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DISCLAIMER

" v I am happy to take questlons durlng.and after the
program tlme permlttlng : R O

) am a quasl-judlclal court employee bound not onIy by the"_ ks
' " Rules.of Professional. Conduct but by the Cannons of '
A Judlclal EthICS TEA : S b e,
.. <l cannot answer questlons about cases that are pendlng in
- the. Contra Costa County Superlor Court :

. 1 capnot answer (5|uest|ons about how partlcular judges _ o
- - would ruleon any issue: Nothlng |n this : seminar should be-
construed as any |nd|cat|on of how a judge wouId rule. .-

-'-' AII fact pattErs, examples anp sample forms are frctlon

ABBREVIATIONS

APJ - AII-Purpose Judge 2 MSJ/MSA Motlon for Summary i
COA Cause of Actlon : Judgment/Summary Ad;udlcatlon i
ot M M
i b COCOCo Contra COSta County : o Moton i Compel
) i _ NOE Notlce of Entry
F&S File & Serve .
+ POD Request for Productlon of i
j/x-Jurlsdlctlon : el . .. Documérits = -
M&C Meet & Corbfer usles RFA Reques‘t for Admlsswn
MIL ‘Motion In lelhe AU RFJN Request for Judlclal Notlce "

M.IOJ’ Motlon forJudgment on Rog Interrogatory(eltherSpeclaI or"
: -thepPleadings . < ' - : -~ Form), A

: -MPA . Memgrandum of Polnts‘_. s SOL Statute of L|m|tat|ons
| and Authoritles $ranie g i
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THE LAW & MOTION UNIVERSE. o

AII of the Eplsodes of the. Law & Motion Saga W|II gwe

i example.s based on the foIIowmg set of hypothetlcal
- facts: - Spde i e o AR

s Darth Vader (fka Annrkan Skywalker) dred durrng the
Battle of Endor. At the time of his death, Vader was. .~ .
‘unmarried. His wrfe, Padme Skywalker (nee Amrdala), ;
| predeceased him'in childbirth. Vader was survived by - .-
twrn chrldren Luke Skywalker and P.rrncess Lera Solo (nee '
LT skl e S 5 | Organa)

g Approxrmately two months after Vader S death Lu[(e and

¢ _Lera recerved a Trustee’s Notrfrcatron pursuant to. Probate T

W Code § 16061 7. The Trustee’s Notification incfuded a -

i -copy of The Darth Vader Revocable Living Trust.. The Trust" g
b provrdes that the successor trustee folIowrng Vagler (R

_-.death is to be Emperor Palpatine or, if he does not survive _- s
=" . (he didn’t), then “Supreme Leadér Snoke”.rs toserveas - . :
Ligeis successor trustee Upon Vaders death, all of the assets . -

- of the. Trust (assuined to. be worth approxrmately 10

e _ mrfhon Galactrc Credits) aré to-be-distributed to. Vader’s: '_ e

Grandson Ben Solo, except that Luke and Lera -are to
each recterve a bantha,- if any are assets of the Trust
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Shocked Luke (but not Lera) hrred an attorney to frle a i

: Petrtron in the Probate Division ef the Contra Costa .
S County Superror Court allegrng, among other claims, that .~ - -
: o -the Trust is.invalid hecause'(1) Vader lacked the reqursrte =
. ." ‘mental capacity to execute the Trust; (2) Vader pas o
o ~unduly rnfluenced by Emperor Palpatrne, Ben-Solo and/or ;

: “Supreme. Leader Sndke”.into executing the Trust; and (3) Tt

Vader was under duress when he executed the Trust

o Assume that CoCoCo has personal and sub]eqt matter - .
. -lurrsdrctromover this case and that‘ servrce_ (] 4 the pet,t,on'- A
. i , . was proper and trmely

paihs EPISODE v RETURN OF THE MOTION

POST—JUDGMENT MOTIONS
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EPISODE V RETURN OF THE MOTION

-Motlons for a New Trlal (CCP §§ 656 et
-:-Motlons to Vacate and Eniter a New '_f-
e Judgment (CCP §§ 663- 663a) 0

~ «Memoranda.of Costs/ Motions to Strlke

' or'Tax (Prob. Code § 1002; CCP §§ 998
o 1032 1033 5; R* of Ct 3. 1700)

EPISODE V RETURN OF THE MOTION
;-Other post-judgment procedures iy
+. ' ~«Motion for Reconsideration (CCP § 1008)
. +Motion for Relief from Judgment (CCP §
i 473(b)) ¥
_+Motion for Judgment Notwﬂhstandmg the
e Verdlct (JNOV) (CCP§ 629) " e L e
“ .-« Motion for Entry of Nunc Pro Tunc | S
: Judgm’ent (CCP § 473(d)) A
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MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE _};
g S aE JUDGMENT e o
-What S|tuat|on§ can you flle a Motlon fgr,_:

b New Trlal’? ;

--Afterjudgment of dlsmlssal after demurrer".j_ e
..sustained. -‘Carneyv. Slmmonds (1957) 49 S
Cal.2d'84,88. .- ' - A _ 5

: '-Judgme‘nt of dismlssal Id

.. +After MJOP. Id. il g o TR

o -Judgment of nonswt per CCP §§ 581c or Jetiey

631 8 4d. at 89 I ‘

MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
L CJUDGMENE T R

-What S|tuat|ons can you flle a Motlon for

S New Frial? e n

g -Summaryjudg.ment Awlarv Atlantl L
4 | Rlchfleld Co. (2001) 25 Cal. 4th 826 858

-t -Judgment entered as a dlscovery sanctlon
Slrv Inv., L:P. v. _Farkhond' h ' .'ur (2020) 45
Cal App 5“‘ 1098 1130 "
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MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
Al JUDGMENT o

-Grcunds for Motlons for New Tr|aI (CCP §

. B57)

v % '-Jury m|sconduct

»oe Irregularlty of the'proceedmgs or. abuse of dlsc.retlon _' ';’ '

. <Irregularity’ resul'ts in an unfair trIaI & mlscarriage of
: justice to the movmg party :

-Conduct of the trial court, jury, counsel or adverse -' s
party amounting to mlsconduct Montoav Barraan =
(2013) 220 Cal. App.4th 1215 1229.. *

Ve Motlon must be “made upon aff'dawts”. CCP § 658. - 0%
e Example use of the Jedl Mmd Trlck on the tner of fact "#it

MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
. JUDGMENT - %

-Grounds for Motions for New Trlal (CCP §
"'657) e  &{_‘, :-J**~

. e -
& .

. Must be made’ by. affldawt CCP § 658’
sch Concealment of blas on vo:r dlre _
SRR Prejudlclal commumcatlon by or to;uror
Fiiee “Chance” verdlcts (e g & rolllng a chance cube)

- -"‘... : " ‘..




MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE

JUDGMENT

-Grounds for Motlons for New Tr|aI (CCP §
"'657) 4 + g

b -Acmdent or sumrlse whlch ordlnary prudence
could not have guarded agarnst -
- Must be shown by affldaV|t. CCP § 658

e "#.Negligence not sufficient: Inre Ma_rrla_ eof Liu '

(198 )197 Cal. App 3d 143 154-155

MOTIO_NS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE

i . JUDGMENT |
'.-, . Grounds for Motrons for New Tr|aI (CCP § 657)

*e Newly dlscovered materlal ewdence that could. not W|th
reasonable dlllgence ‘have been discovered and -+ .
' produced at trlal. Peolv W|II|am (1962) 57 cal 2d
263 270:.
* The evrdence and not |ts materlallty, |s newly dlscovered
* Not: cumulatlve i
SRS leferent result at trial lS probable.

0

-+ +"Could hot have reasonably dlscovered and prodUCed |t ' ‘

o e Presented by affldavi‘t _CCP § 658
: . ~ L

4/5/2023
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MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
s JUDGMENT e

-Grounds for Motlons for New Trlal (CCP §
. BBT)". e : e
: -j' Excesswe or madequate damages et

-+ After examining the entire record, the trler of fact bk =
cIearIy should have reached | dlfferent declsmn. : ‘

s 4., Establlshed by the mmutes of the court CCP §
658 . . = .

MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
. :JUDGMENT . - %

-Grounds for Motlons for New Trlal (CCP §

s -I’ : '- Insufflclent ewd,ence to justlfy the declsron

- After’ examining the entire record, the trier of fact -

~ clearly'should-have reached a different decision.

R Establlshed by the mmutes of the court CCP §
658 ’ : AR




S -Error inlaw: <
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MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
Al JUDGMENT o

.Grounds for Motlons for New Tr|aI (CCP §

\B57) . D Ty
e -Demsmn is agalnst Iaw '_ S

.« Failureto find off a material.i issue

Flndmgs are |rreconc1lable

.+ *4 Evidente is msufflcrent mlaw and W|thout confllct e e

+1nsufffcient Statement of Decrsmn Renfer V. Ska ' ‘_" ity
+-(1950) 96-Cal. App.-2d 380, 383. ST O

Motloms on the court mlqutes CCP § 658

Monons FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
. JUDGMENT - %

-Grounds for Motions for New Tr|aI (CCP §
"'657) G :-J**~

. e -
& .

L Erroneous rullngs on ewdence Rlchar'd v Scott
(1978) 79 Cal App 3d 57,63.: -

S A, Erroneous grant of nonsurt Cast'lllo V. Warren
(194:[) 44 Cal. App 2d 903 907 “

G Made on the court’s mlnutes CP § 658

10
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MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
Al JUDGMENT G

-Grounds for Motlons to Set Aslde Verdlct

. *(CCP:§ 663)

'-Incorrect or erroneous Iegal basrs for the + -;_ :" .°
- decision, not cohsistent with or.not supported
: by the. facts and thé Statement of Declsmn

. must be amended (1] corrected - :

SR Legal conclusmn that is contrary'to an express statutory

SherR. 'prowsmn Gibson v. Hammang (1904): 145 Cal. 454 456.

. = " Motion only granted where substantral rrghts of a party are e
% ,materrally affected % I

i MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
* JUDGMENT PROCEDURE -

-

'|I‘Iltla| Flllng fae ol T
- e “Notice of Intentlon” ONLY (CCP §§ 659(a),
663a(a)) |n|t|ates the procedure T :
IVIust deS|gnate grounds for the motlon i,

e
* 250 .' i

11



-Trmlng for Flllng Notice of Intention:

'--':.':--CAUTION RE: TIMING -
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MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
JUDGMENT PROCEDURE

0

Vi ‘s After the decision |s rendered and before the entry !
ofjudgment OR . '

"« Within 15 days oﬁthe date of malllng notlce of entry
; ofjudgment by the court per CCP § 664:5; OR

* Within 15 days of service of a notlce of entry of
wdgment by a party, OR: :
-+ Within 180 .days after the entry of judgment

«CCP.§ 1013 or 1010.6 does net: apply (CCP §§
659(b), 663a(c), 1013 1,010 6(a)(3)(B))

Monons FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
| [JUDGMENT PROCEDURE

-

et ‘Notlce of Entry of Judgment per CCP §
- 664.5.- - -
' -Van Beurden Ins Servs V. Customlzed
“Worldwide Weatherlns .\ enc‘ (1997) 15
Cal 4th 51." s

- Holdm‘g Duty to serve Notlce of Entry |s on ; :‘- 8,
the partles NOT THE COURT e

12
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MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE _-__7{"
e JUDGMENT PROCEDURE i
'-."...'.:°CAUTION RE:TIMING -~ . e
bt ‘Therefore, unless the proof of the couyt’

- - service of the judgment or Notice of Entry i '
.. specifically states that it is served - R

4

S ~“pursuant to court order” or. “pursuant to 5y,

. ...CCP § 664.5” or similar Ianguage, the 15 JER

.- . day deadlines for filing a'Notice of - et
-+ -+ .Intention'at CCP§ 659(a)(2)and - - -~ ~ -
ol "663a(a’)(2) DO NOT APPLY'" S

MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE ,_P;'
* " .JUDGMENT PROCEDURE .

-_f'-f:'.*'_-.-CAUTION RE: TlMING L Lodee
' . «Practical reality in CoCoCo Th&court :
“NEVER includes § 664.5 Ianguage' Thus, |t

“is. the duty of the prevallmg party to a-
lUdgment to serve NOE i

: - -"‘... AL " ‘. :._ ’

13



'.'v'WHY IS THIS SO IMPORTANT” AP
b ‘Affects deadiine to file Notice of Intentlon :

| MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE

JUDGMENT PROCEDURE

R

-The court has a jurisdictional time limit by.

“which it must fule!. CCP §§ 660(c), 663a(c)

+'75-days from malllng NOE by the court per
. CCP §664.5;

75 days from service of NOE by a party, or o, AT

LT e S dRys: after flllng of the frrst Notlce of
; Intentlon el .

MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE ,_P;'
* " .JUDGMENT PROCEDURE

4

’_°If the court doesn’t ruIe in: tlme, the
-~ Motion'is deemed demed wrthout further

P order ld

4/5/2023

14
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MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
JUDGMENT PROCEDURE

-WHY ELSE IS TIMING SO IMPORTANT"
S -Appeal deadllnes are extended' .'.
_“+General rule (R. of Ct. 8.104(a)): . i

W £ 60 days after NOE or copy of flled endorsed
: judgment served by court; B -
* ¥eo o .60 days after a party serves NOE or a copy of
St Wit _' the filed-endorsed judgment or -' 25 .
L 180 days from judgment entry

MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
© ' ;JUDGMENT PROCEDURE

-WHY ELSE IS TIMING SO IMPORTANT’?

Sois -Appeal deadllnes are extended' i

« If Motion for New Trral or to Vacate flled (R of ' |
Ct. 8. 108(b), "(c): - it

30 days after court or party serves NOE or order e

denylng the. motlon s . R R

33 30’ days after demal by operatron of Iaw or ; T
3 0 18Q days after judgment :

15
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MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
' JUDGMENT PROC.EDURE

4

= _-'WHY ELSE IS TIMING so IMPORTANT”
.‘f°THEREFORE o b e e
+The Notice of Intentlon must be trmely o

; r g order to extend: the tlme to appeal Rees v ;
rue (2020) 55 Cal App 5th 58 74 TR

! -+ -"‘... " ‘.. : "-I’

MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
©" JUDGMENT PROCEDURE " ' :

-Flllng Supportmg and Opposmg Papers
(CCP §§ 659a, 663a(d))
S -Openmg MPA + evidence, |f any, due :_I.O
v B days after fllmg Notlce of Intention; . S
o -,°0pposmg briefs + ewdence 10 days after PR
-+ - -gervice of opening papers; - Eay
e Reply tlue5 days after serwce of
W AT Oppositlon | s

~ . .
R »
: e

16
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MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
JUDGMENT PROCEDURE

-settmg the Hearing (ccp §§ 660 661 _,
2 BBBAd)) e Ry
b -'-Trlaljudge must hear motlon if avallable

e Court must set hearlng after deadllne to .
s oppose motlon clerk must notlfy judge that
- ’motion was flled and hearmg must be’ set
gt Clerk must glve at Ieast 5 days notlce of
3¢ hearlng S S %

i MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
* JUDGMENT PROCEDURE -

F'RI.IlII‘Ig on the Motlon S i
4 «Court has discretion to grant a motlon for.new S
- trial or to vacate. - SR
e On a Motron to’ Vacate, court may not reopen S

the case and consrder further ewdence ‘

Grossm’an V. Grossman (1942) 52 Cal App 2d
184 196 . ;

-

‘ e .

17
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MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/ VACATE
JUDGMENT PROGEDURE

4

_-Rullng on the Motlon e L e ; .
ity Court may: grantalternatlve rellef —
.« New Trial Motlon may change or add to statement
p of decision, modlfy the judgment in, whole orin.
part or grant a new tr|aI On Iess than all of the
|ssues' SRR R L .

M_OTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
.IUDGMENT PROCEDURE

;-Rullng on the Motlon | - P
+ e Order grantlng new trial vacates the judgment and
- returns thé case to its exact state bhefore: triall -
Bloomquist v. Haley (1928) 204 Cal.258, 261. :
L '- Order granting new, trial must state the grounds for-

. .. granting. The Order must also spemfy the reasons
.. .. -for granting. CCP'§ 657 .

4

iy s Court, not counsel, must preparethe order

-'.-,°Orderdeny|ng new trlal need notstate the reasons CCP ’
,§657 Moot GO : gl

18
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MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
' JUDGMENT PROC.EDURE =

4

_'Rullng on the Motlon SR o :

iy Motlon to vacate If granted, court must enter a
_new judgment that supersedes prior judgment

© .If that doesn’t happen, order granting motion 15::

S vaid. Dolan V. Serlor Comt (1920) 47 Cal App

G .'_i"°_-235 241 P A e SRR DR D T R

MOTIONS FOR NEW TRIAL/VACATE
" [JUDGMENT PROCEDURE * ' -

-Appeal nghts - Tyt
' ..«Order granting new frial or motlon to

- 'vacate'is appealable. Order denying new .-

t.rlal or'motion to vacate is appeala-ble from '_
the judgment CCP § 904 1(a)(4), 904 2(e)

19



MEMORANDA OF COSTS/ MOTIONS TO
s e STRIKE OR TAX . -

.'..-_-:_'.-,°Prob Code 002 CCP § 1032 1033 5 R
.. of Ct.3.1700:3.1702. .-
- «Basic civil rule: Prevailing party is entltled to S

recover costs ag a matter of right unless -

" otherwise provided, by statute.- CCP. § 1032(5)_.’ e

< Probate rule: Exactly the opposite! Court has -
. discretion to-award costs payable.by any :I?O riéy-j i,

6r -from an estate:or trust. Prob. Code §
94 9*

“ Hollaway v. Edwards (1998) 68Cal App 4th

7 MEMORANDA OF COSTS/MOTIONS TO
o STRIKEORTAX |
-CIalmlng Costs

R,

- YeUser mandatory Memorandum of Costs pgenh

~ (Summary)-(Judieial Council Form MC-10) and

..-optional Memorandum of Costs (Worksheet)

(Form MC-11) - e
. Deadlme (R..of Ct 3 1700(a)(1))

SR T 1 dzys after service of NOE -of Judgment per CCP
_ -'§664.50r: by party, (] RE _
- %180 days after entry of judgment wh|chever rs

' flrst Hles A SIS : .

4/5/2023
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(R, of Ct: 3.1700(b)(1))

4/5/2023

MEMORANDA OF COSTS/ MOTIONS TO
ot i STRIKE OR TAX |

.CIalmlng Costs .
' . Memorandum of Costs |s verlfled under penalty

e of perjury, so no, ewdence is needed to support
- claim until challenged by motlon '

_+Must list each cost individually.so that the "
_ partles and the court can evaluate aIIowabrllty
_ ' of the clalm ' P, xe

+ i

R

“_'.. T T A

;-fj MEMORANDA OF COSTS/MOTIONS TO
s+ .. STRIKEORTAX. i
-Contestlng Costs Motlon to Str|ke or Tax

“+Due 15 days after service of Memo
. +'(extended by CCP § 1013 & 1010 6(a)(4)
- -16/9/5 Rule applles g

-+ «Motion" to Strike: Entlre memo is strlcken

°Mot|on to Tax: Ind|v1dual Ime |tems are . . "
reducéd or ellmlnated W . :

21
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MEMORANDA OF COSTS/ MOTIONS TO
s e STRIKEORTAX 5

-Contestlng Costs Motlon to Strlke or Tax
(R of Ct. 3. 1700(b)(1)) S e

e Motlon to Tax must refer to each |tem
objected to by the same number and same . .
- order as claimed in the Memorandum R :
ofCt 31700(b)(2) s e T TR

+ L T

-' MEMORANDA oF COSTS/MOTIONS TO
""" .. STRIKE ORTAX &

- -AIIowabIe Costs (ccp § 1033. 5(a)) U

.. "Filing fees; depo fees; ordmary W|tness fees S

.. service of process etc. - : o
) Note re: Expert Wltness Fees

ise® Only aIIowabIe |f the expert wrtness |s ordered %
Soat pursuant to Evid. Code §.730. (EV|d Code § 733; .

"'Sanchez.v, Bay Shores Medical Group ('1999) 75 “
“ Cal. App 4th 946, 949- 950) or pursuant to-:

: '_ statutory offer to compromlse under CCP § 998

-

22
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MEMORANDA OF COSTS/ MOTIONS TO
s e STRIKE OR TAX -

-_AIIowabIe Costs (CCP § 1033.5)) .~ .
.7 ¢“Note re: Attorney Fees (CCP § 1033. 5(a)(,1.0)) s
~ 7+ Only allowable pursuant to “contract statute or law” S

b Only available by separate motlon not.inthe .
‘Memorandum, unless fees are fixed without the’ need S
4 for court determination.. R. of Ct 3. 1702(b), (e): :
*: ‘Must be flled not Iater than thé deadllne to appeal the i
judgment R. of Ct 3 1702(b)(1) Feiavey AR

PR -‘v‘. ALY

0

7 MEMORANDA oF COSTS/MOTIONS TO
. STRIKEORTAX |

.

'-Dlsallowed costs CCP § 1033 5(b)
Ml S Expert witness fees not-ordered by the court e
; postage, telephone, and photocopymg, except for i
i exhlbits transcrlpts not ordered by the court. S
SRR Example Legal research costs are not aIIowed Ladas
) Calrfornla State Auto Ass n(1993) 19 cal. App 4th
761,776, .

’-‘ .

23
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o MEMORANDA OF COSTS/MOTIONS TO
.7 STRIKEORTAX foiei
."-Dlscretlonary Costs (CCP §: 1033 5(c)(4))

" sItems not mentioned in 1033 5(a) or (b)

L . may be allowegd or denled m the court S
~ discretion. |

G -Example Medratlon fees Berkele Cement
' *inc. y.Regents of the University of ¢ ahfornla
(2019) 30 Cal App 5“1 1133 1143

;-fj MEMORANDA oF COSTS/MOTIONS TO
- .. STRIKEORTAX |

5 -General rules governmg amount to be
awarded (CCP §1033. 5(c)(1) (3)):

B .-'-Costs are aIIowabIe lf mcurred whether or not : |
i pald . _ E¥iy :
v-AIIowabIe costs must be reasonably necessary

.+ .tothe conduct of Iltrgatlon and not merely - _
Saae convenlent or beneflclal to its preparatlon FRoR

| Must be reasonable in amount

24
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MEMORANDA OF COSTS/ MOTIONS TO
e ditias STRIKE OR TAX -
;-Rullng on Motlon | - -
bt ‘Items |n the Memo that appear to be

proper is prima facie eV|dence that they

“were necessafily incurred.’ Nelson'v.
Anderson (1999) 72 Cal. App. 4th111.

If cost is eXpresst permltted by § i s,
:1033.5(a), burden is on: the moving: party to i
- -~ .show that they are not properly chargeable ik
; ~orare unreasonable; Id L

R

7 MEMORANDA oF COSTS/MOTIONS TO
. STRIKEORTAX. |

e -Rullng on Motlon et e Al
e ltems in the Memo that appear to be proper |s S
- prima facie evidence that they were ' T
.-necessarily’ mcurred Nelson'v. Anderson
(1999) 72 Cal. App 4th i RO :
«Court must first determlne whether the statute
= expressly allows the item and whether it
Zih j' appears proper on its face. WhatIe-Mlllerv it
w2 Cooer,(2013) 212 Cal App 4th 1103 1113

R,

25
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o MEMORANDA OF COSTS/MOTIONS TO
.. STRIKEORTAX |

-Rulmg on Motlon b -
*Burden of proof shlfts to party clalmmg
o ,costs where. the item js prOperIy objected i
" to." When the'party offers no proof of costs
-+ - beyond the.Memo, the trial court has:. .5 s
-1 discretion to disallow the costs. Lewy V.
... Toyota,Motor Sales Inc (1992)4Ca| App
= "4“‘ 807 816 L 2

R

;-fj MEMORANDA oF COSTS/MOTIONS TO
- .. STRIKEORTAX |

- -Entry of Costs on Judgment g

S Ordrnarlly, court will enter a nunc pro tum;

s -j - judgment that: mcludes the amounts of cos‘ts :
o -"awarded either after the time to move to strlke o
NI | taxexpires, ot after the court rules on a

o '-motlon R. of Ct. 3. 1700(b)(4) et
.. Costs awards are entltled toa drrect appeal
CCP § 904 1(a)(2) - :

R,

26
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Darth Maul, Esg. (SBN K2SO)
LAW OFFICE OF DARTH MAUL
1 Sith Road

Death Valley, CA 94553

(925) 555-5555 | Fax (925) 555-5555
DMaul@thisisntrealeither.com

Attorneys for BEN SOLO
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF CONTRA COSTA

In re the Case No.: P74-00001

DARTH VADER REVOCABLE LIVING
TRUST. NOTICE OF INTENTION TO MOVE FOR
NEW TRIAL [TO VACATE AND ENTER
NEW AND DIFFERENT JUDGMENT]

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that BEN SOLO intends to move this court, at a time and
place to be set by the court, to vacate and set aside the decision of the court rendered in favor of
LUKE SKYWALKER and against BEN SOLO, and the judgment entered on that decision and
to grant BEN SOLO a new trial on the following grounds:

1. Irregularity in the proceedings of the court prevented BEN SOLO from having a
fair trial as shown by the declarations of Darth Maul and Bib Fortuna;

2. The evidence is insufficient to justify the decision as shown by the minutes of the
court;

3. There was an error in law, occurring at trial and excepted to by the moving party,

as shown by the minutes of the court.
This motion is also based on a memorandum to be served and filed hereafter.

Date:

DARTH MAUL, ESQ.
Attorneys for BEN SOLO
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