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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.] 

 

#26-70  People v. Camacho, S295857.  (B339615; nonpublished opinion; Los Angeles 

County Superior Court; KA102870.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal 

modified and affirmed an order granting in part and denying in part a post-judgment 

motion in a criminal matter. 

#26-71  People v. Lagarde, S295497.  (B342370; nonpublished opinion; Los Angeles 

County Superior Court; NA093763.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal 

affirmed an order granting in part and denying in part a post-judgment motion in a 

criminal matter. 

The court ordered briefing in Camacho and Lagarde deferred pending decision in People 

v. Eaton, S289903 (#25-129), which presents the following issue:  May a trial court 

reimpose a previously imposed upper term sentence under Penal Code section 1172.75, 

subdivision (d)(4) where the facts underlying one or more aggravating circumstances 

were neither stipulated to by the defendant nor found true beyond a reasonable doubt at 

trial by the jury or by the judge in a court trial (cf. Pen. Code, § 1170, subd. (b)(2); id., 

§ 1172.75, subd. (d)(2))? 

#26-72  People v. Carnes, S295854.  (B338217; nonpublished opinion; Los Angeles 

County Superior Court; TA027413.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal 

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

#26-73  People v. Williams, S295642.  (B341733; nonpublished opinion; Los Angeles 

County Superior Court; LA053527.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal 
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reversed an order denying a post-judgment motion in a criminal matter and remanded for 

further proceedings. 

The court ordered briefing in Carnes and Williams deferred pending decision in People v. 

Munoz, S290828 (#25-209), which presents the following issue:  Is a juvenile homicide 

offender sentenced to 50 years to life in prison entitled to recall and resentencing under 

Penal Code section 1170, subdivision (d)(1) on the ground that the sentence is the 

functional equivalent of life imprisonment without parole? 

#26-74  People v. Green, S295738.  (E084337; nonpublished opinion; Riverside County 

Superior Court; RIF10005956.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal affirmed a 

post-judgment order in a criminal matter.  The court ordered briefing deferred pending 

decision in People v. Dixon, S292223 (#25-311), which presents the following issues:  

(1) May a superior court modify a death judgment under the recall and resentencing 

procedure in Penal Code section 1172.75?  (2) Did the Court of Appeal err in holding that 

the exclusivity provision of Penal Code section 1509 precludes modification of a death 

judgment under Penal Code section 1172.75?  (3) Did the superior court have jurisdiction 

to resentence defendant pursuant to Penal Code section 1172.75 when his appeal was 

pending before this court? 

#26-75  People v. Hale, S295834.  (D086602; nonpublished opinion; Riverside County 

Superior Court; RIF1904692.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal affirmed a 

judgment of conviction of criminal offenses.  The court ordered briefing deferred pending 

decision in People v. Allen, S286520 (#24-224), which presents the following issues:  

(1) If a defendant has invoked his right to remain silent while being interrogated by a law 

enforcement officer, are incriminating statements obtained through a subsequent Perkins 

operation (i.e., the use of an undercover agent to question a jailed defendant) admissible 

as substantive proof of the defendant’s guilt at trial?  (See Illinois v. Perkins (1990) 496 

U.S. 292; Miranda v. Arizona (1966) 384 U.S. 436.)  (2) What effect, if any, does the fact 

that the interrogating officer continued questioning after petitioner invoked his Fifth 

Amendment right to silence have upon the admissibility of the statements subsequently 

obtained during the Perkins operation? 

#26-76  Zenith Ins. Co. v. Workers’ Comp. Appeals Bd., S295357.  (H052785; 118 

Cal.App.5th 510; Workers’ Compensation Appeals Board; ADJ13725280.)  Petition for 

review after the Court of Appeal reversed the decision in a Workers’ Compensation 

Appeals Board proceeding.  The court ordered briefing deferred pending decision in 

Mayor v. Workers’ Comp. Appeals Bd., S287261 (#24-234), which presents the following 

issues:  (1) May the Workers’ Compensation Appeals Board apply equitable tolling to act 

upon a petition for reconsideration beyond the 60-day period provided in Labor Code 

section 5909, when the Appeals Board did not receive the petition for reconsideration 

until after the 60-day period has elapsed?  (2) Did the Court of Appeal act in excess of its 
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jurisdiction in granting relief under traditional mandate (Code Civ. Proc., § 1085), where 

petitioner did not file a timely petition for writ of review pursuant to Labor Code section 

5909? 

### 

 

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. 


