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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 

TUESDAY, AUGUST 11, 2015 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

 

 

 

 S093944   PEOPLE v. BERTSCH (JOHN  

   ANTHONY) & HRONIS  

   (JEFFERY LEE) 

 Extension of time granted 

 The application of appellant John Anthony Bertsch 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 Thomas Lundy's representation that the 

appellant’s opening brief is anticipated to be filed by October 31, 2015, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to September 18, 2015.  After that date, only 

one further extension totaling about 38 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)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S155160   PEOPLE v. RAMIREZ  

   (IRVING ALEXANDER) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public Defender Maria Morga’s 

representation that the appellant’s opening brief is anticipated to be filed by December 22, 2015, 

counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to October 13, 

2015.  After that date, only one further extension totaling 70 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).) 

 

 

 S165998   PEOPLE v. PLATA (NOEL  

   JESSE) & TRAN (RONALD  

   TRI) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Catherine White’s representation that appellant 

Ronald Tri Tran’s opening brief is anticipated to be filed by June 1, 2016, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to September 25, 2015.  After that date, only 

four further extensions totaling about 249 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).) 
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 S173784   PEOPLE v. OYLER  

   (RAYMOND LEE) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Michael Clough’s representation that the 

appellant’s opening brief is anticipated to be filed by November 1, 2015, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to October 7, 2015.  After that date, only 

one further extension totaling about 26 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)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S175720   PEOPLE v. MARTINEZ  

   (CARLOS) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Kathy Moreno’s representation that the 

appellant’s opening brief is anticipated to be filed by January 19, 2016, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to September 21, 2015.  After that date, only 

two further extensions totaling about 120 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).) 

 

 

 S180217   PEOPLE v. HERNANDEZ,  

   JR., (GEORGE ANTHONY) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Barry Morris’s representation that the appellant’s 

opening brief is anticipated to be filed by March 1, 2016, counsel’s request for an extension of 

time in which to file that brief is granted to October 9, 2015.  After that date, only three further 

extensions totaling about 144 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).) 

 

 

 S185221   PEOPLE v. LEWIS (TRAVIS  

   JEREMY) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Tara K. Hoveland’s representation that the 

appellant’s opening brief is anticipated to be filed by June 23, 2016, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to October 5, 2015.  After that date, only 

five further extensions totaling about 261 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).) 
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 S188525   THOMPSON (JAMES ALVIN)  

   ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Michael Clough’s representation that the reply to 

the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is anticipated to be filed by 

December 15, 2015, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is 

granted to September 25, 2015.  After that date, only two further extensions totaling about 80 

additional days are contemplated. 

 

 

 S222620 C074662 Third Appellate District PEOPLE v. RINEHART  

   (BRANDON LANCE) 

 Extension of time granted 

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

the response to amicus curiae briefs is extended to September 28, 2015. 

 

 

 S223799 H039679 Sixth Appellate District GOMEZ (PEDRO JESUS) v.  

   S.C. (PEOPLE) 

 Extension of time granted 

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

respondent’s answer brief on the merits is extended to October 26, 2015. 

 

 

 S223825   PEOPLE v. VALENCIA  

   (DAVID JOHN) 
 Extension of time granted 

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

the answer brief on the merits is extended to September 30, 2015. 

 

 

 S224086 G049838 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 3 McGILL (SHARON) v.  

   CITIBANK, N.A. 

 Extension of time granted 

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

the answer brief on the merits is extended to October 30, 2015. 

 

 

 S225090 B253620 Second Appellate District, Div. 1 BARAL (ROBERT C.) v.  

   SCHNITT (DAVID) 

 Extension of time granted 

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

the answer brief on the merits is extended to September 18, 2015. 
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 S226779 D066959 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 FLETHEZ (FRANK) v. SAN  

   BERNARDINO COUNTY  

   EMPLOYEES RETIREMENT  

   ASSOCIATION 
 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 August 28, 2015. 

 

 

 S227022   PEOPLE v. LEVENS  

   (KASSANDRA) 

 Extension of time granted 

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

the reply to informal response is extended to August 17, 2015. 

 

 

 S227876 E061030/E061704 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 CASTRO (ROBERT J.) v.  

     INDYMAC INDX  

     MORTGAGE LOAN TRUST  

     2005-AR21 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of respondent Lender Processing Services, Inc., and good cause appearing, it is 

ordered that the time to serve and file the answer to petition for review is extended to August 13, 

2015. 

 

 

 S226665 B245657 Second Appellate District, Div. 8 PEOPLE v. MERAZ (JUAN  

   RAMON) 

 Counsel appointment order filed 

 Upon request of appellant Victor Bibiano for appointment of counsel, Robert Boyce is hereby 

appointed to represent appellant on the appeal now pending in this court. 

 

 

 S226665 B245657 Second Appellate District, Div. 8 PEOPLE v. MERAZ (JUAN  

   RAMON) 

 Counsel appointment order filed 

 Upon request of appellant Juan Ramon Meraz for appointment of counsel, Jennifer Mannix is 

hereby appointed to represent appellant on the appeal now pending in this court. 
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 S226665 B245657 Second Appellate District, Div. 8 PEOPLE v. MERAZ (JUAN  

   RAMON) 

 Counsel appointment order filed 

 Upon request of appellant Juan M. Chambasis for appointment of counsel, Derek Kowata is 

hereby appointed to represent appellant on the appeal now pending in this court. 

 

 

 S226913 A137121 First Appellate District, Div. 1 PEOPLE v. VEGA-ROBLES  

   (JOSE) 

 Counsel appointment order filed 

 Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, Joseph Shipp is hereby appointed to 

represent appellant on the appeal now pending in this court. 

 

 

 S227227 H039974 Sixth Appellate District PEOPLE v. DENIZE (MAX  

   HENRY) 

 Counsel appointment order filed 

 Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, the Sixth District Appellate Program is 

hereby appointed to represent appellant on the appeal now pending in this court. 

 

 

 S227621   WASHINGTON (KIILU  

   NEEMA) v. S.C. (PEOPLE) 

 Transferred to Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District 

 The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Second 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. 

 

 

 S227653   PEREZ, JR., (DAVID  

   CLEMENTE) v. S.C.  

   (PEOPLE) 

 Transferred to Court of Appeal, Fourth Appellate District, Division Three 

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

Division Three, 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. 

 

 


