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Marco A. Gonzalez, Esq. (SBN 190832)
Todd T. Cardift, Esq. (SBN 221851) |
Christian C. Polychron, Esqg. (SBN 230103)
COAST LAW GROUP, LLP

169 Saxony Road, Suite 204

Encinitas, California 92024

Tel:  760-942-8505

Fax: 760-942-8515

Attorneys for Plaintiifs and Petitidners,,
TAXPAYERS FOR RESPONSIBLE LAND USE and LA JOLLA SHORES ASSOCIATION

SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CENTRAL DIVISION

TAXPAYERS FOR RESPONSIBLE LAND Case No. GIC867378

UBSE, et al.,
OPENING BRIEF: PETITIONERS’
Plaintiffs and Petitioners, MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND
V. AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF WRIT OF

MANDAMUS UNDER CEQA
CITY OF SAN DIEGO, et al.,

Detfendants and Respondents. Hon. Linda B. Quinn

—_— -
LETR TEELETIY [

Date: March 1, 2006
Time: 1:30 PM
Dept: 74

Action filed: June 12, 2006

HILLEL OF SAN DIEGO, etal., -

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
) ASSIGNED FOR ALL PURPOSES TO:
)
)
)
)
)
Real Parties-in-Interest. )
)

Petitioners TAXPAYERS FOR RESPONSIBLE LAND USE and LA JOLLA SHORES
ASSOCIATION respectfully submit this Opening Briet: Petitioners’ Memorandum of Points and

Authorities in Support of Mandamus Under CEQA.

Dated: January 8, 2007 COAST LAW GROUP LLP

Todd T. Cardiff, Esq%

- Attorneys for Petitioners
Taxpayers for Responsible Land Use
La Jolla Shores Association
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