
 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR CONTESTING TENTATIVE RULINGS IN DEPT. 57 

The tentative ruling will become the Court’s FINAL ruling unless by 4:00 p.m. the Court day 

before the hearing Counsel or self-represented parties email the department (no phone calls 

or fax) to request argument, specify the issues to be argued, and if desired, request ZOOM 

remote access (no COURTCALL). Parties requesting argument must also similarly advise all 

other affected counsel or self-represented parties no later than 4:00 p.m. that same day. 

Failure to timely advise the Court and other affected participants will preclude any party 

from arguing the matter. (Pursuant to Local Rule 3.43(2). 

 

Parties requesting remote access via ZOOM are REQUIRED to complete the RA-010 by 4:00 

p.m. the day before the hearing AND provide the department, via email, with a courtesy copy 

of the request. https://www.courts.ca.gov/documents/ra010.pdf 

 

Department 57’s email address is: dept57@contracosta.courts.ca.gov  

 

 

 

 1.  TIME:  9:00   CASE#: MSC19-01507 
CASE NAME: ARNON VS. CALIFORNIA DEPARTMEN 
HEARING ON MOTION TO/FOR COMPEL FURTHER RESPONSES RE PRODCTN OF 
DOCS FILED BY STEPHEN ARNON 
* TENTATIVE RULING: * 
 

Plaintiff’s motion to compel further responses to production of documents, set 

two, is denied in part and granted in part. 

1. With regard to defendant’s deliberative process objection to RFPD #39, the 
court orders an in-camera review of those documents.  

2. With regard to the plaintiff’s request that defendant produce the complete 
investigatory file, the court finds that defendant is substantially in 
compliance with the Discovery Facilitator’s recommendation.  The court 
finds that the attorney-client and attorney-work privileges are not waived as 
to communications pertaining to the investigative file; therefore, to the 
extent that defendant possesses portions of the investigative file that are 
not protected by those privileges, the court orders defendant to produce 
those portions.  Protected documents are required to be identified in a 
supplemental privilege log.  

3. With regard to plaintiff’s request that defendant supplement its privilege 
log, the court grants the motion, in part. Defendant is to provide a 
supplemental log segregating communications that include attorneys from 
those which do not; as to the latter, defendant is to specifically provide the 
basis for any privilege applied to those communications (those which that 
do not include attorney(s)), or produce such communication(s). 

4. Plaintiff’s request for an order compelling defendant to provide 
supplemental responses relating to RFPD Nos. 26, 27, 32-38, 40-46, 50-51, 
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53-59, 63 ,67 ,73, 78-89, 91-96, 99-100,103-105 is premature; plaintiff has not 
engaged in a full meet and confer process as to these requests.  Parties are 
ordered to meet and confer regarding same, and encouraged to employ the 
recommendations of the Discovery Facilitator as guidance. If the parties 
cannot resolve the dispute, the parties must engage in the iscovery 
facilitator process prior to seeking court intervention. 

 

Sanctions are denied. 
 


