.000

Bensalem Racing Association, Inc.

100.000 Greenwood Racing, Inc.

Keystone Turf Club, Inc.

100.000 Greenwood Racing, Inc.

Kooringal Holdings B.V.

100.000 Kooringal Holdings Curacao N.V.

Kooringal Holdings Curacao N.V.

100.000 Watche Manoukian

Net Ownership Interest in Greenwood Gaming and Entertainment, Inc.
85.840 Watche Manoukian

8.384 James Lane

3.000 Robert Green

1.845 William Hogwood

0.932 Richard Kendle

100.00

Greenwood Gaming and Entertainment, Inc. - Principals

Robert W. Green               Watche A. Manoukian                  David C. Budd 

James Lane                      Terrence A. Everett                      William E. Hogwood

Richard J. Kendle              Anthony D. Ricci                         

Breakdown of Ownership in the Organizational Chain
100.000 Penn National Gaming, Inc.

Penn National Gaming, Inc.

70.887 Publicly traded stock held by shareholders that each own less than 5%

9.952 BAMCO, Inc. Baron Capital Management  (exempt institutional investor - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.5)
9.422 The Carlino Family Trust

5.933 Harris Associates L.P.

2.667 Peter M. Carlino

0.924 Remaining Corporate Directors and Executives

0.215 Gary Gilbert Trust

100.000

Mountainview Thoroughbred Racing Association
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As of November 27, 2012

The ownership interests reflected below were provided by the licensees/applicants.
* Net Ownership Interest is based on common stock and does not account for other stock or debt offerings.

Net Ownership Interest in Mountainview Thoroughbred Racing Association
70.887 Publicly traded stock held by shareholders that each own less than 5%

9.952 BAMCO, Inc. Baron Capital Management  (exempt institutional investor - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.5)
9.422 The Carlino Family Trust

5.933 Harris Associates L.P.

2.667 Peter M. Carlino

0.924 Remaining Corporate Directors and Executives

0.215 Gary Gilbert Trust

100.000

Mountainview Thoroughbred Racing Association - Principals
Barbara Z. Shattuck              John V. Finamore                   Robert S. Ippolito

Desiree Ann Burke               Jordan B. Savitch                    Frank Donaghue

Gregg Hart                           Kyle Martin Sr.                       Timothy J. Wilmott

Harold Cramer                      Peter M. Carlino                     Wesley Edens

John M. Jacquemin               Robert P. Levy                       William J. Clifford

Saul Reibstein                      Jay Snowden                         Thomas Auriemma

Breakdown of Ownership in the Organizational Chain
100.000 MTR Gaming Group, Inc.

MTR Gaming Group, Inc.

60.570 Publicly traded stock held by shareholders that each own less than 5%

18.300 Jeffrey P. Jacobs, Jeffrey P. Jacobs Revocable Trust, under declaration of trust dated 7/10/2000,

Jacobs Entertainment, Inc., and Gameco Holdings, Inc.

9.460 Bridgade Capital Management, LLC  (exempt institutional investor - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.5)

5.350 Fort Hoosac Management LLC (Arbiter Partners, LP)

6.320 Lafitte Fund I, LP, Lafitte Capital, LLC

100.000

Net Ownership Interest in Presque Isle Downs, Inc.
52.310 Publicly traded stock held by shareholders that each own less than 5%

18.300 Jeffrey P. Jacobs, Jeffrey P. Jacobs Revocable Trust, under declaration of trust dated 7/10/2000, 

Jacobs Entertainment, Inc., and Gameco Holdings, Inc.

8.740 Bridgade Capital Management, LLC  (exempt institutional investor - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.5)

7.460 Fort Hoosac Management LLC (Arbiter Partners, LP)

6.870 Par Investment Partners, L. P.

6.320 Lafitte Fund I, LP, Lafitte Capital, LLC

100.000

Presque Isle Downs, Inc. - Principals
Jeffrey Dahl                          Minor Child 1                        Steven Michael Billick                        

Stanley R. Gorom III             Minor Child 2                         Thomas F. Trygar

Rose M. Williams                 Minor Child 3                         Vincent James Azzarello

James V. Stanton                 Minor Child 4                         Narciso Rodgriguez-Cayro                       

Jeffrey P. Jacobs                  Minor Child 5                         Robert A. Blatt              

John W. Bittner                    Minor Child 6                         Richard F. Delatore                 

Lynda L. Jacobs                  Raymond K. Lee                     Fred Buro

Joseph Billhimer

Presque Isle Downs, Inc.
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As of November 27, 2012

The ownership interests reflected below were provided by the licensees/applicants.
* Net Ownership Interest is based on common stock and does not account for other stock or debt offerings.

Breakdown of Ownership in the Organizational Chain
100.000 PA Meadows, LLC

PA Meadows, LLC

100.000 PA MezzCo, LLC

PA MezzCo, LLC

100.000 Cannery Casino Resorts, LLC

Cannery Casino Resorts, LLC

43.790 Millennium Gaming, Inc.

31.710 OCM AcquisitionCo, LLC

12.250 Crown CCR Group Investments One, LLC

12.250 Crown CCR Group Investments Two, LLC

100.000

Millennium Gaming, Inc.

50.000 William Paulos

50.000 William Wortman

100.000

OCM AcquisitionCo, LLC

100.000 OCM Blocker, LLC

OCM Blocker, LLC

100.000 OCM HoldCo, LLC

OCM HoldCo, LLC

100.000 Voting Membership Interest - OCM VoteCo, LLC

100.000 Non-Voting Membership Interest - OCM InvestCo, LLC

OCM VoteCo, LLC

14.286 Ronald Beck

14.286 Stephen Kaplan

14.286 John Frank

14.286 Bruce Karsh

14.286 David Kirchheimer

14.286 Howard Marks

14.286 Sheldon Stone

100.000

Crown CCR Group Investments One, LLC

100.000 Crown CCR Holdings, LLC

Crown CCR Group Investments Two, LLC

100.000 Crown CCR Holdings, LLC

Crown CCR Holdings, LLC

100.000 Crown CCR Holdings General Partnership 

Crown CCR Holdings General Partnership 

99.000 Crown CCR Group Holdings One Pty., Ltd

1.000 Crown CCR Group Holdings Two Pty., Ltd

100.000

Washington Trotting Association, Inc.
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As of November 27, 2012

The ownership interests reflected below were provided by the licensees/applicants.
* Net Ownership Interest is based on common stock and does not account for other stock or debt offerings.

Crown CCR Group Holdings Two Pty, Ltd

100.000 Crown CCR Group Holdings One Pty, Ltd

Crown CCR Group Holdings One Pty, Ltd

100.000 Crown Entertainment Group Holdings Pty, Ltd

Crown Entertainment Group Holdings Pty, Ltd

100.000 Crown Limited

Crown Limited

54.000 Publicly traded stock in Crown held by shareholders that each own less than 5%

46.000 Consolidated Press Holdings Limited
100.000

Consolidated Press Holdings Limited
100.000 Cairnton Holdings Limited

Cairnton Holdings Limited

100.000 Consolidated Press Holdings Limited

Consolidated Press Holdings Limited
100.000 Consolidated Custodians International Limited

Consolidated Custodians International Limited
83.530 Custodians No. 8 Trust

16.470 Shareholders that each own less than 5%

100.000

Net Ownership Interest in Washington Trotting Association, Inc.
21.895 William Paulos

21.895 William Wortman

13.000 Publicly traded stock in Crown held by shareholders that each own less than 5%

9.606 Custodians No. 8 Trust

4.530 Ronald Beck

4.530 Stephen Kaplan

4.530 John Frank

4.530 Bruce Karsh

4.530 David Kirchheimer

4.530 Howard Marks

4.530 Sheldon Stone

1.894 Shareholders in Consolidated Press Holdings Group that each own less than 5%

100.000

Washington Trotting Association, Inc. - Principals
John B. Frank                             William Joseph Paulos                Benjamin A. Brazil

Bruce A. Karsh                           Ryan S. Toland                           Howard S. Marks

Carl Stix                                     Michael A. Day                           Guy T. Hillyer      

William C. Wortman                    Stephen A. Kaplan                      Thomas A. Lettero

David M. Kirchheimer                  Sheldon M. Stone                        Xavier B. Walsh          

Ronald N. Beck                          Ashok P. Jacobs                         James D. Packer

Gretel Packer                             John H. Alexander                       Kenneth M. Barton

Michael J. Neilson                      Michael R. Johnston                     Heidi Hamer

Rowena Danziger                       Rowen B. Craigie                         Brenda Decker
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As of November 27, 2012

The ownership interests reflected below were provided by the licensees/applicants.
* Net Ownership Interest is based on common stock and does not account for other stock or debt offerings.

beneficial interest in or ownership of the securities of an applicant or licensee; 4) person who have a controlling interest (own or beneficially holds 5% or

more of the the securities of a publicly traded company or 1% or more of the securities of a privately held company) in an applicant or licensee; 5)

persons who have the abilitey to elect a majority of the board of directors of a licensee or to otherwise control a licensee; 6) lenders or other licensed

financial institutions of an applicant or licensee, other than a bank or lending institution which makes a loan or holds a mortgage or lien acquired

in the ordinary course of business; 7) underwriters of an applicant or licensee; 8) trustees, grantors or beneficiaries of a trust that is required to be an

applicant or licensee; 8) trustees, grantors or beneficiaries of a trust that is required to be licensed; 9) persons who have the ability to control the

management of investment funds; or 10) other persons or employees of an applicant or licensee deemed to be a principal by the PGCB.

Breakdown of Ownership in the Organizational Chain
Holdings Acquisition Co, L.P. 

99.500 Holdings Gaming Borrower, L.P.

0.500 Holdings Acquisition Co. GP, L.L.C.

100.000

Holdings Acquisition Co GP, L.L.C.

100.000 Holdings Gaming Borrower, L.P.

Holdings Gaming Borrower, L.P.

99.500 Pittsburgh Gaming Holdings, L.P.

0.500 Holdings Gaming Borrower GP, L.L.C.

100.000

Holdings Gaming Borrower GP, L.L.C.

100.000 Pittsburgh Gaming Holdings, L.P.

Pittsburgh Gaming Holdings, L.P.

89.500 Pittsburgh Gaming Investors, L.P.

5.000 GRS PITG Holdings Corp

5.000 PFRS PITG Holdings Corp

0.500 Pittsburgh Gaming Holdings GP, L.L.C.

100.000

Pittsburgh Gaming Holdings GP, L.L.C.

100.000 Pittsburgh Gaming Investors Intermediate, L.L.C.

Pittsburgh Gaming Investors Intermediate, L.L.C.

100.000 Pittsburgh Gaming Investors, L.P.

PFRS PITG Holdings Corp

100.000 Police and Fire Retirement System of City of Detroit

GRS PITG Holdings Corp

100.000 General Retirement System of City of Detroit 

Pittsburgh Gaming Investors, L.P.

73.770 Walton Majestic Star Holdings VI, LP

18.730 High Pitt Gaming, L.P.

6.830 Cira Pittsburgh Gaming Investor, L.P.

0.500 Pittsburgh Gaming Investors GP, LLC 

0.170 HPP, LP

100.000

Holdings Acquisition Co., LP

The Principals in the boxes below are required to be licensed by the PGCB because they are: 1) officers; 2) directors; 3)persons who directly hold a 

Category 2 Licensee Ownership
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As of November 27, 2012

The ownership interests reflected below were provided by the licensees/applicants.
* Net Ownership Interest is based on common stock and does not account for other stock or debt offerings.

HPP, LP

100.000 Shareholders that each own less than 1% in Holdings (see 58 Pa.Code §433a.3(d))

100.000

Pittsburgh Gaming Investors GP, L.L.C. 

75.000 Walton Majestic Star Holdings VI, LP

25.000 High Pitt Gaming, LP

100.000

Cira Pittsburgh Gaming Investor, L.P.

46.130 Ira Lubert 

30.000 Athena Venture Partners, LP and G-3 GST LP  (exempt institutional investors - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.5)

23.370 Shareholders that each own less than 1% in Holdings (see 58 Pa.Code §433a.3(d))

0.500 Cira Pittsburgh Gaming Investor GP, LLC

100.000

Cira Pittsburgh Gaming Investor GP, LLC

100.000 Ira Lubert

High Pitt Gaming, L.P.

30.800 AGB Trust 

30.800 LNB Trust 

30.800 MAB Trust 

7.100 Shareholders that each own less than 1% 

0.500 High Pitt Gaming GP, L.L.C.

100.00

High Pitt Gaming GP, L.L.C.

30.955 AGB Trust

30.955 LNB Trust

30.955 MAB Trust

7.135 Greg Carlin

100.000

Walton Majestic Star Holdings VI, LP 

99.500 Walton Street Funds  (Entity comprised of exempt investment funds - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.4(f))

0.500 Walton Majestic Star Holdings VI GP, L.L.C.

100.0000

Walton Majestic Star Holdings VI GP, L.L.C.

100.000 Walton Street Funds  (Entity comprised of exempt investment funds - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.4(f))

100.000

Net Ownership Interest in Holdings Acquisition Co., LP
64.430 Walton Street Funds  (Entity comprised of exempt investment funds - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.4(f))

5.806 Shareholders that each own less than 1%

5.000 Police and Fire Retirement System of City of Detroit

5.000 General Retirement System of City of Detroit

5.072 AGB Trust

5.072 LNB Trust

5.072 MAB Trust

2.768 Ira Lubert 

1.780 Athena Venture Partners, LP and G-3 GST LP  (exempt institutional investors - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.5)

100.000
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As of November 27, 2012

The ownership interests reflected below were provided by the licensees/applicants.
* Net Ownership Interest is based on common stock and does not account for other stock or debt offerings.

Holdings Acquisition Co., LP - Principals
Neil Bluhm                       Ira M. Lubert                              Minor Child 3

Andrew G. Bluhm             Jeffrey S. Quicksilver                  Minor Child 4

David G. Patent               Joseph Richard Scibetta              Minor Child 5

Kenneth J. Weaver           Leslie N. Bluhm                         Minor Child 6

Eric C. Mogentale            Meredith A. Bluhm-Wolf              Minor Child 7

Gregory Carlin                 Minor Child 1                             Abraham Han

Ira. J. Schulman              Minor Child 2                             Jon Reynerston

Breakdown of Ownership in the Organizational Chain
100.000 Mount Airy Holdco, LLC

Mount Airy Holdco, LLC

14.2857 Grantor Trust - II of Lisa DeNaples

14.2857 Grantor Trust - II of Louis A. DeNaples, Jr.

14.2857 Grantor Trust - II of Donna Dileo

14.2857 Grantor Trust - II of Anne DeNaples

14.2857 Grantor Trust - II of Dominica DeNaples

14.2857 Grantor Trust - II f/b/o Children of Mary Glodzik

14.2857 Grantor Trust - II f/b/o Children of Nicholas DeNaples

100.000

Net Ownership Interest in Mount Airy #1, LLC
14.2857 Grantor Trust - II of Lisa DeNaples

14.2857 Grantor Trust - II of Louis A. DeNaples, Jr.

14.2857 Grantor Trust - II of Donna Dileo

14.2857 Grantor Trust - II of Anne DeNaples

14.2857 Grantor Trust - II of Dominica DeNaples

14.2857 Grantor Trust - II f/b/o Children of Mary Glodzik

14.2857 Grantor Trust - II f/b/o Children of Nicholas DeNaples

100.000

Mount Airy #1, LLC - Principals
Anne Elizabeth DeNaples           Louis Anthony DeNaples, Jr.        Lisa A. DeNaples

Lucian Ross                              Thomas Cummings                     Donna Dominica Dileo

Dominica Pia DeNaples              Lawrence Lance Cole                 

Minor Child 1                             Minor Child 2                              Minor Child 3

Minor Child 4                             Minor Child 5                              Minor Child 6                    

Minor Child 7                             Minor Child 8                              Minor Child 9                 

Minor Child 10                           Minor Child 11                             Minor Child 12                  

Minor Child 13                           Minor Child 14                       

Breakdown of Ownership in the Organizational Chain
90.000 Sands Pennsylvania, Inc.

10.000 BethWorks Now, LLC

100.000

Sands Pennsylvania, Inc.

96.000 Venetian Casino Resort, LLC

2.500 Pasquale T. Deon

1.500 James C. Schwartzman

100.000

Mount Airy #1, LLC

Sands Bethworks Gaming, LLC
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As of November 27, 2012

The ownership interests reflected below were provided by the licensees/applicants.
* Net Ownership Interest is based on common stock and does not account for other stock or debt offerings.

Venetian Casino Resort, LLC

100.000 Las Vegas Sands, LLC

Las Vegas Sands, LLC

100.000 Las Vegas Sands Corp.

Las Vegas Sands Corp.

40.300 Dr. Miriam Adelson

16.000 Publicly traded stock held by shareholders that each own less than 5% 

12.900 Officer and Director shareholders that each own less than 5% each

12.400 Sheldon Adelson

9.200 Sheldon G. Adelson 2007 Remainder Trust
9.200 Sheldon G. Adelson 2007 Friends and Family Trust

100.000

BethWorks Now, LLC

50.000 BethWorks GGQ, LLC

50.000 BethWorks FP, LLC

100.000

BethWorks GGQ, LLC

37.500 Barry Gosin

37.500 Shareholders that each own less than 1%

25.000 James Kuhn

100.000

BethWorks FP, LLC

50.000 Michael Perrucci

50.000 Richard Fischbein

100.000

Net Ownership Interest in Sands Bethworks Gaming, LLC
34.819 Dr. Miriam Adelson

13.824 Publicly traded stock held by shareholders that each own less than 5% 

11.146 Officer and Director shareholders who each own less than 5% 

10.714 Sheldon Adelson

7.949 Sheldon G. Adelson 2007 Remainder Trust

7.949 Sheldon G. Adelson 2007 Friends and Family Trust

2.250 Pasquale T. Deon

2.500 Michael Perrucci

2.500 Richard Fischbein

1.350 C. Schwartzman

1.875 Barry Gosin

1.875 Shareholders that each own less than 1% 

1.250 James Kuhn

100.000

Sands Bethworks Gaming, LLC - Principals
Barry M. Gosin                         Jeffrey Howard Schwartz               Pasquale T. Deon

Daniel William Eitnier                Richard S. Fischbein                    Gayle Hymen

Frederick H. Kraus                    Kenneth Jeffrey Kay                     Robert C. Rubenstein

Gary Steven Hernishin               Kimberly Kay McCabe                  Robert G. Goldstein

Irwin A. Siegel                          Michael A. Leven                          Sheldon G. Adelson

James C. Schwartzman            Michael Alan Quartieri                   Timothy Dennis Stein

James D. Kuhn                        Michael J. Perrucci                       Charles Forman

Jason N. Ader                          Miriam Ochshorn Adelson              Irwin Chafetz 

Timothy Notaro                         John Caparella                              Ira Raphaelson 

Christopher Cahill
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As of November 27, 2012

The ownership interests reflected below were provided by the licensees/applicants.
* Net Ownership Interest is based on common stock and does not account for other stock or debt offerings.

Breakdown of Ownership in the Organizational Chain

SugarHouse HSP Gaming, LP
99.900 SugarHouse HSP Gaming Prop. Mezz, L.P. 

0.100 SugarHouse HSP Gaming Prop. GP, LLC
100.000

SugarHouse HSP Gaming Prop. GP, LLC
100.000 SugarHouse HSP Gaming Prop. Mezz, LP

SugarHouse HSP Gaming Prop. Mezz, LP
99.900 SugarHouse HSP Gaming Prop. Holdings, LP

0.100 SugarHouse HSP Gaming Prop. Mezz GP, LLC
100.000

SugarHouse HSP Gaming Prop. Mezz GP, LLC
100.000 SugarHouse HSP Gaming Prop. Holdings, LP

SugarHouse HSP Gaming Prop. Holdings, LP
99.900 HSP Gaming, LP

0.100 SugarHouse HSP Gaming Prop. Holdings GP, LLC
100.000

SugarHouse HSP Gaming Prop. Holdings GP, LLC
100.000 HSP Gaming, LP

HSP Gaming, LP
66.250 High Penn Gaming, LP

33.650 RPRS Gaming, LP

0.100 HP Gaming Partners, LP

100.000

High Penn Gaming, LP 

28.57 Neil G. Bluhm Family Descendants Trust

21.00 2002 LNB Family Dynasty Trust

20.94 2002 AGB Family Dynasty Trust

14.40 Meredith A. Bluhm-Wolf 2006 Family Trust

9.98 Gregory Carlin

1.80 Neil Bluhm

1.00 Meredith A. Bluhm-Wolf

1.00 Leslie N. Bluhm

1.00 Andrew Bluhm

0.21 Less than 1% Owners

0.10 High Penn Gaming, LLC

100.00

HP Gaming Partners, LP

79.900 High Penn Gaming, LLC

20.000 Jerry Johnson

0.100 High Penn Gaming, LP

100.000

Sugarhouse HSP Gaming, LP
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As of November 27, 2012

The ownership interests reflected below were provided by the licensees/applicants.
* Net Ownership Interest is based on common stock and does not account for other stock or debt offerings.

High Penn Gaming, LLC

60.000 Neil Bluhm

30.000 Andrew Bluhm

10.000 Gregory Carlin

100.000

RPRS Gaming, LP 

39.000 RMP Gaming, LP

19.240 Barbara Sprague

19.240 Thomas Sprague

8.750 Daniel Keating

7.770 William Lamb

2.000 Peter DePaul

1.000 Stephen Cozen

1.000 RPRS Gaming, LLC

0.490 Kateri Ross Lamb DePetris

0.490 Amanda Lamb Griffin

0.500 Jerry Johnson 

0.520 Richard Sprague

100.000

RPRS Gaming, LLC

50.000 Richard Sprague 

50.000 Robert Potamkin

100.000

RMP Gaming, LP

49.500 Robert Potamkin 

49.500 2005 AAA Trust

1.000 RMP Gaming, LLC

100.000

RMP Gaming, LLC

100.000 Robert Potamkin

Net Ownership Interest in Sugarhouse HSP Gaming, LP
18.929 Neil G. Bluhm Family Descendants Trust

13.915 2002 LNB Family Dynasty Trust

13.871 2002 AGB Family Dynasty Trust

9.541 Meredith A. Bluhm-Wolf 2006 Family Trust

6.796 Robert Potamkin

6.611 Gregory Carlin

6.496 2005 AAA Trust

6.474 Barbara Sprague

6.474 Thomas Sprague

4.144 Shareholders that each own less than 1% 

2.944 Daniel Keating

2.615 William Lamb

1.190 Neil G. Bluhm

100.000

Sugarhouse HSP Gaming, LP - Principals
Andrew G. Bluhm                   Minor Child 1                    Minor Child 9

Barbara A. Sprague                Minor Child 2                    Minor Child 10

Daniel J. Keating                    Minor Child 3                    Neil G. Bluhm

Gregory A. Carlin                   Minor Child 4                    Richard A. Sprague

Jerry Johnson                        Minor Child 5                    Robert A. Potamkin

Leslie N. Bluhm                     Minor Child 6                    Thomas A. Sprague

Lexie H. Potamkin                 Minor Child 7                    William H. Lamb

Meredith A. Bluhm-Wolf         Minor Child 8                    Joseph Scibetta 

David Patent                               
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As of November 27, 2012

The ownership interests reflected below were provided by the licensees/applicants.
* Net Ownership Interest is based on common stock and does not account for other stock or debt offerings.

Market East Associates, LP

49.500 Market East GG Investors, L.P.

29.700 Ira Lubert

9.900 Michael Heller

9.900 Inner - City Gaming, LLC

1.000 Market East GP, LLC

100.000

Market East GP, LLC

50.000 Market East GG Investors, L.P.

30.000 Ira Lubert

10.000 Michael Heller

10.000 Inner - City Gaming, LLC

100.000

Market East GG Investors, L.P.

98.900 Kenneth N. Goldenberg

1.000 Kenneth N. Goldenberg

0.100 Anita B. Goldenberg

100.000

Inner City Gaming, LLC

25.000 Dennis E. Cook

22.650 Willie F. Johnson

22.650 Bernard W. Smalley, Sr.

9.900 Mary V. Lawton

9.900 William R. Miller

9.900 Thomas A. Leonard

100.000

49.950 Kenneth N. Goldenberg

30.000 Ira Lubert

10.000 Michael Heller

2.265 Willie F. Johnson

2.265 Bernard Smalley, Sr.

2.500 Dennis E. Cook

0.990 Mary V. Lawton

0.990 William R. Miller

0.990 Thomas A. Leonard

0.050 Anita B. Goldenberg

100.000

Market East Associates, LP - Principals
Kenneth N. Goldenberg                                     Ira Lubert                                              Michael Heller

Willie F. Johnson                                              Bernard Smalley, Sr.                             Dennis E. Cook

Philadelphia Applicants 

Market East Associates, LP
 8th and Market Street, Philadelphia

Breakdown of Ownership in the Organizational Chain

Net Ownership Interest in Market East Associates, LP

Category 2 Applicant Ownership
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As of November 27, 2012

The ownership interests reflected below were provided by the licensees/applicants.
* Net Ownership Interest is based on common stock and does not account for other stock or debt offerings.

PA Gaming Ventures, LLC

66.667 Philadelphia Casino Benefit Corp

33.333 Penn National Gaming, Inc.

100.000

Phiadelphia Casino Benefit Corp

100.000 Philadelphia Casino Benefit Corp (“PCBC”) --a Pennsylvania nonprofit corporation organized 
upon a nonstock basis pursuant to Section 5306(a) (6) of the Pennsylvania Nonprofit Corporation Law of 1988. 

Penn National Gaming, Inc.

70.887 Publicly traded stock held by shareholders that each own less than 5%

9.952 BAMCO, Inc. Baron Capital Management  (exempt institutional investor - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.5)

9.422 The Carlino Family Trust

5.933 Harris Associates L.P.

2.667 Peter M. Carlino

0.924 Remaining Corporate Directors and Executives

0.215 Gary Gilbert Trust

100.000

66.667 Philadelphia Casino Benefit Corp

23.606 Publicly traded stock held by shareholders that each own less than 5%

3.314 BAMCO, Inc. Baron Capital Management  (exempt institutional investor - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.5)

3.138 The Carlino Family Trust

1.976 Harris Associates L.P.

0.888 Peter M. Carlino

0.308 Remaining Corporate Directors and Executives

0.072 Gary Gilbert Trust

100.000

PA Gaming Ventures, LLC - Principals
Peter M. Carlino                                            Timothy Wilmott                                                    William Clifford 

Robert Ippolito                                               Jordan Savitch                                                       Frank Donaghue

John Finamore                                              Gregg Hart                                                             Desiree Burke

Kyle Martin                                                   John Jacquemin                                                     Harold Cramer 

Barbara Shattuck-Kohn                                  Wesley Edens                                                       Saul Reibstein 

Jay Snowden                                                Joseph Domenico

PHL Local Gaming, LLC

100.000 Joseph G. Procacci

100.000  

Net Ownership Interest in PHL Local Gaming, LLC
100.000 Joseph G. Procacci

Merit PHL, LLC

100.000 Joseph J. Canfora

100.000

Breakdown of Ownership in the Organizational Chain

Breakdown of Ownership in the Organizational Chain

Net Ownership Interest in PA Gaming Ventures, LLC

PA Gaming Ventures, LLC
700 Packer Avenue, Philadelphia

PHL Local Gaming, LLC
3333 S. Front Street Philadelphia, PA 19148

Merit PHL, LLC (Management Co for PHL Local Gaming, LLC)
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As of November 27, 2012

The ownership interests reflected below were provided by the licensees/applicants.
* Net Ownership Interest is based on common stock and does not account for other stock or debt offerings.

 PHL Local Gaming, LLC and Merit PHL, LLC- Principals
Joseph G. Procacci                                        Joseph J. Canfora

Stadium Casino, LLC

50.000 Stadium Casino Baltimore Investors, LLC

50.000 Stadium Casino Investors, LLC

100.000

Stadium Casino Baltimore Investors, LLC

29.340 Jonathan Cordish

29.330 Blake Cordish

29.330 Reed Cordish

10.000 Joseph Weinberg

2.000 Charles Jacobs

100.000

Stadium Casino Investors, LLC

100.000 Sterling Investors Trust

100.000

50.000 Sterling Investors Trust

14.670 Jonathan Cordish

14.665 Blake Cordish

14.665 Reed Cordish

5.000 Joseph Weinberg

1.000 Charles Jacobs

100.000

Stadium Casino, LLC - Principals
Charles Jacobs                                                 Jonathan Cordish                                 Blake Cordish

Watche A. Manoukian                                       Reed Cordish                                       Joseph Weinberg

Yeghiche Watche Manoukian                             Karnig Watche Manoukian                    Aram Watche Manoukian 

Tower Gaming, LLC

100.000 Tower Gaming, LLC

100.000

Tower Gaming, LLC

100.000 Bart Blatstein 

100.000

100.000 Bart Blatstein 

HR Philadelphia Manager, LLC

100.000 Seminole Hard Rock Entertainment, Inc.

100.000

Net Ownership Interest in Stadium Casino, LLC

Breakdown of Ownership in the Organizational Chain

Stadium Casino, LLC 
900 Packer Avenue, Philadelphia

Breakdown of Ownership in the Organizational Chain

Net Ownership Interest in Tower Entertainment, LLC

HR Philadelphia Manager, LLC (Management Co for Tower Entertainment, LLC)

Tower Entertainment, LLC
400 North Broad Street, Philadelphia 
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As of November 27, 2012

The ownership interests reflected below were provided by the licensees/applicants.
* Net Ownership Interest is based on common stock and does not account for other stock or debt offerings.

Seminole Hard Rock Entertainment, Inc.

100.000 SHRE/SHRI, LLC

100.000

SHRE/SHRI, LLC

100.000 Seminole HR Holdings, LLC

100.000

Seminole HR Holdings, LLC

100.000 Seminole Tribe of Florida

100.000

Tower Entertainment, LLC  and HR Philadelphia Manager, LLC- Principals
Bart Blatstein                                        Brad Buchanan                                                       Elrod Bowers

Jim Shore                                             Michael D. Rumbolz                                                Robert L. Gips

Henry W. Hornbostel                             Agnes Billie-Motlow                                                 Carla Gopher

James F. Allen     

Wynn PA, Inc.

100.000 Wynn Resorts, Limited 

100.000

Wynn Resorts, Limited 

58.700 Publicly traded stock held by shareholders that each own less than 5%

16.400 Waddell & Reed Financial, Inc. (Institutional Investor)

10.000 Stephen A. Wynn

7.900 Elaine P. Wynn

7.000 Marsico Capital Management  (exempt institutional investor - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.5)

100.000

58.700 Publicly traded stock held by shareholders that each own less than 5%

16.400 Waddell & Reed Financial, Inc. (Institutional Investor)

10.000 Stephen A. Wynn

7.900 Elaine P. Wynn

7.000 Marsico Capital Management  (exempt institutional investor - see 58 Pa.Code §433a.5)

100.000

Wynn PA, Inc. -  Principals
Stephen A. Wynn                                         Marc D. Schorr                                             Matthew O. Maddox

Kim Sinatra                                                  D. Boone Wayson                                         Alvin Shoemaker 

Robert J. Miller                                             Elaine P. Wynn                                             John Strzemp

Kevin Tourek

Net Ownership Interest in Wynn PA, Inc.

Breakdown of Ownership in the Organizational Chain

Wynn PA, Inc. 
2001 Beach Street and 2001 through 2005 Richmond Street, Philadelphia
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As of November 27, 2012

The ownership interests reflected below were provided by the licensees/applicants.
* Net Ownership Interest is based on common stock and does not account for other stock or debt offerings.

beneficial interest in or ownership of the securities of an applicant or licensee; 4) person who have a controlling interest (own or beneficially holds 5% or

persons who have the abilitey to elect a majority of the board of directors of a licensee or to otherwise control a licensee; 6) lenders or other licensed

financial institutions of an applicant or licensee, other than a bank or lending institution which makes a loan or holds a mortgage or lien acquired

in the ordinary course of business; 7) underwriters of an applicant or licensee; 8) trustees, grantors or beneficiaries of a trust that is required to be an

applicant or licensee; 8) trustees, grantors or beneficiaries of a trust that is required to be licensed; 9) persons who have the ability to control the

management of investment funds; or 10) other persons or employees of an applicant or licensee deemed to be a principal by the PGCB.

Breakdown of Ownership in the Organizational Chain
36.036 Ira Lubert 

30.000 CMS VF Partners, L.P.

13.860 Jonathan Lubert

12.474 Michael Heller 

3.465 Ken Kochenour

3.465 Barbara Evans 

0.700 Valley Forge Convention Center Partners GP, LLC

100.000

Valley Forge Convention Center Partners GP, LLC

52.020 Ira Lubert 

19.980 Jonathan Lubert

18.000 Michael Heller 

5.000 Ken Kochenour

5.000 Barbara Evans 

100.000

Net Ownership Interest in Valley Forge Convention Center Partners, LP
36.400 Ira Lubert 

30.000 CMS VF Partners, L.P.

14.000 Jonathan Lubert

12.600 Michael Heller 

3.500 Ken Kochenour

3.500 Barbara Evans 

100.000

Valley Forge Convention Center Partners, LP - Principals
Barbara Evans                            Jonathan Lubert                        Michael Heller

Kenneth Kochenour                    William Landman                       Ira M. Lubert 

Tommy Rosenfeld

Valley Forge Convention Center Partners, LP

more of the the securities of a publicly traded company or 1% or more of the securities of a privately held company) in an applicant or licensee; 5)

The Principals in the boxes below are required to be licensed by the PGCB because they are: 1) officers; 2) directors; 3)persons who directly hold a 

Category 3 Licensee Ownership
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As of November 27, 2012

The ownership interests reflected below were provided by the licensees/applicants.
* Net Ownership Interest is based on common stock and does not account for other stock or debt offerings.

Woodlands Fayette, LLC

Breakdown of Ownership in the Organizational Chain
100.000 Nemacolin Woodlands, Inc.

Nemacolin Woodlands, Inc.

100.000 The 2001 Irrevocable Trust for Margaret H. Magerko

Net Ownership Interest in Woodlands Fayette, LLC
100.000 The 2001 Irrevocable Trust for Margaret H. Magerko

Woodlands Fayette, LLC-  Principals
Margaret Ann Magerko             Cheri Lee Bomar                        Peter J. Magerko

Joseph A. Hardy III                   Alan J. Glazer                           Dale R. Black

Edmund I. Quatmann Jr.           James B. Perry                         Jeffrey D. Goldstein

Lee S. Wielansky                    Richard A. Goldstein                  Robert S. Goldstein

Timothy A. Ilsley                      Arnold Block                             Michael Fries 

Virginia M. McDowell              William R. Baker                         
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Gambling Problem? Call (800) 848-1880

Promotions Gaming Dining Players Club Entertainment Accommodations Meadows Lanes Racing

Page 1 of 1Meadows Racetrack & Casino - The Meadows Racetrack and Casino

12/12/2012http://www.meadowsgaming.com/
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Corporations
Online Services | Corporations | Forms | Contact Corporations | Business Services

Search
By Business Name
By Business Entity ID

Verify
Verify Certification

Online Orders
Register for Online 
Orders
Order Good Standing
Order Certified Documents
Order Business List
View Business Lists

Shopping Carts
BE Images / Business Lists Orders
Certified / COGS Documents

My Images
Search for Images
View Purchased Images
View Purchased Orders
Manage My Profile
Manage My Reps
Security Policy
Privacy Policy
Logout

Date: 12/11/2012
Business Entity Filing History

(Select the link above to view the 
Business Entity's Filing History) 

Online Ordering

Business Name History

Name Name Type
THE MEADOWS RACETRACK & CASINO Current Name

Fictitious Names - Domestic - Information
Entity Number: 3702879
Status: Active
Entity Creation Date: 1/22/2007
State of Business.: PA
Principal Place of Business: Racetrack Rd

Meadow Lands PA 15347 
Mailing Address: No Address

Owner Information
Owner(s) for: THE MEADOWS RACETRACK & CASINO

Owners
Name: WTA ACQUISITION CORP
Mailing Address: % Ct Corporation System

PA 0 -0 
Name: WASHINGTON TROTTING ASSOCIATION, 

INC.
Mailing Address: % Ct Corporation System

PA 0 -0 

Copyright © 2002 Pennsylvania Department of State. All Rights Reserved. 
Privacy Policy | Security Policy

Page 1 of 1Business Entity

12/11/2012https://www.corporations.state.pa.us/corp/soskb/Corp.asp?2538903
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§ 17.203. Voluntary and mandatory registration.

 (a)  In 54 Pa.C.S. §  303(a) (relating to scope of chapter), it is provided that one or more 
entities may elect to register a fictitious name under 54 Pa.C.S. Chapter 3 (relating to 
Fictitious Names Act) for the purpose of establishing a public record of their relationship to 
a business or other activity carried on under or through the fictitious name. 

 (b)  In 54 Pa.C.S. §  303(b) (relating to mandatory registration) it is provided that: 

   (1)  Except as provided in paragraph (2), an entity which either alone or in combination 
with another entity conducts business in this Commonwealth under or through a fictitious 
name is required to register the fictitious name under this subchapter and to amend the 
registration whenever necessary to maintain the accuracy of the information disclosed 
thereby. 

   (2)  Paragraph (1) does not apply to: 

     (i)   Nonprofit or professional activities. 

     (ii)   Activities which are expressly or impliedly prohibited by law from being carried on 
under a fictitious name. 

     (iii)   A limited partnership which is registered in the Department under RULPA or under 
corresponding provisions of prior law. The preceding sentence does not apply to an entity 
which includes the limited partnership as a participant unless the entity is itself such a 
limited partnership. 

     (iv)   Unincorporated association. 

     (v)   Electing partnership existing under Chapter 87 of the code (relating to electing 
partnerships).

Source

   The provisions of this §  17.203 adopted April 17, 1992, effective April 18, 1992, 22 
Pa.B. 1993.

Cross References

   This section cited in 19 Pa. Code §  17.211 (relating to effect of nonregistration on 
enforceability of contracts). 

No part of the information on this site may be reproduced for profit or sold for profit.

This material has been drawn directly from the official Pennsylvania Code full text database. Due to the limitations of HTML or differences in 
display capabilities of different browsers, this version may differ slightly from the official printed version. 

Page 1 of 119 Pa. Code § 17.203. Voluntary and mandatory registration.

12/18/2012http://www.pacode.com/secure/data/019/chapter17/s17.203.html
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73 P.S. § § 201-1 –201-9.2

PENNSYLVANIA
UNFAIR TRADE PRACTICES AND CONSUMER PROTECTION LAW

§ 201-1. Short title

This act shall be known and may be cited as the “Unfair Trade Practices and Consumer Protection
Law.”

§ 201-2. Definitions

As used in this act.

(1) “Documentary material” means the original or a copy of any book, record, report, memorandum,
paper, communication, tabulation, map, chart, photograph, mechanical transcription or other tangible
document or recording, wherever situate.

(2) “Person” means natural persons, corporations, trusts, partnerships, incorporated or unincorporated
associations, and any other legal entities.

(3) “Trade” and “Commerce” mean the advertising, offering for sale, sale or distribution of any
services and any property, tangible or intangible, real, personal or mixed, and any other article,
commodity, or thing of value wherever situate, and includes any trade or commerce directly or indirectly
affecting the people of this Commonwealth.

(4) “Unfair methods of competition” and “unfair or deceptive acts or practices” mean any one or more
of the following:

(i) Passing off goods or services as those of another;

(ii) Causing likelihood of confusion or of misunderstanding as to the
source, sponsorship, approval or certification of goods or services;

(iii) Causing likelihood of confusion or of misunderstanding as to
affiliation, connection or association with, or certification by,
another;

(iv) Using deceptive representations or designations of geographic
origin in connection with goods or services;

(v) Representing that goods or services have sponsorship, approval,
characteristics, ingredients, uses, benefits or quantities that they
do no have or that a person has a sponsorship, approval, status,
affiliation, or connection that he does not have;

(vi) Representing that goods are original or new if they are deteriorated,
altered, reconditioned, reclaimed, used or secondhand;
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2

(vii) Representing that goods or services are of a particular standard,
quality or grade, or that goods are of a particular style or model, if they
are of another;

(viii) Disparaging the goods, services or business of another by false or
misleading representation of facts;

(ix) Advertising goods or services with intent not to sell them as
advertised;

(x) Advertising goods or services with intent not to supply reasonably
expectable public demand, unless the advertisement discloses a
limitation of quantity;

(xi) Making false or misleading statements of fact concerning the reasons for,
existence of, or amounts of price reductions;

(xii) Promising or offering prior to time of sale to pay, credit or allow to any
buyer, any compensation or reward for the procurement of a contract for
purchase of goods or services with another or others, or for the referral of
the name or names of another or others for the purpose of attempting to
procure or procuring such a contract of purchase with such other person
or persons when such payment, credit, compensation or reward is
contingent upon the occurrence of an event subsequent to the time of the
signing of a contract to purchase;

(xiii) Promoting or engaging in any plan by which goods or services are sold
to a person for a consideration and upon the further consideration that the
purchaser secure or attempt to secure one or more persons likewise to
join the said plan; each purchaser to be given the right to secure money,
goods or services depending upon the number of persons joining the
plan. In addition, promoting or engaging in any plan, commonly known
as or similar to the so-called “Chain-Letter Plan” or “Pyramid Club.”
The terms “Chain-Letter Plan” or “Pyramid Club” mean any scheme for
the disposal or distribution of property, services or anything of value
whereby a participant pays valuable consideration, in whole or in part,
for an opportunity to receive compensation for introducing or attempting
to introduce one or more additional persons to participate in the scheme
or for the opportunity to receive compensation when a person introduced
by the participant introduces a new participant. As used in this subclause
the term “consideration” means an investment of cash or the purchase of
goods, other property, training or services, but does not include payments
made for sales demonstration equipment and materials for use in making
sales and not for resale furnished at no profit to any person in the
program or to the company or corporation, nor does the term apply to a
minimal initial payment of twenty-five dollars ($25) or less;

(xiv) Failing to comply with the terms of any written guarantee or warranty
given to the buyer at, prior to or after a contract for the purchase of goods
or services is made;
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(xv) Knowingly misrepresenting that services, replacements or repairs are
needed if they are not needed;

(xvi) Making repairs, improvements or replacements on tangible, real or
personal property, of a nature or quality inferior to or below the standard
of that agreed to in writing;

(xvii) Making solicitations for sales of goods or services over the telephone
without first clearly, affirmatively and expressly stating;

(A) the identity of the seller;

(B) that the purpose of the call is to sell goods or
services;

(C) the nature of the goods or services; and

(D) that no purchase or payment is necessary to be
able to win a prize or participate in a prize promotion if a prize
promotion is offered. This disclosure must be made before or in
conjunction with the description of the prize to the person called.
If requested by that person, the telemarketer must disclose the
no-purchase/no-payment entry method for the prize promotion;

(xviii) Using a contract, form or any other document related to a consumer
transaction which contains a confessed judgment clause that waives the
consumer’s right to assert a legal defense to an action;

(xix) Soliciting any order for the sale of goods to be ordered by the buyer
through the mails or by telephone unless, at the time of the solicitation,
the seller has a reasonable basis to expect that it will be able to ship any
ordered merchandise to the buyer:

(A) within that time clearly and conspicuously stated
in any such solicitation; or

(B) if no time is clearly and conspicuously stated,
within thirty days after receipt of a properly
completed order from the buyer. Provided,
however, where, at the time the merchandise is
ordered, the buyer applies to the seller for credit
to pay for the merchandise in whole or in part,
the seller shall have fifty days, rather than thirty
days, to perform the actions required by the
subsection;
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(xx) Failing to inform the purchaser of a new motor vehicle
offered for sale at retail by a motor vehicle dealer of the
following:

(A) that any restproofing of the new motor
vehicle offered by the motor vehicle dealer is
optional;

(B) that the new motor vehicle has been
rustproofed by the manufacturer and the nature
and extent, if any, of the manufacturer’s
warranty which is applicable to that rustproofing;

(C) the nature of the goods or services; and

(D) that no purchase or payment is necessary to
be able to win a prize or participate in a prize promotion if a
prize promotion is offered. This disclosure must be made before
or in conjunction with the description of the prize to the person
called. If requested by that person, the telemarketer must
disclose the no-purchase/no-payment entry method for the prize
promotion;

(xviii) Using a contract, form or any other document related to a
consumer transaction which contains a confessed
judgment clause that waives the consumer’s right to
assert a legal defense to an action;

(xix) Soliciting any order for the sale of goods to be ordered
by the buyer through the mails or by telephone unless,
at the time of the solicitation, the seller has a reasonable
basis to expect that it will be able to ship any ordered
merchandise to the buyer:

(A) within that time clearly and conspicuously stated in any such
solicitation; or

(B) if no time is clearly and conspicuously
stated, within thirty days after receipt of a properly completed
order from the buyer. Provided, however, where, at the time the
merchandise is ordered, the buyer applies to the seller for credit
to pay for the merchandise in whole or in part, the seller shall
have fifty days, rather than thirty days, to perform the actions
required by the subsection;

(xx) Failing to inform the purchaser of a new motor vehicle offered for sale at retail
by a motor vehicle dealer of the following:

(A) that any rustproofing of the new motor
vehicle offered by the motor vehicle
dealer is optional;
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(B) that the new motor vehicle has been
rustproofed by the manufacturer and
the nature and extent, if any, of the
manufacturer’s warranty which is
applicable to that rustproofing;

The requirements of this subclause shall not be applicable
and a motor vehicle dealer shall have no duty to inform
if the motor vehicle dealer rustproofed a new motor vehicle
before offering it for sale to that purchaser, provided that
the dealer shall inform the purchaser whenever dealer
rustproofing has an effect on any manufacturer’s warranty
applicable to the vehicle. This subclause shall not apply to any
new motor vehicle which has been rustproofed by a motor
vehicle dealer prior to the effective date of this subclause.

(xxi) Engaging in any other fraudulent or deceptive conduct which creates a likelihood
of confusion or of misunderstanding.

201-3. Unlawful acts or practices: exclusions

Unfair methods of competition and unfair or deceptive acts or practices in the conduct of any
trade or commerce as defined by subclauses (i) through (xxi) of clause (4) of section 2 of this act [§ 201-
2(4) (i-xxi)] and regulations promulgated under section 3.1 of this act [§ 201-3.1] are hereby declared
unlawful. The provisions of this act shall not apply to any owner, agent or employe of any radio or
television station, or to any owner, publisher, printer, agent or employe of a newspaper or other
publication, periodical or circular, who, in good faith and without knowledge of the falsity or deceptive
character thereof, publishes, causes to be published or takes part in the publication of such advertisement.

§ 201-3.1. Regulations

The Attorney General may adopt, after public hearing, such rules and regulations as may be
necessary for the enforcement and administration of this act. Such rules and regulations when
promulgated pursuant to the act of July 31, 1968 (P.L. 769, No. 240), known as the “Commonwealth
Document Law,” shall have the force and effect of law.

§201-4. Restraining prohibited acts

Whenever the Attorney General or a District Attorney has reason to believe that any person is
using or is about to use any method, act of practice declared by section 3 of this act [§ 201-3] to be
unlawful, and that proceedings would be in the public interest, he may bring an action in the name of the
Commonwealth against such person to restrain by temporary or permanent injunction the use of such
method, act or practice.

§201-4.1. Payment of costs and restitution

Whenever any court issues a permanent injunction to restrain and prevent violations of this act as
authorized in section 4 about [§ 201-4], the court may in its discretion direct that the defendant or
defendants restore to any person in interest any moneys or property, real or personal, which may have
been acquired by means of any violation of this act, under terms and conditions to be established by the
court.
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§201-5. Assurance of voluntary compliance

In the administration of this act, the Attorney General may accept an assurance of voluntary
compliance with respect to any method, act or practice deemed to be violative of the act from any person
who has engaged or was about to engage in such method, act or practice. Such assurance may include a
stipulation for voluntary payment by the alleged violator providing for the restitution by the alleged
violator to consumers, of money, property or other things received from them in connection with a
violation of this act. Any such assurance shall be in writing and be filed with the court. Such assurance
of voluntary compliance shall not be considered an admission of violation for any purpose. Matters thus
closed may at any time be reopened by the Attorney General for further proceedings in the public interest
pursuant to section 4 [§ 201-4].

§201-6. Deleted by amendment. 1976.Nov.24.P.L. 1166. No. 260 § 1. imd. Effective

§201-7. Contracts: effect of rescission

(a) Where goods or services having a sale price of twenty-five dolloars ($25) or more are sold or
contracted to be sold to a buyer, as a result of, or in connection with, a contact with or call on the buyer or
resident at his residence either in person or by telephone, that consumer may avoid the contract or sale by
notifying, in writing, the seller within three full business days following the day on which the contract or
sale was made and by returning or holding available for return to the seller, in its original condition, any
merchandise received under the contract or sale. Such notice of rescission shall be effective upon
depositing the same in the United States mail or upon other service which gives the seller notice of
rescission.

(b) At the time of the sale or contract the buyer shall be provided with:

(1) A fully completed receipt or copy of any contract pertaining to such sale, which is in the
same language (Spanish, English, etc.) as that principally used in the oral sales presentation, and
also in English, and which shows the date of the transaction and contains the name and address of
the seller, and in immediate proximity to the space reserved in the contract for the signature of the
buyer or on the front page of the receipt if a contract is not used and in bold face type of a
minimum size of ten points, a statement in substantially the following form:

“You, the buyer, may concel this transaction at any time prior to
midnight of the third business day after the date of this transaction.
See the attached notice of cancellation form for an explanation of
This right.”

(2) A completed form in duplicate, captioned “Notice of Cancellation,” which shall be attached
to the contract or receipt and easily detachable, and which shall contain in ten-point bold face
type the following information and statements in the same language (Spanish, English, etc.) as
that used in the contract:

Notice of Cancellation

(Enter Date of Transaction)

You may cancel this transaction, without any penalty or obligation, within three business
days from the above date.
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If you cancel, any property traded in, any payments made by you under the contact or
sale, and any negotiable instrument executed by you will be returned within ten business days
following receipt by the seller of your cancellation notice, and any security interest arising out of
the transaction will be cancelled.

If you cancel, you must make available to the seller at your residence in substantially as
good condition as when received, any goods delivered to you under this contract or sale; or you
may, if you wish, comply with the instructions of the seller regarding the return shipment of the
goods at the seller’s expense and risk.

If you do make the goods available to the seller and the seller does not pick them up
within twenty days of the date of your notice of cancellation, you may retain or dispose of the
goods without any further obligation, if you fail to make the goods available to the seller, or if
you agree to return the goods to the seller and fail to do so, then you remain liable for
performance of all obligations under the contract.

To cancel this transaction, mail or deliver a signed and dated copy of this cancellation
notice or any other written notice, or send a telegram, to (name of seller), at (address of seller’s
place of business) not later than midnight of (date).

I hereby cancel this transaction.

___________________________
(Date)

___________________________
Buyer’s Signature

(c) Before furnishing copies of the “Notice of Cancellation” to the buyer, both copies shall be
completed by entering the name of the seller, the address of the seller’s place of business, the date
of the transaction, and the date, not earlier than the third business day following the date of the
transaction, by which the buyer may give notice of cancellation.

(d) Each buyer shall be informed at the time he signs the contract or purchases the goods or
services, of his right to cancel.

(e) The cancellation period provided for in this section shall not begin to run until the buyer has
been informed of his right to cancel and has been provided with copies of the “Notice of
Cancellation.”

(f) Seller shall not misrepresent in any manner the buyer’s right to cancel.

(g) Any valid notice of cancellation by a buyer shall be honored and within ten business days
after the receipt of such notice, seller shall (i) refund all payments made under the contact or sale;
(iii) return any goods or property traded in, in substantially as good condition as when received
by the seller; (iii) cancel and return any negotiable instrument executed by the buyer in
connection with the contract or sale and take any action necessary or appropriate to terminate
promptly any security interest created in the transaction.
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(h) No note or other evidence of indebtedness shall be negotiated, transferred, sold or assigned
by the seller to a finance company or other third party prior to midnight of the fifth business day
following the day the contract was signed or the goods or services were purchased.

(i) Seller shall, within ten business days of receipt of the buyer’s notice of cancellation, notify
him whether the seller intends to repossess or to abandon any shipped or delivered goods. If
seller elects to repossess, he must do so within twenty days of buyer’s notice of cancellation of
forfeit all rights to the delivered goods.

(j) Rights afforded under this section may be waived only in circumstances where the goods or
services are needed to meet a bona fide immediate personal emergency of the buyer and the buyer
furnishes the seller with a separate dated and signed personal statement in the buyer’s
handwriting describing the situation requiring immediate remedy and expressly acknowledging
and waiving the right to cancel the sale within three business days.

(k) As used in this section, merchandise shall not be construed to mean real property.

(l) The provisions of this section shall not apply to the sale or contract for the sale of goods or
services having a sale price of less than twenty-five dollars ($25).

(l.1) This section shall not apply, however, to the sale of precious metals, bonds or foreign
currency when the value of the items can fluctuate daily.

(m) A “Notice of Cancellation” which contains the form and content required by rule or
regulation of the Federal Trade Commission shall be deemed to be in compliance with the
requirements of this section.

§201-8. Civil penalties

(a) Any person who violates the terms of an injunction issued under section 4 of this act [§ 201-4] or
any of the terms of an assurance of voluntary compliance duly filed in court under section 5 of this act [§
201-5] shall forfeit and pay to the Commonwealth a civil penalty of not more than five thousand dollars
($5,000) for each violation. For the purposes of this section the court issuing an injunction or in which an
assurance of voluntary compliance is filed shall retain jurisdiction, and the cause shall be continued; and,
in such cases, the Attorney General, or the appropriate District Attorney, acting in the name of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, may petition for recovery of civil penalties and any other equitable
relief deemed needed or proper.

(b) In any action brought under section 4 of this act [§ 201-4], if the court finds that a person, firm or
corporation is willfully using or has willfully used a method, act or practice declared unlawful by section
3 of this act [§ 201-3], the Attorney General or the appropriate District Attorney, acting in the name of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, may recover, on behalf of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, a civil
penalty of not exceeding one thousand dollars ($1,000) per violation, which civil penalty shall be in
addition to other relief which may be granted under sections 4 and 4.1 of this act [§§ 201-4 and 201-4.1].
Where the victim of the willful use of a method, act or practice declared unlawful by section 3 [§201-3] of
this act is sixty years of age or older, the civil penalty shall not exceed three thousand dollars ($3,000) per
violation, which penalty shall be in addition to other relief which may be granted under sections 2 [§ 201-
2] and 4.1 [§ 20-4.1 of this act.
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§201-9. Forfeiture of franchise or right to do business: appointment of receiver

Upon petition by the Attorney General, the court having jurisdiction, may, in its discretion, order
the dissolution, suspension or forfeiture of the franchise or right to do business of any person, firm or
corporation which violates the terms of an injunction issued under section 4 of this act [§201-4]. In
addition, the court may appoint a receiver of the assets of the company.

§201-9.1 Powers of receiver

When a receiver is appointed by the court pursuant to this act, he shall have the power to sue for,
collect, receive and take into its possession all the goods and chattels, rights and credits, moneys, and
effects, lands and tenements, books, records, documents, papers, choses in action, bills, notes and
property of every description of the person or persons for whom the receiver is appointed, received by
means of any practice declared to be illegal and prohibited by this act, including property with which such
property has been mingled if it cannot be identified in kind because of such commingling, and to sell,
convey, and assign the same and hold and dispose of the proceeds thereof under the direction of the court.
Any person who has suffered damages as a result of the use or employment of any unlawful practices and
submits proof to the satisfaction of the court that he has in fact been damaged, may participate with
general creditors in the distribution of the assets to the extent he has sustained provable losses. The court
shall have jurisdiction of all questions arising in such proceedings and may make such orders and
judgments as may be required.

§ 201-9.2. Private actions

(a) Any person who purchases or leases goods or services primarily for personal, family or household
purposes and thereby suffers any ascertainable loss of money or property, real or personal, as a result of
the use or employment by any person of a method, act or practice declared unlawful by section 3 of this
act [§ 201-3], may bring a private action, to recover actual damages or one hundred dollars ($100),
whichever is greater. The court may, in its discretion, award up to three times the actual damages
sustained, but not less than one hundred dollars($100), and may provide such additional relief as it deems
necessary or proper. The court may award to the plaintiff, in addition to other relief provided in this
section, costs and reasonable attorney fees.

(b) Any permanent injunction, judgment or order of the court made under section 4 of this act [§ 201-4]
shall be prima facie evidence in an action brought under section 9.2 of this act [§ 201-9.2] that the
defendant used or employed acts or practices declared unlawful by section 3 of this act [§ 201-3].
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ADVERTISEMENT

Man charged with crime accuses The Meadows of dicey practices
December 15, 2011 12:00 am

Share with others:
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0

By Bill Toland / Pittsburgh Post-Gazette

State police say he was making an illegal late bet. Tim Mastroianni says he was merely making a pest of himself because he thought The Meadows 
Racetrack & Casino in North Strabane was wrongly collecting commissions, or "vigs," on losing craps bets.

Conventional wisdom says the house always wins. But Mr. Mastroianni says he has the evidence on his side, and that the casino is making a big stink about 
a small bet.

In an unusual case that pits the gambler against casino, the Mt. Lebanon man now faces a charge of "past posting," a charge he believes was brought about 
because he complained about the casino's "unfair" commission practices.

Mr. Mastroianni was charged in October with an obscure misdemeanor: "knowingly by trick or fraud win, or reduce a loss." The state police charge stems 
from a July 11 incident at The Meadows Racetrack and Casino, in which the casino accused him of "past posting" -- making a late bet on the craps table.

He won $41 for his efforts, the casino initially alleged, although the amount has since been reduced to $16.

Mr. Mastroianni, 49, and his attorney say that version of events doesn't tell the full story.

He says the charge actually stems from a visit three days earlier, on July 8, when he was playing craps and questioned the casino's pre-winnings vig 
collection policy.

After confronting the pit boss, he snapped a photo of the craps table with his cell phone.
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Three days later, he said, he returned to The Meadows and was surrounded by casino security and state police. Police then accused him of past-posting a 
$16 bet.

Following that visit, Mr. Mastroianni said he was "blackballed" at other local casinos, turned away at Mountaineer casino in West Virginia and the Rivers 
Casino on the North Shore.

At issue is The Meadows' practice of taking a 5 percent commission on certain craps bets.

Mr. Mastroianni says the Meadows was collecting commissions on wagers in craps bets at a time when rules governing the state's new table games said a 
casino "may not charge a percentage, fee or vigorish to a player in making any wager in the game of craps."

New rules that went into effect in 2010, shortly after table games were installed at the state's casinos, permitted those commissions on "buy" and "lay" bets. 
By the time Mr. Mastroianni snapped the cell phone photo in July of this year, he admits, the practice was legalized.

But he contends that The Meadows was collecting those vigs before it was permitted by Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board rules.

Mr. Mastroianni badgered the casino's general manager and director of table games over the next several months about the vigs, he said, and he believes 
that's why The Meadows got tired of him, and targeted him. He also filed a complaint with the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board about the vig issue. The 
complaint has since been closed, according to the gaming board, meaning nothing came of it.

A Meadows spokesman said the casino had no comment on the case specifically, and noted that both the criminal case and the dispute over the vigs are now 
out of the casino's hands.

"Any matters of this nature are reported to regulatory agencies and handled by them," said Meadows spokesman Tom Meinert.

At his preliminary hearing on Dec. 6, in the courtroom of Washington County District Judge Jay Weller, Mr. Mastroianni said the casino had offered a deal 
-- if Mr. Mastroianni signed an admission of guilt and paid a $300 fine, the issue would be dropped. He said no, and then the casino reduced the proposed 
fine to $100, he said.

"I wasn't up for it," he said.

At the hearing, attorneys for the casino showed a security tape, he said, which showed him making a bet after the marker puck had been turned. Mr. 
Mastroianni said his mistake was innocent because he was distracted by a discussion with his girlfriend and that, in the complex game of craps, human error 
happens all the time.

Normally a casino wouldn't make a big deal about a single late bet, especially on a busy craps table over such a trivial amount, he claimed, unless someone 
demonstrates a pattern of past-posting.

A criminal defense attorney and former prosecutor from Las Vegas says that's not exactly true.

"I can tell you that here in Nevada, that would have been a felony. The amount does not matter," said Chip Siegel. Small types of fraud -- sneaking a peek at 
a poker hand and bumping your bet by $10, for example -- happens all the time, and is prosecuted all the time.

But he also acknowledged that a count of winning money "knowingly by trick or fraud" inherently requires an intent to defraud. And it's up to the 
prosecution to prove not only the fraud, but the intent, or the "knowingly," part of the charge.

"Intent is a lot more difficult [for the prosecution to prove] in a fast-paced craps game," Mr. Siegel said.

The charges were upheld at the Dec. 6 preliminary hearing, meaning the case could proceed to a trial.

Mr. Mastroianni, who describes himself as an avid craps player at all of the casinos in the region, noticed in 2010 that The Meadows was taking a 
commission on certain bets, while Rivers and casinos in West Virginia did not, which is what precipitated the dispute with The Meadows.

He said the fact that The Meadows was taking vigs when other casinos didn't meant that the bets at The Meadows cost patrons hundreds or thousands of 
dollars over time.

"If any other business were to do this, they'd be shut down," he said.

He also was amazed that the casino would initiate a criminal case over this issue.

"This is 16 bucks," he said. "They have it out for me."

Bill Toland: btoland@post-gazette.com or 412-263-2625.
First Published December 15, 2011 12:00 am
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