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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 

FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 2014 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

 

 

 

 S051968   PEOPLE v. MORELOS  

   (VALDAMIR FRED) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public Defender Sara Theiss’s representation 

that the appellant’s reply brief is anticipated to be filed by July 14, 2015, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to January 12, 2015.  After that date, only 

three further extensions totaling about 180 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).) 

 

 

 S104665   PEOPLE v. POORE  

   (CHRISTOPHER ERIC) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel R. Clayton Seaman’s representation that the 

appellant’s opening brief is anticipated to be filed by June 10, 2015, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to January 8, 2015.  After that date, only 

three further extensions totaling about 150 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).) 

 

 

 S174709   PEOPLE v. SARIÑANA  

   (CATHY LYNN) &  

   SARIÑANA (RAUL  

   RICARDO) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant Cathy Lynn Sariñana and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the 

time to serve and file appellant’s opening brief is extended to January 9, 2015. 
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 S194609   LEE (PHILIAN EUGENE) ON  

   H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 The application of petitioner for relief from default for the failure to timely file petitioner’s 

request for extension of time is 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  

June 20, 2015, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted 

to December 19, 2014.  After that date, only three further extensions totaling about 180 additional 

days are contemplated. 

 

 

 S218504   GUZMAN (CHRISTIAN) 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 informal response is extended to December 8, 2014.  No further extensions of time will be 

granted. 

 

 

 S218734 B246606 Second Appellate District, Div. 5 HORIIKE (HIROSHI) v.  

   COLDWELL BANKER  

   RESIDENTIAL BROKERAGE  

   COMPANY 

 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 December 8, 2014. 

 

 

 S219428   PEREZ (JAVIER) 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 November 26, 2014. 
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 S219567 A138949 First Appellate District, Div. 1 WHEATHERFORD  

   (CHERRITY) v. CITY OF SAN  

   RAFAEL 

 Extension of time granted 

 Appellant’s application for request for relief from default is granted. 

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

the opening brief on the merits is extended to November 24, 2014. 

 Based on the representation of Mark T. Clausen, counsel for appellant, that he does not foresee 

the need for an additional extension of time, no further extension of time is contemplated. 

 

 

 S219919 B246527 Second Appellate District, Div. 5 HAVER (JOSHUA) v. BNSF  

   RAILWAY 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 brief on the merits is extended to December 19, 2014. 

 

 

 S220134   RAMIREZ (ARTHUR  

   ESPINDOLA) v. S.C.  

   (PEOPLE) 

 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 preliminary opposition is extended to November 24, 2014. 

 

 

 S220322   GRAY (MARK WAYNE) 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 informal response is extended to December 8, 2014. 

 

 

 S219819 B249557 Second Appellate District, Div. 1 PEOPLE v. MACHADO  

   (OSCAR) 

 Counsel appointment order filed 

 Upon request of appellant for appointment of counsel, The California Appellate Project is hereby 

appointed to represent appellant on the appeal now pending in this court. 

 Appellant’s brief on the merits must be served and filed on or before thirty (30) days from the date 

of this order. 
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 S221541 C073340 Third Appellate District PEOPLE v. HUBBARD  

   (SIDNEY SCOTT) 

 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. 

 

 

 S219889   PEOPLE v. JUAREZ  

   (GERARDO) 

 Order filed 

 The order filed on October 28, 2014, appointing John Schuck to represent respondent, is hereby 

amended to read in its entirety: 

 “Upon request of respondent Emmanuel Juarez for appointment of counsel, John Schuck is hereby 

appointed to represent respondent on the appeal now pending in this court. 

 Respondent’s brief on the merits must be served and filed on or before thirty (30) days from the 

date of this order.” 

 

 

 BAR MISC. 4186  IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF THE COMMITTEE  

  OF BAR EXAMINERS OF THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA  

  FOR ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS (MOTION NO. 1,174) 

 The written motion 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 to the practice of law in this state is hereby granted, with permission to the applicants to 

take the oath before a competent officer at another time and place: 

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

 

 


