
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

MEETING NOTES 
 

LEO-8000, Sustainable Gaming Standard 

For Slot Machines 

Standards Committee Meeting 

Wednesday, February 3rd, 2010 Teleconference 

11:00 PST/ 1:00 CST /2:00 EST 

 
Facilitated by Leonardo Academy 

Madison, WI 

 

A. Committee Members Present: 

o Eric Hansel  

o Russell Chudd 

o Jonny BearCub Stiffarm 

o Patricia Tessier 

o Ralph Babcock 

o Rey Montalvo 

o Keith Nichols 

o Jeff Dean 

 

B. Committee Members Absent: 

o Scot Hundley 

o Steve Durham 

o Nancy Mancilla-Georgescu (Proxy Designate: Jonny BearCub Stiffarm) 

 

C. Others Present: 

o Craig Spooner - Observer 

o John Rodgers  

 

D. Next meeting: 

o Thursday, March 11
th

  - 1 pm to 3 pm CST 

 

E. Proceedings: 

� Old business and developments since November 10
th

 , 2009 meeting 

o John informed the group that Lee Gollhardt has resigned his position on the 

committee. Leonardo Academy has thanked Lee for his contributions towards the 

development of the standard on behalf the committee.  

o John also announced the appointment of Jeff Dean to the Sustainable Gaming 

Standards Committee. Jeff, a Senior Professional in Supply Management, is the 
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Purchasing Manager for Kah-Nee-Ta High Desert Resort and Casino, an enterprise of 

the Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs.  

o In conjunction with Jeff joining the committee, Leonardo Academy will issue a press 

release on February 8
th

.  

o Leonardo Academy will also issue a press release on February 10
th

 to announce the 

beginning of the third review phase of the standard. 

o The Marketing, Outreach and Education Task Force’s second newsletter is scheduled 

for release in early-February. Leonardo Academy and Nancy Mancilla worked on the 

newsletter’s content and template. 

o Leonardo Academy will also be promoting the Gaming Standard to Casino Journal for 

consideration in conjunction with the Top 20 Most Innovative Gaming Technology 

Product Awards. 

 

� Committee comments and recommendations for draft standard 

o Bringing up an issue that was proposed during the previous conference call, John 

requested committee feedback on amending the term “slot machine” to “electronic 

gaming device” within the Gaming Standard.  

o Rey: Expanding the definitions of a slot machine and electronic gaming 

device would make it easier to differentiate between the two. 

o Eric: Wouldn’t electronic gaming devices refer to something that is all 

encompassing. 

o Craig: The term slot machine is defined differently in different regulatory 

jurisdictions. A definition agreed upon by the committee should avoid 

ambiguity.  

o Jonny: I also agree with less ambiguous definitions to avoid legal 

repercussions. 

o Jeff: Realistically, the term slot machine is not brought up often as it can 

mean a lot of different things and equipment that would fall outside the 

scope of the standard. 

o Craig: My suggestion would be to use the term electronic gaming device 

and provide a description of what it would look like based on the physical 

characteristics of what we want to tackle. 

o Patricia: Agreed. We need a beginning definition that is applicable to the 

standard. Can anyone provide a basic description of how we can define 

electronic gaming device to mean “slot machine” at this point. 

o Jeff: The basic characteristics of a slot may include – upright, slant top/ bar 

top machines. These make up 80-90% of the machines on most floors.  We 

may also include – electronic gaming systems of these styles have buttons 

and make sounds, etc. 

o Craig: More characteristics can be added on later for example multiplayer 

station games, dice and so on.  
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o Keith: I was under the impression that the standard would be all 

encompassing and would be designed in such a way that could address all 

facets of the industry – similar to how the LEED scale functions.  

o Eric: That is the idea but this would be one component of the overall goal. 

For example with the advent of LEED, there was also LEED for new 

construction, existing buildings, neighborhood development etc. 

o Russell: Future devices may require their own standards. Different 

machines have different specifications most obviously smaller devices will 

use less power and bigger devices will use more power.  

o Rey: True one size does not fit all but we should address the most used and 

abundantly available machines.  

o Craig: Is there a disadvantage of saying electronic gaming device – and then 

having someone request additional components to be added? After all, one 

of our goals is to have the general idea widen among manufacturers.  

o Rey: I would consider this to be a great marketing tool for manufacturers to 

take proactive steps. 

o Patricia: It appears that only the energy efficiency credit poses an issue for 

modification when referring to different sized machines.  

o Eric: Craig – from your experience, do you think you would be able to 

suggest a working definition that the Committee can use? 

o Craig: I can come up with a list of common characteristics of what the group 

is trying to do. Not all the material will be covered but it can be a starting 

point. 

 

o John: It would also be a good idea if committee members provide keywords and if 

applicable, definitions that you feel would be necessary for the standard. 

 

o Discussion: EER Credit 1:Energy Efficiency(page 8), 

 

o Russell: I added this section based on testing using the latest model IGT 

machines with mechanical reels (which is assumed to have the greatest 

degree of power usage between play and idle). Ultimately, the difference 

between idle and play mode is 3%. 

o Rey: At any other time or place would a machine draw more Amps than 

during the periods you indicated? And would this be considered 

representative of a standard machine. 

o Russell: This is a standard machine and we only looked at major 

components. Anything else is comparatively minimal. 

o Jeff: Would you consider this a standard machine among other 

manufacturers? 

o Russell: It would be difficult to make comparative deductions for other 

manufacturers unless they provide the test results. IGT values are only a 
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starting point and should not be held to what the standard should be based 

on. 

o Jeff, Russell: Will get together to coordinate comparisons among 

manufacturers.  

o Rey: What about heat radiated from a machine? Should we figure out a way 

to reduce BTU output to save on overall air-conditioning costs? 

o Jeff: We have done research on reducing energy use in a casino. For 

example, we have performed lighting retrofits and this has saved over 

400,000 kWh. However, from a operational standpoint these facts and 

figures less likely to be considered compared to a casinos income from the 

games.  Likewise, operators will use just as much air-conditioning. 

o Rey: I still believe that heat is a significant issue and again I think it might 

also be an opportunity for manufacturers to be proactive. 

o Russell, Ralph: Power consumed and BTU is directly proportional. The more 

energy used, the more heat will be radiated. 

o Patricia: It would perhaps be better to consider heat reduction towards the 

innovation credits. IC Credit 3 may be better since it pertains to a 

consideration for design.  

o Rey, Eric, Craig: Will coordinate to attempt to document BTU outage. 

 

o Discussion: MS Credit 1: Sustainable Material – Recycle and Low Impact Content 

(page 10);   MS Credit 2: Sustainable Material – Solvents, Sealants and Adhesives 

(page 11) 

 

o Russell: Considering “total machine weight” simplifies calculation and 

verification without compromising intent. There is no compromise of 

“righteous” materials and all sustainable materials are considered. 

o Jonny: I think examples will be appropriate here to give people an idea of 

how calculations should be performed.  

o Russell: Will take it as an action item to draft examples. 

o Patricia: Approximately how much wood is needed in a machine? I believe 

we also need a definition for rapidly renewable materials. 

 

o Discussion: MS Credit 5: Recycling 

 

o Rey: Shouldn’t this is be changed to recycled material as opposed to 

recyclable material? 

o Jeff: I see this as more of a procurement issue and would encourage use of 

more sustainable materials by suppliers to the machine manufacturers.  

o Patricia: Does anybody have an estimate of the total recyclable components 

that are put into the machine. Perhaps this section should be renamed 

Suppler Waste Management (As per suggestion in Working Draft – Version 
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5a). At the same time, this should be addressed in conjunction with MS 

Credit 1. 

o Patricia: A sensitivity analysis for the allocation of total points should be 

conducted on correlated sections like these once we have completed the 

draft. 

o Rey: Could you please provide examples for this section? 

o Patricia: Will attempt to rewrite and provide examples.  

o Russell: Due to technological and logistical limitations what would be the 

economic feasibility of a 100% recyclable machine? Regardless, there 

probably needs to clarification to exclude materials what cannot be 

practically evaluated at this time.  

o Patricia: Depends also on a facility’s ability to recycle select material. And at 

the same time would be easier in North America since they are more 

accessible.  

o Rey: Still have to be careful on how we approach this so as to maintain 

righteous goals and not provide loopholes.  

 

 

F. Committee Reports 

o None 

 

G. Dates of future Committee and Task Force correspondence 

o Next Full Committee Meeting: March 11
th

  

 

H. Adjourn 

 
 


