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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 

TUESDAY, JUNE 19, 2018 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

 

 

 

 S249398 A148482 First Appellate District, Div. 2 FISCHER (DAVID) v.  

   FISCHER (JOANNIE) 

 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 August 20, 2018.  

(Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.512(c).) 

 

 

 S248336 A142592/A150186/A150345 

   First Appellate District, Div. 3 PEOPLE v. TORRENCE  

    (WILLIE A.) 

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

July 20, 2018. 

 

 

 S248400 B281714 Second Appellate District, Div. 8 LOS ANGELES UNIFIED  

   SCHOOL DISTRICT v.  

   PUBLIC EMPLOYMENT  

   RELATIONS BOARD OF THE  

   STATE OF CALIFORNIA  

   (UNITED TEACHERS LOS  

   ANGELES) 

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

July 20, 2018. 

 

 

 S248402 B278805 Second Appellate District, Div. 6 PEOPLE v. SMITH (JAMES) 

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

July 20, 2018. 

 

 

 S248421 A144542/A147993 First Appellate District, Div. 1 BEESON (LINDA) v. LION  

     CONNECTICUT HOLDINGS  

     INC. 

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

July 20, 2018. 
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 S248425 B283217 Second Appellate District, Div. 8 SAHELI (GEZEL) v. WHITE  

   MEMORIAL MEDICAL  

   CENTER 

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

July 20, 2018. 

 

 

 S248432 B288635 Second Appellate District, Div. 2 SORRENTINO (TYLA) v. S.C.  

   (PEOPLE) 

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

July 23, 2018. 

 

 

 S248433 C086595 Third Appellate District FIRST AMERICAN  

   PETROLEUM, LLC v. S.C.  

   (CALIFORNIA  

   DEPARTMENT OF TAX &  

   FEE ADMINISTRATION) 

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

July 23, 2018. 

 

 

 S248444 D071863 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 DON'T CELL OUR PARKS v.  

   CITY OF SAN DIEGO  

   (VERIZON WIRELESS) 

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

July 23, 2018. 

 

 

 S198378   PEOPLE v. RICHARDSON  

   (JASON RUSSELL) 

 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 August 10, 2018. 

 

 

 S221227   RODRIGUEZ (ANGELINA)  

   ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 

 Based upon counsel Karen Kelly’s representation that the reply to the informal response to the 

petition for writ of habeas corpus is anticipated to be filed by August 16, 2018, an extension of 

time in which to file that document is granted to August 16, 2018.  After that date, no further 
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extension is contemplated. 

 

 

 S244630 A147564 First Appellate District, Div. 1 OTO, L.L.C. v. KHO (KEN)/ 

   (SU) 

 Extension of time granted 

 

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

the reply brief on the merits is extended to July 6, 2018. 

 

 

 S222615   PEOPLE v. BELTRAN  

   (FRANCISCO) 

 Counsel appointment order filed 

 

 Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, Kristin Traicoff is hereby appointed to 

represent appellant Francisco Beltran for the direct appeal in the above automatic appeal now 

pending in this court. 

 

 

 S249424 B290658 Second Appellate District, Div. 3 GRAY (COREY) v. S.C. (901  

   PARKMAN LLC) 

 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. 

 

 


