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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 1 

COUNTY OF VENTURA 2 

Case Name: Richard H. Vane v. Ojai Valley Sanitary District 3 

Case Number:  4 

MOTION TO PRESERVE ORIGINAL FILING DATE 5 

I. INTRODUCTION 6 

Plaintiff Richard H. Vane respectfully requests that this Court preserve the original filing 7 

date of December 3, 2024, for the complaint submitted in this matter. The original complaint 8 

was rejected due to formatting issues, and a corrected version has since been resubmitted. 9 

Preserving the original filing date is necessary to avoid prejudice and ensure compliance with 10 

statutory deadlines. 11 

 12 

II. BACKGROUND 13 

1. On December 3, 2024, Plaintiff filed the complaint via drop box at the Ventura 14 

Superior Court. The filing was date-stamped as received on that date. 15 

2. On December 7, 2024, Plaintiff received by mail a rejection notice from the court, 16 

dated December 4, 2024, which cited formatting issues.: 17 

o Print the complaint on standard letter-size paper, single sided, double spaced. 18 

o Place Plaintiff’s name, address, and phone number in the upper-right corner of 19 

the complaint. 20 

o Include a summons for filing and issuance. 21 

3. On December 9, 2024, Plaintiff resubmitted the corrected complaint electronically, as 22 

the court had transitioned to electronic filing. The submission was categorized as a 23 

"Civil Petition – Other" due to the unavailability of the proper "Complaint" 24 

designation in the electronic filing system dropdown menu. 25 

4. On December 12, 2024, Plaintiff was informed that the complaint was rejected again 26 

because: 27 
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o The filing type did not match the document as a "Complaint." 1 

o The Civil Case Cover Sheet was non-searchable. 2 

o Plaintiff’s information needed to be moved to the top-left corner of the page. 3 

Despite these minor procedural issues, the content of the complaint remained unchanged, and 4 

the corrections were promptly addressed.  5 
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 1 

III. ARGUMENT 2 

1. Good Cause for Relief: Under California Code of Civil Procedure § 473(b), the 3 

Court may grant relief for procedural errors if they were made in good faith and 4 

without prejudice to the opposing party. The rejection was based solely on formatting 5 

issues, and Plaintiff promptly corrected the errors upon notification. 6 

2. Substantive Compliance: The original complaint was complete and compliant in 7 

substance, meeting all statutory and procedural requirements apart from the minor 8 

formatting issues. 9 

3. Preservation of Plaintiff’s Rights: Maintaining the original filing date is essential to 10 

preserve Plaintiff’s rights under applicable statutes of limitation and procedural 11 

deadlines. Refusing to do so would unfairly prejudice Plaintiff due to non-substantive 12 

clerical matters. 13 

4. Precedent for Preserving Filing Dates: Courts routinely recognize the original filing 14 

date when procedural corrections are made promptly, and the initial filing evidences 15 

good faith. This approach ensures fairness and access to justice. 16 

 17 

IV. RELIEF REQUESTED 18 

For the reasons stated, Plaintiff respectfully requests that this Court: 19 

1. Recognize December 3, 2024, as the filing date for Plaintiff’s complaint. 20 

2. Accept the corrected complaint filed contemporaneously with this motion. 21 

 22 

V. EXHIBITS 23 

• Exhibit A: First Page of Original Complaint, (Date-stamped December 3, 2024). 24 

• Exhibit B: Rejection Notice Dated December 4, 2024, (Received December 7, 2024). 25 

• Exhibit C: Rejection Notice Dated December 12, 2024. 26 
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• Exhibit D: Chat Transcript with Journal Technologies Regarding Filing Issues. 1 

• Exhibit E: Declaration from Plaintiff Summarizing Communications and Corrections. 2 

 3 

VI. CONCLUSION 4 

Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court grant this motion to preserve the original filing 5 

date of December 3, 2024, to ensure compliance with statutory deadlines and prevent undue 6 

prejudice.  As outlined in Plaintiff’s Declaration (Exhibit E), the original filing date of 7 

December 3, 2024, should be preserved because the procedural errors were non-substantive 8 

and promptly corrected. 9 

Dated: December 12, 2024 10 

Respectfully submitted, 11 

Richard H. Vane 12 

 13 

/s/ Richard H. Vane 14 

 15 

30 La Cumbra St. 16 

Oak View, CA  93022 17 

805-300-3563 18 

info@vane.us 19 

  20 
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Exhibit A: First page of original complaint (date-stamped December 3, 2024) 1 
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Exhibit B: Rejection notice dated December 4, 2024 received December 7, 2024 1 
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Exhibit C: Rejection notice dated December 12, 2024 1 
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Exhibit D: Chat transcript with Journal Technologies regarding filing issues December 12, 1 

2024  2 
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Exhibit E: Declaration from Plaintiff summarizing communications and corrections.  1 
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