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DECLARATION OF PETER F. GOLDSCHEIDER
1. I am a attorney for appellant in this matter.

2. I am notifying the Court of errors and omissions in the references to the
pagination of several sections in the table of contents in the Answer filed on September 1,

2023.

For the foregoing reasons, I respectfully am seeking leave of the court to substitute

the attached corrected table of contents into that Answer..

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct as
executed in Redwood City, California,
Dated: September 13, 2023

/s/
Peter F. Goldscheider




DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY MAIL AND ELECTRONIC FILING
I am a resident of the County of Santa Clara and over the age of eighteen

years. | am not a party to the within action. My business address is: 600 Allerton
Street, Suite 201, Redwood City, California 94063. On the date referenced below, I

served the within:

APPELLANT’S NOTICE OF ERRATA IN APPELLANT’S ANSWER
on the interested parties in said action, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed in a
sealed envelope with postage thereon fully prepaid in the United States Postal Service

mailbox at Palo Alto, California, addressed as follows:

On, September 13, 2023, I transmitted a PDF version of this document by

electronic mail through True Filing to each of the following using the email addresses

indicated:
The Office of the Attorney General Sixth District Appellate Program
SFAG.Docketing@doj.ca.gov sdapattorneys@sdap.org

Office of the District Attorney
dca(@dao.sccgov.org

Luisramon Manzano Arellanio

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct as executed in

Redwood City, California.
Dated:September 13, 2023

/s/
Peter F. Goldscheider
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1. At the time of service I was at least 18 years of age and not a party to this legal action.

2. My email address used to e-serve: pfgolds@aol.com

3. I'served by email a copy of the following document(s) indicated below:
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