Tentative Rulings for June 17, 2024
Department 403

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.

24CECG02370 Retana-Chavez v. Diaz
24CECG03748 Garcia v. JIPC Management Holdings, Inc. et al.
24CECG02698 Ellis v. Planet Vegan, LLC

The court has continued the following cases. The deadlines for opposition and reply
papers will remain the same as for the original hearing date.

24CECG04928 Cupertino Santiago v. Noah Shively is continued to Wednesday, July
1, 2026, at 3:30 in Department 403.

24CECG05207 Jane Doe v. Michael Prueitt is continued to Wednesday, July 29,
2026, at 3:30 p.m. in Department 403.

25CECG05048 Leondris Williams v. Martin Perez is continued to Thursday, June 18,
2026, at 3:30 p.m. in Department 403.

25CECG05589 Sonya Daniels v. Efren Sanchez is continued to Wednesday, July 29,
2026, at 3:30 p.m. in Department 403.

(Tentative Rulings begin at the next page)
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(20)
Tentative Ruling

Re: John Roe 927 D.W. v. County of Fresno
Superior Court Case No. 22CECG03958
Hearing Date: June 17, 2026 (Dept. 403)
Motion: By Defendant County of Fresno for Terminating Sanctions

Against Plaintiff John Roe 1002 J.R.
Tentative Ruling:

To grant. County of Fresno shall submit to the Court, within ten (10) days of this
order, a proposed order dismissing, with prejudice, this action as it relates to plaintiff John
Roe 1002 J.R.

Explanation:

Noncompliance with compelled discovery justifies terminating sanctions. (See
Code Civ. Proc., §§ 2023.010, subd. (d); 2023.030, subd. (d)(3).) This court is also guided
by the principle that “[t]he sanctions the court may impose are such as are suitable and
necessary to enable the party seeking discovery to obtain the objects of the discovery
he seeks ...." (Caryl Richards, Inc. v. Superior Court (1961) 188 Cal.App.2d 300, 304.)

On June 17, 2025, defendant County of Fresno propounded on Plaintiff John Roe
1002 J.R., Special Interrogatories, Set Two; and Request for Production of Documents, Set
Two. Because plaintiff failed to serve any response to the discovery, the County filed a
motion to compel responses. On December 9, 2025, the court granted the motion and
ordered plaintiff to serve responses to the discovery within 30 days, and ordered plaintiff
to pay $520 in sanctions. Plaintiff never served responses to the discovery, and has not
made contact with the County’s counsel. In light of this plaintiff's history of failure to
comply with discovery obligations, failure to comply with the court’s order, and failure to
respond to this dispositive motion, it appears that plaintiff has abandoned the litigation
and that no lesser sanction would promote compliance. Terminating sanctions are
necessary and justified. The motion is therefore granted.

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: SMC on June 16, 2026
(Judge's initials) (Date)




(41)
Tentative Ruling

Re: Jasbir Pannu v. Volkswagen Group of America, Inc.
Superior Court Case No. 24CECG02928

Hearing Date: June 17, 2026 (Dept. 403)

Motions: By Defendants Volkswagen Group of America, Inc. and ClJ's
Road to Lemans Corp., dba Audi Fresno, to Compel
Depositions of Plaintiff Jasbir Pannu and Plaintiff J&J Funding
Inc.'s Person Most Knowledgeable

Tentative Ruling:

To grant. Plaintiff Jasbir Pannu and the person most knowledgeable of plaintiff J&J
Funding, Inc., shall appear for depositions on a date, within 10 days from service of the
order by the clerk, to be agreed upon by the parties. (Code Civ. Proc., § 2025.450.)

Explanation:

Where a party fails to appear at a properly noticed deposition, and no valid
objection under section 2025.410 has been served, the party giving the notice may move
for an order compelling the deponent's attendance and testimony. (Code Civ. Proc., §
2025.450, subd. (a).) Defendants' motions are supported by evidence of the subject
deposition notices served on plaintiff Jasbir Pannu and plaintiff J&J Funding, Inc.'s Person
Most Knowledgeable. Plaintiffs did not object to the deposition notices or oppose
defendants' motions, despite proper service of each. Therefore, the motions are granted.

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: SMC on 6/16/26
(Judge’s initials) (Date)




