
 
 

Superior Court of California,  

County of Mendocino 
 

Tentative Rulings 
 

for 
 

Ukiah Department G  
Friday 9:30am Law & Motion Calendar 

 
Calendar Date:  November 18, 2016 

 
 

Prior to a Civil Law & Motion or Probate hearing, the Court may issue a tentative ruling pursuant to 
California Rule of Court 3.1308.  Unless a party requests to appear and notifies both the opposing party 
and the court, no hearing will be held, and the tentative ruling will become the order of the Court. 

A party wishing to appear to provide oral argument must advise the opposing party and the Court by 
phone or by e-mail no later than 4:00pm on the court day before the hearing. 

Phone:  (707) 468-2007, Option 2 
E-mail:  tr@mendocino.courts.ca.gov 

If you do not notify the opposing party and the Court by 4:00pm on the court day before the hearing, no 
hearing will be held. 

If you do not find information regarding your particular case, and you have not previously been informed 
that you are excused from the calendar, an appearance is required. 
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SCUKCVG 01-85184 Becker v Haendle 

  

Becker v Haendle: 

 1.  Plaintiff Becker’s Motion to Vacate Judgment: The 10/28/16 

proof of service indicates plaintiff’s motion was served by mail on 10/16/16 with a 

noticed hearing date of 11/18/16. CCP 1006 requires that motions be served at 

least 16 court days prior to the hearing. Where, as here, the notice is served by 

mail, an additional five days notice must be provided. Plaintiff Becker failed to 

provide statutory notice. Plaintiff’s motion to vacate the judgment will not be heard 

on November 19, 2016. 

 

 2.      Plaintiff Becker’s Application for an OSC re Contempt: The court 

will conduct a hearing on the application of plaintiff Becker for the issuance by the 

court of an OSC re Contempt. However, because no OSC will have been issued 

prior to the hearing, the court will not conduct a hearing on whether or not 

defendant Haendles may be held in contempt of court. When the court issues an 

OSC re Contempt, as requested by plaintiff, the court will then set a specific 

hearing date.  

 

 3.   OSC re Contempt: At the 10/07/16 hearing on the 9/26/16 OSC re 

Contempt, plaintiff Becker appeared by declaration and telephone. At that hearing, 

plaintiff Becker advised the court that he wished to waive his Fifth Amendment 

right and to testify personally. The court then advised plaintiff Becker that he 

would have to personally appear in court if he wished to testify personally. The 

hearing was then continued to provide plaintiff Becker with sufficient time to 

prepare for the hearing and to make travel arrangements. The matter was 

specifically set to commence at 1:00 PM to allow plaintiff Becker to travel from 

Igo to the hearing in Ukiah. 

 Plaintiff Becker is reminded that the court will not permit him or any 

witness to testify by telephone in the OSC re Contempt hearing.  
 

 


