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14. AIMEE ELSE V. DANIEL ELSE        PFL20190360 

 On July 19, 2022, Petitioner filed an ex parte request for emergency temporary custody orders, 

requesting sole physical and legal custody of the minors.  On July 22, 2022, the court denied the request, 

however, ordered the minors were not to be removed from California.  Petitioner then filed a Request 

for Order (RFO) on July 22, 2022, requesting the court modify the current child custody and parenting 

time orders.  The parties were referred to Child Custody Recommending Counselling (CCRC) for an 

appointment on August 10, 2022 and a review hearing on September 22, 2022.  Upon review of the 

court file, there is no Proof of Service showing Respondent was properly served with the RFO or referral 

to CCRC. 

 However, Respondent completed and turned in the CCRC questionnaire and filed a Responsive 

Declaration on July 27, 2022.  Therefore, the court finds Respondent had actual notice of the RFO and 

referral to CCRC.  There is no Proof of Service showing Petitioner was properly served with the 

Responsive Declaration, therefore, the court is unable to consider it.  

 Only Petitioner appeared for the CCRC appointment on August 10, 2022.  Therefore, a single 

parent report with no agreements or recommendations was filed on August 11, 2022.  A copy of the 

report was mailed to the parties on August 31, 2022. 

 On September 6, 2022, Petitioner filed an ex parte application for emergency custody orders.  

Petitioner requested temporary sole physical and legal custody of the minors as Respondent had left the 

minors in her care and left the state of California for Arkansas.   The court found good cause to proceed 

with the ex parte without notice to Respondent as he had left the minors with Petitioner, returned to 

Arkansas, and had provided no contact information to Petitioner.  The court granted Petitioner’s request 

for temporary sole physical and legal custody of the minors, pending the hearing on September 22, 

2022.  Petitioner filed a RFO on September 7, 2022, which was set for September 22, 2022. 

 There is no Proof of Service for the September 7, 2022 filed RFO showing Respondent was 

properly served.   

 Parties are ordered to appear for the hearing. 

TENTATIVE RULING #14: PARTIES ARE ORDERED TO APPEAR FOR THE HEARING.   
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15. ALEXANDRIA CONNER V. EVAN CONNER      PF:20190617 

 Respondent filed a Request for Order (RFO) on July 12, 2022, requesting the court change child 

custody and parenting time orders.  Parties were referred to Child Custody Recommending Counseling 

(CCRC) for an appointment on August 4, 2022 and a review hearing on September 22, 2022.  Respondent 

filed a Proof of Service indicating Petitioner was served by mail on September 16, 2022.  The court 

notes, this service is untimely.  Additionally, the court notes a Proof of Personal service was returned to 

Respondent on August 16, 2022, as it was not completed properly. 

 On August 3, 2022, Respondent also filed a Responsive Declaration, which in the caption states 

it is from Petitioner, however, it is signed by Respondent and includes an attachment signed by 

Respondent.  There is no Proof of Service for this document, and therefore, the court has not considered 

it. 

Despite the issues with service, both parties appeared at CCRC on August 4, 2022 and reached a 

full agreement. A copy of the CCRC report was filed with the court on August 4, 2022.  A copy was 

mailed to the parties on August 31, 2022.  

 In addition to the above listed filings, the court has also reviewed and takes judicial notice of 

the Criminal Protective Order (CPO) filed in case number P21CRF0451, signed by Judge Pesce on June 

14, 2022.  The CPO allows for peaceful contact between the parties and the minor child for court 

ordered visitation as stated in any Family court order issues after the CPO was signed.   

 The court finds the agreement of the parties as set forth in the CCRC report to be in the minor’s 

best interest and adopts it as its order.  The Respondent shall have supervised visitation with the minor 

while in custody at the El Dorado County jail one time per week pursuant to facility ruled and 

regulations.  Once Respondent is transferred to the custody of the California Department of Corrections 

and Rehabilitation (CDCR) visitation shall be solely at the discretion of Petitioner. 

 All prior orders not in conflict with this order remain in full force and effect.  Respondent shall 

prepare and file the Findings and Orders After Hearing. 

TENTATIVE RULING #15: THE COURT ADOPTS THE AGREEMENT OF THE PARTIES AS SET FORTH IN THE 

CCRC REPORT.  ALL PRIOR ORDERS NOT IN CONFLICT WITH THIS ORDER REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND 

EFFECT.  RESPONDENT SHALL PREPARE AND FILE THE FINDINGS AND ORDERS AFTER HEARING.  
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17. JAMIE HOLT V. CHRISTOPHER HOLT       PFL20150825 

 Petitioner filed a Request for Order (RFO) on July 15, 2022, requesting a modification of the 

child custody and parenting time orders, as well as a request to obtain a passport for the child and 

reimbursement for tax consequences.  Parties were referred to Child Custody Recommending 

Counseling (CCRC) for an appointment on August 5, 2022 and a review hearing on September 22, 2022.  

This is a post judgement request to modify custody orders and requires proof of address verification 

pursuant to Family Code section 215.  Petitioner filed a Proof of Service by mail without address 

verification on August 10, 2022, showing Respondent was served on July 15, 2022. 

 Respondent filed a Responsive Declaration and appeared for the CCRC appointment; therefore, 

the court finds the defect in notice to be de minimis.  

 Petitioner requests the court order joint legal and physical custody of the minor, with a week on 

week off schedule, with a Monday exchange at the minor’s school.  Petitioner further requests the court 

order the parties cooperate to obtain a passport for the minor.  Petitioner request reimbursement for 

the tax consequences she suffered for Respondent claiming the minor on an odd year, which Petitioner 

asserts violated the current orders.  Petitioner also request she be named on the minor’s emergency 

contact information at the minor’s school. 

 Respondent filed a Responsive Declaration on July 29, 2022.  Petitioner was served by mail the 

same day.  Respondent objects to Petitioner’s request to modify the current custody and parenting plan.  

Respondent agrees to obtaining a passport for the minor with the parties to share the cost equally.  

Respondent objects to the request for reimbursement for the tax consequences for the year of 2021.  

Respondent asserts he has had the minor in his custody for more than 50% of the custody time, 

therefore, it was proper for him to claim the minor on his taxes.  Respondent makes reciprocal requests 

in his Responsive Declaration.  Respondent requests the court order Petitioner take a co-parenting class.  

Respondent requests the court order the holidays rotate yearly, with Petitioner having even years, and 

Respondent having odd years.  Last, Respondent request he be able to claim the minor for tax purposes.  

 Only Respondent appeared for the CCRC appointment on August 5, 2022.  As such a single 

parent report without agreements or recommendations was filed on August 5, 2022.  A copy of the 

report was mailed to the parties on August 9, 2022.   

 The court has read and considered the above filings and makes the following findings and 

orders: 

 The court denies Petitioner’s request to modify the current custody and parenting time orders.  

Petitioner failed to attend CCRC which was set at her request.  The court finds the current orders to be 

in the minor’s best interest.  

 The court grants the request for the parties to obtain a passport for the minor.  The parties shall 

share in the costs equally.  
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 Regarding Petitioner’s request for reimbursement of the 2021 tax return for the minor, although 

the parties’ Martial Settlement Agreement (MSA) contains a provision for the parties to alternate 

claiming the minor for tax purposes, the agreement also envisions the parties maintaining join physical 

custody.  There is no provision within the agreement which contemplates one of the parties having sole 

physical custody and allowing the other party to claim the minor for tax purposes.  Further, the court 

finds Petitioner received a tax refund for tax year 2021, albeit less than what she had anticipated.  The 

court further finds this was an equitable outcome, as she did not have the minor in her custody at or 

near 50% of the year.  Additionally, Petitioner received all the Covid stimulus checks from the Internal 

Revenue Service, despite not having the minor in her care.  Therefore, utilizing its equitable powers, the 

court denies Petitioner’s request for reimbursement of the 2021 tax refund.  The court grants 

Respondent’s request to modify the MSA; going forward, the parent with primary physical custody shall 

be able to claim the minor for tax purposes.  If the parties return to a true 50/50 parenting plan, then 

they shall return to alternating years.  

 All prior orders not in conflict with this order remain in full force and effect.  Petitioner shall 

prepare and file the Findings and Orders After Hearing.  

TENTATIVE RULING #17: THE CURRENT CUSTODY AND PARENTING PLAN ORDERS REMAIN IN FULL 

FORCE AND EFFECT.  THE PARTIES ARE TO COOPERATE TO OBTAIN A PASSPORT FOR THE MINOR.  

PARTIES ARE TO SHARE THE COSTS EQUALLY.  THE COURT DENIES PETITIONER’S REQUEST FOR 

REIMBURSEMENT OF THE 2021 TAX REFUND.  THE COURT MODIFIES THE CURRENT ORDER FOR 

WHICH PARTY CLAIMS THE MINOR TO TAX PURPOSES.  THE PARENT WITH PRIMARY PHYSICAL 

CUSTODY SHALL BE ABLE TO CLAIM THE MINOR FOR TAX PURPOSES.  IF THE PARTIES RETURN TO A 

TRUE 50/50 PARENTING PLAN, THEN THEY SHALL RETURN TO ALTERNATING YEARS. ALL PRIOR 

ORDERS NOT IN CONFLICT WITH THIS ORDER REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT.  PETITIONER SHALL 

PREPARE AND FILE THE FINDINGS AND ORDERS AFTER HEARING. 
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18. JAROD COOK V. TIFFANY GAMBLE       PFL20200536 

 Petitioner filed a Request for Order (RFO) on April 29, 2022, requesting a modification to child 

custody.  As the parties had attended Child Custody Recommending Counselling (CCRC) in February 

2022, the parties were not rereferred to CCRC.  Respondent was personally served on May 18, 2022. 

 Petitioner appeared for the hearing on July 14, 2022, and requested the court modify the 

current custody and parenting plan orders, as Respondent was currently unhoused and had not been 

exercising her parenting time with the minor.  The court modified the custody orders granting Petitioner 

temporary sole legal and physical custody of the minor with Respondent to have unsupervised parenting 

time in El Dorado County on Saturdays from 10:00 am until 6:00 pm.  The court rereferred the parties to 

CCRC for an appointment on August 10, 2022 and a review hearing on September 22, 2022.  

 Both parties attended CCRC on August 10, 2022, however, were unable to reach any 

agreements.  A CCRC report with recommendations was filed on September 8, 2022.  A copy of the 

report was mailed to the parties on September 9, 2022.   

 Respondent has not filed a Responsive Declaration. 

 The court has read and considered the CCRC report and finds the recommendations to be in the 

minor’s best interest.  The court adopts the recommendations as its orders.  Petitioner shall continue to 

have temporary sole legal and physical custody of the minor.  Respondent shall have unsupervised 

parenting time with the minor on Saturdays from 10:00 am until 6:00 pm.  The parenting time may take 

place in El Dorado, Sacramento, or Placer Counties.  Respondent shall provide Petitioner with a full 

itinerary, including pick up and return times, destination, and activities no later than 10:00 am the Friday 

prior to her parenting time.  If Respondent is more than 30 minutes late for her parenting time, 

Petitioner will consider the parenting time cancelled.   The minor must be driven only by a licensed and 

insured driver.  The vehicle must have legal child restraint devices.  All prior orders not in conflict with 

this order, remain in full force and effect. 

 Petitioner shall prepare and file the Findings and Orders After Hearing. 

TENTATIVE RULING #18: THE COURT ADOPTS THE RECOMMENDATIONS AS CONTAINED IN THE CCRC 

REPORT AND SET FORTH ABOVE.  ALL PRIOR ORDERS NOT IN CONFLICT WITH THIS ORDER REMAIN IN 

FULL FORCE AND EFFECT.  PETITIONER SHALL PREPARE AND FILE THE FINDINGS AND ORDERS AFTER 

HEARING.  
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19. J.B. V. T.C.          22FL0703 

 On July 29, 2022, Petitioner filed a Petition to Establish a Parental Relationship as well as a 

Request for Order (RFO) for custody and parenting time.   Parties were referred to Child Custody 

Recommending Counseling (CCRC) for an appointment on August 17, 2022 and a review hearing on 

September 22, 2022.  There is no Proof of Service for the Petition, Summons, RFO, or the referral to 

CCRC. 

 Nevertheless, both parties appeared for the CCRC appointment on August 17, 2022.  The parties 

informed the CCRC counselor they had reconciled and no longer wished to pursue the RFO.  A letter 

from the CCRC counselor was filed on August 18, 2022. 

 As the Summons and RFO were not properly served, the matter is dropped from calendar. 

TENTATIVE RULING #19: THE MATTER IS DROPPED FROM CALENDAR DUE TO LACK OF PROPER 

SERVICE.  
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20. KELLI ALDERMAN V. ADAM ALDERMAN      PFL20070219 

 Petitioner filed a Request for Order (RFO) on July 19, 2022, requesting modification of child 

custody and parenting time.  Parties were referred to Child Custody Recommending Counseling (CCRC) 

for an appointment on August 11, 2022 and a review hearing on September 22, 2022.  As this is a 

request for post judgement modification, Proof of Service with address verification is required. 

Petitioner filed the Proof of Service with address verification on July 22, 2022, showing Respondent had 

been served by mail.  The Department of Child Support Services was properly noticed on July 20, 2022.  

 Petitioner is requesting sole legal and physical custody.  Petitioner asserts Respondent has failed 

at exercise parenting time on a consistent basis since September of 2021.  Petitioner requests the court 

order Respondent shall have parenting time by agreement of the parties, with Respondent to contact 

Petitioner one week in advance to request a specific parenting time and date.  Petitioner shall respond 

to the request within two days.  Communication between the parties shall take place through the talking 

parents application.  Petitioner also seeks to eliminate the requirement she obtain Respondent’s 

authorization to travel out of state with the minors.  Petitioner asserts Respondent has not been an 

active participant in the minors’ lives for nearly a year.   

 Only Petitioner appeared for the CCRC appointment.  As such, a single parent report was filed 

with no agreements or recommendations.  A copy of the report was mailed to the parties on August 31, 

2022.  

 Respondent has not filed a Responsive Declaration.  

 The court has read and considered the filings as outlined above and makes the following 

findings and orders: 

 The court maintains the current child custody orders, with the following modification to joint 

legal custody: if Respondent fails to respond to Petitioner regarding any joint legal custody decisions, 

within five days of Petitioner contacting him, Petitioner shall have exclusive decision-making authority 

as to that particular issue.  Parties shall continue to communicate via the talkingparents.com 

application.  If travel is going to be outside the state of California, Petitioner shall provide Respondent 

with at least 30 days’ notice with the itinerary and intended destination for the travel. All other orders 

not in conflict with the order remain in full force and effect.  

 Petitioner shall prepare and file the Findings and Orders After Hearing. 

TENTATIVE RULING #20: THE COURT MAINTAINS THE CURRENT CHILD CUSTODY ORDERS, WITH THE 

FOLLOWING MODIFICATION TO JOINT LEGAL CUSTODY: IF RESPONDENT FAILS TO RESPOND TO 

PETITIONER REGARDING ANY JOINT LEGAL CUSTODY DECISIONS, WITHIN FIVE DAYS OF PETITIONER 

CONTACTING HIM, PETITIONER SHALL HAVE EXCLUSIVE DECISION-MAKING AUTHORITY AS TO THAT 

PARTICULAR ISSUE.  PARTIES SHALL CONTINUE TO COMMUNICATE VIA THE TALKINGPARENTS.COM 

APPLICATION.  IF TRAVEL IS GOING TO BE OUTSIDE THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, PETITIONER SHALL 

PROVIDE RESPONDENT WITH AT LEAST 30 DAYS’ NOTICE WITH THE ITINERARY AND INTENDED 
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DESTINATION FOR THE TRAVEL. ALL OTHER ORDERS NOT IN CONFLICT WITH THE ORDER REMAIN IN 

FULL FORCE AND EFFECT.  
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21. MARIA MARAVILLA V. MIGUEL CHAVEZ      PFL20130875 

 On August 1, 2022, the matter was on calendar for a short cause trial.  Notice had not been 

provided to Respondent.  The court continued the matter to September 22, 2022 and ordered the clerk 

to provide notice to Respondent.  On August 10, 2022, the notice was returned to the clerk’s office as 

undeliverable. 

 Parties are ordered to appear for the hearing. 

TENTATIVE RULING #21: PARTIES ARE ORDERED TO APPEAR FOR THE HEARING.  
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