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[This news release is issued to inform the public and the press of cases that the Supreme Court 

has accepted and of their general subject matter.  The statement of the issue or issues in each 

case set out below does not necessarily reflect the view of the court, or define the specific issues 

that will be addressed by the court.] 

#21-553  In re Cabrera, S271178.  (C091962; nonpublished opinion; Siskiyou County 

Superior Court; MCYKCRBF20076242, SCCRHCCR20189121.)  Petition for review 

after the Court of Appeal denied a petition for writ of habeas corpus.  This case presents 

the following issue:  Did the sentencing court err by finding petitioner’s conviction for 

battery with serious bodily injury was a serious felony (Pen. Code, §§ 667, subd. (a)(1), 

1192.7, subd. (c)(8)), despite the jury’s failure to reach a verdict on the allegation that 

petitioner personally inflicted great bodily injury in committing that offense?  (See 

Apprendi v. New Jersey (2000) 530 U.S. 466; Blakely v. Washington (2004) 542 U.S. 

296; Cunningham v. California (2007) 549 U.S. 270.) 

#21-554  People v. Bludworth, S271568.  (C091249; nonpublished opinion; San Joaquin 

County Superior Court; STKCRCNV19980016792.)  Petition for review after the Court 

of Appeal affirmed an order denying a post-judgment motion in a criminal matter.   

#21-555  People v. Diaz, S271698.  (E076440; nonpublished opinion; Riverside County 

Superior Court; INF1302087.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal affirmed an 

order denying a post-judgment motion in a criminal matter.   

#21-556  People v. Flemmings, S271591.  (C092553; nonpublished opinion; Sacramento 

County Superior Court; 97F08683.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal 

affirmed an order denying a post-judgment motion in a criminal matter.   
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#21-557  People v. Myles, S271574.  (B309401; nonpublished opinion; San Bernardino 

County Superior Court; FSB10937.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal 

affirmed an order denying a post-judgment motion in a criminal matter.   

#21-558  People v. Wright, S271574.  (C091633; nonpublished opinion; Sacramento 

County Superior Court; 93F06757.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal 

affirmed an order denying a post-judgment motion in a criminal matter.   

The court ordered briefing in Bludworth, Diaz, Flemmings, Myles, and Wright deferred 

pending decision in People v. Strong, S266606 (#21-101), which presents the following 

issue:  Does a felony-murder special circumstance finding (Pen. Code, § 190.2, subd. 

(a)(17)) made before People v. Banks (2015) 61 Cal.4th 788 and People v. Clark (2016) 

63 Cal.4th 522 preclude a defendant from making a prima facie showing of eligibility for 

relief under Penal Code section 1170.95? 

#21-559  People v. Bravo, S271782.  (E072782; 69 Cal.App.5th 1063; Riverside County 

Superior Court; RIF75184.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal affirmed an 

order denying a post-judgment motion in a criminal matter.  The court ordered briefing 

deferred pending decision in People v. Espinoza, S269647 (#21-453), which presents the 

following issue:  Did the Court of Appeal err in ruling that defendant failed to adequately 

corroborate his claim that immigration consequences were a paramount concern and thus 

that he could not demonstrate prejudice within the meaning of Penal Code section 

1473.7? 

#21-560  People v. Sedillo, S271292.  (B309401; nonpublished opinion; Los Angeles 

County Superior Court; NA085739.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal 

dismissed an appeal from an order denying a post-judgment motion in a criminal matter.  

The court ordered briefing deferred pending decision in People v. Delgadillo, S266305 

(#21-72), which presents the following issues:  (1) What procedures must appointed 

counsel and the Courts of Appeal follow when counsel determines that an appeal from an 

order denying postconviction relief lacks arguable merit?  (2) Are defendants entitled to 

notice of these procedures? 

DISPOSITIONS 

Review in the following cases, which were granted and held for People v. Lewis (2021) 

11 Cal.5th 952, was dismissed: 

#20-150  People v. Caballero, S262155. (B298815; nonpublished opinion; Los 

Angeles County Superior Court; 

TA087353) 
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#20-278  People v. Ezell, S264112. (B299601; nonpublished opinion; Los 

Angeles County Superior Court; 

PA040672) 

#20-340  People v. Cooper, S264684. (A156880; 54 Cal.App.5th 106; Alameda 

County Superior Court; 12225) 

#20-380  People v. Bentley, S265455. (B299678; 55 Cal.App.5th 150; Los 

Angeles County Superior Court; 

BA224537) 

#21-56  People v. Esparza, S266303. (B301349; nonpublished opinion; Los 

Angeles County Superior Court; 

VA048797) 

#21-77  People v. Castro, S266558. (B304473; nonpublished opinion; Los 

Angeles County Superior Court; 

VA130990) 

#21-91  People v. Baeza, S266674. (B303344; nonpublished opinion; Los 

Angeles County Superior Court; 

BA170804) 

#21-150  People v. Alvizo, S267178. (G057977; nonpublished opinion; Orange 

County Superior Court; 06WF2818) 

#21-151  People v. Duckett, S267242. (B301927; nonpublished opinion; Los 

Angeles County Superior Court; 

A308967) 
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The Supreme Court of California is the state’s highest court and its decisions are binding on all other California 

state courts. The court’s primary role is to decide matters of statewide importance and to maintain uniformity in the 

law throughout California by reviewing matters from the six districts of the California Courts of Appeal and the 

fifty-eight county superior courts (the trial courts). Among its other duties, the court also decides all capital appeals 

and related matters and reviews both attorney and judicial disciplinary matters. 


