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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Plaintiff,
V. Case No. 14-cv-01967-RMC
SYLVIA MATHEWS BURWELL,
in her official capacity as Secretary of the United States
Department of Health and Human Services, et al.,

Defendants.

N N N N N N N N N N N N N

ERRATUM

Plaintiff United States House of Representatives respectfully files this Erratum to correct
for the record the inadvertent omission of an ellipsis from a quotation taken from Raines v. Byrd,
521 U.S. 811, 823 (1997), which quotation appears in the Opposition of the [House] to
Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss the Complaint (Feb. 27, 2015) (ECF No. 22) (“Opposition”).

The quotation appears on page 27 of the House’s Opposition as follows:

° As the Court explained later, “Coleman stands for the proposition that legislators
whose votes would have been sufficient to defeat (or enact) a specific legislative Act have
standing to sue if that legislative action goes into effect (or does not go into effect), on the
ground that their votes have been completely nullified.” Raines, 521 U.S. at 823.

The quotation should have appeared on page 27 of the House’s Opposition as follows:

° As the Court explained later, “Coleman stands . . . for the proposition that
legislators whose votes would have been sufficient to defeat (or enact) a specific legislative Act
have standing to sue if that legislative action goes into effect (or does not go into effect), on the

ground that their votes have been completely nullified.” Raines, 521 U.S. at 823.
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As noted, the omission of the ellipsis was inadvertent; it also is regretted.

The omission of the ellipsis, however, is not material because (i) it did not alter the
meaning of the quoted passage or the holding of Raines, and (ii) inclusion of the ellipsis does not
undermine the House’s standing to challenge defendants’ expenditure of public funds in a case,
like this one, where there is no congressional appropriation of funds for such expenditure. See

Opp’n at 32 & n.19 (discussing omitted Raines language).

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Jonathan Turley
JONATHAN TURLEY
D.C. Bar No. 417674

2000 H Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20052
(202) 285-8163
jturley@law.gwu.edu

KERRY W. KIRCHER, General Counsel
D.C. Bar No. 386816
WILLIAM PITTARD, Deputy General Counsel
D.C. Bar No. 482949
TODD B. TATELMAN, Senior Assistant Counsel
ELENI M. ROUMEL, Assistant Counsel
ISAAC B. ROSENBERG, Assistant Counsel
D.C. Bar No. 998900
KIMBERLY HAMM, Assistant Counsel
D.C. Bar No. 1020989

OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
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Counsel for Plaintiff U.S. House of Representatives
April 6, 2015
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I certify that on April 6, 2015, | served one copy of the foregoing Erratum via CM/ECF

on all registered parties.

/s/ Todd Tatelman
Todd Tatelman




