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15. CALEB OWENS V. CHRYS DECKERT      PFL20200822 

 Petitioner filed an ex parte request for emergency custody orders on July 28, 2022.  Respondent 

filed a Responsive Declaration objecting to the requested orders the same day.  On July 29, 2022, the 

court denied Petitioner’s request, as all the required forms and Declarations were unsigned. Petitioner 

filed a Request for Order on July 29, 2022, requesting the same orders as set forth in the ex parte 

request.   The RFO is unsigned, and therefore, not properly before the court.  The court drops the July 

29, 2022 RFO from calendar. 

 Petitioner filed a second ex parte request for emergency orders on August 1, 2022.  Respondent 

filed a Responsive Declaration on August 1, 2022.  The court denied the request on August 2, 2022.  

Petitioner filed a RFO on August 2, 2022 requesting the same orders as set forth in the ex parte request.  

The parties were referred to Child Custody Recommending Counseling (CCRC) for an appointment on 

August 29, 2022 and a review hearing on September 15, 2022.  Upon review of the court file, there is no 

Proof of Service showing Respondent was properly served with the RFO and referral to CCRC.  

 Only Petitioner appeared for the CCRC appointment on August 29, 2022.  As such a single parent 

report was filed on August 29, 2022.  A copy of the report was mailed to the parties on August 30, 2022.  

Petitioner’s copy was returned by the United States Postal Service as undeliverable on September 6, 

2022. 

 The court drops the matter from calendar as Respondent did not receive proper notice of the 

RFO or referral to CCRC. 

TENTATIVE RULING #15: THE MATTER IS DROPPED FROM CALENDAR DUE TO LACK OF PROPER 

SERVICE.   
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16. CURTIS CHRISTENSEN V. GINA CHRISTENSEN     PFL20170845 

 Petitioner filed a Request for Order (RFO) requesting a modification of the current child custody, 

parenting time, and child support orders on June 27, 2022.  The parties were referred to Child Custody 

Recommending Counseling (CCRC) for an appointment on July 29, 2022 and a review hearing on 

September 15, 2022.  Respondent was served by mail on July 15, 2022.  

 Petitioner states in the FL-300 that the orders being sought are for Respondent to have legal and 

physical custody.  In the FL-311 Petitioner attached to the FL-300 there is no individual designated for 

legal and physical custody.  Petitioner requests alternating weekends and a joint custody order for 

summer breaks. Petitioner requests modification of the exchange location.  Petitioner’s declaration 

exceeds the 10-page limit, and the court has not considered the declaration past page 10.  Although 

Petitioner checked the box requesting modification of child support on the first page of the FL-300, he 

did not request any change in child support orders in the later portion of the FL-300.  

Respondent has not filed a Responsive Declaration. 

 Both parties attended CCRC on July 29, 2022 but were unable to reach any agreements.  A 

report with recommendations was filed on September 1, 2022.  The parties were mailed a copy of the 

report on September 6, 2022.  The parties were not provided a copy of the report at least 10 days prior 

to the hearing, and therefore, the court finds good cause to continue the matter. 

 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 #16: THE COURT FINDS GOOD CAUSE TO CONTINUE THE MATTER AS THE PARTIES 

DID NOT RECEIVE THE CCRC REPORT AT LEAST 10 DAYS PRIOR TO THE HEARING.  THE COURT 

CONTINUES THE HEARING TO 10/13/2022 AT 1:30 PM IN DEPARTMENT 5.  
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17. DCSS V. ERIC HILL (OTHER PARENT: ANAROSE FERRO)    PFS20150143 

 Respondent filed a Request for Order (RFO) on August 4, 2022, requesting modification of child 

custody and parenting time orders.  The parties were not referred to Child Custody Recommending 

Counseling (CCRC) as they had been within the last six months.  Other Parent was served with the RFO 

by mail on August 4, 2022.  

 Respondent is requesting sole physical and legal custody of the minor.  Respondent asserts 

Other Parent is suffering mental health issues which prevent her from adequately parenting the minor.  

Respondent asserts Petitioner has neglected the minor’s dental needs as well as failed to complete a 

well child exam.  Respondent also states in his Declaration that Other Parent has misused her telephone 

calls with the minor. 

 Other Parent has not filed a Responsive Declaration.  

 The court finds good cause to rerefer the parties to CCRC.  Previously, in May of this year, Other 

Parent participated in the CCRC session, however, despite being present Respondent refused to 

participate in the session if his support person was not allowed into the session.  Therefore, a single 

parent report was filed, with no agreements or recommendations.  The parties are to participate in a 

CCRC appointment with Norman Labatt on 10/10/2022.  The court continues the review hearing to 

12/1/2022 at 1:30 PM in department 5).  The minor shall be made available to be interviewed by the 

counselor at the counselor’s request.   

 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 #17: THE COURT FINDS GOOD CAUSE TO REREFER THE PARTIES TO CCRC.  

PREVIOUSLY, IN MAY OF THIS YEAR, OTHER PARENT PARTICIPATED IN THE CCRC SESSION, HOWEVER, 

DESPITE BEING PRESENT RESPONDENT REFUSED TO PARTICIPATE IN THE SESSION IF HIS SUPPORT 

PERSON WAS NOT ALLOWED INTO THE SESSION.  THEREFORE, A SINGLE PARENT REPORT WAS FILED, 

WITH NO AGREEMENTS OR RECOMMENDATIONS.  THE PARTIES ARE TO PARTICIPATE IN A CCRC 

APPOINTMENT WITH NORMAN LABATT ON 10/10/2022 at 1:00 PM.  THE COURT CONTINUES THE 

REVIEW HEARING TO 12/1/2022 AT 1:30 PM IN DEPARTMENT 5. THE MINOR SHALL BE MADE 

AVAILABLE TO BE INTERVIEWED BY THE COUNSELOR AT THE COUNSELOR’S REQUEST.  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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18. ELIZABETH PETERSON V. BRANDON PETERSON     PFL20140304 

 Petitioner filed an ex parte request for emergency orders on June 28, 2022, requesting 

temporary sole physical custody of the minors.  On June 29, 2022, the court denied the request, but 

ordered that the minors were not to be left in the care of Respondent’s girlfriend.  The minors were to 

only be transported by a licensed, insured, sober driver.  Parties were ordered to abide by the respect 

guidelines.  The court ordered the minors shall have access to call the noncustodial parent.  Parties were 

referred to Child Custody Recommending Counseling (CCRC) for an appointment on July 5, 2022 and a 

review hearing on August 4, 2022.  Petitioner filed a Request for Order (RFO) on June 29, 2022.  Upon 

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

referral to CCRC.   

 Nevertheless, both parties appeared for the CCRC appointment, and therefore the court finds 

Respondent has notice of Petitioner’s request.  A CCRC report was filed with the court on August 1, 

2022.  A copy of the report was mailed to the parties on August 1, 2022.   

On August 4, 2022, the court continued the matter to September 15, 2022 at 1:30 p.m. to allow 

the parties an opportunity to receive and review the CCRC report.  Supplemental Declarations were to 

be filed at least 10 days prior to the next court date. 

Neither party has filed a Supplemental Declaration. 

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

minors’ best interests.  The court adopts the recommendations as its order, with the following 

modifications: The current orders for custody and parenting time remain in full force and effect.  The 

minors are to be referred for a counseling assessment no later than October 15, 2022.  The minors shall 

attend counseling, if recommended, at a frequency and duration as recommended by the therapist.  

Respondent’s girlfriend, Echo, shall not be left alone with the minors.  The court adopts the Respect 

Guidelines.  The court adopts the phone contact guidelines.  The parties shall utilize the 

talkingparents.com application to relay information to each other about the minors.  

 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 CCRC RECOMMENDATIONS AS ITS ORDER, WITH 

THE FOLLOWING MODIFICATIONS: THE CURRENT ORDERS FOR CUSTODY AND PARENTING TIME 

REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT.  THE MINORS ARE TO BE REFERRED FOR A COUNSELING 

ASSESSMENT NO LATER THAN OCTOBER 15, 2022.  THE MINORS SHALL ATTEND COUNSELING, IF 

RECOMMENDED, AT A FREQUENCY AND DURATION AS RECOMMENDED BY THE THERAPIST.  

RESPONDENT’S GIRLFRIEND, ECHO, SHALL NOT BE LEFT ALONE WITH THE MINORS.  THE COURT 

ADOPTS THE RESPECT GUIDELINES.  THE COURT ADOPTS THE PHONE CONTACT GUIDELINES.  THE 

PARTIES SHALL UTILIZE THE TALKINGPARENTS.COM APPLICATION TO RELAY INFORMATION TO EACH 

OTHER ABOUT THE MINORS.  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. JUSTIN REEDY V. KAYLA MCKINNEY       PFL20180289 

 Petitioner filed a request for Order (RFO) requesting the court order attorney’s fees and costs as 

well as clarify the holiday schedule and school selection orders on July 29, 2022.  Respondent was 

served by mail on August 5, 2022.  Petitioner objects to the Findings and Orders After Hearing (FOAH) 

from the May 12, 2022 hearing.  It is unclear from Petitioner’s argument what he believes is in error.  

Additionally, the court notes at the time Petitioner filed the RFO, the FOAH from the May 12, 2022 

hearing had not yet been filed with the court.  Petitioner requests attorney’s fees yet failed to file an 

undated FL-150.  Petitioner also requests clarification as to the court’s orders regarding selection of 

schools.  

 Respondent filed the May 12, 2022 FOAH on August 16, 2022.  Petitioner was served by mail on 

August 23, 2022.  Petitioner was personally served on August 22, 2022.  The court signed the FOAH on 

August 16, 2022, finding it accurately reflected the court’s orders from May 12, 2022.  

 Respondent filed a Responsive Declaration on August 30, 2022.  Upon review of the court file, 

there is no Proof of Service for the Responsive Declaration and therefore, the court cannot consider it.  

 The court denies Petitioner’s request for attorney’s fees as it is not properly before the court.  

Petitioner failed to file the requisite Income and Expense Declaration.  Further, if the court had reached 

the issue on the merits, the request would have been denied as Respondent does not have the ability to 

pay for both her attorney’s fees as well as Petitioner’s attorney’s fees. 

 The court denies the request to modify the FOAH.  The FOAH accurately reflects the court 

adopted the agreements as set forth in the CCRC report regarding the holiday schedule.  The current 

holiday schedule was to remain in effect with the exception of the Christmas holiday as set forth in the 

report.  If parties wish to modify the Christmas schedule, they may do so in writing. 

 The court finds there are additional pending RFOs set for October 13, 2022.  The school issue 

raised in the current RFO is also set to be heard on October 13, 2022.  In the interest of judicial 

economy, the court continues the school issue to be heard with the RFO set for October 13, 2022.  

 All prior orders remain in full force and effect.  Petitioner shall prepare and file the FOAH. 

TENTATIVE RULING #19: THE COURT DENIES PETITIONER’S REQUEST FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES.  THE 

COURT DENIES PETITIONER’S REQUEST TO MODIFY THE FOAH.  THE COURT CONTINUES THE REQUEST 

TO CLARIFY THE SCHOOL ISSUE TO OCTOBER 13, 2022, AS THERE IS A PENDING RFO SET FOR THAT 

DATE.  ALL PRIOR ORDERS REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT.  PETITIONER SHALL PREPARE AND FILE 

THE FOAH. 
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20. LISA THOMASON V. LOUIS MOLAKIDES      PFL20210494 

 Petitioner filed two Requests for Order (RFO) on June 7, 2022.  The first request is for a 

modification of current custody and parenting time orders and to drop the current no contact order 

with Michael Whitaker.  The second RFO is to transfer venue to Sacramento County.  Upon review of the 

court file, there is no Proof of Service indicating which request was properly served on Respondent.  

 Nevertheless, Respondent filed a Responsive Declaration to the RFO to change venue.  

Petitioner was served electronically on September 1, 2022.  Respondent asserts through a declaration by 

his counsel, that he was not properly served with the RFO, as the service did not include a Blank FL-320 

(Responsive Declaration form) and failed to include local form F-113 (Notice of Tentative Ruling).  

Therefore, Respondent requests the court deny Petitioner’s request to change venue as it is not 

properly before the court.   Respondent goes on to address the request on the merits, should the court 

find it can be heard.  Respondent asserts Petitioner has failed to cite the proper authority to the court 

for the change of venue request in that Petitioner has cited Code of Civil Procedure 397.5, which applied 

to proceedings for dissolution or nullity, rather than child custody proceedings.  As the parties in this 

matter were never married, a Petition for Dissolution was never filed.   Next, Respondent asserts 

petitioner has failed to meet her burden to transfer the case under Code of Civil Procedure 397.  

Respondent also asserts Petitioner has failed to present any evidence regarding Code of Civil Procedure 

section 397.5. 

 The court finds there is no Proof of Service for Petitioner’s RFO regarding custody, parenting 

time, and to drop the no contact order. Therefore, the court drops the matter from calendar for lack of 

proper service. 

 As to Petitioner’s request to change venue, the court finds there is no Proof of Service showing 

Respondent was properly served with the RFO.  Further, Respondent has filed a Responsive Declaration 

raising lack of proper service.  Therefore, the court drops the matter from calendar due to lack of proper 

service.   

Even if the court had reached the case on the merits, the court would deny Petitioner’s request 

to change venue.  The court may grant a change in venue in its discretion.  The court finds Petitioner has 

failed to set forth adequate grounds upon which the change in venue should be granted.  Further, there 

are pending custody issues before the court that must be resolved prior to the court considering the 

request to change venue, namely the matter is currently pending a review hearing on the return of a 

Family Code section 3111 evaluation on November 3, 2022. 

All prior orders remain in full force and effect. 

TENTATIVE RULING #20: THE MATTERS ARE DROPPED FROM CALENDAR DUE TO LACK OF PROPER 

SERVICE.    
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21. MARYALICE MAYERS V. JOHNATHON MAYERS     PFL20210268 

 On May 9, 2022, Respondent field a Request for Order (RFO) requesting the court make child 

custody, parenting time, and child support orders.  The parties were referred to Child Custody 

Recommending Counseling (CCRC) for an appointment on June 10, 2022 and a review hearing on July 

28, 2022.  Petitioner was served by mail on June 2, 2022 with Proof of Service filed on June 6, 2022. 

Respondent filed an Income and Expense Declaration on May 9, 2022.  It was served concurrently with 

the RFO and referral to CCRC on June 2, 2022. 

 Respondent requests the court order joint legal and physical custody of the minors.  Respondent 

also requests the court order the minors be returned to the independent home school program they 

were previously enrolled in.  Respondent requests the court order no child support.  

 Both parties participated in the CCRC appointment on June 6, 2022 and were able to reach an 

agreement.  A copy of the CCRC report was mailed to the parties on June 15, 2022.   

 On July 28, 2022, the court adopted the agreement of the parties as set forth in the CCRC 

report.  The court continued the request for child support to September 15, 2022 and directed the 

parties to file updated Income and Expense Declarations at least 10 days prior to the next hearing.   

 Petitioner filed an updated Income and Expense Declaration on September 6, 2022.  There is no 

Proof of Service indicating it was served on Respondent.  Therefore, the court is unable to consider it.  

Additionally, Respondent has not filed an updated Income and Expense Declaration.  Respondent’s 

previously filed Income and Expense Declaration is now stale.  The court had previously admonished the 

parties that failure to file updated Income and Expense Declarations could result in the court dropping 

the request from calendar.  The court finds that because Petitioner’s Income and Expense Declaration is 

not properly before the court and cannot be considered, and Respondent’s Income and Expense 

Declaration is stale, that neither party has complied with the court’s order to file updated Income and 

Expense Declarations.  Therefore, the court drops Respondent’s request for child support from calendar. 

TENTATIVE RULING #21: THE MATTER IS DROPPED FROM CALENDAR DUE TO THE PARTIES’ FAILURE 

TO PROPERLY FILE UPDATED INCOME AND EXPENSE DECLARATIONS.  
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22. MINDI MERRILL V. JOSHUA MORAN       PFL20120951 

 Petitioner filed a Request for Order (RFO) on August 3, 2022 requesting respondent follow the 

current orders as to visitation and that the order be modified to prevent future vacation conflict.  Upon 

review of the court file, there is no Proof of Service indicating Respondent was served with the RFO. 

 Petitioner asserts the current orders regarding vacations are not being followed by Respondent.  

Petitioner requests Respondent follow the current vacation order and she be granted her vacation.  

Petitioner also requests the current vacation order be modified to avoid future conflict.  Petitioner also 

requests the minor attend the school extended day program during school breaks, including summer 

and holidays.  Petitioner requests the parties be ordered to exchange the minor’s “materialist 

belongings purchased by the other parent in a realistic time, every sixty days”.  Last, Petitioner requests 

the parties alternate years to chaperon and attend school field trips.  

 Parties previously attended Child Custody Recommending Counseling (CCRC) on April 18, 2022 

and were able to reach a full agreement.  The parties submitted a Stipulation and Order to the court on 

April 22, 2022, which the court signed.  

 Despite the lack of Proof of Service Respondent filed a Responsive Declaration on September 9, 

2022.  Petitioner was served on September 9, 2022 via electronic service.  Respondent asserts he was 

not properly served with the RFO, in that he was served late without a Proof of Service and the service 

he did receive did not include the blank FL-320.  Respondent requests the court keep the current court 

orders in full force and effect as the parties attended mediation in April to reach these agreements.  

Respondent agrees to the request to alternate years for school field trips and activities.  

 The court has read and considered the filings as set forth above.  Because Respondent filed a 

Responsive Declaration addressing the issues raised in Petitioner’s RFO the court finds Respondent has 

actual notice of the requests and has considered Petitioners filing.  The court denies Petitioner’s request 

to modify the current orders as to vacation.  The court denies Petitioner’s request regarding the 

extended day program; each party may arrange for childcare during their respective parenting time.  

Each party may take their fall vacation with the exchange of the minor to take place in Southern 

California.  The parties shall meet and confer to coordinate an exchange time and location.  If the parties 

are unable to agree, Respondent shall drop off the minor to Petitioner at Petitioner’s hotel on October 

26, 2022 at noon.  The court denies Petitioner’s request as to “materialist belongings” as the request is 

vague.  The court grants Petitioner’s request for the parties to alternate years to chaperone and attend 

school field trips.  Petitioner shall have the even academic school years and Respondent shall have the 

odd academic years.  

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

prepare and file the Findings and Orders After Hearing. 

TENTATIVE RULING #22:  ALL PRIOR ORDERS REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT. THE PARTIES SHALL 

MEET AND CONFER TO COORDINATE AN EXCHANGE TIME AND LOCATION FOR THE CUSTODY 

EXCHANGE ON OCTOBER 26, 2022.  IF THE PARTIES ARE UNABLE TO AGREE, RESPONDENT SHALL DROP 

OFF THE MINOR TO PETITIONER AT PETITIONER’S HOTEL ON OCTOBER 26, 2022 AT NOON.  THE 
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COURT DENIES PETITIONER’S REQUEST AS TO “MATERIALIST BELONGINGS” AS THE REQUEST IS 

VAGUE.  THE COURT GRANTS PETITIONER’S REQUEST FOR THE PARTIES TO ALTERNATE YEARS TO 

CHAPERONE AND ATTEND SCHOOL FIELD TRIPS.  PETITIONER SHALL HAVE THE EVEN ACADEMIC 

SCHOOL YEARS AND RESPONDENT SHALL HAVE THE ODD ACADEMIC YEARS.  ALL PRIOR ORDERS NOT 

IN CONFLICT WITH THESE ORDERS REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT.  PETITIONER SHALL PREPARE 

AND FILE THE FINDINGS AND ORDERS AFTER HEARING.  
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23. NATHAN BELLAMY V. RONNIE BELLAMY      PFL20120334 

 Respondent filed an Order to Show Cause and Affidavit for Contempt (OSC) on July 19, 2022 

alleging Petitioner had violated the custody orders for joint decision making on enrolling the minor is 

afterschool programs.  Upon review of the court file there is no Proof of Service showing Petitioner was 

personally served with the OSC.  Therefore, the court drops the matter from calendar due to lack of 

proper service. 

TENTATIVE RULING #23: THE COURT DROPS THE MATTER FROM CALENDAR DUE TO LACK OF PROPER 

SERVICE.   
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24. PATRIC MALONE V. ASHLEY SPITTLER      PFL20170550 

 Petitioner filed a Request for Order (RFO) on June 23, 2022 requesting modification of the 

parenting time orders.  The parties were referred to Child Custody Recommending Counseling (CCRC) for 

an appointment on August 4, 2022 and a review hearing on September 15, 2022.  Upon review of the 

court file, there in no Proof of Service showing Respondent was properly served with the RFO and 

referral to CCRC.   

 On August 4, 2022, neither party appeared for CCRC.  A nonappearance report was issued. 

  The court drops the matter from calendar due to the lack of proper notice. 

TENTATIVE RULING #24: THE MATTER IS DROPPED FROM CALENDA DUE TO LACK OF PROPER NOTICE. 
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25. STACY PURDY V. RYAN PURDY       PFL20150937 

 On September 6, 2022, Respondent filed an ex parte request for emergency orders.  Respondent 

asserts Petitioner has placed the child a risk for abuse and neglect by allowing the minor to reside in a 

home infested with mice.  Respondent also asserts Petitioner has failed to abide by this court’s orders 

that the minor remain in her school of origin.  Respondent included as an attached exhibit Petitioner’s 

request for a Domestic Violence Restraining Order in Carson County, Nevada, which names the minor as 

a requested protected party.  The hearing for the Restraining Order was set for September 12, 2022 at 

9:30 am.  Respondent also states in his declaration that all parties, including the minor currently reside 

in Nevada and have done so for at least the prior six months. 

 The court was concerned about the potential issues under the UCCJEA and the potential for 

conflicting orders from El Dorado County and Carson County.  On September 7, 2022, the court set the 

ex parte request for a hearing on September 15, 2022 at 1:30 pm.  The court ordered Respondent to 

serve Petitioner on or before September 9, 2022.  The court ordered Petitioner to file any Responsive 

Declarations on or before September 13, 2022.  

 Upon review of the court file, there is no Proof of Service showing Petitioner was served with 

the notes and orders after the ex parte application on for before September 9, 2022.   

 Petitioner has not filed a Responsive Declaration. 

 The matter is dropped from calendar due to lack of proper service. 

TENTATIVE RULING #25: THE MATTER IS DROPPED FROM CALENDAR DUE TO LACK OF PROPER 

SERVICE. 

 


