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IN TIIE SUPREME COURT OF APPEALS O) WHST VIRGINIA. .
=1L En
STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA, ex rel. CITIES L |
OF CHARLESTON AND HUNTINGTON AND
COUNTY COMMISSIONS OF KANAWHA L'I Y]
AND OHTO COUNTILS,
RRY 1L, CLERK

Pctitioners, SUSIQEI\}EL CF("_)EURT OF APPEALS

V. NepB1SABST VIRGINIA |

V. s i - S WA M R S

WEIST VIRGINTA ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
AUTHORITY, A PUBLIC CORPORATION,

Respondend,
AND
STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA ex rel. REV, JIM .
LEWIS AND JOHN COONEY,

Pctitioners, :
Vs, : No. 31541

WEST VIRGINIA ECONOMIC DEVELOPMINT
GRANT COMMITTEE, ct al,,

Respondents,

AND

GREENBRIER COUNTY COALITION AGAINST
GAMBLING EXTPANSION; AND CABEL], COUNTY
COALITION AGAINST GAMBLING EXPANSION,
UNINCORPORATED ASSOCIATIONS,

Petitioners,
Vs, ' ' No. 31564

WEST VIRGINIA LOTTERY COMMISSION;
AND1TS DIRECTOR, JOHN MUSGRAVE,

Respondents.
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MOTION FOR SEPARATE ORAL ARGUMENT
SESSION IN VIDEQ GAMBLING MATTER

The Pelitioners, Greenbrier Counly Coalilion Against Gaunbling Fxpansion and Cabell
County Coalition Aguinst Gambling Expansion, hereby move that oral argument in this particular
case be conducted in an entirely separate scssion from that of the “grant” case upon the followdig
prounds:

1. "The subject matter of the video pambling controversy involving casino-style .

|

gambling throughout the comumunities ol the State’s 55 countics is simply 1o and'
fur-reaching, and of such greal state-wide import, 10 be argued as an appendage, incidental (o, or
together with the less significant “gran(” case, or as the intervenor Racetrack Association puts i,
as “langential” to the “grant” casc.
2. The incvitable confusion, and lack of singular focus which obviously would result
from combining {hose lepally scparate matters for oral argument would not serve justice and
would be prejudicial lo the petitioner Greenbrier and Cabell County Coalitions. Such a merger
would also negatively affcet the necessary focus and clarily for the “grant” controversy.
WHERELIORE, it is respectfully requested thal oral argument in this video gambling
controversy be held in a scparate oral argument session as though the “grant” controversy did nol
exist.
LEWIS AND JOITN COONEY AND
GREENBRIER COUNTY COALITION
AGAINST GAMBLING EXPANSTON;
AND CABELIL COUNTY COALITION
AGAINST GAMBLING EXPANSION,

UNINCORPORATED ASSQCTATIONS |
PETITIONFERS

BY COUNSEL:

C“}%@mm /—,/z:z,( Lt crn s
Larry Harles( WVSR #1528)
Route #2, Box 186C

Coliapeville, Wesl Virginia 25239
Tclephone: (304) 372-6878
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STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA ex rel. REV. M

e



o T e e Aee Al JURN e ATTGHELL, Iy, FAX NO. 304 3428445 P. 18

CERTIFICATE, OF SERVICE

I hercby certify that this Motion for Separate Oral Argument Session in Video

Gambling Matter was scrved by facsimile transmission on October 8, 2003, upon the following:

Stephen Farner

2" Floor, 7 Players Drive

Post Oifice Box 3542
Charleston, West Virginia 25338
Fax: 346-5980

Kathleen Shultz

Depuly Attormey General

State Capitol, Wesl Wing
CharJeston, West Virpinia 25311
Fax: 558-2525

William M. Herlihy, Esquire

Spilman & Thomas

Post Office Box 273

Charleston, West Virginia 25321-0273
Fax: 340-3801

Thomas R, Goodwin, Bsquire
Goodwin & Goodwin, 1.1.1*

P.O. Box 2107

Charleston, Wesl Virginiz 25328-2107
Tax: 344-9692

Rudolph L. DiTrapane, Usquire
DiTrapano, Barrett & DiPicro
604 Virginia Street, Fast
Chatleston, West Virginia 25301
Fax: 342.4605
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Larry Harles${WVSR #1 SiS)
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