Supreme Court of California
350 McAllister Street, San Francisco, CA 94102-4797

WWW.courts.ca.gov,/ supremecourt

NEWS RELEASE FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
Contact: Cathal Conneely, 415-865-7740 April 11, 2014

Summary of Cases Accepted and
Related Actions for Week of April 7, 2014

[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.]

#14-37 People v. Elizalde, S215260. (A132071; 222 Cal.App.4th 351; Contra Costa
County Superior Court; 050809038.) Petition for review after the Court of Appeal
affirmed judgments of conviction of criminal offenses. The court limited review to the
following issues: (1) Was defendant subjected to custodial interrogation without the
benefit of warnings under Miranda v. Arizona (1966) 384 U.S. 436, when he was
questioned about his gang affiliation during an interview while being booked into jail, or
did the questioning fall within the booking exception to Miranda? (2) If the questioning
fell outside the booking exception, was defendant prejudiced by the admission of his
Incriminating statements at trial?

#14-38 People v. Hubbard, S216444. (B239519; nonpublished opinion; Los Angeles
County Superior Court; SA075027.) Petition for review after the Court of Appeal
reversed a judgment of conviction of criminal offenses. This case presents the following
issue: Does Penal Code section 424 apply only to public officers who are charged with
the receipt, safekeeping, transfer, or disbursement of public moneys, or does the statute
apply to a public officer who authorizes the disbursement of public funds even if the
actual authority to approve the disbursement lies elsewhere?

#14-39 Larkin v. Workers’ Comp. Appeals Bd., $216986. (C065891; 223 Cal.App.4th
538.) Petition for review after the Court of Appeal affirmed a decision of the Board.
This case presents the following issue: Do the benefits provided under Labor Code
section 4458.2 extend both to volunteer peace officers and to regularly sworn, salaried
officers?
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The Supreme Court of California is the state ’s highest court and its decisions are binding on all other California
state courts. The court’s primary role is to decide matters of statewide importance and to maintain uniformity in the
law throughout California by reviewing matters from the six districts of the California Courts of Appeal and the
fifty-eight county superior courts (the trial courts). Among its other duties, the court also decides all capital appeals
and related matters and reviews both attorney and judicial disciplinary matters.



