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The Role of the Commission

The Alberta Gaming Commission is the provincial author-
ity for licencing charitable and religious organizations to
conduct and manage bingos, casinos. raffles and pull-ticket
siales, The Commission was established in 1981, pursuant 1o
Order in Council 12481, in accordance with Section 190 of
the Criminal Code (see Appendix A).

The Commission is charged with the responsibility to;

1. Conduct licencing in a fair and equitable manner and,
through its established bheanng process. resolve all
issues related toa licence application or an organization's
comphance with terms and conditions of licence (see
Appendix B);

2. Provide the public with information concerning the
licencing, conduct and management of gaming events;
and

3. Review policies related 1o licencing, conduct and man-
agement of gaming events,

The Gaming Control Branch of the Auorney General's
Department assists the Commission by reviewing applica-
tions and making recommendations, as well as providing
techmical and professional gaming advice. The Branch en-
forces the terms and conditions of gaming licences and
awdits the required financial reports — both essential fune-
tions for the effective control of gaming activities.
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Review of 1986

Dunng 1986, the Commission received approximately 7200
applications for licence. Following the application review
process, 6780 licences were issued. Total gross gaming
revenue for the year was $402.8 million, an increase of
17.1 per cent over 1985, After payment of prizes and expenses,
Alberta’s charitable and religious organizations retained
570, 3 million to be used in support of their various commi-
ity activities, a 14.5 per cent increase over the previous
Vear.

Commission Changes

Mr. Krishan C. Joshee was appointed Chairman effective
May 15, 1986, replacing Mr. Donald 1. Gardper who retired
from the public service. The appointment of Mr. Oliver
Hoare, one of the original Commission members, expired
during the vear and he was replaced by Mr. Rod Dormer.

Commission Hearings

Hearings before the Commission normally arise in one of
four ways. First, if during the routine review of an applica-
lion concerns or uncertainties are identified. a hearing be-
fore the Commission may be required to resolve these issues.
At other times, an applicant, who has been administratively
refused bicencing, may exercise the opuon to appear before
the Commission in support of the application, Third, the
Gaming Control Branch of the Anorney General's Depart-
menl may, as the result of an investgation which identified
violations of Terms and Condittons of Licence, requesi that
an organization appear before the Commission, SUspension
or revocation of licence would be among the measures
considered by the Commission at such a hearing. Finally,
reqqucsts for changes o gaming policy are normally deali
with through the hearing process.

Regular hearings were held in Calgary and Edmonton,
normally 1wo davs each month, with additional dares as the
workload required. During 1986, hearnings were also held in
Beaverlodge, Grande Praine, Hinton, Medicine Hart, Red
Deer and Wetaskiwin. In total, the Commission heard 163
individual cases concerning a variety of issues (see Appen-
dix C). The “Selected Commission Cases™ section contains
digests of some 1986 cases, including the tvpical and those
which illustrate noteworthy 1ssues.

Policy Review

In the fall of the vear, the Commission met with officials of
the Gaming Contral Branch in executive policy session,
Given the growth and development in licenced gaming
snce the Commission’s inception in 1981, this was conpsid-
ered an appropriate opportunity 1o reflect upon the basic
principles which form the ioundavon of licenced gaming in

Alberia. The key concept in the present svstem s that of
*“charity gaming'; that is, gaming as an alternate form of
fund-raising for communiy groups, conducted by their
volunteers in 8 manner consistent with community values,
What has developed around this idea 15 a balanced system in
which the Commission delineates the boundaries and condi-
tons under which gaming may take place. Licenced com-
munity organizations accept the responsibility for conduct-
ing and managing gaming evenis within those limits and the
Gaming Control Branch applies its professional expertise to
the effective administration and enforcement of the system.
Licenced gaming has grown significantly under this system
in a measured and responsible manner. As issues arise, they
are considered in an orderly and thorowgh way, with oppaor-
tunity for submissions from a variety of viewpoints, As a
result, the Commizssion reaffirmed its confidence in these
basic principles and it fexibility o adjust o changing
CIrcumsiances.,

The Commuission re-eviluated s public informanon pack-
ages and implemented extensive revisions to both the gen-
eral information guide and all application forms, with the
objective of achieving greater clanty and precision. To
assure availability of information to organizations outside
the two major cities, the revised packages were distnbuted
province-wide to police detachmenis.

Bingos

In 1986, 2160 bingo licences were issued, an increase of
7.9 per cent over 1985, Total gross revenoe was 31671 mal-
lion., net profit was $26.4 million, representing growth rates
of 36.4 and 27.3 per cent respectively.

The increase in bingo activity resulted largely from eleven
new bingo associauons commencing operation dunng 1985,
Twelve new associations began operation in 1986; six in
Edmonton, twoin Calgary and one each in Hinton, Grande
Praine, Medicine Hat and Wetaskiwin, Two associations in
Edmonton and one in Medicine Hat ceased operations dur-
ing the vear. Although, in dollar verms, rates of growth in
Calgary and Edmonton were noteworthy (37.7 and 18 per
ceni respectively ), growth in other areas of the province was
also substantial. Im 1985, to1al bingo revenwe for areas
outside Calgary and Edmonton was $37.9 million, which
pose to 5608 million in 1986, an increase of 60.4 per cent.
This was almost entirely due to the expansion of bngo hall
operations into other provincial centres. The Gaming Con-
trol Branch expended considerable effort in assisting groups
to properly organize in order to conduct bingo on a continu-
ing basis. In wirn, the Commission used the hearing process
o ensure all organizations involved in proposed assoca-
tions fully understood the nature of the responsibilines they
were accepling.




A pumber of bingo associations in Calgary requested the
Commission's limits on hired stafl be increased, Although
associations provided a vaniety of argumenis to support the
position, the Commission expressed concern about a trend
toward increasing reliance on hired staff, rather than on an
organisation's velunteers. These requests, together with
other issucs related 1o bingo associations, prompied the
Commission 1o imtate a comprehensive review of associa-
tion bingo, deferring its decision until that review was
completed.

Casinos

During the vear, 590 licences were 1ssued, an mncrease of
2.6 per cent over 1985; ol gross revenue grew (o
S108.9 million, an increase of 6.5 per cent. Met profits from
casing operations rose to 313.3 milbon from 512.7 million
the previous year.

Toward the latter pan of the year, the Commission received
three proposals requesting significant changes o casino
policy. In late 1986 public hearings began into cach proposal,
giving both proponents and opponents the opporumy (o
submit their views. A wide variety of issues were identified
and the Commission felt 1t was necessary to conduct a
thorough review of the entire casino policy. Decisions were
deferred pending a full review of the entire cazino policy,
including implications of proposed changes.

Pull-Tickets

In 1986 the Commission ssued 767 licences, an increase of
14.3 per cent over 1985, Toml gross revenue was
%105.9 mullion and net profit was 521.3 million, represent-
ing mncreases of 4.3 and 5.3 per cent respectively. Al the
Commission's fall policy session, the Commission and Game
ing Control Branch decided 1o conduct a review of the
quality of pull-ticke1s in the Alberta market, with the objec-
tive of establishing mummum standards for vickers of
necessary. By vear’s end, the review was in progress.

Raffles -

The Commission ssued 3263 licences in 1986, This was a
1.9 per cent decrease from 1985, However, total gross
revenue rose vo 320,8 million, a 17.3 per cent increase and
net profits rose (o9, 2 million, or 20.7 per cent higher than
1985.

The Commission recognized that small raffles, by their
nature, did not require the same level of financial control as
large raffles; “small™ being a total tcket value of 5000 or
less, However, many organiaations, capecially in rural areas,
felt the $5000 limit was too low and 510,000 was more
realistic. After 3 dewnled analysis, the Commission con-

cluded that the limit could be raised 1o $10,000 with no loss
of accountabality, while sigmficantly simplifving the iinan-
cial record keeping for many groups. On that basis, the
Commission authorieed and implemented the new limi

Gaming Statistics Highlights

Detadled gaming statistics for 1986 as compaled by the
Gaming Control Branch appear in Appendix D, Below 1z a
breakdown of licenced gaming by major population cenire,
The wotal for all forms of licenced gaming for Calgary and
Edmonton are almost equal, each having grown 13 per cent.
Total gaming in centres ouiside Calgary and Edmonton
rose 1o 5139.2 million, 25.6 per cent greater than 1985,

GROSS NET
Calgary 5131,786,472 £20,210,787
Edmonton 131,788,260 22,129.2%7
Fi. McMurray 4,859, 199 514,200
Grande Prairie 6,142,962 1,421,481
Lethbridge 15,716,858 2,713,133
Medicine Hat 11,025,729 1,936,780
Red Deer 11,863,028 2,061,438
All others B9.601 672 18,987 431
Total 407,784,280 870,274,496
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Selected Commission Cases

ISSUE: Use of Proceeds
Case: Be-B, -9, -10, -11, 45

Background:

The Gaming Control Branch conducted a senes of field
audits regarding use of hingo funds by four separate ama-
teir hockey organizavons, all of whom happened o be
members of the same bingo association, Resulis of the audit
indicated vanious levels of unauthorized uses of gaming
proceeds of such a senous nature 3s to require each organis-
tion o appear ai a heaning before the Commussion to explain
these findings. At the heanng, Gaming Control's iindings
were upheld. In one case, an out-of-country trip specifically
turned down by the Commission had been funded. In
another case, imvoices had been deliberately aliered in an
attempt 1o conceal unauthorized expendimres. In all cases,
there were purchases of personal items for plavers, staff and
supporters which bore no direct relatonship 1o the playing
ol hockey. Further, three of the organizations involved
proved not o have erther the volunteer base or community
supportearlier claimed in supporn of their bingo applicanions,

Decision:

Al four orgamizanons were declared ineligible for conun-
ued licencing. In three cases, the Commission identified
specifiic acvons which would have o occur before heencing
would be considered. These included re-establishing a true
volunteer base and broad community support; reimbursing
to cach bingo account funds expended in an unauthorized
fashion (which ranged from 37,500 1o approximately
$36,000); and allowing a full review of general accoums by
inspectons of the Gaming Control Branch. The fourth orga-
nization ¢iectively ceased to exist without gaming revenue
supporting its actuvities. Over the penod of the ensuing
veir, wo of the organizations were able 1o resiruciure in
such a way as to comply with Commission requirements
and were subsequently relicenced.

ISSUE: Location of Bingo Event
Case: 86-48

Background:

The recreation board of a reserve applied to conduct & bingo
as part of a bingo associaton located in g ooy immedianely
adjacent 1o reserve lands. At the same time, the board was
licenced 1o conduct bingo as part of a bingo asseciation in a
small centre located in a county which also bordered the
FesCTVE,

Decision:

The recreation board was licenced to conduct bingo in the
adyacent county, but not also in the adjacent city. An organi-
zaton s chigible 10 conduct bingo only within its own
community. For the purposes of this policy, the recreation
boird was considered part of the community formed by the
couniy. Its recreation programs included vouth from the

county, and county children attended school on the reserve.
As a result, it could conduct lingo in the county. On the
other hand, it was not considered part of the adjscent iy
and therefore could not conduct bingo within that city,

ISSUE: Charitable Status
Case: 8654
Background:

A newly formed society applied for a bingo hicence. It had
twenty-eight members, of which seven were emplovees of a
bingo association, the balance being their families and friends.
The purpose of the sociery was 1o run bingos, subsequently
donating whatever profits realized to various chariable
organizabions in the are.

Decision:

The society was not a charitable organization. It was newly
formed and had not delivered any programs 1o the com-
munity. Rather, its primary intent in organizing was (o
acquire a bingo heence with funds 1o be donated 1o commu-
nity groups, which was not considered to be a charitable
activity. If this socely were o demonstrate a history of
service to the community, they could be considered for
licencing.

ISSUE: Use of Proceeds
Case: Bh-61

Background:

A veterans' organization had over a penod of vears, accumu-
lared in excess of $500,000 in pull-ticket revenue with the
intent of building a senior citizen’s home 1n a mapor centre.
In the meantime, the avalability of such facilities in that
centre far outreached demand. The organzaton then ap-
plied 10 the Commission to change the use of proceeds
towards developing a seniors’ recreational area, including a
Iodge and campsates,

Decision:

Approval in principle was given to the proposed project.
Development of a recreattonal complex, open 1o all semor
citizens in the community, met the Commission's guideline
of providing a general use public facility. As such, it was an
allowable use of gaming proceeds. Use of the facility could
not in any way be restrcted 1o use by the orgamzation™s own
members,

Gaming proceeds could be committed to purchase the prop-
erty in question. Further details would have o be provided
for review and approval prior to commencement of any
construction. As the land was purchased with gaming
revenue, in the eveni the complex was sold, proceeds,
including any profit, would also be considered gaming
revenue, and would have to be deposited in the gaming
peeount.




ISSUE: Use of Proceeds
Case: B6-70

Background:

Over a four and one-halfl vear period, a service club had
been setung aside a portion of gaming revenue for an
unspecified future building project. The club subsequently
developed a proposal for Commuession approval by which it
would use those funds 1o lease existing space of approxi-
mately 6800 2q. ft., with a further 1300 =q. {i. reserved for
use of the club isell, and renovate them to include a
“community hall™ wath kitchen facilities. Although a van-
ety of uses were identified for the “public” part of this
facility, i1s main use was 1o be a bingo hall.

Decision:

Gaming proceeds can only be used for chanitable purposes,
they cannot be used 1o operate a commercial-type bingo
operalion, the profits from which would be used for commu-
nity service. Such fund-raising acuvities were not consid-
ered charitable activities. Provision of a hingo facility for
use by other community groups was not consadered 1o be a
charitable activity. Gaming proceeds could be used o de-
velop & multi-use community facility, one that could be
used for a number of actvities. Bingo, conducted once or
twice & week, may be included, but not as a principal
BCHvILY.

ISSUE: Charitable Status
Case: 86-72

Background:

A sports organization was licenced to conduct bingo on the
basis it was promoting the sport of gvmnastics, As partof a
separate investigation, the Gaming Control Branch deter-
mincd the association was not actually involved in provid-
iNg & gymnastics program o the community. Rather, gvm-
nastics trmmng was being held at a privately owned and
operated facility, with the parents group using bingo reve-
nue to rediuce costs of having their children attend those
trarming sessions, The Gaming Control Branch questioned
whether this was a chartable activity and whether the
organization skould conunue 1o be heenced.

Decision:

The organization was deemed not charitable since it was not
itself delivering anv service 1o the community but rather,
wiis engiged in fundraising merely to reduce fees charged 1o
members’ children attending a prvate gymnastics club. I
wias this private club which actually delivered programs.
and which made all decisions regarding staffing and use of
facilities. In this way, the parent organization was essen-
tally acting as an extension of a private business, which is
nol considered a chantable activiy.

ISSUE: Eligibility for Licencing
Case: 86-T8

Background:

A newly formed ethno-cultural society, with a total member-
ship of twelve, applied 1o conduct a major raffle, proceeds
of which were to sponsor traditional community activities.
They proposed to sell 1400 tickets at $100 each, total prizes
1o b almost 546,000, with expenses projected a1 just under
£90,000, or 64 per cem of wotal revenue.

Decision:

The society was deemed ineligible for licence. Being newly
formed, it had no history of program delivery to the
community. In addition, traditional activities it claimed to
spansor were nol in 4 location where such acuvities were
normally held when sponsored by the communitv-at-large.
Further, given the scale of the proposed raffle, together
with the size and experience of this group, the Commission
had some concerns as 1o i1s cconomic viability, resulting in
severe doubts as to whether ticket buvers would be guaran
teed prizes would be awarded.

ISSUE: Volunteer Workers
Case: B&-115

Background:

A service club was licenced to conduct bingo as part of a
bingo associaton. Investigations by the Gaming Control
Branch indicated this club’s bingo warkers were not mem-
bersof the club, with some being paid 1o act as “volunteers™.
On the basis of this information, the club was served with a
“show cause™ letter directing them to submit reasons to the
Commission why their licence should not be immediaely
revoked pending a heanng before the Commssien, The
club’s solicitor submitted in writing. reasons why revoca-
tion should not occur prior 10 a heanng. In light of all
circumstances attendant to this case, the licence was fnot
immediately revoked. At the heanng, after a thorough
review of the concerns identified by the Gaming Control
Branch, the club’s solicitor asked for an adjournment in
order to verily speciflic instances where verms and condi-
vons of licence were allegedly violated, YWhen the hearing
resumed at a later date, the club informed the Commission
it would no longer be applving for licencing.

Decision:

Since the current licence had expired, the Commossion fe
no further decision was necessary. However, the club was to
wlennify in wnbting, charitable activities which would be
supported from any revenus from the recently expared
licence. Any further application from the club would be
reviewed in light of circumstances at that ume,




ISSUE: Use of Proceeds
Case: 86-117
Background:

A local lodge of 3 major fraternal organization had, since
1978, been deposiung & porton of gaming revenue into a
sports trust fund for the purpose of establishing a public
athleue faclity. By mud-1986, the fund stood at approxi-
mately $340,000. For a variety of reasons, the fund’s origi-
nal purpose no longer seemed feasible. At the same ime,
the lodge itself was in financial difficulties of such major
proporions, that Navonal Grand Ledge had intervened. In
addition, the lodge mainained a “donation sccount™ for
funding other chartable obpectives from gaming revenue.
By June, 1986, this fund had nsen toapproximately 52 36, (0.
The Commuission had carlier expressed concern that funds
from these accounts were nol being disbursed for their
intended charitable objectives. Grand Lodge and the local
ledge then proposed a plan 1w the Commission by which
these funds could be applied for charitable purposes, while
allowing the local lodge a means 1o stabilize s financial
position and re-cstablish itself as a viable community
OEEATIEALION.

Decision:

Gaming proceeds in the donations account and sports (rust
fund, which walled approximarely 3576,000 as of June,
1986 (donations account - $236,000 and sports trust fund -
53400007 could be distnbuted as follows:

1. To a mapor charny funded by the Nauonal body —
52000, 0605

1. Balance of proceeds (approximately $376,000) 10 be held
in trust by Grand Lodge. From this trust, Grand Lodge
could loan the local lodge funds as it felt appropriate,
with repavment terms and interest, if any, o be deter-
mined by Grand Lodge. Grand Lodge would be obliged
to protect any loans by means of a secured financial
instrument registered against the facility owned by the
local lodge. Repavment of this loan could come from 540
percent building portion of future gaming revenue gener-
ated by the club, These proceeds, including repayments
from the club, would have to be donated by Grand Lodge

o chary.

The local lodge had, over the last number of vears, used 50
per cent of net gaming proceeds for 112 buillding fund, the
muximum allowed for this particular tvpe of facility. The
donauions sccount and sports trust fund were accumulated
from the other 50 per cent of net gaming proceeds that was
10 be used for charmable or religious activibies in the
cammumnity. The above proposal would ensure these funds
wollld be used for such purposes, while at the same time
allowing the local lodge to resolve its current financial
problems.

ISSUE: Charitable Status
Case: B6-128

Background;

A resource centre for workers and health care professionals
who dealt with work-related disease and injury applied for
raffle and casing hicences, The centre, ongnally established
by a federated labour organization, was incorporated as a
separate entity under the Societues Act. The ifteen-member
board of directors was chosen as follows: eleven appointed
by the federation’s incoming council from a vanety of groups
interested in occupationnl health; three chosen from the
federation’s own occupational health commities; and one
chosen from emplovess of the centre,

Decision:

The centre was not a chantable organpation. 1t was structured
in such a way that prevented the establishment of a broad-
based volunteer membership which could effectively con-
trol the organizanon’s scuvities in cstablishing and main-
Laiming its objectives.

Membership consisted of fifteen directors, all but one of
which were cither appointed by, or ranfied by, the councl
of the federation, Essentially, the centre was an exiension of
the federapon, which wis oot a charitable organizaton.
The centre did not operate at “arms-length™ from the
federation, nor did it have a voluntary membership base
from which o draw its cxecutive,

ISSUE: Charitable Status
Case: 86-141
Background:

A five-pin bowling association, comprising approximately
twenty leagues, applied for a bingo licence. Although the
Commission had considered the province-wide governing
body and five provincial zones eligible for licencing (with
proceeds going 1o vouth and seniors” programs and in sup-
port of provincial tournaments ), there was some guestion as
to whether local bowling associations were also ehgible.

Decision:

The bowling association was nol considered a chaniable
organization. To be contidered charitable, amateur athletic
organizations must be primarly organised o provide a
strictured developmental and compettive program. The
zones of the provincnl bowling association were organized
1o provide this developmental and competitive program in
the area, not the local bowhng associations. A properly
structured vouth bowling council, separately recognized by
the governing bodies, would alio appear 1o provide this
developmental and competitive aspect. As such, it may be
eligible for licence,

|



ISSUE: Bingo Programs — Special Events
Case: 86-145
Background:

It 15 basic o the concept of a bingo assoctation that members
run a common bingo program. In pracuce, the Commassaon
allowed associations to run shghtly altered programs on
special occasions such as openings. association anniversaries,
of holidays such as Christmas, Mother's Dav, Easter, etc.
These were permitted so each association could introduce
vanety o programming and offer their customers some-
thing different on particular occasions. However, over nme,
the idea of “special event™ became 0 broad as to lose
mieaning. In additon, as ssecanons began todevise “special
events”, a chain reaction of changes ensued among neigh-

bounng associations, each attempling o gain some form of

competitive advantage. In order to re-establish the ornginal
intent of the “special event”™, the Commussion 1ssued guide-
lines delincating types and allowed numbers of such events
cich association could apply for. In response to these
guidelines, a bingo association applied to the Commission
to refine the guidelines in order to achieve a greater level of
flexibility, while maintaining the Commission's intent.

Decision:
It is the intent that members of bingo associations operate a
“eommon program” . To provide seme vanety, the Commis-
ston will consider the following short term changes to
programs:

l. Special Events — Each association s eligible for one
program amendment per calendar month, with such
pmendments limited to one day. Each association can
select the day of month the special event occurs,

. Dpenings - Mew Bingo Associations — Each new bingo
association is eligable for a special program to 8 maximiim
of three consecutive davs, commencing with the first day
of bingo operatons. This is a one-tume approval only and
cannol be held over to a later date. Such an opening
special does not constitute a special event as defined
above.

3. Anniversanes - Exisung Bingo Operanons — Each exast-
ing bingo association is eligible for a special program to
mark its anmiversary, defined as the dave new hoences are
issued, to 3 maximum of three consecutive davs. The
anniversary program shall be within the rao-week perod
of the licence renewal date. For example, if an association's
licences were renewed as of April 1, 1t could conduct an
anniversary program in the period March 19 o April 14,
inclusive, Such an anniversary does not constitule i spe-
cial event as defined above.

e

When reviewing any of the above program changes, other
Commission beenang gundelines sull apply, including,, bui
not limated 1o:

I. prize payout n to exceed 515,000 per eveni;

2. prize payout will, over the peniod of the licence, approxi-
mate 65 per cent of gross proceeds;

3. prize pavouts shall be funded only through admission
charges and card/sheet sales;

4. prize pool cannot be accumulated over more than one
event; and

5. prizes, other than those awarded 10 the winners of any
bingo game (e.g. , door prize draw), cannot exceed 525,00
in retazl value, and total retail value of all such prices
cannot exceed 525.00 for esch one hundred persons in
anendance a the event.

ISSUE: Proposed Bingo Program
Casze: 86-154

Background:

The recreation board of a reserve applied 1o conduct bingo
and pull-ucket sales, The joint program was o operate
seven days a week in their own hall, which had a seating
capacity of 550. The bingo program contained a “jackpot™
starting at $5,000, increasing by 5150 per event. Regular
game cash prizes wotalled 52,300, 4 separate bonanes game
and an additional blackout game started with $500 prizes.
This program structure had the potential of exceeding the
total prize limit of $15,000 per event applied 1 all forms of
bingo by the Commission,

Decision:

The recreation board was eligible to conduct one of the
fellowing:

l. Bingo programs with accumulating jackpsts, (o @ max-
mum of three davs per week, They could also be licenced
to sell pull-tickeis; or

2. In excess of four dayvs per week, programs without sccu-
mulating jackpots or pull-ucket sales,

The recreation board was to resubmit details of which
program it proposed o operate. It was also w provide
copics of tribal council approval prior 1o any licences being
issued,

It would appear the seven-day-a-week operation was in-
tended to be in @ manner and style similar 10 regularly
operating bingo facilities or halls, From the bingo patron’s
perspective, the operation of such a facility would be indis-
tnguishable irom other seven-day-a-week operatons. Within
such facilitics, the Commission does not licence accumulat-
ing pickpots or sales of pull-tickets. If the recreation board
wished 1o operate bingo three times per week or bess, then it
woilld not be operating in a manner and sivle similar 1o
other bingo facilitics; as a result, the bingo program could
mclude accumulaning jackpots, and pull-tickets could be
sold in comunction with bingo. This would ¢anform to
current Comimission licenang policy.
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Appendix A

Excerpts from the Criminal Code, Part V, Section 190

#1940, (1) Norwithstanding any of the provisions of this Pant
relaung vo gaming and betting, it is lawful....

(B} for a chariable or religious organization, pursiant o
1 licence issued by the Licutenant Governor in Council
of a province or by such other person or authority in the
province as may be specified by the Licutenant Governor
in Council thereol, 1o conduct and manage & lottery
scheme in that province if the proceeds from the lotery
scheme are used for a charitable or religious object or

PUrpse:

(¢} for the board of a fwr or of an exhibition or an
operator of a concession leased by that board, 10 conduc
and manage a lottery scheme in a province where the
Lieutenant Governor in Council of a province or by such
other person or authorty in the province as may be
specified by the Licutenant Governor in Council thereol
has

(1} designated that fair or exhibition as a far or exhib-

uon where a lottery scheme mav be conducied and

managed, and

{11} ixsued a licence for the conduct and management of

g lotiery scheme o thal board or operator;

id) for any person, pursuant to a licence issued by the
Licutenant Governor in Council of o province or by such
other person or authority in the province as may be
specified by the Licutenant Governor in Coundcil thereol,
1o conduct and manage 3 lottery scheme ot a public place
of amusement in the province il

(i} the amount or value of each prize awarded does not

exceed five hundred dollars, and

(11) the money or other valuable consideration paid 1o

secure & chance 1o win 4 prize does nol excesd wo

dollars;. ...

() for any person, pursuant to a licence issued by the
Licutenant Governer in Council of o province or by such
other person or authonty in the province a5 may be
specified by the Licutenant Governor in Council thereof,
to conduct and manage in the province a lottery scheme
thiat is authorized 1o be conducied and managed in ooe or
maore other provinees where the authoriy by which the
lottery scheme was first authorized 1o be conducted and
managed consents thereto;

(g) lor any person, for the purpose of o lottery scheme
that is lawful in a province under any of paragraphs (a) to
([}, 1o do anvthing in the province, in accordance wath
the applicable law or licence, that is required for the
conduct, management or operation of the lottery scheme
ar for the person Lo participate in the scheme; and

(h) for any person 10 make or print anywhere in Canada
o to cause 1o be made or printed anyvwhere in Canada

anvihing relating 1o gaming and betting that is 1o be used
in a place where it is or would, if certain conditions
provided by law are met, be lowful to use such a thing, or
to send, transmit, mail, ship, deliver or allow 1o be sent,
transmitied, mailed, shipped, or delivered or 1w accept
for carriage or transport of convey any such thing where
the destination thereof 15 such a place.

(2} Subject to this Act, a likence 1ssued by or under the
authority of the Lieutenant Governor in Council of a prov-
ince gs described in paragraph (1B, (), (d) or () may
contain such terms and conditions relating to the conduc,
management and operation of or participation in the lottery
scheme to which the licence relates as the Lieutenant Gover-
nor in Council of that province, the person or authority in
the province designated by him or any law enacted by the
legislature of that province may prescribe.

{3} Everv one whao, for the purposes of a lottery scheme,
does anvthing that 15 not authonzed by or pursuant 1o 3
provision of this secuon

() in the case of the conduct, management or operation
of that lotiery scheme,
(i) 15 guilty of an indictable offence and liable to im-
prisonment for a term not exceeding two years, or
(1) 15 guilty of an offence punishable on summary
CORVICTION; OF

(b} in the case of particpaiing m that lottery scheme, is
guilty of an offence punishable on summary convicuoen.

(4} In thix section, “lottery scheme™ means a game or any
proposal, scheme, plan, means, device, contrivance or opera-
tion described in any of paragraphs 18%1 ¥a} o (g) whether
or not it invalves bering, pool selling, or a pool system of
beting other than

() a dice game, three-card monte, punch board or comn
table;

() bookmaking, pool selling or the making or recording
of bets, including bets made through the agency of a pool
or pari-mutuel system, on any race or fight, or on a single
sport event of athletic contest; or

(&) for the purposes of paragraphs (1)(b) to (f), a game or
proposal, scheme, plan, means, device, contnvance or
operation described 1n any of paragraphs 1839 1)a) o (g
that is operated on or through a computer, video device
ar slat machine, within the meamng of subsection 1800 3).

(3) For greater certainty, nothing in this section shall be
construed as authorizing the making or recording of bets on
horse races through the agency of a pari-mutuel sysiem
other than in accordance with section 188....7
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Appendix B

Alberta Gaming Commission Licencing Policy Guideline
(The Alberta Gazette, May 15, 1981)

1{1) In this guideline
'i-‘_l."‘“{:-l-'lmm-i.'-'-iun" migans the Albera Gaming Commis-
103
(b) “fair" means an agricultural fair or exhibition;
() “Gaming Control Branch" means the Gaming Con-

trol Branch of the Department of the Attorney General;

(d) “lottery scheme™ includes bingos, raffles, pull-
ticker lomeres and casino games;

(e} “organization” means a charitable or religious or-
Eamzanon;

(M) “prescribed”™ means prescribed by the Commission.

(2) An organization or fair wishing to conduct a lottery
scheme shall submat an Application in the prescribed
form to the Commission.

(3) The Commission shall forward the Application to the
Gaming Control Branch and an employec in the Gaming
Control Branch designated by the Chief Inspector of the
Branch shall, on receipt of the Application, review the
Application, and, if he consaders it necessary, conductan
investigation regarding the advisability of issuing a Li-
cence and make a recommendation and report in that
regard 1o the Commission.

{4) The Commission, on receiving a recommendation
and report and on reviewing the Application shall
(a) issue the Licence, and mayv make the Licence
subject to any terms and conditions 11 considened
approprle; or
(b} if it appears to the Commission that there is cause
tor concern as to whether a Licence should be issued,
set a date for hearing on the matter.

(3) The Commission may, before acting under sub-
section (4] request other information from the Gaming
Control Branch and the applicant.

(6} The Commission shall give notice in wnting of the
hearing to the Gaming Control Branch and the applicant
and the notice shall
() set out with sufficient clarity the basis on which the
Commission feels there 15 cause for concern as o
whether the applicant should be issued a Licence, and
(b} set out the time and place for the hearing.

(7T} Motice of the hearing shall be served on the applicant
and the Gaming Control Branch enher personally or by

certificd mail addressed w the applicant or the Gaming
Control Branch at the address shown on the Application,

&1 At the heaning the emplovee in the Gaming Control
Branch referred to in subsection {3} and the applicant are
enniled 1o

(2} be present,

(b} make representations in respect of the Applicatosn

orally and in writing, and

[¢]) be represented by counsel.

(91 A bearing shall be open 1o the public unless the
Commission Deels tha i is advisable that all or part of the
hearing be held in camcra. in which case it may so direct.

A0 After considening the reprosentations of the partes
and any other evidence it considers appropriate the Com-
mssion shall
(a) issue the Licence, and may make the Licence
subject o any terms and condinons 1t considers
Appropriate, or
{b} refuse 1w issue the Licence.

(11} I the Commission refuses 1o issiue the Licence i
shall give wrtten reasons for doing so and serve those
reasons on the applicant and the Gaming Control Branch
in the manner provided in subsection (7).

{12} & Licence issued by the Commission is subject 1w
the terms and conditions on it or attached 1o and forming
part of it, and o any further terms and conditions made
by the Commission from time (0 time,

2(1) No Licence fee is payable in respect of a Bingo Li-
cence or a Raffle Licence.

(2} The hicence fee pavable in respect of

(a)a Pull Ticket Licence is an amount equal 1o one per
cent of the product of the estimated number of wnits
times the gross revenue per unit,

bj o Casino Licence ssued 1o an organizanion is an
amount cqual to the product of 510 nmes the number
l.ﬂfﬁi.l.m-:a- times the number of days the Casino operates,
an

() a Casino Licence issued toa fair is an amount egqual
to the product of $25 times the number of games times
the number of days the Casino operaies,

10
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Appendix C

Summary of Commission Hearings

1984 18485 1986
TOTAL CASES HEARD 187 164 163
Written decisions issued 184 160 158
Decisions deferred 3 4 &
Applications withdrawn prior to hearing 7 T 5
TYPES OF ISSUES HEARD AT HEARING
Chartable eligibility of organization B7 79 B4
Suitable use of gaming proceeds 49 43 52
Casino aligibility concerning related organizations 14 21 19
Issues related to terms and conditions of licence 45 25 21
Review of large tickel-value raffles prior to licencing 1 2 3
Review of proposed bingo associations 16 5 15
Issues related to registration status of hired casino personnel 3 6 1
TOTAL® 215 181 175
® Hot equal to “total cases hsard™, a3 cach caso may involve mons than ons Eaus
HEARING DECISIONS REGARDING LICEMCES ISSUED
Applications approved for licencing
Bingo 215 114 270
Casino 28 24 24
Raffle 32 16 12
Pull-Ticket 8 3 G
TOTAL 283 157 12
Applications not approved for icencing
Bingo 33 13 17
Casing 19 26 16
Ratfle 18 19 18
Pull-Ticket 10 B 3
TOTAL 80 B4 54
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Appendix D

(zaming Statistics
As compiled by Gaming Control Branch, Department of the Auorney General
Tablo 1 Totals of All Liconced Gaming 1984- 1086

Licences Events® Liconce Fess TotalGross Prizes/Winnings %  Expenses % NotProfit %

104

Bingo 1,858 arisa % i & BEEIEO00E 5 60717483 102 510,485,738 121 516322786 V.7
Casine 552 1,108 347930 02104450 72154420 783 9251341 100 10,508,680 116
Aafile 3413 2807 20,550 17,538,091 7676940 428 27T A3 132 7883020 44.0
Pull Ticket 580 560 48405 OA08965 2 60726063 740 SE8168 80 18799274 200
TOTAL 6403 48653 $1315075 S200775523 S2M0.274.924 T2 S2T.TESS21 9.5 S52704.670 18
1045

Bingo 2001 30,720 — S122543,080 § 86501762 TOF 515191436 124 520759858 169
Casino 576 1,154 § 256830  102,266315  TRAI902  TA1 0675661 94 12758752 125
Raffia 3397 10,098 20,000 17,738,146 7,749,384 43.7 2352084 133 7B 678 430
Pull Ticket 671 671 1023302 101562970 TEI63.635 740 6124783 60 20244552 200
TOTAL 6644 51643 $1400222 $344,110520 $249.066.703 725 533343967 97 $61,309.850 178
1966

Bingo 2,160 d0TEE 8 1,400 S167,1464668 5 120389470 720 530,330,748 122 52642823 158
Casino 560 1,180 356255 108,880,986 85348501  TEO 10201084 95 1333401 125
Ralfie 3283 T. 736 20,750 20,802 458 B,B3s5.a816 43.0 2845584 127 GEN0TE 443
Pull Ticket 767 767 1076807 105040370  TBA48824  T40 6209768 59 21290778  20.1
TOTAL 6780 50481 S1454912 $402.784.200 $202.122.820 728 SI0.I6T.164 9.8 ST0IT4A06 174

“Fir Bagn Mk regwresen by e mamiss ol seatenns Do f e [ sl 50 i R rafes T e 0 e fla0es et for (il Bohats. T murmber of bosnces

Graph 1 All Licenced Gaming [1282-1888)
5 millions
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Table 2 Licenced Bingos 1984-1988

: Licences Events Liconce Foes™ ToliGross Primea/Winnings % Exponses %  HNHetProft %
1584

Edmonton i 8,122 5 100 5 4144544 5 28,758417 6965 5136748 124 5 TA513T0 18.0
Calgary 178 B9 = 200636 464 15,221,287 738 J056EM4 148 2358283 114
Crihers 1.072 18,917 = 24,545,000 18,739,779 882 2202007 B3 5513124 225
TOTAL 1,858 a7, 158 5 100 § BOS520.008 3 B0.TVTHED TO.2 $ 10,485,739 121 $15322.7886 1.7
1085

Edmonton B1a 8,717 = 5§ 5620030 5 7056024 TOBS 6,792,008 127 5 BATIETE 165
Calgary 204 T.8a8 = 31,013,818 22163173 T4 4360582 149 4480153 145
Othars 1079 22,084 - 37,909,141 26,472,205 608 4038810 107 7398037 1935
TOTAL 2001 39,720 - 5122543080 § B6S561,7B2  TOT 515191438 124 $20.TE00BA 189
1565

Edmianion G4 0.558 = 5 336440 5§ 45152302 TI3§ 6184422 1289 5 9970.716 158
Caigary 248 B85 51100 43,010,484 3245028 T 561907 139 5046430 138
Others 12668 22,835 - 60,821,542 43,792,148 720 6527308 10.7 10502084 17.3
JOM Lo JE 0 SR AN W DA L b AR e B

"For heerw = sifafeboe h:nl:hnr!..

Graph 2 Bingos [1982-1966)

% millions

160




Table 3 Licenced Casinos 1984-1086

Licences Events Liconce Fess Total Grosa® Prirea/Winnings %  Exponses %  MetProfit %

1964
Edmantan 196 3986 S145850 S 41138480 SX2016840 TTE S 3665553 B9 S 5456287 133
Cndgary 104 395 152,150 43,973,588 34,873,664 TR A5MNMS 103 4570382 104
Others 182 a7 50,120 8,992300 GESALN0D  To3  lOdoea Nl S 89
TOTAL 552 4,106 SMTON § 02104450 $T2154428 780§ 8261341 101 810006608 116
1985

Edmanton 19 302 S144570 5 45154450 SA5041,955 7T S 1742838 B3 § 6370858 140
Calgary 194 354 153,750 48,463,129 WATATI TBH 4EN2N0 65 56MTH 16
Others 88 368 58,510 8,648,744 GS5TA574 760 1321806 153 751364 47
TOTAL 57 11564 S265600 S102.206018 2 STOAMS0E  TR1S ATENNT A SIZ7OATHR 125 00
1908

Edmanton 193 303 S144640 S ATH07033  SI6HETTIE  TRAS ATIN0M3 7S 7006364 148
Calgary 194 395 153450 51,046,787 40,710,049 797 4902100 96 5434008 107
Others 203 402 58,185 10,030,068 7670116 765 1528881 152 833909 B3
TOTAL 500 1,100  $356255 S105,883,086 S85348501 7RO $10201084 95 $13334401 125

"For casksce, "o sguais "grpg T — T okl of money spett 10 purt ke cREi

Graph 3 Casines (1982-1986)
£ millions
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Table 4 Licenced Pull-Tickets 1884-1886

Licences Ewents Licence Fees TolalGross Prizes/Winnings % Expenses %  NelProft %

1084

Edmanian ar 5 126688 5 12627507 S5 0420400 T46 5 TEAT4D B2 5 2421288 132
Calgary LT 124204 32,352,978 ZATI38TE 733 1925757 60 6712746 207
Others 409 265,533 49,227,080 36501688 743 2070122 61 9885260 198
TOTAL 580 = & B456405 5 206065 SEOTRE063 2 T40 S5E51628 B0 S18.7902T4 X0
1945

Edmonlon az S 134,158 5 13384032 S 0986688 746 § 816105 615 2581238 193
Calgary 143 a8 33,653,160 70328 TAT 1984070 58 B83TE 204
Othars a94 549810 54525778 40407818 741 334608 6.1 10803552 198
TOTAL &71 = S10233082 S101562070 S75183635 740 S6,12478] 60 $30244.552 200
1986

Edmanion &0 § 1422693 5 4TE44 S10602052 2 T8 5 B4B2TS  BO S 27N 192
Calgary 154 335,537 33,306,799 24505530 736 1926783 58 GETIATT 206
Others 573 568977 58375427 43251233 T4 34710 59 11580484 200
TOTAL 767 = S1076807 $105840370 STA448824 T40 S6200.7T68 50 $212007TR 201

Graph 4  Pull-Tickets (1982-1086)
5 millions
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Tokde 5 Licenced Rafflos 1084-1986

Licences Events LUcence Fees® Tofal Gross Prizea/Winnings % Exponsirs % Mot Prafit S

10E4
Edmanton &M 1,251 § rT00 5 4960820 S2284200 459 5§ TEIASE 150 51902604 8
Calgary 34 280 10,600 3,634,508 147580 370 7437 204 1543701 425
Others 2508 5755 2.250 9,322,673 4045080 434  ATOD40 93 4407544 4T3
TOTAL 3413 980T  §20550 S17936081  STOTGM9 428 $2377.213 132 STHEAEN 440
1985

Edmanton 490 1,040 £ 7600 9§ 4530.7TA £ 2,130,057 470 § TO4B3 15T 51690258 373
Calgary 355 2,343 11.000 3,468,325 1,203,955 34 TB0 212 1550580 444
Othars 2552 B.715 1,400 8,711,033 4415372 455  BOGB21 97 4395840 453
TOTAL 3307 10,008  $20000 $17,735,148  £7.740,354 437 $2352084 133 S76368578 430
1084

Edmanton 450 1215 S BO00 § G4BAS43  S1005576 477 $1035827 160 5235530 363
Calgury aro 1.244 11,350 4,333,402 1,547 956 L E2BE1Y 191 1956833 452
_Others 2394 52T 1,400 9,662,513 4202284 430  TEI3M T4 4908805 492
TOTAL 3263  TTIE  $20750 SI0B0C45E SEGI5H16 430 $2645564 127 S02N078 443

" AR W e ae el 0

Graph 5 Ratfles (1982-1986)
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Table & HRegional Breakdown — All Licenced Gaming 1586

= Licences Ewvenls Licence Fees Total Gross Pricea/Winnings %  Expenses %  HNetProfit %
Calgary

Bingo 248 B.3495 £ 1,100 5 43010484 531,445,028 Ta1 5 5819017 131 § 5948439 134
Casing 164 295 153, 450 51,048 TAT &0, 710,649 T 4. 8902.900 8.8 5434038 10.7
Aatfle aro 1,244 11,350 4,333 402 1,547 B56 35,7 B28.813 19 1,856,833 452
Pult Ticked 154 154 338537 33305799 24505539 716 1926783 58 6873477 206
TOTAL 56 10,188 S B0IAIT 5131, TBA4T2 560,200,172 T4.8 $13.27T6,513 100 $20.210,787 153
Edmanion

Bingo bl 6,558 = 5§ 63316440 545 152,302 TI3 £ 0184422 129 % 9970716 154
Caning 183 393 £ 144 8B40 4T BOT 133 30 96T, 76 T3 37 T3,003 7.8 7066364 148
Ratfle A58 1.5 8.000 6,466 543 3,085,576 47T 1,035 627 180 2355340 363
Pull Tickot 40 40 142,293 14,178,144 10,602,052 TAE  B4BITS B0 27ITANT 182
TOTAL 1376 11,208 £ 204900 5121, T00 260 505,017,688 TLT $13.,841,35T 105 $22,120.237 168
FL. McMurray

Bingo B a4 = 5§ 1470390 5 1,085,240 T44 5 12038 111 F 213114 145
Casing 26 53 5 5825 a7 542 Ti1,048 3.2 162,681 16.F 87813 101
Rafile 4B 184 - 126,740 54 436 43 .5 7473 59 64,840 512
Pull Ticknt T T e | 2200818 1,753,840 T6.6 BA336 4.3 438442 199
TOTAL ar B8 $ 20554 § 4850290 § 2814584 T4 § 43050 B9 § 814200 187
Genneghr Prairie

Bingo 4 T48 = 5 38918488 5 2.584 302 ARG 5 304508 101 & 030680 240
Casing 4 8 £ 1150 A5, 151 136,102 7406 ngea 172 15,1891 a2
Ralfle 40 104 - 276,502 126,830 455 ABB5ST 140 111815 40.5
Pull Ticknl 10 10 17,658 1,762,821 1301286  Ti8 106840 61 354,695 200
TOTAL a8 _ boa £ 10808 3§ 8742062 § 4,140,680 676 § S5T1.801 83 § 142140 2
Lethbridge

Binga 46 1,049 = 5§ T.67.041 5 BAT4187 ™Me 5 AT021 121 % 1151902 160
Caning 12 i ] £ BEs0 1,241,142 4T, 181 TE.3 203,109 16.4 90672 T.a
Ratfla 57 118 400 285,176 132,387 46,4 21,5 75 131,484 46.9
Pull Ticket 15 19 70,050 6,993,440 5190800 742 463676 65 1338874 192
TOTAL 134 1,214 § TO040 $ I5TI6B58 S11444614 TZE § 1,550,111 9.9 § 2713133 173
Madicine Hat

Bingo 48 1123 = & 3601498 5 2,708 805 TEAE & 420050 114 & 4774} 124
Caseng o 52 g 10,700 1,844, 052 1,467 175 THA M2 E4 145 195,153 10.9
Ratla ] 137 1,000 852 651 309,038 472 29,502 4.6 ANATIT 4B
Pull Ticket 16 16 47,343 4,738,628 3,489 932 3.7 W2 eSS 62 541710 200
TOTAL 157 1220  § SO043 § 11025729 2§ 02038  Ta1 § 1026011 93 § 1936780 176
Rod Doer

Bangs: 55 o35 = 5 §453337 S 4,081,545 727 8% TO9.ZB0 124 5§ DEZ512 149
Casing 11 28 £ B1890 B33, 058 731,180 TE.4 153,747 17.0 43,12 &6
Faffia 207 - &72.178 m.Ta 4749 55 854 B3 204 5001 438
Pull Ticket 8 _ & 38 588 B0 45T 2,808,160 Ta.8 235,081 6.2 61206 20.0
TOTAL 142 1,178 § 48,7TE % 11,883.028 s I.EE.HE T21 § 1248972 105 § l.ﬂ!,-l! 174
Al Orthver

Bingo 1,067 18,568 = § 38,000,738 527 450,090 T2 & J18TASIE 102 § 676132 1RT
Caming 120 252 5 23,810 4 T54A 223 3,675,390 w3 GBESS2 145 51,841 B.2
Rattle 2,114 4,547 - 7.068,.25T 3,348,762 42.0 628133 70 3002362 500
Pl Thchkst 513 511_ _ -lm-"'l i !_a'{!?_-l!ﬂl- __:'!-.?'D?ﬂ-ﬂ- ?-!._ﬂ- 2238332 58 7842 050 2'_|:|_2
TOTAL 3820 23080 $426221 § 09801672  §63,161.368 705 § TARETI BI $aeATAN .2

I7



Table 7 Regional Breakdown = % of Provincial Total

-

1886

Licsrnces Ewinla Licenca Foaas Gross Prize Winnings Expanses MNal Praofit
AREA = Ho. % Mo % $ % 5 * 5 % $ % s %
Edmontan 1478 203 11,208 222 H49 M3 13,M88360 327 9501TE66 32T 13,841,357 350 22120237 WS
Calgmry il 143 10,788 202 501 43T S 131,TEE4T2 327 082490172 X6 13276813 3T 20210787 848
F1. McMuray a7 13 &ie 12 28554 2.0 aB859.289 1.2 Ja14.564 1.2 430,528 1.9 B142009 12
G, Prairio a4 1.4 B89 1.7 186808 1.3 6042082 185 0 4140880 14 ET.800 14 1421481 20
Lasthbrcge 134 20 174 24 TENaA) G54 15716858 318 17444614 J0 1550111 40 271313 39
Mad. Hat 157 23 1.ea a7 59043 40 1025729 28 8062938 28 1026011 26 19367B0 2.7
R Doy 142 21 1978 23 46,7TM8 312 MNMBE102E A0 BS52618 29 1248872 32 2061238 29
Al ﬂ'lhl: _mn 563 20880 4T3 426,20 _Eﬂ_ 89,601,672 22.2 63,781.368 iﬂ.ﬁ 742 AT 189 18987431 270
TOTAL 6,780 1000 50481 100.0 1,454,612 1000 02 764 280 1r.'u:|._u R332 620 100.0 39 38T, 164 1000 70,274 4098 100.0

Table 8 Bingos
Regional Breakdown 1086

Licencos Evanis Licence Foos® Gross Prize Winnings Exponses Mol Profit
AREA Mo, e Mo, % - % ] % 5 e 5 0% $ W
Edmanton 644 208 955 234 - = B3JV6440 JITO 45152302 ITSE B IBL 43D 4003 Q9TEAME ATE
Calgary 248  11.5 B.355 208 10010000 43010484 257 31445038 280 5619007 276 59486435 228
Fi. MeMurray L. A 34 1.0 - - 1470, 300 4 1,095,240 a 162,036 A 213114 B
G Prairie Al 20 T48 18 = - if18488 23 2084302 2.2 o4 508 18 ax9 e 318
Lthibeidiogs ELi] 21 1,049 2.8 - - 7197081 4.3 5174187 43 BT,021 43 1151903 4.4
bdad. Hat a4 22 1,13 a7 - - J091 488 2.2 2,706,805 2.3 420,950 21 474743 18
Aed Do a5 2.8 Bas 23 - — 68453337 3% 4091545 389 TER.280 218 BE2. 512 A8
A8 O 1,087 464 168,584 -I.5§ - = 38090738 228 27450090 228 3.BTH.516 IE !u.‘.*{-l.1_:lz Za.6
TOTAL 2160 10000 40,708 100.0 1,900 1000 167,748,466 100,0 120380470 10000 20,330,748 100.0 28 428 230 100.0
o by med @ o Pallaalen By, fetip

Table 9 Casinos
Regional Breakdown 1886

Licances Evanis Licence Fees Gross® Prize Winnings Exponnas Mt Profit
AREA . _No. % No. ] % E b s % s % ] Y
Edmpnion 183 J2.7 393 330 144,640 406 4THBOTI3I 439 3606776 433 377033 37O 7086354 530
Copigary 194 328 385 337 153450 £37 S51.048.7BT 480 40710849 477 4902100 481 5434038 408
FL M Murray 26 .4 51 44 5025 146 (C L] 711,048 B 162881 1.8 a7.a13 |
Gir, Prairia 4 T o B 1,150 - | 185,151 - 138,162 - 21,788 3 16,191 A
Lathibridge 12 2.0 @4 23 8690 2.4 1241042 1.9 AT 181 19 200,108 220 g0.a8T2 b
Mad, Hat &4 4.1 52 a4 10,700 30 1844858 1.8 1467475 1.7 ZB2. 624 28 185,153 1.8
Rad Db n 1.8 X 24 8190 23 B33, 058 A Ta1,180 -] 158,747 1.5 43,129 3
Ali rther 126 213 232 195 230 67 4754223 44 3675300 43 BB602 67 01841 29
TOTAL 500 1000 14001000 356,255 100.0 108.883.986 100.0  65.346.501 100.0 10.201,084 100.0 13,334,401 100.0

*For Gaiere, “grows” squan Tdeop” — B bobad of morery Epe 10 PPt TR
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Table 10 Pull-Tickets

Regional Broakdown 1986

Licences Evenis Licence Foes Groas Prize Winnings Exponsos Mt Profit
AREA Mo, %a Ha, % 5 %% s % - ] s B -1 "
Edmaanion L] 5.2 40 5.2 142,280 13.2 14,17E. 144 134 10802052 135 B4B2TS 13,7 2,7278B1T 128
Calgary 154 201 154 201 XS ET N2 3385709 3.5 24565530 4 1,926,783 .0 667IATT 323
FL. MMy T a T 8 228X 21 2200618 22 1. 753840 22 GRIAE 1.8 L0 447 20
Gr. Proera 10 1.3 1 1.3 17658 1.6 1.7TEZE2T 1.8 1,301,286 1.8 106,820 1.7 354,685 1.7
Lathbridge 1% 2.5 19 25 D08 A5 6057440 68 L1808a50 88 4EIETE T8 13384874 B2
Med, Hat 16 2.1 16 2.1 a3 44 4 TIRE2E 45 J480 927 45 282 535 AT B5E.1T1 A5
Rad Dper B 1.4 a 1.0 JB5BS 36 JA0445T 36 2 2BOAE0 36 235081 38 761,206 36
All Orihasr 513 8a.9 513 B0 402411 374 JETETASY IEE 28707128 I8 22IWINT B0 T EA209E 388
TOTAL TET 1000 TET 100.0 1,076,607 100.0 106,948,370 1000 TH,448,824 1000 6,200,768 100.0 21,200,778 100.0

Table 11 Ratiles
Ragional Breakdown 1986

Licences Evants Licence Feaa® Gross Prize Winnings Eaponnes Met Profit
AFIEA Ma. ) Ho. % 5 ) 5 % § .. $ % H .
Edmonlon afl 153 1215 18T 8000 386 6486543 M2 0 2085506 B  103563T M 2355340 258
Calgary i 113 1,244 16843 11,350 54.7 4,333 402 208 1547956 17.3 BE28.613 313 1956833 1.2
Fi. McMurray 46 14 164 21 - - 126,749 B 54,436 B T.473 =5 54,840 i
Gr. Prairig 40 1.2 b4 13 = - s 13 128630 1.4 JaBsT 15 111,815 12
Lsthieadigs 57 1.8 118 15 400 1.8 285178 14 132387 1.5 21,305 A 131484 14
Mod. Hat G 2.1 137 148 1000 48 652,651 32 06,035 A5 U802 11 3T 24
Risd Desar [E] 21 200 27 - - &T2 T8 A2 12,733 386 55654 24 204501 3.2
Al Other 2014 645 4547 BB = = 7060257 303 3046762 375 628,133 237 3992362 432
TOTAL 3263 1000 77361000  Z0750100.0 20502458 100.0 6935816 100.0 2645564 100.0 9,221,078 100.0

' IFo T il Rl il




6v 1301 A43 198k C.0L

DD0DLABL7S5AEY

R

AaDRAAREHRT TSRALE

DATE DUE SLIP

Alberia

GARMING COMMISSION

CEER L s o

468175%

Sl QLT 1 BELY
(8 L]

B o









