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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of California grants in part an attorney’s
motion to withdraw from representing individual and corporate defendants. The court finds the
withdrawal justified and allows counsel to terminate representation after 30 days so the corporate
defendant can obtain substitute counsel.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Attorney for defendants Christopher Gitre and Relief Consultants,
LLC moved for leave to withdraw as counsel.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unknown

TOPICS

civil procedure motions to dismiss

PRACTICE AREAS

civil procedure legal ethics and attorney withdrawal

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the attorney's motion to withdraw as counsel should be granted under the applicable local rule
and withdrawal factors.

2. What period should be allowed for the corporate defendant to obtain substitute counsel before
withdrawal becomes effective.



HOLDINGS

1. The court granted counsel leave to withdraw because the motion satisfied the service requirements and
the reasons for withdrawal were reasonable, with minimal prejudice to other litigants, no net harm to the
administration of justice, and no significant delay.

2. Relief Consultants, LLC may not defend itself without counsel, so counsel's withdrawal could not
become effective until the defendants had 30 days to secure new representation.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“An attorney may not withdraw as counsel except by leave of court.” (1)

“So corporate defendant Relief Consultants cannot defend itself without counsel.” (2)

“Riznyk must instead give defendants 30 days to secure new representation.” (2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Attorney Riznyk sought to withdraw from representing Christopher Gitre and Relief Consultants, LLC based on
irreconcilable differences, hostility, and disagreements over legal strategy and advice. Riznyk served the
withdrawal request on both defendants and the pro se adverse party and filed a declaration concerning service.
Because Relief Consultants, LLC is a corporation that cannot appear in federal court without counsel, the court
found that additional time was necessary to avoid prejudice.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The attorney representing individual defendant Christopher Gitre and corporate defendant Relief Consultants,
LLC filed a motion to withdraw, supported by a declaration and proof of service. The district court granted the
motion in part and required counsel to remain as counsel of record for 30 days so the defendants could obtain
substitute counsel.
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