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[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.] 

 

#18-108  People v. Orozco, S249495.  (D067313; 24 Cal.App.5th 667; San Diego County 

Superior Court; SCN335521.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal affirmed an 

order denying a petition to recall sentence.  This case presents the following issue:  Can a 

felony conviction for receiving a stolen vehicle in violation of Penal Code section 496d 

be reclassified as a misdemeanor under Proposition 47in light of Penal Code section 496, 

subdivision (a), which provides that receiving other stolen property is a misdemeanor 

when the value of the property does not exceed $950?   

#18-109  People v. Aguilar, S249953.  (E067738; nonpublished opinion; Riverside 

County Superior Court; 16CR068920.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal 

affirmed a judgment of conviction of criminal offenses.   

#18-110  People v. Mohamed, S249917.  (D072680; nonpublished opinion; San Diego 

County Superior Court; SCD271748.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal 

affirmed a judgment of conviction of a criminal offense.   

The court ordered briefing in Aguilar and Mohamed deferred pending decision in In re 

Ricardo P., S230923 (#16-41) and People v. Trujillo, S244650 (#17-335), which present 

issues concerning the imposition of an “electronics search condition” of probation if the 

devices subject to the condition had no relationship to the crime or crimes committed and 

use of the devices would not itself involve criminal conduct, but access to the devices 

might facilitate supervision of the probationer.   

#18-111  In re J.R., S249205.  (H043051; 22 Cal.App.5th 805; Santa Clara County 

Superior Court; JV40959.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal affirmed orders 

in a juvenile wardship proceeding.  The court ordered briefing deferred pending decision 
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in People v. Bullard, S239488 (#17-64), which presents the following issue:  Does equal 

protection or the avoidance of absurd consequences require that misdemeanor sentencing 

under Penal Code sections 490.2 and 1170.18 extend not only to those convicted of 

violating Vehicle Code section 10851 by theft, but also to those convicted for taking a 

vehicle without the intent to permanently deprive the owner of possession?  (See People 

v. Page (2017) 3 Cal.5th 1175, 1188, fn. 5.)   

DISPOSITION 

The following case was transferred for reconsideration in light of the 2017 amendment to 

Health & Safety Code section 11370.2 (Stats. 2017, ch. 677, § 1, eff. Jan. 1, 2018 (S.B. 

180)) and In re Estrada (1965) 63 Cal.2d 740: 

#17-78  People v. DeHughes, S239494. (C077959; nonpublished opinion; Shasta 

County Superior Court;  13F7660) 

 

# # # 

 

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. 


