Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steve Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 8:30 am DA Case # Date Filed
1 CVL67975 William Bell vs. California Highway Patrol et al 01/08/2026
William Bell Pro Per

California Highway Patrol

Susan Anddleman

Demurrer

to the Plaintiff Complaint Remote Zoom by AG
AG set up Demurrer on 2/13/2026.

01/08/2026 Complaint File Tracking
1/28/2026 High Densit

Case notes are not tentative rulings. Parties and counsel are expected to appear unless this note indicates that “no appearance is necessary.” Unless directed
otherwise, all participants may appear via Zoom: https://tuolumne-courts-ca-gov.zoomgov.com/j/16158139607?pwd=NTRMTONwMDg5cnlYdzZ6VnBXWWFsUTO09.
[Passcode: 123456]. All matters set for hearing in Department 5 are assigned to that department for all pre-trial purposes. Parties retain the right under Cal.

Const. art VI 821 to decline consent to the Commissioner serving as a Judge Pro Tem. By participating in the first hearing, or electing not to attend after due notice,
parties are deemed to have stipulated to the Commissioner serving as a Judge Pro Tem for the entire case. See CRC 2.816.

This is a civil action for damages commenced by plaintiff against the California Highway Patrol after his red 2001
Ford Mustang was impounded. The salient facts are these:

On 08/06/2023, plaintiff was clocked by a CHP deputy speeding. The deputy initiated a traffic stop, which plaintiff
failed to heed. Plaintiff managed to elude the officer, bringing an end to the brief chase.

On 08/09/2023, the same CHP deputy made a request for a seizure warrant pursuant to CA Veh. Code §§
2800.2(a) and 14602.7. A judicial officer (JHGC) approved the request and issued the warrant. The vehicle was
soon thereafter impounded.

On 10/02/2023, plaintiff retrieved his vehicle from impound, incurring a total of $2,048.42 in direct and consequential
out of pocket costs.

On 06/02/2025, plaintiff filed a small claims action against the CHP. See SC20629. The trial court dismissed the
case with prejudice based on plaintiff's failure to file a government tort claim (see Order dtd 08/20/2025). Although
it is unclear from the record whether this issue was actually litigated (compare Pitzen v. Superior Court (2004) 120
Cal.App.4th 1374 with Sanders v. Walsh (2013) 219 Cal.App.4th 855), plaintiff timely filed a motion to vacate the
dismissal based on “new evidence,” but that motion has yet to be set for a hearing date. More recently, on
01/08/2026, plaintiff filed what appears to be a motion for reconsideration. No hearing date was set on this either.
Thus, as it presently stands, SC20629 appears to remain active awaiting hearing dates.

Returning to the case at bar, whether it applies in small claims cases or not, the prefiling demand requirement set
forth in Govt. Code §905 certainly applies to this limited civil action for monetary damages. Plaintiff has not shown
compliance. Moreover, it appears that this claim may be separately barred by the statute of limitations. Finally,
while plaintiff contends that he was “not speeding” and turned into the parking lot behind Dollar General during the
brief pursuit (as if that does not count as evading), “section 14602.7 provides for vehicle impoundment when an
officer establishes, before a magistrate, reasonable cause to believe the vehicle was used to flee a police officer or
was driven in a reckless manner.” California Highway Patrol v. Superior Court (2008) 162 Cal.App.4th 1144,
1153-1154. Thus, even though this is more of a §2800.1 case and not a §2800.2 case, the difference is not
material since the seizure warrant was based on both. As such, even if plaintiff could plead around the statute of
limitations, plaintiff will need to show actual fraud in order to state any claim here. See Govt. Code §§ 818.8, 820.4,
821.6, 822.2. Defendant’s pending demurrer should be sustained, although it is proper to abate this entire action
until the related case is final.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 8:30 am DA Case # Date Filed
2 CVL66958 Capital One, N.A. vs. Shirley N. Riddle 02/06/2025
Capital One, N.A. Attorney: Donald Sherrill

Shirley N. Riddle

Hearing: Other
Prove-Up

02/06/2025 Complaint File Tracking
7/25/2025 Archive Room

Case notes are not tentative rulings. Parties and counsel are expected to appear unless this note indicates that “no appearance is necessary.” Unless directed

otherwise, all participants may appear via Zoom: https://tuolumne-courts-ca-gov.zoomgov.com/j/1615813960?pwd=NTRMTONwMDg5cnlYdzZ6VnBXWWFsUTO09.

[Passcode: 123456]. All matters set for hearing in Department 5 are assigned to that department for all pre-trial purposes. Parties retain the right under Cal.
Const. art VI §21 to decline consent to the Commissioner serving as a Judge Pro Tem. By participating in the first hearing, or electing not to attend after due notice,
parties are deemed to have stipulated to the Commissioner serving as a Judge Pro Tem for the entire case. See CRC 2.816. Parties already stipulated here.

This is a motion to set aside the entry of dismissal, entered 07/09/2025, to permit entry of a
stipulated judgment (minus credits) via CCP §664.6 based upon plaintiff's alleged default
of the settlement agreement. The matter was set for hearing, as was a right guaranteed to
the defendant in the settlement agreement. Service appears to have been made on the
defendant, and no response from her has been received. If defendant fails to appear and
offer legal cause why the dismissal should not be set aside in favor of a judgment
consistent with the terms of the written settlement agreement, it will be incumbent upon her
to appear. Otherwise, the motion will be granted and the relief prayed for provided.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 8:30 am DA Case # Date Filed
3 Cve7873 CJ Doe, Jr a minor v Sonora Elementary School District et. al. 12/08/2025
CJ DOE Attorney: Christopher Wood

Sonora Elementary School District Attorney: Anthony DeMaria

Mary Winifred McGrew
CJ Doe Attorney: Christopher Wood

Sonora Elementary School District Attorney: Anthony DeMaria

Mary Winifred McGrew
Motion Hearing - Other

petition for relief from claim filing requirements and order permitting late claim

02/10/2026 Cross Complaint File Tracking
12/24/2025 High Densit

Case notes are not tentative rulings.  Parties and counsel are expected to appear unless this note indicates that “no appearance is necessary.” Unless directed
otherwise, all participants may appear via Zoom: https://tuolumne-courts-ca-gov.zoomgov.com/j/1615813960?pwd=NTRMTONwMDg5cnlYdzZ6VnBXWWFsUTO09.
[Passcode: 123456]. All matters set for hearing in Department 5 are assigned to that department for all pre-trial purposes. Parties retain the right under Cal.
Const. art VI §21 to decline consent to the Commissioner serving as a Judge Pro Tem. By participating in the first hearing, or electing not to attend after due notice,
parties are deemed to have stipulated to the Commissioner serving as a Judge Pro Tem for the entire case. See CRC 2.816.

No appearance is necessary.
Commissioner to provide Canon disclosures prior to accepting stipulation.

This is a personal injury action filed on behalf of a minor child against the school district and personnel for
various torts occasioned in the course and scope of specialized elementary school services pursuant to
an IEP. The operative pleading includes six causes of action. There is a cross-complaint also on file.
Appearances have only been made by one of the four named defendants, despite the requirements of
CRC 3.110.

Before the Court this day is an “unopposed” motion by plaintiff for relief from the statutory requirement to
present a pre-filing claim to the Tuolumne County Superintendent of Schools. This motion, being of
apparent import to plaintiff's ability to secure redress against the alleged employer of the responsible SLP
provider, would ordinarily be opposed by the entity denying administrative relief. The absence of
opposition could mean that TCSOS sees the merit thereof (despite its earlier denial), or it could mean that
TCSOS is unaware of the motion. A review of the court file does not reveal any proof of service upon
TCSOS, despite the requirement that plaintiff serve such notice and file proof thereof at least five court
days prior to the hearing. See Govt. Code §946.6(d); CCP §1013a; and CRC 3.1300(c). Thus, this
Court intends to err on the side of caution, conclude that plaintiff forgot to inform the only real party in
interest for this particular motion, and have the matter reset to May 6, 2026, at 8:30 a.m. The CMC
conference shall likewise be heard at 8:30 a.m. that morning instead of 10:00 a.m. If there are no
appearances, this shall be the order. If, on the other hand, silence from TCSOS is indeed tacit surrender
of the issue, TCSOS must file a written confirmation thereof.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 8:30 am DA Case # Date Filed
4 CV67478 Anthony M Garcia vs. Richard Vines et al 07/25/2025
Anthony M Garcia Attorney: Kenneth Hedberg
Richard Vines
Melinda Vines Pro Per

Michelle Lee Bailey
Melinda Vines

Michelle Lee Bailey
David Christopher Vines

All Other Persons Unknown

Case Management Conference

Zoom Approved
Demurrer

Zoom Approved
Motion Hearing - Ex Parte

TRO, Order Prohibiting Recordation, Order Preserving Status Quo
07/25/2025 Complaint File Tracking
7/25/2025 High Densit

Case notes are not tentative rulings. Parties and counsel are expected to appear unless this note indicates that “no appearance is necessary.” Unless directed
otherwise, all participants may appear via Zoom: https://tuolumne-courts-ca-gov.zoomgov.com/j/1615813960?pwd=NTRMTONwMDg5cnlYdzZ6VnBXWWFsUT09.
[Passcode: 123456]. All matters set for hearing in Department 5 are assigned to that department for all pre-trial purposes. Parties retain the right under Cal.
Const. art VI 821 to decline consent to the Commissioner serving as a Judge Pro Tem. By participating in the first hearing, or electing not to attend after due notice,

parties are deemed to have stipulated to the Commissioner serving as a Judge Pro Tem for the entire case. See CRC 2.816. Parties already stipulated here.

This is a quiet title action involving a portion of a 25-acre parcel in Groveland, and what seems to be the ubiquitous marijuana
crop somewhere thereon. Plaintiff alleges that defendant caused to be recorded in the chain of title a false/forged quit claim
deed transferring title of the portion including the crop from plaintiff to defendant as an unremunerated gift. The source of the
confusion stems from a family decision to pledge a “portion” of said parcel to a bail bondsman to cover bail for a family member,
and thereafter a series of conflated “agreements” and the untimely death of key witnesses.

The original pleading included only one named defendant. Following a motion to intervene, plaintiff opted to file a First
Amended Complaint to include the prospective intervenors as party-defendants (though it now appears as though their interest
in the subject parcel is not affected). The amended pleading included a few additional averments, and several key exhibits
incorporated therein.

Before the Court this morning is the continued hearing on a demurrer filed by co-defendants Melinda and Michelle. As with
the previous demurrer, the court file does not include any opposition to the demurrer. This Court continued the hearing to
allow plaintiff — upon learning of the existence of the demurrer — to file opposition. This Court took the opportunity to clarify
with plaintiff that he was not trying to quiet title to the 50% owned by Melinda and Michelle. There is still no opposition to the
demurrer, which at this time ought to be sustained on uncertainty grounds.

There is also a CMC set for this date. The landscape changed after the Feb. 4 hearing in which defendant explained for
counsel and Court how this rogue deed came to be. It was acknowledged to be inaccurate. Counsel tried to resolve the
dispute amicably on Feb. 6, but it is unclear if litigation is still needed.

William Owens - Brenda - Anthony (2014)
Richard > Anthony (2017), then Doc 2025-003590 (Anthony = Richard?)
David —-> David Jr.
Mike > Melinda and Michelle

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 8:30 am DA Case # Date Filed
5 CV67885 Robin Hilmanofski et al. vs. Sonora SNF Operations LLC et al. 12/09/2025
Robin Hilmanofski Attorney: Yet Not Entered
Sonora SNF Operations LLC Attorney: Yet Not Entered

Avalon Health Care Management Attorney: Yet Not Entered
of California LLC

Demurrer

to complaint
12/09/2025 Complaint File Tracking
12/24/2025 High Density

Case notes are not tentative rulings.  Parties and counsel are expected to appear unless this note indicates that “no appearance is necessary.” Unless directed
otherwise, all participants may appear via Zoom: https://tuolumne-courts-ca-gov.zoomgov.com/j/1615813960?pwd=NTRMTONwMDg5cnlYdzZ6VnBXWWFsUTO09.
[Passcode: 123456]. All matters set for hearing in Department 5 are assigned to that department for all pre-trial purposes. Parties retain the right under Cal.
Const. art VI §21 to decline consent to the Commissioner serving as a Judge Pro Tem. By participating in the first hearing, or electing not to attend after due notice,
parties are deemed to have stipulated to the Commissioner serving as a Judge Pro Tem for the entire case. See CRC 2.816.

This is an elder abuse and wrongful death case. Before the Court this day is a demurrer
to the entire operative pleading (Complaint), and each of the four causes of action included
therewith (negligence, elder abuse, resident bill of rights, wrongful death), on the grounds of
failure to state and uncertainty. CCP §430.10(e) and (f). The demurrer was brought by
co-defendant Sonora SNF Operations LLC and subsequently joined by co-defendant
Avalon Health Care Management. Although the joinder is tardy, since the same law firm
represents the moving party and the joining party, this Court will permit the joinder limited to
the issues raised in the opening brief, electing not to exalt form over substance.

A review of the court file reveals a curious vacancy where one would expect to see either
an opposition to the demurrer or a First Amended Complaint. The proof of service
accompanying the demurrer papers is a bit ambiguous, as it indicates service via regular
US Mail and e-service, but also states service was “only by” electronic transmission. The
declaration submitted by Attorney Williams is incomplete, lacking both the signature page
and any reference to CCP §1010.6(b)(3) — the requirement that counsel confirm opposing
counsel’'s email address before using “only” e-service.

Given the service anomaly, and the tardy joinder, this Court intends to err on the side of

caution, conclude that plaintiff did not receive the demurrer, and have the matter reset to
May 6, 2026, at 8:30 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 8:30 am DA Case # Date Filed
6 CV63591 Stanley Redick, lll vs. Sonora Police Department 01/19/2021

Stanley Redick Pro Per

Sonora Police Department Attorney: Van Longyear

Stanley Redick

Sonora Police Department Attorney: Van Longyear

County of Tuolumne District Attorney: Jeffrey Arnold

Attorney Office

City of Sonora Attorney: Van Longyear

Case Management Conference
Further - Trial Dates?

10/21/2024 Civil Appeal File Tracking
07/09/2025 High Density

Other Cases
CV63593
CV63592
CV63539

Case notes are not tentative rulings.  Parties and counsel are expected to appear unless this note indicates that “no appearance is necessary.” Unless directed
otherwise, all participants may appear via Zoom: https://tuolumne-courts-ca-gov.zoomgov.com/j/1615813960?pwd=NTRMTONwMDg5cnlYdzZ6VnBXWWFsUT09.
[Passcode: 123456]. All matters set for hearing in Department 5 are assigned to that department for all pre-trial purposes. Parties retain the right under Cal.
Const. art VI 821 to decline consent to the Commissioner serving as a Judge Pro Tem. By participating in the first hearing, or electing not to attend after due notice,
parties are deemed to have stipulated to the Commissioner serving as a Judge Pro Tem for the entire case. See CRC 2.816. Parties already stipulated here.

This is a continued CMC for the limited purpose of setting trial dates. At the last hearing, the
parties were directed to meet and confer on a trial date agreeable to all, with an eye toward the
5-yr bar. The CMC statements filed for this date do not address this specific direction from the
Court. Unless plaintiff makes another request to delay trial (and his CMC statement indicates a
desire to add new parties and new theories of liability), this Court intends to set trial and declare
that trial date to be both firm and in compliance with §583.310. For the benefit of the parties, the
Court reminds them of the following:

An action shall be brought to trial within five years after the action is commenced against
the defendant. CCP §583.310. In computing the five years, there shall be excluded
the time during which the trial court was enjoined from proceeding or when bringing the
action to trial, for any other reason, was impossible, impracticable, or futile. CCP
§583.340. The action shall be dismissed by the court on its own motion or on motion of
the defendant, after notice to the parties. CCP §5683.360. The parties may extend the
time within which an action must be brought to trial by written stipulation or oral
agreement made in open court and entered in the minutes. CCP §583.330.

01/19/2021: Action commenced
10/21/2024:  Appeal taken (CV63591 only)

Q: Did Hon. Seibert order complete consolidation, so appeal covers all three?
03/17/2025:  Remittitur issued

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 8:30 am DA Case # Date Filed
7 CV66763 Christopher Allen Vine vs. Bonnie Corey Rangel 12/17/2024
Christopher Allen Vine Attorney: Timothy Trujillo
Bonnie Corey Rangel Attorney: Scott Ward

Review Hearing

Stipulated Judgment? / No appearance necessary if filed.
Motion Hearing - Other

Interlocutory Judgment
12/17/2024 complaint File Tracking
7/02/2025 High Densit

Case notes are not tentative rulings. Parties and counsel are expected to appear unless this note indicates that “no appearance is necessary.” Unless directed
otherwise, all participants may appear via Zoom: https://tuolumne-courts-ca-gov.zoomgov.com/j/1615813960?pwd=NTRMTONwMDg5cnlYdzZ6VnBXWWFsUTO09.
[Passcode: 123456]. All matters set for hearing in Department 5 are assigned to that department for all pre-trial purposes. Parties retain the right under Cal.
Const. art VI §21 to decline consent to the Commissioner serving as a Judge Pro Tem. By participating in the first hearing, or electing not to attend after due notice,
parties are deemed to have stipulated to the Commissioner serving as a Judge Pro Tem for the entire case. See CRC 2.816. Parties already stipulated here.

Parties have indicated that settlement is “afoot.” This Court understood counsel’s use of
the phrase “afoot” to mean that the parties were in the process of inking a global settlement —
whatever the terms might be — and not necessarily that settlement of this partition action
involved twelve inches.

Previous Note:

This is an action seeking partition by public sale of APN 930-000-904-000. Plaintiff and defendant each own a
50% interest, as tenants in common, of a cabin in Pinecrest. Plaintiff and defendant are related by blood, and
reportedly have some bad blood between them. Absent a written waiver, each tenantin common has a
statutory right to seek partition. Orien v. Lutz (2017) 16 Cal.App.5th 957, 962. Before the Court this day is
defendant’s unopposed motion to enter an interlocutory judgment (sometimes referred to as a stipulated
JOP) on the partition demand. See CCP §872.720(a). Defendant is requesting the appointment of a referee to
conduct a sale and to distribute the net proceeds equally. See §§ 872.820, 873.010, 873.210. Given the
apparent lack of opposition from plaintiff’s counsel, the proposed appointment is Michael Wright is likely to
be granted. See §873.040(a).

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 8:30 am DA Case # Date Filed
8 CV66936 Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. vs. Suzanne Louise Dudeck, MD 01/28/2025
Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. Attorney: Tiffany Pack

Suzanne Louise Dudeck

Case Management Conference
Further - Set Trail

8/08/2025 High Density

Case notes are not tentative rulings.  Parties and counsel are expected to appear unless this note indicates that “no appearance is necessary.” Unless directed
otherwise, all participants may appear via Zoom: https://tuolumne-courts-ca-gov.zoomgov.com/j/1615813960?pwd=NTRMTONwMDg5cnlYdzZ6VnBXWWFsUTO09.
[Passcode: 123456]. All matters set for hearing in Department 5 are assigned to that department for all pre-trial purposes. Parties retain the right under Cal.
Const. art VI §21 to decline consent to the Commissioner serving as a Judge Pro Tem. By participating in the first hearing, or electing not to attend after due notice,
parties are deemed to have stipulated to the Commissioner serving as a Judge Pro Tem for the entire case. See CRC 2.816. Parties already stipulated here.

Breach of contract (collection) case.

Answer filed.

Trial must be re-set as it is long overdue.

Court ordered trial counsel to appear for this hearing in order to adequately address

defenses, settlement and trial setting. Court recalls directing appearance counsel to give
notice.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18, 2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed

9 CVL67718 American Express National Bank vs. Richard Hicks 10/06/2025

American Express National Bank Attorney: Janet Brown

Richard Hicks Attorney: Garrett Charity

Case Management Conference
10/06/2025 Complaint File Tracking
10/07/2025 High Densit

Collections case
Answer filed
CMC statements submitted

Need to set trial.

Collections case:

= Litigation Commenced: 01/07/2025
Defendant Served: 02/21/2025
# of Hearings (incl this): 3

Amount in Controversy: $7,555.93
OSC Issued on: n/a

Set OSC re Tier | Sanctions for 05/06/2026 @ 10:00 a.m. Clerk to give notice.
Q: No POS from clerk’s office for today so if TT does not show, consider reset.

Full CMC
» |s the case fully at issue?
= Are all parties present or defaulted?
= Any plans to add parties or amend/attack the pleadings?
= Any related cases?
= Amount in controversy?
= Jury demanded?
» Time estimate?
» Trial: (Mon @ 8:00 a.m. Dept 3)
» Thursday Prior @ 3:30 p.m. Trial Readiness Conference/Confirmation

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
10 CVL67461 Bank of America, N.A vs. Jordan A Warford 07/18/2025
Bank of America, N.A Attorney: Matthew Keim
Jordan A Warford
Case Management Conference
Further

7/21/2025  High Density

Collections case
Answer filed
CMC statements submitted

Need to set trial.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
11 CVL66996 Bank of America, N.A. vs. Maria M. Ramirez 02/25/2025
Bank of America, N.A. Attorney: Donald Sherrill

Maria M. Ramirez

Case Management Conference

Delay Reduction

3/17/2025 High Density

Collections case
Answer filed
CMC statements submitted

Need to set trial.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
12 CVL67024 Bank of America, N.A. vs. Robert Thomas McGee 03/04/2025
Bank of America, N.A. Attorney: Robert Kennard

Robert Thomas McGee

OSC Hearing - Sanctions
Tier 1

|Q3/17/2025 High Density |

No appearance is necessary.

Collections case

No Answer filed

Beyond Day 360

OSC Tier | issued; however, counsel provided response that dispute has
settled and they are waiting for signature before filing Notice of Settlement and

dismissal.

Court intends to continue OSC Tier | to May 20, 2026 at 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
13 CVL67466 Barclays Bank Delaware vs. Albert Sandner 07/18/2025
Barclays Bank Delaware Attorney: Matthew Keim
Albert Sandner Pro Per

Case Management Conference
Further

7/29/2025 High Density

Collections case
Answer filed
Defendant requested continuance.

Need to set trial.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
14 CVL67698 Citibank, N.A. vs. Jacqueline J Crimson 09/29/2025
Citibank, N.A. Attorney: Donald Sherrill
Jacqueline J Crimson Attorney: Lynda Jacobs

Case Management Conference

09/29/2025 Petition File Tracking
|1 0/14/2025 High Density |

Collections case
Answer filed
Defendant indicates case will settle.

Need to set trial.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18, 2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed

15 CVL67018 Crown Asset Management, LLC vs. Steven Milner 03/03/2025

Crown Asset Management, LLC Attorney: Robert Kayvon

Steven Milner

OSC Hearing - Sanctions
Tier 1

|95/23/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

= Litigation Commenced: 03/03/2025
Defendant Served: 06/18/2025
# of Hearings (incl this): 2

Amount in Controversy: $6,245.15
OSC Issued on: 11/19/2025

No response to OSC. Impose sanction $500 and set for review hearing with
OSC re Tier Il sanction for 05/20/2026 at 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
16 CVL66571 Discover Bank vs. Bromley Tellier 10/16/2024
Discover Bank Attorney: Hootan Atefyekta

Bromley Tellier

OSC Hearing - Sanctions
Tier 2

10/16/2024 Complaint File Tracking
E4/29/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

e Litigation Commenced: 10/16/2024
e Defendant Served: n/a

e # of Hearings (incl this): 3

e Amount in Controversy: $6,736.53
e OSC Issued on: 02/26/2026

No response to OSC. Impose sanction $750 and set for review hearing with
OSC re Tier lll sanction for 05/20/2026 at 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
17 CV67656 Stephanie Foster vs. Calvin Boyd et al 09/18/2025
Stephanie Foster Attorney: Sally Chenault
Calvin Boyd Attorney: Yet Not Entered
Barton Overhead Door of Modesto, Attorney: Yet Not Entered
:\:gdesto Truck and Equipment Attorney: Yet Not Entered
Leasing, LLC

Case Management Conference
Further - Amended Complaint Filed?

9/24/2025 High Densit

Continued CMC

This is a personal injury action stemming from an automobile accident
occurring in 2023. According to plaintiff's CMC statement, plaintiff is still
treating and amendments to the named defendants is necessary — including
the addition of one party.

Court is willing to continue CMC given the newness of the filing.

Full CMC:
= |sthe case fully atissue?
= Are all parties present or defaulted?
= Any plans to add parties or amend/attack the pleadings?
= Any related cases?
= Amountin controversy?
= Jury demanded?
= Time estimate?

Trial: (Mon @ 8:00 a.m. Dept 3)
Thursday Prior @ 3:30 p.m. Trial Readiness Conference/Confirmation

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
18 CV67898 Megahan M Frederick vs. Ford Motor Company et al. 11/20/2025
Megahan M Frederick Attorney: Yet Not Entered
Ford Motor Company et al. Attorney: Spencer Hugret
Sonora Ford Attorney: Spencer Hugret

Case Management Conference

11/20/2025 Complaint File Tracking
11/25/2025 High Densit

This is a lemon law case.

Full CMC:
= |sthe case fully atissue?
= Are all parties present or defaulted?
= Any plansto add parties or amend/attack the pleadings?
= Any related cases?
= Amountin controversy?
= Jury demanded?
= Time estimate?

Trial: (Mon @ 8:00 a.m. Dept 3)
Thursday Prior @ 3:30 p.m. Trial Readiness Conference/Confirmation

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
19 CV67618 Delbert Jolly vs. David Pedersen, et al 09/05/2025
Delbert Jolly Pro Per
David Pedersen Attorney: Yet Not Entered
Guy Benning Attorney: Yet Not Entered

George Walker

Lavonne Benning Attorney: Yet Not Entered

Case Management Conference
Further

09/05/2025 Complaint File Tracking
I(_)9/10/2025 High Density |

This is ostensibly a case for quiet title, although the operative pleading is not
verified. There are averments supporting claims for various types of
easements (most notably by implication or necessity), which defendants allege
were lost by nonuse or adverse possession. Co-defendant Walker has
passed away, and no far no personal rep has sub’d in.

Full CMC:
= |sthe case fully atissue?
= Are all parties present or defaulted?
= Any plans to add parties or amend/attack the pleadings?
= Anyrelated cases?
= Amountin controversy?
= Jury demanded?
= Time estimate?

Trial: (Mon @ 8:00 a.m. Dept 3)
Thursday Prior @ 3:30 p.m. Trial Readiness Conference/Confirmation

MSC available in Dept 2 or 5.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
20 CVL65894 JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. vs. Carroll Manning 02/09/2024
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. Attorney: Linda Doan

Carroll Manning

Case Management Conference - Collections Case CRC 3.740
Further

02/09/2024 Complaint File Tracking
7/09/2025 High Density

Collections case.

Complaint filed: February 2024
Answer filed: October 2024
# of Hearings: 5

Plaintiff alleges that a settlement has been reached, but has been saying that
since September of last year. There is no Notice of Settlement on file, and no
genuine effort to get this off the Court’s docket. Court intends to set OSC re
sanctions as having a settlement agreement prepared is not that hard.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
21 CVL66962 JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. vs. Justin S. Atwood 02/07/2025
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. Attorney: Donald Sherrill

Justin S. Atwood

OSC Hearing - Sanctions
Default Judgment? OSC Tier 1

3/17/2025 High Density

Collections case:

= Litigation Commenced: 02/07/2025

Defendant Served: 04/08/2025

# of Hearings (incl this): 3

Amount in Controversy: $14,954.48

OSC Issued on: 10/18/2025: ordered but never served
02/19/2026: not served until 03/06/2026

Impose sanction of $500 and set for review hearing with OSC re Tier Il
sanction for 05/20/2026 at 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
22 CVL66995 JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. vs. Elizabeth Bohland 02/25/2025
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. Attorney: Brian Langedyk

Elizabeth Bohland

Review Hearing - Contempt/Failure to Comply

as to Attorney Langedyk
OSC Hearing - Contempt/Failure to Comply

02/25/2025 Complaint File Tracking
3/17/2025 High Densit

Collections case:

Litigation Commenced: 02/25/2025

Defendant Served: 11/16/2025

# of Hearings (incl this): 3

Amount in Controversy: $4,283.53

OSC Issued on: 12/09/2025: erroneously limited to (d)

Must issue new OSC re Tier | sanction for 05/20/2026 at 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
23 CVL67323 JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. vs. Kenneth M Venturi 06/05/2025
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. Attorney: David Barnett
Kenneth M Venturi Pro Per

Case Management Conference - Failure to File
Further

|Q6/06/2025 High Density |

Collections case.

Complaint filed: June 2025
Answer filed: July 2025
# of Hearings: 2

Plaintiff alleges that a settlement has been reached, but has been saying that
since November of last year. There is no Notice of Settlement on file. Court
intends to set OSC re sanctions but will give sufficient time as this case is not
yet one year old.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
24 CVL66908 OPORTUN, INC. vs. Alejandro Ramirez Meza 01/22/2025
OPORTUN, INC. Attorney: Stephanie Boone

Alejandro Ramirez Meza

OSC Hearing - Sanctions
Sanctions Paid $500.00? OSC Tier2 CV68183

08/12/2025  High Density

Other Cases
CVv68183

Collections case:

= Litigation Commenced: 01/22/2025
Defendant Served: 09/02/2025
# of Hearings (incl this): 4

Amount in Controversy: $7,615.58
OSC Issued on: 11/19/2025

On 02/18/2026, Court imposed $500 sanction, but minute order was not
served on plaintiff so unlikely it was paid.

On 02/18/2026, new OSC re Tier Il sanction was issued for continued failure to
comply. OSC was not mailed until 03/06/2026, so no response but not
entirely timely anymore. Court intends to impose second sanction and set
Tier Il review hearing. New OSC must reference failure to comply with CRC
3.740 and failure to pay sanction.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
25 (CVL66967 OPORTUN, INC. vs. Elizabeth Fran Kelly McDaniel 02/10/2025
OPORTUN, INC. Attorney: Stephanie Boone

Elizabeth Fran Kelly McDaniel

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740
Sanctions $500.00? OSC Tier 2 CV68181

03/17/2025  High Density

Other Cases
CV68181

Collections case:

Litigation Commenced: 02/10/2025
Defendant Served: 04/14/2025
# of Hearings (incl this): 4

Amount in Controversy: $4,547.44
OSC Issued on: 10/29/2025

On 02/18/2026, Court imposed $500 sanction, but minute order was not
served on plaintiff so unlikely it was paid.

On 02/18/2026, new OSC re Tier |l sanction was issued for continued failure to
comply. OSC was not mailed until 03/06/2026, so no response but not
entirely timely anymore. Court intends to impose second sanction and set
Tier Il review hearing. New OSC must reference failure to comply with CRC
3.740 and failure to pay sanction.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
26 (CV67842 Bruce H Price vs. Better Earth Electric Inc et al 11/23/2025
Bruce H Price Pro Per

Better Earth Electric Inc et al

Case Management Conference

11/23/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|1 1/25/2025 _High Density |

This is a civil dispute ostensibly over an agreement for solar panel installation.
The Complaint is painfully wordy, and oddly similar to other operative
pleadings this Court has seen from other self-represented individuals in this
community. Aside from the cerebral challenge navigating the pleading, this
Court notes that there is no service on any defendant. CRC 3.110 requires
effective prosecution within 60 days of filing, and so far plaintiff is quite
delinquent. Court intends to set an OSC re sanctions for failing to effectuate
service and move this case along.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
27 CV67657 Betty Reina vs. Antonio Silveira et. al. 09/18/2025
Betty Reina Attorney: Sally Chenault

Antonio Silveira

Alexandra Isabel Silveira

Case Management Conference
Further

09/18/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|99/24/2025 High Density |

Although plaintiff indicates that this case is “automatically stayed” as a result of
a bankruptcy filing by the defendants, there is no way for this Court to know
about the stay absent a formal notice from one of the parties — which has yet
to occur. There is a Judicial Council form used for this very purpose.

Counsel is encouraged to find it, and use it.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
28 CVe7771 Peitra Rice vs. Adventist Health Sonora, James Boyd 10/27/2025
Peitra Rice Attorney: Howard Knapp

Adventist Health Sonora, James  Attorney: Jonathan Corr
Boyd

Case Management Conference

zoom approved

10/27/2025 Complaint File Tracking
11/14/2025 High Density

This is a medical negligence case involving an alleged post-surgical
transgression. Court is amenable to continuing the CMC as this case is fairly
young, but otherwise happy to set dates:

Full CMC:
Is the case fully atissue?

Are all parties present or defaulted?

Any plans to add parties or amend/attack the pleadings?
Any related cases?

Amount in controversy?

Jury demanded?

Time estimate?

Trial:

(Mon @ 8:00 a.m. Dept 3)

Thursday Prior @ 3:30 p.m. Trial Readiness Conference/Confirmation

MSC available in Dept 2 or 5.

3/16/2026

8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
29 CVL66911 Velocity Investments, LLC vs. Mervin McNally 01/24/2025
Velocity Investments, LLC Attorney: Bryant Burnstad
Mervin McNally

OSC Hearing - Sanctions
Tier 2

01/24/2025 Complaint Fi|eTracking
2/24/2025  High Density

Collections case:

Litigation Commenced: 01/24/2025

Defendant Served: not yet

# of Hearings (incl this): 4

Amount in Controversy: $13,342.97

OSC Issued on: 02/26/2026, three weeks after it was made
However, “11/12/2025” order incorrect

OSC technically defective though violation still exists. Consider re-serving
new OSC.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
30 CVL66912 Velocity Investments, LLC vs. Raundi Wilson 01/24/2025
Velocity Investments, LLC Attorney: Bryant Burnstad

Raundi Wilson

OSC Hearing - Sanctions
OSC - Tier 1

01/24/2025 Complaint Fi|eTracking
2/24/2025  High Density

Collections case:

Litigation Commenced: 01/24/2025

Defendant Served: 07/31/2025

# of Hearings (incl this): 3

Amount in Controversy: $6,153.19

OSC Issued on: 03/06/2026, three weeks late

No response to OSC, but technically not enough time to respond.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18, 2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
31 CV65445 Kip Scott Wyman vs. Dardanelle Resort et al 07/20/2023
Kip Scott Wyman Attorney: Paul Scheele

Dardanelle Resort
James Lewis

Laurelin Lewis

Case Management Conference

07/20/2023 Complaint File Tracking
7/02/2025 High Densit

This is a personal injury action resulting from a falling tree. Previous delays
were attributable to issues with the federal government, but those issues do
not appear to be on the mend anytime soon.

Full CMC:
= |sthe case fully atissue?
= Are all parties present or defaulted?
= Any plansto add parties or amend/attack the pleadings?
= Any related cases?
= Amountin controversy?
= Jury demanded?
* Time estimate?

Trial: (Mon @ 8:00 a.m. Dept 3)
Thursday Prior @ 3:30 p.m. Trial Readiness Conference/Confirmation

MSC available in Dept 2 or 5.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed
32 CVL67388 Bank of America, N.A. vs. Francine Terri Phillips 06/30/2025
Bank of America, N.A. Attorney: Gregory Parks

Francine Terri Phillips

Review Hearing

06/30/2025 Complaint File Tracking
L7/01/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set OSC re Tier | for 07/15/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed
33 CVL67647 Bank of America, N.A. vs. Robert Bennett, Jr 09/09/2025
Bank of America, N.A. Attorney: Robert Kennard

Robert Bennett
Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

09/09/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|1 0/14/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set OSC re Tier | for 09/16/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed
34 CVL67692 Bank of America, N.A. vs. Blake Wright 09/23/2025
Bank of America, N.A. Attorney: Robert Kayvon
Blake Wright

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

09/23/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|1 0/14/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set OSC re Tier | for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed
35 CVL67695 Bank of America, N.A. vs. Brandon Mullins 09/24/2025
Bank of America, N.A. Attorney: Anthony DiPiero

Brandon Mullins

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

09/24/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|1 0/14/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set OSC re Tier | for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed
36 CVL67700 Bank of America, N.A. vs. Kristopher Keezer 09/29/2025
Bank of America, N.A. Attorney: Peter Tran

Kristopher Keezer

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

09/29/2025 Petition File Tracking
|1 0/14/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set OSC re Tier | for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed
37 CVL67709 Capital One, N.A. vs. Travis J Wayne 10/02/2025
Capital One, N.A. Attorney: Chinyere Abuka
Travis J Wayne

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

10/02/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|1 0/08/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set review hearing only for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed

38 CVL67645 Capital One, N.A. vs. Kevin Williams 09/09/2025

Capital One, N.A., successor by Attorney: Hasan Misherghi
merger to Discover Bank
Kevin Williams

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

09/09/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|1 0/14/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set OSC re Tier | for 09/16/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed

39 CVL67646 Capital One, N.A. vs. Bruce K Mitchell 09/09/2025

Capital One, N.A., successor by Attorney: Ann Doan
merger to Discover Bank

Bruce K Mitchell
Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

09/09/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|1 0/14/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set OSC re Tier | for 09/16/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed

40 CVL67693 Capital One, N.A. vs. Thomas F Maguire 09/23/2025

Capital One, N.A., successor by Attorney: Hasan Misherghi
merger to Discover Bank

Thomas F Maguire

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

09/23/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|1 0/14/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set OSC re Tier | for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed
41 CVL67653 Capitol One, N.A. vs. Loren Sweet 09/10/2025
Capitol One, N.A. Attorney: Donald Sherrill

Loren Sweet

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

09/10/2025 Complaint File Tracking
L9/24/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set review hearing only for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed

42 CVL67699 Citibank, N.A. vs. Rachel Hampton 09/29/2025

Citibank, N.A. Attorney: Chinyere Abuka
Rachel Hampton

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

09/29/2025 Petition File Tracking
|1 0/14/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set OSC re Tier | for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed
43 CVL67713 DNF Associates LLC vs. Tammie Morris 10/03/2025
DNF Associates LLC Attorney: Leon Roundtree

Tammie Morris
Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

10/03/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|1 0/08/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set review hearing only for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed
44 CVL67592 JP Morgan Chase Bank vs. Richard Strmiska 08/28/2025
JP Morgan Chase Bank Attorney: Brian Langedyk

Richard Strmiska

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740
08/28/2025 Complaint

File Tracking
10/08/2025 High Densit

Collections case:

Set review hearing only for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed
45 CVL67593 JP Morgan Chase Bank vs. Joy J Bean 08/28/2025
JP Morgan Chase Bank Attorney: Donald Sherrill
Joy J Bean

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

08/28/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|1 0/08/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set review hearing only for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed
46 CVL67594 JP Morgan Chase Bank vs. Candace D Cole 08/28/2025
JP Morgan Chase Bank Attorney: Brian Langedyk

Candace D Cole

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740
08/28/2025 Complaint

File Tracking
10/08/2025 High Densit

Collections case:

Set review hearing only for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed

47 CVL67701 Lendmark Financial Services, LLC vs. Joseph Ventimiglia 09/29/2025

Lendmark Financial Services, LLC Attorney: James MacLeod

Joseph Ventimiglia
Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

09/29/2025 Petition File Tracking
|1 0/14/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set review hearing only for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed

48 CVL67712 Lendmark Financial Services, LLC vs. James Edward Collier 10/03/2025

Lendmark Financial Services, LLC Attorney: James MacLeod

James Edward Collier

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

10/03/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|1 0/08/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set review hearing only for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed
49 CVL67599 LVNV Funding, LLC vs. Sean Anderson 09/02/2025
LVNV Funding, LLC Attorney: David McGaffey

Sean Anderson
Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

09/02/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|1 0/08/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set review hearing only for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed
50 CVL67617 LVNV Funding, LLC vs. Denee Miller 09/02/2025
LVNV Funding, LLC Attorney: David McGaffey

Denee Miller

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

09/02/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|1 0/08/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set review hearing only for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed

51 CVL67710 Midland Credit Management, Inc vs. Shannon Kaylor 10/03/2025

Midland Credit Management, Inc  Attorney: Hyo Jin Julia
Jung

Shannon Kaylor

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

10/03/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|1 0/08/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set OSC re Tier | for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed
52 CVL67598 Oportun, Inc vs. Carolina Massimillo 09/04/2025
Oportun, Inc Attorney: Stephanie Boone

Carolina Massimillo

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

09/04/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|1 0/08/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set review hearing only for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed

53 CVL67595 Portfolio Recovery Services, LLC vs. Anthony Rix 08/29/2025

Portfolio Recovery Services, LLC Attorney: Anthony DiPiero

Anthony Rix
Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

08/29/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|1 0/08/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set review hearing only for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed

54 CVL67623 Portfolio Recovery Services, LLC vs. Luis Corona 09/05/2025

Portfolio Recovery Services, LLC Attorney: Donald Sherrill

Luis Corona

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

09/05/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|1 0/08/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set review hearing only for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed
55 CVL67644 Synchrony Bank vs. Phillip Brewer 09/09/2025
Synchrony Bank Attorney: Alison Schlick
Phillip Brewer

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

09/09/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|1 0/14/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set OSC re Tier | sanctions for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed
56 CVL67691 Synchrony Bank vs. Michael Fontes 09/23/2025
Synchrony Bank Attorney: Nathalia Aguirre

Michael Fontes

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740

09/23/2025 Complaint File Tracking
|1 0/14/2025 High Density |

Collections case:

Set OSC re Tier | sanctions for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed
57 CVL67697  TD Bank USA, N.A. vs. Peggy Blue 09/25/2025
TD Bank USA, N.A. Attorney: Nathalia Aguirre
Peggy Blue

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740
09/25/2025 Complaint

File Tracking
10/14/2025 High Densit

Off-calendar. Default judgment entered 01/09/2026.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 10:03 am DA Case # Date Filed
58 CVL67696 Velocity Investments LLC vs. Caroline Nelson 09/25/2025
Velocity Investments LLC Attorney: Bryant Burnstad

Caroline Nelson

Review Hearing - Collections Case CRC 3.740
09/25/2025 Complaint

File Tracking
10/14/2025 High Densit

Collections case:

Set OSC re Tier | sanctions for 10/07/2026 @ 10:00 a.m.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 1:30 pm DA Case # Date Filed

59 FL15525 Nicole Liuzzi vs. Mark Anderson 06/22/2018

Nicole Liuzzi
Mark Anderson
Mark Anderson
Nicole Liuzzi

Shayla Anderson Attorney: Christine Parraz

Review Hearing

Atty Parraz update

03/05/2025 Request for Order File Tracking
05/15/2025 High Density

Other Cases
FL13375

Update from minor’s counsel.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Steven Streger

Department 5 March 18,2026 1:30 pm DA Case # Date Filed
60 CVL66980 LVNV Funding, LLC vs. Jeffrey Mason 02/24/2025
LVNV Funding, LLC Attorney: Spencer Penuela
Jeffrey Mason Attorney: Robert Shepard

Court Trial: Short Cause

Est. Duration: 2.00 Hours
Pre-Trial Conference

02/24/2025 Complaint File Tracking
3/17/2025 High Densit

No WL, EL, TB despite order to be on file by 03/10/2026.

3/16/2026 8:13 am



