iy

WRITTEN COMMENT TO BE INCLUDED IN THE
EVIDENTIARY RECORD OF THE PUBLIC INPUT HEARINGS

I request that the following comments be made part of the public input hearing record and
considered by the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board prior to awarding licenses for slot
operators:

Name: Patrick B. Ford

Addres:

Telephc

Organization, if any:_City of Pittsburgh, Department of City Planning

Employer;_City of Pittsburgh, Department of City Planning

COMMENTS: (Plcase use second page if more space is required)

SEE ATTACHMENTS



Comments: Page 2 (continued)
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, /A7 fg/é’ 2 verify that the information contained in this written
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. CITY OF Department of City Planniﬂ
: P lTTSBURGH - Bob 0'Conno

Mayc

Patrick B. For.

Directc

May 26, 2006

Office of the Clerk

Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board
PO Box 69060

Harrisburg, PA 17106

Dear Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board:

On behalf of the City of Pittsburgh’s Department of City Planning, 1 am pleased to present you
with “An Analysis of Proposed Casino Developments and their Impacts on the City of
Pittsburgh,” the Department’s asscssment of the three casino proposals for the City of Pittsburgh.
This assessment is in response to 4 Pa. C.S.A. § 1506 from the Pennsylvania Race Horse
Development and Gaming Act. This section provides political subdivisions with “a 60-day
comment period prior to the board’s final approval, condition or denial of approval”. Iwould
like you to include our report as a part of the cvidentiary record of public hearings.

I have enclosed our report, which includes assessments of the locations, sites, designs, operators,
socioeconomic impacts, and transportation impacts of the three plans. I have also enclosed
powerpoint slides from a public presentation of this report made by myself to City Council on
May 22, 2006 at 10 AM. Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions. My number is

‘Sincerely,

THE.CITY OF PITTSBURGH

Patrick B. Ford, Director
Department of City Planning

cc: Mayor Bob O'Connor
Lena Andrews, Policy Analyst, Department of City Planning

PF/la
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Buchanan Ingersoll rc

ATTORNZVYS

F. Kevin Brobson

May 30, 2006

VIA HAND-DELIVERY

Tad Decker, Chairman
Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board
5th Floor, Verizon Tower
303 Walnut Street
Hamsburg, PA 17101

Re:  City of Pittsburgh, Depariment of City Planning Report

Dear Chairman Decker:

‘We write on behalf of our client, PITG Gaming, LLC (“PITG"), its principal Mr. Don
Barden, and Majestic Star Casino. PITG is one of the three applicants for the Pittsburgh
Category 2 gaming license and proposes to build and operate a casino on the North Shore in the
City of Pittsburgh, Allegheny County. As you know, the City of Pitisburgh, Department of City
Planning (“Planning Department™), has released a 135-page report, purportedly evaluating the
strengths and weaknesses of the three applicants’ proposals (“Report”).

PITG believes that it is important that the Board has a full understanding of the
background regarding the Report. With that background in mind, we expect that the Board will
understand that, although the Planning Department has created the appearance of doing a
thorough job of evaluating the three proposals, it did not have access to the detailed or
confidential information required and essential to reaching any meaningful conclusions. In short,
the Report is disrespectful of the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board (“Board”) and the
appropriate, analytical, and thorough process that the Board has established for evaluating the
competing proposals. As a result, the Planning Department’s conclusions have no meaningful
basis in fact.

As background, by fax on Friday afternoon, February 10, 2006, followed by mail
received on Monday, February 13, 2006, the Planning Department contacted PITG with an
“urgent matter.” The Planning Department made a detailed request for information, in many
cases demanding the same information required and requested by the Board. The Planning
Department gave PITG only six (6) business days (until February 21, 2006) to respond to this
“urgent” request for information. A copy of the Planning Department’s letter is altached.
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Beyond the fact that this request by the Planning Department provided PITG with no
meaningful time 10 respond, PITG was especially troubled that the Planning Department was
creating a paralle! application review and evaluation process and apparently usurping this
exclusive role of the Board. PITG was also concemed about providing this information to the
Planning Department in advance of the Board’s scheduled public hearings on April 18 -19, 2006,
in Pittsburgh, as it seemed just plain wrong for the Planning Department to be moving its
"unauthorized process ahead of the Board’s efforts.

As PITG continued to evaluate how best to respond to the Planning Department’s
request, we were very concerned about confidentiality. On February 20, 2006, PITG received a
written reply from Patrick B. Ford, Director of the Planning Department, confirming PITG’s
concerns about confidentiality: “I am informing you that we cannot guaranice that the
information we use in the study of the casino sites will remain confidential.” (Emphasis added.)
A copy of that e-mail is attached.

For all of these reasons, PITG wrote to Mr. Ford on February 20, 2006. Included with
that letter was a copy of the Executive Summary of PITG’s proposal and an invitation to attend
the Board's April 18-19, 2006 public hearings in the City of Pittsburgh to leam more about
PITG’s proposal. Beyond that, however, PITG provided no further information, and it advised
Mr. Ford that PITG has the utmost respect for the concern for confidentiality and independent
review established by the Board’s review process. PITG did not want to do anything that would
undermine the Board’s mission or its obligations. A copy of PITG’s letter is attached.

It was quite troubling to read this week in both the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette and the
Pittsburgh Tribune-Review that, according to the Planning Depariment’s Report, the “Harrah’s
plan . . . is rated highest in all six categories except for transportation” and that “Don Barden’s
Majestic Star on the North Shore did not rate best in any category anatyzed.” Nowhere in the
press coverage or even in the Planning Department’s Report is there a recognition that the Report
was done without the benefit of the information needed to make any meaningful determination,
favorable or unfavorable, with regard to PITG and the Majestic Star Casino—information that
has been and will continually be made available to this Board as the exclusive, legally-authorized
body to make such determinations in the interest of the citizens of the Commonwealth.

Qur client has tremendous respect for the Board and the process that has been
established. 1t understands not only the process but the timeline, and has not and will not
succumb to pressures to circumvent that process, such as those pressures imposed upon 1t by the
Planning Department. In PITG’s view, the integrity of this Board’s review process should not be
compromised in the interest of local political expediency.
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PITG’s decision to honor the Board’s process and submit only a small amount of
information to the Planning Department in response to its inquiry, however, requires us to ensure
that the record before the Board clearly reflects that this “135-page report” by the Planning
Department has been completed without the information required to draw any conclusions based
upon facts, and, therefore, we respectfully ask that the Board treat the Report for what it is—i.e.,
the unsubstantiated conclusions of a group that is willing to issue a “supposed” authoritative
report without a proper factual basis and without making appropnate disclosures of the lack
thereof,

We respectfully welcome your comments on this matter at your earliest convenience.

Very truly yours,

P. Kevin Brobson

et Ray Angeli, Member
Mary DiGiacomo Colins, Member
Jeffrey W. Coy, Member
Kenneth T. McCabe, Member
Joseph W. “Chip” Marshall 1II, Member
Sanford Rivers, Member
Ann LaCour Neeb, Executive Director



C1 TY O F PITTS B URGH
DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING

James LeFresne
Vice President — Prgject Development
Majestic Star Casino, LLC

8 February, 2006

Dear Mr. LeFresne:

The Department of City Planning is in the process of reviewing your application for a license to
operste a casino in the City of Pittsburgh. This review will include a thorough review of your

. submission, staff site visits, and independent research. The goal of our process is to select the
casino proposal that will bring the greatest benefit to the City of Pittsburgh. Cnce staff has
identified this casino, the Director of City Planning will present his findings to the Mayor.

While we have already obtained some information detailing your proposal, our review is extremely
tharough and requires maore infermation than what has already been submitted. The attached data
request includes information that we would like you to provide so that we can better evaluate the
details of your proposal. We have also included a list of criteria categorized by site, design,
transportation, and socioeconomic impact. We will be using these criteria to rank preposals and
identify qualities of development that are important to the City. While we understand that you are
still early in the design process, we would like You to provide us with as much information and data
as possible. This information will enable us to better evaluate the criteria listed on the attached
pages. Any information that you can provide will help us to better evaluate your proposal; missing
information will resuit in lost points in the eventual ranking.

Because of the urgency of this matter, I would appreciate a response to this request on or before
February 21, 2006. While you are free to call me at any time, the contact in our office for this
review process is Lena Andrews, Her phone number is 412-255-2287 and she would be happy to
answer any questions that you have,

Thank yoﬁ very much for your cooperation.

Pa?’rick B. Ford;
Department of City Planning
City of Pittsburgh

cc: Stuart Anderson, IBI Group
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Casino Proposal Data Request

We would like the following information to assist us in our analysis. The more detailed the
information that you are able to provide, the betier we will be able to understand and rank your
proposal. Criteria that are important to the City of Plttshurgh are ||s.ted by category, on the two
pages following this list.

Design
= A list of all members of your design team with qualifications
« Contextual plans and elevations of the proposed development/s
»  Architectural renderings of the proposed development/s
« Maintenance plans for building and landscaping
»  Measures taken to make building environmentally friendly
»  Building materials '

s A detailed site plan, including location and orientation of casina, other facilities, and phased
developments. ’

» Information regarding lighting, landscaping, parking, signage, open space, and public art,

«  Measures taken to mitigate environmental impacts of development (i.e. stormwater

management, waste managementi, energy consumptiony . .

Traffic
= As of this date your traffic and parking impact submissions are incomplete with respect to
the study area and scope of work. (Please read the attached letter to applicants dated
_December 2, 2005) Documents supmitted to date will be reviewed based on previous
criteria contained in our Form-Bl, a Technical Guidance letter given to all applicants
previously, and the additional criteria listed below.

Socioeconomic Impact

«  Economic Impact Analysis, including:

o Estimate of construction expenditures (in phases of development)

Estimate of operational expenditures {in phases of development)
Detailed development pro forma
Detailed operating pro forma
Job creation estimate and methedology {(dividing jobs into operational and
construction)
+  Plans regarding employee wages and training
» Information regarding all community give-backs
» Detailed information regarding non-casino components of plan

OC 00

Broader questions:
Do you have plans Lo construct a temporary facility?



Casino Proposal Evaluation Criteria

Design
«  Compatibllity with site context in land use, scale, appearance, and materials
= Makes maximum use of the site's development potential
» Density of development is similar to density of surrounding environs or desirable density.
* Inclusion of other non-gaming uses
«  Minimizes the visual impact of on-site parkirg
» Design approach is bold, contemporary and innovative
«  Street facades are active, inviting and visually connected to the interior
= Uses institutional and corporate guality building materials
= Contaihs monumental and memorable public spaces that cdnnect to the exterior
= (Clear and legible interior spatial organization and circulation i
» Design team is experienced in design of gambling and entertainment development
« Design team has achieved public awards for design excellence
»  Participation of MBE/WBE and local firms
=  Proposed design conforms to light performance standards
= Includes an environmentally friendly building design
= Lighting and signage makes location visible but does not detract from surrounding area.
»  Utilities are efficiently located and designed

Compatible with broader planning and local community objectives for the area
» Visible and easily located by those not familiar with Pittsburgh

= Accessibility to and from site

»  Takes advantage of adjacent amenities and services

= Facility can generate customers for adjacent businesses

*  Allows for phased expansion of gaming space and non-gaming uses

=  Contributes to the removal of blight and deterioration

= Enhances prospects for further appropriate development of adjacent sites

» Addresses hydrologic, vegetative, and heat related issues

= Addresses impact on city infrastructure and resources

*  Potential to leverage development of new public amenities and infrastructure
«  Site is enhanced by landscaping

Traffic
=  Convenlent regional highway access’
»  Convenient local access by car
*»  Accessible by public transit
»  Accessible to pedestrians
» Provides adequate parking on or adjacent to site
=  Provides adequate space for bus, taxi, and other common carrier lcading and unloading
»  Minimizes potential for traffic congestion

Socioeconomic #
» Maximizes job creation and ensures jobs are quality jobs
* Leverages additional investment in the City of Pittsburgh
»  Provides meaningful service sector job training for Pittsburgh residents
= Agaressively recruits Pittsburgh residents as employees and vendors
= Implements enforceable diversity plan with meaningful goals end oversight
»  Maximizes ability to market to suburban and overnight visitor gamers
«  Promotes visitor spending off of casino floor and outside casino walls



Enhances convention, tourism, hotel, retail and restaurant activity

Creates synergy with other Pittsburgh entertainment, sports, and gaming venues and
activities

Utilizes existing Pittsburgh restaurant/bar/retail vendors in the casino complex

Provide a strategy and resources to minimize and ameliorate policing burden to City
Provide a strategy and resources to minimize and ameliorale emergency medical services
burden to City

Address with private funding all necessary infrastructure improvements

Plan to fund programs and/or a special service district to aid nearby communities
Community relations liaison and plan, with adequate resources to interface with neighbors
Demonstrated history of community involverment and consideration of community conceras
Plans to identify and assist in treatment of problem and pathological gamblers



MEMORANDUM

10 Thomas E. O'Brien, PE GAl Consultants
Stuart Anderson, PE iBl Group
Maithew J. Radinovic, PE HRG =
Michael A. Andrewsh, PE Wilbur Smith Associates
Cynithia A, Jampole, PE - Trans Associotes
FROM:; Sidney Kaikai, AICP City Plonning Dept.
DATE: December 2, 2005 '

SUBJECT: Casino Gaming Trafiic and Parking Study Scope of Work

This memorandum is to further clority the Cepariment of City Planning's traffic and
parking impact study requirements ond expectations regarding cosing gaming
development in the city.

In separate meelings with each of you and your clients, we discussed the City's
expectations, including brood oullines of o scope of sfudy for o casino gaming
facility, based on two technical guidance documents; Form-Bl ond o poper
narative of the expected scope of work., In each meeting | explained the general
parameters of the scope of study, inciuding study area, data collection and andlysis,
and final report and recommendations.

However. because of time constraints expressed by each of you for submiiling a
completed report o the Slate Gaming Advisory Board by the December 28
deodline. | loid out two alternatives for meeting the Cily's requirements. Either
~conduct a comprehensive troffic and parking impact study before the Siaie
deadline. {which some of you fell was infeasible due 1o time conslraints ond ine
holiday season) or conduct limited data colleclion and analysis, and prepare a
summary report for the Gaming Board, bearing in mind that once the license is
issued, a more comprehensive study will be required for our Planning Commission's
review and approval. | indicated that either option would be acceptable for our
purpeses. For some of you, it may nol be possible giving the lime and dato
collection consiraints mentioned eartier to finish this work before December 28 and
slill satisfy the Cily's requirements, and this was explained clearly 1o all of you. If you
have not done so clready. piease send your complieted Form-B1 to me as soon s

possible.

Ifyou have dny further questions please refer theim to me ot 412-255-2224 or via email
at sidney kaikai@city. pilisburgh.po.us.

Cc Susan Golomb Director City Planing
Patrick Hassett Assistant Director City Planning
Roberl Reppe Zoning Administraior City Pianning



PITG GAMING, LLC

February 20, 2006

Mr. Patrick B, Ford

Dircctor

Depairtment of City Plamning
City of Pittsburgh

Dear Mr. Ford:

Thank you for your letter of February 8 1o Mr. James LeFresne of Majestic Star Casino
regarding your request for additional information pertaming to the application of PITG
Gaming, LLC, for a Category 2 license to develop and operate a slots casino in
Pittsburgh.

As you know, the application process under the Pennsylvania Race Horse Development
and Gaming Act (ofien referred to as Act 71) 18 a comprehensive and complex statewide
process governed by the Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board, which has exclusive
authority over this process. In accordance with the requirements set forth in this process,
PITG Gaming submitted comprehensive and thorough written detail to the Board in '
support of its application on December 28, 2005.

Through an existing provision of Act 71, local governments receive ‘local impact’
information and the opportunity to comment on proposed facilities that may affect their
region and constituents. Indeed, PITG Gaming provided this local impact information to
the City of Pittsburgh, the Pittsburgh Public Schools and Allegheny County on December
21, 2005. PITG plans to make a detailed presentation during the public hearings on April
18-19 and will present much of the information contained in this local impact report as
well as other important features and benefits of our proposal. We are confident that our
presentation will demonstrate why our application is the best solution for Pittsburgh and
why it should reccive the support of Mayor O*Connor.

Moreover, I'm sure you can also appreciate our sensitivity to the application review
process and the rigorous procedures set forth by the Gaming Control Board. While we
welcome the Cily's interest and support of PITG Gaming’s application, we must also
respect the concern for confidentiality and independent review established 1n the Board's
review process. As you also know, confidentiality is of the utmost concem in this review
process, and Act 71 recognizes the sensitive nature of the application information. PITG
Gaming regards the proprietary nature of our application information to be of the utmost
importance which, together with the Gaming Control Board’s confidential review



Mr. Patricle B, Ford ~ Page 2
Fehruary 20, 2006

process, places on us a burden of responsibility to safeguard the integrity of this
infonmation. .

In addition we have some concermns that your request for additional information could be
viewed by the Gaming Control Board as a process for review and sclection by the City of
Pittsburgh that is separate from the Act 71 process. Though PITG Gaming welcomes the
opporiunity fo work with the City of Pitisburgh and other local governments, it 1s unclear
to us how this process might impact on the Gaming Control Board’s review of our
application. For these reasons, PITG Gaming must respectfully decline your request for
additional information outside of the Act 71 process. Wc are, however, pleased to
enclose for your review and consideration a copy ef the Executive Summary of our
application, which contains much of the information called for in your request.

In the meantine, we hope you will attend the public hearings on PITG Gaming’s
application proposal and that you will leave those heanings convinced, as we are, that thus
proposal will bring the greatest benefit to the City of Pittsburgh.

Thank you.

Very truly ¥

Skutski & WHmanns
d.Temn D

Tember, PITG Gaming LLC

ola James LeFresne, The Majestic Star Casino, LLC
Steven Lemberg, The Majestic Star Casino, LLC
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Jim LeFresne

From: Ford, Patrick
Sent: Monday, February 20, 2006 8:55 AM
To: Jim LeFresne

Subject: QFFICE POLICY--Casino Studies
Importance: High

Good Morning Mr, LeFresnel

As the Department of City Planning continues to study the applications, and olher information related fo the
proposals, | am informing you that we cannot guarantee that the Information we use in the study of the casino
sites will remain confidential,

As a resull, if there is anylhing you have given us that you are not prepared to become public at some time in the
fulure, | will return it to you immediately. Also, if there is any information that we asked for, that you are not
prepared o become public, do not send it to us.

We will prepare our study based on the Information we have in our office.
I have informed the other casino representatives of this policy.

Please call me to discuss,

Thank you!

Patrick B. Ford, Direclor

Department of City Planning
Cily of Piltsburgh




Louis J. Tumminello

TO: Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board

P. O. Box 69060
Harrisburg Pa. 17106

FROM: Louis J. Tumminello

April 22,2006

FILED

APR 25 2006

Board Clerk PGCB

i

SUBJECT: Casino location in Pittsburgh, Pa.

As a professional Limousine driver in Pittsburgh, I have had occasions to take clients both to

and from all the areas now being considered for a Casino location.

It is my opinion, that with the current highway network, as well as any additional systems that

may be required, the proposal by Don Barden’s Majestic Star Casino to locate on the North

shore is far the best.

My opinion is based on the current highway system, and the traffic patterns that handle large

volumes of traffic for Heinz Field and PNC Park, as compared to the congestion around

Mellon Arena, and the limited access to and from Station Square.

1, like all Pittsbhrgher’s are anxiously awaiti';lg your decision, and hope that the Spinions from

people like myself who will be directly affected will be considered in your decision making

process.
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CONTINENTAL REAL ESTATE COMPANIES

June 2, 2006 i

Tad Decker

Chairman

Pennsylvania Gaming Control ?,ohrd
P.0O. Box 69060

Harrisburg, PA 17106-9060

Re:  Public Comment Plttsburgh Gaming Facility Apphcatlons

el L
- "I et rlly,
- G 9T

Dear Mr. Decker:

On behalf of Continental Real Estate Companies, I am writing in opposition to
gaming on the North Shore of Pittsburgh. Continental was selected to lead the
development between Pittsburgh’s new stadiums, and while many told us this
development would be impossible, we have found the opposite to be true. Within
the past year we have opened the beautiful Equitable Resource Headquarters
Building and the Del Monte Foods Building on North Shore Drive. The initial
phase of the project represents over $75 million of private investment and over
1,000 jobs now committed to the City for years to come.

We arc currently working on plans for condominiums, a hotel and él third
signature office building. The Pittsburgh Steelers have recently begun to unveil
their plans for a very unique entertainment area, which will be known as;North
Shore Live. The project the City of Pittsburgh spent years carefully planning is
fast becoming a reality. We continue to work tirelessly to move the project
forward, but are very concemed at the prospect of gaming adjacént to the sit:e

It is our belief that gaming on the North.Shore will jeopardize the prcgect The
businesses that have moved to the North Shore have told us categ,orlcally they

" would not have made the decision to locate on the North Shore had they known

gaming was an option. We cannot take these comments lightly and would like
you to take into consideration several key reasons why gaming would be harmful
to the project:

1. Planning Perspective. The City of Pittsburgh, the Riverlife Task Force,
the Pittsburgh Steelers, the Pittsburgh Pirates and many other stakeholders
spent years planning for success on the North Shore. The plan is working.
Downtown is being extended across the river and a new ncrg,hborhood is
being created with opportunities for housing, restaurants, retail shops and
sites for businesses. Why take the risk of introducing gaming into the
middle of this project? ' o '
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Non-Compatibility. A casino is not compat1b1£';v11th}th 4!farml.y-fnenolly
and business-friendly environment that has be;erf"created on the'*North [
Shore. The Pirates, Pitt Panthers, Steelers, m{l‘s’ehms znd our prOJect all, 1
rely on bringing families, employees and patrons to the’zﬁorth SHove m]a( L
friendly outdoor environment. A casino would ~jeopardize thlS

environment. L l’? ;.;Ljf{ UU“':I.‘ 8 ,

Economic Development. Economic development 1s the main reason gwen
for gaming in Pennsylvania. Through careful planning, substantial public
and private investment and through the hard work of the Pirates, Steclers
and Continental, this site is already reaping rewards for the region. - The
North Shore does not need a casino to spur development.

Parking. Another major problem is parking.. The parking needs of the
Pirates, Steelers, Pitt Panthers, Live District, museums, restaurants, shops,
offices, housing and commuters will fully utilize the parking facilities.
The introduction of a casino will make an already difficult parking
situation impossible on normal days and disastrous on event days.

Reliance. City officials fully understood gaming would be an impediment
to development on the North Shore. To this end, the City permanently
prohibited gaming from the riverfront in front of our site. Additionally,
the Authority primarily responsible for the North Shore development has
restricted gaming from its property between the stadiums. We should be
able to rely on the local commitment already made by the City on this
issue. We are asking you to respect this commitment.

you for your consideration of our concerns., Please don’t hesitate to

contact me should you require additional information or have questions about the
development on the North Shore.

~ Very truly yours,

Lnd

BarrytC. Ford
President of Development



Arthur J. Rooney, 11 .
- President ~ = P

, ' To:  Pennsylvania Gamili?g Task Force
From: Pittsburgh Steclers Sports, Inc.

‘Date: May 25, 2006

The Pittsburgh Steelers would like to thank the members of the Task Force for
" their time and effort in considering the many issues arising out of the development of
- casino(s) in the City of Pittsburgh. The Steélers organization appreciates the opportunity ;
to submit testimonly to the task force regarding the Steelers strong opposition to the
‘location of a casino on the North Shore of Plttsburgh

The Steelers are opposed to the location of a casino on the North Shore for three
primary reasons.
+ L '

_ First, the Steelers organization opposes the location of a casino on the North
Shore because it would seriously conflict with the North Shore master development plan.
The North Shore master plan was developed over many hours, in fact years, of work -
involving many North Shore stakeholders, including the Steelers, the Pittsburgh Pirates, -
the University of Pittsburgh Athletic Department, Continental Real Estate Company, as !
well as input from many other local entities. The Steelers, Pirates and Continental in
particular expended considerable financial resources and energy developing a master plan
designed to guide the development of an important area of the City. i

At this point it is apparent that the Noi'th Shore Plan is working. The two new
stadiums are drawing more visitors to the North Shore than was the case with Three
Rivers Stadium, and the increase in attendance has produced a dramatic i increase in tax
revenue to the City of Plttsburgh The development of the North Shore is well underway
with the construction of two new corporate headquarters in the Equitable building and the
Del Monte building. These two new buildings will bring approximately 1,000 workers to
the North.Shore by the end of 2006. Importantly, the anchor tenants of these new
bulldmgs were concemed enough about the possibility of gaming coming to the North
Shore that both requested and received specific written protection from the City which -
assured these entities that gaming facilities would not be located on the North Shore.

. That fact, by 1tself would be enough for the Steelers to take a position against the
Hocation of gammg on the North Shore.

i
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The development plan for the North Shore also includes an area desi gnated for
development of residential units next to PNC Park. Again, this is a fact, which by itself,
would strongly conflict with the location of a casino nearby.

The bottom line is that the North Shore development plan was designed to
encourage a development area that was forty years overdue. Now that this development
is finally in progress, with tenants in place and future residents on the way, it would make
absolutely no sense to reverse direction on this development plan.

The second reason the Steelers are opposed to the location of a casino Qn' the
North Shore is the burden such a facility would place on the already strained parking and
traffic infrastructure for the North Shore. On a Steelers game day the North Shore
actually becomes one of the most densely populated areas in the state. Since the location
of the Three Rivers Stadium on the North Shore, the Steelers, and Pirates, have worked
with various local agencies to try to accommodate the needs of our fans, It has not
always been easy and our fans, at times, have had to endure long periods of |
convenience that would probably not be tolerated by less enthusiastic fans in- other
cities,

-As the North Shore development progresses, plans call for many more visitors to
restaurants, retail and entertainment locations. The North Shore master plan and PDP’s
submitted in regard to the North Shore rely on a “shared parking” plan. This allows for
an efficient use of parking infrastructure. During weekdays North Shore parking spaces
serve two important purposes, those of downtown commuters, and those of North Shore
office workers. As these users do not use the North Shore parking facilities on nights.or.
weekends, sports fans attending games at Heinz Field and PNC Park are able to use
(share) those same parking facilities on nights and weekends when most events are
scheduled. We do.not believe the huge new parking and traffic loads that would come
with any casino can be accommodated by the ex1st1ng North Shore parking and trafﬁc
infrastructure. .

Although the parking garage currently under construction will help accommodate
the next phase of North Shore development, the degree of difficulty experienced in
getting that garage financing in place is a prime example of why the Steelers would be
skeptical of vague future promises from the public sector about the p0551ble addltlon of
parking facﬂltles ) . ) ; . :

§ - -

The thI?d reason the Steelers oppose the loeati%n of a casino on the North Shore 1s
the long-standing policy of the National Football League to restrict involvement'of NFL
teams with gaming facilities and operators. The NFL commits considerable resources
annually on security measures to maintain a separatlon of gaming interests from NFL

“interests. The location of a gaming complex in this thriving sports and entertainment
district is, again, completely inconsistent with existing uses.
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Thank you again for your attention to this matter. We would be happy to answer
questions or supply additional information on this subject. :




PNC Park at North Shore

June 2, 2006

Mr, Tad Decker

Chairman

Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board
P. O. Box 65060

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17106-9060

Re: Public Comment — Pittsburgh Gaming Facility Applications
Dear Mr. Decker:

On behalf of the Pittsburgh Pirates, I would like to thank the members of the
Pennsylvania Gaming Control Board for their efforts with respect to this
important issue. While the addition of gaming to the State of Pennsylvania and
in particular the City of Pittsburgh is anticipated to generate needed revenues, it
is critical to the overall continued development of the City of Pittsburgh that
careful consideration be given to where a casino would be located. Asa
primary stakeholder on the North Shore, 1 am writing to voice my strong
opposition to the location of slot machines on the North Shore of the City of
Pittsburgh.

The Pirates have faithfully, diligently and actively participated in the ongoing
development of the North Shore. For several years, we have partnered with the
Steelers, the University of Pittsburgh and Continental Real Estate to develop
the North Shore into an area that is attractive for businesses, tourists and
residents. PNC Park, looked at by many as the best ballpark in America, and
Heinz Field draw well over two million sports fans to the North Shore every
year generating substantial tax revenue for the State and the City. One of the
main reasons why PNC Park is considered to be one of the industry’s best is
because of the family-oriented atmosphere that is created inside and outside the
park throughout our season. Slot machines are not compatible to that type of
family-oriented environment. In fact, they are quite contrary. Families are a
primary audience for the Pirates and maintaining a family-friendly environment
at PNC Park is of the utmost importance to us. '

Additionally, as the North Shore development has progressed, the stakeholder
group has worked together to make certain that the parking and traffic
infrastructure has developed in tandem. This is so that during construction,
those who live and work on the North Shore are caused the least amount of
disruption. In the long-term, this “shared parking” plan also enables the North
Shore to be used during the day by downtown commuters and North Shore
businesses such as Equitable Resources and Del Monte, and at night and on
weekends by sports fans attending events at PNC Park or Heinz Field. The
addition of a casino, most assuredly, would negatively impact the existing
parking and traffic plan.
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The Pirates are eager to continue the development of the North Shore in a-way
that is beneficial to all of its current residents and to the City of P1ttsburgh asa
whole, The North Shore development that has occurred thus far has revitalized
this area. Equitable Resources and Del Monte have relocated here. The North
Shore is now a recreational destination for walkers, runners and cyclists. In the
near future, it will also be home to city dwellers eager to live in a safe,
attractive and affordable environment. Those who are experienced in this type
of mixed-use development have assured us that residential development will
most certainly not occur here if a casino is located on this site. There are better
options than slot machines to add to the North Shore mix.

I appreciate the opportunity to share my concerns with you and hope that the
Gaming Control Board will take them into consideration when making
decisions on this very important subject. Thank you.

Regards,

Kevin McClatchy
CEO & Managing General Partner
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