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Tentative Rulings
May 15, 2023
Department 7

This Court does not follow the procedures described in Rules of Court, Rule
3.1308(a). Tentative rulings appear on the calendar outside the court department on the date
of the hearing, pursuant to California Rule of Court, Rule 3.1308(b)(1). As a courtesy to
counsel, the court also posts tentative rulings no less than 12 hours in advance of the time set
for hearing. The rulings are posted on the court’s website (www.shasta.courts.ca.gov) and
are available by clicking on the “Tentative Rulings” link. A party is not required to give
notice to the Court or other parties of intent to appear to present argument.

In compliance with the California Department of Public Health, CDC, and Cal-OSHA
guidelines and recommendations, the Superior Court of California, County of Shasta, is
continuing to undertake precautionary measures to ensure the health and safety of
courthouse users. Telephonic appearances are encouraged through CourtCall (888-882-
6878; courtcall.com).

******************************************************************************
9:00 a.m.

******************************************************************************

BROOMFIELD VS. ROSEBURG FOREST PRODUCTS, CO., ET. AL.
Case Number: 23CV-0201610
Proposed Tentative Ruling on Petition to Approve Minor Compromise: Scott Alan Quinn
seeks an order approving the compromise of a claim on behalf of his minor son, Casey Alan Quinn.
California Rules of Court, Rule 7.950 states that a petition for court approval of a minor’s
compromise must contain a full disclosure of all information that has any bearing upon the
reasonableness of the compromise. The Petition provides the required information. Considering
the nature of the minor’s injuries and his full recovery, the Court finds that the settlement is in the
best interest of the minor.

The Court notes this is not an expedited petition brought on Judicial Council Form MC-350EX.
See CRC Rule 7.950.5. Hearing is thus needed on the Petition before it can be approved. The
Petitioner is required to appear. The Court finds good cause to dispense with the appearance of
the minor. The minor is not required to appear. The Court will confirm that the Petitioner
understands and agrees with the terms of the settlement, the minor has no ongoing or future
damages, and that the settlement is final and binding on the minor. Once satisfied, the Court intends
to grant the Petition and set this matter for review for confirmation of deposit of funds into a Court
blocked account. An appearance by the Petitioner is necessary on today’s calendar.

LIEBERMAN VS. THE CITY OF REDDING, ET. AL.
Case Number: CVPM21-0197061
This matter is on calendar for review regarding trial re-setting. On May 1, 2023, the Court issued
an order pursuant to the stipulation of the parties to re-set the trial to August 15, 2023. The Court
confirms the August 15, 2023, trial date. No appearance is necessary on today’s calendar.
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******************************************************************************
1:30 p.m.

******************************************************************************

PATTERSON VS. RAIBEE
Case Number: CVPO18-0189026
Tentative Ruling on Motion to Consolidate: Plaintiffs B.K., R.C., C.P., and D.L move to
consolidate nine cases for all purposes except trial. The cases are Shasta County Case Nos. 189026,
190025, 190258, 190259, 190387, 191024, 191025, 200168, and 200940. The Court notes that
Case Nos. 190387, 191024, and 191025 are stayed. As such, the Court will need to lift the stay
temporarily in order to hear and rule on the motion with respect to those stayed cases.

The matter has been noticed, with proof of service on file. The Court notes that no
appearance has been made by defendant in cases 200168 and 200940, so no counsel has been
served with respect to those specific cases. However, it appears that defendant has been served.
No objection has been raised.

The request for judicial notice is DENIED. The request for judicial notice does not specify
what documents Petitioner is seeking to have judicially noticed.

The Petitioner has not complied with CRC 3.350, as Orders are required to be submitted in
all cases, and only two copies of the proposed order were lodged. Additionally, the Petition seeks
to consolidate the matters for all purposes except trial. The proposed order must be modified to
indicate this is the order being sought. An amended proposed order is required to be lodged in all
cases.

On the merits of the motion, it appears appropriate that these actions be consolidated. The
Court’s tentative Ruling is to GRANT the motion, absent any objection. Petitioner is ordered to
submit an order in accordance with the above. An appearance is only necessary if there is an
objection.


