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JARED HUFFMAN

ASSEMBLYMEMBER, SIXTH DISTRICT

August 31, 2007

The Honorable Arnold Schwarzenegger
Governor of California

State Capitol Building

Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Compact Negotiations with Graton Tribe

Dear Governor Schwarzenegger:

I respectfully object to any negotiations by your administration with the Federated
Indians of the Graton Rancheria (“the Graton Tribe”) for a gambling compact to operate a
casino on their proposed land acquisition just outside Rohnert Park. Any such
negotiations at this time would be in violation of policies you have previously articulated
for compact negotiations, and would also be inappropriate for the reasons set forth below.

In your proclamation of May 18, 2005, you recognized the “increasing public concern
over the location and expansion of tribal gaming enterprises in California” and
proclaimed that you would “decline to engage in negotiations for tribal-state gaming
compacts where the Indian tribe does not have Indian lands eligible for class 11l gaming.”
The Graton Tribe does not have “gaming eligible” Indian land — a prerequisite for
compact negotiations under your policy.

Neither the National Indian Gaming Commission nor the Bureau of Indian A ffairs has yet
ruled on whether the proposed Rohnert Park site would constitute Indian land, as required
under case law. Further, there are numerous issues the Graton Tribe must resolve before
this land could legitimately be deemed “gaming eligible,” and disputes surrounding these
issues will almost certainly play out in the courts for several years. Any premature
compact negotiations by your administration could prejudice the outcome of these
proceedings, including the rights of community members to argue that the proposed site
remains under state jurisdiction and not under tribal jurisdiction even if and when it is
held in trust for the tribe.
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