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TENTATIVE RULINGS for CIVIL LAW and MOTION  
June 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 Eleven:                (530) 406-6843 
 

TENTATIVE RULING 
Case:    In re C. Gomez 

Case No. CV PT 16-858 
Hearing Date:   June 30, 2016    Department Eleven         9:00 a.m. 
 
J.G. Wentworth Originations, LLC’s petition for approval of transfer of structured settlement 
payment rights is GRANTED. (Ins. Code, § 10134 et seq.) 
 
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:    In re L. Olivas 

Case No. CV PT 16-635 
Hearing Date:   June 30, 2016    Department Eleven         9:00 a.m. 
 
J.G. Wentworth Originations, LLC’s petition for approval of transfer of structured settlement 
payment rights is GRANTED. (Ins. Code, § 10134 et seq.) 
 
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:   June 30, 2016  Department Eleven                       9:00 a.m. 
 
Respondent Pamela Richmond’s motion for attorneys’ fees is GRANTED.  (Code Civ. Proc., § 
527.6, subd. (s).) Petitioner Scott Richmond Luwisch does not dispute any specific entries or 
show that any of the entries are erroneous, excessive, or unreasonable.   His references to 
counsel’s work as “shoddy” are not sufficiently specific to support an objection to the fees 
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claimed. (Petitioner’s Objections, ¶¶ 2, and 3 (page 3); Jones v. Union Bank (2005) 127 
Cal.App.4th 542, 550.)  
 
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:                        Scaccia v. Scaccia 
                                  Case No. CV CV 14-1820 
Hearing Date:         June 30, 2016               Department Eleven                                9:00 a.m. 

 
Defendant Sutter Health Sacramento Sierra Region’s motion for summary judgment and plaintiff 
Brian Scaccia’s motion for summary judgment are CONTINUED on the Court’s own motion to 
be heard on July 15, 2016.   
 
Plaintiff has submitted portions of his motion for summary judgment on a thumb drive, his 
opposition papers on a compact disc, and has been granted permission to submit certain of his 
reply papers on compact disc.  Upon further reflection, the Court declines to consider any 
documents submitted on any media besides paper.  By no later than July 6, 2016, plaintiff shall 
submit for filing all documents previously submitted on electronic media and any documents 
which remain to be filed in connection with the above-referenced motions on paper only. 
 

TENTATIVE RULING 
Case:    Singh v. Sangha   
   Case No. CV CV 15-1143 
Hearing Date:   June 30, 2016    Department Eleven                       9:00 a.m. 
 
Defendants Amarjit Singh Sangha, G & S Gasoline, Inc., and plaintiff Gurdev Singh’s requests 
for judicial notice are GRANTED. (Evid. Code, § 452, subd. (d).) 
 
Defendants’ application for a temporary restraining order (“TRO”), and request for an order to 
show cause as to why a preliminary injunction should not issue, is GRANTED. (Code Civ. 
Proc., § 526, subd. (b).) Having granted the application for TRO, the request for appointment of 
a provisional director is DENIED AS MOOT. 
 
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. 

 
 
 
 


