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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 1, 2026 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

 

 

 S295292 A175240 First Appellate District, Div. 4 PEOPLE v. MICHAUD  

   (MICHELLE LYN) 

 Transferred to Supreme Court 

 

 The above-entitled matter, now pending in the Court of Appeal, First Appellate District, Division 

Four, is transferred to this court.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 10.1000(a)(1)(A).)  Further action 

in this matter is deferred pending consideration and disposition of a related issue in People v. 

Mataele, S291019 (see Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.512(d)(2)), or pending further order of the 

court.  Submission of additional briefing, pursuant to California Rules of Court, rule 8.520, is 

deferred pending further order of the court. 

 Votes:  Guerrero, C. J., Corrigan, Liu, Kruger, Groban, and Evans, JJ. 

 

 

 S295295 A175251 First Appellate District, Div. 4 PEOPLE v. DAVEGGIO  

   (JAMES ANTHONY) 

 Transferred to Supreme Court 

 

 The above-entitled matter, now pending in the Court of Appeal, First Appellate District, Division 

Four, is transferred to this court.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 10.1000(a)(1)(A).)  Further action 

in this matter is deferred pending consideration and disposition of a related issue in People v. 

Mataele, S291019 (see Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.512(d)(2)), or pending further order of the 

court.  Submission of additional briefing, pursuant to California Rules of Court, rule 8.520, is 

deferred pending further order of the court. 

 Votes:  Guerrero, C. J., Corrigan, Liu, Kruger, Groban, and Evans, JJ. 
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 S295344 B342796 Second Appellate District, Div. 8 WILLIAMS (JESSAMYN) v.  

   TATA CONSULTANCY  

   SERVICES, LTD. 

 Petition for review granted; briefing deferred 

 

 The petition for review is granted.  Further action in this matter is deferred pending consideration 

and disposition of related issues in Leeper v. Shipt, S289305 (see Cal. Rules of Court, rule 

8.512(d)(2)), or pending further order of the court.  Submission of additional briefing, pursuant to 

California Rules of Court, rule 8.520, is deferred pending further order of the court. 

 Votes:  Guerrero, C. J., Corrigan, Liu, Kruger, Groban, and Evans, JJ. 

 

 

 S291296   BARNO (RODNEY  

   BERNARD) ON H.C. 

 Order to show cause issued, returnable in Superior Court 

 

 The Secretary of the Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation is ordered to show cause, 

returnable before the San Diego County Superior Court, why petitioner is not entitled to relief 

based on his claim that the trial court’s statements during the sentencing hearing demonstrated 

racial or ethnic bias in violation of the Racial Justice Act.  (See Pen. Code, § 745, subd. (a)(2).)  

The return must be served and filed on or before May 1, 2026. 

 Votes:  Guerrero, C. J., Corrigan, Liu, Kruger, Groban, and Evans, JJ. 

 

 

 S295069 A173205 First Appellate District, Div. 3 PITNEY (PHILLIP) ON H.C. 

 Petition for review granted; transferred to Court of Appeal, First Appellate District, Division 

Three, with directions to issue an order to show cause 

 

 The petition for review is granted.  The matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, First 

Appellate District, Division Three.  That court is ordered to vacate its summary denial dated 

January 21, 2026, and is further ordered to issue an order to show cause, returnable before that 

court.  (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.528(d).)  The Secretary of the Department of Corrections and 

Rehabilitation is to be ordered to show cause why the relief prayed for should not be granted. 

 Votes:  Guerrero, C. J., Corrigan, Liu, Kruger, Groban, and Evans, JJ. 

 

 

 S292782   PIERCE (SEBREN  

   ABBALUM) v. COURT OF  

   APPEAL, FOURTH  

   APPELLATE DISTRICT,  

   DIVISION TWO (PEOPLE) 

 Petition for writ of mandate/prohibition denied 
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 S292996   SANDS (PHILIP LEO) v. S.C.  

   (PEOPLE) 

 The request for judicial notice is granted. 

 The petition for writ of mandate is denied. 

 

 

 S294559 B343606 Second Appellate District, Div. 7 VERCELES (JUNNIE) v. LOS  

   ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL  

   DISTRICT 

 Petition for review & publication request(s) denied 

 

 

 S294777 B351248 Second Appellate District, Div. 8 LEWORTHY (TRACY) v. S.C.  

   (FETTKE) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S294861 F088563 Fifth Appellate District PEOPLE v. CORREA  

   (ARTURO ARTHUR) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S294956 F088551 Fifth Appellate District PICAYUNE RANCHERIA OF  

   THE CHUKCHANSI INDIANS  

   v. NORTH FORK  

   RANCHERIA OF MONO  

   INDIANS 

 The application to appear as counsel pro hac vice is granted.  (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 9.40(a).) 

 The petition for review is denied. 

 Groban, J., was recused and did not participate. 

 

 

 S294962 B343051 Second Appellate District, Div. 1 IN RE A.G. 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S294984 F088325 Fifth Appellate District ROMERO (ANTHONY) v.  

   COUNTY OF KERN 

 Petition for review denied 
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 S294991 B349032 Second Appellate District, Div. 6 THE EXPERT INSTITUTE  

   GROUP, LLC v. S.C. (NASH) 

 The application to appear as counsel pro hac vice is granted.  (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 9.40(a).) 

 The petition for review is denied. 

 

 

 S295001 B329883 Second Appellate District, Div. 7 CALIFORNIA APARTMENT  

   ASSOCIATION v. CITY OF  

   PASADENA; WHITE  

   (MICHELLE) 

 Petition for review & depublication request(s) denied 

 

 

 S295003 D083175 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 STEWART (JOSEPH D.) v.  

   USAA GENERAL  

   INDEMNITY COMPANY 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295010 B343281 Second Appellate District, Div. 4 PEOPLE v. LAM (MIGUEL  

   MARIO) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295044 B345296 Second Appellate District, Div. 1 COOPER (TAWANA JEAN) v.  

   OPTUM SERVICES, INC. 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295055 A170983 First Appellate District, Div. 5 WISE (TALIA SHAYLA  

   ALEXIS) v. TESLA MOTORS,  

   INC. 

 Petition for review denied; CA opinion decertified 

 

 The petition for review is denied. 

 The request for an order directing depublication of the opinion is granted.  The Reporter of 

Decisions is directed not to publish in the Official Appellate Reports the opinion in the above-

entitled appeal filed December 22, 2025, which appears at 117 Cal.App.5th 325.  (Cal. Const., art. 

VI, section 14; Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.1125(c)(1).) 

 

 

 S295082 E082051 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 ALLEN (BRENDA LEE) v.  

   PATEL (ANIL BHULA) 

 Petition for review & depublication request(s) denied 
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 S295085 B336555/B336867 Second Appellate District, Div. 4 ERLING & MITSUKO GOO -  

     LIVING TRUST 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295093 G064704 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 3 CLINTON (DIRK) v.  

   AMAZON LOGISTICS, INC. 

 The application to appear as counsel pro hac vice is granted.  (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 9.40(a).) 

 The petition for review is denied. 

 The requests for an order directing publication of the opinion are denied. 

 Groban, J., was recused and did not participate. 

 

 

 S295115 A172699 First Appellate District, Div. 4 PLANFUL, INC. v. GLOBAL  

   GROWTH HOLDINGS, INC. 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295133 E086949 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 SIMPSON (QUINTELLE  

   DERRELL) v. S.C. (PEOPLE) 

 Petition for review denied 

 Evans, J., is of the opinion the petition should be granted. 

 

 

 S295155 A173836 First Appellate District, Div. 2 JAYASURIYA (SUMUDU  

   DARSHANA) v. WORKERS’  

   COMPENSATION APPEALS  

   BOARD 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295160 D085312 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 H. (W.) v. M. (K.) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295162 A173998 First Appellate District, Div. 2 JAYASURIYA (SUMUDU  

   DARSHANA) v. WORKERS’  

   COMPENSATION APPEALS  

   BOARD 

 Petition for review denied 
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 S295170 F088972 Fifth Appellate District PEOPLE v. GARCIA  

   (AGUSTIN) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295174   KARZAI (MATEEN) v.  

   COURT OF APPEAL,  

   FOURTH APPELLATE  

   DISTRICT, DIVISION THREE  

   (KARZAI) 

 The petition for writ of mandate is denied. 

 

 

 S295187 B338469 Second Appellate District, Div. 5 PEOPLE v. BROWN (PAUL  

   DAVID) 

 Petition for review denied 

 Liu, J., is of the opinion that the petition should be granted. 

 

 

 S295192 G062766 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 3 PEOPLE v. SEDANO  

   (MARIO) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295209 F088921 Fifth Appellate District PEOPLE v. BROWN (SHAWN  

   LAMONT) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295212 C103248 Third Appellate District IN RE C.S. 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295213 H051940 Sixth Appellate District PEOPLE v. JACINTO  

   (ANTHONY MICHAEL) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295214 B338843 Second Appellate District, Div. 6 WEST (MICHAEL &  

   KATHLEEN), MARRIAGE OF 

 Petition for review denied 
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 S295216 B336623 Second Appellate District, Div. 8 PEOPLE v. MONTANEZ  

   (ROY) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295217 B336400 Second Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. YOUNG (JEROME  

   WILLIAM) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295233 C101806 Third Appellate District PEOPLE v. CLAYTON  

   (JUSTIN ALLEN) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295241 C105230 Third Appellate District THOMAS (CALVIN) v. S.C.  

   (PEOPLE) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295251 F087946 Fifth Appellate District PEOPLE v. GRAY (DAVID  

   EARLVON) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295266 E084348 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. ANAND  

   (DEVNOL) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295294 C101462 Third Appellate District PEOPLE v. PONCE (VICTOR) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295300 C100165 Third Appellate District PEOPLE v. AUGBORNE III  

   (JOHN CLEOPHAS) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295321 B338259 Second Appellate District, Div. 6 PEOPLE v. MENDOZA  

   (JUAN) 

 Petition for review denied 
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 S295322 H052979 Sixth Appellate District PEOPLE v. CHAVEZ (JULIO  

   CESAR) 

 Petition for review denied 

 Evans, J., is of the opinion the petition should be granted. 

 

 

 S295324 F088804 Fifth Appellate District IN RE M.C. 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295326 B352171 Second Appellate District, Div. 1 BRANDSTETTER (JOHN C.)  

   v. S.C. (BRANDSTETTER) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295328 A169624 First Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. FREEMAN  

   (KAYLAN CHARLES) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295331 A170382 First Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. ROMAN (JOWY  

   OMAR) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295333 A169403 First Appellate District, Div. 1 PEOPLE v. JUSTICE (DAVID  

   MARTIN) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295334 E080674 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. THOMAS (KEITH  

   W.) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295345 E087794 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 IN RE K.M. 

 Petition for review & application for stay denied 

 

 

 S295346   PEOPLE v. GARDEA, JR.,  

   (RAUL) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 



 

 

SAN FRANCISCO APRIL 1, 2026 393 

 

 

 S295347 B351975 Second Appellate District, Div. 8 WASHINGTON (RODERICK)  

   v. S.C. (PEOPLE) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295352 B351771 Second Appellate District, Div. 4 BROWN (ANDRES MANNER)  

   ON H.C. 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295361 D084713 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 PEOPLE v. AYALA (JOYCE  

   ADELI) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295365 D083925 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 PEOPLE v. HILLARD  

   (MAURICE) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295381 F087915 Fifth Appellate District PEOPLE v. KING (DEMITRIS  

   DEVON) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295399 B341113 Second Appellate District, Div. 5 PEOPLE v. TRAIN  

   (ARMANDO) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295401 A168874 First Appellate District, Div. 1 TURNER (BERNICE) v. BBV  

   PROFIT SHARING PLAN 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295403 A170257 First Appellate District, Div. 1 TURNER (BERNICE) v. BBV  

   PROFIT SHARING PLAN 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295409 B337730 Second Appellate District, Div. 3 PEOPLE v. STATHUM  

   (JASON JAMES) 

 Petition for review denied 

 Evans, J., is of the opinion the petition should be granted. 
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 S295411 B338412 Second Appellate District, Div. 3 VICKERS HOLDING &  

   FINANCE, INC. v. MAGIC  

   TOUCH REPAIR, INC. 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295413 E082533 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. RODRIGUEZ  

   (CESAR ROBERTO) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295420 B337711 Second Appellate District, Div. 6 PEOPLE v. PEREZ (ARTHUR) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295426 B337999 Second Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. NUNEZ (PEDRO) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295427 B338654 Second Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. TREJO, JR.,  

   (PETE) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295429 B335616 Second Appellate District, Div. 1 PEOPLE v. GARCIA  

   (NICOLAS) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295430 D084817 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 PEOPLE v. ZACZKIEWICZ  

   (SUAVEA ANTHONY) 

 Petition for review denied 

 

 

 S295608   RHODES (KAVIN MAURICE)  

   v. COURT OF APPEAL,  

   SECOND APPELLATE  

   DISTRICT, DIVISION THREE  

   (PEOPLE) 

 Petition for writ of mandate/prohibition & application for stay denied 
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 S295647 E087823 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 M. (R.) v. S.C. (SAN  

   BERNARDINO COUNTY  

   CHILDREN & FAMILY  

   SERVICES) 

 Petition for review & application for stay denied 

 

 

 S295663 B352710 Second Appellate District, Div. 2 SEDAGHAT (S. DAVID) v.  

   S.C. (TARZANA HEALTH &  

   REHABILITATION CENTER) 

 Petition for review & application for stay denied 

 

 

 S295668 D087556 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 CHAMBERS (PARRISH) v.  

   S.C. (PEOPLE) 

 Petition for review & application for stay denied 

 

 

 S295751 H052611 Sixth Appellate District GILBERG (LARRY) v.  

   POWER ARCHITECTS  

   CORPORATION 

 The request for judicial notice is granted. 

 The petition for review and application for stay are denied. 

 

 

 S295855 B353034 Second Appellate District, Div. 8 FITZGERALD, JR., (DANIEL  

   DENNIS) v. GORDON  

   (STEVEN) 

 The request for judicial notice is granted. 

 The petition for review and application for stay are denied. 

 

 

 S295863 C105874 Third Appellate District WALKER (DORIS V.) v. S.C.  

   (UCD J STREET OWNER  

   LLC) 

 Petition for review & application for stay denied 

 

 

 S290963   DEDMON, SR., (De’ANDRE  

   La’NELL) ON H.C. 

 Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied 
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 S291518   SPIVEY (WILLIAM ALBERT)  

   ON H.C. 

 Petitioner’s application to file the unredacted petition for writ of habeas corpus, and the 

unredacted exhibits filed in support thereof, under seal is granted.  (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 

8.47.)  The clerk of this court is directed to file the unredacted petition for writ of habeas corpus, 

and the unredacted exhibits filed in support thereof, under seal. 

 The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. 

 

 

 S292480   BOUDOLF III (LOUIS  

   HENRY) ON H.C. 

 The petition for writ of habeas corpus has been read and considered.  Petitioner contends, among 

other claims, that he is entitled to relief under the Racial Justice Act of 2020.  (Pen. Code, § 745.)  

In this respect, petitioner alleges that the judge, an attorney, a law enforcement officer, an expert, 

or a juror in the case exhibited bias or animus toward petitioner because of petitioner’s race, 

ethnicity, or national origin and he received a longer or more severe sentence compared to 

similarly situated individuals convicted of the same offense. 

 The petition does not satisfy the statutory requirements for the appointment of counsel or the 

disclosure of discovery under the Racial Justice Act.  (Pen. Code, §§ 1473, subd. (e)(5) [providing 

for the appointment of counsel for an indigent petitioner who pleads a plausible violation of the 

Racial Justice Act]; 745, subd. (d) [providing for disclosure of evidence relevant to a potential 

violation of the Racial Justice Act in the possession or control of the state].)  The requests for 

counsel and discovery are denied. 

 Petitioner “has not established a prima facie showing” under the Racial Justice Act at this time.  

(Pen. Code, § 1473, subd. (e)(7)(A).)  Petitioner fails to allege particularized facts that support his 

claims based on alleged exhibitions of racial bias or that support a claim that petitioner was 

sentenced in a more severe manner than similarly situated individuals of other races, ethnicities, 

or national origins.  (Id., § 745, subd. (a)(1), (4); cf. In re Swain (1949) 34 Cal.2d 300, 304 [a 

petition for writ of habeas corpus must allege sufficient facts with particularity].)  Nor does 

petitioner describe or attach supporting documentary evidence concerning these claims.  (Cf. 

People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474 [a petition for writ of habeas corpus must include 

copies of reasonably available documentary evidence].) 

 The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. 

 

 

 S292823   GARCIA, JR., (RUBEN  

   DARIO) ON H.C. 

 Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied 
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 S293131   LOONEY (MARGO  

   BERNARD) ON H.C. 

 The petition for writ of habeas corpus has been read and considered.  Petitioner contends, among 

other claims, that he is entitled to relief under the Racial Justice Act of 2020.  (Pen. Code, § 745.)  

In this respect, petitioner alleges that the judge, an attorney, a law enforcement officer, an expert, 

or a juror in the case exhibited bias or animus toward petitioner because of petitioner's race; he 

was charged or convicted of a more serious offense than defendants of other races, ethnicities, or 

national origins who have engaged in similar conduct and are similarly situated; prosecutors in 

Los Angeles County more frequently sought or obtained convictions for more serious offenses 

against people who share his race, ethnicity, or national origin; he received a longer or more 

severe sentence compared to similarly situated individuals convicted of the same offense and 

longer or more severe sentences were more frequently imposed for the same offense on 

defendants who share petitioner’s race, ethnicity, or national origin in Los Angeles County; and 

longer or more severe sentences were more frequently imposed for the same offense on 

defendants in cases with victims of one race, ethnicity, or national origin than in cases with 

victims of other races, ethnicities, or national origins in Los Angeles County. 

 The petition does not satisfy the statutory requirements for the appointment of counsel or the 

disclosure of discovery under the Racial Justice Act.  (Pen. Code, §§ 1473, subd. (e)(5) [providing 

for the appointment of counsel for an indigent petitioner who pleads a plausible violation of the 

Racial Justice Act]; 745, subd. (d) [providing for disclosure of evidence relevant to a potential 

violation of the Racial Justice Act in the possession or control of the state].)  The requests for 

counsel and discovery are denied. 

 Petitioner “has not established a prima facie showing” under the Racial Justice Act at this time.  

(Pen. Code, § 1473, subd. (e)(7)(A).)  Petitioner fails to allege particularized facts that support his 

claims based on alleged exhibitions of racial bias or that support a claim that petitioner was 

charged, convicted, or sentenced in a more severe manner than similarly situated individuals of 

other races, ethnicities, or national origins.  (Id., § 745, subd. (a)(1), (3)-(4); cf. In re Swain (1949) 

34 Cal.2d 300, 304 [a petition for writ of habeas corpus must allege sufficient facts with 

particularity].)  Nor does petitioner describe or attach supporting documentary evidence 

concerning these claims.  (Cf. People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474 [a petition for writ of 

habeas corpus must include copies of reasonably available documentary evidence]. 

 The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. 

 

 

 S293240   ROSS (RUAN) ON H.C. 

 The petition for writ of habeas corpus has been read and considered.  Petitioner contends, among 

other claims, that he is entitled to relief under the Racial Justice Act of 2020 (Pen. Code, § 745).  

In this respect, petitioner contends his continued denial of parole reflects racial disparities in 

“sentencing and parole decisions.”  Petitioner further alleges the prosecutors in Riverside County 

more frequently sought or obtained convictions for more serious offenses against people who 

share his race, ethnicity, or national origin; he received a longer or more severe sentence 

compared to similarly situated individuals convicted of the same offense and longer or more 

severe sentences were more frequently imposed for the same offense on defendants who share 

petitioner’s race, ethnicity, or national origin in Riverside County; and longer or more severe 
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sentences were more frequently imposed for the same offense on defendants in cases with victims 

of one race, ethnicity, or national origin than in cases with victims of other races, ethnicities, or 

national origins in Riverside County. 

 The petition does not satisfy the statutory requirements for the appointment of counsel or the 

disclosure of discovery under the Racial Justice Act.  (Pen. Code, §§ 1473, subd. (e)(5) [providing 

for the appointment of counsel for an indigent petitioner who pleads a plausible violation of the 

Racial Justice Act]; 745, subd. (d) [providing for disclosure of evidence relevant to a potential 

violation of the Racial Justice Act in the possession or control of the state].)  The requests for 

counsel and discovery are denied. 

 Assuming, for purposes of this matter only, that the Racial Justice Act applies to parole suitability 

determinations, petitioner nonetheless fails to make a prima facie showing.  (Pen. Code, § 1473, 

subd. (e)(7)(A).)  Petitioner fails to allege particularized facts that support his claims that he was 

sentenced in a more severe manner than similarly situated individuals of other races, ethnicities, 

or national origins.  (Id., § 745, subd. (a)(4); cf. In re Swain (1949) 34 Cal.2d 300, 304 [a petition 

for writ of habeas corpus must allege sufficient facts with particularity].)  Nor does petitioner 

describe or attach supporting documentary evidence concerning these claims.  (Cf. People v. 

Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474 [a petition for writ of habeas corpus must include copies of 

reasonably available documentary evidence].) 

 The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. 

 

 

 S293255   PAGE (DAVID MARVEL) ON  

   H.C. 

 The petition for writ of habeas corpus has been read and considered.  Petitioner contends, among 

other claims, that he is entitled to relief under the Racial Justice Act of 2020 (Pen. Code, § 745).  

In this respect, petitioner alleges that the judge, an attorney, a law enforcement officer, an expert, 

or a juror in the case exhibited bias or animus toward petitioner because of petitioner’s race; 

during in-court trial proceedings, the judge, an attorney, a law enforcement officer, an expert, or a 

juror used racially discriminatory language about petitioner’s race, ethnicity, or national origin; 

and petitioner received a longer or more severe sentence compared to similarly situated 

individuals convicted of the same offense and longer or more severe sentences were more 

frequently imposed for the same offense on defendants who share petitioner’s race, ethnicity, or 

national origin than on others in Los Angeles County. 

 The petition does not satisfy the statutory requirements for the appointment of counsel or the 

disclosure of discovery under the Racial Justice Act.  (Pen. Code, §§ 1473, subd. (e)(5) [providing 

for the appointment of counsel for an indigent petitioner who pleads a plausible violation of the 

Racial Justice Act]; 745, subd. (d) [providing for disclosure of evidence relevant to a potential 

violation of the Racial Justice Act in the possession or control of the state].)  The requests for 

counsel and discovery are denied. 

 Petitioner “has not established a prima facie showing” under the Racial Justice Act.  (Pen. Code, § 

1473, subd. (e)(7)(A).)  The petitioner fails to allege particularized facts that support his claims 

based on alleged exhibitions of racial bias or animus or that support a claim that petitioner was 

charged, convicted, or sentenced in a more severe manner than similarly situated individuals of 

other races, ethnicities, or national origins.  (Id., § 745, subd. (a)(1)-(2), (4)(A); cf. In re Swain 
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(1949) 34 Cal.2d 300, 304 [a petition for writ of habeas corpus must allege sufficient facts with 

particularity].)  Nor does petitioner describe or attach supporting documentary evidence 

concerning these claims.  (Cf. People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474 [a petition for writ of 

habeas corpus must include copies of reasonably available documentary evidence].) 

 The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. 

 

 

 S294157   REED (MYCHAL ANDRA)  

   ON H.C. 

 Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied 

 

 

 S294232   OLGUIN (EDWARDO  

   VINCENT) ON H.C. 

 Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied 

 

 

 S294238   PIERCE (SEBREN  

   ABBALUM) ON H.C. 

 Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied 

 

 

 S294352   ROBLES (BOBBY DIAZ) ON  

   H.C. 

 The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied.  (See People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474 

[a petition for writ of habeas corpus must include copies of reasonably available documentary 

evidence]; In re Dexter (1979) 25 Cal.3d 921, 925-926 [a habeas corpus petitioner must exhaust 

available administrative remedies].) 

 

 

 S294380   KENNERSON (WILLIAM  

   ARNOLD) ON H.C. 

 Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied 

 

 

 S294398   OCULAR (EMMANUEL  

   LACONES) ON H.C. 

 The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied.  (See People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474 

[a petition for writ of habeas corpus must include copies of reasonably available documentary 

evidence]; In re Dixon (1953) 41 Cal.2d 756, 759 [courts will not entertain habeas corpus claims 

that could have been, but were not, raised on appeal].) 
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 S294417   CONNALLY (AUSTIN) ON  

   H.C. 

 Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied 

 

 

 S294459   SMITH (BOBBIE) ON H.C. 

 Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied 

 

 

 S295029   SARINANA (TOMAS) ON  

   H.C. 

 The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied.  (See In re Dixon (1953) 41 Cal.2d 756, 759 

[courts will not entertain habeas corpus claims that could have been, but were not, raised on 

appeal]; In re Miller (1941) 17 Cal.2d 734, 735 [courts will not entertain habeas corpus claims 

that are repetitive].) 

 

 

 S295145   PRATT (RYANT TRIMALE)  

   ON H.C. 

 The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied.  (See In re Swain (1949) 34 Cal.2d 300, 304 [a 

petition for writ of habeas corpus must allege sufficient facts with particularity].) 

 

 

 S295264   HAYS (BLAIR ODEL) ON  

   H.C. 

 The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied.  (See In re Miller (1941) 17 Cal.2d 734, 735 

[courts will not entertain habeas corpus claims that are repetitive].) 

 

 

 S294043 C100839 Third Appellate District PEOPLE v. ELLER (MARC  

   JAMES) 

 Publication request denied (case closed) 

 

 

 S294600 B332463 Second Appellate District, Div. 3 GARRETT & TULLY, P.C. v.  

   ALISO PROPERTIES, LLC 

 Publication request denied (case closed) 

 

 

 S294698 B333656 Second Appellate District, Div. 3 BHATT (NISHITH) v. BMW  

   OF NORTH AMERICA, LLC 

 Publication request denied (case closed) 
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 S295035 F088041 Fifth Appellate District HUERTA (CARLOS) ON H.C. 

 Publication requests denied (case closed) 

 

 

 S295200 B341492 Second Appellate District, Div. 6 PEOPLE v. CHISM (CALVIN  

   DION) 

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

May 14, 2026. 

 

 

 S246033   PEOPLE v. BARRERA  

   (RAYMOND ALEX) 

 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 June 1, 2026. 

 

 

 S290383   THOMAS (LARRY  

   DARNELL) v. COURT OF  

   APPEAL, FOURTH  

   APPELLATE DISTRICT,  

   DIVISION TWO (PEOPLE) 

 Extension of time granted 

 

 On application of real party in interest and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to 

serve and file the preliminary opposition to writ petition is extended to May 7, 2026. 

 

 

 S294806 B336043 Second Appellate District, Div. 3 CALIFORNIA FAIR PLAN  

   ASSOCIATION v. LARA  

   (RICARDO) 

 Extension of time granted 

 

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

the opening brief on the merits is extended to May 26, 2026. 
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 S295366 A172898 First Appellate District, Div. 2 PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC  

   CO. v. S.C. (CALIFORNIA  

   DEPARTMENT OF  

   FORESTRY & FIRE  

   PROTECTION) 

 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 answer to petition for review is extended to April 9, 2026. 

 

 

 S293914 B335073 Second Appellate District, Div. 3 MONTROSE CHEMICAL  

   CORPORATION OF  

   CALIFORNIA v. S.C.  

   (CANADIAN UNIVERSAL  

   INSURANCE COMPANY,  

   INC.) 

 Application to appear as counsel pro hac vice granted 

 

 The application of Jonathan Hacker for admission pro hac vice to appear on behalf of Federal 

Insurance Company and TIG Insurance Company is hereby granted.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, 

rule 9.40.) 

 

 

 S294819 C103512 Third Appellate District S. (J.) v. P. (R.) 

 Order filed 

 

 The court is in receipt of petitioner's motion to file the Request for Judicial Notice under seal, 

filed February 10, 2026.  The court has reviewed the judicial notice request and accompanying 

exhibits and concludes that only pages 8-35 and 38-39 should be treated as confidential for 

purposes of proceedings before this court.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rules 8.47, 5.382; Welf. & 

Inst. Code, § 827.)  The court denies the motion to seal as to pages 37 and 40-90 for failure to 

provide facts sufficient to justify the sealing.  (Cal. Rules of Court, rules 2.550(d), 8.46(d).)  

Within 10 days of the issuance of this order, petitioner may either file a version of the Request for 

Judicial Notice redacting only pages 8-35 and 38-39, upon receipt of which the clerk shall file the 

unredacted exhibits under seal; or notify the court that the unredacted Request for Judicial Notice 

(lodged conditionally under seal on February 10, 2026) should be filed unsealed as part of the 

public record.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.46(d)(7).) 

 The court is also in receipt of petitioner's supplemental motion to file the Supplemental Request 

for Judicial Notice under seal, filed February 10, 2026.  The motion is denied for failure to 

provide facts sufficient to justify the sealing.  (Cal. Rules of Court, rules 2.550(d), 8.46(d).)  

Petitioner must notify this court within 10 days if the unredacted Supplemental Request for 

Judicial Notice (lodged conditionally under seal on February 10, 2026) should be filed unsealed as 

part of the public record.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.46(d)(7).) 
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 S295130   PAVONE ON DISCIPLINE 

 Motion denied – BENJAMIN L. PAVONE 

 

 The “Motion to Extend Rule 9.20 Compliance Window,” “Motion to Strike Clerk Bounce Letter 

and Direct it to File the Motion to Present an Oversize Petition for Review,” and “Motion to Settle 

Procedural Irregularities in the Appellate Record” are denied. 

 The deadline to file a petition for review of the State Bar Court Review Department’s  

February 17, 2026 order in SBC-20-O-30496 is extended to May 20, 2026. 

 

 

 S295511   PERRY (MOSHE A.) v. S.C.  

   (ANDERSON) 

 Order filed 

 

 Petitioner’s application for leave to file the supplemental brief to his petition for review in the 

interest of justice on March 31, 2026, is hereby denied. 

 

 

 S295083   ACCUSATION OF MAPES 

 Petition denied                                 (accusation) 

 

 The request for judicial notice is granted. 

 The petition is denied. 

 

 

 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. 1756) 

 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.) 

 

 




