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Stacked deck

Casino- -owning tribes have shown
how their hefty political donations
can trump nonproﬁt competmon.

p V»}mn CHARITIES went up
aga}nst ‘casino-owning Indi-
an tnbes in Sacramento re-
cently, they got schooled in
; : who wields the real political
power. The outcom‘"i serious questlons
about whether Califorhian: meant to forever
gua:antee tribes that ould be 1o mean-
mgful competltlon to theu gambhng operations
" Abill by Sen. Da.lrell Steinberg (D-Sacra-
mento) to allow nonprofit fundraisers to install

electronic bingo machinés was dropped right af-

ter tribes wernit to work against it, protesting
that it would violate a pact with the state giving
‘themi the sole right to slot machines. Then m
the waning days of the leglslatlve session, Sen.’
Gil Cedillo (D-Los:Angeles) gutted a ‘bill on
school lunches and amended it to specifically
forbid anyone besides the tnbes from owning
gambling machmes

Most gaming tribes gave their stamp of
approval to the bill — which also contained a
sop to big charities by aﬂomng them to increase
their bingo prizes, and link bingo players at
separate venues via video and’ within two
weeks of the new language’s introduction, so did

the Leglslat\ue

It’s more than a little tmubhng to sée the
hast;e with _whlch lawmakers, who receive huge
donations from tribes, rush to do their bidding,
The state had been in the process of determin-

! ing the legality of 'chanty bingo machines, but

Cedillo’s bill would end that discussion. Califor-

/' niansshould demand to seeit reopened.

At the time the gammg pacts were made,

"_ bingo machines weren’t commonly available.
‘ Now that-they are, it raises the question of

whether any new technologlcal advances in

: gambling that represent competmon to Indlan

tribes will be banned If so, the state first needs

! an open and public debate on the issue, not a -
quickly packaged and wrapped gift to Indian

gaming.
. Whatever our pletensmns m1ght be to
keepmg atight id on gambling in Cahi‘orma, the
horse is long out of the eastho, By now, S0 many
venues offer gambling of 'so many kinds that
they are continually accusmg each other of hav*
ing unfair competitive advantages — an issue
that charities brought up because Indian gam-
ing has diminished their bingo operations.
Through the state gambling pacts, Indian
casinos pay $100 million a year to the state. In
addltlon, the tribes have donated hundreds of

. thousands of: dollars to legislators this year

alone, California has ]ust gotten a disturbing
demonstration of the clout such sums can buy.
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