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 S194388 B220966 Second Appellate District, Div. 5 HARRIS (KAMALA D.) v.  

   PAC ANCHOR  

   TRANSPORTATION, INC. 

 Opinion filed:  Judgment affirmed in full 

 For the reasons stated, we hold that 49 U.S.C. section 14501(c) does not preempt the People’s 

UCL action.  We therefore affirm the Court of Appeal’s judgment. 

 Majority Opinion by Chin, J. 

      -- joined by Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Baxter, Werdegar, Corrigan, Liu, and Aronson, JJ.* 

 *  Associate Justice of the Court of Appeal, Fourth Appellate District, Division Three, assigned 

by the Chief Justice pursuant to article VI, section 6 of the California Constitution. 

 

 

 S218511 C073734 Third Appellate District PEOPLE v. SELLERS  

   (JERIMEY LEN) 

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

September 3, 2014. 

 

 

 S218906 C071523 Third Appellate District PEOPLE v. HERNANDEZ  

   (VICTOR RENE) 

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

August 29, 2014. 

 

 

 S218917 C069884 Third Appellate District PEOPLE v. GOLDMAN  

   (MICHAEL) 

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

August 29, 2014. 

 

 

 S218922 H038714 Sixth Appellate District GRAIL SEMICONDUCTOR,  

   INC. v. MITSUBISHI  

   ELECTRIC & ELECTRONICS  

   USA, INC. 

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

August 29, 2014. 
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 S218939 E056903 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. VERA (DANIEL) 

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

August 29, 2014. 

 

 

 S218972 A133537/A134008 First Appellate District, Div. 3 BISNO (ROBERT H.) v. KAHN  

     (ROBERT J.) 

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

September 3, 2014. 

 

 

 S218985 C070127 Third Appellate District PEOPLE v. HUDSON (CORY) 

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

August 29, 2014. 

 

 

 S219050 G048369 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 3 PEOPLE v. TIREY (JOHN  

   LYNN) 

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

September 3, 2014. 

 

 

 S219052 B245959 Second Appellate District, Div. 1 MONTEBELLO, CITY OF v.  

   VASQUEZ (ROSEMARIE)/ 

   (ARAKELIAN  

   ENTERPRISES, INC.) 

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

September 3, 2014. 

 

 

 S219061 A135982 First Appellate District, Div. 5 PEOPLE v. HAMDON  

   (MUNTHER) 

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

September 3, 2014. 

 

 

 S219070 H038548 Sixth Appellate District PEOPLE v. MADRIGAL  

   (JOSE DeJESUS) 

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

September 3, 2014. 

 

 



 

 

SAN FRANCISCO JULY 28, 2014 1245 

 

 

 S219075 H039632 Sixth Appellate District MADRIGAL (JOSE DeJESUS)  

   ON H.C. 

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

September 3, 2014. 

 

 

 S219084 A137613 First Appellate District, Div. 1 VALENTE (SUZANNE) v.  

   WHITEHILL (MICHAEL) 

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

September 3, 2014. 

 

 

 S219107 A134796 First Appellate District, Div. 5 PEOPLE v. MALDONADO  

   (TAQUAN LAMONT) 

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

September 3, 2014. 

 

 

 S219125 B247670 Second Appellate District, Div. 3 PEOPLE v. MARTINEZ  

   (FRANCISCO) 

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

September 3, 2014. 

 

 

 S062259   PEOPLE v. SCULLY  

   (ROBERT WALTER) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Supervising Deputy State Public Defender Margot 

Garey’s representation that the appellant’s reply brief is anticipated to be filed by January 5, 2015, 

counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to September 26, 

2014.  After that date, only two further extensions totaling about 100 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).) 
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 S156877   PEOPLE v. BROTHERS  

   (VINCENT EDWARD) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Phillip H. Cherney’s representation that the 

appellant’s opening brief is anticipated to be filed by December 31, 2014, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to September 19, 2014.  After that date, only 

two further extensions totaling about 100 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).) 

 

 

 S168441   PEOPLE v. McKNIGHT  

   (ANTHONY) 

 Extension of time granted 

 The application of appellant 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 December 31, 2014, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to September 15, 2014.  After that date, only 

five further extensions totaling about 108 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).) 

 

 

 S177281   PEOPLE v. MAGALLON  

   (MIGUEL ANGEL) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Lynne S. Coffin’s representation that the 

appellant’s opening brief is anticipated to be filed by October 25, 2014, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to August 25, 2014.  After that date, only 

one further extension totaling about 60 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).) 

 

 

 S215554   BROWNE, JR., (RICHARD  

   LEON) ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General William N. Frank’s 

representation that the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is anticipated to 

be filed by August 20, 2014, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that 

document is granted to August 20, 2014.  After that date, no further extension is contemplated. 
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 S217896 F065450/F065451/F065689 

   Fifth Appellate District PEOPLE v. GREWAL  

    (KIRNPAL) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant John C. Stidman, and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time 

to serve and file the opening brief on the merits is extended to August 25, 2014.  The time to serve 

and file respondent’s answer brief on the merits is extended until 30 days after all of opening brief 

on the merits have been filed. 

 

 

 S217896 F065450/F065451/F065689 

   Fifth Appellate District  PEOPLE v. GREWAL  

    (KIRNPAL) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellants, Kirnpal Grewal and Phillip Ernest Walker, and good cause 

appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file the opening brief on the merits is extended 

to August 25, 2014. 

 

 

 S218046   SAPP (JOHN) ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Christopher W. Grove’s 

representation that the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is anticipated to 

be filed by August 26, 2014, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that 

document is granted to August 26, 2014.  After that date, no further extension is contemplated. 

 

 

 S219826 E061241 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 BOBBITT (FREDERICK  

   GARNETT) ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

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

the answer to petition for review is extended to August 11, 2014. 

 

 

 S219842 A138310 First Appellate District, Div. 1 PEOPLE v. AMERICAN  

   CONTRACTORS  

   INDEMNITY COMPANY 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of respondent 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, 2014. 

 

 



 

 

SAN FRANCISCO JULY 28, 2014 1248 

 

 

 S141210   MANRIQUEZ (ABELINO) ON  

   H.C. 

 Order filed 

 Respondent’s application for relief from default to file the exceptions to the report of the referee 

and brief on the merits is granted. 

 

 

 S162197   PEOPLE v. VICTORIANNE  

   (JAVIER WILLIAM) 

 Order filed 

 The order filed in the above matter on July 15, 2014, is amended to read as follows: 

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

appellant’s opening brief is extended to September 15, 2014. 

 

 

 S214078   CLARK (ROYAL) ON H.C. 

 Order filed 

 Petitioner’s request for relief from default to file the reply to the informal response is granted. 

 

 

 S219553 A142065 First Appellate District, Div. 2 YOUNG (DAVID ELIJAH) v.  

   S.C. (PEOPLE) 

 Order filed 

 The application of petitioner for the transmittal of People’s Exhibit No. 2 is hereby denied. 

 

 

 S220177   CLARK (RAYMOND) v. S.C.  

   (PEOPLE) 

 Transferred to Court of Appeal, Fifth Appellate District 

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

 

 


