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In one of its last actions before the month-long August recess, the United States
Senate voted 90-10 to pass a bill prohibiting gambling on the Internet. The
legislation, sponsored primarily by Jon Kyl (R-Arizona) is considered to be the
most sweeping federal regulation of the Internet since the controversial
Communications Decency Act of 1996 (1) Two similar bills are currently making
their way through the House of Representatives Bill H R 4350, introduced by
Congressmen Stearns, Oxley, and Largent, is similar in structure and content to
the Senate version H.R. 2380, sponsored by Congressmen Goodlatte and
Lobiondo is considerably different. A possible ban on Internet gambling has
drawn together an unlikely coalition of backers. Heavy gambling states, New
Jersey and Nevada support the ban, as do major league sports, Ralph Nader, the
NCAA, and the Christlan Coalition (2, 3). Such widespread support, however, is
not a guarantee of promulgation It is possible that the final legislative product, if
passed at all, will look significantly different than the one passed In the Senate.
Several issues need to be considered. It is still unclear how such a ban will affect
the sovereignty of Indian nations engaged in the gaming industry. Also, there will
undoubtedly be issues of contested state and federal Jurisdiction And, of course, it
remains to be seen whether such a prohibition can be effectively enforced. The
tables below list some of the key points of the major bills.

”
“The Kyl bill” and H.E.
H.R. 4350 2380
H  Intreduced to the Senote oz 8 474 and El Introduced in the House as HR 2380 ar
possed o5 52260 on July 23 1998 Teptemper 3 1997
Howse version infrodvced oF H. B 4350 on B amends Tie 18 of U5 code, sactions 1081
July I3, 1978 N and 1084,
El Addt mew tection of LS code daaling A Pamors oparafng Infermat gombing
with Intamat garbing. Al amends businesses can be fned andlor morkoned
section 1081 of Tite 18 for yp 1o 4 yearg
B D=fnes o ‘gambing busness’ o being in El Cihér pérond &ngoging in inlémet gamiiing
confinuous operation for ot least 10 doys or can be fined ondfor imprisanad forup to 4
grofsing 32000 or more m any 2&-hour FraathL
Cned A Adds ‘rodic, elsciromagnetic, pholo-cpfical
Bl Pemons guity of gambing via fhe Infemet phoioelectic. or cther smilar fociity’ to the
con ba fined andlor impiscned forUsio 3 medes of trorsmissdon coversd by Federal
manths law.
@ Pemsors engoged IN o ‘gombing busines
can ba finad andfor imonizonad for o 1o 4
WA
B Alows Faderal Courts to foues termponary
estraining ordert of injunctions ogoinst
viclators,

Sources:


https://basisonline.org/1998/09/01/the-wager-vol-3-61/
https://basisonline.org/1998/09/01/the-wager-vol-3-61/
https://basisonline.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/01/35_copy.jpg

1. Swartz. J ( 1998. July 24) Senate OKs gambling ban for Internet -
Lopsided vote applies to offshore web sites. San Francisco Chronicle.
www.sfgate.com.

2. Lelbowitz. W R. (1998. August 10) Senate bans most ‘net gambling. Many
bet on poor enforcement. The National Law Journal, 86.

3. Chen. Edwn ( 1998. July 24) Internet gaming ban clears senate with ease.
The Los Angeles Times A24.



http://www.sfgate.com

