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Attorneys for Plaintiffs

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

CASE NO.: 3:12-CV-03288 SI

ERRATA MEMO RE:
Documents # 020 and 021

Date: December 21, 2012
Time: 9:00 a.m.
Place: United States District

Court - San Francisco
450 Golden Gate Ave.

Court: Courtroom 10, 19  Floorth

Judge: Hon. Susan Illston

JOHN TEIXEIRA, STEVE
NOBRIGA, GARY GAMAZA,
CALGUNS FOUNDATION (CGF),
INC., SECOND AMENDMENT
FOUNDATION (SAF), INC., and
CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF
FEDERAL FIREARMS LICENSEES,
INC. (Cal-FFL), 

Plaintiffs, 

vs.

COUNTY OF ALAMEDA, ALAMEDA
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS (as a
policy making body), WILMA CHAN
in her official capacity, NATE MILEY
in his official capacity, and KEITH
CARSON in his official capacity.

Defendants. 
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1. In the DECLARATION OF PLAINTIFFS: STEVE NOBRIGA, JOHN

TEIXEIRA, GARY GAMAZA, (Doc # 020) at paragraph 9.a., the date should

have read October 20, 2010 instead of October 20, 2012. 

2. I mis-remembered the rule for the number of pages that triggered the

necessity of a Table of Contents and a Table of Authorities for a

Memorandum of Points and Authorities.  As Plaintiffs’ MEMORANDUM OF

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF A REQUEST FOR A

PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION (Doc # 21) is more than ten (10) pages, I have

attached those tables to this errata memorandum. 

Respectfully Submitted on December 7, 2012, 

    /s/ Donald Kilmer                           
Donald E.J. Kilmer, Jr., (SBN: 179986) 
LAW OFFICES OF DONALD KILMER
A Professional Corporation
1645 Willow Street, Suite 150
San Jose, California 95125-3030
Telephone: 408/264-8489
Facsimile: 408/264-8487
E-Mail: Don@DKLawOffice.com

Attorney for Plaintiffs
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