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 1.  TIME:  9:00   CASE#: MSC16-02256 
CASE NAME: NATIONAL SURETY VS. ANIA 
HEARING ON VERIFIED APPLICATION OF W. JEFFREY SEFTON,ESQ. ( 
CINTAS CORP 2) 
* TENTATIVE RULING: * 
 
The verified application of W. Jeffrey Sefton to appear pro hac vice on behalf of Cintas Fire 
Protection No.2 is granted. 

  

  
 2.  TIME:  9:00   CASE#: MSC17-00056 
CASE NAME: THE PINZA GROUP VS. GOTTFRIED 
HEARING ON MOTION TO/FOR COMPEL PLTF TO RESPOND FURTHER SPCL 
INTERROGATOR. HANA GOTTFRIED 
* TENTATIVE RULING: * 
 
The matter is continued to July 16, 2018 to allow Plaintiffs to file an opposition to the Motion to 
Compel. 

  

 3.  TIME:  9:00   CASE#: MSC17-00616 
CASE NAME: STRONG VS SLADEK 
HEARING ON MOTION TO/FOR COMPEL MERRILL LYNCH TO COMPLY; 
SANCTIONS FILED BY MARY PATRICA STRONG 
* TENTATIVE RULING: * 
 
Plaintiff’s motion to compel is moot.  Plaintiff should have participated in the Discovery 
Facilitator Program before filing the Motion to compel.  The Court does not find that this matter 
was exempt from the Discovery Facilitator Program because Merrill Lynch was not refusing to 
comply with a subpoena.  Merrill Lynch had begun producing documents on a “rolling” basis 
pursuant to the subpoena.  The Court will consider Plaintiff’s request for attorney’s fees for the 
period prior to February 2018 which were necessitated by Merrill Lynch’s initial delay in 
responding to the subpoena. Parties to appear to address attorney’s fees. 

  

 4.  TIME:  9:00   CASE#: MSC17-00836 
CASE NAME: REILAND VS. JOHN MUIR HEALTH 
HEARING ON DEMURRER TO 2nd Amended COMPLAINT of REILAND FILED BY 
HAL REILAND 
* TENTATIVE RULING: * 
 
There are multiple demurrers, motions to strike, and discovery motions currently pending in this 
case. The pleadings motions all relate to the second amended complaint. It will serve the 
convenience of the parties, as well as judicial economy, to hear and decide all demurrers and 
pleadings motions at the same time, concurrently with the now-pending discovery motion filed 
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by Dr. Bannout. Accordingly, this matter is continued by the Court to July 23, 2018, at 9:00 a.m. 
in Department 15. 
 
With respect to any demurrer or motion that was not originally calendared for hearing on July 
23, all opposition and reply papers are to be served and filed on a schedule consistent with the 
original hearing date (e.g., June 18, June 25 or July 16), to afford the Court sufficient time to 
review and tentatively rule on all of the many pending motions and demurrers. 

  

 5.  TIME:  9:00   CASE#: MSC17-02246 
CASE NAME: REZAPOUR VS. US BANK NATIONAL 
SPECIAL SET HEARING ON: ORDER TO SHOW AND TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER SET BY PLAINTIFF 
* TENTATIVE RULING: * 
 
Continued to July 30, 2018 at 9:00 a.m. by stipulation of the parties. 

  

 6.  TIME:  9:00   CASE#: MSC18-00596 
CASE NAME: BRIGETTE TAYLOR VS BOSCO CREDI 
HEARING ON MOTION TO/FOR CONSOLIDATE OR IN ALTERN STAY 
PROCEEDINGS FILED BY BRIGETTE TAYLOR 
* TENTATIVE RULING: * 
 
As indicated in the previous ruling, the motion to consolidate is denied.  The unlawful detainer 
action is stayed subject to the following conditions:  
 
First, Plaintiff shall pay an undertaking in the amount of $5000.  If the undertaking is not paid by 
July 2, 2018, the stay will dissolve. 
 
Second, Plaintiff shall pay a monthly rent in the amount of $2883 payable on the 30th day of 
each month.  The rent shall be paid to the law firm of McCarthy & Holthus, LLP, who shall hold 
all accumulating rent in its trust account, subject to further order of the Court.  Upon entry of 
judgment in this action, the accumulated rent shall be paid to the prevailing party. 
 
Third, Plaintiff shall file and serve a declaration under penalty of perjury, every two months, 
confirming that all rent has been timely paid and the undertaking is maintained. 
 
Upon the failure to comply with any of these conditions the stay shall immediately dissolve. 
 
The Court’s decision to temporarily stay the unlawful detainer action should not be taken as an 
indication of the Court’s assessment of the merits of this action.  As the Court has previously 
indicated, a motion for consolidation is not the proper procedural vehicle for determining the 
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merits of this action, and established California case law requires the Court to balance the 
interests of both sides. 
 
 
 

 


