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S217592 SULLIVAN (COREY) ON H.C.
Petition ordered withdrawn

Pursuant to written request of petitioner, the above-entitled petition for writ of habeas corpus is
ordered withdrawn.

S096809 PEOPLE v. POYNTON
(RICHARD JAMEYS)
Extension of time granted
Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Carla J. Johnson’s representation that the
appellant’s reply brief is anticipated to be filed by July 15, 2014, counsel’s request for an
extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to June 16, 2014. After that date, only one
further extension totaling 30 additional days will be granted. Counsel is ordered to inform her
assisting attorney or entity, if any, and any assisting attorney or entity of any separate counsel of
record, of this schedule, and to take all steps necessary to meet it.

S107653 PEOPLE v. CRAWFORD
(CHARLES EDWARD)

Extension of time granted

The application of appellant for relief from default for the failure to timely file appellant’s request

for extension of time is granted.

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel David Joseph Macher’s representation that the

appellant’s opening brief is anticipated to be filed by December 31, 2014, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to June 3, 2014. After that date, only four

further extensions totaling about 215 additional days will be granted.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)
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S140795 PEOPLE v. ESPINOZA
(JOHNNY)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Ralph H. Goldsen’s representation that the

appellant’s reply brief is anticipated to be filed by February 15, 2015, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to June 13, 2014. After that date, only four

further extensions totaling about 250 additional days are contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S152556 PEOPLE v. OROZCO (JOSE
LUIS)

Extension of time granted

The application of respondent for relief from default for the failure to timely file respondent’s

request for extension of time is granted.

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Sarah J. Farhat’s representation

that the respondent’s brief is anticipated to be filed by September 2, 2014, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to June 9, 2014. After that date, only two

further extensions totaling about 85 additional days are contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S161399 PEOPLE v. MOLANO (CARL
EDWARD)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Wesley A. Van Winkle’s representation that

appellant’s reply brief is anticipated to be filed by August 15, 2014, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to June 6, 2014. After that date, only one

further extension totaling about 60 additional days is contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(2)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S161909 PEOPLE v. SHOVE
(THEODORE CHURCHILL)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

appellant’s opening brief is extended to June 20, 2014.
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S171393 PEOPLE v. McDANIEL
(DONTE LAMONT)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

appellant’s opening brief is extended to June 20, 2014.

S173875 RIGGS (BILLY RAY) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Federal Public Defender Rose D. Angulo’s
representation that the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is
anticipated to be filed by January 13, 2015, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to
file that document is granted to June 10, 2014. After that date, only four further extensions
totaling about 209 additional days are contemplated.

S178272 PEOPLE v. JOHNSON (BILLY
JOE)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Ronald A. Jakob’s

representation that the respondent’s brief is anticipated to be filed by October 31, 2014, counsel’s

request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to June 24, 2014. After that

date, only two further extensions totaling about 128 additional days are contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S194609 LEE (PHILIAN EUGENE) ON
H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Marilyn L. George’s

representation that the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is anticipated to

be filed by September 22, 2014, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that

document is granted to June 23, 2014. After that date, only two further extensions totaling about

90 additional days are contemplated.
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S203329 JOHNSON (MICHAEL
RAYMOND) ON H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, counsel Susan Garvey’s request for an extension of time in which to file

the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is granted to June 16,

2014. After that date, only two further extensions totaling about 88 additional days will be

granted.

S204795 VO (LOI TAN) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Doron Weinberg’s representation that the reply to
the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is anticipated to be filed by
February 15, 2015, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is
granted to June 16, 2014. After that date, only four further extensions totaling about 240
additional days will be granted.

S206006 PARKER (GERALD) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, counsel Fred Renfroe’s request for an extension of time in which to file
the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is granted to June 17,
2014. The court anticipates that after that date, only four further extensions totaling about 210
additional days will be granted.

S211645 A133750 First Appellate District, Div. 3 HARTFORD CASUALTY
INSURANCE COMPANY v.
J.R. MARKETING LLC

Extension of time granted

On application of amicus curiae Montrose Chemical Corporation of California and good cause

appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file the application for permission to file an

amicus curiae brief is extended to May 9, 2014.

S215265 F062490/F062709 Fifth Appellate District PARKER (CLAY) v. STATE
OF CALIFORNIA

Extension of time granted

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

the opening brief on the merits is extended to May 6, 2014.

No further extension is contemplated.
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S215914 H039330 Sixth Appellate District PEOPLE v. MORAN
(JEFFREY MICHAEL)

Extension of time granted

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

the opening brief is extended to May 28, 2014.

S217369 PEOPLES (LOUIS JAMEYS)
ON H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Donna M. Provenzano’s

representation that the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is anticipated to

be filed by May 31, 2015, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that

document is granted to June 24, 2014. After that date, only six further extensions totaling about

340 additional days are contemplated.

S207313 VERDUGO (MICHAEL) v.
TARGET CORPORATION

Order filed

The request of counsel for appellants in the above-referenced cause to allow two counsel to argue

on behalf of appellants at oral argument is hereby granted.

The request of appellants to allocate to Robert A. Roth 20 minutes and David G. Eisenstein 10

minutes of appellants’ 30-minute allotted time for oral argument is granted.

S209125 B237645 Second Appellate District, Div. 5 GREGORY (CAROLYN) v.
COTT (LORRAINE)

Order filed

The request of appellant to allocate to amicus curiae SEIU United Long Term Care Workers et al.

15 minutes of appellant’s 30-minute allotted time for oral argument is granted.

S209376 A134337 First Appellate District, Div. 4 McQUEEN (I1DA),
CONSERVATORSHIP OF

Order filed

The request of respondent to allocate to amicus curiae California Rural Legal Assistance, Inc., et

al. 10 minutes of respondent’s 30-minute allotted time for oral argument is granted.
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S217726 BLANCO (ROBERT
AGUILAR) v. S.C. (PEOPLE)

Transferred to Court of Appeal, Third Appellate District

The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Third Appellate District, for

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767. In the event the Court of

Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious

petition must be denied.

BAR MISC. 4186 IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF THE COMMITTEE
OF BAR EXAMINERS OF THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA
FOR ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS (MOTION NO. 1,143)

The written motion of the Committee of Bar Examiners that the following named applicants, who

have fulfilled the requirements for admission to practice law in the State of California, be

admitted to the practice of law in this state is hereby granted, with permission to the applicants to

take the oath before a competent officer at another time and place:

(SEE ORIGINAL APPLICATION FOR THE LIST OF NAMES ATTACHED.)

B243050 Second Appellate District, Div. 3 MUDGETT (JUSTIN) v. CITY
OF LOS ANGELES

The above-entitled matter, now pending in the Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, is

transferred from Division Three to Division Seven.

B246635 Second Appellate District, Div. 7 MARTIROSYAN (ARMEN) v.
BIO-MEDICAL
APPLICATIONS OF
CALIFORNIA, INC.

The above-entitled matter, now pending in the Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, is

transferred from Division Seven to Division Three.



