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Related Actions During Week of June 17, 2024 
 

[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.] 

 

#24-108  People v. Courtney, S285026.  (C097510; nonpublished opinion; Sacramento 

County Superior Court; 02F00882.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal 

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

criminal matter and remanded for further proceedings.  The court ordered briefing 

deferred pending decision in People v. Arellano, S277962 (#23-41), which presents the 

following issue:  When a defendant obtains resentencing of a conviction under Penal 

Code section 1172.6, subdivision (e), is the trial court permitted to impose not only the 

target offense or underlying felony, but also corresponding enhancements? 

#24-109  People v. Hosley, S284971.  (B317584; nonpublished opinion; Los Angeles 

County Superior Court; TA147421.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal 

affirmed in part and reversed in part a judgment of conviction of criminal offenses and 

remanded for further proceedings. 

#24-110  People v. Montgomery, S285041.  (C096329; nonpublished opinion; Yolo 

County Superior Court; CR20212132.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal 

affirmed a judgment of conviction of criminal offenses. 

The court ordered briefing in Hosley and Montgomery deferred pending decisions in 

People v. Bankston, S044739, and People v. Hin, S141519, both automatic appeals, 

which include an issue involving the retroactivity of the provision in Assembly Bill No. 

2799 (Stats. 2022, ch. 973) limiting the admissibility of creative expressions (Evid. Code, 

§ 352.2). 

#24-111  People v. Lagahit, S284886.  (A165366; nonpublished opinion; Solano County 

Superior Court; FCR353297.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal modified and 
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affirmed a judgment of conviction of criminal offenses and remanded with directions.  

The court ordered briefing deferred pending decision in People v. Walker, S278309 (#23-

50), which presents the following issue:  Does the amendment to Penal Code section 

1385, subdivision (c) that requires trial courts to “afford great weight” to enumerated 

mitigating circumstances (Stats. 2021, ch. 721) create a rebuttable presumption in favor 

of dismissing an enhancement unless the trial court finds dismissal would endanger 

public safety? 

#24-112  People v. Pineda, S284857.  (E080666; nonpublished opinion; San Bernardino 

County Superior Court; FVA1201409.)  Petition for review after the Court of Appeal 

reversed an order denying a post-judgment motion in a criminal matter and remanded for 

further proceedings.  The court ordered briefing deferred pending decision in People v. 

Patton, S279670 (#23-129), which presents the following issue:  Did the trial court 

engage in impermissible judicial factfinding by relying on the preliminary hearing 

transcript to deny defendant’s Penal Code section 1172.6 petition at the prima facie 

stage?  (See People v. Lewis (2021) 11 Cal.5th 952.) 

#24-113  People v. Power, S284685.  (F084793; nonpublished opinion; Kern County 

Superior Court; BF176741A.)  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. Lynch, S274942 (#22-217), which presents the following issue:  

What prejudice standard applies on appeal when determining whether a case should be 

remanded for resentencing in light of newly-enacted Senate Bill No. 567 (Stats. 2021, ch. 

731)? 

#24-114  People v. Ruiz, S284387.  (B323988; nonpublished opinion; Los Angeles 

County Superior Court; BA501067.)  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. Wiley, S283326 (#24-51), which presents the 

following issue:  Did the sentencing court’s consideration of circumstances in 

aggravation based on certified records of prior convictions, beyond the bare fact of the 

convictions, violate Penal Code section 1170, subdivision (b)(3) or defendant’s Sixth 

Amendment right to a jury trial? and pending decision in People v. Lynch, S274942 (#22-

217), which presents the following issue:  What prejudice standard applies on appeal 

when determining whether a case should be remanded for resentencing in light of newly-

enacted Senate Bill No. 567 (Stats. 2021, ch. 731)? 
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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 
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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. 


