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KAMALAD.HARRIS
Attorney General of California
SARA J. DRAKE, State Bar No. 102565
Senior Assistant Attorney General
WILLIAM P. TORNGREN, State Bar No. 58493
Deyuty Attorney General
13001 Street, Suite 125
P.O. Box 944255
Sacramento, CA 94244-2550 -
Telephone: (2916 323-3033
Fax: 3916).3 23-2319 .
E-mail: William.Torngren@doj.ca.gov
Attorneys for Plaintiff State of California

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

BN
N

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, Case No. '14CV2724 AJB NLS
Plaintiff,
ve | COMPLAINT FOR INJUNCTIVE
- NN AND DECLARATORY RELIEF
IIPAY NATION OF SANTA |
YSABEL, also known as SANTA
YSABEL BAND OF DIEGUENO

MISSION INDIANS, a federally-
recognized Indian Tribe, SANTA
YSABEL INTERACTIVE, a tribal
economic development entity, SANTA
YSABEL GAMING COMMISSION,
DAVID CHELETTE, DAVID
VIALPANDO, ANTHONY
BUCARQ, MICHELLE MAXCY,
VIRGIL PEREZ, and BRANDIE
TAYLOR,

Defendants.

The State of California (State) alleges: |
STATEMENT OF THE CASE

- 1. This action seeks appropriate injunctive relief to prevent unlawful Internet

gambling. Defendant lipay Nation of Santa Ysabel, also known as Santa Ysabel

1 Complaint For Injunctive And
Declaratory Relief




Case 3:14-cv-02724-AJB-NLS Document 1l Filed 11/18/14 Page 2 of 14
1 | Band of Diegueno Mission Indians (Tribe), has begun to offer a facsimile of bingo
2 | over the Internet to bettors, who are not located on the Tribe’s Indian lands. In
3 | addition to violating state and federal law, the Tribe’s conduct materially breaches
4 | the tribal-state class III gaming compact (Compact) between the Tribe and the : ;
5 | State. This constitutes an imminent threat to the public health, safety, and welfare |
6 | of the State’s residents, and a threat to good order. Therefore, this Court should
7 | issue orders temporarily restraining, and permanently enjoining, the Tribe’s
8 | offering and conducting Internet gambling in breach of the Compact and in
9 | violation of state and federal law. This Court further should declare that the
1’0 Internet gambling materially breaches the Compact.
11 JURISDICTION AND VENUE
12 2. This Court has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1331 because the
13 | State’s claim arises under federal statutes and the federal common law. This Court
14 | also has ]LlI'lSdlCthl’l pursuant to 25 U. S C.§ 2710(d)(7)(A)(11) because this actlon 1s
15 | initiated by the State to enjoin conduct related to the Tribe’s class III gaming
16 | activity that violates its Compact with the State. This Court further has j‘urisdiction
17 under 31 U.S.C. § 5365(a) because the _State brings this action to prevent and‘
18 | restrain restricted transactions,that violate the Unlawfu1 Internet Gambiing | |
19 Enforcement Act. | “ }V S
20 3 Venue is proper 1n thlS D1strlct because the State S c1a1ms arise from
21 conduct occurring in part, and the underlying Compact is to be performed, in the
22 | Southern District of California.
23 GENERAL ALLEGATION S k
24 The Compact and Walver of Soverelgn Immumty
25 4. On September 8, 2003, the Tribe and the State entered into the Compact
26 pursuant to the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act (IGRA), 25 U.S.C. §§ 2701-2721,
27 | 18 US.C. §§ 1166-1167. A true and correct copy of the Compact is Exchibit 1 to |
28 | this complaint and incorporated by reference; On December 22,‘2-()403, the Compact
e
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became effective upon vits publication in the Federal Register. 68 Fed. Reg. 71131
(Dec. 22, 2003). |
5. Section 2.13.1 of the Compact defines the terms “Santa Ysabel Tribe” or

“Tribe” to include the Tribe, as well as its authorized officials and agencies.
(Compact, 6, § 2.13.1.) Based upon information obtained from the National Indian
Gaming Commission (NIGC), the Tribe’s website, and the press release
announcing the Internet gambling’s launch, the State is informed and believes and,
therefore, alleges that each defendant, other than the Tribe itself, is an official or an
agency of the Tribe, as follows:

a.  Santa Ysabel Interactive is a tribal economic development entity
that operates the Internet gambling.

b.  David Chelette is Santa Ysabel Interactive’s pres1dent

¢.  The Santa Ysabel Tribal Gaming Commission (Gaming
Commlssion) is the tribal entlty that purports to regulate the Internet gambling The
State is informed and believes and, therefore, alleges that the Gammg Commission
isa “Trlbal Gammg Agency W1th1n the meanmg of the Compact. (See Compact
7, § 2.20.)

. Davrd V1alpando is the Gamrng Comm1ssmn S chalrman

e. Anthony Bucaro is the Gammg Commrss1on S gammg/comphance
agent.

f. Michelle Maxcy is the Gaming Commission’s background
investigator. | - |
‘ g.‘ Virgil Perez”is the Tribal Chairman.

h. Brandle Taylor is the Tribe’s Vlce Cha1rwoman

- 6. The Compact establishes the partres rlghts pr1v1leges dutles and
obllgatrons with respect to class III gaming on the Tribe’s Ind1an lands
7. The Compact S purposes and obj ectlves include, among other thmgs

ensuring a fair and honest gaming operation in accordance with IGRA, promoting

3 ' Complaint For Injunctive And
: - Declaratory Relief
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ethical practices, and maintaining a high level of integrity in the Tribe’s gaming.
(Compact, 4, § 1.0.)

8. The Compact provides that the Tribe may combine and operate in its
gaming facility “any kinds of gaming permitted under law, except to the extént
limited under IGRA . . . .” (Compact, 8, § 4.2 (emphasis added).)

9. Section 3.0 of the Compact provides that the Tribe shall not engage in
class III gaming that is }not expressly authorized in the Compact. Under section 4.1,
the Tribe is authorized and permitted to operate (a) gaming devices — i.e., slot
machines, (b) banking and percentage card games, and (c) “any devices or games
that are authorized under state law to the California State Lottery, provided that the
[Tribe] will not offer such games through use of the Internet unless others in the
state are permitted to do so under state and federal law.” (Compact, 8, § 4.1(c)
(emphasis added). | |

| 10. The Compact provides that a tribal gaming agency, as des1gnated under
tribal law, shall conduct on-51te gaming regulatlon and control “in order to enforce

the terms of this Compact [and] IGRA” with respect to the busmess enterprise

| that offers and operates class III gaming act1V1t1es and the facilities that serve that

business enterprise (Compact 22,§7.1 ) The tribal gammg agency is, among
other thmgs to ensure enforcement of all relevant laws and rules and to prevent

illegal activity occurring with regard to the business enterprise that offers and

operates class III gaming activities and within the facilities that serve that business

enterprlse v ‘

- 1L Gammg conducted under the Compact must comply Wlth ordmances
approved in accordance with IGRA. (Compact, 11, § 6.1(a)).) The gaming agency
shall transmit copies of its rules, regulations, and the like, as well as gaming
ordinance amendments; to the California Gamhling Control Commission Within
tWenty days following adoption or amendment. (Compact, 11, § 6.1(c).) Under the
Compact, theTribe is}‘n‘ot to permit persons under the age of"twenty-one years to he

4 Complaint For Injunctive And
: Declaratory Relief
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present in any room or area in which class III gaming activities are conducted.
(Compact, 11, § 6.3.)
12. Section 8.2 of the Compact provides:

. Nothing in this Gaming Compact affects the civil
or criminal jurisdiction of the State under Public Law
280 (18 U.S.C. Sec. 1162; 28 U.S.C. Sec. 1360) or
IGRA, to the extent applicable. In addition, criminal

- jurisdiction to enforce state ambhn% laws is transferred
to the State pursuant to 18 U.S.C. 166(d%, provided
that no Gaming Activity conducted by the Tribe pursuant
to this Gaming Compact may be deemed to be a civil or
criminal violation of any law of the State.

13. The Compact requires that the parties meet and confer in a good faith
attempt to resolve disputes that occur under it. This requirement is “without
prejudice to the right of either party to seek injunctive relief against the other when
circumstanées are deemed to ‘require immediate relief.” (Compact, 27,§9.1.)

- 14. Section 9.4 of the Compact provides for a limited waiver of sovereign

immunity as follows: _ | |
- (a) Inthe event that a dispute is to be resolved in

federal court . . . as provided in this Section 9, the State
and the Santa Ysabel Tribe expressly consent to be sued
therein and waive any immunity therefrom that they may
have provided that: = N |

o (ﬁ) , he-'c.liispute is limited solely to issues arisihg
under this Gaming Compact; o

(2) Neither side makes any claim for monetary

A damages (that is, only injunctive, specific performance, .
.. or declaratory relief is sought); and - :

, (3) No person or entity other than the',Santa o
- Ysabel Tribe and the State is party to the action . . . .

'15. Section 1 1.2.1(6) of ,the Cdmpaét empowers either party fo brihg ah
action in federal court, after pro{/iding a sixty-day written notice 'o-f an opportunity
to curé any allegéd breach, for a decIarafion that the other party hés materially
bfeached the Compact. Upon issuance of that declaration, the complaining party
unilaterally may terminate the Compact. |

5 | S Complaint For Injunctive And
Declaratory Relief
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Tribal Gaming Under IGRA
16, Congress passed IGRA to provide avstatutory basis for the operation of
gambling by Indian tribes. Among other things, IGRA created the NIGC.

17. IGRA restricts tribal gaming to “Indian lands,” which include Indian
reservations and lands held in trust by the United States for the benefit of any
Indian tribe. 25 U.S.C. § 2703(4). IGRA does not authorize tribal gaming outside
of Indian lands. See 25 U.S.C. § 2710(b)(1), (d)(1).

18. IGRA divides tribal gaming'vinto three classifications: class I, which
involVes traditional forms of tribal gaming and social games solely for minimal
prizes; class II, which is bingo meeting certain criteria and some card garnes; and
class III, which is all forms of gaming that are not class I or class II. 25 U.S.C. §
2703(6), (7), (8). Class 111 gaming includes banking card games, electronic
facsimiles of any game of chance, and slot machines of any kind. 25 U.S.C. §
2703(7)(B) “The NIGC defines an electromc facs1m1le to be “a game played in an
electronic . format that repllcates a game of chance by mcorporatmg all of the
character1st1cs of the game, except When for bingo . . the electromc format

broadens part1c1pat10n by allowmg mult1ple players to play Wlth or agalnst each

i other rather than with or agamst a machme ” 25 C.F. R § 502.8.

19. Class I gamlng activities are lawful on Ind1an lands only if the activities
are (a) authorized by a tribal ordmance or resolut1on approved by the NIGC’s chair,
(b) located in a state that permits such gaming, and (c) conducted inconformance
with a tribal-state compact. 25 U.S.C. 7100, |

- 20. IGRA waives sovere1gn 1mmun1ty with respect to, and confers federal

- district court _]UI‘ISdlCthl‘l over, “any cause of actlon initiated by a State or Indian

tr1be to enjoin class III gaming act1v1ty located on Indlan lands and conducted in

Vlolat1on of any Trlbal State compact.” 25 U S C. § 2710(d)(7)(A)(11)

6 _ Complamt For InJunctwe And
: Declaratory Relief
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Unlawful Internet Gambling

21. The Unlawful Internet Gambling Enforcement Act of 2006 (UIGEA), 31
U.S.C. §§ 5361-5367, defines unlawful Internet gambling as placmg, recelvmg, or

otherwise transmitting a bet or wager by any means that involves the Internet
“where such bet or wager is unlawful under any applicable Federal or State law in
the State or Tribal lands in which the bet is initiated, re.ceived, or otherwise made.”
31 U.S.C. § 5362(10)(A). |

| 22. The UIGEA contains an intrastate exception for bets or wagers that (a)
occur exclusively within a single state, (b) are expressly authorized by state law, (c)
are subject to state law or regulation requiring verifications “reasonably designed to
block access to minors and persons located out of” the state, and (d) do not violate
any provisions of enumerated federal laws 1nclud1ng IGRA. 31 US.C.§
5362(10)(B).

23. The UIGEA contains an 1ntra—tr1ba1 exception for bets or wagers that (a)
occur excluswely W1th1n a smgle tr1be s Indian lands as deﬁned by IGRA (b) are
authorized by ordlnance and, for class III gamlng, a compact, (c) are subject to an
ordinance that includes verifications “reasonably designed to block access to
mmors and persons located out of the apphcable Tribal lands,” and (d) do not
Vlolate IGRA 31 U.S.C. § 5362(10)(C). |

24. The UIGEA prohibits a person engaged in the business of betting or
wagering from knowmgly accepting credit, electronlc fund transfers, checks, or the
proceeds of any other form of ﬁnan01a1 transactlon in connectlon with another
person’s partlelpatmn in unlawful Internet gambhng 31 U. S.C. § 5363.

25. The UIGEA confers or1g1na1 and exclusive federal district court
Jur1sdlct10n to prevent and restram prohibited transactlons 31 U.8.C. § 5365 (a)
The UIGEA allows a state to pursue the remedies pr0V1ded under its compact w1th

respect toa prohlblted transaction that “allegedly has been or will be 1n1t1ated

7 Complaint For Injunctive And
. Declaratory Relief
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received, or otherwise made on Indian lands (as that term is defined in [25 U.S.C. §
2703(4)]).” 31 U.S.C. § 5365(b)(3)(A)(ii).

California Gambling Laws

26. The California Constitution broadly prohibits lotteries. Cal. Const. art.
IV, § 19(a). It allows for the Californ,ia State'Lottery and bingo games for |
charitable purposes. Cal. Const. art. IV, § 19(c), (d). It also allows the negotiation
and legislative ratiﬁoation of tribal-state gaming'compacts for the operation of slot
machinves and for the conduct of lottery gandes and banking and pei‘centage games
by federally recognized tribes on Indian lands in California. Cal. Const. art. IV, §
19(). The State’s Legislature has found and declared that unregulated gambling
enterprises are inimical to the public health, safety, welfare, and good order. Cal.
Bus. & Prof. Code § 19801(d)

217. Cahfornla S statutory prohlbltlons relatlng to gambhng as they ex1sted on
November 6, 1984 have been constitutionalized. Hotel Employees and Restaurant
Employees [m‘ 1 v. Davis, 21 Cal. 4th 585, 605-06 (1999) ‘California statutes make
settmg up and drawmg a lottery, sellmg or furnishing a chance in a lottery, and
aldmg or a331stmg in those acts, crimes. Cal. Penal Code §§ 320 321, 322,

Cahfomla Penal Code section 337a broadly pl‘OhlbItS keepmg a place w1th devwes

| for the purpose of recording any bets or wagers, reoelvmg anything of Value bet or

Wagered recordmg bets Or Wagers, or offermg or acceptlng any bets or wagers
Prevallm g upon a person, through mv1tat10n or dev1oe to Vlslt a place kept for the
purpose of lllegal gamblmg isa oume Cal Penal Code § 318 Evezy place used
for the purpose of ﬂlegal gamblmg is a nuisance. Cal, Penal Code § 11225(a)(1).

28. In the years to]lowmg its oreatlon pursuant to the Cali forma Constltutlon
the Calltomta State Lottery has offered games the names of Wthh 1ncluded
“bingo.” These games 1nclude w1thout limitation, “Bmgo Boxes,” “Blackout
Bingo,” “Diamond Bingo,” and “Bmgo Tlmes 5.” No California State Lottery |
game is permltted to be otf ered through the Internet.

8 Complaint For Injunctive And
’ Declaratory Relief




Case 3:14-cv-02724-AJB-NLS Document 1 Filed 11/18/14 Page 9 of 14

29. California laws regarding charitable bingo require that each participant in

a game be physically present at the time and place where the game is being

conducted. E.g., Cal. Penal Code § 326.5(m). California laws regarding charitable
bingo generally prohibit uslng electronic or video displays in connection with the
game of bingo. E.g., Cal. Penal Code § 326.5(0). California does not expressly
authorize Internet bingo as required for UIGEA’s intrastate exceptton 31US.C. §
5362(10)(B).
‘The NIGC’s Interpretations
30. Interpreting IGRA, the NIGC has determined that bingo, or a bingo-like

game, has three elements: (a) it is played for prizes with cards bearing numbers or
other designations; (b) multiple players cover the numbers when objects, similarly
numbered, are drawn or electronically determined; and (c) the game is won by the
ﬁrst person covermg a previously designated arrangement of numbers. Based on
these elements, the NIGC has determined that bingo requ1res participation beyond
h1tt1ng a start button and havmg numbers covered The NIGC further has
determmed that allowrng a game system to cover the blngo card, rather than the
player 1ncorporates all character1st1cs of the game of bingo into an electronic “
machine and system, and renders such a system an electronic facsimile.

31. Interpretlng IGRA the NIGC has oplned that if a particular aid to a game
becomes a necessrty, or encompasses all the aspects of a partrcular game, 1t ceases
to be a technologlcal a1d and becomes an electronic facsimile,

32. Because IGRA gamrng is llmlted to Indian lands, the NIGC con31stent1y
has concluded that tribes maklng Internet gambhng avallable to persons not located
on Indian lands violate IGRA.

The Tribe’s Internet Gambllng Is Accessible Outside its Indian Lands

33 On or about November 3, 2014 the Trlbe began to offer a facsrmlle of
blngo over the Internet to bettors, elghteen years or older, without regard to whether
they are located on the Tr1be S Indlan lands. Under the Trlbe s facsimile, bettors

9 A Complaint For InJunctlve And
: - . Declaratory Relief
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use the Internet and log into the Tribe’s bingo website (www.desertrosebingo.com).

The bettors place a bet by withdrawing money from accounts. Bettors fund their
accounts by credit card or other electronic funds transfer. The Tribe knowingly
accepts such funds. After the bet is placed, the game system plays the game
including covering the bingo card and determining the winner. The bettor’s
partlcrpatlon is limited to electing the amount to bet and how many cards to play in
any game. | | o

34. Based upon tribal representatives’ representations, the State is informed
and believes and, therefore, alleges that the servers for, or other equipment integral
to, the Tribe’s Internet gambling are located on the Tribe’s Indian lands. The State
further Ais informed and believes and, therefore, alleges that the Tribe claims that
some portlon if not all, of the Internet gambling occurs on its Indian lands

35. Persons WhO are not located on the Tribe’s Indran lands can open “
accounts and part1c1pate in the Tr1be S Internet gamblmg The State S 1nvest1gators
opened an account and part101pated in the Trlbe s Internet gambhng from off of the
Trlbe 'S Indlan lands

36 Based upon the NIGC S websne and responses to 1nqu1r1es, the State is

: 1nformed and believes and, therefore alleges that the Tribe’s gaming ordmance, as

approved by the NIGC’s chair, does not expressly authorize Internet bets or wagers
and the method by Wthh they are initiated and recelved or otherw1se made. The
State further is informed and believes and, therefore, alleges that the Tribe’ s
gammg ordinance, as approved by the NIGC’s cha1r does not 1nclude age and
locatron Verlﬁcauon requlrements reasonably designed to block access to minors
and persons located outside the Tribe’s Indian 1ands The State also is 1nformed

and believes and, therefore alleges that the Tribe’s gamlng ord1nance as approved

. by the NIGC’s chair, does not include approprrate data secur1ty standards to prevent

unauthorrzed access by any person whose age and current locatlon has not been

'- verlﬁed. Fmally, the State is informed and believes and, therefore, alleges that the

10 ' Complaint For Injunctive And
S - . - Declaratory Relief
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Tribe’s ordinances, as approved by the NIGC’s chair, do not include provisions
required to meet any intra-tribal exception under the UIGEA. | |

37. The Compact does not expressly authorize Internet bets or wagers and the
method by which they are initiated and received or otherwise made. The Compact
does not include age and location verification requirements reasonably designed to
block access to minors and persons located outside the Tribe’s Indian lands. The
Compact does not include appropriate data security standards to prevent
unauthorized access by any person whose age and current location has not been
verified. The Compact thus does not include provisions required to meet any intra-
tribal exception under the UIGEA. |

The Meet and Confer Process

38. In July 2014 1nformatlon appeared i in the gaming press and gambhng

e blogs that the Trlbe 1ntended to “launch real money onllne poker” in California

within a short tlme On July 14, 2014 the State sent a letter to the Tribe requestlng '
that the parties meet and confer concermng whether the Tribe’s planned Internet
gambhng materlally breached the Compact That letter also referred to Internet
blngo |

39. By letter dated July 17, 2014 the Tribe rejected the State’s request to
meet and confer. The Tribe responded that it intended to offer only online poker,

and not Internet blngo conducted from servers located on tribal lands. The Tribe

: clalmed that its prospectlve Internet gambling was not covered by the Compact.

" The Tribe advised that it had no intention of dlscussmg with the State any federal

statutes, including IGRA and the UIGEA
FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Breach of Compact)

40. The State realleges and 1ncorporates by reference each and every

allegatron set forth above in paragraphs 1 through 39

11 ‘ Complaint For Injunctive And
' : Declaratory Relief
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41. Under the Compact, the Tribe agreed not to engage in class III gaming
that is not expressly authorized by the COmpact and not to conduct gaming to the
extent limited under IGRA. The Tribe further agreed not to offer, by using the
Internet, games authorized to the California State Lottery unless others in California
were permitted to do so under state and federal law. The Tribe also agreed to
control its class III gaming so as to enforce the Compact’s terms and IGRA and to
prevent illegal activity in operating class III gaming activities. Furthermore, the
Tribe agreed that its class lII gaming would comply with ordinances approved in
accordance with IGRA and would not be available to persons under twenty-one
years old.

~ 42. The Internet gambling alleged in this Complaint is class Il gaming not
authonzed by the Compact is not conducted in accordance with IGRA and is

1llegal under state and federal laws. Among other thmgs the Tr1be s Internet

vgambllng constltutes unlawful Internet gambhng and V1olates W1thout l1m1tat10n

California Penal Code sect1ons 318, 320 321, 322 337a, 326. S(m) and 326 5(o)
Add1t1onally, the Tribe’s Internet gambllng does not comply w1th ord1nances
approved in accordance wrth,IGRA and is available to persons under twenty-one
years old. - . .

43. By the act1ons alleged in this Complamt the Tmbe materlally breached,
and contlnues to breach the Compact

44, The facts alleged in this Complamt demonstrate that emergency rellef is

- required to ma1nta1n the publrc health and safety and general good order. The facts

alleged in this Complalnt further demonstrate that the State is ent1tled to 1nJunct1ve

| rellef asa result of the Tr1be S materlal breach of the Compact

45 By th1s Complarnt and pursuant to Compact sectlon 11.2. l(c) the State |
gives the Tr1be wrltten not1ce of an opportunlty to cure its. breach of the Compact
If the Tribe does not cure w1th1n sixty days the State is entltled to a declaration that
the Tribe has materially breached the Compact.

12 Complaint For Injunctive And
Declaratory Relief
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SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Unlawful Internet Gambling)

46. The State realleges and incorporates by reference each and every
allegation set forth above in paragraphs 1 through 45.

47. The Internet gambling offered by the Tribe is unlawful Internet gambhng
under the UIGEA. ‘ '

- 48. The Tribe is engaged in the business of betting and wagering under the
UIGEA. | |

49. In connection with the Internet gambling that it offers and other persons’
participation in that gambling, the Tribe knowingly has accepted, and is accepting,
credit, the proceeds of credit, electronic fund transfers, and other funds and monies
denominated in 31 U.S.C. § 5363.

50. The State has authority to enforce the Compact' and the Tribe has waived
sovereign 1mmun1ty with respect to such enforcement. The Compact provides
authority for the State to 1n1t1ate enforcement proceedmgs The UIGEA authorizes
such proceedlngs in connectlon Wlth the unlawful Internet gambllng offered by the
Trlbe | |
| 51 “The facts alleged in this Complaint demonstrate that emergency relief is
requlred to maintain the pubhc health and safety and general good order and to
restram the Tribe’ s violation of the UIGEA. The facts alleged in thrs Complaint
further demonstrate that the State is entltled to mjunctrve rehef asa result of the
Tr1be s violation of the UIGEA. , H

PRAYER AND RELIEF REOUESTED

WHEREFORE the State prays that:

1. This Court enter a temporary restramlng order and prehmmary and

permanent 1n3unct10ns pI'Ohlbltll’lg the defendants, mcludmg thelr ofﬁcers agents,

servants, employees and persons actlng under any defendant’s direction and

13 Complaint For Injunctive And
. - Declaratory Relief
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1 | control, from offering and operating Internet gambling in violation of the Compact,
2 | IGRA, and the UIGEA.
3 2. This Court declare that the Tribe has materially breached the Compact,
4 | that the Tribe has failed to cure the breach within sixty days of written notice, and
5 | that the State may exercise all rights, powers, and privileges aécorded it with
6 | respect thereto including, without limitation, the right to terminate the Compact;
7 3. This Court enter such further orders and judgments as it deems
8 | appropriate. | o - ) o
9 | Dated: November 18, 2014 : 'ReSpectfully submitted,
10 KAMALA D. HARRIS
i ﬁmey]) girgal of California ;
. Senior Assistant Attorney General |
13
» /s/ WILLIAM P. TORNGREN
15 . WILLIAMP. TORNGREN _
"' ~Deputy Attorney General :
16 Attorneys for Pl}c,zmtzﬁ’ State of Calzforma
17 |
18
19
E 20
| 21
, 22
23
24
25
26
27
28
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