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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF APPEALS OF W

GREENBRIER COUNTY COALITION
- AGAINST GAMBLING EXPANSION;
and CABELL COUNTY COALITION
AGAINST GAMBLING EXPANSION,
unincorporated associations,
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SEP | 6 2003

ol

PETITIONERS,

SUPREME COURT OF APPEALS

RORY L. PERRY 1, CLERK

"OF WEST VIRGINIA

vs. | ~ ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

WEST VIRGINIA LOTTERY COMMISSION; -
and ITS DIRECTOR, JOHN MUSGRAVE,

RESPONDENTS.

PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS

The petitioners state and allege as follows:

- A. Jurisdiction, Venue, and Parties

1. The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked by the . Va. Const., Art. VIIL, § 3; the

W. Va. Code § 53-1-1, et seq., and this Court’s Rule 14.

2.-  Petitioner Greenbrier County Coalition Against Gambling Expansion is an

unincorporated association composed of citizens, taxpayers, voters and residents of the State of

West Virginia and Greenbrier County, WeSt Virginia. Its members are too numerous to be

properly or conveniently joined as individual plaintiffs. It sues by'and thfough its member, Paula

McLaughlin, who shall.adequately represent the Coalition as a class. There are common

questions of law and fact, and the legdl and equitable relief sought is common to the class.
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Individualractions by cla.s_s members would risk varying a'djudications which could impose .- -
inconsistent ér conflicting legal duties ub‘on the defendants. Petitioner Paula McLéughlin as well
‘sues as a citizen, resident, taxﬁayer and voter of Gréenbrier county, West Virginia, and of the
State of West Virginia. Rule 23, W. Va. Rules of Ciifil Procedure, and petitioners’ compliance
with it, are hereby alleged. | | | -
| 3. Petitioner Cabell County Coalitioﬁ Against. Gambling Expansion' is an unincorpo-
rated association composed of citiZens; taxpayers, voters énd_résidents of West Virginia and
Cabell County, West Virginia. It sues by:and.through- its member, Brian Trippett. The cIassr |
allegations of Para;graph 2 above are hereby reinc‘orporated and alleged by reference. Petitioner _
Brian Ti‘ippett as well sues as .a citizen, resident, taxpayer and voter of Cabell County, W'.est'
Virginia, and of the State of West Virgini'a. Rulé 23, W. Va. Rules of Civil Procedure, and
petitioﬁérs’ cb?npliancé with it, are hereby alleged.

| 4. Respondent West Virginia Lottefy Commissibn isa puialic agency of the State of
West V1rg1n1a created by the W. Va. Code § 29-22-4, and charged under the W Va. Code § 29-
22-2 “to 1mplement a state -operated Iottery ? By the W. Va Code § 29-22A-2(g), the “primary
responsibility for the control and rcgu_latlon of anty video lottery games and v1deo lottery
| términals résts with theVCommission.” | | |

5 Respondent John Musgrave is the Director of the Commission_ and by the W Va.
Code § 29-22-2 “hoids broad authority to adtﬁinister the (lottery) Systqm,” and by the W Vd.
- Code § 29~22—3(b) is charged “to provide the management and adﬁliniétration necessary to direct

the State Lottery office” which is located in Charleston, Kanawha County, West Virginia




B. Facts and Allegations

6. The reépondént West Virginia Lottery Commission and its -Dir_ector @nd over
1,300 private corporate m’anufacturers, operators and refailers, have been and presently are under
color of the . Va. Code § 29-22A.-1, et seq., and § 29-22'3;'1, et seq., illegally conducting video |
.poker, video blackj ack and similar video gambling games stét.ewide, with the private enfities |
predominating. |
COUN T1

(Iileﬁal Advertisine And Promotion)

7. .Thr;;_ W. Va. Code §§ ‘29~22B-702(13.) and 70.6(12) maﬁdate “no video lottery
ad\{ertising or promotional acﬁvit’iés.” ‘. | | |
8. | Despite these s_tatutor;y bans, varioﬁs “operatoré” and “retailers,” for just a few
iﬁstances, on Iarge.conspicuous.; Sign_s at the entries to their establishments openly advertise and
~ promote their video gmnbiing rﬁabiliiles inside, with such signs having been prepared by the 7 ij
. respondent Commission itself. Nof on'ly do such advertising and promotion violate the W, Vd. .
Code §§ 29-22B-702(13) and 706(12),‘they are statutory crimes by the W. Va Code §§ 29-22B-~
1713, punishable by one (1) to ten (10) years’ imprisomnent. o
9.  States the W. Vd. C;ode § 29-22B-404: |
Neither the commission nor the director may conduct video lottery
advertising or promotional activities to promote or advertise
limited video lottery.
10. 'I-I'oweve'r, bqth the Commuission and its Director during 2003 have for'example,'

massively advertised and promoted video gambling games such as video “Keno” by mailing out

to more than 215,000 residents throughout the State advertising brochures with free “Keno”

gambling coupons enclosed to entice them to patronize these video gambling machines. i
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11, Various other fonns of such illegal adveftisiné and promotion have also been
engaged in byt them, ineluding giiring away at promotion events free telephone calling cards to
sucll hoped-for gamblers. These acts are cr_iminaliviolations of the . Va. Coale §29-22B-1713, )
with each punishable by one (l) to ten (10) years’ imprisonment, as well as di_stinct violations of

the W, Va. Code § 20-22B-404.

COUNT II

{ Postings of “l{ules of Play,” “Odds and frobabilities'” and “House Percentaae”) :

12, The W. Va. Code § 29- 223-403(5) reqmres “the mandatory posting of ... the rules

of play and the odds or house percentage of each video lottery game

" 13.  The W. Va. Code § 29~228-907(l) mandates that “(all) information required by
this section must be displayed under glass or another transparent substance: (1) the rules of play
_for each game shall be displayed on the video lottery terminal face or screen..

14. The W. Va. Code § 29- 22A-6(a)(12) mandates that “rules of play for each game
~ shall be disnlayed on the-v1deo lottery terminal face or screen.... All information ... shall be
displayed L_mder glass or another transparent substance.”_

15. | ‘None of these video gamblilig machines posts the actual “odds” of a player
Winning anj hand of their main game of “poker” or such games, of the “house perce:ritagei’ of the
monies wagered. Nor do any of these machines post anythin l{e complete or acct.rate ‘rules of
play,” as more particularly described and alleged below. These statutory violations are as well
criminal violations of the W. Vct. Code §§ 29~22A~16(h) and 29-22B-1713, punishable by one .(l)

to ten (10) years’ _impri_sonment.




COUNT III
(“Standard Probability”)
16. The W. Va. Code §§ 29-22A—6(c)(1) and 29-22B-910(1) mandate that “(v)ideo

lottery games shall pay out no less than eighty percent and no more than ninety-five percent of

‘the amount wagered. The theoretical payout percentage shall be determined using standard

methods of probébility theory.”

17.  None of these machines post these “standard methods of probability theory” as
required by the . Va. Code §§ 29-22A-6(a)(12), 29-22B-403(5) and 907(1). Each such

statutory violation is as well a crime under the . Va. Code §§ 29-22A-16(h) and 20-22B-1713,

- punishable by one (1)-to ten (10) years’ imprisonment.

18. Inthe Vstandard draw poker game there must be. ﬁt least two players, both of whom
are deaﬁ five cards in the first round and draw replacement cards in.the sec@nd one, with an
initial “ante,” or small down payment, and \;vitﬁ bets ét fhe end of the deal and at the end of the
dréw, with each player free to “fold” a,t. each foﬁnd. None of that is so here.

19.  Onlythe soﬁtary player Who inserts, say, $20.00 into the maclﬁne is dealt aﬁd
draws cards. There is no first and second round of betting on a promisihg hand or folding on an
unpromising one. The player, however, whatgyer his or her initial haﬁd may be, must play it to
the end regardless. |

20. What the playér actually plays against 1s not another player or players, but réther a
set schedule of potential “payouts™ listed on the video (TV-lil%e) screen. However, the actual and

mathematically certain “probabilities,” or “odds,” for each of these standard poker hands are not

- posted on the video screen, but rather much lower, non-standard, rigged “odds” upon which the

potential “payouts” are based.




21.  For example, “the sfandard probability” of a player who is dealt a pair of “8'5” to
draw another “8" for “threé of a kind” is 1 iﬁ 16. Sd bsr “standafd probability,” the player whb
bet $20.00 must be paid $320.0Q ($20.00 x 16). But by thé machines’ rigged odds of 1in 3,
[sJhe is paid only $60.00 (§20.00 x 3). L

22.  For another exémple, the standard pfobability that a player will “hit” a straié_hf |

flush (5 cards of the same suit in a row) are 1 in 40,000. But such a player who mserts $20.00 is

not paid $800,000.00 ($20.00 x 40,000), but rather by 1 in 250 riggéd_odds, or $5,000.00 ($20.00

x 250).

23. " Even should it somehow be held that the machine does not have to “pay out” by

“standard probability,” the W, Va. Code §§ 29-22A-6(a)(12), 29-22B-403(5) and 29-22B-907(1)

-still require the posting of éuch “standard probability odds” on the video screen so the playei' may

fairly know his or her true odds to win or lose.

24, Of course, the défendants do not do that,' either, because if they did, many a player

once made so aware, would be sure to quit playing or resort to a standard poker game somewhere

else,

25.  Each lack of posting of such “standard probability” is a crime under the . Va.
Code §§ 29-22A-16(h) and 29-22B-1713, punishable by one (1) to ten (10) years’ imprisonment.
COUNT IV

{(“House Percentaze™)

26.  Another mlvarjdng rule of any standard poker game is that the “house percent-
ége,” or “take” is always taken or “raked” from the “pot™ at the end of the hand, never while the

hand is in play.




| 27.. ' Here, however, the “house percentage” is extracted by drastically lowering the
améunt of the “pot” or “payout” itself as noted above. Despite _the W. Va. Code § 29-22B- |
403(5), inz.‘er alia, requiring' that the “house pefcentage” be ﬁosted this is ﬁever done on any of
these machlnes These violations. of the W Va Code § 29-22B- 403(5) are as wel] cnmmal viola-
. tions of the W. Va. Code § 20-22B-1713, pumshab]e by one (1) to ten (10) years’ 1mprlsonment
28. . VFor the defendants know that the required postmgs on the video screens of how
much the “house percent"ag.e” truly is would deter may peopl\s; from playing these machines.
129, Since the machine takes 'aro:und. 9% of the total recycled mbnies successively
wagered, By cert_aiﬁ mathematical fact the formula of the “gambler’sr ruih” developed in the 17%
century aﬁd relied on.by expert statisticiansﬁ today, infallibly shows ﬁow éuch a “house percen't.—
| age” Wiﬁ soon clean out fhe most skilled gambler due to the cumulative; _depleting efféctl, ie.,
- 91% of 1.00=91¢ x 91% = 80¢ x 91% =70¢ x.91% = 00¢, etc. (approx.) so on down to Zero.
| | COUNT V | |

(Plaver “Not Permitted to Benefit From Anv Personal Skill”....)

30..  The most maligﬂantly deceitful practice of the defendants is their unvarying state-
- wide practice to hide from players of these machines the fact that no gambling knowledge or skill
of any player can win or cut his or her losses. For by the W Va. Code § 29- 22B -332(5), “in any

event, the player it not permitted to hene f_t

- T ' “J

ersonal gkill, based upon a knowledge of
prbi;abilities” when [s}he makes the k'eyl deoision {in standard poker) on how many rep]aﬁ:ement
éards to draw duriﬁg a “hand.” :

31 _ Yet, indredjbly, by the W. Va. Code § 29-22B-330 “‘video lottery’ does not
include a lottery gamé .. which does not utilize an interactive electronic ferminal device

allowing input by an individual player.”




32. But, as provided By the above w. Va. Code § 29-22B-332(5) (“pldyer ... ot
- permitted to b_eneﬁf from any personél skill (or) knowledge”), such “interactive ... input by aﬁ
" individual player” is insidiously false and futile.

- 33, | The uninformed and unWafy player multiplied by numeroué such players
statewide are dedéiVed and duped out of his or her money while avidly and VaiﬁIy frying to afféct
the outcome of the “géme” by drawing replacement cardé with his or her last few ddllars, in
multipl‘e..violations of the W. Va. Code §§ 29—22A-6(a)(12) 29-22B—403(5) énd 29—22B-907(—I),.
and 1 in multlple criminal violations of the W. Va. Code § 29-22A- 16(h) and the W Va. Code § 29-
22B- 1713, pumshable by one (1) to ten (10) yea:rs imprisonment,

COUNT VI
(Lack of Addiction ‘Warnings and Treatment Notices) |

34. Thé W. Va. Code § 29-22B-907(4) mandates the posting on the machine of “a
Ala.bel proﬁlinently displaying iﬁfonnati_on on how to _locafe and contact persons or organizﬁtions
available for help, assistance or Ereatment of persons who may have a gambling addictioﬁ,
together with the telephone number 1-800-GAMBLER.”

35.  Whilea I;umbef of the machines post the solitary “1-800-GAMBLER” teléphone
number in vacuo, none of them.post the required “information on how to loca_te and contact
 persons or orgapjzations-available for hélp, tféatment, assistance of tr aﬁmnf of persons who
may have a gambling addiction” which must be pdsted “té_ gether” with the “800" telephone
ﬁumber, ' | | |

36. anh of these numerous violations of the W. Va./Cod_e §'29~223—907(4) is as well
‘a criminal violation of tﬁe W. Va. Code § 29-22B-1713 punishable by one (1) to ten (10) years’

imprisonmert.




COUNT VII

(“Reductlon of Gambling”)

37.  The W. Va. Code § 29B-22-1112, under the heading “Reductmn of Gambling,”

' ,Iﬁandates “conspicuously posting ... and disseminat(ing) the telephone numbers of state approved
providefs of problem gambling information, treatment and réferral support services and further

| bonspicuously postiﬁg the fdllowing:.' ‘CAUTION Gambling and playing this machine can be
hazardoﬁs to your health, your finances zin_d your futu_re.’” | -

38, No such “telephone numbers of state approved providers of prOblém gambling
information, t1'eatrﬁent and referral support services” are so posted on any of these machines.
Eacih such violation of the W Va. Cocfe .§ 29-52B-1 1 12_ is as well a crime undef the W. Va. Code
§ 29-22B-1713, punishable by one (1) to'ten ‘(IO)ryears. imprisonment. |

39.. | While some of these “retailer” bars and beer joints and restaurants do post the
aboVé—noted “CAUTION” warning on ﬁhe wall, many others ‘do not 1;ost such wafnings at all and
so .are.in violation of the W. Va. Code § 29-22B-1112, Which are also _crimiﬁal violations of the-
W. Va. Code § 29-22B-1713, punishable by one.(l) to ten (10) years imprisonment. |

 40.  Critically, the clear purpose of statutory heaﬁing of the W. Va. Code § 29-22B-
1112, “Reduction of Gambling” is viblﬁted fundamentally because the required “CAUTION”
warning “together” with the réquired “problem gambling ... treatment and .s_upport ... services”
notice and admonition are largely intended and designed to “reduce” suéh gambling, much like
similar warnings on bigarette packs, alcohol_coﬁtaiﬁers and dangeroﬁs medicative drugs.

41.  The omission of either component of the W. Va. Code § 29-22B-1112 - - the
“CAUTION” warm'rig or the “problem gambling” adlﬁonition - - undenﬁines tllle declared |

legislative purposeﬁ “Reduction of Gambling.”




42.  Inany event, for all of these gambling sites which post no “problem gambling”

' _' admonition and for the numerous others which omit the “CAUTION” warning, criminal

violations under fhe W. Va. Code § 29-22]3—1713, as well as viblations of'the W. Va. Code § 29-
22B-1112, are i)ervasively manifest. | |

.43. | Tﬁe ubiquitous abéence of the reqﬁired “prqbiém gambling” warning of the . Va.
Code §I 29~22B-_1 112 effectuates fhe statutory warning that “playing thils machine can be
hazardous to youf health, your finances and your future.” For merely Becaﬁse an i1lcipienf1y or

chronically “problem gambl(cr)” may for a while “afford” to play the video machine does not at

. all mean that [s]he can_fegular-ly afford a psychiatrist clinically to treat the addiction caused or

worsened by it. |
- 44, 7 In this respect, the w. Va. ‘Code § 29—-22A-1"7 provides that a pathc;logical or
‘;proble_rn gamblgi’” may receive such clinical treaﬁﬁent free of charg.e from a special program at
the .State. Department of Health and Fuman Resources, 1‘out no such notices are i)osted on the
video sereen or on the adjoining wall.
" COUNT VI

(“Public Good,” “Honesty,” “Public Health and Welfare”)

45.  The W. Va. Code § 29-22A-10(b) provides that “the Commission shall establish

procedures to ensure the . honesty and integrity of the lottery __ system ”

ot

.46., The W. Va. _Céde §§ 29-22A-9(a)(2) and 29~22B-701(2) require the Commission
and the Director to “(c)onduct all yideo lottery éctivities aﬁd functions in a manner which does
not pose a threat to the public health, safety or ﬁélfare of the citizens of this state....” -

47.  The W. Va Céde § 29-22-9(a) mandates that “ldttery shall.be operated ...
consonant with the public good.” o |
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48.  The respondent Commission and Director, by their legal and criminal violations .
recounted in paragraphs 7 through 44 above, have been and are violating the W. ?a. Code §§ 29-
- 22-(a), 29-22A-9(a)(2), 20-22A-10(b), and 29-22B-701(2).
| COUNT IX

(Gambling Devices and Games Not “Owned,
Operated and Controlled” by the State)

49.  The W. Va. Const., Art, VI, § 36, states that “‘The legislature shall have no power
to authorize lotteries or gift enterprises for any purpose, and shall pass laws Ito prohibit the sale of
lottefy or gift ellferprise tiékets_ in this Sfa‘_te; except fhat the legislature may alithoriz_e lotteries

~which are regﬁlatéd; controlled, owned and opefated by the Sté’ce of West Virginia in the manner
provided by generai law....”” In. fact ‘and in law, the private “manufacturers” and “Qperators” and
“1'eta.ilers’i’ “own, operate” and mainly “control” these sé—called video lotteries, with the Staté
alone, as notéd, constitutionally authorized to do so. Indeed, as shown above as well; neither the
Lottery Commissibn and its Director, nor thé State otﬁerwise, apart from not owning, operating
and controlling any of thege machines and their rel_ated tangible devices, mainly “regulate” thein
because even their so-called centralized “software” at the “lottery” office in Charleston is as well
mainly “prografnme_d’_’ by the privaterﬁa.nﬁfacturers. The W. Va.. Code §§ 29-22A-1, el seq., aﬁd'
29-22B-1, et seq., are thus in \}iolati()n, of the W. Va. Const., Art VI, § 36, both on their face and

as appliédQ
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COUNT X

(V 1deo Gambling Games Not “a Lottery™)

50. Even if these prwate manufacturers, operators and retailers whlch obv1ously
“own, opérate and control” this so-called “video lottery” should somehow be held not to doso, it
is the ;garhe, not the name, Which controls. |

5'1. Thes'e'so-called “video totteries” are itlescapably not “Iotteries” within the
meanmg of W. Va Const. , Art. V1, § 36, but are rather hardcore, head-on gamblmg machines and
games which s since 1992 under the controlhng decmlonal law of this state. are not a “lottery, and
“have no relation Wh—atso_ever to a lottery....” The W. Va. Code §§ 29-22A-1, et seq., and 29-22B-
1, et seq., are.thus in \tiolation of the W. Va. Const., Art. VI, § 36, both on their face and asr
applied. | . |

COUNT XI

(State, Not Private Interests, Mainlv Benefit)

52." Bythe W. Va. Const., Art. V1, § 36, the citizens of the State of West Virgtnia '
through their Lottery Comm1ss1on and Director are alone to receive the proﬁts from such so--
called “video Iotterles Whlle the W. Va. Const., Art. X, § 0 forblds the grantmg of unearned and
unrepaid state a1d to private corporations and private persons and entities in the economic
fnarketpla.ce.

53. | The fair and reasonablé value of the goods and services réndéred to the .State of
_ Weét Virginia for the operation of these so-called “vtdeo lotteries” for the past twelve (12)
months by these manufacturers, oﬁeratbrs and rctéilers in no matmér and to no extent reaches or
even remotely approaches the $512 million paid by the State to them under the guise and ruse of
“arm’s length” market transactions, with the State having received $369 million.
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54 All such State monies received by the defendants for such goods and services
beyond their fair and reésonable market value weﬁg fhu_s taken by_thenﬁ m Viblaﬁon of the W. _Va.
Const., Art. V1, § 36 and Art. X, § 6.

55.  The manufaéturers, operators and retailers accordingly must be required by the:
Commission and Director to render full and accuraté accountings for all such monies'claiméd to
réprésent the fair and_ reasonable market value of such goods and services for this State gambling
ente_:rprise, and disgolfge and rebate _fér the use 'aﬁd benefit of the State of West Virginia all of the |
monies received by them beyond such fair and reasonable amounts for. so-called r“lotterf > goods
and 'sewices, plus :interest. |

56 | The W. Va. Code -§§.29-22A—1; e'z; seq., and 29-22B-1, éz‘ seq., Wi’liCh require or
allow such excessivg and unconstitutional bayments of unearned and otﬁerwise equifably
unmerited S-tgte monies to the the;se private entities is unconstitu’ciqhal and void under the W. Va.
Const., Art.. VI, § 36 and Art. X, § 6. |

COUNT X1

(Illegal Saie of Alcohol at State’s Gambling Places)

57.  Should these so—oralled “video lotteriés’dfbe deemed owned, operated,' controlled
and regulated by the State as required by the W. Va. Const., Art VI, § 36, the retail establish- |
__ ments at which sﬁch gambliﬁg occurs are “public places” where alcohol may not be sold and

consumed under the . Va. Const., Art. VI; § 46.

58. E The W. Va. Cod_e. § 29-22B-328, by requiring that tﬁese video machines be placed
only where alcqhol is sold and consumed_, 18 in violation of the W. Va. Conls.*t., Art. VI, §§ 36 and
46, which disallow the sale and drinking of alcoilol at‘ places wherrerthes'e gambling games are

| played. |
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"COUNT XIII

(Stateﬁide Ci‘iminal Gambling Enterprise and Public Nuisan:ce)
| 59.  Since the.Commiss-ion and its Director and their agent-manufacturers, operators

and re’tai_lefs constitutionally and statutorily under their “control,” W. Va. Const., A, VI, § 36
and . | Va. Code § 29—22A—2(g), have by their pervasive illegal and criminal conduct stripped |
. and .divested themselves of any col_.orable beneﬁt, protectien or pretense of law, their combined
and pervasive illicit activities comﬁrise a statewide gambling enterprise and statewide public
nuisance at common law. |

60. ' S_inee they have not adhered to the letter of the law by which they are privileged to
operate, and have not conducted their besiness precisely as permitfed by that legeﬂ: letter and |
.substance, they have forfeited any claim to legality in this matter.

© 61.  Everysingle one of their numerous acts 1t)‘eyond the pertinent statutory ..law brings
them under the full force of the applicable criminal penalties, and moVes them from narrow
protected legality to ‘unprotected broad _laW'Ieesness, rendering this statutorily illegal and crilniﬂal
gambling enterprise onerous to the criminel commen law as well, and 'con_c'lemn_ing itasa
statewide pubiie nuisance which must be ehj oined and abated.
| (Mandramus Allegations) |

62.  The respondents have clear legal duties to conform their conduct to the .
eonsti.tutional and legal requirements alleged and described above, and the petitioners have clear
legal rights for them to do so.

63. | The i:)etitioners have no 'adequafe or equally expeditious or convenient remedy in
this matter other than in mandamus. '

64. The granﬁn_g of the requested writ of mandamus would be in the public interest.
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C. Prayer For Relief
WHEREFORE, the petitioniers pfay'that this Court: -
| 1. Issue. a rule directing the respondents to show caﬁse, if any they .can, why a Writ of
.mandamus should not be awarded to petitioners;
2. Referthis matter to a Special Commissioner under this Court’s Rule 14, to a
circuit judge or otherwise, for the taking of evidence;
3. Allow the partles to ﬁle additional briefs after the takmg of ev1dence
4. - Award petltloners a wrlt of mandamus requiring the respondents to cease and
desist from 'further operation of such video gambling under coler of the . Va. _.Coa'e &8 29—22A- |
1, et seq., and the W. Va. Code §§ 29-22B-1, et seq.; and requiring.th_e coﬁlplete shutdown of any -
" and all legal m fide lotte;'y games until such time as fhey are in and remain in full compliance
with such legal requirements; |
5. Order the respondents to pay the petitioners’ costs, expen'ses aﬁd reason.able
- attorney fees assoqiated with this proceeding; and
6. Grantsuch other and further relief as is proper and just.
GREENBRIER COUNTY COALITION
AGAINST GAMBLING EXPANSION;

‘and CABELL COUNTY COALITION
AGAINST GAMBLING EXPANSION,

unincorporated associations,_ '
By Counsel : ,

/zz;/t %%ém
HARIESS (WVSB #1528)

Route 2, Bgx 186C

Cottageville, West Virginia 25239

Telephone: (304) 372-6878
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VERIFICATION OF PETITION

LARRY HARLESS, being first duly sworn, hereby says that the facts, allegations and
exhibits contained in the foregoing Petition for Writ of Mandamus are true to the extent of his

personal knowledge and, so fair as they are based on information, he belicves them to be true.

%Z//%i" /%/4%

ARLESS

. Taken, subscribéd and sworn to before me this / é’-ﬂuday of*September, 2003.

My commission expiresgyﬂvﬁ‘-’“ - HOI0

s - OFFICIAL SEAL _ &

NOTARY PUBLIC
STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA
KAREN A PAULEY NOTARY PUBLIC
804 - E0th t., S.E.
Gharleston, WV 25304 '




