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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 

THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 27, 2020 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

 

 

 S248730 E060438 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. PEREZ (JOSE  

   LUIS) 

 Opinion filed:  Judgment reversed 

 

 The judgment of the Court of Appeal is reversed, and the cause remanded for further proceedings 

consistent with this opinion. 

 Majority Opinion by Groban, J. 

      – joined by Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Chin, Corrigan, Liu, Cuéllar, and Kruger, JJ. 

 

 

 S249872 A150689 First Appellate District, Div. 1 PEOPLE v. VEAMATAHAU  

   (JOSEPH) 

 Opinion filed:  Judgment affirmed in full 

 Majority Opinion by Cantil-Sakauye, C. J. 

      – joined by Chin, Corrigan, Liu, Cuéllar, Kruger, and Groban, JJ. 

 

 

 S251333 F073942 Fifth Appellate District PEOPLE v. McKENZIE  

   (DOUGLAS EDWARD) 

 Opinion filed:  Judgment affirmed in full 

 Majority Opinion by Chin, J. 

      – joined by Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Corrigan, Liu, Cuéllar, Kruger, and Groban, JJ. 

 

 

 S260880 E074639 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PATTERSON (TRINA R.) v.  

   S.C. (U.S. BANK NA) 

 Petition for review & application for stay denied 

 

 

 S260545 B303533 Second Appellate District, Div. 1 GERMON (SEBASTIAN) v.  

   S.C. (PEOPLE) 

 Stay order filed 

 

 To permit consideration of the petition for review filed herein, all further proceedings in People v. 

Sebastian Germon, Los Angeles County Superior Court No. BA479648, are hereby stayed 

pending further order of this court. 
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 S260799 B293881 Second Appellate District, Div. 8 PEOPLE v. TAYLOR (ISAAC  

   WILLIAM) 

 Time for ordering review extended on the court’s own motion 

 

 The time for ordering review on the court’s own motion is hereby extended to May 5, 2020.  (Cal. 

Rules of Court, rule 8.512(c).) 

 

 

 S259954 B297354 Second Appellate District, Div. 7 MILTON (WILLIAM) ON  

   H.C. 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to  

April 2, 2020. 

 

 

 S260020 B292912 Second Appellate District, Div. 6 IN RE I.D. 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to  

April 6, 2020. 

 

 

 S260050 G057594 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 3 PEOPLE v. GUTIERREZ  

   (MARCO ANTONIO) 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to  

April 8, 2020. 

 

 

 S260053 F077204 Fifth Appellate District CATLETT (BRAD LEE) ON  

   H.C. 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to  

April 8, 2020. 

 

 

 S095223   PEOPLE v. BLOOM  

   (ROBERT MAURICE) 

 Extension of time granted 

 

 Based upon counsel William T. Lowe’s representation that the supplemental appellant’s reply 

brief is anticipated to be filed by March 10, 2020, an extension of time in which to serve and file 

that brief is granted to March 10, 2020.  After that date, no further extension will be granted. 
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 S146528   PEOPLE v. SNYDER  

   (JANEEN MARIE) &  

   THORNTON (MICHAEL  

   FORREST) 

 Extension of time granted 

 

 Based upon counsel Tracy J. Dressner’s representation that appellant Janeen Marie Snyder’s 

opening brief is anticipated to be filed by December 24, 2020, an extension of time in which to 

serve and file that brief is granted to April 24, 2020.  After that date, only four further extensions 

totaling about 243 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).) 

 

 

 S151493   PEOPLE v. CARDENAS  

   (REFUGIO RUBEN) 

 Extension of time granted 

 

 Based upon Deputy Attorney General Tia M. Coronado’s representation that the supplemental 

respondent’s brief is anticipated to be filed by July 2, 2020, an extension of time in which to serve 

and file that brief is granted to May 4, 2020.  After that date, only one further extension totaling 

about 58 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).) 

 

 

 S162197   PEOPLE v. VICTORIANNE  

   (JAVIER WILLIAM) 

 Extension of time granted 

 

 Based upon Senior Deputy State Public Defender Andrew C. Shear’s representation that the 

appellant’s reply brief is anticipated to be filed by March 25, 2020, an extension of time in which 

to serve and file that brief is granted to March 25, 2020.  After that date, no further extension will 

be granted. 

 

 

 S182161   PEOPLE v. JACKSON  

   (LLOYD EARL) 

 Extension of time granted 

 

 On application of appellant, it is ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’s opening brief is 

extended to May 4, 2020. 
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 S195828   PEOPLE v. VILLA  

   (RICARDO) 

 Extension of time granted 

 

 Based upon counsel Stephen M. Lathrop’s representation that the appellant’s reply brief is 

anticipated to be filed by July 15, 2020, an extension of time in which to serve and file that brief is 

granted to April 21, 2020.  After that date, only two further extensions totaling about 84 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).) 

 

 

 S201205   PEOPLE v. MOORE (RYAN  

   T.) 

 Extension of time granted 

 

 On application of appellant, it is ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’s opening brief is 

extended to April 27, 2020. 

 

 

 S202630   PEOPLE v. BUTLER  

   (RAYMOND OSCAR) 

 Extension of time granted 

 

 Based upon Supervising Deputy State Public Defender Ryan R. Davis’s representation that the 

appellant’s reply brief is anticipated to be filed by December 31, 2020, an extension of time in 

which to serve and file that brief is granted to May 1, 2020.  After that date, only four further 

extensions totaling about 245 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).) 

 

 

 S206484   PEOPLE v. ESPINOZA  

   (PEDRO) 

 Extension of time granted 

 

 Based upon counsel Debra S. Sabah Press’s representation that the appellant’s reply brief is 

anticipated to be filed by July 15, 2020, an extension of time in which to serve and file that brief is 

granted to April 27, 2020.  After that date, only two further extensions totaling about 78 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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 S220097   PEOPLE v. WEST (ERRAN  

   LANE) 

 Extension of time granted 

 

 Based upon counsel Michael Clough’s representation that the appellant’s opening brief is 

anticipated to be filed by April 21, 2020, an extension of time in which to serve and file that brief 

is granted to April 21, 2020.  After that date, no further extension is contemplated. 

 

 

 S221158   PEOPLE v. CISNEROS  

   (LEONARDO ALBERTO) 

 Extension of time granted 

 

 On application of appellant, it is ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’s opening brief is 

extended to April 24, 2020. 

 

 

 S226781   PEOPLE v. FELIX (MIGUEL  

   ENRIQUE) 

 Extension of time granted 

 

 On application of appellant, it is ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’s opening brief is 

extended to May 4, 2020. 

 

 

 S229645   CUNNINGHAM (JOHN LEE)  

   ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 

 Based upon counsel Margo Hunter’s representation that the reply to the informal response to the 

petition for writ of habeas corpus is anticipated to be filed by May 21, 2020, an extension of time 

in which to serve and file that document is granted to April 21, 2020.  After that date, only one 

further extension totaling about 31 additional days is contemplated. 

 

 

 S231558   PEOPLE v. NEALY (EDDIE  

   RICKY) 

 Extension of time granted 

 

 On application of appellant, it is ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’s opening brief is 

extended to April 21, 2020. 
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 S256933   INIGUEZ-DELGADILLO  

   (EFREN) ON H.C. 

 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 March 26, 2020. 

 

 

 S258143 G055621 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 3 PEOPLE v. MOSES III  

   (ANTONIO CHAVEZ) 

 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 March 23, 2020. 

 No further extensions of time are contemplated. 

 

 

 S259233 E070345 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. WEHR (ROBERT  

   KENNETH) 

 Counsel appointment order filed 

 

 Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, Eric Reynolds is hereby appointed to 

represent appellant on the appeal now pending in this court. 

 

 

 S260029 C087767 Third Appellate District PEOPLE v. CROSS (GARY  

   JOSEPH) 

 Counsel appointment order filed 

 

 Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, Richard Fitzer is hereby appointed to 

represent appellant on the appeal now pending in this court. 

 

 

 S260067 F078500 Fifth Appellate District PEOPLE v. DALY (ROGER  

   WAYNE) 

 Counsel appointment order filed 

 

 Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, the Central California Appellate Program is 

hereby appointed to represent appellant on the appeal now pending in this court. 
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 S086234   PEOPLE v. MILES (JOHNNY  

   DUANE) 

 Order filed 

 

 The request of counsel for appellant in the above-referenced cause to be allotted 45 minutes of 

oral argument time is hereby granted. 

 The request of appellant to allocate to amicus curiae NAACP Legal Defense & Educational Fund, 

Inc., 15 minutes of petitioner’s 45-minute allotted time for oral argument is granted. 

 

 

 S092410   PEOPLE v. NIEVES (SANDI  

   DAWN) 

 Order filed 

 

 Appellant’s “Application to File Appellant’s Supplemental Brief,” filed on February 21, 2020, is 

granted.  The supplemental respondent’s brief must be served and filed within 30 days of the 

filing of this order.  Appellant may serve and file a supplemental reply brief within 30 days of the 

filing of the supplemental respondent’s brief. 

 

 

 S248730 E060438 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. PEREZ (JOSE  

   LUIS) 

 Motion for judicial notice denied 

 

 Appellant Edgar Ivan Chavez Navarro’s request for judicial notice, filed on March 6, 2019, is 

denied. 

 

 

 S260638   WERNICKE, JR., (TERRY) 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. 

 

 

 S260782   WASHINGTON (JAMES) 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. 
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 S260818   WOODS (MICHAEL EARL) v.  

   S.C. (JONES) 

 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. 

 

 


