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Tentative Rulings for March 18, 2026 

Department 503 

 

For any matter where an oral argument is requested and any party to the hearing 

desires a remote appearance, such request must be timely submitted to and approved 

by the hearing judge.  In this department, the remote appearance will be conducted 

through Zoom.  If approved, please provide the department’s clerk a correct email 

address.  (CRC 3.672, Fresno Sup.C. Local Rule 1.1.19) 

 

 

There are no tentative rulings for the following cases. The hearing will go forward on these 

matters. If a person is under a court order to appear, he/she must do so. Otherwise, parties 

should appear unless they have notified the court that they will submit the matter without 

an appearance. (See California Rules of Court, rule 3.1304(c).) The above rule also 

applies to cases listed in this “must appear” section. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The court has continued the following cases. The deadlines for opposition and reply 

papers will remain the same as for the original hearing date. 

 

24CECG03913 Veronica Flores Estupinian v. City of Fresno is continued to 

Wednesday, May 6, 2026, at 3:30 p.m. in Department 503. 

 

25CECG00913 Greg Olson v. Stier’s RV Centers, LLC is continued to Wednesday, 

April 29, 2026, at 3:30 p.m. in Department 503. 

 

 

________________________________________________________________ 

(Tentative Rulings begin at the next page) 
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Tentative Rulings for Department 503 
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(37) 

Tentative Ruling 

 

Re:    Tamayo v. Chaney 

    Superior Court Case No. 25CECG00982 

 

Hearing Date:  March 18, 2026 (Dept. 503) 

 

Motion:   By Plaintiffs to Set Aside Dismissal 

 

If oral argument is timely requested, it will be entertained on  

Wednesday, April 8, 2026, at 3:30 p.m. in Department 503. 

 

Tentative Ruling: 

 

To grant.  The dismissal entered on November 18, 2025 is set aside.  (Code Civ. 

Proc., § 473, subd. (b).)  A Case Management Conference is set for Tuesday, May 19, 

2026 at 3:00 p.m. in Department 97E.   

 

Explanation: 

 

“[T]he court shall, whenever an application for relief is made no more than six 

months after entry of judgment, is in proper form, and is accompanied by an attorney's 

sworn affidavit attesting to his or her mistake, inadvertence, surprise, or neglect, vacate 

any … resulting … dismissal entered against his or her client, unless the court finds that the 

default or dismissal was not in fact caused by the attorney's mistake, inadvertence, 

surprise, or neglect.” (CCP §473(b).) Relief pursuant to section 473, subdivision (b) is 

mandatory where the dismissal was solely caused by the attorney, i.e., the party did not 

contribute to the dismissal in any way. (See Lang v. Hochman (2000) 77 Cal.App.4th 1225, 

1248; Todd v. Thrifty Corp. (1995) 34 Cal.App.4th 986, 991.) 

 Here, plaintiffs’ counsel has filed this motion timely.  Counsel admits his fault in 

failing to appear at the Case Management Conference.  Plaintiffs have met the 

requirements for mandatory relief.  As such, the court grants the mandatory relief. 

 Pursuant to California Rules of Court, rule 3.1312(a), and Code of Civil Procedure 

section 1019.5, subdivision (a), no further written order is necessary.  The minute order 

adopting this tentative ruling will serve as the order of the court and service by the clerk 

will constitute notice of the order. 

 

Tentative Ruling 

Issued By:                        JS                         on               3/17/2026                        . 

       (Judge’s initials)                            (Date) 

 
 

 

 


