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Summary of Cases Accepted  
During the Week of March 28, 2011 

[This news release is issued to inform the public and the press of cases 

that the Supreme Court has accepted and of their general subject matter.  

The statement of the issue or issues in each case set out below does not 

necessarily reflect the view of the court, or define the specific issues that 

will be addressed by the court.] 

 

#11-33  In re L.L., S190230.  (F059134; nonpublished opinion; Fresno 

County Superior Court; 08CEJ300033.)  Petition for review after the 

Court of Appeal affirmed an order terminating parental rights. 

 

#11-34  In re L.L., S190245.  (F059133; nonpublished opinion; Fresno 

County Superior Court; 08CEJ300033.)  Petition for review after the 

Court of Appeal affirmed an order terminating parental rights. 

 

The court limited review in these two cases to the following issue:  Is 

“criminal” negligence required to support jurisdiction under Welfare and 

Institutions Code section 300, subdivision (f), or is civil negligence 

sufficient? 

 

 

#11-35  Roe 58 v. Doe 1, S190923.  (B215948; 191 Cal.App.4th 1360; 

Los Angeles County Superior Court; JCCP 4297.)  Petition for review 

after the Court of Appeal affirmed the judgment in a civil action.  The 

court ordered briefing deferred pending decision in Quarry v. Doe 1, 

S171382 (#09-30), which presents the following issue:  Did the Court of 

Appeal err in concluding that plaintiffs were entitled to rely on the 

delayed discovery provisions of the statute of limitations (Code Civ. 

Proc., § 340.1) for claims of childhood sexual abuse against specified 

non-perpetrators who knew of the abuse and had the ability to prevent it 

but failed to do so? 
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DISPOSITIONS 

 

The following cases were transferred for reconsideration in light of Pineda v. Williams-

Sonoma, Inc. (2011) 51 Cal.4th 524: 

 

#10-117  Carson v. Michael Stores, S185496 

#11-04  Alvarez v. Kmart Holding Corp., S188021 
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