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Garden State fights for sports betting
here has been much
recent discussion in
Illinois about possible
gambling expansion.
Will existing or new
casinos in Illinois have sports
books to allow the placing of bets
on professional sports? Not
likely, but that hasn’t stopped
the State of New Jersey from
trying.
New Jersey is in the middle of
a fight to legalize sports gambling, and it has some big opponents. Two-thirds of New
Jersey’s voters approved an
amendment to the state constitution and the New Jersey Sports
Wagering law was enacted by the
state legislature in 2012. On its
face, the New Jersey law allows
casinos and other entities to
“operate a sports pool” and
apply for a license to operate a
sports pool, to allow for sports
wagers. N.J. Stat. Ann. §5:12A2(a).
The National Basketball
League, National Football
League, National Hockey League,
Major League Baseball and the
National Collegiate Athletic
Association (the leagues) joined
together to oppose the New
Jersey Wagering law. Specifically,
the leagues brought an action
seeking to enjoin New Jersey
Gov. Chris Christie and other
government officials from implementing New Jersey’s Sports
Wagering Law, arguing that it is
preempted by federal law.
In 1992, Congress passed the
Professional and Amateur
Sports Protection Act (PASPA).
28 U.S.C.A. §3702. This Act
states that “[I]t shall be unlawful
for (1) a governmental entity to
sponsor, operate, advertise,
promote, license, or authorize by
law or compact, or (2) a person
to sponsor, operate, advertise, or
promote, pursuant to law or
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