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UNTTED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

January 2014‘Grand‘Jury

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plalntlff,

V.

'ASHOT SANAMIAN; ~~

DAVID GARRISON,

ELZA BUDAGOVA, . -

- THEODORE CHANGKI YOON;
. PHIC LIM,

and

| eERRY TAN NGUYEN,

pefendants.

"CR No. 11-922(B)-DDP

_____ &

{21.°U.8, C _§ 846« Consplracy to
‘Distribute Controlled

‘)——Substances**18“U—S“C**§—I349““——

. Conspiracy to Commit Health Care
Fraud; 31 U.S.C. § 5324 {a) (3):
Structuring Financial
Transactions,,ls U.8.C. . .
§ 1957 (a): Transactlonal Money '
Laundering; 18 U.S.C. § 2: :
Aiding and Abetting and- Causing
an Act to Be Done; and 21 U.S.C.
§ 853, 18 U.8.C. § 981(a) (1) (C);
28 U.8.¢C. § 2461(c);-18 U,8.C.

§ 982; 31 U.S.C, § 5317:
Forfeiture]

Tndictment:

The Grand Jury charges:

GENERAL- ALLEGATTIONS

The Cllnlc and its Operatlons

At all times relevant to this Second Supersgeding

1. Co—Consplrators Mike Mikaelian (“Mikaelian”), and
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{Angellka Sanamian (“Angelika Sanamian”), and others operated a
purported medical e¢linic that did buginess, at different times,
at the follow1ng locationsg: 2120 West 8th Street, Los Angeles,
California; 5250 Santa Monica Boulevard, Los Angeles,
California; and 13746 Victory Boulevard #106, Van Nuys,
California, eech within the Central District of California -
'(hereinafter; collectively referred to as the “Clinie”) .

2. The Clinic functioned es a “preecriptien mill” that
generated prescriptione for Oxycentin.that'the'Clinic’s
purported “patients” did not need'end submitted claime to
Medicare and Med1 Cal for eerv1ces that were medlcally
unnecesgary, not ordered by a doctor and/or not performed

3. The Clinic used patient recruiters, or “Cappers,” who

?other “patlente”'to the Cllnlc (the “recru1ted patlents") in
exchange for “cash’ or other 1nducements . -

14. At the Cllnlc, the recrulted patlents were . routlnely
:1seued a prescrlptlon fox 90 pllls of 0xyCont1n BDmg etrength

5, For many Medlcare and Medi- Cal patlente, the CllnlC
ialse ordered unneceeeery medical tests, such as nerve conduction
velocity (“NCV”) studies,; electrocardiograms, ultrasounds, and
-spirometry (a type df pulmonary‘test). Some of the tests were
performed; others were not. The Clinic further created
falsified medical paperwerk for Medicare and Medi-Cal petieHES‘
to provide a false appearance of legitimacy for the Clinic, its
OxyContin prescriptions, and itsAbillings to Medicare and Medi—
Cal,

6. Through a company called A & A -Billing Services

2

tbrought Medlcare beneflclarlee, Medl Cal beneflclarles,taqdi.. -
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("A & A"), owned by defendant ASHOT SANAMIAN and operated by co-
conspirator Angelika Sénamian, the Clinic billed Medicare Part B
and/or Medi-Cal for unnecessary office visits‘and tests, and for
tests and procgdﬁres that were not ordered by a doctor and/or
not performed as represented in the claims submitted to Medicare
and Medi-Cal. |

7. After the OxyContin prescriptions were ilgsued,

"Runners” employed by the Clinic either took the recruited

'patients, or only the prescriptions and related documentation,

to pharmacies, including pharmacies owned and/or operated by

‘defendants THEODORE!CHANGKI YOON’{“YOON”I,‘PHIC:LIMV(“LIM"),
algo known as (“aka”) “PK,” PERRY TAN NGUYEN (“NQUYEN”), and co-
Iconsplrators Theana Khou (“Khou”) and Matthew Cho (“Cho”),

VWthh fllled the prescrlptlons The Runners, rather than the .

patlents, took the OxyContln and dellvered 1t to co- consplrator

Mikaelian, who then sold 1t on the Etreets.

. 8. For patlents who had Medlcare prescrlptlon drug

‘coverage (Medicare Part D), the. pharmacies that ‘digpenged the

fOxyContln elther billed the patient’s prescrlptlon drug plan

(“PDP") for the OxyContln prescriptions they fllled or were pald
in cash by the Runners and did not bill the PDP.

9. The Clinic also generated OxyContin prescriptions in

‘the names of individuals who never visited the Clinic or had

visited the Clinie once in the past. In these instances, using
falgifled patient authorization forms Runners took the
prescriptions for these “patients” to the pharmacies and paid
the pharmacies in cash for the OxyContin, which they then

delivered to co-congpirator Mikaelian for resale on the streets.

3
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10. During the Clinic’s operation, it diverted morerthan
13,000 bottles of OxyContin. Because the Clinic almost
exclusively prescribed 90 Quantity pill bottles, more thap i.l
million OxyContin pills were diverted during the course of the
consplracy descrlbed hereln

11. During this same tlme period, the Clinic and its
doctors fraudulently bllled Medicare approximately $4.6 million
for medical services and fraudulently billed Medi-Cal
appreximately $1.6 ﬁillipn for guch services. Medicare Part B
'paid approximately $473,595.23 on thoge claims and Medi-Cal peid
epproximately $546,551.00 on those claimg, In addition,
Medicare Part D aﬁd Medicare:PDPs paid approximately $2.7
miliion.for OxyContin preseribed by the Clinic and its doctors.
12, Defendants LIM and NGUYEN together W1th co—,k } ‘
:eonsplrator Khou, structured the dep051ts of caeh generated from"
1the eale of OxyContln prescrlbed by the7011n1e end its dectore
\into;their bankvaccoente,byqdepositingmtgeigash in,emgunte“qﬁ;
$iO'Odalor leee tO'evede"benE'tepettieg;tequirements‘fer | N
'transactlons over $10 000. |

13. Co- consplratore Mlkaellan-and Angellka Sanamian used
cagh proceeds of the conspiracy to gamble at casinos, to
purchase luxury goods, iﬁcluding automobiles and jewelry, and to
buy OxyCentin,

Defendantg andrTheir Co-Congpirators

1l4. Co-conspirator Mikaelian was the administrator of the
Clinic and sold the OxyContin obtained via prescriptions issued
{at the Clinic on the streets.

15. Co-consplrator Angelika Sanamian was the manager of

4
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the Clinic, as well as the contact person and billef for
Medicare and Medi-Cal claims at the Clinic.

16. Defendant ASEOT SANAMIAN was é_co~ownef and CEC of A &
A and was also a Runner for the Clinie.

17. Co-congpirator Eleanor Santiago, MD (“*Santiago”) was a
medical doctor, licensed to practice medicine in California and
 authorized to prescribe Schedule II narcotic drugs, who worked
at the dlinic throughout ity operation. Co-conspiraﬁor Santiago
was the Medical Director of the Clinic.

18, Co- consplrator Dr. H (“Dz. H”).was a medical doctor,
-llcensed to practlce medlclne 1n Callfornla and authorized to
prescribe Schedule IT narcotic drugs, who worked at the Clinic
from in or about late 2008 through in‘or about August 2010,

19, Defendant DAVID GARRISON (“GARRISON”) wasg. a

:CliniC'from approximately the summer'ofrzoosluntll thg Cl;n;c
,closed 1n or about August 2010 P 7.;,' , l¥””",;'- _
: 20. Co- consplrator Julle Shlshalovsky (“Shlshalovsky")
'Workedﬁat the CllnlC as a medical a851stant, receptionist, and .
ofﬁice manager Erom thé fall Of 2008 untilithe Clinic closed in.
or about August 2010. |

él.' Defendant ELZA BUDAGOVA (“BUDAGOVA") was a medical
assistant at the Clinic from in or about December 2008 until the
Clinic cloéed.in or about August 2010. While at the Clinic,
defendant BUDAGOVA acted as én unlicensed Physician;s Aséistant
and created medical files for patients purportedly seen by a
dbctor or a physician's'assistant at the Clinic.

22. Co~Conspirator‘Lilit Mekteryan (“Mekteryan’) was an

5
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'thSlClan g a581stant ;;censed 1n Callfornla, who worked at the;

4
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i |jultrasound technician who worked at.the Clinic from

2 || eapproximately January 2009 through approximately August 2009.
3 23, Co—Conspifators Edgar Hovannisyan (“Hovannisyan”),

4 {{Keith pullam, aka “Keith Pulman,” aka “KMAC” (“Pullam”), and

5 || Miran Derderian (“"Derderian”) were Rummers for the Clinic during

6 || the Clinic’s operation.

7 24. Co-conspirators David Smith, aka “Green Eyes”
g [l ("8mith”), Pullam, and Rosa Garcia Suarez, aka “Maria”
g (|- (*Suarez’), were Cappers who'recruited patients for the Clinic

10 || during the Clinic’s operation.
110 - 25, Defendant YOON wag a pharmacigt, licensed in
12 | California to lawfully dispense prescribéd Schedule II narcotic.

13 || drugs., Defendant YOON wasg the part-owner, officer, operator of,

'14 ,and/or licensed pharma01st at Gemmel Pharmacy, Inc., 1ncluding

b ! 7
15 | (1) Gemmel Pharmacy of Cucamonga, located 1n Rancho Cucamonga

16 ‘Cal;fcrnia; (2) Gemmel Pharmacy of Ontarlo, located ln Ontarlo,
17 :Caliﬁornia; (3) Gemmel Pharmacy Rancho located in Ranchof

18| Cucamonga; Callfornla; (4) East L. A Health Pharmacy (“East

19 f[L.A.%), located in Los Angeles, Callfornla,'and (5) B&B Pharmacy"
2o‘ﬂ(“B&B”), located in Bellflower, Callfornla-(collectlvely the 7
21 §{ "Gemmel Pharmacies?”) . -Defendant YOON also owned and opefated
22 Better Value Pharmacy (“Better Value"), located in West-Covina

23 [ california, and Better Care Pharmacy (“Better Cate”}, located in
24 || Van Nuys, California. Defendant YOON filled and caused ta be

25 [ £illed prescrlptlons from the Clinic at the Gemmel Pharmacies,
26 || Better Value Pharmacy, and Better Care Pharmacy starting in or
2% aboutrJuly 2009. Defendant YOON contrelled a bankraccount

28 l ending in 5701 at Nara Bank, a domestic financlal ingtitution

&
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(*Nara Account 17}, from which he withdrew proceeds derived from

the gale of OxyContin and transferred them into a Gemmel

Pharmacy; Tne. bank account ending in 5471 at Wilshire State
Benk, a domestic finencial institution (“WilShire Account 17).
26. Defendant LIM was a pharmacist, licensed in California
to lawfully dispense prescribed Schedule II narcotic drugs.
Defendant LIM wag the part—OWner, officer, operator of, and/or
licensed phanmacist at the Gemmel Pharmacies, from which
defendant LIM filled and caused to be filled breecriptions from
the Clinie, startlng in or about July 20092,
| : 27. Defendant LIM and co- consplrator Khou were the owners
land operators of Huntington Pharmacy, located in San Marino, |

'California. Defendant.LIM~filled and caused to be filled

?or about July 2009 Defendant LIM and _co- conaplrator Khou
 ma1nta1ned control over accounts at Chase Bank a domestlc
;flnanclal 1nst1tutlon,ﬁend1ng in 0725 (“Chase Account 1”)L”8303_
;(“Chase Account 2”); and 2674 (“Chase Account 3”), and at HSBC.
'Bank, a domestlc finan01al 1nst1tut10n, endlng 1n 0993'(“HSBC
Account "), 1nto whlch defendant LIM and co- consplrator Khou
dep051ted proceeds from the Sale ‘of OxyContln

28. " Co-conspirator Cho was a pharmacist, licensed in

Califofnia to lawfullyAdispense prescribed Schedule IT narcotic
drugs., Co- consplrator Cho was the part -owner, offlcer operator
‘of, and/or licensed pharmac1st at the Gemmel Pharmacles, from
which Cho filled and caused to-be filled pregcriptions from the
Clinic, starting'in or about July 20089.

29. Defendant NGUYEN was a pharmacist, licensed in

7

‘prescrlptlons from the Cllnlc at . Huntlngton Pharmacy startlng 1n_;_{
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California to lawfully dispense prescribed Schedule IT narcotic
druga. Defendant NGUYEN owned and operated St. Paul’s Pharmacy
(*St. Paul’s”), located in Huntington Park, California, from
which defendant NGUYEN filled and caused to be £illed
prescriptions from the Clinic, starting in or about Decewmber
2008, DefendantrNGUYEN controlled bank accountg at Bank of
Amarica, a domestic financial institution, ending in 1213 (“Bank
of America Account 17) and 1025 (“Bank of-Amexica Account 27),
into which defendant NGUYEN deposited proceeds_from'the sale of
OxyContin.

'30. Co-Conspirator Tran was a pharmacist, licensed in

Callfornla to lawfully dlspense prescrlbed Schedule IT narcotic

rugs Co- Consplrator Tran owned and opexrated Mission Pharmacy
(“Mlsslon"), located 1n Panorama Clty and Fountain VallEYlA_H"rﬂ,!f
-Callfornla, from whlch Tran filled and caused to be fllled'
prescrlptlonS'fromithe Clinie,. startlng ln or about August 2008.

OxyContln and CURES Data ’ _'._V 'i, n L

31.; OxyContln wag a brand name’ for the generic.drug
'oxyoodoneﬁ & ScheduleuII narootlc drugﬁ and,was manufactured by
furdue Pharma L;f; (“Purdue”) in Connéoticutr . |
_ 32. Purdue manufaotured OxyContln in a controlled release
pill form in 10mg, 15mg, 20mg, 30mg, 40mg, 60mg,.80mg, and 160mg
doges. The 80mg pill was one of the stronéest strength,of
OxyContin produced 1n presoriptlon form for the relevant perlod

33, The digpensing of all Schedule IT narcotic drugs was
monitoﬁed by law enforcement through the Controlled Substance
fUtilization Review & Evaluation System (“CURES”). Pharmacies

ﬂdispensing Schedule.II narcotic druga were required to gelf-

8
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report when such drugs were dispensed.

34. Based on CURES data, from in or about August 2008 to
in or about August 2010, purported medical professionals working
‘at the Clinic prescribed OxyContin over 13,000 times,
aﬁproximately 99% of which wére for 80mg doses.

35, During this same time peribd, co-conspirator Santiago
Jprescribed oxyContin more than 6,151 reported timeé, and co-

gongpirator Dr. H prescribed OxyContin more than 2,301 reported

times.

i '35. Based on CURES data, from in or about August 2008 to
in or about Augustrzoiot the Gemmel Pharmagles, Better Value - |
'fharmacy, BetterrCare Pharmacy, Huntington Pharmacy, St. Paul g
jPharmacy, and Mission Pﬁarmacy (collectively,Athe “Subject

Pharmac1es"} dlspensed more. than 9, 706 of. the Cllnic doctors'

_reported prescrlptlons for OxyContln or approxlmately 749 of

‘the total number of prescrlptlons 1ssued from the Cllnlc The'
Clinic prescrlptlons made up approx1mately 51/ of the Subject

’lPharma01es’ 80mg OxyContin sales o i _

‘The Medlcare Program

37.‘ Medlcare wag a federal health care beneflt program,.
aifecting commerce, that prov1ded_benef1ts to persong who were
over the age of 65 or dipabled. Medicare was administered by

‘the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services (“CMS”); a

federal agency under the United States Department of Health and

Human Services (“HHS") .. Tndividuals who received benefits under‘

Medicare were referred to as Medicare whaneficiaries.”

Medicare Part B

38. Medicare Part B covered, among other things, medically

18
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submit claims to Medicare, certifying that the information on

Medlcare beneflclary

lallowed amount for physmclan eervicee and outpatlent teste .. The

remalnlng 20% was-a co- payment for Wthh the Medlcare

necegsary physician services and medically necessary outpatient
tegts ordered by a physician,

39, .Health care providere},including doctors and clinics,
could receive direct reimbureementrfrom Medicare by applying to
Medicare and receiving a Medicare provider number. By signing
the provider application, the doctor agreed ho abide by_Medicare
rules and regulations, including the Anti-Kickback Statute (42
U.S.C. § 1320a-7b(b}), which prohibits the knowing and willful
payment of remuneration for the referfal of Medicare patients,

40, To obtain payment for Part B-services, an enrolled

physician or clinic, using its Medicare provider number, would

the claim form was truthful and accurate and‘that the gervices

prov1ded were reasonable and neceeeary to. the health of the

41, MediCare Part’B generally paid 80% of the Medicare

beneflclary or a secondary insurer was respon81ble

Medlcare Part D

42. Medicare Part D provided coverage for outpatient
prescription drugs throughIqualified-private insurance piane
that receive reimbursement from Medicare. - Beneficiaries
enrolled under Medicare Part B could obtain Part D benefits by
enrciling with any one cf many cqualified PDPs. | |

43, Po cbtain payment fer prescription drugs provided ﬁo
such Medicare beneficiaries, pharmacies would submit their

c¢laims for payment to the beneficiary’s PDP. The beneficiary

10-
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would be responsible for any deductible or co-paywent required

under his PDP.

44. Medicare PDPs, including those offered by

UnitedHealthcare Insurance Company, Health Net Life Insurance

Insurance Company, are health care benefit programs, affecting

commerce, under which outpatient prescription drugs are provided

ro Medicare beneficiaries.

45. Medicare PDPs commonly provided plan participants with
identification cards for use in obtaining prescription drugs.

The Medi-Cal Program

46. MediéCal wag a health care benefit program, affecting

commerce, that provided reimbursement for medically necessary

for Medl Cal was shared betWeen the federal government and the

‘Gtate of Callfornla
47. he Callfornla Department of Health Care Serv1ces .
i(“CAL DHCS”) admlnletered the Medi-Cal program - CAL-DHCS
.authorlzed prov1der partlclpatlon determlned beneflclary
ellglblllty;'lseued Medl—Cal cards to beneficiaries, and
‘promulgated regulations for the administration of the program.
48. TIndividuals who qualified for Medi-Cal benefits were
referred to as “beneficiaries.” o
49, Med1 Cal relmbursed phy3101ans and other health care
providers for medically necessary treatment and serv1cee
rendered to Medi-Cal beneficiaries.

50. Health care providers, including doctors and

pharmacies, could receive direct reimbursement from Medi-Cal by

11
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Comparny, Anthem Insurance Companies, and Unicare Life andiHealth'

14-.health care. serv1ces to 1nd1gent persons in Californla _ Funding 1
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applying to Medi-Cal and receiving a Medi-Cal provider number.

51. To obtain bayment for serviceg, an enrolled provider,
using its unique providér number, would submit claims to Madi-
cal certifying that the information on the claim form was

truthful and accurate and that the services provided were

reagonable and necessary to the health of the Medi-Cal
beneficidry.l
52, Medi—Cal'prbvided cbverage_for the cost of some

prescription drugs,_but.Medi—Cal required preauthorization in
order to péy'for oxycodéne;

_ 53, Medi-Cal provided covefage ﬁor.medidally necessary
ultrasound tests orderedlby a physician, but it would not pay
separately for both an upper extremity study (ultrasound) and a
lover extremity study (ultrasound) perfomed on the sane day.
_K/{_m ,.l__‘;ri:,_.:_-; _  i 'f 7i.;:‘ S . R -
e | -
117,

12
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COUNT ONE
[21 U.8.C., § 846]
54. The Grand Jury hereby repeats and re-alleges
paragraphs 1 through 53 of this Second Superseding Indictment,
ag though fully set forth herein.

A. OBJECT OF THE CONSPIRACY

55, Beginning in or about August 2008, and continuing
until in or about August 2010, within the Central District of
Callfornia and elsewhere, defendants ASHOT SANAMIAN, GARRISON,
BUDAGOVA, YOON, LIM, and NGUYEN, along with co- consplratore
Mikaelian, Angelike ganamian, Santiago, Dr. H,'Hovannisyanﬁ
Pullaﬁ, Derderian, Khou, Cho, Tran, end Smith, and others known
and unknown to the Grand Jury, consplred and agreed with each

other to knowingly and intentlonally dletrlbute and divert

'out81de the course of ueual medlcal practlce and for no -
1eglt1mate medlcal purpoee, 1n vlolatlon of 21 U S

i§§ 841(a)(1 and’ 841(b) )

B, _MEANS BY WHICH THE OBJECT OF THE CONSPIRACY WAS TO BE

ACCCMPLISHED

56. The object of the congpiracy: was to be aecompliehed in
substance as eet'forth in paragraphs 1-13 above and as follows:
a. Co-congpirators Pullam, Suarez, Smith and other
Cappers, would recruit Medicare and Medi-Cal beneflciarlee and
other individuals to go to the Clinic by promlsee of cash, free
medical care, or medications, and other inducements.
[ ' b. Once the recruitee patients were-at.the Clinic,

co-congpirators Pullam, Suaresz, Smith, and others would instruct

13




10

11
12
13

14

47

18

13

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

Case 2:11-cr-00922-FMQO  Document 650 Filed 05/08/14 Page 14 of 53 Page ID #:6

the patients to sign intake forms provided at the Clinic and
indicate that they suffered from various medical ailments. In

many cases, the recruited patients would sign such forme without

completing them.

c. Tn some cases, the recruited patients would gign

forms authorizing'thé Clinic to obtain prescribed medications
from phagmacies for them and to do so withou; their presence.
Cd. After a recruited Medicare or Medi-Cal patiént
gigned the forms, defendants GARRISON and BUDAGOVA, togethex .
with c6>con5pirators Santiago, Dr. H, or another individual
working at the Clinig, WOuld‘méet b;iefly with ;hé patient and
igsue a prescription for 96 pills of OxyContin Bbmg strength,

regardless of the patlent’s medlcal condltlon or history.

| .. e. - pefendants GARRISON BUDAVOGA and co-

15:fconsp1rators Santlago and Dr. H would wrlte medlcal notes in the’

16,7recru1ted patlents’ medlcal files 1nd1cat1ng that. the recrulted

defendants then well knew, there was no medical nece851ty
justlfylng the use of OxyContln by these recrulted patlents

r. Defendants GARRISON, BUDAGOVA, and co-
conspirators- Santiago and Dr. o, would_also write and/or sign
pregcriptions for Ochontin For recruited patients who did not
have Medicare or Medi-Cal doveragé (“cash patiehﬁs”) and for

patients who nevex actually vigited the Clinic or had not .

visited the Cllnlc on the dates recorded in the medical records,
in some cases pre-signing such prescriptions. In some

instances, the cash patients were individuals whose identities
had been_stolen.

14

D23

patlents requlred OxyContln for paln, when 1n fact -as these : o
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g. Defendants GARRISON, BUDAGOVA, and co-
gongpirators Santlago and Dr. H, would also write and/or sign
medical notes 1ndlcat1ng that cagh patients had been examined at
the Clinic and regquired OxyContin for medical treatment, when in
fact, as defendants GARRISON, BUDAGOVA, and co-conspirators
Santiago and Dr. H, then well.knew, the patients had not been
seen at the Clinic on the date written in the medical notes

and/or there was no medical basis supporting the prescriptions

of OxyContin for theee individuals.

h. On many occasiong, one or more unknown co-
consplrators would forge cash patlents' 51gnatures on forms

authorizing the Clinic to obtain prescrlbed medications from

'pharmac1es for them, without their presence, or forge
_147;documentatlon 1ndlcat1ng when the patlent had been seen by a

1lcensed medlcal profe551ona1 These forms were malntalned in

the cash patlent flles at the Cllnlc

;i. : Defendants ASHGT SANAMIAN and co- consplrators

T

_Hovannlsyan, Pullam, Derderlan, and other Runnersg, would take

recrulted patients and 51gned authorlzatlon forms, along w1th

the OxyContin prescrlptlons, to the Subject Pharmacies as well

ag other pharmacies.

. Defendants YOON, LIM, NGUYEN, co-conspirators
Cho, Tran, and others known and unknown to the Grand Jury, would
dispense or cause to be dispensed the OkyContin to defendant
ASHOT SANAMIAN, co-conspirators Héﬁaﬁnisyan,‘Dérderian, and
other Runners, or to the recruited patients, who’Would in turn

give the OxyContin to the Rumners.

k. For cash patients, patients who had Medi-Cal

15
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only, and, in many instances, patients who had Medicare Part D
coverage, defendant ASHOT SANAMIAN, co-~consplirators Hovannisyan,
Derderian, and other Runners would pay the Subject Pharmacies
the retail price of the OxyContin, approximately $900-31300 per
prescription in cash, For gome Medicare Part D patients,
pharmacists dispensed the OxyContin, including defendants YOON,
LIM, NGUYEN and co-conspirator Cho, and the Subject Pharma01ee
bllled_the patients’ PDP. For those patlents, defendant ASHQT
SANAMIAN, co-conspirators Hovannisyan, Derderian, and the cther

Runners would eithexr pay the co-payment amount or obtain the

OxyContln without charge

1 Clinic employees, including co-conspirators
Mikaelian and Angelika Sanamian were alsp prescribed OxyContin

by the Cllnic 8 doctore and theee preecrlptlone were., filled by

'paylng cash at the Subject Pharma01es _' 7ff'_'__] L

m., However, to conceal the full extent of thelr
;OxyContln salee, the Subject Pharma01ee would not always blll
'the PDP and would not- report all the OxyContln prescrlptlons

igsued by the CllnlC to CURES

n.: Once the OxyContin was dlspeneed defendants
ASHOT SANAMIAN, YOON, co-conspirators Derderian, Hovannisyan,
pullam, and others known and unknown to the CGrand Jury would

give the OxyContin to co-conspirator Mikaelian.

o. Co-congpirator Mikeelian and others known and
unknown to the Grand Jury would then sell the OxyContin for

between approximately $23 and $27 per pill.

p. To'dispoee of, cash proceeds generated from the

saleg of OxyContiﬁ without drawing scrutiny, defendant YOON

16 .
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OxyContln

deposited and caused to be deposited proceeds from the sales of
OxyContin into bank accounts in amounts less than $10,000 and,
for at least one account then transferred the money into a
Gemmel Pharmacy, Inc. bank account at a different bank.

q. To dispose of cash proceeds generated from the
proceeds of OxyContin without drawing scrutiny, defendant LIM,

co-conapirator Khou, and defendanf NGUYEN, would structure

'depositsrof'éash proceeds from the sale of OxyContin by

regularly depositing the cash proceeds in amountg of 510,000 or

legs to evade bank reporting requirements,

r. . Co-congpirators Mikaelian and-Angelika'Sanamian

‘would use proceeds from the-séle of OxyContih to gamble at

.caginog, to purchase automobiles and jewelry, and to buy more

. OVERT ACTS

57.' In furtherance of the con5p1racy, and to accompllsh

LIM, and NGUYEN, along Wlth co- consplrators Mlkaellan, Angelika

‘Sanamian, Santlago; Dz, H; Derderlan, Hovannlsyan, Pullam, Cho,

Khou, Tran, and Smith, together with others known and unknown to

the Grand Jury, committed and willfully caused others to commit
the following overt acts, among otherse, in the Central District
of California and-elseWhere;-

Co- COnsplrator Mikaelian

Overt Act No. 1: On orx about November 2, 2009, co-

conspirator Mikaelian knowingly diverted and sold 17 bottles of
OxyContin 80mg (approximately 1530 pills) to a confidential
government informant (“CIL-17). '

17
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‘Overt Act No. 2: On or about December 10, 2009, co-

congpilrator Mikaelian knowingly diverted and sold five bottles

of OxyContin 80mg (approximately 450 pills) to CI-1.

Overt Act No., 3:

congpirator Mikaelian
into slot machines at
California.

Overt Act No. 4:

conspirator Mikaelian

2009, co-

On or about December 5,
inserted approximately $31,300 in cash
San Manuel Bingo & Casino in Highlahd,
on or about January 18, 2010, co-

inserted approximately $33,400 in cash

San. Manuel Bingo & Casino in Highland,

into slot machines at

California.

2010, co-

Overt Act No. 5:‘fOn ot about February 10,

congpirator Mikaelian inserted approximately-$24,820 in cash

Anto sglot maghines at.San;Manuel Bingo & Casino in Highland,.

-ééliforniar‘ ' B "‘ .f, ;1'" , “:. ",:<-

'Co—CthPirator Angelika‘SanamIan

Overt Act No. 6: On ‘or about November 21, 2008 (. €on

conSplrator Angellka Sanamlan obtalned a Cllﬂlc prescrlptlon for

90 pills of OxyContln 8¢ mg on that prescrlptlon

Qvert Act No. 7: On or about April 4, 2009, co-congpirator

Angelika Sanamlan obtained a Clinic prescription for OxyContin

for herself and caused Mission Phatrmacy to dispense 90 pills of

[OxyContin 80 mg on that prescription.

On or about February 10, 2010, co-

Overt Act No. 8:
lconspirator Angelika Sanamian ingerted approximately $11,000 in
cagh into slot machines at San Manuel Bingo & Casino in

Highland, California.

18
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Overt Act No. 9: On or about February 26, 2010, co-

[ conspirator Angelika ganamian lnserted approximately $50,540 in
cash into slot machines at Wynn'Las Vegas in Las Vegas, Nevada.

DEFENDANT ASHOT SANAMIAN

Overt Act No. 10: On’or about Juné 16, 2009, defendant

ASHOT SANAMTAN obtained 90 pills of OxyContin 80mg from Pacific
side Pharmacy, in Huntingtom Beach, California, in the name of

recruited patient A.D.

Overt Act No. 11; On or about June 16, 2009, defendant

ASHOT SANAMIAN obtained 90 pills of OxyContin 80mg from Med
_Center Pharmacy, in Van Nuys, California, - in the name of
recruited patient D.A.

Overt Act No. 12: On or about September 18, 2009,

,defendant ASHOT SANAMIAN‘pald approximately $1 290 to Colonlal
Pharmacy for 90 pllle labeled OxyContln BOmg in the name of

‘recruited patlent.J.T

o Overt Act No 13 . On or about September is, 2009,~

'defendant ASHOT: SANAMIAN obtalned 90 pills labeled OxyContln
'80mg_from Huntington Pharmacy'ln'San MarlnoL Callfornla, 1n_the
name of recrulted patient D.O.

overt Act No. 14: On or about September 18, 2009,

defendant ASHOT SANAMIAN obtained 90 pills of OxyContin 80mg

from Huntington Pharmacy, San Marino, california, in the name of

recruited patient A4,

Co-Congplrator Santiago

r Overt Act No. 15: On or about December 16, 2008, co-

conspirator Santiago issued a prescription for 90 pills of

OxyContin 80mg in the name of recruited patient R.H.

19
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overt Act No. 16: On or about March 26, 2009, co-’

conspirator Santiago allowed a prescription for 90 pills of

OxyContin 80mg in the name of recruited patient A.A. to be
iggued in co—conspiratdr Santiago’s name and thereafter signed
the patient’s chart.

DEFENDANT GARRISON

Overt Act No. 17: On or about March 3, 2009, defendant

GARRISON wrote medical notes in co-congpirator Derderian’s
medical chart and prescribed, under co-conspirator Santiago’s

prescription, 90 pills of_OxyContin 80mg in co—conspirator

Derderian’s name.

Overt Act No. 18: On or about March 26, 2009, defendant

GARRISON wrote medical'ndtes in recruited patient A.A.'8 medical

chart and prescrlbed under co- con9p1rator Santlago 8

'prescrlptlon, 90 pllla of OxyContln BOmg in the name of . ;T

recru1ted.patlent~A.A.

Qvert Act No. 19: On ‘or about May. 18,.2009, defendant.

GARRISON wrote medlcal notes in recruited patlent R, H.'s medlcal"

‘chart and prescrlbed under co- consplrator Santlago s

prescrlptlon, 90, plllS of nyContln gomg in the name of

recruited patient R.H.

Overt Act No. 20: On or about August 3, 2009, defendant

GARRISON wrote medical notes in recruited patient V.F.’s medical

.chart and prescribed,'under co-conspirator Santiago's‘

prescription, 90 pills of OxyContin 80mg in the name of

recruited patient V.F.

Overt Act No. 21: On or about January 13, 2010, defendant

CGARRISON saw recruited patient C.P. and prescribed, under a

20
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Clinic doctor’s prescription, 90 pills of OxyContin 80mg in the
name of recruited patient C.P.

Co-Congpirateor Dr. H

Overt Act No, 22: On or about April 16, 2009, co-

consplrator Dr. H igsued a prescription of 90 pills of OxyContin

SOmg in the name of recruited patlent G. G

Overt Act No. 23: On or about June 23, 2009, co-

conspirator Dr. H imssued a prescription oF 90 pills of OxyContin
g0mg in the name of recruited patient G.G.

Overt Act No. 24: On or about July 14, 2003, co-

dongpirator Dr. H issued a.prescription of 90 pills of OxyContin

'BOmg-in the name of recruited patient G.G. -

Co—Conepirator Hovannigyan

Overt Act No 25 ' On oL about September 28 2009 CQf
consplrator Hovannlsyan picked up - OxyContln at MlSSiOH Pharmacy
and dellvered the OxyContln to co- consplrator Mlkaellan |

: Overt Act No 26: On or about September 28 2009 _co-

consplrator Hovannleyan plcked up OxyContln at Avalon Pharmacy
in Wilmington, Callfornla, and dellvered the OxyContln to co-
conspirator Mikaelian.

overt Act No. 27: On or about October 26, 2003, co-

conspirator Hovannisyan picked up OxyContin dispensed in the
names of recruited Clinic patieﬁts at Better Value Pharmacy, in
iWwest Covina, California, and delivered the OxyContin to co-

‘conspirator Mikaeliamn.

Overt Act No. 28: ©On a date unknown, but between in and

about September 2008, and in and about May 2009, co-Congpirator

Hovannigyan accompanied recruited patients to a pharmacy in

21
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order to obtain OxyContin.

Co-Conspirator Derderian

Overt Act No. 29: On a date unknown, but between in or

about Septeﬁber 2008, and in or about May 2009, co—conspirator
Dexrderian accompanied recruited patients to a pharmacy in order
to obtain OxyContin.

Co-Congpirator Pullam

overt Act No. 30: On or about December‘si 2008, co-

conspirator Pullam obtained a prescription in his own name for
930 pills of OxyContin 80mg,from'couconspirator7Santiago.

Overt Act No. 31: On or about January 7, 2009, co-

'con5p1rator Pullam obtalned a prescrlptlon in his own name for

90 pllls of OxyContln BOmg strength from cor consplrator

_Santiago
Overt Act No - 32: on or about Jaﬂuary 13, 2010 co-

conspirator Pullam pald recruited patlent C. P $300 for 90 plllS

of OxyContln BDmg

Co—Conspirator Smith .

overt Act No. 33: On or about January 13, 2010, coF

con8p1rator Smith offered to pay recruited patient C.P. §500 to
obtain a prescription for OxyContin uging patient C.P.'s

Medlcare Part D coverage.

Qvert Act No. 34: On or about January 13, 2010, co-

conspirator Smith wrote “back pain”’ on recruited patient C.P. 'y

medical intake form at the Clinic,

Overt Act No. 35: On ox about June 18, 2008, co-

conspirator Smith offered to pay recruited patient E.D, $30 to

22
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go to the clinic and receive a prescription for OxyContin.

Overt Act No. 36: On or about December 16, 2008, co-

conspilrator Smith offered to pay recruited patient R.H. between

$50 and $100 to go to the Clinic and recelve a prescription for

OxyContin.

HDEFENDANT BUDAGOVA

Overt Act Nos. 37—41: On or about July 6, 2009, August 5,

2009, September 1, 2005, September 29, 2009, and October 18,

2009, defendant BUDAGOVA wrote fabrlcated 1nformatlon 1n

vrecruited patient L.H.’s medical chart.

Overt Act Nos. 42-43: On or about Aptil 6, 2009, and

August 20, 2609, defendant BUDAGOVA wrote fabricated information

in,recruited patient R.H."s medical chart.

Overt Act Nos 44 46 ) On or about June 16 2009 July“27

'2009, and August 24 2009 defendant BUDAGOVA wrote fabrlcated

_1nformatlon in recrulted patient G.M.'8 medlcal chart.

October:13, 2009 defendant BUDAGOVA wrote fabrlcated

jinformation in=recru1ted‘patlent E.D.’e medlcal chart.

DEFENDANT YOON

overt Act No. 49: On or about June 28, 2009, defendant

YOON dispensed or caused to be dispensed 90 pills of OxyContin

gomg in the name of recruited patient G.G.

Oovert Act No. 50: Between on or about June 30, 2009, and .

on or about October 19, 2003, defendant YOON dispensed or caused

to be dispensed five bottles of 90 pills each of OxyContin 80mg

to co-conspirator Mikaelian.

Overt Act No. 51: Between on or about August 30, 2009, and

23
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on or about September 17, 2009, defendant YOON dispensed or
caused to be dispensed three bottles of 90 pills each of

oxyContin 80mg to co-conspirator Smith.

Overt Act No. 52: Between on or about September 18, 2009,

and on or about December 23, 2003, defendant YOON dispensed or
caused to be dispensed four bottles of 920 pills eacb of

OxyContin 80mg in the name of recrulted patient E.D.

Overt Act No, 53: On or about November 11, 2009, defendant
YOON knowingly dispensged or cauged to be dispensed 90 pills each

of OxyContin 80mg to co-congpirator Mekteryan,

Overt Act No. 54: On or_about'N0vember 12, 2009, defendant

YOON dispensed or caused to be dispensed 30 pills each of

OxyContin 80mg to co-conspirator Hovannisgyan.

Overt Act NOw,SS? On or about,geptember 14, 2009,
:defendant YOON Wiotenohegk,nnmber_iooog_payable to Gemmel
:Pharmacy,_Inc. ‘in the amount of $28,000 from Nara Account 1.

‘Overt Act ng_ss;_ On or about September 14 2009

Ldefendant YOON depoelted or caueed to be deposited check number
10004 payable to-GemmelrEharmaoy, Inc. in the amount of $28 000_
from Nara Account 1 into Wilshire Account 1.

Oovert Act No. 57: On or about September 22, 2009,

defendant YOON wrote check numbex 16001 payable to Gemmel

Pharmacy, Inc. in the amount of 314, 000 From Nara Account 1.

Overt Act ‘No. 58: On or about September 22, 2009 defendant
YOON deposited or caused to be deposited check number 10001
payable to Gemmel Pharmacy, Inc. in the amount of $14,000 from

Nara Accaunt 1 into Wilshire ACCount 1

Overt Act No., 59: On ox about October 22 2009, defendant

24




10

1l

© 12

13

- 14 | ce

15
16

17

18

19
20
21

.22

23

24
25
26
27

28

YOON wrote check number 10005 payable to Gemmel Pharmacy, Inc,

in the amount of $17,000 from Nara Account 1.

Overt Act No. 60:- On oxr about October 23, 2009, defendant

YOON deposited or caused to be deposited check number 10005

payable to Gemmel Pharmacy, Inc. in the amount of 317,000 from
Nara. Account 1 into Wilshire Account 1.

overt Act Nos. 61-62: On or about April 27, 2010, and

August'lB, 2010, defendant YOON dispenséd or caused to be

paﬁient A.G.

DEFENDANT LIM

Overt Act Nos. 63-65: On or about July 17, 2009, August

21, 2009, and September 18, 2009 defendant LIM dispensed or

OxyContln 80mg 1n the name of". recrulted patient G. G

Overt‘Act Nog., 66-67: On-or about July 27 2009 and
September 18, 2002, defendant,LIM‘dlspeHSed oxr. causad to be
“dispensedftwo botties of]90 pills each_of OxyContln BOmg in the

name - of recrulted patlent A, A

Overt Act Nos. 68-69; On or about July 28, 2009, and
September 18,:2009, defendant LIM dispensed or caused Lo be
dispensed two bottles of 90 pills each of OxyContin 80mg in the

name of recruited patient D.O.

LIM dispensed or caused to be dispensed 20 pills of OxyContin
g80mg in the name of recruited patient D.P.

Overt Act No. 71: On or about April 16, 2010, defendant

LIM dispensed or caused to be dispensed one bottle of 90 pills

25
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-dispensed tWo'bottles of OxyContiHVBOmg_in the naﬁe of recruited -

overt Act No. 70: On or about November 27, 2009, defendant
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of OxyContin 80mg in the name of recruited patient K.A.

Co-Congpirator Khou

Overt Act No. 72: On or about August 5, 2009, co-

conspirator Khou made or cauged three speparate depogits of cash

in the amounts $2,377, $8,000, and $8,040 into Chase Account 1.

Overt Act No. 73: On ox about August 6, 20035, co-

conspirator Khou made of caused three separate deposits of cash

4in the amounts of $2,000, $2,726, and $8,000 into Chase Account

1.

Overt Act No 74: ‘On or about September 5, 2009, co-
coneplrator Khou made or caused four separate deposits of cash

1n the amounts of 83,741 and $9 000 into Chaee ‘Account 1, $2,000

;1nto Chaee Account 2, and $7_000 1nto Chase Account 3

overt Act No. 75:3 on or about Septembex 24, 2009,_cq5

coneplrator Khou made ox cauSed two separate depOSltS of cagh in

:the amounts of $9 000 1nto Chase Account 1 and $9 OOD 1nto Chase,_f.y

Account 2

overt Act No. 76: On or’about September 25, 2009, co-

con3p1rator Khou deposited of caused to be dep031ted cash in the

'amount_of 49,000 into Chase Account 1.

Overt Act No. 77: On or about September 26, 2009, co-

conspirator Khou made or caused three separete cagh deposits in
the amounts of $4,000 and $4,320 into Chase Account 1 and $9,000
into Chase Account 2.

Overt Act No. 78: On or about October 13, 2009, co-

congpirator Khou deposited or caused to be deposited cash in the

anount of $9,000 into HSBC Account 1.
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Overt Act No. 79: On or about Octobeyr 14, 2009, co-

congpirator Khou depoeihed or caused to be deposited cash in the

amount of $9,000 into HSBC Account 1.

Overt Act No. 80: On or about October 15, 2009, co-

conspirator Khou deposited or -caused to be deposited cash in the

amount cof §9,000 into HSBC Account 1.

Overt Act No. 81l: On or about October 16, 2009, co-

conspirator Khou deposited or caused to be deposited cash in the
amount of $9,800 into HSBC Account 1.

Co-Conspirator Cho

overt Act Nos. 82-86:. On or about July 15, 2009, August

11, 2009, August 21, 2009, ‘September 18, 2003, and November 18,
2009, co-conspirator Cho diepensed or caused to be dispensed
rflve bottlee of 90 plllS each Df OxyContin 80mg strength to

_recrulted patlent R H

overt Act Nos. 87- 91: On or about.July 6, 2009, August 6,

2009, September.l, 2009, September 28, 2009, and. November 18, ..
2008, co- con5p1rator Cho dlspensed or caused to. be dlspensed
five bottlee of 90 pllls each of OxyContln 80mg etrength to

recruited patient J.M,

Overt Act Nos. 92-96: On or about July 10, 2009, August 6,

2009, September 1, 2009, September 28, 2009, and November 18,
2009, co-conspirator Cho dispensed or caused to be dispensed '
five,bottles'of 90 pills each of OxyContin 80mg to recruited

patient T.M.

J Overt Act No. 97: On or about August 18, 2009, co-

congpirator Cho dispensed or caused to be dispensed one bottle

of 90 pills each of OxyContin 80mg etrength to recruited patient

27




10

11

12

13

14
15
16

17

18

19
20

21

22,

23

24

25

26°

27 || als

28

Case 2:11-cr-00922-FMO  Document 650 Filed 05/08/14 Page 28 of 53 Page ID #.6 N37

DEFENDANT NGUYEN

Overt Act No. 9B: On or about Novembexr 21, 2008, defendant

—_defendant NGUYEN made or caused two . separate dep051ts of cash in

NGUYEN dispeneedaor caused to be digpensed 90 pills of OxyContin

g80mg to co-congpirator Mikaelian.

Overt Act No. 99: On or about November 21, 2008; defendant

NGUYEN dlspensed or causged to be dispensed 90 pllls of OxyContln

80mg to co- consplrator Angelika Sanamlan

Overt Act Nog. 100-104: On or about March 20, 2009, April

16, 2009, June 23, 2009, July 16, 2009, and August 27,. 2009,
defendant NGUYEN dlspensed o caused to be dlspensed five

bottles of 90 pills of OxyContin BOmg to recrulted patient G.G.

. Overt Act No 105; On or about January 28, 2009,

‘the amount of $10 000 1nto Bank of Amerlca Account 1 and $10,000

,1nto Bank of Amerlca Account 2.

_Oyert AqtmNOu 106:  On or about” Auguet 19, 2009, defendant.
NGUYEN‘made or_cauEed'two_seperate deposlte of tash in the
amountas 59,000 and $10,000. into Bank of America Account. 1.

Co-Congpirator Tran

"Overt-Act No. 107: On or about December 4,-2008, co-

conspirator Tran dispensed or caused to be digpenged 90 pills of

OxyContin 80mg to recruited patient B.H,

Overt Act Nos. 108-111: On or about March 26, 2009, May

30, 2009, June 25, 2009, and July 17, 2009, co-conspirator Tran

disgpensed or caused to be dispensed four bottles of 90 pills

each of OxyContin 80mg strength to co-conspirator Hovannisyan.
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Overt Act Nos. 112-114: On or about November 8, 2008,

April 4, 2009, and July 2, 2009, co-congpirator Tran dispensged
or caused to be dispensed three bottles of 20 pills each of
OxyContin 80mg to co-comspirator Angelika Sanamian.

Overt Act Nos. 115-116: On or about December 19, 2008 and

April 6, 2009, co-conspirator Tran dispensed or caused to be

dispéensed two bottles of 90 pills each of OxyContin 80mg to co-

conspirator Mikaelian. !

overt Act No. 117: On or about April 2, 2009, defendant

TRAN dispensed or caused to be dispensed one bottle of 80 pills
‘of OxyContin 80mg to co<conspirator.Derderian.
/1Y

/1l
ur
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COUNT TWO
[18 U.S;C. § 1349]

58. The Grand Jury hereby repeats and ra-alleges
paragraphs 1 through 53, and Overt Acts Nos. 37 through 48 as
get forth in paragraph 57 of this Second Superseding Indictment,
as though fully set forth herein.

A. OBJECT OF THE CONSPIRACY

59. Beginning in or about August_zooa, and continuing
until in or about February 2010, within the Central Dietrict of
California and'eleewhere, defendant BUDAGOVA, together with co-
con5p1rators Angellka Sanamlan, Santlago, shlehalovsky, Suarez,_
Mekteryan, and gmith, and others known and unknown to the Grand
Jury, know1ngly combined, consplred and agreed to execute a
scheme to defraud a health care beneflt program, namely Medlcare

‘Part B ‘and Medi- _cal, in Vlolation of 18 U.8.C. § 1347,

B. - MEANS BY WHICH THE OBJECT OF THE CONSPIRACY WAS. TO BE

ACCOMPLISHED
"60.' The . object of the coneplracy 'wag” carrled out andCtoi_
be oarrled out in substance, aS'set'forth'ln paragraphs 1

through 13 and 57 of this Second Supersedlng Indictment and as

follows:

' a. Co-congpirator Angelika Sanamian would recrult or

instruct others to recruit doctors, including co-conspirator
Santiago, to work at the Clinic,

b. Co—oonspirator Santiago and the other doctors
would. submit provider applications to_Medicare and Medi-Cal and

obtain Medicare and/or Medi-Cal provider numbers that enabled

the Clinic to submit claims in their names.

30
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C. The provider applications would designate co-

congpirator angelika Sanamian ag the contact person and A & A as

the billing entity For co-conspirator gsantiago and other Clinic

|
doctors.

d. Co{eonspirator Santiago and others at the Clinic
would write orders For unnecessary medical tests and procedures
for the recruited patients who were Medicare and Medi-cCal

‘ Lheneficiaries.

' e. Unknown individuals at the Clinic would perform

tests on recrulted patients before any medical examination was

‘conducted or following a cursory examlnatlon that dld not.

prov1de a basis for performlng the teete

£, Co-conepirator Mekteryan would perform

_unneceseary ultrasound teste on recrulted patlente

o g.-ﬂ Defendant BUDAGOVA and co consplrators Angelika S
Sanamlan, Mekteryan and Shlehaloveky, would create falee
11n1ca1 recarde to make 1t appear as 1f 1eg1t1mate and

necessary medlcal eerv1cee had been performed on the recrulted

patients.
j- h. E Ce~conepirator Angeiika Sanamian; throngh A & A,
|‘would subhit falge and fraudulent claims to Medicare and Medi -
Cal.related to the recruited patients for medrcal eervices that
were not medically necessary and/or not perﬁormed as represented.
in the claims, 1ncludlng |

i. Claimg for office VlSltS with phyelelane
that either did not take place or were shorter and more

superficial than represented in the claims;

ii. Claims for NCVs, electrocardiocgrams,
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ultrasounds, and other tests and procedures that were not in

fact performed:

iii. Claims for ultrasounds purportedly performed
one or a few days apart, on dates when the beneficiary was not
in. fact at the Clinic to be tested.

iv. Claims for tests and procedures that had

'not: been ordered by a physician.

i. Medicare Part B.and Medi-Cal wouid pay some of

|| the false and fraudulent claims.

. OVERT'ACTS‘

61.. In furtherance of the oonapiracy, and to accomplish
its object,_defendant BUhAGOVA,.together with co-conspirators
Angelika Sananian, Santiago;-snarez, Mekteryan, and Shishalovsky
and others known and unknown to the Grand Jury, cammltted and

w1llfully caused others to commit Overt Act Nos 37 through 48

Has set. forth in paragraph 57 of thlS Second Supersedlng

rIndlctment and the follow1ng overt acts, among others, 1n the -
Central Dlstrlct of Callfornla and elsewhere 7

—Recrulted Patlent B. H

OVert Act No. 118: Qn-or about April 23; 2609, co-
consplrator Angelika Sanamian submitted a.claim to Medicare for-
gpervices allegedly provided to recruited patient B.H, on Maxch
5, 2009, specifically, a Level 3 {approximately 30 minute face-
to-face) office visit with co-conspirator Dr. H, a duplex scan,
-and venipuncture. |

Recruited Patient D.P.

~ Overt Act No. 119: On or about June 25 2009 co~

conspirator Shishalovsky confirmed recruited patient D.P.’8s
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Medicare and Medi-Cal eligibility.

Overt. Act No. 120: On or about July 7, 2009, co-

conspirator Angelika Sanamian submitted a claim to Medicare for
gervices allegedly provided to recruited patient D.P. on June
25, 2009, including a Level 3 office visit with co-conspirator
Dr. H, a duplex gecan ultraSound, an ECG,-and an NCV,

Overt Act No, 121: On ox before Juiy-?,.ZOOB, co-

conspirator Angelika Sanamian submitted a claim to Medicare for
‘services allegedly provided to recruited patient D.P. on June
26, 2009, specifically, a duplex acan (lLower) ultrasound test.

Oovert Act No. 122; On or about September 1, 2009, co-

consplrator Angelika Sanamian submltted a claim to Medlcare for

serv1ces allegedly prov1ded to recrulted patlent D.P. on August

Dr H, an amplitude and latency study,rand an NCV

Recrulted Patient E.D.

Overt Act No, 123r On or about June 18 2009, co~-,

1con5p1rator Shlshalovsky conflrmed recrulted patient E.D. ’s
Medi~Cal eligibility.

Oovert Act No. 124: On or before July 13, 2009, co-

'COﬁapirator Angelika Sanamian submitted a claim to Medi-Cal for
services. allegedly provided to recfuited patient E.D. on June
18, 2009, including a Level 3 office vigit with co-congpirator
Santlago, an EKG, ultrasounds and a breathing . capac1ty tesgt.

Overt Act No. 125: On or before July 13, 2009, co-

conspirator Angelika Sanamian submitted a claim to Medi-Cal for
_serv1ces allegedly prov1ded to recrulted patlent E D. on June

19, 2009, including an NCV.

33
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overt Act No. 126: On or before September 8, 2003, co-

conspirator Angelika Sanamian gubmitted a claim to Medi-Cal for
services allegedly provided to recruited patient E.D. on Aegust
14, 2009, including a Level 3 office vieit with co-congpirator

Santiago, an EKG, and pulmonary function tests.

Overt Act No. 127: On or about September 14, 2003, co-

conspirator Mekteryan created ox altered an ultrasound test

result for recruited patient E.D.

Overt Act No. 128: On or about September 14, 2009,

defendant BUDAGOVA wrote fabricated information in recruited

patient E.D. 'e medlcal chart

Overt Act No. 129: On or bhefore October 5, 2009, co-

congpirator Angelika Sanemian gubmitted a claim to Medi-Cal for

_servlcee allegedly prov1ded to recru1ted patient B, D on .

15 ‘September 14 2009 6pe01flcally, a Level 3 offlce vigit w1th

.co- coneplrator Santlago, "and an extremlty sgtudy (ultrasound)

Overt Act No. 130 On or before October 5, 2009, co—_

teoneplrator Angellka Sanamian submltted a claim to Medl Cal for_
-SeerceS allegedly prOV1ded to recrulted patlent E D on - -
‘September 15, 2009, specifically an extremity study
(ultrasoundf. -

Overt Act No. 131: On or about October 13, 2009, defendant

BUDAGOVA wrote fabricated information in recruited patient

E.D,'s medical chart.

Overt Act No. 132: On of befoxe November g, 2009, co-

conspirator Angellka ganamian submitted a claim to Medi- Cal for
gervices allegedly prov1ded to recrulted patlent E D on Oetober

13, 2009, specifically an extremity atudy (ultrasound).

34
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Recrulited Patient R.H.

Overt Act No. 133: On or about January 8, 2009, co-

congpirator Shishalovsky confirmed recruited patient R.H.'s

Medi-Cal eligibility.
Overt Act No, 134: On or before March 16, 2009, co-

conspirator Angelika Sanamian. submltted a claim to Medi-Cal for
services allegedly provided to recrulted patlent R.H. on March
3, 2009,linclﬁding a Level 3 office visit with co-conspirator

Santiago.
Overt Act No. -135: On or about April 6, 2009, co-

‘conspirator Santiago appreved the ordering of an NCV for
recruited patient R.,H., & Medi—Cal beneficiary.

Overt Act No. 136: On or about Aprll 6 2009 defendant_

"BUDAGOVA wrote fabrlcated 1nformatlon in recrulted patlent

'R.H.'s medlcal chart.

Overt Act No. 137:. On or. before April.27 2009' co-

consplrator Angelika Sanamian submltted a clalm to Medi-Cal for-
services allegedly prov1ded to recrulted patlent R.H. on Aprll
6, 2009, speclflcally, a Level 3 office vigit with co-

congpirator Santiago, -an NCV, and_ultrasound teagta.

Overt Act No. 138; On or before April 27, 2009, co-
_conspirator Angelika Sanamian submitted a.claiﬁ to Medi-Cal for
_servicee allegedly provided to recruited patient R.H, on April
7, 2009, specificelly a visceral vascular study. |

Overt Act No. 139: On or about August 20, 2009, defendant

BUDAGOVA wrote fabricated information in recrulted patlent

R.H.’s medical chart.
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consplrator Angellka Sanamlan submltted a clalm to Medl Cal for

_;O, 2009 spe01floally, an extremlty study (ultrasound)

consplrator Suarez promiged a confldentlal government informant

Overt Act No. 140: On or before September 8, 2009, co-

conspirator Angélika Sanamian submitted a claim to Medi-Cal for
gervices allegedly provided to recruited patient R.H. on August

20, 2009, specifically, a lower extremity study (ultrasound).

Recruited Patient L.H.

Overt Act No. 141:_ On or about June 9, 2009, co-

congpilrator Mekteryan created or altered an ultrasound test

result for recruited patient L.H.

Overt Act No. 142: On or before October 5, 2009, co-

congpirator Angelika Sanamian submitted a claim to Medi-Cal for
aervices allegedly provided to recruited patient L.H. on Jone 9,
2009 including Level 3 office vigit with co~conepirator -
Santlago, ar EKG@, and extremity study (ultrasound)

Overt Act No 143 .On or before October 5, 2009 cow

sexrvices allegedly prov1ded to reoruited patlent L.H. on June .

Addltional Acts

Overt Act No. 144: On or aboﬁt'August 19, "2009, co-

(hereinafter *“CI2”), a Med1~Ca1 beneficiary, $30 to go to the

Clinic for unnecegsary medical care.

Overt Act No. 145: On or about September 29, 2009, co-

conspirator Suarez informed an undercover officer that co-
conspirator Suarez would pay the undercover officer $10 for each
“patient" profile the undercover officer referred to the Clinic

and $40 for the use of the underoover officer 8 Medi- Cal card

Overt Act No. 146: On or about May 8, 2009, co~conspirator
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Smith promisged recruited patient R.B., a Medi-Cal beneficiary,

425 to go to the Clinic.

Overt Act No. 147: On or about May 8, 2003, co-congpirator

smith instructed recruited patient R.B., a Medi-Cal beneficiary,

to “come back” to the Clinic another time for more money.

/i o | | -
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COUNT THREE

.[18 U.8.C. §§ 1349, 2]

62. The.Grand Jufy hereby repeats and re-alleges
paragraphs 1 through 53, 56, and 60; Overt Act Nos. 28, 29 and
33, as set Fforth im paragraph 57 of this Second Superseding
Indictment, as though fully set fofth herein, |

A. OBJECT OF THE CONSPIRACY

63. Beginning in or about August 2008 and continuing until
in or about February 2010, within the Central District and
elgewhere, defendants ASHOT SANAMIAN YOON, LIM, and, NGUYEN,
together with oo—coneplrators:Mlkaellan, Hovannisyan, Pullam,
'berderiah, Cho, and Smith, and others kinown and hhknown to the-
Gfahd Jury, cohhined, conspired, and agreed to execute a scheme
Jto defraud a health care beneflt program, namely Medlcare Part D

and Part D PDPs, 1n v1olatlon of 18 U S C § 1347

B, ' MEANS BY WHICH THE OBJECT OF THE CONSPIRACY WAS TO BE

ACCOMPLISHED S L '7 S
.6&.. The objeot of the consplracyrwasAcarrled out, ehd.wasf_
rto be carrled out, in eubetance, ag pet forth in paragraphs 1
through 13; 57, 60 and 61 of this Second SUpersedlng Indlctment,
rand as follows;
| a. Defendant ASHOT SANAMIAN, and co-consplrators
Hovannisyan, Pullam, Derderian, and Smith, and others known and
unknown to the Grand Jury, would provide and cause recruited
beneficiafies to provide information regarding their Medicare
Part D coverage; guch as PDP identification cerds, to pharmacies
_fllllng their OxyContln prescrlptlone, 1nclud1ng pharma01es

owned and/or operated by defendants YOON, LIM, and NGUYEN and

38
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co-conspirator Cho
_ b. The pharmacles, tneluding the Gemmel Pharmacies,

Better Value Pharmacy, Huntington Pharmacy, and St. Paul’s
ﬁharmacy,-owned and/or operated by defendants YOON, LIM, and
NGQUYEN, and co-conspirator Cho would submit or cause to_be |
gubmitted claims to the PDPe for the dxyContin they disgpensed to
£ill the prescrdptione.

c. The PDPs and MedioarenPart D would- pay some of
the claims submitted. |

cC. OVERT ACTS

65. ':n furtherance of the conspiracy, and to accomplish

together w1th co- COnsplrators Mlkaellan, Hovannisyan, Pullam,

'Derderlan, Cho and Smlth and others known and unknown to the

' rand Jury, commltted and w111fully caused others to commit
-Overt Act’ Nos. 28 and 29, 33, 35, and 36 as set forth in
paragraphs 57 and 61, of thie Second Superseding Indictment and

the followmng overt acts, among others, in the Central Dletrict

of Callfornla and elsewhere

Oovert Act No 148: On an unknown date after Auguet 2008,

and before on or aboﬁt May &, 2009, co—consplrator Mikaelian
paid B.H., a recruited Medicare/Medi-Cal patient, $400 in order

to obtain a prescription for OxyContin.

Overt Act No. 149: On or about December 12, 2008,
defendant NGUYEN dispensed or caused to be dispensed from St.,

Paul’s 90'piils of OxyContin 80mg to recruited Medicare Part D

beneficiary D, P.

overt Act No.. 150: On or about December 18, 2008,
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defendant NGUYEN dispensed or caused to be dispensed 90 pills of
OxyContin 80mg tO recrulted Medicare Part D beneficiary B.H.

Overt Ack Nos. 151-153: On or about May 4, 2009 June 3,

2009, and July 2, 2009, defendant YOON dispensed or caused to be

dispensed from Better Value three bottles of 90 pills each of

OxyContin 80mg to recruited Medicare Paft D beneficlary S.D.

Overt Act No. 154; on or about July 2, 2009, defendant LIM

dlspensed ‘or caused to be dispensed from Huntington Pharmacy 90

pills of OxyContin 80mg to recruited Medicare Part D beneflclary'

D.N.
Oovert Act No. 155: On or. about September718,'2009,

defendant ASHOT SANAMIAN provided Colonlal Pharmacy, in Arcadia,
California, Wlth multiple PDP cards and other ldentlfylng
1nformatlon belonglng to recrulted patlents at the Cllnlc

Overt Act Nosg. 156 157 Oon or about October 29, 2009 and

December 9, 2009, ¢o- consplrator Cho dlspensed or caused to be
dlspensed from B&B Pharmacy 90 pllls of OxyContln SOmg atrength

to Medlcare Part D beneflclary L.J.

. overt Act No. 158: - On Or ' about January 13, 2010, co-

conspirator Pullam paid recruited patient C.FP. %7 to cover
recruited patient C.P.’s Medicare Part D co-payment.
/77
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/17
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COUNTS FOUR THROUGH NINE

[31 U.S8.C. §8§ 5324(a)(3), (4)(2); 18 U.8.C. § 2]
66. The Grand Jury hereby repeats and re-alleges paragraph
1 through-53, Sé, and Overt Act Nos. 63 through 81 of paragraph
57 of this Second Superseding Indictment, as though fully set
Nfofth herein. ' '
67. On or about the following dates, in Los Angeles

County, within the Central District of California, and

-]elsewhere, defendant LIM and co-conspirator Khou, each aiding

and abettlng the other, knowingly, and for the purpose of
ﬁevadlng the reportlng requlrements of Sectlon 5313(a) of Title
31, United Btates Code, and the regulations promulgated
thefeunder, structured, 'assisted in strueturing, and caused to

be structured the follow1ng transactlons w1th Chase Bank a

domestic flnanc1al 1nst1tutlon,_as part of a pattern of 111ega1

aCthltY involv1ng more ‘than $1OO 000 in a 12—month period, and

b0

whlle violating another 1aw of the: Unlted States

COUNT | DATE - ~ | TRANSACTION

FOUR .. | 08/04/2009 |Cash.deposits in the amounts of $1, 662 and
' 59,000 intc Chase Account 1.

.FIVE' OBZOS/ZOOS Cash deposits in. the amounts of §2,377,
: B #8,000, and $8,040 into Chase Account 1

SIX 08/06/2002 |Cash depogitg in the amountg of £$2, 000,
$2,726, and 58,000 into Chage Account 1

SEVEN | 09/05/2009 | Cagh deposite in the amounts of $3,741 and
159,000 into. Chase Account 1, $9,000 into
Chase Account 2, and $7,000 into Cliage
Account 3

{ EIGHT 09/24/2009 |Cash depogits in the amounts of 59,000 into
- Chage Account 1 and £9,000 into Chase
Account 2

NINE 09/26/2009 | Cash deposits in the amounts of $4,000 and
' $4,320 into Chasme Account 1 and $9,000 into

Chasge Account 2
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COUNTS TEN THROUGH FOURTEEN

[31 U.8.C. §§ 5324(a)(3), (d)(2); 18 U.8.C. § 2]

68. The Grand Jury hereby repeats and re-alleges paragraph
1 through 53, 56, and Overt Act Nos. 98 through 106 of paragraph’
57 of thie-Second'Superseding Indictment, as though fully get
forth herein. |

69. On or about the following dates, in Los Angelee
iCounty, within the Central District of California, and
elsewhere,ldefendant NGUYEN, aided and abetted by others known
‘and unknown to the Grand Jury, knowingly, aﬁd for the purpose of
evading the reporting,requiremente of Sectiom 5313(a) of Title
31, United States Code, and the regulations promulgated
vthereunder, etructﬁred assisted in structuring, and caused to

be structured the follow1ng transactlons w1th Bank of Amerlca,r,

a domeetlc flnan01al 1nst1tutlon, ae part of a. pattern of

1llega1 act1v1ty 1nvolv1ng more than $100 000 in a 12—month

h1

period, and.while v1olat1ng another 1aw "of the Unlted.Statee

COUNT = | DATE TRANSACTION

[TEN | 01/28/2009 | Cash deposits .in the amounts of $10,000
. - n ‘ into Bank of America Account.:l and $10,000
into Bank of America Account 2 . L

ELEVEN '106/02/2009 Cagh deposits in the amounts of $10,000
into Bank of America Account 1 and $9,500
! ' into Bank of America Account 2

TWELVE 06/03/2009 Cash deposgits 'in the amounts of $9,000 and
$10,000 into Bank of America Account 1

THIRTEEN | 07/28/2009 Cash deposits -in the amounts of $10,000,
$10,000, and %4,550 into Bank of America

Account 1

FOURTEEN | 08/19/2009 | Cagh deposits in the amounts of §5,000 and
: 810,000 into Bank of Amerlce Account 1
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COUNTS FIFTEEN THROUGH TWENTY-TWO

(18 U.S.C. §§ 1957(a), 2]
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70. The Graﬁd Jury hereby repeats and re-alleges paragraph
1 through 53, 56, and Overt Act Nos. 49 and 62 of paragraph 57
of.thie Second Superseding Indictment, as though fully set Eorth
herein, . ‘

71. .On of about the following dateg, in Los Angeles
County, within the Central District of California, and-
elsewhere, defeﬁdant.YOON, together with others known and
‘unknown to the érapd Jury, knowing that the funds involved
‘repregented the.proeeedeief‘eome ferm of unlveul eetiﬁity,,
rknoﬁingly coﬁdqcted, attempted to conduct, and caused others to
cenduet the. following'monetary transactions in.criminally
derlved property of a value greater than $10,000, whieh
property, in fact, wae derlved from epe01f1ed unlawﬁul activity,

namely, the dletrlbutlon and leEISlOH of oxycodone in the form

k2
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16
17 of OxyContln, a Schedule II narcotic drug, 1n,V1olatlon,of.T1tle
18 18, Unlted States Code Sectlons 84l(a)(1) cand’ 841(b)( 1) {C):
19 | ,
COUNT DATE : - IPANSACTION '
20 | FIFTEEN 09/14/2009 | Withdrawal of $28,000 from Nara Account 1 .
' by means of Check. #10004 payable to Gemmel
21 [ : Pharmagy, Inc.
| SIXTEEN 09/22/2009 | Withdrawal of $14, 000 from Nara Account 1
22 by means of Check #10001 payable to Gemme 1
| Pharmacy, Inc,
23 I'SEVENTEEN | 10/22/2009 [ Withdrawal of $17,000 from Nara Account 1.
by means of Check #10005 payable to Gemme 1
24 . Pharmacy, Inc.
" || BIGHTEEN | 12/08/2009 |Withdrawal of 313,000 from Nara Account 1
25 by means of Check #10010 payable to Gemmel
Pharmacy, Inc. '
26 I"NTNETEEN 01/06/2010 | Withdrawal of $13,000 from Nara Account 1
- : by meang of Check #10013 payable to
ang Cemmel, Inc. - e e e
28

_) “
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COUNT

DATE

TRANSACTION

TWENTY

01/21/2010

Withdrawal of 823,000 from Nara Account 1
by wmeans of Check #10014 payable to Gemmel

Pharmacy, Inc,

TWENTY -
ONE

01/28/2010

Withdrawal of 817,000 from Nara Account 1
by means of Check #10015 payable to Gemmel

Pharmacy, Inc,.

TWENTY-

TWO

02/12/2010

Withdrawal of $21,000 from Nara Account 1
by means of Check #10016 payable to CGemmel

Pharmacy, Inc,

10
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FORFEITURE ALLEGATION I
7 | [él U.8.C. § 853]
[Conspiracy to Distribute Controlled Subétances]

i. The Graﬁd Jury incorporatés and re-alleges all of the
allegations contained in the Introductory Allegations and Count
One of. the Second Superseding Indictment as though fully set
forth in their entirety herein for the purpose of alleging
forfeiture pursuant to the provigions of Title 21, United States

Code, Section 853.

2. Each defendant convicted under Count One of this

Second Superseding Indictment shall forfeit to the United States

the following property: 7

a. All right, title, and interest’in anf and all
pr’operft? - o o |
;"“i'1*“*f(i} ¢éﬁéﬁitﬁﬁin§,'oﬁ défivédrfrom,Maﬁ§7§réqeedg i
:obtained, directly or indirecﬁly, as a result of any sucﬁ
offense; . N
o ‘(2) éﬁy-pfo?értf used,.or.inﬁendeé to bq ﬁséd, in any
‘manner or part, to cbmmit, or to facilitate the. commission bf' _
any such offense; and

b. © A sum of money, equal to the total value of the

propexty degscribed in paragraph 2.a. I more than one defendant

‘is Found guilty of Count one, each.such defendant shall he
jointly and severally liable for the.entire.amouﬁt ordered
forfeited pursuanﬁ to thatICOQnt.

3. Purguant to Title_zl, United States Code, Section.
853 (p), each defendant shall forfeit substitute property, up to

the value of the total amount described in paragraph 2, 1if, as

45
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the result of any act or omigsion of said defendant, the
property desdribed in paragraph 2, or any portion thereof (a)
cannot be 1ocated.upon the exercise of due diligence; (b) has
been transferred, sold to, or deposited with a third party; (c)
‘has been placed_beyond the jurisdictioﬁ of the court;r(d) hag
been substantially diminished in value; or fe) hag been
‘commingled with other property which cannot be diyided without
difficulty. | |

11/

/Y

/11
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FORFEITURE ALLEGATION IT

[18 U.8.C. § 98L(a)(1)(C); 28 U.8.C. § 2461(c); 21 U.8.C. § 853]
[Conspiracy to Commit Healthcare Fraud]
1. The Grand Jury incorporates and re-alleges all of the

allegations contained in the Introductory Allegaticons and Counts

Two and Three of the Second Superseding Indictment above as

‘though fully set forth in their entirety herein for the purpose

of alleging forfeiture pursuant to the provisions of Title 18,

United States Code, Section 981(a) (1) (C); Title 28, United

Statea Code, Seotion 2461ﬂc);-and Title 21, United States Code,

Sectlon 853.

2. . Defendants BUDAGOVA, ASHOT SANAMIAN YOON, LIM and

NGUYEN, if convicted of any of the offenses charged in Counts

Two or Three of the Second Supersedlng Indlotment, shall forfelt '_ .

to the Unlted States the follow1ng property

a. All rlght tltle, and 1nterest in any and all

'property, real or personal whioh constitutes or is derlved from

proceeds traceable to such offenses, and

- b. A sum of money'equal to the‘total amount'of-
proceeds derlved from each such offense for which the defendant
ig convicted. If more than one defendant is found guilty of
Count Three, each such defendant shall be jointly and severally
liable for the entire amount ordered Fforfeited pursuant to that

count.

3.  pursuant to Title 21, United States Code, Section

853 (p), as incorporated by Title 28, United States Code, Secltion

2461 (c), each defendant shall forfeit gubgtitute property, up to

the total value of the property described in paragraph 2 above,

47

D56

|




10
11
12
13
1
15
" 16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
Y

28

Case 2:11-cr-00922-FMO  Document 650 Filed 05/08/14 Page 48 of 53 Pﬁge ID #:6

if, by any act or omigsion of said defendant, the property
described in paragraph 2, or any portion thereof; {a) cannot be
located upon the exercise of due diligence; (b) has been
transferred or sold to, or debosited with, a third party; (c)
has been placed beyond the jurisdiction of the court; {d) has
been substantiall§ diminished in value; or (e) has been
'commingled with other prdperty that cannot be divided without
difficulty. ' | |

/17

/17
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FORFELTURE ALLEGATION ITI

[31 U.8.C. § 5317]
[8tructuring]

1, The Grand Jury lncorporates and re~alléges all of the
allegations centained in the Introductory Allegations and Counts
Four through Fourteen of the Second Superseding Indictment above
as though fullf set forth in their entirety herein for the '
purpose of -alleging forfeiture pursuant to the provisions of
Title 31, United States Cdde, Section 5317,

2. Defendants LIM, KHOU, and NGUYEN, i€ conﬁicted of any
of the offenses-charged in Counts Four;through Fogﬁteeﬁ.of.this
Second Superseding Indictment, shall forfeit to the United -
‘States the follbwing property: |

_a.; All rlght tltle,_and 1nterest 1n any and all
‘property anOlVed in the offense c0mm1tted 1n v1olat10n of Title.
31, United dtates Code, Sectlon 5324(a)(3), for whlch the '
'defendant is conv1cted .and. all property_traceab%a;tpigugh;.
.property, 1nclud1ng the follOW1ng R | |
' {1) all money or other property that wag- the
subject,of each transaction comﬁltted in violation of Title 31,

United, States Code, Section 5324 )(3),

(2) all property tradeable to money or property

described in paragraph 2.a.(1).

b. A sum of money egual to the total amount of money

involved in the offense committed in violation of Title 31,

United States Code, ‘Section 5324 (a} (3), for which each defendant -

is convicted. If more than one defendant is found gullty of any
Counts Four through Fourtéén,7éééh”5ﬁch'aéféﬁdént-éﬁ%ii“bé'

49
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jointly and geverally liable for the entire amount ordered
forfeited pursuant to that count.

3, Pursuant to Title 21, United States Code, Section
853 (p) , és-incorporatéd by Title 31, United States Code, Section'
5317, each defendant shall forfeit substitute property, up -to
the value of the total amount described in paragraph 2, 1f, as
‘the regult of any act or omission of said defendant, the |
property described in'ﬁaragraph 2, or any portion thereof (a)

cannot be located upon the exercise of.due_diligénce; (b) has

been transferxed,VSOld to, or deposited with a thixrd party: (c)

rhaé been placed beyond the jurisdiction of the court; (d) has

been substantially diminished in valuef.or_(e) has been
‘commingled with other property which cannot be divided without
"

77
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‘described in this paragraph 2.a. (1) to 2.a.(3).
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FORFEITURE ALLEGATION IV
[18 U.S.C. § 982(a) (1}]
[Money Laundering]

,1. The drand Jury incorporatee and re-alleges all of the
allegations contained in the Introductory Allegationg and Counts
Fifteen through Twenty-Two of the gecond .Superseding Indictment
‘above as though fnlly set erth in their entirety herein for. the
purpose of alleging forfeiture pursuant to the provisions of
Title 18, Unlted States Code, Section 982{a) (1).

2, Defendant YOON, if convicted of any of the offenses
charged in Counts Fifteen through Twenty-Two of this Seqond
Supereeding Indictnent, ehail forfeit to the United States the
follow1ng property |

aa' All right, tltle, and 1nterest in any and all

property 1nvolved 1n each offense commltted in v1olatlon of

Title 18, United gtates Code, Section 1957, or COnepiracy to
commlt euch offenee, for which the defendant ig conv1cted and
rall property traceable ‘to such preperty, 1nclud1ng the
Following: .

. (1) all money or other property that was the
subjgct of each transaction committed in V1olatlon of Tltle 18,
United States Code, Section 1957;

{(2) all commissions, fees, and other'property

constituting proceeds obtalned as a result of theose viclations;

{3) all property used in any manner or part to
commit or to Facilitate the commiseion of those violations; and

(4). all property traceable to money or property

51
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b. A sum of money equai to the total amount of money
involved in each offense coﬁmitted in violation of Title 18,
United States Code, Section 1957, or conspiracy to commit such
offense, for which a defendant is convicted.
3, Pureuant to Title 21, United States Code, Section

853 (p), as incorporated by Title 18, United States Code, Section
total value of the property described in paragraph 2 above, if,
by any act or omission of said defendant the property described

in paragraph 2, or any portion thereof, (a) cannot be located

sold to, or deposited with, a third party; (¢) has been placed
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982, each defendant shall forfeit substitute property, up to the

upon the eéxercise of due diligence; (b} has been traneferred or
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beyond the jurisdiction of the court;
(d) has been substantially diminished in value; or (e) has
been commingled with other property that cannot be divided

without difficulty.

A- TRUE BILL

/5/

Forepersgon

ANDRE BIROTTE JR.
United States Attorney

foro

ROBERT . DUGDALE
Assistant United States Attorney
,Chief Criminal-Division S .

‘Asgigtant United States Attorney. .
Chief, Ma]or Frauds Section

JILL T. FEENEY _ : ' -
“Asgistant United States Attorney
.Deputy Chief, Major Frauds -Bection

LANA MORTON-OWENS

GRANT ‘B. GELBERG

‘Assistant United States Attorneys
Major Frauds Section
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

'j FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

'UI\TITED STATES OF AMERICA B : 1\_1 CR a:e-—922 (B) DDP-—-\O]
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ZPERRY TAN NGUYEN
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DE?ENDANT«PERRf TAN NGﬁYEN
TCOUNT TEN (Structurlng)
-.W the jury in- the above captloned case, unanimously flnd

-defendant Perry Tan Nguyen oo
‘;Qi:#”fenwmff'

| NOTTGUILTY ki

A

fSecond Supersedlng Indictment
If your answer to the above questlon was gullty proceed to ,f'

:Questlon A L . “Hh -i o R _-‘-:' B

| 7_ Do you unanlmously flnd that defendant Perry Tan Nguyen;
Zstructured ox a551sted in structurlng moreé than $100 000 in a 12—7;'
:monthnperlod: | | ' ' o

K j:'rﬁs

-

NO

of structurlng flnancial transactlons as: charged in Count Ten of theh"

questlon (A) If your anewer was not gullty do not answer questlon ff




1L
12°

13

14 )

(15

16

17
18

19

20

21

22 ||
23

24

25

26

27

- 28

ase 2:11-cr-00922-FMO  Document 844 Filed 10/22/14 Page 3 of 6 Page ID #:7398.

DEFENDANT'ﬁmakf“TAh NGUYEN7 .

COUNT ELEVEN (structurlng)

We the Jury in the above captloned case, unanlmously find

Adefendant Perry Tan Nguyen
'f){ﬁm }f idUiLtYia’

- wor quriy
.@f structurlng flnanC1al transactlons as charged 1n Count Eleven of

‘the Second Supersedlng Indictment

- If your answer to the above questlon was gullty proceed to
questlon (A)._ If your anewer wae not gullty do not answer questlon

;(A)

'Queation A
" Do you unanlmouely flnd that defendant Perry Tan Nguyen

]structured or a351sted in structurlng more than $100 000 1n a 12-

month perlod o

NO
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DEFENDANT PERRY TAN—NGﬁrEN'

"COUNT TWELVE (Structurlng)

_W the jury 1n the above captloned case, unanlmouely flnd

defendant Perry Tan Nguyen

X

iof struoturlng flnan01al transactions ae charged 1n Count Twelve of;

:the Second Supereedlng Indlctment

7 If your answer to the above qneetlon was gullty proceed to ’
'éueetlon (AL If your anewer was not gullty do not answer questlon 7
Question A '},f;d _ 3 _

_ Do you unanlmously flnd that defendant Perry Tan Nguyen
etructured or a551eted 1n structurlng more than $100 OOD ln a 12~

month.perlod;
X S YES. R

No o
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DEFENDANT PERRY TAN NGUYEN

3 COUNT THIRTEEN (Structurlng)

-.We; the jury 1n the above captloned case, unanlmously flnd

=defendant Perry Tan Nguyen

LS jéuif;rx--' S

of structurlng f1nanc1a1 transactlons as charged 1n Count Thlrteen of

-the Second Supersedlng Indlctment

If your answer to the above question was gu1lty proceed to

quest1on;§A)= If your answer was not gullty do not answer questlon -

@
Aguﬂt_aea_ﬁ , R _

Do you unanlmously f1nd that defendant Perry Tan Nguyen
structured or a851sted 1n structurlng more than $100 000 1n a 12-

_month perlod

NO

o
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DEFENDANT PERRY TAN nchEN |

GOUNT FDURTEEN (Structurlng)

v]we; the jury in. the above captioned case, unanlmously flnd =

defendant Perry Tan Nguyen
o X eurnry

L wemgumer

of structurlng flnan01al
the Second Supersedlng Indlctment N

, If your answer to the above question was gullty proceed to
questlon (A) If your answer was not guilty do not answer questlon
Question A

Do you unanlmously flnd that defendant Perry Tan Nguyen
structured or asslsted 1n structurlng more than $100 000 ln a.12—

month perlod

19 ; o
20 X | YES
21 - "
22 N
23
24 Pleaee_hane therforenerson'Sign and date the form,
25 | | | o | |
¢ || FOREPERSON OF THE JURY
a7 DATED:VOCtoberi 2:2; , 2014 at Los Angeles, Callfornla B
B T

fansactlons as charged 1n Count Fourteen off

Eop T
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United States District Court
Central District of California

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA vs. Docket No. CR 11-00922 (B) DDP (19}
Social

Defendant _PERRY TAN NGUYEN securityNo. L L | L

akas:_NGUYEN, Phuc Tan (Last 4 digits)

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

MONTH DAY  YEAR
In the presence of the attorney for the government, the defendant [ May 18 2015

(Name of Counsel)

COUNSELI D Thomas Vincent Johnston, retained.

PLEA |:|'GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that there is a D NOLO |£| NOT
tual basi the plea. E
| actual basis for the plea CONTENDERE GUILTY
FINDING There being a GUILTY, defendant has been convicted as charged of the
finding/verdict of offense(s) of;

31 U.S.C. § 5324(a)(3), (d)(2);18:2 STRUCTURING FINANCIAL TRANSACTIONS; AIDING
AND ABETTING AND CAUSING AN ACT TO BE DONE as charged in Counts Ten, Eleven,
Twelve, Thirteen, and Fourteen of the Second Superseding Indictment.

JUDGMEN| The Court asked whether there was any reason why judgment should not be pronounced.
T AND | Because no sufficient cause to the contrary was shown, or appeared to the Court, the Court
PROB/ | adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: Pursuant to the
COMM | Sentencing Reform Act of 1984, it is the judgment of the Court that the defendant is hereby
ORDER | committed to the custody of the Bureau of Prisons to be imprisoned for a term of:

Pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984, it is the judgment of the Court that the
defendant, Perry Tan Nguyen, is hereby committed on Counts Ten, Eleven, Twelve, Thirteen, and
Fourteen of the Second Superseding Indictment to the custody of the Bureau of Prisons for a term of
6 months. This term consists of 6 months on each of Counts Ten, Eleven, Twelve, Thirteen, and
Fourteen of the Second Superseding Indictment, to be served concurrently.

Upon release from imprisonment, the defendant shall be placed on supervised release for a
term of Three years. This term consists of Three years on each of Counts Ten, Eleven, Twelve,
Thirteen, and Fourteen of the Second Superseding Indictment, all such terms to run concurrently
under the following terms and conditions:

1. __The defendant shall participate for a period of twelve (12)_months.in.a_home detention
program without electronic monitoring and shall observe all rules of such program, as directed by the
Probation Officer. The defendant may go to work, religious services and medical appointments for
himself and his children.

CR-104 (03-11) . JUDGMENT & FROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER Page 1of &
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USAvs. PERRY TAN NGUYEN Docket No.: CR 11-00922 (B) DDP (19)

2. The defendant shall comply with the rules and regulations of the United States Probation
Office, General Order 05-02, and General Order 01-05, including the three special conditions
delineated in General Order 01-05.

3. During the period of community supervision, the defendant shall pay the special assessment
and fine in accordance with this judgment's orders pertaining to such payment.

4, The defendant shall cooperate in the collection of a DNA sample from the defendant.

5. The defendant shall apply all monies received from income tax refunds to the outstanding
court-ordered financial obligation. In addition, the defendant shall apply all monies received from
lottery winnings, inheritance, judgments and any anticipated or unexpected financial gains to the
outstanding court-ordered financial obligation.

The drug testing condition mandated by stafute is suspended based on the Court’s
determination that the defendant poses a low risk of future substance abuse.

" FINE: It is ordered that the defendant shall pay to the United States a total fine of $15,000,
consisting of the following: Count Ten, a fine of $3,000; Count Eleven, a fine of $3,000; Count

- Twelve, a fine of $3,000; Count Thirteen, a fine of $3,000; and Court Fourteen, a fine of
$3,000. The total fine shall bear interest as provided by law. The fine shall be paid in monthly
amounts of not less than $500 during the period of supervised release and shall begin 60
days after the commencement of supervision. '

The defendant shall comply with General Order No. 01-05.

SPECIAL ASSESSMENT: 1t is ordered that the defendant shall pay to the United States a special
assessment of $500, which is due immediately. Any unpaid balance shall be due during the
period of imprisonment, at the rate of not less than $25 per quarter, and pursuant to the
Bureau of Prisons' Inmate Financial Responsibility Program.

SENTENCING FACTORS: The sentence is based upon the factors set forth in 18 U.S.C. § 3553,
including the applicable sentencing range set forth in the guidelines.

The Court RECOMMENDS a BOP facility as close to the Southern California vicinity as |
possible. :

IT IS ORDERED that the defendant shall self-surrender to the institution designated by the BOP on
or before 12 noon, July 20, 2015 and, on the absence of such designation, the defendant shall
report on or before the same date and time, to the United States Marshal at 255 East Temple
Street, Los Angeles, California, 90012.

CR-104 (03-11) JUDGMENT & l’.ROBATIONICOMMITMENT ORDER Page 2of 6
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USAvs. PERRY TAN NGUYEN | Docket No.: CR 11-00922 (B) DDP (19)

In addition to the special conditions of supervision imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the Standard Conditions
of Probation and Supervised Release within this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of
supervision, reduce or extend the period of supervision, and at any time during the supervision period or within the
maximum period permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke supervision for a violation occurring during the
supervision period.

3,

May 18, 2015
Date

i/
i@;i;f* e

¥
§Wv
S

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver a copy of this Judgment and Probation/Commitment Order to the U.S. Marshal or
other qualified officer.

Clerk, U.S. District Court

May 18, 2015 By John A. Chambers
Filed Date Deputy Clerk

The defendant shall comply with the standard conditions that have been adopted by this court (set forth below).
STANDARD CONDITIONS OF PROBATION AND SUPERVISED RELEASE

While the defendant is on probation or supervised release pursuant to this judgment:

1. The defendant shall not commit another Federal, state or local crime; 10.  the defendant shall not associate with any persons engaged in criminal

2. the defendant shall not leave the judicial district without the writlen activity, and shall not associate with any person convicted of a felony
permission of the court or probation officer; unless granted permission to do so by the probation officer;

3.  the defendant shall repori 1o the probation officer as directed by the 11,  the defendant shall permit a probation officer to visit him or her at any
courl or probation officer and shall submit a truthful and complete time at home or elsewhere and shall permit confiscation of any
written tepott within the first five days of each month; contraband observed in plain view by the probation officer;

4.  the defendant shall answer truthfully all inquiries by the probation 12, the defendant shall notify the probation officer within 72 hours of
officer and follow the instructions of the probation officer; being arrcsted or questioned by a law enforcement officer;

5.  the ‘defendant shall supporl his or her dependenis and meet other 13.  the defendant shall not enter into any agreement to act as an informer
family responsibilities; or a special agent of a law enforcement agency without the permission

6. the defendant shall work regularly at a lawful occupation unless of the court;
excused by the probation officer for schooling, training, or other 14. as directed by the probation officer, the defendant shal notify third
acceptable reasons; parties of risks that may be occasioned by the defendant’s eriminal

7.  the defendant shall nolily the probation officer at least 10 days prior record or personal hislory or characteristics, and shall permit (he
to any change in residence or employment; probation officer to make such notifications and to conform the

B.  the defendant shall refrain from excessive use of alcohol and shall not defendant’s compliance with such notification requirement;
purchase, possess, use, distribute, or administer any narcotic or other 15, the defendant shall, upon release from any period of custody, report
controlled substance, or any paraphernalia related to such substances, fo the probation officer within 72 hours;
except as prescribed by a physician; 16. and, for felony cases only: not possess a firearm, destructive device,

9.  lhe defendant shall not frequent places where controlled substances or any other dangerous weapon.

are illegally sold, uscd, distributed or administered;

The defendant will also comply _W-_iﬁ;t}_l-é- following épme'ci'é-lulEﬁﬁ&itiﬁﬁﬁﬁiféﬁﬁﬁt_to General Order 01-05 (Set forth

Cﬁ-104 (03-11) JUDGMENT & PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER Pape 3of 6
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STATUTORY PROVISIONS PERTAINING TO PAYMENT AND COLLECTION OF FINANCIAL
SANCTIONS | .

The defendant shall pay interest on a fine or restitution of more than $2,500, unless the court waives interest or -
unless the fine or restitution is paid in full before the fifteenth (15™) day after the date of the judgment pursuant to 18
U.S.C. §3612(f)(1). Payments may be subject to penalties for default and delinquency pursuant to 18 U.S.C. §3612(g).
Interest and penalties pertaining to restitution , however, are not applicable for offenses completed prior to April 24,
1996.

If all or any portion of a fine or restitution ordered remains unpaid after the termination of supervision, the
defendant shall pay the balance as directed by the United States Attorney’s Office. 18 U.S.C. §3613,

The defendant shall notify the United States Attorney within thirty (30) days of any change in the defendant’s
mailing address or residence until all firles, restitution, costs, and special assessments are paid in full. 18 U.S.C.
§3612(b)(1)XF).

The defendant shall notify the Court through the Probation Office, and notify the United States Attorney of any
material change in the defendant’s economic circumstances that might affect the defendant’s ability to pay a fine or
restitution, as required by 18 U.S.C. §3664(k). The Court may also accept such notification from the government or the
victim, and may, on its own motion or that of a party or the victim, adjust the manner of payment of a fine or restitution-
pursuant to 18 U.S.C. §3664(k). See also 18 U.S.C. §3572(d)(3) and for probation 18 U.S.C. §3563(a)(7).

Payments shall be applied in the following order:

1. Special assessments pursuant to 18 U.S.C. §3013;
2. Restitution, in this sequence:
Private victims (individual and corporate),
Providers of compensation to private victims,
The United States as victim;
3. Fine; S
4. Community restitution, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. §3663(c); and
5. Other penalties and costs.

CR-104 (03-11) JUDGMENT & PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER Page 4of 6
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SPECIAL CONDITIONS FOR PROBATION AND SUPERVISED RELEASE

As directed by the Probation Officer, the defendant shall provide to the Probation Officer: (1) a signed release
authorizing credit report inquiries; (2) federal and state income tax returns or a signed release authorizing their disclosure
and (3) an accurate financial statement, with supporting documentation as to all assets, income and expenses of the
defendant. In addition, the defendant shall not apply for any loan or open any line of credit without prior approval of
the Probation Officer.

The defendant shall maintain one personal checking account. All of defendant’s income, “monetary gains,” or
other pecuniary proceeds shall be deposited into this account, which shall be used for payment of all personal expenses.
Records of all other bank accounts, including any business accounts, shall be disclosed to the Probation Officer upon
request.

The defendant shall not transfer, sell, give away, or otherwise convey any asset with a fair market value in excess
of $500 without approval of the Probation Officer until all financial obligations imposed by the Court have been satisfied
in full. ' ' :

These conditions are in addition {o any other conditions imposed by this judgment.

RETURN

1 have executed the within Judgment and Commitment as follows:
Defendant delivered on to

Defendant noted on appeal on

Defendant released on

Mandate issued on

Defendant’s appeal determined
on :

Defendant delivered on ; to

at

the institution designated by the Bureau of Prisons, with a certified copy of the within Judgment and
Commitment.

United States Marshal

By

CR-104 (03-11) JUDGMENT & PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER Page 5of 6
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Date Deputy Marshal
CERTIFICATE

I hereby attest and certify this date that the foregoing document is a full, true and correct copy of the original on file
in my office, and in my legal custody.

Clerk, U.S. District Court

By
Filed Date Deputy Clerk

FOR U.S. PROBATION OFFICE USE ONLY
Upon a finding of violation of probation or supervised release, [ understand that the court may (1) revoke supervision,
(2) extend the term of supervision, and/or (3) modify the conditions of supervision.
These conditions have been read to me. I fully understand the conditions and have been provided a copy of

them.

(Signed) :
Defendant : Date

U. S. Probation Officer/Designated Witness Date

CR-104 {03-11) JUDGMENT & PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER Page 6of 6




BEFORE THE
BOARD OF PHARMACY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation Against:

Y TROI INC. DBA ST. PAUL’S
PHARMACY I; PERRY TAN NGUYEN
OWNER

2459 Florence Avenue

Huntington Park, CA 90255

Original Permit No. PHY 42891,
and

PERRY TAN NGUYEN

6621 Silent Harbor Drive

Huntington Beach, CA 92648

Pharmacist License No. RPH 42961

. Respondents.

Case No. 5262

OAH No. 2016110114

DECISION AND ORDER

The attached Stipulated Surrender of License and Order is hereby adopted by the Board of

Pharmacy, Department of Consumer Affairs, as its Decision in this atter.

This Decision shall become effective at 5:00 p.m. on July 14, 2017.

It is so ORDERED on June 14, 2017.

BOARD OF PHARMACY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

A

By

Board President

Amy Gutierrez, Phatoo. D,

SO LT T IT RO RR R
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XAVIER BECERRA
Attorney Generel of Californla

I 2459 Fiorence Avenue

MARC D. (GREENBAUM
Supervising Deputy Attorney General
GILLIAN E, FRIEDMAN
Deputy Attorney General
Siate Bar No. 169207 )
300 So. Spring Street, Suite 1702
- Los Angeles, CA 90013
Telephone: (213) 897-2564
Facstmile; (213) 897-2804
E-mail: Gillian.Friedman@doj.ca.gov
Attorneys for Complainani :
BEFORE THE
BOARD OF PHARMACY -
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
In the Matter of the Accusation Against: Case No, 5262

Y TROI INC. DBA ST. PAUL'S OAH No, 2016110114
PHARMACY I; PERRY TAN NGUYEN

OWNER STIPULATED SURRENDER OF
LICENSE ANI ORDER
Huntington Park, CA 90255

Original Permit No. PHY 42891,
and

PERRY TAN NGUYEN

6621 Silent Harbor Drive -

Humntington Beach, CA 92648

Pharmacist License No, RPH 42961

Respondents,

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between the parties to the above-
entitled proceedings that the following matters are true;
PARTIES ‘
1. Virginia Herold {Complainant) is the Executive Officer of the Board of Pharmacy

(Board), She brought this action solely in her official eapacity and is represented in this matter by

Stipulated Surrender of Lirense (Cage No. 5262)
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Xavier Becerra, Attorney General of the State of California, by Gil!iaﬁ E. Friedman, Deputy
Attorney General. ‘

2. - Y Troi Inc. dba St. Paul's Pharmacy | with Perry Tan Nguyen as owner, ¢xecutive
officer and pharmacist in charge and Perry Tan Nguyen, pharmacist (Respondents) are
represented in this proceedin_g by attorney Herbert L, Weinberg, Esq. Whose address is FENTON
LAW GROUP, LLP, 1990 S Bundy Drive Su“itc 777, Los Angeles, CA 90025. _

3. On orabout May 12, 1997, the Board of Pharmacy ("Board") issued Qriginal Permit
Number PHY 42891 to Perry Tan Nguyen todo business as St. Paul's Pharmacy I. From May 12,
1997 to July 10, 2001 Perry Tan Nglxyen was the Individual licensed owner. On or ﬂbou't July 10,
2001, the Board issued Oviginal Permit Number PHY 42891 to Y Troi Inc. to do business as St.
Paul's Pharmacy | ("Respondent Phq,rmaéy“) with Perry Tan Nguyen as the Chief Executive
Officer. ‘The Original Permit was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges
brought herein and was canceiled on November 1, 2014, Perry Tan Nguyen was the Pharmacist-
in-Charge of Respondent Pharmacy from May 12, 1997 until the permit was cancelled,

4,  Onorabout August 25, 1989, the Board issved Pharﬁnacist License Number RPH
42961 fo Perry Tan Nguyen {"Respondent Nguyen"). The Pharmacist License was in full force
and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought herein and will éxpire on Decemberfil,
2018, unless renewed.

JURISDICTION

5. Accusation No, 5262 Was filed before the (Board), and is currently pending against
Respondents. The Accusation and all other statutorily required documents were properly served
on Respondents on July 19, 2016. Respondent timely filed its Notice of Defense contesting the
Accusation. A copy of Accusation No. 5262 is altached as Exhibit A and incorporated by
reference, -

ADVISEMENT AND WAIVERS .

6.  Respondents have carefully read, fully discussed with counsel, and understand the

charges and allegations in Accusation No. 5262, Respondents also have carefully read, fully

Stipulated Surrender of License (Case No. 5262)
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] I discussed with counsel, and understand the effects of this Stipuiated Survender of Licejnse and
2 Or;:ier.
3 7. Respondents are fully aware of their legal rights in this matter, including the right to a
4 || hearing on the charges and allegations in the Accusation; the right to confront and cross-examine
5 || the witnesses against them; the right to present evidence and to testify on its own behalf; the right
6 || to the issuance of subpoenas o compel vthe attendance of witnesses and the production of
7 | documents; the right to reconsideration and court review of an adverse decision; and all other
8 || rights accorded by the California Administrative Procedure Act and other applicable laws.
9 8. Respondents voluniarily, knowingly, and intelligently waive and give up each and
10 || every right set forth above. '
i} ' CULPABILITY
12 9. Respondents understand that the charges and allegations in Accusufion No. 5262, if
13 || proven at a hearing, constitute cause for imposing discipline ubon their Original Permit No. PHY
14 || 42891 én‘d Pharmagist License Number RPH 42961. ‘
15 10.  For the purpose of resolving the Accusation without the expense and uncertainty of
16 || further ﬁroceéding‘s, Respondents agree that, at a hearing, Complainant could establish a faclual_
(7 i| basis for the cﬁarges in the Accusation and that those charges constitute cause for discipline,
18 || Respondents hereby give up their right to contest that cause for discipline exists based on those
19 [| charges.
20 , Respomients understand that by signing this stipulation Respondents enable the Board
21 | toissue an order accepting the surrender of their Original Permit No. PHY 42891 and Pharmacist
22 (| License Number RPH 42961 without further process,
23 CONTINGENCY
24 (2. Thls stipulation shall be subjeci to approval by the Board, Respondents understand
25 || and agree ihat counsel for Complainant and the staff of the Board may communicate dfi'ectly with
26 || the Board regarding this stipulation and surrender, without notice to or partiuipa‘tion by
27 |i Respondents or their counsel. By signing the stipulation, Respondénts understand and agree that
28 || they may not withdraw their agreement or sgek to reseind the stipulation prior to the time the
3 ‘
Stipulated Surrender of License (Cnse No. 5262)
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Board considers and acts upon it. Ifthe Board fails to adopt this stipulation as its Decision and
Order, the Stipulated Surrender and Disciplinary Order shall be of no force or effect, except for
this paragraph, it shall be inadmissible in any legal action between the paities, and the Board shall
not be disqualified from further action by having considered this matter. '

13.  The parties undersiand and agree that Portable Document Format (PDF) and facsimile
copies of this Stipulated Surrender of License and Order, including Portable Document Format
(PDF) and facsimile signatures thereto, shall have the same force and effect as the originals,

14, This Stipulated Surrender of License and Order is intended by the parties to be an
integrated writing representing the complete, final, anld exclusive enibodiment of their agresment,
It supersedes any and all prior or contemporancous agreements, understandings, discussions,
negotiations, and commitments (written or oral). This Stipulated Surrender of License and Order
ma& not be altered, amended, maodified, supplemented, or otherwise changed except by a writing
executed by an authorized representative of each of the parties,

15. In consideration of the foregoing admissions and étipulations, the parties agree that
the Board may, without furthey notice or formal proceeding, issue and enter the following Ordess

ORDER

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Pharmacist License Number RPH 42961 fssued to
Respondent Pérry Tan Nguyen ls surrendered and aceepted by the Board of Pharmacy.

1. The surrender of Respondent Nguyen’s‘Pharmaclst License énd the acceptance of the
surrendered license by the Board shall constitute the imposition of discipline against Respondent
Nzuyen. This stipulation constitutes a record of the diseipline and shall become a part of
Respondent Nguyen's license history with the Board of Pharmacy.

2. Respondent Nguyen shall lose all rights and privileges as o pharmacist in California
as of the effective date of the Board’s Decision and Order,

3. Responden‘t Nguyen shall cause to be delivered to the Board the pocket licenses and,

if one was issued, the wall certificate on ot before the effective date of the Decision and Order.

Stipulated Surrender of License (Case No. 5262)
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4. Respondent Nguyen understands and agrees that if he ever files an application for
licensure or a petition for reinstatement in the State of California, the Board shall treat It as a new
application for licensure. _

3. rRespondent Nguyen may not apply for any license, permit, or registration from th;e
Board for three (3) years from the effective date of this decision. Respondent Nguyen stipulates
'that should he apply for any license from the board on or after the effectlive date of this decision,
all allegations set forth in in Accusation, No. 5262 shall be deemed to be true, cofrect and
admitted by Respondent Nguyen when the Board determines whether to grant or deny'the
application. Respondent Nguyen shall satlsfy all requirements applicable to that license as of the
date the application is submitted to the Board, including, but not limited to taking and passing the
California Pharmacist Licensure Exmﬁiﬁation prior to the issuance of a new ]iccnse. Respondent
Nguyen is required to report this surrender as disciplinary action,

6.  Respondents Y Troi Inc. dba S1. Paul's Pharmacy | and Perry Tan Nguyen shall
Jjointly and severally be responsible for the payment to the agency for its costs of investigation
and enf‘orcemcn't in the amount of $25,1135,50 prior to issuance of a new or reinstated license.

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that Original Permit No. PHY 42891, issued to
Respondent Y Troi Ine. dba St. Paul's Pharmacy I; Perry Tan Npuyen, is surrendered and
accepted by the Board of Pharmacy. |

7. The surrender of Respondent Pharmacy’s Originai Permit and the acceptance of the
surrendered license by the Board shall constitute the imposition of discipline against Respondent.
This stipulation constitutes a record of the discipline and shall become a part of Respondent’s
license history with the Board of Pharmacy.

B, Respondent owner shall, within ten (10) days of the effective date, arrange for the
destruction of, the transfer to, sale of or storage in a facility Iic_enséd by the board of ali contralled
substances and dangerous drugs and devices. Respondent owner shall further provide written

proof of such disposition and submit a completed Discontinuance of Business form according to

.bom'd guidelines,

Stipulated Surrender of License (Case No, 5262)
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9. Respondent owner shall also, by the effective date of this declsion, arrange for the
continuation of care for ongoing patients of the pharmacy by, at minimum, providing a written
notice to ongoing patients that specifies the anticipated closing date of the pharmacy and that
identifies one or more area pharmacies capable of taking up the patients' care, and by cooperating
as may be necessary in the transfer of records or prescriptions for ongoeing patients. Within five
days 6!“ its provision to the pharmacy's ongoing patients, Respondent owner shall provide a copy
of the written notice to the board. For the purposes of this provision, "ongoing patients” means
those patients for whom the pharmacy has on file a prescription with one or more refills
outstanding, or for whom the pharmacy has filled & prescription within the preceding sixty (60)
days. _

10. Respondent owner understands and agrees that if he-ever files an application for a
licensed premises or a petition for reinstatement in the State of California, the board shall treat it
as a new application for Heensure. A

11, Respondent owner may not reapply for any license from the board for fhrc@ (3) years
from the effective date of this decision, Respondent owner stipulates that should he apply for any
license from the Board on or after the effective date of this decisioh, all allegations set forth In the
Accusation, No. 5262 shall be deemed to be true, correct and admitted by Respondent when the
Board determines whether to grant or deny the application. Respendent shall satisfy all
requirernents applicable (o that license as of the date the application is submitted to the board,
Respendent is required to report this surrender as diséiplinary action,

12, Respondents ¥ Troi Inc, dba St, Paul's Pharmacy 1 and Perry Tan Nguyen shall
Jjointly and severa[l:.y be responsible for the payment fo the agency for its costs of investigation |
and enforcement in the amount of $25,115.50 prior' 1o issuance of a new or reinstated license,

ACCEPTANCE

[ have carefully read the above Stipulated Surrender of License and Order and have fully
discussed it with iy allorney, Herbert Weinberg, Esq. | understand the stipulation and the effect
it will have on Original Permit No. PHY 42891, issued to Respondent Y Troi Inc. dba St, Paul's

Pharmacy I; with Perry Tan Nguyen as the Chiel Excoutive Officer and pharmacist in charge. |

6
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enter luto this Stipnlated Surrender of Livense and Order voluntarily, knowingly, and
Il intelligently, and agree to be bound by the Declgion and Order of the Board of Phatmacy.

-
DATED: _p§ /) v/ 2017

By: PERRY TAN NGUYEN
Respondent

i : 1 have carefilly read the above Stipulated Surrender of License and Oxder and have fully
disoussed it with my attorney, Herbert L, Weinberg, Bsg, T understand the stipulation and the
effect It will have on my Pharmacist License Nutaber RRE 42961.. [ enter into this Stipulated
Surrender of License and Order vohsntarlly, kuowingly, and intelligsntly, and agres to Be bound
by the Deciglon and Order of the Board of Pharwsacy. V

Respondent

\ 1 have rcad and fully discussed with Resporndents Y Trol Inc. dba St. Paul's Pharmacy T and
ed in this Stipulated

Porry. Tan Nguyer: the terims and condﬂions and other maliers con
‘F Surrender of License and Order. T approvc its formu und' conte

paTED: ¥ / /&/ 2007
o T HERR . WEINRERG, ESQ.
: : FENTON LAW GROUP, LLP
Attorney for Respondents
/i
W

~1

Stipuiated Surrender of Liserse (Chse No, 5262)

s mri—

e




P N LI

1 [ have carefully read the above Stipulated Surrender of License and Ordor and have fully
2 || discussed it with my attorney, Herbert L, Weinberg, Heq. | understgnd the stipulation and the
3 || effect it will have on my th'macist License Number RPH 42961, 1 enter info this Stipulated
4 || Surrender of Ligense and Qrdor voluntarily, knowingly, and infelligently, Emd agtea to be bound
5 i| by the Decision and Ozder of the Bom‘d ofPharmaey.
sl :
7 || DATED:
s PERRY TAN NGUYEN
8 Respondent
9 .
10 1 have read and fully discussed with Respondénts ¥ Trol In. dba St. Paul's Pharmaoy 1 and .
11 || Perry Tun Nguyen the terms and conditlons and other matters contained in this Sti_bulated
‘12 || Surrerider of License and Order, I approve Its form end content,
13
14 || DATED:
15 HERBERT L., WEINRERG, E8Q,
FENTON LAW GROUP, 1.LP
16 © Altorney jor Respondents
17
18 | ~
ENDORSEMENT _
19 T )
' The foregoing Stipulated Surrender of Liconse and Order is heteby respeetfully submitted
A0 S : , '
for consideration by the Board of Pharmacy of the Department of Consumer Affairs,
217 , )
2 Dated; m%l ) ' 2.0\ 3  Respeotfully submitted,
' XAVIER BECERRA
23 Altorney General of California
: MARC D), GREENBAUM
24 . Supérvising Deputy Attorney General
25 '
26 GILLIAN E, FRIEDMAN
27 ~ Deputy Attorney General
_ Ai tomey.s' for Complainant
28 - LA201451 2670 e _ |
| 32474335

Stipulated Surrender of Liconse (Case No, 5262)

PORTRE S PR AT T SETE N

S I T




L meemr e e e e ey e b e L et m e s s, APy TR P SEBSAT TA Sm  Te

Exhibit A
Acc_usation No. 5262

e —— -

e e =+ —— s A oA R ey T i S ST T e P s —



1 | KamMALA D, HARRIS :
Attorney General of California
2 || MARCD, GREENBAUM
Supervising Deputy Attorney General
3 1| ARMANDO ZAMBRANO
Deputy Aftorney General
4 ||. State Bar No, 2253253 _
300 So. Spring Street, Suite 1702
5 Los Angeles, CA, 90013
: Telephone: (213) 897-2542
6 Facsimile: (213) 897-2804
Atiorneys for Complainant
7
BEFORE THE :
8 : BOARD OF PHARMACY :
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
9 STATE OF CALIFORNIA '
10 | . 1
11' In the Matter of the Accusation Against: Case No: 5262
¥ TROLINC. DBA ST, PAUL'S |
12 {| PBARMACY I; PERRY TAN NGUYE S :
|| OWNER . - |ACCUSATION
13 || 2459 Florence Avenue , .
" Huntington Park, CA 90255
|5 || ©riginal Permit No. PHY 42891,
and
16 S -
PERRY TAN NGUYEN
17 || 6621 Silent Harbor Drive
18 Huntington Beach, CA. 92648
10 Pharmacist License No. RPH 42961
Respondents,
20 :
21
2 Complainant alleges:
23 PARTIES |
24 1. Virginia Herold ("Complainant™) brings this Aconsation solely in her official capacity
25 || as the Executive Officer of the Board of Pharmacy, Department of Consumer Affairs.
26 2. On or about Ma;yll", 1597, the Board of Pharmacy ('_'Board") issued Original Permit
27 || Number PHY 42891 to Perr‘yTin Nguyen to do business as St. Paul's Pharmacy I. From Maj,12, |.
28

1997 to'July 10,-2001, Perry Tan Nguyén was the individual licensed owner. On or about July 10,
. ‘ . :

Accusaﬁpn



2001, the Boatd issued Original Permit Number PHY 42891 to Y Troi Inc. to do business as St.

1
2 i’aul's Pharmacy 1 ("Respondent Pharinacy™) with Perry Tan Ngujen as the Chief Executive
3 || Officer. Thé'Original Permit was in full force and effect at afl times relevant fo the charges
4 || brought herein and was cancelled on November 1; 20 14. Perry Tan-Nguyen was the Pharmacist-
5 || in~Charge of Rcs‘pondent Pharmacy from May 12, 1997 ﬁntil the permit was cancelled,
6 3, Onor about August 25, 1989, the Board issued Pharmacist I;iéen'se Number RPH
7 || 42961 to Perry Tan Nguyen ("Respondent Nguyen™). ‘The Phatmacist License was in full force
1 | and effect at all times relevant to the chatges brought herein and will expire on Decembet 31,
9 || 2016, unless renewed. |
o | JURISDICTION
11 4,  This Acéusation is brought Befcre the Roard, under the authority of the following -
12 || laws. All section references are to the Business and Professions Code unless otherwise ind_idated.
13 5. Section 43 Oﬁ, subdi;fision (w) of the Codé ptovides that "Te]very license issued may be
14 || -suspended or revoked." o '
15 6. Section 4300.1 of the Code states:
16 "The expiration, cancellation, forfeiture, or suspension of a board-issued license by
17 ‘ppefaﬁon.of law or by-drder or decision of the board or a court of law, thf: placement of a license -
18 || ona retiret_i sfatus, or the voluntary surrender of a license by a liconsee shall not doprive the board
19 || of jurisdiction to commence or proceed with any investigation of, or action or disciplinary
20 || proceeding against, the licensee or to render a decision suspending or revoking the ]icénsef"
a1 || ’ ' - STATUTES AND REGULATIONS
22 » 7.  Section 4301 of the Code states, in pertinent part:
23 "The board shall take action against any holder of a license who is guilty of unprofessional
24 || conduct or whose license has been procured by fraud or migrepresentation or issued by mistake,
25 Unproféssional conduct shall include, buf is not limited to, any of the following:
26 '
27 A "(ﬁ) The clearly excessive furﬁishing of controllet;l substances i1_1 violation of subdivision (a)
28

“of Section 11153 of the Health aund Safety Code.

2
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"(f) The commission of any act involving moral turpitude, dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or
cotruption, whether the act i3 committed in the course of relations as a licensee or otherwise, and

whether the act is a felony or misdemeanor or not. -

"(j} The violation of any of the statutes of this state, or any other state, or of the United
States regulating controlled substances and dangerous drugs.

“(1) The conviction of a crime substantially related to the qualifications, ﬁmctions,- and
duties of a licensee undet this chapter. The recard of conviction of a violation of Chapter 13
(commencing with Section 801) of Title 21 of the United States Code regulating controlled - _ A
substanées or of a violation of the statutes of this state -regulating controlled substances or
dangerous dfugs shall be conclusive evidence of unprofessional conduct. In all other cases, the
record of conviction shall be conclusive evidence only of the fact that the conviction occurred. '
The board may inqﬁire into tile circumstances surrounding the commi-ssion of the crime, in order
to fix the dogres of discipline— of, in the case of a conviction not invelving contrélled substances or
dangerous drugs, to determine if the conviction is of an offense subétantially related to the
qualifications, functions, and dutiés ofa licen_sea under this chapter. A plea or verdict of guilty or
a convietion follo‘}ving a pléa of nolo contendere is deemed to be a conviction within the nieaning -
of this provision. The board may take action when the time for appeal has elapsed, or the
judgnient of conviction has been affirmed on appeal or when an order granting prbbation is made
suspending the imiposition of senitence, irrespective of a subsequent order under Section 1203.4 of ,
the Penal Code ﬁllowing the pérson to withdraw his or her plea of guilty and to enter a plea of not
guilty, or Se‘l,‘t-i;lg éside— the verdict of guilty, or dismissing the acousation, information, or

indictment.”

"(0) Violating or attempting to violate, directly or indirectly, or assisting in or abeiting the

violation of or conspiring to violate any provision or term of this chapter or of the applicable

3

Accusation
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ia issued or reinstated.

state and federal laws and regula,tlons pertaining to the practice of phatmacy.”

federal and state laws and regulations governing pharmacy, including regulatxons established by
the board or by any other state or federal regulatory agency."

&  Section 4307 (a) of the Code states that:

“Any person who has been denied a license or whose license has been revoked or is under
suspension, or who has failed to renew his or her l'n;,ense while it was under suspension, or who -
has been a manager, adminiétrator owner member, officer, dircctor, associate, or pariner of any
partnership, corporatmn, firm, or association whose application for a llcense has been denied or
1evoked is under suspens:on or has been placed on probation, and while actmg as the manger,
admlnlstrator, owner, member, officer, director, associate, or par{ner had knowledge or knowingly
participated in any conduct for which the license was denied, revoked, suspended, or placed on
probation, shall be plnhiﬁited from seﬁing ag a manget, administrator owner, lﬁember, officer,
director, associate, or parﬁ_ler of a licensee as follows: -

. “(1) Where a probationary license is.issued or where an existing Heense is placed on
probation, tﬁis prohibition shall remain in efféct for a period not to exéeéd five years.r

© *(2) Whete the license is denied or revoked, the prohibition shall continue until the ficense

9. Section 4113, subdivision (c) of the Code states, in pertinent part:

(c) The pharmamst—m—charge shall be responmble for a pharmacy's comphance with all

10. " Section 11153, subdivision (a) of the Health and Sr&ifety Code states:

"A prescription fora controlled substance shall only be issued for a legitimate medwal
purposc by an mdwldual practitioner acting in the usual course of his or her profc.ssmnal piactlce
The tesponsibility for the proper prescribing and dispensing of contx_'olled, substances is upon the

presetibing practitioner, but a corresponding responsibility rests with the pharmacist who fills the

prescription, Except as authotized by this division, thie following are not legal prescriptions: (1)

4
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|| that said prescription was not issued for a legitimate medical purpose."

an order purporting to be a prescription which is issuéd not in the usual course of professional
treatment ot in legitimate and authorized fesearch; ot (2) an order for an addict or habitual uset of
controlled substances, which is issued not in the cowrse of professional treatment or as part of an
authorized .narcotic treatment pro gl"am, for the purpose of providing the user with controlled
substances, sufficient to keep him ‘or her comfortable by maintaining customary use.”

11. Health aﬁd Safety Code section 11164 states, in pertinent part:

_"Except as provided in Section 11167, no person shall prescribe a contrélled substance, nor |
shall any person fill, compound or dISpense a prescription for a controlled substance, unless it
complies with the requirements of this section,

"(a) Each prescription for a controlled substance olassified in Schedule II, T, IV, or V,
except as authorized by subdivision (b), shall be made on a controlled substance prescription form
as specified in Section 11162.1 and shall meet the fol'lowing requirements: | | |

"(1) The prescription shall be signed and dated by the prescriber in ink and shall contain the
prescribet's address and telephone number; the name of the uitimate user or reséarch subject, or
contact lnformahon as determined by the Secretary of the United States Department of Health and
Human Servlces; refill information, such as the number of refills ordered and whether the
prescrlptlon is a first-ime request or a refill; and the namc, quantlty, strength, and directions for
use of the controllcd substance presoribed.”

12. Cahforma Code of Regulat:ons, tltle 16, séction 176 1, statea.

' "(s) No pharmacist shall compound ot dispense any prescription which contains any
significant error, omission, irregularity, uncertamty, mbxguxty or alteratlon Upon receipt of any
such prescription, the pharmaclst shall contact the prescriber to obtain the information needed to |
validate the prescription. v

"(b) Even after conferting with the proscriber, a pharmacist shall not compound or dispense

a controlled substance presoription where the pharmacist knows or has objective reason to know

13. California Code of chulatioﬁs, title 16, section 1714, subdivision (e), states:

[
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|| the pharmacist may readily determine whether the key has been temoved from the container.”

b -1 vt B L

|| pursuant to Health and Safety Codg se_oﬁoﬁ 11057, subdivision (d)(16) and is a dangerous drug

|| pursuant to Code section 4022.

"(e) The [Sharmacy; owner, the building owner or manager, or a family member of &
phsirmaéist owner (but not more than one of the aforementioned) may possess a key to the
pharmacy that is maintained in a tamper evident container for the purﬁosa of 1) delivering the key
to a pharmacist or 2) providing access in case of emergencf. An émergency would include fire,

flood or carthquake, The signature of the pharmacist-in-charge shall be present in such a way that

_ COST RECOZ!}RY ‘
14. Section 125.3 of the Code states, in pertinent part, that the Board may request the

aclmlmstratwe- law Judge to direct-a licentiate found to have committed a violation or violations of
the hcensmg act to pay a sumn not to exceed the reasonable costs of the investigation and
anowement of the case,

CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES

15, Alprazolam, a generic name for Xanéx, is a Schedule IV con&oﬂed substance
pursuant fo Health and Safety Code section 11057, subdivision (d)(1) and is a dangerous drug
pursuant to Code sectlon 4022, 7 _

16. Diazepam, a generic name for Valium, is & Schedule IV controlled substance pursuént ,
to Health and Safety Code section 11057, subdivision (d)}(9) and is a dangerous drug pursuant to
Code section 4022, " , _ |

17. Hydroaodonefacetammophen ("hydrocodone/apap"), a generlc name fm Lortab,
Norco, and prdm, amongst othets, is a Sphedule III controlled substance pursuant to Health and
Safety Co_dé section 11056, subdivision (e)(4).and is a dangerous drug pursuant to Code section
4022, - As of October 2014, hydrocodone/apap is a Schedule 1L conirolled substance pﬁrsuant to
United States Code, title 21, section 813. | |

18. Lorazepam,a g_eneric name for Ativan, is a'Schedule,IV controlled substance

.19, Oxycocionc is a Schedule IT controlled substance pursuant to Health and Safety Code

et
e

section 11055, subdivision (b)(L)(M) and is a dangetous drug pursuant to Code section 4022.

6
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20. Promethazine with codeine, a generic name for Phenergém with codeine, is a Schedule
V controlled substance pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 11058, subdivision (c) and is a
dangerous drug putsuant to Code section 4022. |

FIRST CAUSE FOR DI§CiPLINE
(Filling Erroneous Prescriptions and Failure to Assume
Co-Responsibility in Legitimacy of Prescriptidns)

21. Respondent Pharmacy and Respondent Nguyen (co llectwely "Respondents") are
subject to dlsclplmary action under Code section 4301, subdmsmn (d), a:nd (i, in conjunction
with Health.and Safety Code section 11153, subdivision (a), and Code sectlon 4301, subdmsmn

(0),in conjunbtion with California Code of Regulati.ons,-title 16, section 1761, m that in between |
2011 and 2012, Resﬁondeﬁts failed to assume their dorresponding responéibility bjr dispensing
.oontrolled substances o habituél doctor and j)harmacy shoppers, by failing to validate the
legitimacy of prescriptions, by failing to reviaw patients’ diug history, and by dispensiﬁg
erroleous and/or uncertam prescnptmns The circumstances, are as follows:

22. In October 2012, the Board received mf‘ormatlon that a federal Grand Jury had
indicted Respondents on multipte charges, including 'structurmg cash deposits. Prompted in part
by this discovery, a Board Inspector began to investigate Rcspondeﬁt Pharmacy.

23. The Board Inspector requested a Controlled Substance Utilization Review and
Evaluation'System (“CURES”) report for Respondent Pharmacy from January 1, 2011 to
December 5, 2012, _Examination of these records revealed that Respondent Pharmacy had filled a
total of 8,151 controlled substance prescriptions. Of these Aprescriptiéns, 1,524 (or 18.69%) were '
for oxycoddne 30mg. . _ ' ‘ '

24, 'The Board InSpectqf seI.ectéd 20 pationts 'ﬁ'bm the CURES data to further investigate,
Using CURES Patient Activity Reports ("PAR") from January 1, 2009 to June 14, 2013, the
Board Inspector discovered that the same physicians or physfcia,n‘s_ assistants were consistentlg.r
preseribing oxycodone 30 mg to the patienfs. These prescribers were:—Billy Early, P.A. ('P.A. A

Harly"), Rabert Lifson, M.I). ("Dr, Lifson"), Ernest Casillas, M.D. ("Dr. Casillas"), Maouel Sison, |

b2
ca

-M.D. ("Dr. Sison"}, and Joseph Altamiranc, M.D. ("Dr, Altamirano™).

7
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25. The Board Inspector determined whether or not the presetiptions Respondent
Pharmacy dispensed'were paid with cash, i.e., insurance was bypassed. Ofthe 8,151 controlled
substance prescriptions, 2,759 (or A33.5 8%) were paid with cash. OFf the 1,524 oxycodone 3) mg
prescriptions, 1,521 (ot 99.8%) were paid with cash. For the prescriptions written by P.A, Eatly,
Dr. Lifson, Dr Casillas, Dr, Sison, and Dr. Altamiraﬁo all of the p_rescript%ons were paid for with
cash. Moreover a11 20 of the selected patients paid with cash,

26. The Board Inspector compared the disponsing practicos of Respondent Pharmacy to -
four other pharmacies located less that one mile away. The CURES data showed that between
January 1, 2011 and ]jecember 5, 2512, Respondent Pharmacy filled 1,524 ptescriptions for
oxycodone 30 rag while the four neighboring pharmacies, including a Walgreens, a Rite-Aid, and

two independent pharmacies, filled a total of 13 presoriptions for Gxycodone 30 mg during that

| same time petiod.

.27. The Board Inspector reviewed data regarding the distance between the 20 patients'

{ residences and the prescribers’ offices and the distanco between the patients' residences and

Respondent Pharmacy. The data showed that the average cqmbined distance betweena p;atient's ’
home to a presoriber's office, the distance between a pfescriber‘s office to Respondent Pharmacy,
and the distancé from Respondent Pharmacy to a patient's home was 63 miles. 'The shortest -
distance was 15 miles and the longest distance was 106 miles. Due to the prolifera;tion of
pharmacies in the Southern California ares, the common trading area is cc;ns_ider'ed,to be 5 miles,
The data further showed that none of the 20 patients resided fn Huntington Park whete
Rcspondent Pharmacy was located.

28. Onor abom Februaty 7 2013, the Board Inspector conducted anh inspection of -

- Respondent Pharmacy. When the Board Inspector artived at approximately 10:00 a.m., there was

no licensed pharmacist on the premises. A pharmacy technician had opened the doors to the
pharmacy When the Board Inspector inquired about the pharmaclst's whereabouts, the Inspector
was told that the pharmacist had gone to the bank,

29,  Aspart of the Febmaiy 7, 2013 inspection, the Board Inspector asked Respondent

o
-]

Nguyen to complete pharmacy patient questionnaires for the 20 selected patients in order to .
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("H" 1 || determine how well Respondent Nguyen knew the patients. Respondent Nguyen indicated that 19
2 (| of the 20 patients had some type of back pain but Respondent Pharmacy did not keep any notes on
3 || the patients' drug therapy. | |
4 30. A review of the CURES PAR data, the completed pharmacy patient questmnnaxres
5 and other data revealed the following information about the 20 selected patients that the Board
6 Inspector investigated:
7 a.  PatientK B The PAR shows that pr:,or to having prescr 1pt1011s for oxycodone and
8 || diazepam written by P.A. Early filled at Respondent Pharmacy, K. B, received prescriptions for
9 hydrocodone/ apep and diazepam simultaneously from two other doctors arid had those
10 || prescriptions filled at two different pharmacies, Respondent thmacy wrote on the face of a
11 || prescription "CURES OK" when K.B. first went to Respondent Pharmacy. Howevet if
12 Respondent Pharmacy had looked closely at CURES PAR, it would have noticed that K.B. had
13 || gone to multiple prescribers and multiple pharmacies. ' _ _ |
14 b.  Patient AB.: The PAR shows that prior to having presca-iptions for oﬁycodone 30
(1 . 15 || mg and alprazolam written by Dr., Casillas éﬁd Dr, Siéon filled at Respéndent Pharmacy, AB."
16 || went to 4.different prescribers in Lynwood, Los Aﬁgeles, Panorama City, and West Coviﬂa and 5
17 | different phﬁmnacies; in Los Angeles, Athambra, Inglewood, Rancho Cucamonga,-and Panorama
18 Gi;cy. While going to Respondent Pharmacy, AB continucd to have prescriptions filled at
19 mﬁ]tiple pharmacies ana continued to see multiple prescﬁbers. “
20 ¢,  Patient D.C.: The PAR shows that prior to having prescriptions for oxycodone 30
21 ﬁ1g written by Dr. Lifson and Dr. Sison filled at Respondent Pharmacy, D.C. went fo 5 presctibers
22 || inDowney, Monterey Park, Los Angeles, and Garden, Grdve- aﬂd 8 pharmacies in Los Angeles,
23 || Alhambra, Hollywood, and Garden vae to get prescriptions for hydrocodene/apap and
24 . alprézolam. ‘While going to Respondent Pharmacy, D.C. continued to go to multiple prescribers
25 || and multiple pharmacies. On August 5, 2011, D.C. had a prescription for oxycodone 30 mg and
26 || Phener; gan with codeine prescribed by Dr. Lifson. ‘D.C. had the prescnptmn for Phenergan WIth
27 i codeine dispensed at Kim thmacy, whlch is 55 mﬂes from Dr. Lifson's office and had the
o (J 28 || oxycodone 30 mg dispensed at Respondent Pharmacy which was 27 miles from Kim Phatmacy.
Accusaﬁonl
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Respondent Pharmacy wrote on the face of a prescription "CURES OK." However if Respondenf
Pharmacy had looked closely at CURES PAR, it would have noticed that D.C. had gone to
multiple prescribets and multiple phermacies.

d.  PatientF C.; ThePAR shows that prior to having prescrlptmns for oxycodone 30

mg writtet by Paul Sucgang, D.O. ("Dr. Sucgang™) filled at Respondent Phatmacy, F.C. wentto 3 A

prescribers and 7 pharmacies in Los Angeles, Compton, Long Beach, Lynwood, and South Gate

to get presbriptions for controlled substances. While going to Respondent Pharmacy, F.C.

_continved to go to inultiple prescribers and multiple pharmacies. Respondent Pharmacy wrote on

the face of a présﬁriptioﬁ "CURES OK." Howevet if Respondent Phannaoy had looked closely at
CURES PAR, it would have noticed that F.C. had gone to mﬁltiple presoribers and multiple
pharmacies. -

e.  Patient D.D.: The PAR shows that prior to having prescriptions for oxycodone 30
mg written by Dr. Sison, Dr. Casillas,' and P.A. Barly filled at Respondent Pharmacy, D.D. 6nly
went to one prescriber and one pharmacy and received prescriptions for lorazepam. He had ﬁo
history of -pain. Respbndeﬁt Phannﬁcy should hﬁ&e questioned starting pain management with
oxycodone 30 mg. While gping to Respondent Ph#rma,dy, DD saw 3 different prescribers and
received presctiptions for oxycodone 30 mg, a powerful pain medication. |

£ Pationt MLE.: The PAR shows that prior o having prosctiptions for oxyoodone 30
mg ertten by P.A. Barly filled at Respondent Pharmacy, M.E. went to 9 prescrlbels in Los
Angeles, Northrldge, Sto ckton, Panorama City, and Pasadena and 9 pharmames in Rwermde -
Ontario, Santa Monica, Rancho Cucamongg, Gardena, Rancho Palos Verdes, Beverly Hills, and
Los Angeles. Respondent Phémnacy wrote ‘on the face of a prescripti(;n "CURES OK" when M.E,
first went to Respondent Phé.rmacy. However if Rééponﬂent Pharmacy had l.ooked closely at
CURES PAR, it would have noticed that ME. had gone to multiple prescribers and multipie
pharmacies, | | ' | 7

g.  Patient B.F.: The PAR shows that prior to having prescriptions for oxycodone 30

mg written by Dr. Sison and Dr. Casillas filled at Respandent Pharmacy, M.E. went to multiple

At B T ot Al

s

o)
oo

) prescribers in Downey, F ountam Valley, Huntington Beach, and Los Angeles, and multlple
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-Respondent Pharmacy wrote on the face of a prescription "CURES OK" when A.H. first went to

had looked closely at CURES PAR, it would have noticed that G.J. had gone to multiple

monthly basis from Dr. Sucgang: oxycodone 30 mg, promethazine with codeine,

| hydrocodone/apap 7.5-750 mg, and alprazolam. YK only had the oiycodone 30 mg and

pharmactes ir_a Los Angles, Hollywood, Hawtliome, IngIeWoo d, and Alhambra,
h,  Patient AH.: The PAR shows that prior to having prescriptions for oxycodone 30
mg and hydrocodone/apap 10-325 mg written by P.A. Barly filled at Respondent Pharmacy, AH

went to multiple prescribers and multiple pharmacies to get prescl;iptions for oxycodone 30 mg,

Respondent Phatmacy. However if Respondent Pharmacy had looked closely at CURES PAR, it
would have noticed that A.H. had gone to muliiple préscribers and muitiple pharmacies. ‘

i Patient G.J.: The PAR shows that prior to having presb_riﬁtions for oxycodone 30
myg written by P.A. Early filled af Respondent Pharmacy, G.J. went to 22 presoribers in multiple
citie§ and wént to 21vphar.macies in mulﬁple cities to obtain hjfdrocodoﬁe/apap and other
controlled substance prescriptions. Réspondent Pharmacy .Wrote on the face of a pvesoﬁption

"CURES OK" when G.J. first went to Respondent Pharmacy. However if Respondent Phiarmacy

prescribers and multiple pharmacies, _
j- Patient Y.K.: The PAR shows that prior t6 having prescriptions for oxycodone 30
mg and promethazine with codeine written by Dr. Sucgang filled at Respondent Pharmacy, Y K.

had controlled substance prescriptions dispensed af three pharmacies. Y.X. recetved 4 drugs on a

promethazine with codeine p'rescriptibns filled at Respondent Pharmacy and had the
hydrocodone/apap 7.5-750 mg and alprazolam prescriptions filled at another pharmacy,
Respondent Pharmacy dispensed promethazine with codeine, a cough syrup, to Y. K. el-even timos.
k.  Patient ... The PAR shows that prior to having prescriﬁtioﬁs for oxyéodone 30
mg written by Dr. Casillas filled at Respondent Pharmacy, F.L. went to 10 different prescribers in | -
Ga,rdena, Huntington Park, Stockton, Northridge, Los Angéles, and Pamorama City and 14
dlﬂ'erent pharmameq in Huntmgton Beach, Fullerton, Norwalk, Los Angeles, Lakewood Reseda,

Ontauo, Rancho Palos Verdes, Gardena, Oceanside, Santa Ana, and Van Nuys Respondent

o]
o0

Pharmacy wrote on the face of a preseription "CURES OK" when F.L. first went to Respondenf
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| mg written by Dr, Casillas filled at Respondent Pharmacy, E.P. went to 5 prescribers for

Pharmacy. However if Respohdent Pharmacy had looked closely at CURES PA;R, it would have
noticed that E.L. had gong to multiple prescnbers and multiple pharmacies.

L Bﬂtlent D.ML: The PAR shows that prior to having prescrlptlons for oxycodonc 30
mg written by.Dr. Casillag ﬁlled at Respondent Pharmacy, D:M. went to 8 different prescribers in
Los Angeles; Stockton, Santa Monica, and Northridge and 10 different pharmames in San Marino,
Long Beach, Northridge, Anaheim, Reseda, Ontano Gardena, Oceanmde, and Van Nuys.
Respondent Phatmacy wrote on the face of a prescr iption f'CURES OK“ when D.M. first went to |
Respondent Pharmacy. However if Respondent Fharmacy had Iooked closely at CURES PAR, it
would have noticed that D.M. had gone to multiple prescribers and multiple pharmacies.

m. Patient EM.: Thé PAR shows that E.M. had 110 pain histo’rir prior to Qctober 21,
2011 when he first started febeivin’g oxycodone 30 mg from Dr. Casilias. The PAR also shows
thE‘lt E.M. received _no'dthér pain medication bes‘ide oxycodone 30 n-lg. Respondent Pharmac};
wrote on the face of a prescription "CURES OK" when EM, first wént to Respbndcnt Pharmaoy.

However if Respondent Pharmacy had looked closely at_CURES PAR, it wo_uld have questioned
the initial pain mavagement thefapy of oxycodone 30 mg. '

n.  Patient B.P.: The PAR shows that prior to having prescriptions for oxycodone 30

controlled substance presoriptions and 5 different pharmacies. Respondent Pharmacy wrote on
the face of a prescripﬁon "CURES OK" wheﬂ E..P. first went to Respoﬁdent Pharmaéy. However
if Respondent Pharmacy had looked closely at CURES PAR, it would have noticed that EP. had
gone to multiple prescribers and multiple pharmaciés On April 4, 2012, Respondent Pharmacy
dispensed oxycodone 30 mg prescribed by Dr. Casillas. However on March 21, 2012, another
pharmacy had dlspensed hydrocodone/apap 10- 325 mg prescribed by another physwlan if
Respondent Pharmacy had consulted CURES PAR, it would have rioticed the therapy duplication
and multiple prescribers. o '

0.  Patient V.R.: The PAR shows that V.R. had no pain history prior to D?Cembér 19,
2011 whf;n she first started receiving oxycbddne' 30 mg from Dr. Casillas.. The PAR also shows |

b
-~

that V.R. received no other pain medication beside oxycodone 30 mg. Respondent Phanﬁacy

12

Accusation




wrote on the face of & prescription "CURES OK" when V.R. first went to Respondent Pharmacy.

" 1
( ' 2 || However if Respondent Pharmacy had looked closely at CURES PAR, .it would have questioned
3 || the initial pein management therapy of oxycodone 30 mg. |
4 p.  Patient M.R,: The PAR shows that prior fo having prescriptions for oxycodone 30
5 || mg written by Dr. Sison, P.A. Barly, and Sharmez Savoy, P.A. ﬁlled at Respondent Phalmacy,
6 || M.R, went to 6 different prescrlbers in Stockton, Los Angeles Santa Monica, Northﬂdge and
7 || Panorama City and 6 different pharmacles in Encino, Whlthel Hawthorne Bakersfield, Raneho
8 Palos Verdes, Mission Viejo, and Encine. _Respondent Pharmacy wrote on the face of a
9 {| preseription "CURES OK" when M.R. first went to Respondent Pharmacy. However if
10 | Respondent Pharmacy had looked closeljr at CURES PAR, it would hegi,ve noticed that MR. had
11 || gone to multiple prescribers end..multiple pharmecies. Additichally, M.R. was a diabetic but did
12 || not reeive any diabetic medication.
13 q- Patient P.R.: The PAR shows that prior to ha.vmg prescmptlons for oxycodone 30
e 14 || mg written by Dr, Casillas filled at Respondent Pharmacy, P.R. had one preserlptlon for
(a_-- ) 15 oxycedone 30 mg written by Dr. Sison filled at pharmaey in San Luis Oblspo Dr. S:son s office |
16 || wasin Panorama City and P R. lived in Los Angeles Pner o March 29, 2012 when she received
17 oxyeodone 3{} mg from Dt. Sison., P.R. had no pain hlstory The PAR also shows that V. R
18 || received no other pain medication bemde oxycodone 30 mg. Respondent Pharmacy wrote on the
19 || face of a prescription "CURES OK" when P.R. first went to Respondent ?hannaey. HeWever if
20 Reepondent Pharmacy had Iooked closely at CURES PAR, it would have questioned the initial
‘. 21 || pain management therapy of oxycodone 30 mg. : _ |
22 I. Patient VW.R.: The PAR shows that prior to having prescriptions for oxycodone 30
23 || mg written by Dr. Casillas filled at Respondent Pharmacy, W.R. went to 3 different doefors and 3
24 || different pharrﬁaeies. The PAR also shows that W.R. had one prosoription for oxycodone 30 mg
25 || written by Dr. Sison filled ata pharmacy in San Luis Obispo. Dr. Sison"s office was in Panorama
26 || City and W.R, lived in Los Angeles. Prior to February.14, 2012 when he received oxycodone 30
27 | mg from Dr. Sison., W.R. had no pain history, The PAR also shows that W.R, received no other
7(\ 28 || pain medication beside oxycodone 30 mg. Respondent Pharmacy Wmte on the face of a
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-pain management therapy-of oiycodone 30 mg and it would have noticed that W.R, had gone to

and fitled prescriptions for promethazine with codeine written by Dr. Sucgang 10 times.

subject to digciplinary action undet Code section 4301, subdivision (7), in conjunction with Health

prescription "CURES OK" when W.R. first went to Respondent Pharmacy. However if
Respondent Phatmacy had looked closely st CURES PAR, it would have questioneéd the initial '

multiple prescribers and multiple pharmacies. .

s.  Palient E.W.: The PAR shows that prior to having prescriptions for oxycodone 30
mg written by Dr. Casillas filled at Respondent Phatmacy, E.W. went to al doctor in Stockton but
had the prescriptions filled in Santa Ana and Mutricta. He also had a prescription for oxycodone
30 mg written by Dr. Sison ﬁlled Duatte.

t.  Patient M,T.: Respondent Phat;macy's internal patient profile revealed that -

Respondent Pharmacy filled ﬁrescriptioxis for oxycodone 30 mg written by Dr. Sucgang 7 times

SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

(Dispensing without Proper Prescription)

‘31, Respondent Pharmacy and Respondent Nguyen (collectively "Respondents™) are

and Safety Code section 11164, subdivision (a)(l),. on the grounds of unbrofesaional conduct in
that Respondents filled prescriptions for controlled subst&ﬁc'es.that were not dated in the
prescriber's handwriting, The circumstances are as follows:

(8)  On or about January 20, 2012, Respondents filled RX #1538834 oxycodone 30 mg for
Patient D.M. prescribed h;y Dr. Casillas. The date written on th.e prescription was not in Dr.
Casillas's handwriting. | |

(b) Onorabout February 8, 2012, Respondents filled RX #1543932 oxycodone 30 mg for
Patient F.L. prescribed by Dr. Casﬂlas The date written on the prescl iption was not in Dr

Casﬂlas 5 handwrxtmg

THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE ’

(Operatmml Standards and Secunty leatlon)

32, R33p011dent Pharmacy and Respondent Nguyen are subject to disciplinary action
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under Code section 4301, subdivision (o), in conjunction with California Code of Regulations,

14

Accusation




ey

10~ SRR, S MU N U FUR X

ju] = e ek e el ek bed led feed

had gone to the bank.

: Abcount 2. ‘

title 16, section 1714, subdivision (¢), on the grounds of unprofessional conduct in that .during a
routine inspection of Respondent Pharmacy on February 7, 2013, a pharmacy fechnician -
possessed a key to the pﬁannhcy that was. not in & tamper evident container, The pharmacy
technician had opened the door to the pharmacy, which was open to the public while the

pharmacist was not present. Moreover, the pharmacist was not on a break or at lunch, Tnstead, he

- FOURTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
. (Dishonest Acts)

33. | Res;pondent Nguyen is subject to diéeiplinary actfon under Code section‘ 4301,
subdivision (f) én the g'rouﬁds of unﬁrofegsional conduot for committing dishonest acts in that
Respondent Nguyen structured,! assisted in sh'ucturing, and/or caused to be structused financial
transactiong wi_th Buank of America, a domestic financial insfitution, for the purposé of evading the
reporting requirements of United States Code, title 31, secti01-1 5313, subdivision (a); as partof a
pattern of illc_agal activity involving more than $100,000 in a 12 month period. The facts and
oircumstances are as follows: . | _

(@ | On. or about January 28, 2009, Respondent Nguyen made or caused t0 be made &
$10,000 cash deposit‘ into Bank of America Account ending 21213 ("Account 1_") and a $10,000
cﬁéh deposit into Bank of Ametica Account ending 41025 (Account 2").

| {b) On or about 'June‘ 2, 2009, Respondent Nguyen made or causéd to be made a $10,000
cash deposit into Bank of America Accounf 1 and a $9,000 cash deposit into Bank of America

(¢}  On or about June 3, 2009, Respondem; Neuyen made or caused o be made a $9,000
cash depostt and a $10,000 cash deposit into Bank of America Accouttt 1.

I.Ft;;iel'al law requires domestic financial institutions to report transactions involving currency
(i.e., cash) of more than $10,000. A petson structures a transaction if that person conducts one or
more currency transactions in any amaount, at.one or more financial-institutions,-on-one-ormore—

o]
=]

days, forthe purpose of evading the reporting requirements.
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(d) On or about July 28, 2009, Respondent Nguyen made or cansed by made a $10,000
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34.  Pursuant to Code section 4307, if discipline is imposed on Pharmacy Permit Number

16 .

Accusation

' 1
(— 2 || -cash deposit, another $10,000 cash deposit, and a $4,550 cash deposit into Bank of America
13 | Account 1. ‘ ' ‘
4 (¢) Onor abaut June 19, 2009, Respondent Nguyen made ot caused to be made a $9,000 l
5 li. cash depos1t anda $10 000 cash dep051t into Bank of America Accouat 1. | ‘
6 FIFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINF,
7 - (Failure To Ensure Pharmacy Complies With Laws and Regulations
8 - Peﬂaining To The Practice Of Pharmacy) _
9 34.  Respondent Nguyen is subject to disciplinary action under Code section 4113,
10 || subdivision (o) in that while working as the pharmacist-in-charge of St. Paul's Pharmacy I_, he
11 || failed ta enaure the pharmacy's compliance with all state and federal laws and regulations
12 pertalmng to the practice of pharmacy as set forth above in paragraphs 21-33 and incorporated E
13 hereln by this reference ;
14. SIXTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE - A 4
(m }' 15 (Conwctmns of Substantlally Related Crimes)
16 -35_. - Respondent Nguyen 8 license is subject to dlsclphnary action under Code scotion
17 4361, subd1v1smn (D), in that Respondent Nguyen has been convicied of crimes substantially
18 || relating to the qualifications, funcfions, and duties of a licensed pharmacist- in that on or about
19 |} May 18,2015 in the crimina! mattor entitled United States of America v. Mike Mikaelian, -et al
20 || (U.S, District - California Central, (Western Division - Los Angeles), No. CR 1 100922,_ :
21 || Respondent was convicted of a felony count of violating 31 U.S.C. § 5324(2)(3), (d)(2);
22 || (Structuring Financial Transactions; Aiding; andl Abetting aald .Causing An Act To Be Done). The ‘
23 || court gfanted a 36-month probation petiod, includirig_ six {6) months in prison and twelve (12) j
94 || months home detention. Respondent was also required to pay a fine in the sum of $15,000 and
25 Special assessment of $500. The circumstances are desctibed in paragtaph 32 above and
26 iacor-porated herein by this referehce. - _
: 27 | | OTHER MATTERS
( ' 28
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" Permit Number PHY 42891'is reinstated if Phanmacy Permit Number 42891 issued to Y Troi Inc.

- Number PHY 42891 is placed on probation of until Pharmacy Permit Number PHY 428914 is

PHY; 42891 issued to Y Troi Inc, doing business as St. Paul's Pharmacy I shall be prohibited from
serving as a maﬁager, administrator, owner, membet, ofﬁtzqf, director, agsociate, or partner ofa
licensee for five years if Pharmacy Permit Number PHY 42891 is placed on probation or until
Phatmacy Permit Number PHY 42891 s einstated if it is revoked. '

35. Pursuant to Code section 4307, if discipline is imposed on Pharmacy Permit
Number PHY 42891 issued to Y Troi Inc. doing business as St. Pﬁui's Pharmacy I while Perry
Tan Nguyen have been an officer and owner and had knowledge of or k'nowingly- participated in
any conduct for which the licensee was disoiplined, Perry Tan Nguyen shall be prohibited from
.serving as a managet, administratbr, owner, member, officer, director, assoﬁiate, or partrier of &
licenisee for five years if Pharmacy Petmit Number PHY 42891 is placéd on probation ot .until
Phatmacy Permit Number PHY 42891 is reinstated if it is revoked.

- | PRAYER

WHEREFORE Complalnant requests that a heating be held on the matters herein alleged,
and that following the hearmg, the Board of Pharmacy issue a decision: )

I. Revokmg or suspending Original Permﬂ; Number PETY 4289 1, issued to Y Tro.i Inc. .
doing business as St. Paul's Pharmacy 1 with Perry "fan Nguyen as Chief Executive Officer;

| 2. Revoking or suspending Pharmacist License Nﬁrﬁber RPH 42961, issued t{; Petry Tan

Nguyeﬁ; '_ |

3. Prﬁhibiting Y Troi Ine. doing business as St. Paul's Phérmacy 1 from serving as a
manager, adminisfrator, owner, member, officer, director, associéte, 6r partner of a licensee for

five years if Pharmacy Permit Number PHY 42891 is p]ace& on probation or until Pharmacy
dmng business as St. Paul's Pharmacy I is revoked;
4, thlbltmg Perry Tan Ngnyen from setving as a manager, 'administrator, owner,

member, officer, director, associate, or partner of a licensee for five years if Pharmacy Permit

teinstated if Pharmacy Permit Nutnber 42891 issued to Y Troi Inc. doing business as St, Paul's

]
[=22)

Pharmacy I is revoked:;
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( 1 4, Ordering Y Troi Inc. doing business as St. ?aul‘s Pharmacy I and Peity Tan Nguyen to
2 || pay the Board of Pharmacy the reasonable costs of the investigation and enforcement of this case,
3 || pursuant to Business and Professions Code section 125.3 ; and
4 5. Taking such other and further acﬁon as deemed necessary and proper.
5 - O e W |
6 || DATED: - ?////é’ LG e |
_ o VIRGINIA HEROLD o
7 : . Executive Officer
: Board of Pharmacy
3 Department of Consumer Affaits,
State of California
9 Complainant
10 || LAz014512670
1 51650?.72.(100
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