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

hearing, counsel or self-represented parties call the department rendering the decision to request 

argument and to specify the issues to be argued.  Calling counsel or self-represented parties 

requesting argument must advise all other affected counsel and self-represented parties by no later 

than 4:00 p.m. of his or her decision to appear and of 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. 

 (Local Rule 3.43(2).)  CourtCall will NOT be used by D18.  Zoom is approved for all hearings except 

Issue Conferences and Trials.  Dept. 18’s telephone number is: (925) 608-1118. 

NOTE:  In order to minimize the risk of miscommunication, Dept. 18 prefers and encourages email 

notification to the department of the request to argue and specification of issues to be argued. 

  Dept. 18’s email address is: dept18@contracosta.courts.ca.gov. 

Submission of Orders After Hearing in Department 18 Cases 

The prevailing party must prepare an order after hearing in accordance with CRC 3.1312. The order 

must include appearances.  If the tentative ruling becomes the Court’s ruling, a copy of the Court’s 

tentative ruling must be attached to the proposed order when submitted to the Court for issuance of 

the order. 
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1. 9:00 AM CASE NUMBER:  MSC22-00096 
CASE NAME:  RAMANUJAN GROUP LLC  VS.  NEKTER JUICE BAR 
HEARING ON MOTION TO SET ASIDE AND VACATE ENTRY OF DEFAULT 
*TENTATIVE RULING:* 
 
Defendant Nekter Juice Bar’s motion to set aside and vacate entry of default is granted.  

Defendant shall file the proposed answer by June 29, 2022. 

 
 

  

    

2. 9:00 AM CASE NUMBER:  MSC22-00529 
CASE NAME:  DAIMLER TRUST  VS.  BILLER 
HEARING APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF POSSESSION AFTER HEAING 
*TENTATIVE RULING:* 
 
Plaintiff’s application for writ of possession is granted. 
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3. 9:00 AM CASE NUMBER:  MSC21-1749 
CASE NAME:  DEVICE DEVELOPMENT VS.  SAUSAL CORP 
HEARING ON MOTION TO TAX COSTS 
*TENTATIVE RULING:* 
 
“‘“ ‘The Constitution of the United States requires a State . . . to enforce a valid judgment for 

the payment of money . . . if it was rendered in another State . . . although it would have been 

contrary to the public policy of the forum to allow action on the original claim.’” . . . “It is well 

settled that once a valid judgment has been rendered it must be accorded full faith and credit 

by every other court within the United States even though the cause of action upon which the 

judgment was based is against is against the law and public policy of the state in which 

enforcement is sought.’”” (United Bank of Denver v. K & Y Trucking Co., (1983) 147 

Cal.App.3d 217, 222-223 quoting Sanpietro v. Collins (1967) 250 Cal.App.2d 203, 207; see 

also Harrah v. Craig (1952) 113 Cal.App.2d 67, 69.) 

“The prohibition within section 685.040 does not apply to a provision within a sister state 

judgment awarding [attorney] fees which must be enforced pursuant to the full faith and credit 

clause of the United States Constitution.” (Aspen Internat. Capital Corp. v. Marsch (1991) 235 

Cal.App.3d 1199, 1205.) 

Defendant’s motion to tax costs is denied. 

 
 

 


