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The Authority puts GamingCo on notice that, unless otherwise agreed between the Authority and 
GamingCo, the Authority may consider it appropriate in the exercise of its functions to inform 
relevant personnel in government, including persons employed in the Department of Customer 
Service, Treasury and the Department of Premier and Cabinet, and the Ministers to whom those 
persons are responsible, of the progress of this consultation.  The Authority will consider any 
representation by GamingCo as to the treatment of confidential information communicated in the 
course of this consultation but in doing so will not fetter or prejudice its statutory functions, duties or 
powers.  
 
Further observations  
The Authority trusts that GamingCo will embrace the consultation process in the pro-active manner 
envisaged by the Hon. P.A. Bergin SC in the Report (see eg paragraphs 4.6.[9], 4.6.[18], 4.6.[27] 
and 4.6[36]). 
 
Consistently with the approach of the Hon. P.A. Bergin SC (see eg at paragraphs 4.2[26] and 
4.5[2]-[4]), the Authority considers that the conduct of GamingCo’s close associates, including 
Crown Resorts Limited, is relevant to consideration of GamingCo’s suitability.  
 
The Authority notes that it considers GamingCo’s response to the Report, and the nature of its 
participation in the consultation process, is also relevant to the consideration of GamingCo’s 
suitability. As the Hon. P.A. Bergin SC observed in the Report, at paragraph 4.3[2], suitability 
involves consideration of a corporation’s character, which in turns “involves a recognition not only 
of its strengths but also of its willingness to: (i) accept the existence of its failures; (ii) to analyse the 
reasons for such failures; (iii) to remove the cause of its failures; and (iv) to commit to a reformation 
that will remove the likelihood of a repetition of such failures”. 
 
Although the Authority considers it appropriate, in the first instance, that GamingCo nominate 
actions that it proposes to take to ensure that it is a suitable person to give effect to the restricted 
gaming licence, the Authority is also actively considering what actions should be taken. The 
measures under consideration include (without limitation) those identified in Chapter 4.4 and 4.6 of 
the Report. To assist GamingCo in its approach to the consultation process, the Authority notes 
that it presently considers it important that consultation, and rectification, address (at a minimum) 
the following matters: 
 

 The forensic audit of all of GamingCo and Crown’s accounts; 
 The proposals to be put forward by Mr Blackburn; 
 GamingCo and Crown’s relationship with junket operators; 
 GamingCo and Crown’s proposed remediation action plan and undertakings; 
 Controls on the influence of James Packer and CPH Crown Holdings Pty Ltd; 
 The corporate culture of GamingCo and Crown and its relationship with the Authority; 
 Board renewal; 
 Senior Executive renewal; 
 GamingCo and Crown’s corporate governance; 
 Recovery of the costs of the Inquiry;  
 Amendment to the agreements entered into with GamingCo, Crown and related entities 

under s 142 of the Act; 
 GamingCo’s acceptance of its liability to pay the casino supervisory levy under s 115A of 

the Act; and 
 Agreement that GamingCo, Crown or other any other related entity has no entitlement to 

compensation in respect of any proposed rectification steps or the implementation of the 
recommendations of the Hon. P.A. Bergin SC. 

 
The Authority also puts GamingCo on notice of its position that the Inquiry was necessitated by, 
and was caused or contributed to by, GamingCo’s breach of clause 14(a) of the Agreement.  The 
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