
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES2624 May 3, 2011 
Many will argue that we don’t need 

this legislation, because the court will 
fine them accordingly. But to date, the 
largest Clean Water Act fine ever lev-
ied was $13 million. $13 million is less 
than BP spent in 2009 on lobbying. 

That is why I am introducing the 
Pollution Accountability Act of 2011, 
which requires the court to fine viola-
tors of the Clean Water Act whichever 
fine is higher, per day or per barrel. If 
you pollute, there will be con-
sequences. There will be account-
ability. We will demand responsibility. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting this legislation and expedi-
tiously passing it into law. 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN: 
S. 872. A bill to amend the Omnibus 

Indian Advancement Act to modify the 
date as of which certain tribal land of 
the Lytton Rancheria of California is 
considered to be held in trust and to 
provide for the conduct of certain ac-
tivities on the land; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
rise today to reintroduce the Lytton 
Gaming Oversight Act. This legislation 
will ensure that regular process under 
Federal law is followed when Native 
American tribes take land into trust 
for operating gaming facilities. 

Congress passed the Omnibus Indian 
Advancement Act in 2000, which in-
cluded a provision to re-recognize the 
Lytton Band of Pomo Indians and 
allow them to acquire trust land in the 
San Francisco Bay area. 

The Lytton Band has had a long and 
difficult history in my state, and by all 
accounts the Tribe deserved to be rec-
ognized and have a homeland. 

But the Omnibus Indian Advance-
ment Act did so in a way that was both 
controversial and unfair in how it 
granted an individual tribe an unprece-
dented exemption to the law. 

The land taken into trust for the 
Lytton Band was miles away from 
their historical homeland and it treat-
ed the acquisition as if it was com-
pleted before 1988. 

Why would something like that mat-
ter? 

The answer is simple: the land the 
tribe acquired was home to an existing 
casino and 1988 is the year that Con-
gress passed the Indian Gaming Regu-
latory Act. 

Therefore, by treating the land as if 
it were taken into trust before 1988, the 
Tribe is able to operate the casino out-
side the framework set up by Congress 
to govern how and where tribes may 
open casinos. 

The Omnibus Indian Advancement 
Act set aside well-established rules and 
procedures, and left the government 
with little ability to regulate the 
Lytton Band’s gaming operation. 

The result: the Lytton Band acquired 
land and a casino without having to go 
through the normal oversight process. 
No local input. No community feed-
back and no consideration for the best 
interest of the region. 

The Lytton Gaming Oversight Act 
would implement a reasonable solution 
to this problem. 

It does so by taking two simple steps. 
It protects the sovereignty of the Tribe by 

allowing continued operation of existing 
gaming activities, provided the tribe follows 
standards established by the Indian Gaming 
Regulatory Act for gaming on newly-ac-
quired lands in the future. 

Secondly it protects the interest of the 
surrounding community by precluding any 
physical or operational expansion of the 
Tribe’s current gaming facility unless the 
Tribe consults with locals and obtains the 
consent of the Governor and the Secretary of 
the Interior as required by current law. 

The bill does not modify or eliminate 
the tribe’s federal recognition status. 
It does not alter the trust status of the 
Tribe’s land. It does not take away the 
Tribe’s ability to conduct gaming 
through the standard process pre-
scribed by current law. 

Circumventing the Indian Gaming 
Regulatory Act process deprives local 
and tribal governments the ability to 
weigh in on this incredibly important 
issue. 

A 2006 report entitled Gambling in 
the Golden State found serious prob-
lems associated with gambling estab-
lishments; casinos are associated with 
a 10 percent increase in violent crime, 
a 10 percent increase in bankruptcy 
rates, and a per capita increase of 
$15.34 for law enforcement. 

If this bill is not approved, the 
Lytton Tribe could take the existing 
casino that serves as their reservation 
and turn it into a large Nevada-style 
gambling complex. In fact, this is ex-
actly what was proposed in the summer 
of 2004. I am pleased that the tribe has 
abandoned the plan seeking a sizable 
Class III casino, but without this legis-
lation the tribe could reverse their de-
cision at any time. 

Identical legislation passed this body 
in the past two Congresses. It had 
unanimous approval from both Demo-
crats and Republicans. This is in large 
part because I have worked and nego-
tiated with the Tribe to ensure that 
this legislation is fair and balanced. 

The bill is simple, straightforward, 
and reasonable. It restores the intent 
of Congress and preserves the sov-
ereignty of the Lytton Band. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill, and look forward to working with 
you to ensure its passage again in the 
coming year. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 872 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. LYTTON RANCHERIA OF CALIFORNIA. 

Section 819 of the Omnibus Indian Ad-
vancement Act (Public Law 106–568; 114 Stat. 
2919) is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘Not-
withstanding’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(a) ACCEPTANCE OF LAND.—Notwith-
standing’’; 

(2) in the second sentence, by striking 
‘‘The Secretary’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(b) DECLARATION.—The Secretary’’; and 
(3) by striking the third sentence and in-

serting the following: 
‘‘(c) TREATMENT OF LAND FOR PURPOSES OF 

CLASS II GAMING.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
the Lytton Rancheria of California may con-
duct activities for class II gaming (as defined 
in section 4 of the Indian Gaming Regulatory 
Act (25 U.S.C. 2703)) on the land taken into 
trust under this section. 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENT.—The Lytton Rancheria 
of California shall not expand the exterior 
physical measurements of any facility on the 
Lytton Rancheria in use for class II gaming 
activities on the date of enactment of this 
paragraph. 

‘‘(d) TREATMENT OF LAND FOR PURPOSES OF 
CLASS III GAMING.—Notwithstanding sub-
section (a), for purposes of class III gaming 
(as defined in section 4 of the Indian Gaming 
Regulatory Act (25 U.S.C. 2703)), the land 
taken into trust under this section shall be 
treated, for purposes of section 20 of the In-
dian Gaming Regulatory Act (25 U.S.C. 2719), 
as if the land was acquired on October 9, 2003, 
the date on which the Secretary took the 
land into trust.’’. 
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SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 159—HON-
ORING THE MEMBERS OF THE 
MILITARY AND INTELLIGENCE 
COMMUNITY WHO CARRIED OUT 
THE MISSION THAT KILLED 
OSAMA BIN LADEN, AND FOR 
OTHER PURPOSES 

Mr. REID of Nevada (for himself, Mr. 
MCCONNELL, Mr. AKAKA, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. 
BAUCUS, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. BENNET, Mr. 
BINGAMAN, Mr. BLUMENTAL, Mr. BLUNT, 
Mr. BOOZMAN, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. BROWN 
of Massachusetts, Mr. BROWN of Ohio, 
Mr. BURR, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. CARDIN, 
Mr. CARPER, Mr. CASEY, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mr. COATS, Mr. COBURN, 
Mr. COCHRAN, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. 
CONRAD, Mr. COONS, Mr. CORKER, Mr. 
CORNYN, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. DEMINT, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. ENSIGN, Mr. ENZI, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, Mr. FRANKEN, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. GRASS-
LEY, Mrs. HAGAN, Mr. HARKIN, Mr. 
HATCH, Mr. HOEVEN, Mrs. HUTCHISON, 
Mr. INHOFE, Mr. INOUYE, Mr. ISAKSON, 
Mr. JOHANNS, Mr. JOHNSON of Wis-
consin, Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota, 
Mr. KERRY, Mr. KIRK, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, 
Mr. KOHL, Mr. KYL, Ms. LANDRIEU, Mr. 
LAUTENBERG, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. LEE, Mr. 
LEVIN, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mr. LUGAR, Mr. 
MANCHIN, Mr. MCCAIN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. MERKLEY, Ms. 
MILULSKI, Mr. MORAN, Ms. MURKOWSKI, 
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. NELSON of Nebraska, 
Mr. NELSON of Florida, Mr. PAUL, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Mr. PRYOR, Mr. REED of 
Rhode Island, Mr. RISCH, Mr. ROBERTS, 
Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. 
SANDERS, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. SESSIONS, 
Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. SHELBY, Ms. SNOWE, 
Ms. STABENOW, Mr. TESTER, Mr. THUNE, 
Mr. TOOMEY, Mr. UDALL of Colorado, 
Mr. UDALL of New Mexico, Mr. VITTER, 
Mr. WARNER, Mr. WEBB, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Mr. WICKER, and Mr. 
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