TENTATIVE RULINGS for CIVIL LAW and MOTION
August 12, 2015

Pursuant to Yolo County Local Rules, the following tentative rulings will become the order of
the court unless, by 4:00 p.m. on the court day before the hearing, a party requests a hearing and
notifies other counsel of the hearing. To request a hearing, you must contact the clerk of the
department where the hearing is to be held. Copies of the tentative rulings will be posted at the
entrance to the courtroom and on the Yolo Courts Website, at www.yolo.courts.ca.gov. If you
are scheduled to appear and there is no tentative ruling in your case, you should appear as
scheduled.

Telephone number for the clerk in Department Two: (530) 406-6843
Telephone number for the clerk in Department Seven: (530) 406-6722
TENTATIVE RULING
Case: Kane v. Valley Slurry Seal Company
Case No. CV CV 08-2483
Hearing Date: August 12, 2015 Department Seven 9:00a.m.

Plaintiffs’ motion for attorney’s fees and Defendants’ motion to tax costs are CONTINUED on
the Court’s own motion to Friday, August 14, 2015, at 4:00 p.m. in Department Seven.

TENTATIVE RULING

Case: Midland Funding LLC v. Johnson
Case No. CV G 13-50
Hearing Date: Auqust 12, 2015 Department Two 9:00 a.m.

Plaintiff Midland Funding LLC’s unopposed motion to vacate the order for dismissal entered by
the Court on May 30, 2013, and enter judgment is GRANTED. (Code Civ. Proc., § 664.6.)
Pursuant to the terms stated in the stipulation for settlement filed with the Court on May 30,
2013, judgment shall be entered in favor of plaintiff and against defendant Martha Johnson in the
amount of $5,534.17. (Stipulation of Settlement, 1 8; Decl. of Karen Etsell Lusis, 1 1-5.) To the
extent plaintiff seeks to recover costs in the amount of $290.00, plaintiff must serve and file a
memorandum of costs in accordance with California Rule of Court 3.1700.

If no hearing is requested, this tentative ruling is effective immediately. No formal order
pursuant to California Rule of Court 3.1312, or further notice is required.
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TENTATIVE RULING

Case: Tinsley v. Thweatt
Case No. CV G 15-158
Hearing Date: Auqust 12, 2015 Department Two 9:00 a.m.

Plaintiffs Lloyd E. Tinsley, Jr. and Rachel M. Tinsley’s objection to Exhibit B of defendants Jim
Thweatt and Kathi Thweatt’s declaration is SUSTAINED. (Evid. Code, § 1401.) The remaining
objections are OVERRULED.

Defendants’ motion to set aside the default and clerk’s judgement entered on April 27, 2015, is
GRANTED. Defendants establish that their failure to timely file an answer was due to
excusable neglect. (Code Civ. Proc., § 473, subd. (b); Rappleyea v. Campbell (1994) 8 Cal.4th
975, 983; Declaration of Jim and Kathi Thweatt,  1a.)

If no hearing is requested, this tentative ruling is effective immediately. No formal order
pursuant to California Rule of Court 3.1312, or further notice is required.
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