Supreme Court of California
350 McAllister Street, San Francisco, CA 94102-4797

WWW.COUTts.ca.gov,/ supremecourt

NEWS RELEASE FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
Contact: Merrill Balassone, 415-865-7740 August 14, 2026

Summary of Cases Accepted and
Related Actions During Week of August 10, 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.]

#26-118 NNN Capital Fund I, LLC v. Mikles, S296822. (G064487; 119 Cal.App.5th
1200; Orange County Superior Court; 30-2017-00910991.) Petition for review after the
Court of Appeal reversed the judgment in a civil action and remanded with directions.
The issue to be briefed and argued is limited to the following: When the question of
whether a party has standing to arbitrate a dispute has been submitted to an arbitrator for
decision, what deference, if any, must a court give to the arbitrator’s resolution of this
issue?

#26-119 People v. Basulto, S297351. (B337399; nonpublished opinion; Los Angeles
County Superior Court; PA065305.) 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.

#26-120 People v. Downs, S296927. (E085630; nonpublished opinion; San Bernardino
County Superior Court; 16CR059155.) 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.

#26-121 People v. Holland, S297318. (C102759; nonpublished opinion; Sacramento
County Superior Court; 13F03184.) 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.

#26-122 People v. Myers, S297177. (B341274; nonpublished opinion; Los Angeles
County Superior Court; A577750.) Petition for review after the Court of Appeal
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modified and affirmed an order granting in part and denying in part a post-judgment
motion in a criminal matter.

The court ordered briefing in Basulto, Downs, Holland, and Myers 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))?

#26-123 People v. Gutierrez, S297349. (B340158; nonpublished opinion; Los Angeles
County Superior Court; TA103066.) 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. Hernandez, S282186 (#23-261),
which presents the following issue: Does the totality of the circumstances establish that
defendant meaningfully understood the immigration consequences of her plea?

#26-124 People v. Lopez, S296997. (E085921; nonpublished opinion; San Bernardino
County Superior Court; FSB800271.) Petition for review after the Court of Appeal
modified and affirmed an order denying a post-judgment motion in a criminal matter.
The court ordered briefing 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?

#26-125 People v. Ramadhan, S297072. (D084475; 120 Cal. App.5th 906; San Diego
County Superior Court; SCE414568.) Petition for review after the Court of Appeal
affirmed a judgment of conviction of a criminal offense. 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 [l/inois
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?
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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.



