
  1 of 2 

TENTATIVE RULINGS for CIVIL LAW and MOTION  
March 30, 2016 

 
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 on 
Yolo Court’s 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. 
 
Please take note that Yolo Superior Court is now located at 1000 Main Street, in Woodland. 
 
Telephone number for the clerk in Department Three:                  (530) 406-6726 
Telephone number for the clerk in Department Eleven:                (530) 406-6843 
 
 

TENTATIVE RULING 
Case:    Martin v. Sandoval 
   Case No. CV PM 15-809 
Hearing Date:   March 30, 2016  Department Eleven         9:00 a.m. 
 
Petitioner Diane Martin’s petition for compromise of a disputed action is DENIED. Petitioner 
has checked item 12(b)(1) and 12(b)(2), but has not provided a corresponding attachment 12. 
Petitioner must also complete item 13(b)(5). 
 
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. 
 

TENTATIVE RULING 
Case:    Richmond-Luwisch v. Richmond 
   Case No. CV PT 15-1411 
Hearing Date:   March 30, 2016  Department Eleven         9:00 a.m. 
 
Respondent Pamela Richmond’s motion for attorneys’ fees is DROPPED FROM 
CALENDAR. It was not timely served on petitioner in accordance with Code of Civil Procedure 
section 1005. 
 

TENTATIVE RULING 
Case:                           Greenwald v. Yolo County District Attorney’s Office 

Case No. CV PT 15-1014 
Hearing Date:            March 30, 2016                Department Three                    9:00 a.m. 
 
The requests for judicial notice are GRANTED. (Evid. Code, § 452, subd. (c); Friends of 
Shingle Springs Interchange, Inc. v. City of El Dorado (2011) 200 Cal.App.4th 1470, 1483-
1484.) 
 
Respondent Yolo County District Attorney’s Office’s demurrer to petitioners David Greenwald 
and the People’s Vanguard of Davis’s (“Vanguard”) verified amended petition is SUSTAINED 
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WITH LEAVE TO AMEND as to Vanguard only. (Code Civ. Proc., § 430.10, subd. (b).)  
Based on the documents attached to the verified petition filed on July 27, 2015, the Public 
Records Act requests at issue were made by petitioner David Greenwald only. (Verified Petition 
filed July 27, 2015, Exh. 1; Brakke v. Economic Concepts, Inc. (2013) 213 Cal.App.4th 761, 767; 
Berg & Berg Enterprises, LLC v. Boylem (2009) 178 Cal.App.4th 1020, 1034.)  
 
Petitioners’ request for sanctions is DENIED. 
 
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. 
 
 
 


