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JOHN ZRYD, ESQ. #292562
LAW OFFICES OF JOHN ZRYD, ESQ.

ELECTRONICALLY FILED

Superior Court of Califomia,

402 West Broadway, Suite 400 County of San Diege
San Diego, California 92101 03/01/2023 at 12:04:00 PM
Telephone: (619) 955-0241 Clerk of the Superior Court
Facsimile: (619) 274-8187 By E- Filing, Deputy Clerk
Attorney for Plaintiff, Salam Razuki
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO - CENTRAL
SALAM RAZUKI, ) Case No.: 37-2018-00034229-CU-BC-CTL
)
.. )
Plaintiff, ) DECLARATION OF ATTORNEY JOHN
s, ) ZRYD IN OPPOSITION TO CBDCA,
g INC’S EX-PARTE REQUEST TO
) DISTRIBUTE FUNDS OR SET A
NINUS MALAN, et. al., ) HEARING ON DISTRIBUTION
)
Defendants. )
) DATE: March 2, 2023
) TIME: 8:30a.m.
) DEPT: 67
AND RELATED COMPLAINT-IN- ) JUDGE: Hon. Eddie Sturgeon
INTERVENTION AND CROSS- )
COMPLAINTS g
)
)

basis.

I, John Zryd, declare as follows:
1.
this declaration, and can competently testify to such facts if called upon to do so.
2.

the attorney of record for the Plaintiff, Salam Razuki.

3.

Unless stated otherwise, I have personal knowledge of all facts set forth within

I am an attorney duly admitted to practice law in the State of California and am

DISTRIBUTE FUNDS AT TRIAL

This Court should not distribute the funds being held in this matter on an ex parte
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4. There is no emergency per California Rules of Court 3.1202(c). CBDCA does not
outline any immediate danger if an order is not granted. Nor do they state any irreparable harm
as required under the code.

5. There is currently a case status conference set in this matter on April 14, 2023. At
that time the Court should set a hearing date and/or trial on this issue. This would serve the dual
purposes of judicial economy and conservation of resources.

6. Distributing hundreds of thousands of dollars on ex parte basis deprives the other
parties to this action of due process. The moving party calendared this motion on February 7,
2023 but did not notice the other parties until February 28, 2023. This provides the moving party
approximately 3 weeks to review and prepare their arguments as compared to 48 hours for the
responding parties. This difference in preparation time creates an unfair detriment to the
responding parties not contemplated by the rules of practice and procedure.

7. While the issue at hand may have been partially briefed before, ruling on an ex
parte basis removes counsel’s ability to review their arguments and thoroughly prepare.

8. As this Court is aware this case has many moving parts and numerous parties with
varying interests in the funds at issue. There are numerous allegations of malfeasance against
CBDCA which the parties should be provided the opportunity to present at trial. The Court will
undoubtedly benefit from a presentation of the complete evidence before awarding any
significant funds.

CONCLUSION

0. Deny the ex parte request.

10. Distribute the funds at trial.

I declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of California, that the foregoing is

true and correct.

Dated: March 1, 2023 LAW OFFICES OF JOHN ZRYD, ESQ.

/s/ John Zryd
John Zryd, Esq.
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