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S083594 PEOPLE v. TRUJEQUE
X (TOMMY ADRIAN)

Opinion filed: Judgment reversed
For the foregoing reasons, we reverse the judgment of conviction for the second degree murder of
Apodaca, set aside the prior murder and multiple murder special-circumstance findings, reverse
the judgment of death, and remand to the trial court for resentencing in accordance with this
opinion. On remand, the trial court should consider whether to impose any sentence
enhancements that were originally stayed pending imposition of the death judgment.
In all other respects, the judgment is affirmed.
Majority Opinion by Chin, J.

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

S212940 A135733 First Appellate District, Div. 3 PEOPLE v. FORD (WILLIAM
J)
Opinion filed: Judgment affirmed in full
The judgment of the Court of Appeal is affirmed.
Majority Opinion by Cuéllar, J.
-- joined by Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Werdegar, Chin, Corrigan, Liu, and Kruger, JJ.

S215637 D063945 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 SOUTH COAST FRAMING,
INC. v. WORKERS’
COMPENSATION APPEALS
BOARD & CLARK
(JOVELYN)

Opinion filed: Judgment reversed

We reverse the Court of Appeal’s judgment.

Majority Opinion by Corrigan, J.

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

S226655 B262750 Second Appellate District, Div. 7 COVINA, CITY OF v. S.C.
(ALLEN)
Petition for review & application for stay denied
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S$165998 PEOPLE v. PLATA (NOEL
JESSE) & TRAN (RONALD
TRI)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Catherine White’s representation that appellant

Ronald Tri Tran’s opening brief is anticipated to be filed by October 1, 2015, counsel’s request

for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to July 27, 2015. After that date,

only one further extension totaling about 67 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).)

S165998 PEOPLE v. PLATA (NOEL
JESSE) & TRAN (RONALD
TRI)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public Defender Karen Hamilton’s

representation that appellant Noel Jesse Plata’s opening brief is anticipated to be filed by July 30,

2016, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to July 27,

2015. After that date, only seven further extensions totaling about 373 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).)

S172432 PEOPLE v. CHEATHAM
(STEVEN DEWAYNE)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Conrad Petermann’s representation that the

appellant’s opening brief is anticipated to be filed by December 1, 2015, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to August 3, 2015. After that date, only two

further extensions totaling about 120 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).)



SAN FRANCISCO MAY 28, 2015 880

S178113 BRAMIT (MICHAEL
LAMAR) ON H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Michael T. Murphy’s

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

be filed by September 14, 2015, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that

document is granted to August 3, 2015. After that date, only one further extension totaling about

41 additional days is contemplated.

S179454 PEOPLE v. JASSO
(CHRISTOPHER GUY)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Glen Niemy’s representation that the appellant’s

opening brief is anticipated to be filed by November 4, 2015, counsel’s request for an extension of

time in which to file that brief is granted to July 31, 2015. After that date, only two further

extensions totaling about 95 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).)

S179826 PEOPLE v. CAIN (ANTHONY
DEONDREA)

Extension of time granted

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 July 27, 2015.

S185201 PEOPLE v. ALDANA
(ROMAN GABRIEL)

Extension of time granted

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 July 21, 2015.

S188525 THOMPSON (JAMES ALVIN)
ON H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Michael Clough’s representation that the reply to

the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is anticipated to be filed by

December 15, 2015, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is

granted to July 27, 2015. After that date, only three further extensions totaling about 140

additional days are contemplated.
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S190666 VERDUGO (NATHAN
JAMES) ON H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel John N. Aquilina’s representation that the reply to

the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is anticipated to be filed by July 27,

2015, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted to

July 27, 2015. After that date, no further extension is contemplated.

S197586 WHEELER (LEROY) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Conrad Petermann’s representation that the reply
to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is anticipated to be filed by

July 24, 2015, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted
to July 24, 2015. After that date, no further extension is contemplated.

S208180 MAI (HUNG THANH) ON
H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Supervising Deputy State Public Defender Jeannie R.

Sternberg’s representation that the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas

corpus is anticipated to be filed by October 23, 2015, counsel’s request for an extension of time in

which to file that document is granted to July 31, 2015. After that date, only two further

extensions totaling about 84 additional days will be granted.

S223452 POPS (ASWAD A.) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Douglas L. Wilson’s
representation that the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is anticipated to
be filed by August 14, 2015, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that
document is granted to July 30, 2015. After that date, only one further extension totaling about 14
additional days is contemplated.

S224428 RAMOS, JR., (WILLIAM J.)
ON H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Alice B. Lustre’s representation

that the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is anticipated to be filed by

July 1, 2015, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted

to July 1, 2015. After that date, no further extension is contemplated.
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S055856 PEOPLE v. ROMERO
(ORLANDO GENE) & SELF
(CHRISTOPHER)

Request for judicial notice denied

Appellant Orlando Gene Romero’s “Motion for Judicial Notice,” filed May 27, 2015, is denied.

S226459 BAR ADMISSION 2015
(FEBRUARY EXAM)

General Bar admission order filed

The written motion #1,206 of the Committee of Bar Examiners that the following named

applicants, who have fulfilled the requirements for admission to practice law in the State of

California, be admitted as attorneys at law in all courts of the State of California upon their taking

the prescribed oath before a competent officer on or after May 28, 2015, and within the time limits

specified by Title 4, Division 1 of the Rules of the State Bar of California, is hereby granted:

(SEE ORIGINAL APPLICATION FOR THE LIST OF NAMES ATTACHED.)



SAN FRANCISCO MAY 28, 2015 883

SUPREME COURT MINUTES
THURSDAY, MAY 28, 2015
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

The Supreme Court of California convened in the courtroom of the Earl Warren Building,
350 McAllister Street, Fourth Floor, San Francisco, California, on Thursday, May 28, 2015, at
9:00 a.m.

Present: Chief Justice Tani Cantil-Sakauye, presiding, and Associate Justices Werdegar,
Chin, Corrigan, Liu, Cuéllar, and Kruger.

Officers present: Frank A. McGuire, Clerk, Jorge Navarrete, Assistant Clerk
Administrator, and Gail Gray, Calendar Coordinator.

S211645 J.R. Marketing, L.L.C., Cross-complainant and Respondents,
V.
Hartford Casualty Insurance Company et al., Cross-defendants
and Appellant.

Cause called. Jonathan M. Freiman argued for Appellant.
Theodore J. Boutrous, Jr. argued for Respondents.

Mr. Freiman replied.
Cause submitted.
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S221296 The People, Petitioner,
V.
Superior Court of San Francisco County, Respondent;
Daryl Lee Johnson, Real Party in Interest.

AND CONSOLIDATED CASE.

Cause called. Jeremy M. Goldman, Office of the City Attorney, argued
for Petitioners.

Laura vanMunching, Office of the District Attorney, argued for Petitioners.
Christopher Gauger, Office of the Public Defender, argued for Real

Party in Interest.

Michael L. Fox argued for Respondent.

Mr. Goldman replied.
Cause submitted.

S076340 The People, Plaintiff and Respondent,
V.
Lam Thanh Nguyen, Defendant and Appellant.

Cause called. Richard C. Neuhoff, Court-appointed Counsel, argued
for Appellant.

Christopher P. Beesley, Office of the Attorney General, argued for
Respondent.

Mr. Neuhoff replied.
Cause submitted.

Court adjourned.



