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Summary of Cases Accepted and
Related Actions During Week of May 26, 2026

[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.]

#26-85 Ehrenkranz v. San Francisco Zen Center, S296143. (A171527; 118
Cal.App.5th 977; San Francisco County Superior Court; CGC22602048.) Petition for
review after the Court of Appeal affirmed and reversed orders in a civil action. The court
ordered briefing deferred pending decision in Lorenzo v. San Francisco Zen Center,
S294565 (#26-19), which presents the following issue: Does the ministerial exception
arising under the Religion Clauses of the First Amendment to the United States
Constitution categorically preclude wage and hour claims by a minister against a
religious organization without any inquiry into whether the claim touches upon any
ecclesiastical concern?

#26-86 People v. Fite, S296276. (B340187; nonpublished opinion; Los Angeles County
Superior Court; MA056886.) 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.

#26-87 People v. Keene, S296275. (D087145; nonpublished opinion; San Bernardino
County Superior Court; FSB703571.) 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.

#26-88 People v. McDoughtery, S296221. (B340166; nonpublished opinion; Los
Angeles County Superior Court; TA144991.) 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.
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The court ordered briefing in Fite, Keene, and McDoughtery 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))?

#26-89 Gerlach v. Zara USA, Inc., S295800. (B343994; nonpublished opinion; Los
Angeles County Superior Court; 24STCV20987.) Petition for review after the Court of
Appeal affirmed an order denying a motion to compel arbitration in a civil action.

#26-90 Shin v. Aya Healthcare, S296243. (A173533; nonpublished opinion; Alameda
County Superior Court; 24CV072248.) Petition for review after the Court of Appeal
affirmed an order denying a motion to compel arbitration in a civil action.

The court ordered briefing in Gerlach and Shin deferred pending decision in Leeper v.
Shipt, Inc., S289305 (#25-91), which presents the following issues: (1) Does every
Private Attorneys General Act (Lab. Code, § 2698 et seq.) (PAGA) action necessarily
include both individual and non-individual PAGA claims, regardless of whether the
complaint specifically alleges individual claims? (2) Can a plaintiff choose to bring only
a non-individual PAGA action?

DISPOSITIONS

Review in the following case, which had been granted and held for Fuentes v. Empire
Nissan, Inc. (2026) 19 Cal.5th 93, was dismissed at the request of the petitioner:

#23-163 Basith v. Lithia Motors, Inc., (B316098; 90 Cal.App.5th 951; Los
S280258 Angeles County Superior Court;
21STCV01725)

People v. Stevenson, S279627, an automatic appeal, was abated upon the death of the
appellant.

HiH

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
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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.



