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\.frc W . CAUSE INCLUDING:

1.) ONGOING OBSTRUCTIONS AND DELAYS BY DEFENDANTS
INCLUDING “"COUNTY OF ORANGE, OC SHERIFF, COUNTY OF
RIVERSIDE, et al”

2.) OBSTRUCTIONS-DEPRIVATION OF MEDICAL CARE SERVICES
BY DEFENDANTS INCLUDING COUNTY OF ORANGE, OC
SHERIFF, COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, et al

3.) OBSTRUCTIONS-DEPRIVATION OF MEDICAL CARE SERVICES
BY DEFENDANTS' ASSOCIATES/DIVISIONS INCLUDING
MEDICAL-HEALTHCARE OPTIONS-CAL OPTIMA-COMMUNITY
CARE-PROVIDENCE,etc (COUNTY OF ORANGE, OC SHERIFF,
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, et al)-

[QLQEI:Q_AQ:PERMANENT INJURIES OF RIGHT ARM/HAND/THUMB,
SPINE, SPINE COMPRESSION, LOWER/MID BACK, EDEMA,
THYROID NODULE DISABILITIES, DR APPOINTMENTS, DEADLINE
CONFLICTS,DAILY OBSTRUCTIONS/INTERFERENCE ETC.o _()n\-fmi
ADDITIONAL MEDICAL RECORDS and
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&CCQ»—FVARIOUS DOCTOR-SPINE SURGEON-PHYSICAL THERAPY-
MRI-LAB{ONGOING APPOINTMENTS.
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DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

Plaintiff hereby requests a jury trial op all issues raised in t4fis complaint.
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VERIFICATION

FORM No. 2

Verification of Pleading (Code Civ. Proc., § 446)
Declaration under Penalty of Perjury Form (Code Civ. Proc., §§ 446, 2015.5)

bV Partv

CASE TITLE

, declare:

(Name)

4
M~

I am the

(l’M&t_in the above-entitled matter.

L / IcLy
I have read the foregoing
(pleading, e.g., complaint) and know the contents thereof.

The same is true of my own knowledge, except as to those matters which are
therein stated on information and belief, and, as to those matters, I believe it to be true.

Executed or h M, 202{;atN de?d[t@@d\

Ly County, California.

I declare (or certify) under penalty of perjury thaf the foregoing is true arjdorrect.

__/ |_(Signature of Party) ’

4§
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Counsel of Record hereby certifies that pursuant to Rule 8.204(c)(1) or 8.360(b)(1)

of the California Rules of Court, the enclosed brief ofed' a‘"’tﬂrh' QQ}I ‘ws produced
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words, whicn 1s less than he total words permitted by the rules of court. Counsel relies
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF ORANGE

Central Justice Center
700 W. Civic Center Drive
Santa Ana, CA 92702

SHORT TITLE: Lopez vs. County of Orange

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING/ELECTRONIC
SERVICE

CASE NUMBER:

30-2024-01437412-CU-PO-CJC

I certify that I am not a party to this cause. I certify that a true copy of the above Minute Order dated 11/05/24, Request to
File New Litigation by Vexatious Litigant - Denied filed 11/05/2024 dated 11/05/24, Order to File New Litigation by
Vexatious Litigant - Denied filed 11/05/2024 dated 11/05/24, Request to Waive Court Fees Denied as Moot dated 11/05/24
has been placed for collection and mailing so as to cause it to be mailed in a sealed envelope with postage fully prepaid
pursuant to standard court practice and addressed as indicated below. This certification occurred at Santa Ana, California

on 11/5/24. Following standard court practice the mailing will occur at Sacramento, California on 11/6/24.

Document received by the CA Supreme Court.

ARTHUR LOPEZ
P.O. BOX 13081
NEWPORT BEACH, CA 92658
A
Clerk of the Court, by: ‘
, Deputy
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING/ELECTRONIC SERVICE
V3 1013a (Juse 2004) Code of Civ. Procedure , § CCP1013(a)

1.939829. 2 of 49



Public Information Officer

(213) 894-4465
ciaran.mcevoy@usdoj.gov
K Kimberly Edds

Director of Public Affairs

Office: 714-347-
8405, Cell: 714-504-1917

media@ocdapa.org

THE UNITED STATES

DEPARTM EN'I:/)) USTICE

United States Attorney Martin Estrada
Central District of California

Orange County Supervisor Agrees to Plead Guilty to
Bribery Conspiracy Involving $10 Million in COVID Relief
Funds
OC Supervisor Andrew Do Admits Receiving More Than
$550,000 in Bribe Payments from Funds Meant to Be
Used to Provide Meals to Elderly

SANTA ANA, California — The District One Supervisor on the
Orange County Board of Supervisors has agreed to plead
guilty to a felony federal charge for accepting more than
$550,000 in bribes for directing and voting in favor of more
than $10 million in COVID funds to a charity affiliated with one

https://orangecountyda.org/press/orange-county-superviso...ibery-conspiracy-involving-10-million-in-covid-relief-funds/
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of his daughters, Rhiannon Do, the Justice Department
announced today.

Andrew Hoang Do, 62, agreed to plead guilty to one count of
conspiracy to commit bribery concerning programs receiving
federal funds. His plea agreement and information were filed
today. He is expected to make his initial appearance in United
States District Court in Santa Ana later this month.

Do is one of five supervisors on the Orange County Board of
Supervisors, which is responsible for the county’s $9 billion
annual budget. As a county supervisor, Do represents the
cities of Cypress, Fountain Valley, Garden Grove, Huntington
Beach, La Palma, Los Alamitos, Midway City, Rossmoor, Seal
Beach, and Westminster. He has served as a county
supervisor since February 2015.

As part of his plea agreement, Do admitted that in exchange
for more than $550,000 in bribes, beginning in 2020, he
voted in favor of and directed millions of dollars in COVID-
related funds to Viet America Society (VAS), a charity
affiliated with his daughter. Do directed and worked together
with other county employees to approve contracts with — and
payments to — VAS. Do further admitted he acted corruptly
and abused his position of trust as a county supervisor.

“By putting his own interests over those of his constituents,
the defendant sold his high office and betrayed the public's
trust,” said United States Attorney Martin Estrada. "Even
worse, the money he misappropriated and accepted as bribe
payments was taken from those most in need - older adults

https://orangecountyda.org/press/orange-county-superviso...ibery-conspiracy-involving-10-million-in-covid-relief-funds/
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and disabled residents. Our community deserved much
better. Corruption has no place in our politics and my office
will continue to hold accountable officials who cheat the
public.”

“While millions of Americans were dying from COVID-19,
Orange County Supervisor Andrew Do was the fox in the hen
house personified, raiding millions in federal pandemic relief
funds and orchestrating the money intended to feed elderly
and ailing residents to instead fill the pockets of insiders,
himself and his loved ones all while portraying a public
persona of a hometown hero guiding his constituents through
the uncertainty and fear of a global pandemic,” said Orange
County District Attorney Todd Spitzer. “No one is above the
law in Orange County and these charges should serve as a
powerful warning to elected officials everywhere that actions
have consequences and justice will be swift and it will be
decisive.”

“Elected officials have a responsibility to implement programs
and policy that will benefit all the people they serve. Their role
is not to squander money, solicit bribes, or to steer funds to
organizations or persons, wherein a coordinated effort allows
those funds to make their way to family members or friends,”
said Akil Davis, the Assistant Director in Charge of the FBI's
Los Angeles Field Office. “Today’s plea is another exclamation
point to the FBI's commitment to ensuring that all local, state,
or federal elected and appointed public officials perform their
duties with honesty, integrity, and commitment to all the
constituents they serve.”

https://orangecountyda.org/press/orange-county-superviso...ibery-conspiracy-involving-10-million-in-covid-relief-funds/
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Shortly after receiving the COVID-related public funds from
the county government - funds that were intended to provide
meals to the elderly — VAS from April 2021 to February 2024
paid a business identified in court documents as “Company
#1" $100,000 or more per month, which totaled
approximately $3,804,000. In September 2021, VAS
increased its payments to Company #1 from $100,000 to
$108,000 per month. Company #1 then began paying
Rhiannon Do — Do's daughter — $8,000 per month, totaling by
February 2024 approximately $224,000.

In his plea agreement, Do admitted that in addition to the
$8,000 monthly payments that Company #1 had made to Do's
daughter, in July 2023, Company #1 also transferred a total of
$381,500 from the funds it had received from VAS to an
escrow company. In July 2023, Do's daughter used the
escrow account funds to purchase a home, in her name, in
Tustin for $1,035,000. As part of that transaction, a mortgage
for more than $600,000 was obtained by a loan application
that contained false information and with fabricated
documents. In her related diversion agreement attached as an
exhibit to Do’s plea agreement, Do's daughter admitted her
conduct was criminal and violated federal and state law.

Do also admitted that the $381,500 from Company #1 that his
daughter had used to purchase the Tustin house in 2023 was
a disguised bribe to him. He also admitted that an additional
$100,000 in payments sent to his other daughter, including
three $25,000 checks from Company #2 — an air conditioning
company that had been paid by VAS - also were bribes to
him.

https://orangecountyda.org/press/orange-county-superviso...ibery-conspiracy-involving-10-million-in-covid-relief-funds/
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Some of the bribe funds that had been funneled to his
daughters were spent for his direct benefit. For example,
during 2022, a total of $14,849 of funds that had been
funneled to Do’'s daughters was used to make property tax
payments for properties in Orange County owned by Do and
his wife. Approximately $15,000 was used to pay for one of
Do's credit card bills.

Do knew that VAS was not providing all the meals for which
the county had paid VAS. Instead, much of the funds were
used for the benefit of insiders, including to buy real estate in
the name of both Do’s daughter and Company #1, bribe
payments to both of Do’s daughters, payments to other
conspirators, payments to other companies affiliated with
VAS's listed officers, and through hundreds of thousands of
dollars in cash withdrawals.

“Mr. Do had a duty to act in the best interest of the citizens of
Orange County. He neglected that duty and misused the
financial system to enrich himself," said Special

Agent in Charge Ryan Korner with the Federal Deposit
Insurance Corp. Office of Inspector General. “Public
corruption degrades the public’s confidence in our political
system, and FDIC OIG is proud to work alongside our law
enforcement partners to identify and hold accountable
individuals who abuse public service for private gain.”

"Andrew Do was entrusted to ensure taxpayer dollars were
used responsibly and for the purposes intended,” said Special
Agent in Charge Tyler Hatcher, IRS Criminal Investigation, Los
Angeles Field Office. “Instead, when his constituents

https://orangecountyda.org/press/orange-county-superviso...ibery-conspiracy-involving-10-million-in-covid-relief-funds/
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depended on COVID relief programs, Mr. Do exploited his
position on the Orange County Board of Supervisors not only
to influence channeling of funds to the Viet America Society,
but also to accept bribes that were used to purchase a home,
pay property taxes, and even to pay fictitious incomes to
family members. Combating public corruption is one of the
most important roles federal law enforcement agencies play
in our local communities, and we are proud to be a partner
during this investigation.”

“"Today's actions shows that this elected official used his
position of trust for personal gain. He didn’t think he would
get caught. He was wrong,” said Adam Shanedling, Special
Agent in Charge of the U.S. Department of Education Office of
Inspector General's Western Regional Office. “The OIG is
proud to have been a part of the task force that investigated
this matter and we'll continue to work with our law
enforcement partners to help safeguard the integrity of
federal funds.”

The plea agreement requires Do to forfeit any assets
connected to the bribery scheme, including the Tustin
property his daughter purchased in 2023. As part of his
daughter’s related diversion agreement, she also agreed to
forfeit the Tustin property. The plea agreement requires Do to
pay full restitution by paying back the bribe money he and his
daughters received, which he has agreed to pay in full before
he is sentenced. In August 2022, the government seized more
than $2.4 million from VAS’s and Company #1's bank
accounts.

https://orangecountyda.org/press/orange-county-superviso...ibery-conspiracy-involving-10-million-in-covid-relief-funds/
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In a related agreement with the Orange County District
Attorney's Office (OCDA), attached as an exhibit to Do's plea
agreement, Do has agreed to immediately resign from the
Orange County Board of Supervisors and to forfeit any
pension credit for the time where he participated in the
bribery conspiracy.

Once Do enters his guilty plea, he will face a statutory
maximum sentence of five years in federal prison.

The FBI; the Orange County District Attorney's Office Bureau
of Investigation; the Federal Deposit Insurance Corp. Office of
the Inspector General; IRS Criminal Investigation; and the
United States Department of Education Office of the
Inspector General investigated this matter.

This matter is being jointly prosecuted by the United States
Attorney's Office and OCDA. The prosecution is being led by
Assistant United States Attorneys Charles E. Pell, Bradley E.
Marrett, and Tara Vavere of the United States Attorney's
Office and Senior Deputy District Attorney Avery T. Harrison
and Deputy District Attorneys Anthony J. Schlehner and L.J.
Berger of the OCDA.

Any member of the public who has information related to this
or any other public corruption matter in Orange County is
encouraged to send information to the FBI's email tip line at
https:/[tips.fbi.gov and/or to contact the FBI's Los Angeles
Field Office at (310) 477-6565.

Click here for Full Press Release.
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Court of Appeal, Fourth Appellate District, Division Three
Brandon L. Henson, Clerk/Executive Officer
Electronically FILED on 11/21/2024 by M. Castaneda, Deputy Clerk

IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOURTH APPELLATE DISTRICT

DIVISION THREE

ARTHUR LOPEZ,

Petitioner,

V. G064899

THE SUPERIOR COURT OF (Super. Ct. No. 30-2024-
ORANGE COUNTY, 01437412)

Respondent; ORDER
COUNTY OF ORANGE et al.,

Real Party In Interest.

Petitioner Arthur Lopez is a vexatious litigant subject to a
prefiling order. (See Code Civ. Proc., § 391.7.)! Vexatious litigants must
obtain permission to file “new litigation” in propria persona from the
“presiding justice or presiding judge” of the court in which it is proposed to be

filed. Permission shall be granted only if the presiding justice or presiding

Document received by the CA Supreme Court.

judge determines that the proposed litigation has merit and is not being filed

1 All subsequent unspecified statutory references are to the Code of
Civil Procedure.



to harass or delay. (§ 391.7, subd. (b).) The vexatious litigant statutes apply
to writ petitions filed in the Court of Appeal. (In re Kinney (2011) 201
Cal.App.4th 951, 958))

The vexatious litigant must support the request to file new
litigation by providing “facts and legal authority telling the court with
specificity why [the proposed litigation] has merit.” (In re R.H. (2009) 170
Cal.App.4th 678, 708, disapproved on other grounds in John v. Superior
Court (2016) 63 Cal.4th 91.) An initial determination of “merit” under section
391.7, subdivision (b), does not mean the vexatious litigant will ultimately
prevail. (Kobayasht v. Superior Court (2009) 175 Cal.App.4th 536, 541
[standard for assessing merit of proposed appeal is “the simple showing of an
arguable issue™].)

On November 5, 2024, petitioner (without the assistance of
counsel) filed a request to file a new civil lawsuit and submitted a proposed
complaint to the superior court. The same day, the court denied the request:
“The proposed pleading fails to meet the requirements of [section] 391.7,
subdivision (b).”

On November 18, 2024, petitioner (again, without the assistance
of counsel) filed a request in this court to file a writ petition challenging the
denial of his request to file new litigation in the superior court. (See In re

Marriage of Deal (2022) 80 Cal.App.5th 71, 78-79 [trial court order denying
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permission to file new litigation is not appealable].) The request indicates
there is merit to the petition because, in petitioner’s view, he has been
targeted by government officials on account of his race, ethnicity, gender, and
religion. Petitioner disclaims an intent to harass or cause delay. Instead,
petitioner asserts each of the seven causes of action in his proposed complaint
are “actionable.”

Petitioner seeks to sue the County of Orange, Orange County
Fire Authority, and several individuals employed as firemen/paramedics.
Petitioner’s proposed complaint seeks recovery for: (1) violations of the
Government Claims Act, Gov. Code, § 810 et seq.; (2) deprivation of civil
rights, 42 U.S.C. § 1983, 1985; (3) infliction of emotional distress; (4) fraud;
(5) negligence; (6) Americans with Disabilities Act violations, 42 U.S.C. 12101
et seq.; and (7) Unruh Act violations, Civ. Code, § 51.

The alleged factual basis for petitioner’s proposed lawsuit? On
October 7, 2023, petitioner was parked in Costa Mesa. An individual not
affiliated with any of the proposed defendants allegedly hit petitioner’s
vehicle. A passenger from the offending vehicle allegedly battered and
physically restrained petitioner in an attempt to prevent petitioner from
documenting the incident. Petitioner drove himself to the hospital and
checked in with hospital staff. But, as he was not immediately attended to by

medical personnel, petitioner decided to wait in his car rather than in the
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waiting room. When petitioner was not provided with sufficiently prompt
assistance by hospital staff, petitioner phoned the paramedics, asking them
to respond to the hospital parking lot to provide petitioner medical services
and facilitate his admission to the emergency room. Paramedics refused to
provide medical services and assistance to petitioner outside the emergency
room. Instead, paramedics were allegedly hostile, telling petitioner to “shut
up.”

Petitioner seeks more than $3 million for his alleged injuries
caused by the alleged actions and omissions of the potential defendants.
Petitioner attributes his alleged ill-usage to his race, ethnicity, gender,
religion, and disabilities. Petitioner links the events specifically at issue in
this proposed complaint with other perceived abuses suffered by the
community at large.

“The prefiling order component of the vexatious litigant statute
is a necessary method of curbing those for whom litigation has become a
game.” [Citation.] It does not deny the vexatious litigant access to the courts,
but operates to preclude meritless litigation and the attendant expenditure of
resources.” (In re Nat. Gas Antitrust Cases (2006) 137 Cal. App. 4th 387, 394.)

There is no potential merit to this petition, which has all the

hallmarks of an abusive lawsuit filed for the purposes of harassment.

Petitioner’s request for permission to file the petition is DENIED. This
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proceeding is DISMISSED. (§ 391.7, subd. (¢).) The application for a fee

waiver 1s DENIED as moot.

Oleary, P.J.
OLEARY, P. J.
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Court of Appeal, Fourth Appellate District, Division Three
Brandon L. Henson, Clerk/Executive Officer
Electronically FILED on 11/21/2024 by Amy Garza, Deputy Clerk

IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOURTH APPELLATE DISTRICT

DIVISION THREE

ARTHUR LOPEZ,

Petitioner,

V. G064900

THE SUPERIOR COURT OF (Super. Ct. No. 30-2024-
ORANGE COUNTY, 01437412)

Respondent; ORDER
COUNTY OF ORANGE et al.,

Real Party In Interest.

This submission duplicates identical filings in case number
G064899. For all the reasons stated in this court’s order in G064899,
petitioner’s request for permission to file the petition is DENIED. This
proceeding is DISMISSED. (§ 391.7, subd. (¢).) The application for a fee

waiver 1s DENIED as moot.
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Oleary, P.J.
OLEARY, P. J.




