IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

No. S212072

CALIFORNIA BUILDING INDUSTRY ASSOCIATION,

Petitioner,
v. RECEIVED
CITY OF SAN JOSE, MAR 0 3 2014
Respohdent.

CLERK SUPREME COURT

AFFORDABLE HOUSING NETWORK
OF SANTA CLARA COUNTY, et al,,

Intervenors.

After an Opinion by the Court of Appeal,
Sixth Appellate District
(Case No. H038563)

On Appeal from the Superior Court of Santa Clara County
(Case No. CV167289, Honorable Socrates Manoukian, Judge)

NOTICE OF ERRATA TO
PETITIONER’S REPLY BRIEF ON THE MERITS

DAVID P. LANFERMAN, DAMIEN M. SCHIFF, No. 235101
No. 71593 *ANTHONY L. FRANCOIS,
Rutan & Tucker, LLP No. 184100
Five Palo Alto Square Pacific Legal Foundation
3000 El Camino Real, Suite 200 930 G Street
Palo Alto, CA 94306-9814 Sacramento, California 95814
Telephone: (650) 320-1507 Telephone: (916) 419-7111
Facsimile: (650) 320-9905 Facsimile: (916) 419-7747

E-Mail: dlanferman@rutan.com E-mail: alf@pacificlegal.org

Attorneys for Petitioner California Building Industry Association
(see other side for additional attorneys)



NICK CAMMAROTA, No. 159152
California Building Industry Association
1215 K Street, Suite 1200
Sacramento, California 95814
Telephone: (916) 443-7933
E-mail: ncammarota@cbia.org

PAUL CAMPOS, No. 165903
Building Industry Association of the Bay Area
101 Ygnacio Valley Road, Suite 210
Walnut Creek, California 94596-5160
Telephone: (925) 274-1365
E-mail: pcampos@biabayarea.org



TO THE COURT, EACHPARTY, AND TO COUNSEL OF RECORD
FOR EACH PARTY:

Please take notice that the Petitioner’s Reply Brief on the Merits filed
on February 20, 2014, contains errors in the Table of Contents (pages i-1ii) and
Table of Authorities (pages iv-v), specifically that many of the page references
in both Tables are incorrect, one reference in the Table of Contents was
misspelled, one reference in the Table of Authorities is incorrect, and one
reference in the Table of Authorities was inadvertently omitted. Attached
hereto at Attachment A are the corrected Tables. We apologize for the error.

DATED: February 28, 2014.

Respectfully submitted,
DAMIEN M. SCHIFF
ANTHONY L. FRANCOIS
DAVID P. LANFERMAN

NICK CAMMAROTA
PAUL CAMPOS

f ~— 14
Byﬁ/ ‘ Z/ ’ffai"i;‘ a 5
ANTHONY L. FRANCOIS

Attorneys for Petitioner
California Building Industry Association
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and that this declaration was executed this 28th day of February, 2014, at

Sacramento, California.
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