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Winn-A-Bingo operation on the Iowa side to take a firsthand
look at just what that operation is and to give ourselves an
opportunity to really sort through the issue of whether
retrocession is going to make it easier for that s ort o f
operation or more likely for that sort of operation to be
set u p i n Neb r a s ka . And f o r legal reasons as well as I
think factual and experiential reasons, I don't think it is
the case that retrocession i s go in g t o make a g am b l in g
operation more likely than it currently is. The purpose of
these three WHEREAS resolutions is, number one, to recite
current law, current law as interpreted by our Attorrey
General in an opinion that he sent Senato r Conway i n Ju l y
and current law as two or three federals c ourt s o f ap p e a l s
have stated xt. And, secondly, the purpose of those three
W liEREA': pa i i i u s p i c . .u > i ) h e i < I t.bink ~cu s t o s G o l l a n d I ar e
xn total agreement., xs to memorialize and to cement as much
as possible a commitment the tribe has m,ide to us that it is
not going to do that. The tribe, in a resolution passed on
January 8, has indicated that, (A), they will not in any
respect violate any state or federal law i n conduc t i n g a n y
gaming operations on the Nebraska side, and, (B), that they
have utterly no intent of undertaking any such operation at
this time. They argued, Chairman Snake, when t h e J u d i c i ar y
Committee met up in Winnebago, and I have his comments here,
assured the committee that they have absolutely no plans to
u ndertak e g ami ng operations, th at i t wou l d be
c ounter p r o du c t i v e bec a u s e of their operation across the
r ive r a n d i t i s si mp l y not something that is going to be
done. What I wanted to do in these WHEREAS paragraphs was
to take those commitments and those comments and cement them
i nt o t h i s r e so l u t i on so that when the Bur eau of Indian
Affa i r s r ev i e w s t h i s r e so l u t i on , when th e NI T OR ( p hone t i c )
is approving it, they will understand the commitments made,
and t he n w he n we v ot e on the re solution here, we w i l l
understand the commitments made. No w , Se nat o r Gol l i s
correct, this is a very fluid area, the law is changing all
the time but current law in Nebraska, according to our
Attorney General and according to courts of appeals a r ound
the country that h a ve r u le d on t h i s issue, is t h at
r et r o c e s s i o n d oes n ot xn any respect either increase or
decrease the rights or the privileges or the authorities of
Indian tribes to undertake either l egal o r i l l ega l gam i n g
operations. By legal I mean b i ngo w h i c h i s l ega l under
N..braska l aw , b y i l l e g a l I me an s l ot machines wh ic h ar e
illegal under current Nebraska law. That is the current
state of the law and that's clear. That ' s relatively clear,
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