IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE ARMED FORCES

CENTER FOR CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS,
GLENN GREENWALD, JEREMY SCAHILL, : Crim. App. Misc.
THE NATION, AMY GOODMAN, DEMOCRACY : Dkt. No. 20120514
NOw!, CHASE MADAR, KEVIN GOSZTOLA,
JULIAN ASSANGE, and WIKILEAKS, : USCA Misc.
: Dkt. No. 12-8027/AR
Appellants,
General Court Martial
V. : United States v. Manning,
Ft. Meade, Maryland

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA and CHIEF
JUDGE COL. DENISE LIND, : Dated: 19 July 2012

Appellees.

CONSENT MOTION TO CORRECT ERRATA

Petitioner—-Appellants hereby move (pursuant to Rule 30 of
this Court) for leave to correct the following errata in their
opening and reply briefs in the above-captioned case:

1. Both the opening brief and reply brief did not include
an Index (Table of Contents) or Table of Cases, Statutes and
Other Authorities. Along with a cover page, appropriate tables

are appended hereto for both briefs.’

1 Rule 37 of this Court’s Rules of Practice indicates that

all pleadings over a certain length should include these tables.
Rule 24 contains a template form for briefs in ordinary appeals
that includes tables, but Rule 28, containing a form of writs
and writ—-appeal petitions, does not include tables. Given the
ambiguity, Petitioner-Appellants have submitted this Errata.



2. The opening brief, page 4, lines 10-12, contains a ty-
pographic error, repeated twice: “in a matter not inconsistent
with the First Amendment” should read “in a manner not inconsis-
tent....” each time.

3. The certification of compliance with word limits for
the reply brief mistakenly states that the brief is “a principal
brief.” That should read “a reply brief”; the stated word count
is correct and under the applicable word limit for a reply
brief.

4. For two cases cited in the reply, at the first cita-
tion, a short form cite is mistakenly used in place of a full
citation. These are the citation to Richmond Newspapers v. Vir-
ginia, 448 U.S. 555 (1980) at page 5 of the reply brief and the
citation to Grove Fresh Distributors, Inc. v. Everfresh Juice
Co., 24 F.3d 893 (7th Cir. 1994) at page 7.

Counsel for Appellees has been consulted and does not ob-
ject to this motion.

Undersigned counsel apologizes for the errors.

Date: New York, New York
19 July 2012

Respectfully submitted,

/s/sdk
Shayana D. Kadidal
J. Wells Dixon
Baher Azmy, Legal Director
Michael Ratner, President Emeritus
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Jonathan Hafetz

169 Hicks Street
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Certificate of Service

I hereby certify on this 19th day of July, 2012, I caused
the foregoing Motion to Correct Errata to be filed with the
Court and served on Respondents electronically via email (per
this Court’s Electronic Filing Order of 22 July 2010), and to be
served on the trial and appellate courts and defense, as listed
below, via courier or mail at the following addresses, respec-
tively:

Clerk of the Court

U.S. Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces
450 E Street, NW

Washington, DC 20442-0001

Tel: (202) 761-1448
efiling@armfor.uscourts.gov

- and -

U.S. Army Court of Criminal Appeals
Office of the Clerk of Court

9275 Gunston Road

Fort Belvoir, VA 22060-5546

- and -

Chief Judge Col. Denise Lind

U.S. Army Trial Judiciary, 1lst Judicial Cir.
U.S. Army Military District of Washington
Office of the Staff Judge Advocate

103 Third Ave., SW, Ste 100.

Ft. McNair, DC 20319

- and -

David E. Coombs (counsel for Pfc. Manning)
Law Office of David E. Coombs

11 South Angell Street, #317

Providence, RI 02906

Tel: (508) 689-4616

(COURTESY COPY)



- and -

Capt. Judge Advocate Chad M. Fisher
Appellate Government Counsel

Office of the Judge Advocate General
U.S. Army Legal Services Agency

9275 Gunston Rd.

Ft. Belvoir, VA 22060

Tel: (703) 693-0783
chad.m.fisher.mil@mail.mil

/s/sdk

Shayana Kadidal
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