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During his confirmation hearing on January 10, 2017, then-nominee for At-
torney General Jeff Sessions was asked his view of the 2011 Department of 
Justice opinion confirming that the federal Wire Act applies only to sports 

betting (the “DoJ Opinion”). Sessions said he was “shocked” by the DoJ Opinion and 
that he opposed it. He also said he “would revisit it or make a decision about it based on 
careful study.” 

This exchange concerned online gaming operators, and encouraged those who sup-
port legislation that would impose a federal ban on internet gaming, such as the “Res-
toration of America’s Wire Act” (“RAWA”)—companion bills that were introduced in 
the last Congress. The RAWA purported to “restore” the federal Wire Act to the status 
quo that existed before the DoJ Opinion was issued. (The DoJ Opinion removed the 
legal uncertainty that had prevented states from authorizing non-sports-related online 
gaming. It provided a “green light” to state lotteries seeking to sell lottery products 
online and to states such as Delaware, Nevada and New Jersey, that wanted to license 
commercial operators to conduct online gaming within state borders. Importantly, it 
partially returned to the states their historic prerogative to determine for themselves 
what forms of gambling (if any) should be permitted within their borders.)

Whether Attorney General Sessions considers reversing the DoJ Opinion will de-
pend in part on President Donald Trump (as well as, presumably, the legal reasoning 
contained in the DoJ Opinion). If Mr. Trump’s views on internet gaming today are 
consistent with his views on the subject in the past, online gaming operators should 
have little reason for concern. However, this may not be the case.

In 2011, before the DoJ Opinion issued, Mr. Trump and his daughter Ivanka were 
preparing to enter the online gaming business. Mr. Trump argued that online gambling 
should be legalized in the U.S., stating: “It should be approved here [in the U.S.] … An 
awful lot of money is leaving the U.S. that should and could stay in this country.” 

In addition, a 2011 Forbes article refers to Mr. Trump as an “Internet Gambling Mo-
gul,” and quotes him as follows: “This [legalization of online gaming in the U.S.] has to 
happen because many other countries are doing it and like usual the U.S. is just missing out. 
… It seems inevitable, but with this country you never know if it’s inevitable.”

Finally, in a later 2011 article, Ivanka Trump is quoted as saying: “It [i.e., online gam-
bling] would be a tremendous source of taxable revenue for states or the federal government 
and an enormous generator of jobs.” 

Against this backdrop, however, is the reality that Mr. Trump’s past statements some-
times have little bearing on his views today. For example, in the past Mr. Trump has been 
a Democrat, pro-choice and in support of the 2003 invasion of Iraq, positions he does 
not hold today. More important perhaps, Sheldon Adelson—the billionaire owner of Las 
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