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RESPONSE TO ASSIGNEMENT OF ERROR 

There are no errors in the actions of the Circuit Court in granting Summary 

Judgment. 

RESPONSE TO THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

The factual assertions in the Statement of the Case are as stated. The 

conclusions adverse to the Petitioners are either not relevant or dealt with by the 

Judge in his order. 

SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT 

Basically the Respondents did what was required by the Constitutional and 

Statutory Law in West Virginia, did it properly and without violating any law. 

STATE OF ORAL ARGUMENT 


Oral argument is not requested by the Respondents. 
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RESPONSE TO LAW AND ARGUMENT 

The Sunshine Law was fully complied with by the County Commission in the 

adoption ofthe 911 system (Code 24-6-6) as demonstrated by the Notice of Special 

Meeting posted on the doors of the County Courthouse, public meetings were held as 

provided by law. 

West Virginia Law requires (emphasis applied) counties to regulate streets and 

roads to "City Type addressing." See West Virginia Code. Chapter 7, Article 1, Section 3 

cc and West Virginia Constitution. Article IX, Section 11. 

CONCLUSION 

The Court below did not err in its ruling in granting Summary Judgment to the 

Respondents and this appeal should be DENIED. 

Respectfully submitted, 

WVSB# 1773 
COUNSEL FOR THE RESPON NTS 
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