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INTRODUCTION

This is an appeal from a Writ prohibiting the Franklin Circuit Court from
proceeding with the in rem civil forfeiture of 141 Internet Domain Names used as
illegal “gambling devices” in violation of KRS Chapter 528. The Appellee
associations and pseudonyms have no standing as “lawful claimants” to protest
the forfeiture as surrogates for the anonymous offshore entities engaged in this
unregulated gambling, Granting an extraordinary writ is inappropriate when it
allows illegal gambling operators to purposefully target Kentucky residents from
offshore, systematically violate Kentucky law and reap profits from illegal
gambling in Kentucky - while contending that the courts of the Commonwealth

are powerless to act.

STATEMENT CONCERNING ORAL ARGUMENT
Appellant believes oral argument would be helpful to the Court's
understanding that the in rem civil proceeding is one against the property .itself,
that the absent owners lack standing to defend that property through surrogates,
and that the Domain Defendants are illegal gambling devices that are within the
Court’s in rem jurisdiction due to their minimum contacts with and purposeful

availment of this forum.



