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MODIFICATION OF OPINION
THE COURT:

The opinion filed in this matter on December 19, 2005, is modified as follows:

In the second sentence of the paragraph spanning pages 680-681 of 37 Cal.4th,
the word “automatically” is inserted between “not” and “liable,” so that the sentence
modified will read: “We agree in the abstract that a landowner that does not retain
control is not automatically liable for an injury inflicted by an independent contractor
or its employees on the employee of another independent contractor.”

In the next to the last textual sentence of that same paragraph, the text
following the words “similar conclusion:” is modified to read: “that, as at common
law, the hirer/landowner who has not retained control over the work, and who was not
itself actually on notice of a concealed hazardous condition that causes injury, should
not be derivatively or vicariously liable . ...”

The modification does not effect a change in the judgment.



