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To:  Natlonal indiarr Gaming Commissian

Eram: My Martin § Frua _..rn_-:..ﬂ_.. Kicleanan Triha af Oklahama ﬁuaahn:a:.:ﬁﬂ_._:

TRy = Lt =sesssinmatianl

Date: _umrEmJ. 11,2011
Re: ~ FINAL COMMENTS - mi:ﬁio..w *2 mﬁ_:mz__m n_.n NIGC Zozﬂ om Inquiry and wmﬁﬂn for information

The z_mn review m__o_._r_ be focused os

- supportive.

The MIGC regulations m_._n m.mannam should deal with E:nnauai falrness, due aann&. and u_d.nn:o: of __._&snzm_ and Tribal :m_..u in the
context of E_m__sn _.ow:_una_d o,_a_.m.n_.: enforcement, and approvals.

‘The above umimﬁa sac_._ —.mcm the mmon. of making _&m work of :.m z_mn ncau_nao:g .p._.a 8_ _m borative ____E._ ._._m __1:52 _.mmc_mnoa

.. _"mam..u_ Bmc_mzozm and mﬂ:n_ n_.a.m need to be complimentary and

P.002
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50215 = ‘Management Contract
. This is NOT a priority ftem,

(1) Should the definition be exparided to Include any contract that pays a fee based ona
% of gaming revenue? : ) |

" a. NO. This would be an improper and unauthorized expansion of the NIGC's

. approval powers. Further, fees pald, as a % of gaming revenue does not by

liself constitute a management contract. The NIGC should foliow IGRA In all

| {2) shouid the caiculation tnclude reimbursement of expenses and development and

. other nongaming management fees - “acceptable compensation”?

a. NO. This profiosal makes no sense because the refmbursement of expenses
would not quallfy as compensatiori under GAAP and general business
principles. The jurisdiction of the MIGC to approve agreements does not
extend to agreements that are not callateral 10 a management contract, The

" NIGC shotid follow IGRA In all it’s considerations

, .G.-, Having ralsed -_.r i&nc_-q area for possible regulatory actian, if the __-_on mu_n__.-n. _ .

. .nu..mﬂn._Eoga!wo_ﬁn.mw%-%agniﬂaiolﬂai?ﬂgr
decislonls advisable. = . . . _ -

_ B -| {4) Yaur statements should refiect how Gaming Tribes will benefit!

0Mf31/2041 - 19230,3836 -
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502.16 - . | Net zﬂoscam
' | Thisls zo._.» EE:.E_E:. v

(1) Should the definftion of “Net Revenues” be revised to be consistent with GAAP?
a. Whie it might be gaod practice to the extert cansistant with §2703 (9) to

conform calculations ta GAAP, the statue defines Net Revenue and the NIGC
does not have authrority to change the definition.

b The NIGC needs to explain to Tribes how 4& _E__m:a ...:wma as &._nanm Isnot

n_un_ommu beside reflecting GAAP, _
(2) Sho c_n_ z:ua be a separate definition for “allowable uses"? -
a. There Is no E.EEE Esuaf 10 e__n:_n the definitions Enmq (GRA.- H_H

16 Having ﬂ.—o__sﬁ E:E._n;in ?.. uuﬂﬁ_n --Ens_e mnno? i Eo NIGC ._no___l
to proceed or otherwise set this asida, a claar statement as to the reasons for .E__

~ declsion Is advisable and needed to maintaln continuity for Tribes.

TS 0 |Fess

. ._...m _..zoq.uas_a_....__

: Pria _._H*u_. Fs _-me:.a:n ano._:wn
¢ uﬁ»ma.

. {1)- Fiscal vs. Calendar year for fee calculation?

a. Tribes should be allowed to eléct elther method. Fiscal year nu_o_.__a_ ons
 should accommodate Tribal business practices.

b. 1GRA outlines the collectlon of fees quarterly and allows Tribes n.munaa to

~ adopt system that fits thelr need. :
(2) Implementation ti meframes?
4. The NIGC current Regulations clearly expiains how to ca _2_u$ fees, as ?m 5
_ are based on last year revenues, It Is hased off _mzh on a quarterty’ basis

which covers both fiscal and calendar year.

| t3) shoutd the definition of “Gross Gaming Revenues” be revisad to be consistent with

GAAP?
T B .E_o statue n_nanom Gross Revenue and the NIGC does ngt have authorlty to
k. Prlorto NIGC, all tribes were Ss_m_,ma by A-133 that does not have GAAP
- requirements. IGRA allowed for Tribes to folowlng normal accounting used

01/31/2011 - 197303836
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Comment
by Tribes ,

14\ Elnocarneint fase?
cngaerprint leess

Lt}

{c)There Is no need to do this w... regulation; rathera w.:.an.:_ that sets out the process, -

w.

This is a useful service provided to the Tribes. It should allow for Tribes if
oq&__uanu,-u approved to run vendors as primary IGRA Is to keep out

corruption.

[GRA requires a law 3?-8._5:" agency to run back grounds, the NIGC
currently uses FBi to fulfill the law. If FBI has concerns about meeting: a._n_.q
mission as members of working group they should consult with tribes!

procedures, and fees s all that s needed. The Bulbetin can be updated and revised as
needed. .
(5) Late payment system vs. NOV?

. a

A late payment system is preferable over the current Eun._nm of _ﬂ___:n an
NOV. The NOV sh ould be retained as a final action if necessary, The late

payment system should include a grace perlod before assessing late penaities

ete. A revised _.muiﬁ_o: 3_5 n_mi« slate with-supporting namuano glvenvia
Bulletins.

b, Thisareals of na% interest to Tribes. A lale payment ...ﬁﬂa zsn is

nﬂ._éa_m:u_:u and clear with due process uBBn..o__ woidd beé a great step

. forward In the relationship the NIGC has with Tribes.
_ IGRA aliows Chalrman the flexibility to do what ks an.n for z_an and ._._.EE. A

Tribes ask for (s falmess In an-__:au_

01/31/2011 - 19230.3836
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e -ﬂ l-.l-._.-l.li_.
THIS 19 A FIGO 0

Seif Regulation of Class Il _

* | (1) How can this section _Eaunu to be less u:..._w_._uaams comply with and should it be

revised?
a. The NIGC should revise these regu _mzo__m 50 as o make’ Ezu! the steps to

Self Regulation as clear as possible and not punitive in nature. The current
§518 Is not conslstent with the Statute §2710{(c)(4).

b. The factars should be those contained in §2710{c){4) and be welghted to take

into S:«Eﬂ.ﬁ_o: years of operating with Integrily, honesty, and the

* Eu_msn..ﬂzns ‘of a comprehensive Trlbal regulatory regime. The |
" Independent audit conducted by the Tribes nvp should serve as the basls for
_the accounting/process review and determination of financtal soundness.

self-regulation 1s a hallmark of soverelgnty nan ought to be Euua..sn and

_ ‘encauraged by this mmum not suppressed, .
" it Is suggested that the NIGC adogt 8 negotlated rute making pracess for
aending these provislons sa as to give Tribes a full voice and to creste a | -
transparent process end récord.
Having valsed this particular area for possible .l:_u_ui unu_:_ if tha MGC | -
decides to-proceed or atherwise set this aside, a clear stalemant as to the .
* reasans for such n-n__.! Is advisable and needed Ean_a.u_:naa@__n_ﬂ*ﬂ y
" Trbes.
. e 1GRA needs to be followed as Yo fees colected from un_q.znn&n_o_.. a5
‘25%of 4% has to be collected, E.n_ current =an=_n¢2.a at end __Fn not met

requirements of IGRA,

)

-| Service

| See §539 below

01/31/2011 - 192303636
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523

"I Review and Approval of Existing

Fa T | -~
Ordinances or Resolutions

T2} Should this section be efiminated becsuse it anly applied o ordinances enacted prior .

to January 19937 .
a. No, IGRA requires the Chalrman of the NIGC this duty to epprove and

524

ek

This Is NOT a priarity item.
: . disapprove ordinances. | don't think the date of 1993 makes a ordinance less
effective, as Tribes are Primary Regulators and have to follow ail laws end
regulations, so must NIGC| . .
See §539 below

@1/31/2011 - 192303636
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| Beguiation Title __ Comment
531 Coflateral Agreements (1) Should the NIGC .BEEE. whether or not it has the pawer to approve collateral
agreements to determine f the cumulative effect of such agreements violates the

ThisisNOT n.ﬂ__,_._ozz_g?

sale proprietary provisions of IGRA? .
 a. The NIGC currently has the authority to require submisslon and review of all

~ docurhents that are collateral agreements to a Mansgement Contract. It Is
unlikely that a regulatory definition will anticlpate all of the possible

bulletins dealing with topic taking tnto account the effect of the submissions

. already acted upon by the NIGC and the practice and hody of faw that has
" developed asa result. _ g . o5
{2) Sole Proprietary Interest has historically been a lightening rod for both Tribes and
non-tribal interests when attempting to form business relstionships. The Ad Hoc

- nature of the historical NIGC ap proach has not brought clarity, thus {eaving the field
open and subject to uncertalnty. The most visihle result to date Is the decision and
fallout form the Lac du Flambeau case. ; T y
a, The NIGC has taken on a burden since this case of lssulng dedlination letters

" gre’ not avallable to thie public, so guldance is again lacking and the void
continues. . _ ;& .

b. Having a definition wouid in some ways help the market place, but also runs
the risk of shutting the door an many business deals that, glven specific risks
u:ﬂ.oﬂznhwﬁ_l&u factors, will fikely not fit into the definition ar exceptions.

~ Aregulation by its nature must be definite, aven with exceptions, and as such
cannot take inta account the limitless permutations business risk and reward

drcumstances_ and conditions _.__a,nq which future frianagement contracts |-
_ might be negotiated. [t may be a better practice to eliminate or revise current |

spedfic to each set of agreements presented. c:_“o.-p_:nﬁ_ﬁ. these decisions

can come up with. Therefore, the desire for a definition comes with a cost,

E_WET. Emakm..m

7
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“one that Tribes and the market liely wiil not find acceptable.
¢ Given the above the following suggestions may form the basis for a solutlon
that will address bath long and short term needs:

L

. ._.‘..

L

wiske all declination, refection, or approval jetters available to the
pubfic (with appropriate redactions}. :

take all declinatlon, rejection, or approval letters final Agency Actian
so that the parties have recourse and so that a body of Jurisprudence
may develop. . . : - .
Perhaps limiting the review and potential reguiatlon to a definition of

" “Primary Beneficlary” would be helpful and glve enough guldance for |
: the development_ of a jurisprudential approach. it would also |

necassarily Involve a statement on the limits of “revenue sharing” In

light of the Rincan Case and the dedision by DOI disappraving the
* Habematalel Pomo 6f Upper Lake compact. ~ - - .

Begin a process of camprehensive review of the tapic, conducted In

conjunction with Tribes. The raview would take into account Tribal | -

. exgarlence, experts In the evakation of risk/reward snd econormics,
"7 business experlence, and the NIGC history -of advisory ‘opinlons,

“among other factors, The goal should be to develop guldelines to be

" . published In a Bulletin.

4. One last observation - the development of strict criterta for sole proprletary | -

interests published, as a regulation ‘would be a continuation of the

paternallstic policies of the federal gavernment toward Tribes. Regardless, If

the NIGC wants to pursue this it must be done in conjunction with Tries.

e IGRA mokes It clear on priority interest and sets 70-30 or 6040 In two |

sactlons of IGRA, One deals with Management agreements and ather with

- individual run operations. The Creek Courts taok up Issue between Tribe and

' Cammunities, | suggest you read asit held to 1GRAI

01/31/2011 - 192303836
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533

Approval of Management Contracts
This Is NOT a prioxity ltem.

. b. M the desire to give notice ta Tribes and the market that a trustee standard

_ .E Suggest that 2 grounds for disapproval be added - (a) not .Eu.sﬁm_,_,_a, accordance

{1) Should this section add standards for the trustee standard as-a basis for disapproving

management contracts? _ .
a. The trustee standard within the federal gavernment has proven to be at best
- a moving standard - cloaked In the sole discretion -of the delegated
adminlstrator. At worst, the trustee standard has been used as a-shield for
misuse, missppropriation, misanthropy, and out and out thlevery toward
Tribes. As such, any attempts to codify this standard are fraught with dangers

and may be viewed thraugh a less than welcome perspective.

Sl henceforth be an additional factor in the approval of a.management
, contract, it waild be preferable to do so by issulng a Bulletin, .

Il Give exampies of how these factors may be applied . ;
1. This Is necessary for Tribes and business to apply the standard to

- . futuretransactions.
- govemment toward Tribes

; E.E,_ the requirements of 6533 and (b) .w._a:__u...a: does not Gaﬁ_.—,qs_..._ﬁsga of
-§531. , ,

a. If the submission does not fully meet the requirements of §533 or §531 then

it should be-held and no work be done for a specified period of time, with

the submitters then disapproval can be the resuit.

. Setfarth factors that make up the trustee standard for the NIGC Chalr |

c. ‘This-wauld be a continuation of the paternalistic policles of the federal |

notice to the submitting parties. [f the time pericd expires with no actlon by

b, This should be clarifled via a Bulletin.

1/31/2011 - 192303836
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NIGC

_ Regulation Jitle Comment
: e o= i . c. IGRA sets forth your standard as Trustee, as It sets the Standard at uo.wn or
_ i 60-40%, If contracts meet definition and Tribes and parties agree, NIGC can’
_ offer suggestions but cannot refuse approval, if standards meet and are
, s o 1 ; DB mmamus _
- 537 | Background Investigat| ons for Personsor | (1) mze.,._n_ changes be made to clarify the subm!| unn__. -mnc_..u_._._o:w for Class If m_a Class
_ | Entivies with a Financlal Interest In, oF Il background _NEE»_BE:%
having Management Responsibility for, a- _a Yes, :
= z_m._mwn_.:n:n Contract b. Any changes 3 §537 It should be to make definitions and dlsclosures as
d._. 1s :n_.u -!oi« fem. ~_ consisténtwith other ume.nﬂu rules as ﬁosz:m For o__s_:uﬁza SECand
other financlal Ema_:aé agencles have disclosure thresholds and .
* requirements; NIGC should to the extent possible and n_:m_n.ma with IGRA
; mlrror those other agency anc__damaw
88 - buaﬁw : {1) Should the NIGC consider more comprehensive and detalled _procedural ° rules
‘This w zuq a _52.5 _83 addressing 3 sarvice of process and comiputation of time - §519; {b) intervention by

3" parties; (c) motion practice and briefings; and (d) the nature nqsznmn submission
Cn m_.;o-nm:.ﬁ_: appeals. -
Ves. It would be good practice to formally naou. uanm%a_ rules. dﬁ
- underlying prindple should be the guarantee of due process. The NIGC should,
adopt process and procedures that require it to conduct regular periodic
meetings where a record is made and final agency action is taken. .
b, The NIGC should also adopt rules and procedures. that require a ‘written
record be maintained of all meetings and ‘avallable to the affected partles.
- This record wauld also be mﬁan ble for 3..:5_ _uanmm%._n and iitigation,

01/31/1081 - 192303836
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54z | ClassIMICS
. | Tems S ApRI

- | (2) what are the implications? -

(1) Should this section be struck and repiaced with recommended guidelines
a. Therels a diversity of opinion an this issie. Some Tribakstate compacts make
" reference to'§542 and as sich are part of regulatory framework approved In -
the comipact, This |s where the argument has most strongly been made that
- §542 must be updated. - . .
b. There s a view that §542 can be updated by .
I. Steting clearly that the pravislons are advisory anly uﬁ, that specific .
 Trlbes may chaose to adopt the regulations along with NIGC oversight
by written agreement. This would require continuzl updating and
" revislon of §542.(Timeframe avery3toSyears) =
fl. Anctherview Is that §542 state the above with the addition that the
. provisions wil be Issued as guldelines In a Bulletin. The Bulletin will be
regularly updated based on Input from Tribes and other affected
partles {Tribes adopt standards consistent with IGRA} .

~a. This process énvisioned In (1){b}{Il) sbove would mare closely resemble the
way that Nevads works with the industry to keep rules current and relevant.
b. Standards could be submitted that TERA approve to meet Compacts with
States and meet Industry Standards! .

T 543 | ClassHMICS .

) Tuis IS A PRIORITY (TEM.

) How should these regutations be reviewed and revised?

a. Yes. : : :
b, Afirst step In the process should be to withdraw the current §543 regulations

and/or suspend any enforcement of the segulations. The cuirent §543 Is In
need of total replacement. _

¢ Tribes, as Primary Regulators, should develop Internal Controls, that reflect il

a1/31/2011- 19230.3836
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_ areas 5.2 uanonnauﬂ..,m of the tribe. This could _uoao:m 5_9 mﬁ:nﬂ& that
" reflact the protection of Tribes assets. AsClasslisa Impcrtant asset to all
tribes and we know what areas requlre we should submit suggestions that
best reflect that duty. The current MICS is not a minimum afl you have to do is
took at your NIGC checklist and review MICS audits and you will seel
E What i§ the appropriate ste &:m _...o_aw _.E this review (which document/draft should
" be used)?
a. The Tribal Gaming Eu;&ﬁ Group has _am.::mn the fast published NIGC nan
an by the tast Tribal Advisory Committee as the mnun__.a point,
b. > broad approach to IGRA, and a standard can be used to fulfifl this
" requirement. The NIGC needs to look to primary an_.__n.ua for m:Eu:R as.
they _“_.___.__ thelr role qu__q :

547

| Clas TWiTS for mﬁi Ecﬂama

This. _.mpmm_o._ﬁ WEM.

(1) Should these Bmc_ﬂsﬁ be revised and __. so, what process u_a_._ﬁum used? -

-8 Yes- i
b. The current §547 Is In =mon of revisions and nrzaﬂ_n_o:u

¢ Tribes have formed a working group that Is preparing a zc_umm §547tobe
‘adopted by Tribes and to be recommended to the NIGC.
- d. Tribes are wtiting Ctass I} standards that fulfil Ctass i in all aspects. ._.__n z_mn

- “shoutd look at this concept.

. 556 -

- ..mnnxm_dcan 55&%5 -2. :Bza_._n
: ._.__w is zo._. a !_a_._e Item,

| E msoin_ the pllot program for submission and !.enma_._a of :._nmaz.__w 5-2&_ n__m

NIGC be formallzed with regulations? -
a. Yesand No

. @ necessary and vital enforcement tool used by Tribal Gaming Regulators.
c. The NIGC cantinued fachitation of fingerprinting rescurces of the F8i [s vital

_ and should he made 2 part of the regulatory framework of the NIGC.
d. [tis dear that u__.:avam and concluslon must be submitted for any finger E._aﬂ

b. The pllot vama:. has been a success In .:.__E_ and NIGC cooperation. it (s also |

. tobe Snn_.ﬁn If you read your regulations it leaves no. doubt that a pliot -

D1/31/2014 - 192303636
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_ comment

program Lhat contalns the twa factors Is allowablel

New

A al £e e msmen (elrmamy

T___u-ﬁﬂ—._::__:ﬁ T fevii-raginialy

This Is. NOT a priority tem.

Management Officlals or Key Employees

ﬂ-.._._:r»a:nmi!zﬁn«anﬂmun nﬁimasmaﬂ_%ﬁﬂoﬂsgfsnmsn.
other ‘non-employees that have access to the gaming aperations?
a. Yes, If requested by Tribes. This cannot be a mandate from the NiGC; .E bes
must request such ==un:ﬂ_=n ﬁaﬁue on a case-by-case bas's and conslstent
- with Tribal regulations or ordiances.
b. This wiR require close cooperaticn between the NIGC and Tribes _= o_.nm_.no
be certain the procedural requirements of the _ﬁ_ are adhered to aswellas
- the NIGC and Tribal regulations.
c. Ifthe NIGC has approved Gaming ordinance that -anc_au Eﬂ n_d::nu on
these individuals and tribes has su bmittad funds, the NIGC should honor. i

n._muqn&_m__:_

FB) has ralsed Issue, they should read _m_ap Ea consult with .Euma to 3_.5% |

559

| Facility License Notifications, Renewals,

and Submissions
This (s NOT 3 priority item,

() Should the section be revised and If o, what process should be utlized?

a. Yes. : .
b. There Isa view that the current §559 Is outside the autharity of the NIGC and

- has great potential to create another CRIT llke situation tfand when

enfarcement actions are ﬂwn:
¢ Itisthe view of some that §559 should be withdrawn ma&u«g_u:naman

28@?..& until En__ time 3s substantial revisions ar replacement can be

=:u¢£ﬂu-nmsumm

13
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__Comment

"

take any actions, etc. A comprehensiva review and rewrite ks required so as to’

‘fevised and the Issuance a_“ a series of ai_mnwﬁ o Baum% __E&Bu would

 Having ralsed this vuz_n..ﬁ._. area for uaﬂ_ur 3&:..32 -&3._ ifthe NIGC

agreed upon with Tribes.
Any ravistons or an_unnaman should not req ,.__42_ n.n_unu nocons._ﬁ____m to

address the limits of the z_mn_m authority to order Tribal governments to-act.
1t would be preferable, after review, thak the regulation be substantially

result.

decldes to proceed or atherwise set this aside, a clear statemant as to the.

- weasans for such decision Is advisable and needed to ___u___n__._ continuity for ..
Tribes,

& .

Inspection and Access
This {s NOT a priosity Item.

a. .
b

1) Should this section be revised to ﬁza access to _u%n_.v _Eo_.a. and aooz_u.
 Including at sites malntained or owmed by 3" parties? :

_decislon. This pracess makes no difference as to party __s_s_cﬁ_ .

Yes, ,n_... CRIT case has established some limits that must am anow..._ua .
QGther types of enforcement actions and requests for Information under for
_example, §2715 require a dlear set q__ criterla and procedural rules 50 as to

protect Due Process.
IGRA, allows for Chalrman to Eu_-en__u any 5?35_5__ __a :3& to .smxn

573

m_.?_.nmaman

. Thisis NOT 3 E_.iz Mtem.

{1) Should there be a process for withdrawing a NOV after Issuance?

.'
b.

Yes
it 15 the view of some that the Chalr possesses the power under the varfous

provislons of IGRA that authorize the {ssuance of an NOV. If the Chair has the

&mnﬁnuz to B_Eoim. then it follows -:un the Chair :m«.i_»w&ufs__ using

01/31/2011 - 192303636
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that same discretion. This wauld be analogous to the power to enter w._.E a
eatomant nn%ﬂn

AU =g

. E Under what conditions and n_«ﬁz_._.ugsﬂm is it appropriate to S#w__ﬂ.z an NOV? .

a. This would be at the diseretion of the Chalr.
b. Prior to @ hearing before fulf nnaa.ﬁ_n..
¢ Afer full commission meets and noﬂ not reach same noz_.._ﬁ_n: as

Q._m_azmz

Tribal Advisory Committee

- .| This Is NOT a priority ftem

o E Erms should a Tribal Advisory 933&3 (TAC) be formed?

a. When requested by Trfbes and when the Chalr needs noara_ﬂ_ﬂf advice
on a given toplc :

. E Should a regulation be adopted ora _.cmnq nﬁﬁau_._n 3»%.__

a. Policy statément along with plans for complying or nxna_:_i from FACA.

- |3 wmaasc_u_ooﬂu relevant factor In determining Eru:._aq ar notto qo-:._ m._.bnu

a. Yes buta 3:.2. factor

(4 The Exacutive Order — Improving _._nnc_uﬁ_c_ﬂ and Regulatory Review - m:nn on

January 18" and the Presidential Memoranda Issued on the same topic on the same
- day should an _._mma In the deve _ouam.ﬁ of n:< ua__n... _.n_nngm to TAC ?«a&a: and

- utlization. .

- |Sole __Bu..ﬂsé‘,_ioﬁn
: -t 7| ¥hisls NOT 3 priority ltem

a. See comments above.

exfsts.

b. IGRA, has Gzz_m:nn the Interest as. u?uo and 60-40% no 2__! .#-:&_a .

New

‘Communication u.a.__D. or regulation:
mzam::?__._n._isn_.. and how the NIGC
.communicates wih Tribes -

{1) Should there be a q»nﬁsza_n that setsa uanmuﬁ for nmﬁ::.:__ﬁ tow and with vihom.

the NIGC comm unicates at a Tribe? .

_a. After extensive consultation with Tribes; the NIGC m:o__E use policy ,

~ statements and _u._am»__.z

01/31/2011 - 192303836

| Thisis NOT apriarity Item _

15

4059644206 96% P.016

11:38

FEB-12-2011



@o17/017

ADMINISTRATION

4059644208

02/12/2011 11:21 FaX

_ Somment

b. 1tis fikely that there will not be a one fits all answer. ._._.Emuni._.ﬂum_
iiiii o2 progass are .Bi —unhmn_ on culture and Eqmﬂn—ﬁm_. no—ﬁ_n_naﬂ_ﬂ:m.

R u-.:_l-u-_l-nfal P - AR

‘The NIGC must be prepared to adapt to Tribes not vice versa
{2) What types of communication, and what protacols should be Induded?
a. - Decide after consultation with the Tribes }
.8 If so, what process should be used?
- @ Declde after consuitation with the Tribes

New

Buy Indian At

* | Thls Is NOT a priority ftem

{1} Should the NIGC adopt a “Buy wﬁ_o_..a regulation consistent with 25 US T ﬂ._.
- a. Yes—~simple and Euf-__.?..iua .
© b, Since the Act was passed in 1810, and mwﬁq Hnan_ﬂ os_.:non_a until 2010. ¢
suggest qomos_.iu:m three criterla that law and they have usedl.
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