Pleading Wizard

AJ VEBERVAN pro se

IN THE SUPERI OR COURT FOR THE STATE OF CALI FORNI A FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

STEVEN ROVBOM ) Case No.: No. SC092414
Pl aintiff, )
vs. ) MOTI ON FOR CHANGE OF VENUE

AJ VEEBERVAN, MARK LEVY, JEW SH DEFENSE )

ORGANI ZATI ON, )

Def endant )
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1. Defendant AJ Webernman requests that this action be transferred to the Kings County

Suprene Court which is located in Brooklyn, New York, part of Defendants' and

Plaintiff's city of residence. Defendant and Plaintiff [ive and work in New York City.

Al'l of the events giving rise to the claimoccurred in NYC. A substantial part of

Plaintiff's nor Defendants assets cannot be said to be situated in California. Clearly

Plaintiff has initiated its action in an inproper venue. Plaintiff has a substantia

presence in the NYC area. Defendant is an individual with no presence in California.

The conveni ence that a change of venue woul d accord Defendant far outwei ghs the | esser

i nconveni ence that such change would present to Plaintiff as the |ibel proceeding and

judgnment first originated in New York City. The CCP 492.020 states (a) “Upon the

filing of the conplaint or at any tinme thereafter, the plaintiff my apply pursuant to

this chapter for a right to attach order and a wit of attachnent by filing an

application for the order and wit with the court in which the action is brought.” The

intention here is to define the just venue to litigate a conplaint — that venue being

the court in which the action was brought. There is nothing stopping Ranbam from

enforcing his judgnment in that court. The California Gvil Code Section 1710. 35

states “Except as otherwi se provided in this chapter, a judgnent entered pursuant to

this chapter shall have the sane effect as an original noney judgnent of the court and

may be enforced or satisfied in |ike manner. California courts provide that judgnments
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filed pursuant to the Acts are enforceable in the same manner as judgnents in the

court where filed.” This inplies that justice is not always served when one state

enforces the laws of another with differing statutes.

2. SECTION 1292-1293.2 California Cvil Code states “1292. Except as ot herw se

provided in this article, any petition made prior to the commencenent of arbitration

shall be filed in a court having jurisdiction in:

(a) The county where the agreenent is to be performed or was nade.

(b) If the agreenent does not specify a county where the agreenent

is to be perfornmed and the agreenent was not nade in any county in this state, the

county where any party to the court proceeding resides or has a place of business.

3. Steve Ranbam and Al an Weberman are both residents of New York State and do busi ness

for New York State. The address listed on Rambanis website palloriumcomis Post

O fice Box 155 M dwood Station, Brooklyn, N. Y. Alan Wberman |ives at 345 East 94th

Street NYC

4. California jurisdiction inposes an unfair burden on defendant. Al an Weberman is

unable to afford an attorney in California which would be approxi mately $5000 ret ai ner

and an additional $10,000 for an appeal although ny attorney in New York, M chae

Drobi naire, of Brooklyn, New York, is willing represent ne for a nom nal fee should

the case be transferred to Kings County. By keeping this action in California |I am
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ef fectively being deprived of counsel

5. Even if | continued to go pro se the cost of traveling to California would be $500

airfare plus at |east $200 a night for a hotel. Additionally | do not possess a

driver’s license and the cost of a taxi would be an additional burden. | am an

i ndi gent defendant with a bank bal ance of approximately $500 and am at a great |ega

di sadvantage as a pro se defendant, especially in California.

6. By effectively depriving nme of the right to counsel this court would be in

viol ation of “CALI FORNI A CONSTI TUTI ON ARTI CLE 1 DECLARATION OF RIGHTS SEC. 2. (a)

Every person may freely speak, wite and publish his or her sentinents on al

subj ects, being responsible for the abuse of this right. Alaw may not restrain or

abridge liberty of speech or press” unless this court |abors under the del usion that

this is just a run of the mll action to recover part of a judgnent, rather than a

transparent attenpt to violate ny constitutional rights of Free Speech and Free Press

t hrough col l ection | aw.

7. The sister state law was fornmul ated to prevent debtors from avoi ding collection by

noving to another state. This is a msuse of the sister state judgnent |aw as | have

not noved to California, nor has Ranbam The law is being m sused to nake it

i npossible for nme to defend nyself since the action is on the other side of the United

St at es.
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8. The venue of Beverly HIls was cherry picked by the Judgnent Creditor as

there exists a certain aninpbsity to garbologists in Beverly Hlls California and A J.

Weberman is the inventor of garbol ogy. Garbology is the science of the study of fanous

people’s trash and Beverly Hills enjoys the reputation of being the hone to many

celebrities. A. J. Weberman is cited in California v G eenwood SUPREME COURT OF THE

UNI TED STATES No. 86-684 1988. SCT. 2069 , 486 U.S. 35, 108 S. C. 1625, 100 L. Ed. 2d

30, 56 U . S.L.W 4409 May 16, 1988 wherein garbol ogy was | egalized.

9. Based upon all of the foregoing and the overwhel mi ng evidentiary show ng nade,

Def endant respectfully requests that the Court grant its notion to change the tria

venue and to deternmine that this action be disnm ssed and tried in a venue where both

parties reside.

Dated this 6th day of April, 2007

AJ WEBERMAN pro se

http://acidtrip.com/venue.htm (5 of 5) [4/23/2007 1:51:56 PM]



	acidtrip.com
	Pleading Wizard


