
CONTRA COSTA SUPERIOR COURT 

MARTINEZ, CALIFORNIA 

DEPARTMENT: 57 

HEARING DATE: 12/15/21 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR CONTESTING TENTATIVE RULINGS IN DEPT. 57 

The tentative ruling will become the Court’s FINAL ruling unless by 4:00 p.m. of the Court 

day preceding the hearing. Counsel or self-represented parties email (no phone calls or fax) 

the department to request argument and specify the issues to be argued. Counsel or self-

represented parties requesting argument must also advise all other affected counsel and self-

represented parties by no later than 4:00 p.m. that same day of the decision to appear, 

specifying the issues to be argued. Failure to timely advise the Court and counsel or self-

represented parties will preclude any party from arguing the matter. (Pursuant to Local Rule 

3.43(2).) 

Department 57’s email address is: dept57@contracosta.courts.ca.gov  

ALL SUCH APPEARANCES WILL BE IN PERSON 

 

 

 1.  TIME:  9:00   CASE#: MSC16-01673 
CASE NAME: VELLA-ANDRADE VS SHANNON B JONES 
HEARING ON MOTION TO/FOR COMPEL PLAINTIFF TO ANSWER DEPOSITION 
QUESTIONS FILED BY SHANNON B. JONES LAW GROUP, SHANNON B JONES 
* TENTATIVE RULING: * 
 
Before this court is Defendants’ Motion to Compel Plaintiff to Answer deposition 
questions and a Motion to allow Defendant to subpoena plaintiff’s employment records 
and updated medical records. Sanctions are sought by both sides. 
 
The court finds that the first deposition of plaintiff formally concluded in October 2019. 
Subsequently, the court issued an order dated July 13, 2020 allowing further questioning 
only on matters pertaining to the Family Law Case with Joseph Andrade. Questions 
asked during that permitted subsequent deposition session on September 1, 2021 
unrelated to the Family Law case are outside the scope of that order were properly 
objectionable.  Defendant’s motion to compel answers to those questions is denied, 
however, in light of new developments since the July 13, 2020 order, the court shall 
regard Defendant’s motion to Compel Plaintiff to Answer deposition questions to a 
motion to re-open discovery and a motion to conduct a second deposition of plaintiff.   
 
The court grants these converted motions with the following instructions and limitations: 
 
Defendant may question plaintiff at a second deposition on facts pertaining to new 
allegations set forth in the Third Amended Complaint and any new causes of action in the 
Defendant’s Second Amended Cross-Complaint that survive any attacks on that pleading 
by plaintiff. Defendant’s request to ask questions on the following subjects is specifically 
denied: 

 Contention Interrogatory questions 

 Financial Aid 
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 Discovery responses served prior to the filing of the Third Amended Complaint 
and which were not objected to and no motion to compel was filed 

 Plaintiff’s declaration in support of Motion for Summary Judgment 

 Plaintiff’s employment with Home Consignment Center unrelated to wages and 
benefits, which the court finds are within the constitutionally protected zone of 
privacy. 
 

The Court DENIES Defendant’s motion to subpoena plaintiff’s employment records and 
medical records without prejudice. The court will entertain a separate motion or motions 
relating to records’ subpoenas filed and served pursuant to code. 
 
Sanctions are denied. 
 
 
 
 

  

  
 2.  TIME:  9:00   CASE#: MSC18-00416 
CASE NAME: CYRUS G VS YMCA OF THE EAST BAY 
HEARING ON MOTION TO/FOR COMPEL RESPONSES TO FORM 
INTERROGATORIES FILED BY YMCA OF THE EAST BAY 
* TENTATIVE RULING: * 
 
Defendants’ YMCA of the East Bay and Pamela Williams motion to compel responses by 
plaintiff Erika Taylor to form interrogatories, set one, special interrogatories, set one, 
requests for production, set one; and plaintiff Cyrus G, by and through his GAL, to form 
interrogatories, set two, special interrogatories, set two, requests for production, set two 
and for monetary sanctions totaling $1600 is GRANTED. Motion was unopposed. 
Responses must be served no later than January 21, 2022.  
 

  

 3.  TIME:  9:00   CASE#: MSC20-02285 
CASE NAME: W.D. VS CITY OF WALNUT CREEK 
HEARING ON MOTION TO/FOR COMPEL DEF'S TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS FILED 
BY W. D. 
* TENTATIVE RULING: * 
 
Plaintiffs W.D., E.D., and M.K.’s motion to compel Defendant City of Walnut Creek to 
produce documents and provide further responses to special interrogatories, set one, 
and requests for production of documents, set one, is granted, as follows: 
 

1. Defendant must produce all responsive non-privileged records in its possession 
and in the possession of the City of Walnut Creek Police Department; 

2. Defendant must serve further responses to plaintiff’s special interrogatories , set 
one, providing the information plaintiff requests; 
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3. Defendant must serve further responses to plaintiff’s request for production of 
documents, set one, ad state whether responsive documents exist in its 
possession that are being withheld and a description of those documents, or 
whether all responsive documents have been produced; and,  

4. If applicable, Defendant must identify records being withheld in a privilege log 
sufficiently describing the records to allow plaintiffs to assess whether the 
privilege is properly asserted. 

The defendants’ responses may, if applicable, include redactions of the identity of 
mandated reporter(s) if other than plaintiffs’ parents. 
The parties are ordered to meet and confer on the language of a protective order.  
Responses must be served no later than January 15, 2022. 
 
 

 


