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

Department 5 May 8, 2026 8:30 am DA Case # Date Filed
1 FL19430 Mallory Alvarez vs. Jason Matthew De La Pena 03/16/2026
Mallory Alvarez Pro Per
Jason Matthew De La Pena Attorney: Nathan Nutting

OSC Hearing - TRO/Domestic Violence

03/16/2026 OSC Application File Tracking
3/19/2026 High Densit

New to Dept 5 — need full stip.

On 03/16/2026, Mother filed DVRO seeking protection from Father following
alleged 422. Dept 3 granted DV-TRO with no contact, stay away and move
out. Three minors included. No carve-out for minors in common.

On 04/30/2026, Dept 2 granted Father limited video chats with two minors
(M/W/F 30 min).

Awaiting receipt of related Lake County court file.

5/4/2026 3:21 pm



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

Department 5 May 8, 2026 8:30 am DA Case # Date Filed
2 FL19439 Jason De La Pena vs. Mallory Alvarez 03/20/2026
Jason De La Pena ArrorfRey: Nathan Nutting

Mallory Alvarez

OSC Hearing - Domestic Violence
DENIED

03/20/2026 Petition File Tracking

3/24/2026  High Density

New to Dept 5 — need full stip.

On 03/20/2026, Father filed DVRO seeking protection from Mother following
alleged 240/273.5 and 273A(b). Dept 3 declined DV-TRO.

5/4/2026 3:21 pm



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

Department 5 May 8, 2026 8:30 am DA Case # Date Filed
3 FL19463 Jason De La Pena vs. Mallory Alvarez 04/09/2026
Jason De La Pena ArrorfRey: Nathan Nutting

Mallory Alvarez
OSC Hearing - Child Custody/Visitation

04/09/2026 Petition File Tracking
4/17/2026 _ High Densit

New to Dept 5 — need full stip.
On 04/09/2026, Father filed petition to establish parental rights to one child.

See also FL18524 — Title IV-D sitting in limbo.

5/4/2026 3:21 pm



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

Department 5 May 8, 2026 8:30 am DA Case # Date Filed

4 PR12721 Estate of Blake Von Erickson 10/20/2025

Blake Von Erickson

Bruce Erickson Attorney: Ronald Hillberg

Review Hearing - Inventory and Appraisal

10/20/2025 Petition File Tracking
|1 1/14/2025 _High Density |

Probate Notes are not tentative rulings. Parties and counsel are expected to appear for the hearings unless this note indicates that “no appearance is necessary.”

Unless a personal appearance is required, all participants may appear via Zoom without first securing Court permission using this link:
https://tuolumne-courts-ca-gov.zoomgov.com/j/1615813960?pwd=NTRMTONwMDg5cnlYdzZ6VnBXWWFsUT09. [Meeting ID: 161 581 3960; Passcode: 123456].
All matters set for hearing in Department 5 are presumptively assigned to that department for all 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 thereof, 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 the review hearing to confirm compliance with §8800. There is no I&A
in the court file, but there is also no proof that the Minute Order setting this
review hearing was mailed to counsel as ordered at the hearing on 12/05/25.

5/4/2026 3:21 pm



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

Department 5 May 8, 2026 8:30 am DA Case # Date Filed
5 PR12770 Estate of Brent William Kaiser 03/18/2026
Alan D. Stender Attorney: Kimberly Sullivan
Gray

Brent William Kaiser

Madison Kaiser

Alan D. Stender Attorney: Kimberly Sullivan
Gray

Charles Twining Attorney: Timothy Trujillo

Debra Twining Attorney: Timothy Trujillo

Letters of Administration

03/18/2026 Petition File Tracking
3/24/2026  High Densit

Probate Notes are not tentative rulings. Parties and counsel are expected to appear for the hearings unless this note indicates that “no appearance is necessary.”

Unless a personal appearance is required, all participants may appear via Zoom without first securing Court permission using this link:
https://tuolumne-courts-ca-gov.zoomgov.com/j/1615813960?pwd=NTRMTONwMDg5cnlYdzZ6VnBXWWFsUT09. [Meeting ID: 161 581 3960; Passcode: 123456].
All matters set for hearing in Department 5 are presumptively assigned to that department for all purposes. Parties retain the right under Cal. Const. art VI 8§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 thereof, 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 the initial hearing on a petition to open a probate estate and issue
letters of administration to a nominated individual. There is no proof of
publication in the file, which may impede forward motion this day. Assuming
that is cured, the only concern this Court has is whether the nominated
individual intends to take, or waive, the statutory administrator fee — or if Jody
might be a better option since she is directly responsible for their day-to-day
needs. Why did Ella nominate Alan and not Jody?

5/4/2026 3:21 pm



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

Department 5 May 8, 2026 8:30 am DA Case # Date Filed
6 PR12766 Estate of Curtis Wayne Walker 03/11/2026
Curtis Wayne Walker
Brittney Chacon Attorney: Daniel Burbott

Letters of Administration

and Authorization to Administer Under the Independent Administration of Estates Act

3/11/2026  High Density

Probate Notes are not tentative rulings.  Parties and counsel are expected to appear for the hearings unless this note indicates that “no appearance is necessary.”
Unless a personal appearance is required, all participants may appear via Zoom without first securing Court permission using this link:
https://tuolumne-courts-ca-gov.zoomgov.com/j/1615813960?pwd=NTRMTONwMDg5cnlYdzZ6VnBXWWFsUT09. [Meeting ID: 161 581 3960; Passcode: 123456].
All matters set for hearing in Department 5 are presumptively assigned to that department for all 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 thereof, 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 the initial hearing on a petition to open a probate estate and issue
letters of administration. There is no bond waiver, the box for a proposed
bond is not checked (perhaps in error), and no nomination from Zachary to
have his sister drive this bus. The absence of both a bond waiver and
nomination informs this Court that hostilities are likely — suggesting
co-administrators (rather than a bond) might be a better course of action.

5/4/2026 3:21 pm



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

Department 5 May 8, 2026 8:30 am DA Case # Date Filed
7 PR12562 Estate of James Thomas Thrall 12/09/2024
Andrew T. Thrall Attorney: Kimberly Sullivan
Gray

James Thomas Thrall

Michael Thrall Attorney: Brandon Meyer

Final Distribution Hearing

03/18/2026 Final Distribution File Tracking
2/20/2025 _ High Densit

Probate Notes are not tentative rulings.  Parties and counsel are expected to appear for the hearings unless this note indicates that “no appearance is necessary.”

Unless a personal appearance is required, all participants may appear via Zoom without first securing Court permission using this link:
https://tuolumne-courts-ca-gov.zoomgov.com/j/1615813960?pwd=NTRMTONwMDg5cnlYdzZ6VnBXWWFsUT09. [Meeting ID: 161 581 3960; Passcode: 123456].
All matters set for hearing in Department 5 are presumptively assigned to that department for all 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 thereof, 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 the initial hearing on the petition to approve the proposed final estate
distribution. Pursuant to §11640(a), when the estate is in a condition to be
closed, “the personal representative shall file a petition for an order for final
distribution of the estate.” Thereafter, “any interested person may oppose the
petition.” §11602. This would include someone reasonably believing
themselves to be a “person having a property right in or claim against” the
estate. See §48 and Barefoot v. Jennings (2020) 8 Cal.5th 822. A formal
opposition is not even required — it is sufficient to simply file at or before the
hearing “a written statement of the person's interest in the estate.” §11702(a).
Since Michael has perfected his claim, Andrew is potentially on the hook if he
proceeds without a formal resolution first. §11750(b). Assuming Michael
establishes his heirship, Andrew will presumably elect to take his statutory fee
and the joy of learning he has a half-brother.

5/4/2026 3:21 pm



Superior Court of California, County of Tuolumne
Consolidated Calendar
Commissioner Hallie Gorman Campbell

Department 5 May 8, 2026 8:30 am DA Case # Date Filed
8 PR12414 Estate of Mark Thomas Bellinger 02/15/2024
Mark Thomas Bellinger Attorney: Carrie McKernan
Kimberly Ann Cavallero Attorney: Carrie McKernan

03/14/2024 Petition

Mark Thomas Bellinger
Melissa Bellinger Pro Per

Mark Thomas Bellinger, Jr Pro Per

Review Hearing - Report - Probate Code 12200
FURTHER

File Tracking
11/01/2024  High Densit

Probate Notes are not tentative rulings. Parties and counsel are expected to appear for the hearings unless this note indicates that “no appearance is necessary.”
Unless a personal appearance is required, all participants may appear via Zoom without first securing Court permission using this link:
https://tuolumne-courts-ca-gov.zoomgov.com/j/1615813960?pwd=NTRMTONwMDg5cnlYdzZ6VnBXWWFsUT0S. [Meeting ID: 161 581 3960; Passcode: 123456].
All matters set for hearing in Department 5 are presumptively assigned to that department for all 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 thereof, 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.

The Court, having received and reviewed the TUO-PR-125, intends to find by
a preponderance of the evidence that good cause exists to extend the period
of administration for this estate. Court will set another §12200 review hearing
for 09/25/2026 @ 8:30 a.m.

5/4/2026 3:21 pm



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

Department 5 May 8, 2026 8:30 am DA Case # Date Filed
9 PR12774 In the Matter of Martha J. Gibbons 03/20/2026
John Ramsey Attorney: Brandon Meyer
Martha J. Gibbons
Mitchell Ramsey Pro Per
Michelle Henderson Pro Per

Determine Succ to Real Property

03/20/2026 Petition File Tracking
3/24/2026 High Densit

Probate Notes are not tentative rulings. Parties and counsel are expected to appear for the hearings unless this note indicates that “no appearance is necessary.”
Unless a personal appearance is required, all participants may appear via Zoom without first securing Court permission using this link:
https://tuolumne-courts-ca-gov.zoomgov.com/j/1615813960?pwd=NTRMTONwMDg5cnlYdzZ6VnBXWWFsUT0S. [Meeting ID: 161 581 3960; Passcode: 123456].
All matters set for hearing in Department 5 are presumptively assigned to that department for all 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 thereof, 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.

This is the initial hearing on a probate by-pass petition for succession to
decedent’s primary residence. A close review of the petition confirms
compliance with all the statutory predicates for the relief requested. Court
intends to grant the petition and issue the order.

5/4/2026 3:21 pm



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

Department 5 May 8, 2026 8:30 am DA Case # Date Filed
10 PR12667 In re Robert and Rosamond Sagaser Trust dated March 9, 2005 06/23/2025
Joseph Warren Sagaser Attorney: Nicholas Yonano
Matthew Sagaser Attorney: Carrie McKernan

Review Hearing
Status Update FURTHER

06/23/2025 Petition File Tracking
6/24/2025 Gloria Doehrin

Probate Notes are not tentative rulings. Parties and counsel are expected to appear for the hearings unless this note indicates that “no appearance is

necessary.” Unless a personal appearance is required, all participants may appear via Zoom without first securing Court permission using this link:
https://tuolumne-courts-ca-gov.zoomgov.com/j/1615813960?pwd=NTRMTONwMDg5cnlYdzZ6VnBXWWFsUT09. [Meeting ID: 161 581 3960; Passcode:
123456]. All matters set for hearing in Department 5 are presumptively assigned to that department for all 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

thereof, 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 the continued hearing on a trust petition seeking a formal accounting,
an inventory of trust assets, and “instructions” regarding the manner in which
assets believed to be held in trust should be distributed (or clawed back if
need be). Efforts have been underway to being the trust administration to a
close. Parties to advise current status.

5/4/2026 3:21 pm



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

Department 5 May 8, 2026 8:30 am DA Case # Date Filed
11 PR12776 In re Holland 1999 Family Trust 03/25/2026
Andrew W Holland Attorney: Tamara Polley

Petition Hearing - Other

Transfer of Property to Trustee

03/25/2026 Petition File Tracking
4/02/2026  High Densit

Probate Notes are not tentative rulings. Parties and counsel are expected to appear for the hearings unless this note indicates that “no appearance is necessary.”
Unless a personal appearance is required, all participants may appear via Zoom without first securing Court permission using this link:
https://tuolumne-courts-ca-gov.zoomgov.com/j/1615813960?pwd=NTRMTONwMDg5cnlYdzZ6VnBXWWFsUT09. [Meeting ID: 161 581 3960; Passcode: 123456].
All matters set for hearing in Department 5 are presumptively assigned to that department for all 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 thereof, 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.

This is a petition to declare APN 0612-282-03-000 an asset of the subject trust
— which is presently irrevocable following the passing of the surviving settlor.

A trial court may make a transfer of assets into an irrevocable trust beyond the
life of the last settlor, pursuant to §856, if the last settlor presently owns the
asset in question, the settlor created a trust to hold said asset, and there exists
sufficient evidence to find by a preponderance of the evidence that the settlor
intended the asset to be held in that trust but failed to make a legal record
transfer by mistake, surprise, excusable neglect or innocent omission. See,
e.g., Carne v. Worthington (2016) 246 Cal.App.4th 548, 558-560; Ukkestad v.
RBS Asset Finance, Inc. (2015) 235 Cal.App.4th 156, 160-161; Estate of
Powell (2000) 83 Cal.App.4th 1434, 1443; Estate of Heggstad (1993) 16
Cal.App.4th 943, 950951. In this case, both the trust instrument itself, and the
transfer deed, make plain the trustors intention to hold the whole of the land in
trust — without regard to the fact that the “whole” encompassed two distinct
parcels. This Court has no trouble concluding that the subject parcel was
inadvertently omitted from the transfer and always assumed to be held in trust
beyond the life of the surviving settlor. The transfer can and should be made.
The Court intends to grant the petition and enter the order.

5/4/2026 3:21 pm



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

Department 5 May 8, 2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
12 PR11780 Conservatorship of Daniel Louis Heiny 01/22/2020
Susan Heiny Attorney: Jennifer Lothert

Daniel Louis Heiny

Review Hearing - Investigator Report - PR Code 1850
FURTHER

01/22/2020 Petition File Tracking
4/24/2024  High Density

No appearance is necessary. The Court, having received and reviewed the
required investigative report, intends to find by clear and convincing evidence
that a general conservatorship of the person continues to be warranted and the
least restrictive alternative for ensuring the conservatee’s safety and
well-being. The conservator continues to serve in the role appropriately. An
annual review date will be set, and notice provided by the court investigator.

5/4/2026 3:21 pm



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

Department 5 May 8, 2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
13 PR12768 Conservatorship of Kathryn McDaniel 03/16/2026
Suzette Lew Pro Per
Kathryn McDaniel Pro Per
Rebecca-MeDaniel Pro Per
Petition Hearing - Permanent Conservatorship
03/16/2026 Petition File Tracking

3/19/2026 High Densit

Probate Notes are not tentative rulings. Parties and counsel are expected to appear for the hearings unless this note indicates that “no appearance is necessary.”
Unless a personal appearance is required, all participants may appear via Zoom without first securing Court permission using this link:
https://tuolumne-courts-ca-gov.zoomgov.com/j/1615813960?pwd=NTRMTONwMDg5cnlYdzZ6VnBXWWFsUT09. [Meeting ID: 161 581 3960; Passcode: 123456].
All matters set for hearing in Department 5 are presumptively assigned to that department for all 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 thereof, 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 the initial hearing on a petition to establish a permanent
conservatorship over the person and estate of Kathryn McDaniel, brought on
behalf of an adult daughter. Based on the petition, it appears that the
proposed conservatee has four adult children and several grandchildren. The
following defects are noted:

o Probate Code §1821(a)(5) requires petitioner to lodge “a supplemental
information form” — commonly referred to as a GC-312. This is missing.

o Probate Code §1822 requires petitioner to show proof of having provided
at least 15 days’ notice to “the relatives named in the petition at their
addresses stated in the petition.” This is missing.

o Since the proposed conservatee appears to have several children with
equal priority for appointment, one of whom resides locally, a nomination
of petition under Probate Code §1811 should be provided.

o Probate Code §1890(c) prohibits the entry of an order establishing a
general conservatorship based on a lack of capacity to make medical
decisions absent a physician’s capacity declaration. Petitioner is
seeking this (see Para 1.k.). This is missing.

5/4/2026 3:21 pm



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

Department 5 May 8, 2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
14 PR12161 Guardianship of Chase Addam Smith 09/08/2022
Thomas Keshishian Attorney: Jennifer Lothert
Catrina Keshishian Attorney: Jennifer Lothert
Chase Addam Smith Pro Per
Addam Smith Pro Per

Terminate Guardianship Hearing

03/17/2026 Termination of Guardianship File Tracking
12/05/2024  High Densit

Before the Court this day is a petition by bio dad to terminate a guardianship that was first established in late 2022.
In order to terminate a guardianship, this Court must find by a preponderance of the evidence that it is in the best
interests of the child to do so. To determine what is, and is not, in a child’s best interests, trial courts are to
consider (1) bio parents’ history of substance abuse; (2) bio parents’ history of neglect; (3) the nature/amount of
contact with the bio parents; (4) the health, safety, and welfare of the child in general; and the stability the child has
enjoyed being with the guardians. The parents’ current and past fitness are often relevant. See Guardianship of
Ann S. (2009) 45 Cal.4th 1110, 1123-1132; Guardianship of C.E. (2019) 31 Cal.App.5th 1038, 1048-1049; In re Z.F.
(2016) 248 Cal.App.4th 68, 73-75; Guardianship of A.L. (2014) 228 Cal.App.4th 257, 267-268; A.H. v. Superior
Court (2013) 219 Cal.App.4th 1379, 1391-1392; Guardianship of L.V. (2006) 136 Cal.App.4th 481, 489-490.

o Probate Code §1601: “Upon petition of a parent, the court may make an order terminating the guardianship
if the court determines that it is in the ward's best interest to terminate the guardianship.”

o Probate Code §1610(a): “The Legislature finds and declares that it is in the best interests of children to be
raised in a permanent, safe, stable, and loving environment.”

o Probate Code §1610(b): “Unwarranted petitions after the guardianship has been established create an
environment that can be harmful to children and are inconsistent with the goals of permanency, safety, and
stability.”

o Family Code §3041: “Detriment to the child includes the harm of removal from a stable placement of a child
with a person who has assumed, on a day-to-day basis, the role of the child's parent, fulfilling both the child's
physical needs and the child's psychological needs for care and affection, and who has assumed that role
for a substantial period of time. A finding of detriment does not require a finding of unfitness of the parents.
If the court finds by a preponderance of the evidence that the person to whom custody may be given is a
person described herein, this finding shall constitute a finding that this custody is in the best interest of the
child and that parental custody would be detrimental to the child absent a showing by a preponderance of
the evidence to the contrary.”

o Family Code §3026: “Family reunification services shall not be ordered as a part of a child custody or
visitation rights proceeding.”

Prevailing on a petition to terminate a guardianship returns custody to the status ante. Based on FL16606,
terminating the guardianship would give bio dad and bio mom shared legal custody, but bio mom would have sole
physical custody. Bio dad would be allowed only 1 hr of parenting time each month until further proceedings could
be completed in the family case. Moreover, in FL19218 bio dad avers his income is only $1,049/month, suggesting
no ability to absorb the costs of a special-needs child. Appoint court investigator and minor’s counsel.

5/4/2026 3:21 pm



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

Department 5 May 8, 2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
15 PR12606 Guardianship of Emanuel Cezar Ayala-Baxter 02/26/2025
James Michael Baxter Pro Per
Linda Baxter Pro Per

Emanuel Cezar Ayala-Baxter
Review Hearing - Guardian Rept-Probate Code 1513.2

02/26/2025 Petition File Tracking
L4/16/2025 High Density |

Court is awaiting receipt of the GC-251.

5/4/2026 3:21 pm



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

Department 5 May 8, 2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
16 PR12243 Guardianship of Jasper Jude Quinn et al. 02/14/2023
Cathi Carlin Pro Per

Jasper Jude Quinn

Dylan CristinaLynn Quinn

Review Hearing - Guardian Rept-Probate Code 1513.2

02/14/2023 Petition File Tracking
02/14/2023 Petition 05/22/2024 _ High Density

No appearance is necessary. The Court, having received and reviewed the
remarkably impressive GC-251s with attachments for both wards, is pleased
to conclude that the guardianships remain necessary/convenient and that the
guardian could teach a class on how to complete annual reporting.

Court will set review date and inform the guardian accordingly.

5/4/2026 3:21 pm



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

Department 5 May 8, 2026 10:00 am DA Case # Date Filed
17 CVL67073 Portfolio Recovery Associates, LLC vs. Erik Waldie 03/14/2025
Portfolio Recovery Associates, Attorney: Donald Sherrill
LLC
Erik Waldie Attorney: Julia Young

Case Management Conference
Further - Settlement?

|Q3/20/2025 High Density |

This is a relatively small debt collection dispute, specially set this day at the
behest of counsel. The amount in controversy appears to be just under
$8,000. As it appears the parties were unable to settle the dispute, and
would prefer to spend more in legal fees trying this case, this Court will oblige
and set the matter for a bench trial forthwith.

5/4/2026 3:21 pm



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

Department 5 May 8, 2026 1:30 pm DA Case # Date Filed
18  CV68019 Petition of Chloe Gomez 01/22/2026
Jamie Carrillo Pro Per
Jason Whitmer Pro Per
Chloe Gomez Pro Per

OSC Hearing - Name Change
FURTHER: POP / Parentage

01/22/2026 Petition File Tracking
3/10/2026  High Density

Nonconfidential name change petition.
Proof of publication still absent.

Parentage confirmed via stipulated judgment 12/31/2012 in FL11707.

5/4/2026 3:21 pm



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

Department 5 May 8, 2026 1:30 pm DA Case # Date Filed
19 FL19239 Dustin Scholl and Lauren Scholl 10/06/2025
Dustin Scholl Pro Per
Lauren Scholl Pro Per

Settlement Conference - Sever/Bifurcate

Review MSA/Bifurcate/Judgment
Est. Duration: 2.00 Hours

10/07/2025 High Density

Court to perform Judgment based on MSA, if prepared.

On 10/06/2025, Father filed to dissolve mid-term (5 yr 9 mos) marriage
involving two young children (ages 5 and 3).

Mother. Teacher at Jamestown Elementary
$5,692/month

Father: Building Inspector City of San Fran
$67.50/hr ($11,400/month)

Family support: $920/month + Father paying directly to Safari.

No FDDs, FL160s, FL157 on file so settlement conference unlikely.

5/4/2026 3:21 pm



