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Attorneys for Petitioner/Plaintiff
LOS ANGELES TIMES COMMUNICATIONS LLC
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF ORANGE
LOS ANGELES TIMES
COMMUNICATIONS LLC,

)
)
)
)
Petitioner/Plaintiff,
)
)
v.
)
)
CITY OF ANAHEIM; HARRY SIDHU; )
)
ANNIE MEZZACAPPA; and DOES 1
)
THROUGH 10.
)
)
Respondents/Defendants. )
)

Case No.:
VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF
MANDATE AND COMPLAINT FOR
DECLARATORY RELIEF FOR
VIOLATIONS OF THE CALIFORNIA
PUBLIC RECORDS ACT WITH
EXHIBITS A THROUGH T.
[Gov’t Code § 6250 et seq.]
[Civ. Proc. Code § 1060; 1085]

Under Code of Civil Procedure sections 526, 1060, and 1085, and Government
Code sections 6258 and 6259, Petitioner/Plaintiff LOS ANGELES TIMES
COMMUNICATIONS LLC (“LA Times”) petitions this Court for a writ of mandate and
declaratory relief directed to Respondents/Defendants CITY OF ANAHEIM
(“Anaheim” or “City”), HARRY SIDHU, ANNIE MEZZACAPPA, AND DOES 1
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1

THROUGH 10 (collectively “Respondents”) to order them to turn over important

2

public records relating to allegations of corruption in Anaheim.

3

In this verified Petition, LA Times alleges as follows:
INTRODUCTION AND FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS

4
5

1.

Last spring, Anaheim’s $320 million sale of Angel Stadium and parking

6

lots to the Angels baseball team owner fell apart after an FBI agent’s affidavit was filed

7

in this Court showing that the FBI was investigating then-Anaheim Mayor Harry Sidhu

8

for public corruption in connection with the sale and that Sidhu was part of a self-

9

described “cabal” that steered Anaheim city politics. The search warrant referenced

10

Sidhu using a personal email account, harry@harrysidhu.com, to conduct Anaheim

11

business, including using this email to discuss negotiations concerning the stadium

12

sale.

13

2.

In the wake of these extraordinary revelations, LA Times journalist

14

Nathan Fenno made two public records requests asking Anaheim for communications

15

between Sidhu and officials from Disney, the Anaheim Chamber of Commerce and/or a

16

public relations firm, including emails from Sidhu’s non-governmental accounts and

17

text messages. Anaheim produced no text messages and no responsive emails from his

18

personal email accounts except for three emails that Sidhu’s chief of staff Annie

19

Mezzacappa forwarded to harry@harrysidhu.com from what appears to be her official

20

City email address.

21

3.

Anaheim’s paltry production of responsive records prompted LA Times’

22

Fenno to file a public records request for records regarding Anaheim’s processing of

23

the previous requests. In response, Anaheim provided an email exchange between city

24

attorney Robert Fabela and Sidhu personal attorney Paul Meyer. Three days after

25

Anaheim responded to LA Times that it did not have the requested emails from Sidhu’s

26

non-governmental accounts, Anaheim’s city attorney asked Sidhu through his lawyer

27

to search his personal accounts for responsive material to public records. Sidhu’s

28

lawyer responded that Sidhu did not have to comply with the California Public Records
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1

Act (“CPRA”) because he had resigned as mayor of Anaheim. He also claimed that

2

Sidhu could invoke the Fifth Amendment right against self-incrimination to avoid

3

turning over these public records.

4

4.

Public officials such as then-Anaheim Mayor Sidhu cannot escape the

5

CPRA’s disclosure obligations by sending, receiving, or forwarding emails about

6

government business from personal accounts. In City of San Jose v. Superior Court

7

(2017) 2 Cal.5th 608, 625 (“City of San Jose”), the California Supreme Court ruled that

8

“a city employee’s communications related to the conduct of public business do not

9

cease to be public records just because they were sent or received using a personal

10

account. Sound public policy supports this result.” The City of San Jose Court

11

explained that if politicians such as then-Mayor Sidhu did not have to disclose

12

communications about government business sent on non-governmental accounts, then

13

“government officials could hide their most sensitive, and potentially damning,

14

discussions in such accounts.” (Id.) Such a policy would defeat the constitutionally

15

mandated transparency purpose of the CPRA and would “encourage government

16

officials to conduct the public’s business in private.” (Id.) By requiring officials such as

17

Sidhu to disclose all communications about public business no matter if it occurred in

18

a personal email account (such as the domain @harrysidhu.com), a text message, or a

19

social media direct message, California stops public officials from evading the

20

transparency laws. “Open access to government records is essential to verify that

21

government officials are acting responsibly and held accountable to the public they

22

serve. ‘Such access permits checks against the arbitrary exercise of official power and

23

secrecy in the political process.’” (Id., citing CBS, Inc. v. Block (1986) 42 Cal.3d 646,

24

651 (emphasis in original).)

25

5.

Being a former public official does not absolve Sidhu or Anaheim from

26

complying with the CPRA. The requested communications from Sidhu relate to

27

Anaheim city business, including the negotiations for the sale of Angel Stadium. LA

28

Times’ Fenno asked for the emails on May 19 and 26 of 2022 – and the requests for
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1

emails concerned communications involving Sidhu during his time as mayor of

2

Anaheim. The CPRA does not have an exemption for records maintained by former

3

officials, and records are subject to disclosure unless a public agency can substantiate

4

an exemption applies. (See Gov. Code § 6255 [requiring agency to justify

5

nondisclosure by proving an exemption applies or that the catch-all exemption is

6

satisfied, i.e., that the public interest in nondisclosure of each withheld record clearly

7

outweighs the public interest in disclosure].) Therefore, Anaheim and Sidhu’s attorney

8

have zero grounds to withhold Sidhu’s communications on the basis that he no longer

9

works for the city.

10

6.

The Fifth Amendment does not protect the disclosure of government

11

records in Sidhu’s possession about official Anaheim business, either. The United

12

States Supreme Court has declared on multiple occasions that “in the case of public

13

records and official documents, made or kept in the administration of public office, the

14

fact of actual possession or of lawful custody would not justify the officer in resisting

15

inspection [on Fifth Amendment grounds], even though the record was made by

16

himself and would supply the evidence of his criminal dereliction.” (See Fisher v.

17

United States (1976) 425 U.S. 391, 424 (“Fisher”), citing Wilson v. United States (1911)

18

221 U.S. 361, 380 (“Wilson”) [also stating that “[i]f he has embezzled the public

19

moneys and falsified the public accounts he cannot seal his official records and

20

withhold them from the prosecuting authorities on a plea of constitutional privilege

21

against self-crimination. The principle applies not only to public documents in public

22

offices, but also to records required by law to be kept in order that there may be

23

suitable information of transactions which are the appropriate subjects of

24

governmental regulation and the enforcement of restrictions validly established”]; In

25

re Grand Jury Proceedings (E.D. Mich. 1990) 119 B.R. 945, 949-950 (“In re Grand

26

Jury Proceedings”) [recognizing “the well-settled law that a public official has no Fifth

27

Amendment right to withhold public records from grand jury review even if the records

28

tend to incriminate the official in a specific crime,” and stating that where records are
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1

maintained by an individual in his official capacity as a public officer, all of the records

2

are subject to disclosure notwithstanding the Fifth Amendment].

3

7.

California follows the same principle that public officials like Sidhu

4

cannot invoke the Fifth Amendment to avoid producing public records. In People v.

5

Sperl (1976) 54 Cal.App.3d 640, 654 (“Sperl”), a grand jury was investigating Timothy

6

Sperl, the Marshal of Los Angeles County, and subpoenaed official records of the

7

county. The court ruled that Sperl could not avoid disclosure by claiming the Fifth

8

Amendment privilege where none of the documents “were defendant’s private

9

property.” (Id.) The court concluded that “where public records are the object of the

10

subpoena, a person having custody of same cannot refuse to produce them on the basis

11

of the privilege against self-incrimination.” (Id.)

12

8.

These authorities make clear that Sidhu – the former mayor of Anaheim

13

– is a public official who is the custodian of Anaheim’s public records. The requested

14

communications about Anaheim city business are not Sidhu’s private property, and the

15

Fifth Amendment provides no bar to disclosure of these public records. Because Sidhu

16

communicated about Anaheim public business using his non-governmental accounts,

17

those communications must be disclosed under the CPRA. To the extent that those

18

communications about Anaheim, including the Angel Stadium negotiations, reveal

19

further information about the allegations of corruption against Sidhu, disclosure of

20

those communications would further key aims of the CPRA, as public access to

21

government records helps “to expose corruption, incompetence, inefficiency, prejudice,

22

and favoritism.” (See Int’l Federation of Prof. & Tech. Engineers Local 21 v. Superior

23

Court (2007) 42 Cal.4th 319, 328-329, 333, citing NBC Subsidiary (KNBC-TV), Inc. v.

24

Superior Court (1999) 20 Cal.4th 1178, 1211 n.28 and Estate of Hearst (1977) 67

25

Cal.App.3d 777, 784.)
THE PARTIES

26
27
28

9.

Petitioner/Plaintiff LOS ANGELES TIMES COMMUNICATIONS LLC

publishes the largest metropolitan daily newspaper circulated in California. LA Times
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1

maintains the website www.latimes.com, a leading source of news about the state. At

2

all times relevant to the Petition, LA Times has been engaged in the business of

3

gathering and disseminating information to the public, including information about

4

the performance and functioning of public agencies throughout the state, such as the

5

City of Anaheim and its then-Mayor Sidhu, through publication of LA Times and

6

www.latimes.com. As such, LA Times is within the class of persons beneficially

7

interested in Respondents’ performance of their legal duties.

8
9
10
11

10.

Respondent/Defendant CITY OF ANAHEIM is a local public agency, as

defined by Government Code sections 6252(a) and (d) and is, therefore, subject to the
CPRA.
11.

Respondent/Defendant HARRY SIDHU was the mayor of the CITY OF

12

ANAHEIM, and the LA Times CPRA requests ask for records about Anaheim city

13

business during his time in office.

14

12.

Respondent/Defendant ANNIE MEZZACAPPA was the chief of staff to

15

Sidhu, and the LA Times CPRA requests ask for records about Anaheim city business

16

during her time working for Sidhu at Anaheim.

17

13.

Both Sidhu and Mezzacappa were employees and are agents and

18

custodians of the CITY OF ANAHEIM records that Respondents have improperly

19

withheld from LA Times and the public.

20

14.

Petitioner is unaware of the true names and capacities of

21

Respondents/Defendants DOES 1 through 10, inclusive, and they are therefore sued by

22

such fictitious names pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 474. Petitioner

23

alleges on information and belief that each such fictitiously named

24

Respondent/Defendant is responsible or liable in some manner for the events and

25

happenings referred to herein, and Petitioner will seek leave to amend this

26

Petition/Complaint to allege their true names and capacities after the same have been

27

ascertained.

28
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JURISDICTION AND VENUE

1
2
3
4

15.

This Court has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to Code of Civil

Procedure sections 1085 and 1060 and Government Code sections 6258 and 6259.
16.

Venue is proper in this court, as Anaheim is located within the County of

5

Orange, and the records and the acts and events giving rise to the claims occurred in

6

the County of Orange.
FACTS SUPPORTING THIS ACTION

7
8
9

17.

On May 16, 2022, the California Attorney General’s office filed an ex

parte application in this court to postpone the sale of the Angel Stadium to the team

10

owner after learning about a federal warrant and supporting papers that set forth

11

“serious allegations of unlawful conduct” related to the sale. The application attached a

12

federal warrant and supporting affidavit from FBI special agent Brian C. Adkins, who

13

wrote that Anaheim “was tightly controlled by a small cadre of individuals,” including

14

Sidhu. Adkins stated that the FBI is investigating Sidhu for suspected bribery, fraud,

15

obstruction of justice and witness tampering. “I believe Sidhu illustrated his intent to

16

solicit campaign contributions, in the amount of $1,000,000 … in exchange for

17

performing official acts intended to finalize the stadium sale for the Angels,” Adkins

18

stated. Adkins also claimed he found probable cause that Sidhu shared confidential

19

information about the stadium sale negotiations with the Angels “with the expectation

20

of receiving a sizeable contribution to his reelection campaign from a prominent

21

Angels representative.” He further alleged Sidhu “has attempted to obstruct an Orange

22

County grand jury inquiry into the Angel Stadium deal.” True and correct copies of the

23

California Attorney General’s office ex parte application to postpone the sale of Angel

24

Stadium and the warrant with the affidavit from FBI agent Adkins are attached as

25

Exhibit A. A true and correct copy of LA Times’ May 16, 2022 article by Bill Shaikin

26

titled “State attorney general asks for hold on Angel Stadium land sale amid corruption

27

probe,” available at https://www.latimes.com/sports/angels/story/2022-05-16/angel-

28

stadium-land-sale-anaheim-mayor-corruption-investigation, is attached as Exhibit B.
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1

18.

On May 17, 2022, the FBI accused former Anaheim Chamber of

2

Commerce head Todd Ament of making false statements to a financial institution

3

regarding his purchase of a $1.5 million home in Big Bear. An affidavit signed by FBI

4

agent Adkins and submitted with the criminal charges claimed that Ament and an

5

unnamed political consultant were part of a “cabal,” leaders of a small group of

6

Anaheim public officials, consultants and business leaders who met regularly at

7

retreats to exert influence on Anaheim’s government. Adkins identified the consultant

8

as “a principal partner of a nationally known political and public affairs company” with

9

an office in the same building as the Anaheim Chamber of Commerce. The chief

10

executive and senior partner at FSB Public Affairs, which has an office in the same

11

Anaheim building as the chamber, at that time was veteran Republican political

12

consultant Jeff Flint. A true and correct copy of the criminal complaint against Ament

13

with the Adkins affidavit are attached as Exhibit C. A true and correct copy of LA

14

Times’ May 17, 2022 article by Michael Finnegan and Adam Elmahrek titled “Anaheim

15

corruption case expands as feds charge leader of ‘cabal’ that runs city,” available at

16

https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-05-17/anaheim-corruption-todd-

17

ament-charged, is attached as Exhibit D.

18

19.

On May 17, 2022, Orange County Superior Court Judge Glenn R. Salter

19

halted the sale of the Angel Stadium amid the corruption investigation into Sidhu. A

20

true and correct copy of LA Times’ May 17, 2022 article by Gabriel San Roman and

21

Fenno titled “Judge pauses sale of Angel Stadium amid FBI corruption probe of

22

Anaheim mayor,” available at https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-05-

23

17/judge-halts-angel-stadium-sale-fbi-corruption-probe-anaheim-mayor, is attached

24

as Exhibit E.

25

20.

On May 19, 2022, LA Times’ Fenno made CPRA requests for all emails

26

and telephonic text messages Sidhu sent to or received from Flint or Disneyland Resort

27

Director of External Affairs Carrie Nocella between March 1, 2021 and March 31, 2021.

28

Fenno also requested all emails and telephonic text messages Sidhu’s then-chief of
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1

staff, Annie Mezzacappa, sent to or received from Flint or Nocella between March 1,

2

2021 and March 31, 2021. Fenno specified that the requests include, but are not

3

limited to, “any personal email accounts, such as harry@harrysidhu.com, or personal

4

telephonic text messaging accounts used [by Sidhu or Mezzacappa] to conduct

5

government business.” A true and correct copy of these May 19, 2022 CPRA requests

6

to Anaheim is attached as Exhibit F.

7

21.

That same day, LA Times published an article on secretly recorded

8

conversations between Ament and an unnamed political consultant (that LA Times

9

identified as Flint) regarding a retreat for Anaheim power brokers. The article also

10

reported on statements in the recordings that this “cabal” had “held sway” over

11

Anaheim elected officials. A true and correct copy of the May 19, 2022 LA Times

12

article by Fenno, Elmahrek, and Gabriel San Roman titled “Secret retreats and a

13

powerful ‘cabal’: Corruption probe reveals who really runs Anaheim,” available at

14

https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-05-19/fbi-probe-mayor-unelected-

15

people-run-anaheim-angel-stadium, is attached as Exhibit G.

16

22.

On May 23, 2022, Sidhu resigned as Anaheim mayor after the other six

17

members of the Anaheim City Council called for him to step down. A true and correct

18

copy of LA Times May 23 article by Fenno, Seema Mehta, Elmahrek, and San Roman

19

titled “Anaheim mayor resigns amid corruption probe into his role in Angel Stadium

20

land sale,” available at https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-05-

21

23/anaheim-mayor-harry-sidhu-resigns-corruption-probe-angel-stadium-land-sale, is

22

attached as Exhibit H.

23

23.

On May 24, 2022, LA Times reported that Nocella, the director of

24

external affairs at Disneyland Resort, was the individual described in the FBI agent’s

25

affidavit as an employee of an influential, unnamed company who participated “to

26

some extent” in the “cabal” steering Anaheim’s government, according to a person

27

familiar with the investigation. The FBI agent’s affidavit alleged that Nocella provided

28

input to Ament and Flint on who to invite to a retreat for Anaheim powerbrokers. The
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1

LA Times article also stated that neither the company nor Nocella have been accused of

2

wrongdoing. A true and correct copy of the May 24 article by Elmahrek, Fenno, and

3

San Roman titled “Disney power broker is part of a ‘cabal’ pulling the strings in

4

Anaheim, FBI records show,” available at

5

https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-05-24/disney-power-broker-

6

anaheim-cabal-fbi-records-shows, is attached as Exhibit I.

7

24.

On May 26, 2022, LA Times’ Fenno made CPRA requests to Anaheim for

8

all emails and telephonic text messages Sidhu sent to or received from Ament, Flint,

9

Nocella, or Pang Yang since April 1, 2021. Fenno also asked under the CPRA for all

10

emails and and telephonic text messages Mezzacappa sent to or received from Ament,

11

Flint, Nocella, or Pang Yang since April 1, 2021. Fenno specified that the requests

12

include, but are not limited to, “any personal email accounts, such as

13

harry@harrysidhu.com, or personal telephonic text messaging accounts used [by Sidhu

14

or Mezzacappa] to conduct government business.” A true and correct copy of these

15

May 26, 2022 CPRA requests to Anaheim is attached as Exhibit J.

16

25.

On June 9, 2022, Ament agreed to plead guilty to submitting a false tax

17

return, lying to a mortgage lender and two counts of wire fraud. A true and correct

18

copy of LA Times June 9, 2022 article by Fenno, Elmahrek, and San Roman titled “He

19

was part of a ‘cabal’ that steered Anaheim City Hall. Now he has agreed to plead

20

guilty,” available at https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-06-09/anaheim-

21

disney-angels-fbi-investigation-chamber-todd-ament, is attached as Exhibit K.

22

26.

On June 14, 2022, Anaheim deputy city attorney Bryn Morley responded

23

to LA Times’ May 19 CPRA requests that Anaheim had not located any responsive

24

records despite a “diligent” search. A copy of Morley’s June 14, 2022 correspondence

25

is attached as Exhibit L.

26

27.

On June 20, 2022, Morley responded for Anaheim that it would produce

27

records it had located in response to the May 26, 2022 CPRA requests after payment of

28

copying fees. Without stating what records would be withheld or redacted, Morley
-10VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE

1

claimed that records may be withheld or redacted “if the information they contain falls

2

within exemptions to the Public Records Act, including without limitation, the

3

following” and then cited Government Code section 6255 twice (once as to “personal

4

contact information,” once as to “public interest”). A true and correct copy of Morley’s

5

June 20, 2022 response letter is attached as Exhibit M.

6

28.

On June 24, 2022, LA Times published a deeper look at the

7

investigations in Anaheim, explaining how deep-pocketed corporate interests,

8

including Disneyland Resort, regained influence in Orange County’s most populous

9

city. A true and correct copy of LA Times’ June 24, 2022 article by Fenno, Elmahrek

10

and San Roman titled “How Disney, a new mayor and a ‘cabal’ gained power over

11

Anaheim,” available at https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-06-24/disney-

12

orange-county-anaheim-cabal-gain-power, is attached as Exhibit N.

13

29.

On June 30, 2022, LA Times’ San Roman paid for copies of the records

14

that Anaheim stated were responsive to the May 26, 2022 CPRA requests, and

15

eventually Fenno received 25 pages of records from Anaheim. None of these records

16

contained emails sent to or received from Sidhu’s non-governmental accounts, except

17

for three emails that Mezzacappa forwarded to harry@harrysidhu.com from what

18

appears to be her official City email address. A true and correct copy of the records

19

produced by Anaheim in response to the May 26 CPRA requests is attached as Exhibit

20

O.

21

30.

Concerned about the lack of any records from non-governmental

22

accounts of Sidhu and/or Mezzacappa, LA Times’ Fenno made another CPRA request

23

July 6, 2022, for “all written correspondence sent or received by the Anaheim City

24

Clerk’s Office in connection with a CPRA request filed by the Los Angeles Times on

25

May 26, 2022, that sought certain emails and telephonic text message records from

26

Harry Sidhu and Annie Mezzacappa.” A true and correct copy of this July 6, 2022

27

CPRA request is attached as Exhibit P.

28
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1

31.

On August 26, 2022, Anaheim produced records that it said were

2

responsive to LA Times’ July 6, 2022 CPRA request. These records included an email

3

exchange between Anaheim City Attorney Robert Fabela and Sidhu’s criminal defense

4

attorney Paul Meyer. On June 17, three days after Anaheim claimed it did not have

5

responsive records, Fabela asked Meyer to have Sidhu to search his personal accounts

6

for responsive material to public records requests. In an email sent on June 22, 2022,

7

Meyer refused to cooperate. He cited Sidhu no longer being employed by Anaheim as

8

freeing him from having to comply with the CPRA and invoked Sidhu’s Fifth

9

Amendment rights against self-incrimination. “On the advice of counsel,” Meyer

10

wrote, “despite the fact that we believe no federal or other criminal violations will

11

ultimately be filed, or proved, against [Sidhu], under the established theory that the

12

5th Amendment was created for the protection of innocent persons ensnared in a

13

criminal investigation, he asserts his 5th Amendment privilege against self-

14

incrimination to the city’s request that he produce emails and texts from his personal

15

accounts.” A true and correct copy of the records that Anaheim produced in response

16

to the July 6, 2022 CPRA request is attached as Exhibit Q.

17

32.

Also on August 26, 2022, LA Times’ Fenno made a CPRA request to

18

Anaheim for “emails, including attachments and calendar invites, and telephone text

19

messages Sidhu sent to or received from the following people or domains from Jan. 1,

20

2020, through May 24, 2022: Jerry Amante, Ament, Chip Carey, Laura Cunningham,

21

Flint, Jill Kanzler, Kris Murray, Nocella, Adam Spiker, any email address ending in

22

anaheimchamber.org, any email address ending in angels.com, any email address

23

ending in disney.com. The request includes, but is not limited to, any personal email

24

accounts, such as harry@harrysidhu.com, or personal telephonic text messaging

25

accounts used by Sidhu to conduct government business.” A true and correct copy of

26

this CPRA request is attached as Exhibit R.

27
28

33.

On August 29, 2022, LA Times journalist San Roman asked Anaheim

spokesman Mike Lyster about the status of Meyer’s claims and Anaheim’s response.
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1

Lyster stated that throughout Sidhu’s time in office, Anaheim received records from

2

Sidhu in response to public records requests. When Anaheim staff requested any

3

records from Sidhu’s non-governmental accounts, none were received, and Anaheim

4

was not aware if any exist, Lyster added. Since Sidhu’s resignation, Anaheim has not

5

received any records that may have been retained in non-governmental accounts in

6

response to CPRA requests that Anaheim forwarded to him, he said. Meyer asserted

7

Fifth Amendment privilege on Sidhu’s behalf for any other responsive records that

8

Sidhu may have in his possession, Lyster concluded.

9

34.

On September 20, 2022, Anaheim’s Morley responded that the City

10

would produce records it had located in response to the August 26, 2022 CPRA

11

requests after payment of copying fees. Without stating what records would be

12

withheld or redacted, Morley claimed that records may be withheld or redacted “if the

13

information they contain falls within exemptions to the Public Records Act, including

14

without limitation, the following” and then cited Government Code section 6255 twice

15

(once as to “personal contact information,” once as to “public interest”). A true and

16

correct copy of Morley’s September 20, 2022 email response is attached as Exhibit S.

17

The records produced by Anaheim in response to the August 26, 2022 CPRA request

18

did not include any emails from Sidhu’s personal accounts or any telephonic text

19

messages.

20

35.

On October 25, 2022, LA Times reported that Sidhu was refusing to turn

21

over responsive communications from non-governmental accounts that he used to

22

conduct city business, claiming that as a former government official he no longer

23

needed to comply with the CPRA and asserting that his Fifth Amendment right against

24

self-incrimination allowed him not to produce any public records in his possession. LA

25

Times cited the FBI affidavit, which stated that in a secretly recorded conversation,

26

Sidhu told Ament that an Orange County grand jury investigating the Angel Stadium

27

deal would not discover their communications because they were on his “private

28

emails” and he “erased everything.” FBI agent Adkins contended in the affidavit that
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1

Sidhu may have overlooked and failed to delete additional items related to the alleged

2

offenses, and those communications may still be maintained in his non-governmental

3

account and on his phone, LA Times also reported. Anaheim spokesman Lyster also

4

told LA Times that, beyond the exchange of letters between Sidhu’s attorney Meyer and

5

Anaheim’s city attorney Fabela, “the city has not taken legal action.” A true and correct

6

copy of the October 25, 2022 article by Fenno, San Roman, and Elmahrek titled “Ex-

7

Anaheim mayor refuses to publicly disclose emails amid FBI corruption investigation,”

8

available at https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-10-25/anaheim-harry-

9

sidhu-emails-disclosure-corruption-investigation-scandal, is attached as Exhibit T.

10

CAUSES OF ACTION

11

FOR VIOLATION OF CPRA & DECLARATORY RELIEF

12

(GOV. CODE §§ 6258, 6259; CODE CIV. PROC. §§ 1060, 1085)

13
14
15

36.

Petitioner hereby realleges and incorporates herein by this reference

Paragraphs 1 thorough 35 of this Petition as though set forth herein in full.
37.

The CPRA requires disclosure of public records upon request. (Gov.

16

Code § 6253.) The CPRA has a “presumptive right of access to any record created or

17

maintained by a public agency that relates in any way to the business of the public

18

agency.” (Sander v. State Bar of California (2013) 58 Cal.4th 300, 323.)

19

38.

The CPRA defines the term “public records” to include “any writing

20

containing information relating to the conduct of the public’s business prepared,

21

owned, used, or retained by any state or local agency regardless of physical form or

22

characteristics.” (Gov. Code § 6252(e).) As the California Supreme Court explained in

23

City of San Jose, 2 Cal.5th at 620-621, “A disembodied governmental agency cannot

24

prepare, own, use, or retain any record. Only the human beings who serve in agencies

25

can do these things. Employees are working for a public agency and on its behalf when

26

they conduct agency business.” “A writing prepared by a public employee conducting

27

public agency business has been ‘prepared by’ the agency within the meaning of section

28

6252, subdivision (e), even if the writing is prepared using the employee’s personal
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1

account,” the City of San Jose Court stated. (Id. at 621.) In addition, “public records”

2

do not lose their status as public records because they are located in an employee’s

3

personal account, according to the City of San Jose Court. “A writing retained by a

4

public employee conducting agency business has been ‘retained by’ the agency within

5

the meaning of section 6252, subdivision (e), even if the writing is retained in the

6

employee’s personal account,” the City of San Jose Court held. (Id. at 623.)

7

39.

LA Times requested communications sent to or received from Sidhu or

8

Mezzacappa related to Anaheim business, regardless of which communication system

9

that each used. (See Exs. F, J, and R.) The requested communications relate to

10

Sidhu’s and Mezzacappa’s work as public employees of Anaheim. Sidhu and

11

Mezzacappa created or prepared these records during their employment, and they

12

maintain the records as agents of and custodians for Anaheim. All of the responsive

13

communications prepared, used or retained by Sidhu and Mezzacappa related to

14

Anaheim business are subject to disclosure, even if Sidhu and Mezzacappa created,

15

prepared, or maintained communications in their personal accounts. (See id. at 621.)

16

These communications are retained by Anaheim even if they are maintained in Sidhu’s

17

and Mezzacappa’s personal accounts. (See id. at 623.)

18

40.

The records responsive to the LA Times CPRA requests are public records

19

that must be disclosed under Government Code section 6253 of the CPRA and Article I,

20

Section 3 of the California Constitution. Anaheim has not substantiated its assertion of

21

Government Code section 6255; the City cited that provision without explaining at all

22

why the public interest in nondisclosure of the communications clearly outweighs the

23

public’s profound interest in learning about Sidhu’s and Mezzacappa’s

24

communications with Anaheim power brokers Nocella, Ament, and Flint regarding the

25

doomed Angel Stadium deal and other Anaheim issues of public interest, including the

26

matters that are the subject of the FBI’s public corruption investigation.

27
28

41.

Sidhu’s attorney does not have standing to assert CPRA exemptions for

Anaheim. In any event, a person’s status as a former high public official is not a
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1

recognized exemption to the CPRA’s disclosure obligations. If that were the case, then

2

the courts would not have compelled disclosure of the disciplinary records about the

3

school official in Bakersfield City Sch. Dist. v. Superior Court (2004) 118 Cal.App.4th

4

1041, 1047, and the superintendent in BRV, Inc. v. Superior Court (2006) 143

5

Cal.App.4th 742, 759, because they were former officials at the time the court

6

adjudicated those public records disputes. That is not, and cannot be, the law. In

7

addition, City of San Jose, 2 Cal.5th at 625, says nothing about exempting former

8

public officials from the rule that emails and other communications about government

9

business are subject to disclosure even if a public employee created, prepared, or

10
11

maintains the records on a personal account.
42.

The Fifth Amendment privilege does not apply where a person is an agent

12

or custodian of public records. (See, e.g., Fisher, 425 U.S. at 424, citing Wilson, 221

13

U.S. at 380; In re Grand Jury Proceedings, 119 B.R. at 949-950; Sperl, 54 Cal.App.3d

14

at 654. See also M.H. v. United States (2011) 648 F.2d 1067, 1071-1072 [recognizing

15

that the Fifth Amendment disclosure does not prevent the disclosure of “public

16

documents”]; In re Grand Jury Proceedings (2013) 707 F.3d 1262, 1268 [Fifth

17

Amendment privilege does not apply to retention or inspection of “public documents”].

18

Sidhu’s attorney cited to two cases that did not involve disclosure of public records but

19

concerned productions from non-governmental entities. (See Doe v. United States

20

(1988) 487 U.S. 201, 202-203 [holding that court order compelling target of grand jury

21

investigation to authorize foreign banks to disclose records of his accounts, without

22

identifying those documents or acknowledging their existence, does not violate target's

23

Fifth Amendment privilege against self-incrimination]; Curcio v. United States (1957)

24

354 U.S. 118, 119 [addressing whether custodian of a private union can be compelled to

25

answer questions about books and records not produced regarding a subpoena].) They

26

are obviously inapposite.

27
28

43.

Under Government Code section 6259(a), the Court shall order the

officer or person who has improperly withheld records to disclose the public records or
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1

show cause why the officer or person should not do so. Sidhu is improperly

2

withholding the requested public records that are maintained in his personal accounts.

3

LA Times is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Mezzacappa is also

4

improperly withholding requested public records that are maintained in her personal

5

accounts.

6

44.

Anaheim also has failed to meet its obligations under the CPRA to

7

produce these records from Sidhu. The City has not sued to recover them in the wake

8

of Sidhu’s refusal to do so. Nor, on information and belief, did Anaheim set up policies

9

to ensure meaningful access to these public records kept in the personal accounts of its

10
11

agents and public records custodians.
45.

In addition, Government Code section 6253.3 states that a “state or local

12

agency may not allow another party to control the disclosure of information that is

13

otherwise subject to disclosure pursuant to this chapter.” Anaheim is letting Sidhu and

14

his attorney dictate the nondisclosure of public records, even though Sidhu does not

15

own them and only maintains them by virtue of his time as mayor of Anaheim.

16
17
18
19
20

46.

LA Times alleges in accordance with Government Code section 6259(a)

that the information it seeks from Anaheim is maintained in this County of Orange.
47.

Government Code section 6259 authorizes the Court to compel Anaheim,

Sidhu and Mezzacappa to release the requested records.
48.

Anaheim’s improper withholding of these records violates Government

21

Code section 6253(b), which provides, in pertinent part, that “[e]xcept with respect to

22

public records exempt from disclosure by express provisions of law, each state or local

23

agency, upon a request for a copy of records that reasonably describes an identifiable

24

record or records, shall make the records promptly available to any person[.]”

25
26
27
28

Anaheim has also violated Government Code section 6253(a), which provides, in
pertinent part, that “[a]ny reasonably segregable portion of a record shall be available
for inspection by any person requesting the record after deletion of the portions that
are exempted by law.”
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1

49.

Anaheim’s refusal to disclose these non-exempt public records gives LA

2

Times reason to believe that Anaheim will continue to refuse to permit members of the

3

public, including LA Times, to inspect or obtain copies of the requested public records

4

in violation of the CPRA.

5

50.

Petitioner has exhausted any administrative remedies. Petitioner has

6

requested copies of disclosable public records from the City, but the City has refused to

7

provide access to those public records or adequately justify its withholding of those

8

records. The only plain, speedy, and adequate remedy left to Petitioner is the relief

9

provided by Government Code sections 6258 and 6259.

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

51.

Government Code section 6258 provides:

Any person may institute proceedings for injunctive or declarative relief or
writ of mandate in any court of competent jurisdiction to enforce his or her
right to inspect or to receive a copy of any public record or class of public
records under this chapter.
52.

Government Code section 6259 provides:

Whenever it is made to appear by verified petition to the superior court of
the county where the records or some part thereof are situated that certain
public records are being improperly withheld from a member of the public,
the court shall order the officer or person charged with withholding the
records to disclose the public record or show cause why he or she should not
do so. The court shall decide the case after examining the record in camera,
if permitted by subdivision (b) of Section 915 of the Evidence Code, papers
filed by the parties and any oral argument and additional evidence as the
court may allow.
53.

Code of Civil Procedure section 1060 provides:

Any person interested … who desires a declaration of his or her rights or
duties with respect to another … may, in cases of actual controversy relating
to the legal rights and duties of the respective parties, bring an original
action or cross-complaint in the superior court for a declaration of his or
her rights and duties in the premises, including a determination of any
question of construction or validity arising under the instrument or
contract. He or she may ask for a declaration of rights or duties, either alone
or with other relief; and the court may make a binding declaration of these
rights or duties, whether or not further relief is or could be claimed at the
time….
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1

54.

Petitioner has demonstrated that an actual controversy exists between

2

the parties regarding Respondents’ responsibility to respond to and disclose records

3

under the CPRA.

4

55.

5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15

State of California, including the CPRA.
56.

Petitioner has an interest in having the laws executed and public duties

enforced and, therefore, has a beneficial interest in the outcome of the proceedings.
57.

Petitioner has a clear, present, and legal right to Respondents’

performance of its ministerial duties, as required by the CPRA.
58.

Respondents have a present legal duty and present ability to perform its

ministerial duties, as required by the CPRA.
59.

Respondents have failed to perform their ministerial duties as required

by the CPRA.
60.

Through this action, Petitioner seeks no greater relief than would be

afforded to any other member of the public.
WHEREFORE, PETITIONER PRAYS AS FOLLOWS:

16
17

Respondents have a ministerial duty to perform according to the laws of

1.

This Court declare that Anaheim, Sidhu, and/or Mezzacappa have violated

18

the CPRA by refusing to release all disclosable public records that they retain and issue

19

a peremptory writ of mandate immediately directing Anaheim, Sidhu, and/or

20

Mezzacappa to disclose to LA Times all non-exempt public records responsive to LA

21

Times’ CPRA requests (described in Paragraphs 20, 24, 30, and 32 and Exhibits

22

F, J, P, and R), including, without limitation, all emails and telephonic text messages

23
24
25
26
27
28

Sidhu or Mezzacappa sent to or received from Ament, Flint, Nocella, or Pang Yang
since April 1, 2021, and all emails and telephonic text messages Sidhu or Mezzacappa
sent to or received from Flint or Nocella between March 1, 2021 and March 31, 2021, or
any reasonably segregable portion of the records that the Court determines should have
been disclosed; or, in the alternative, this Court issue an order to show cause why these
public records should not be disclosed.
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1

2. The Court set “times for responsive pleadings and for hearings in these

2

proceedings … with the object of securing a decision as to these matters at the earliest

3

possible time,” as provided in Government Code section 6258.

4

3.

The Court enter an order awarding LA Times its reasonable attorneys’ fees

5

and costs incurred in bringing this action, pursuant to Government Code section 6259

6

and/or Code of Civil Procedure section 1021.5.

7

4.

The Court award such further relief as is just and proper.

8
9

DATED: November 9, 2022

LAW OFFICES OF KELLY AVILES

10

KELLY A. AVILES

11

LOS ANGELES TIMES COMMUNICATIONS LLC

12

JEFF GLASSER

13
14
15
16

By:

Kelly Aviles
Attorneys for Petitioners

17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
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EXHIBIT A

Electronically Filed by Superior Court of California, County of Orange, 05/16/2022 12:17:00 PM.
30-2022-01257462-CU-MC-NJC - ROA # 19 - DAVID H. YAMASAKI, Clerk of the Court By Brook Romney, Deputy Clerk.

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

ROB BONTA
Attorney General of California
CHRISTINA BULL ARNDT
DAVID PAI, State Bar No. 227058
Supervising Deputy Attorneys General
1515 Clay Street, 20th Floor
P.O. Box 70550
Oakland, CA 94612-0550
Telephone: (510) 879-0816
Fax: (510) 622-2270
E-mail: David.Pai@doj.ca.gov

[EXEMPT FROM FILING FEES Pursuant to Government Code
Section 6103]

Attorneys for the People of the State of California
and the Department of Housing and Community
Development

9

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

10

COUNTY OF ORANGE

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, and CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, a
California state agency,

Case No. 30-2022-01257462-CU-MC-CJC

EX PARTE APPLICATION TO STAY
THE APPROVAL AND ENTRY OF THE
PROPOSED STIPULATED JUDGMENT;
DECLARATION OF DAVID PAI IN
Plaintiffs, SUPPORT THEREOF

v.

Date:
May 17, 2022
Time:
11:45 a.m.
Dept:
N06
Judge:
Hon. Glenn R. Salter
Trial Date: None
Action Filed: April 28, 2022

CITY OF ANAHEIM and CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF ANAHEIM,
Defendants.

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:
Plaintiffs PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA and CALIFORNIA

24

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT apply ex parte for an

25

order staying for sixty days the approval of the proposed Stipulated Judgment and subsequent

26

entry of judgment in this action. This application is made on the grounds that on May 13, 2022,

27

Plaintiffs became aware of the federal warrant attached as Exhibit 1 to the Affidavit of David Pai

28

which sets forth serious allegations of unlawful conduct related to the City of Anaheim’s
1
EX PARTE APPLICATION TO STAY THE APPROVAL AND ENTRY OF THE PROPOSED STIPULATED
JUDGMENT (30-2022-01257462-CU-MC-CJC)

1

negotiated sale of the Angel stadium site, including potential violations of Government Code

2

Sections 1090 and 1092, the Brown Act, and other statutes. These allegations call into question

3

not only the validity of the land sale but of the Stipulation for Entry of Judgment that is currently

4

pending before this court. Because material facts have yet to definitively confirm whether the

5

Stipulation is void, plaintiffs request a temporary stay of the approval and entry of the proposed

6

Stipulated Judgment to allow all necessary factual inquiries and findings to be completed.

7
8
9

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
I.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND
On April 28, 2022, plaintiffs filed a Summons and Complaint against defendants CITY OF

10

ANAHEIM and the CITY COUNCIL OF CITY OF ANAHEIM (“City”) seeking declaratory

11

relief and civil penalties under the Surplus Land Act. Plaintiffs filed the complaint concurrently

12

with a Stipulation for Entry of Judgment, executed by the parties, along with a proposed

13

Stipulated Judgment for the Court’s approval. 1

14

By the Stipulation, the parties sought to resolve the dispute over the City’s alleged failure to

15

comply with the Surplus Land Act when it sold Angel Stadium property to SRB Management,

16

LLC. The parties agreed to reduce the terms of their resolution into the proposed Stipulated

17

Judgment. The Stipulation required the approval of its City Council prior to the City’s execution

18

of the Stipulation of Entry of Judgment by its City Attorney. On April 26, 2022, the Mayor of the

19

City moved to approve the Stipulation, which carried by a vote of 5 to 2.

20

On May 13, 2022, plaintiffs were informed that a federal warrant was issued based on

21

probable cause to believe that certain actions surrounding the City’s underlying sale of Angel

22

Stadium to SRB Management, LLC, were unlawful. (Exh. 1 to Pai Decl.) Because resolving the

23

Surplus Land Act dispute with the City is intertwined with the Angel Stadium sale, the validity of

24

the Stipulation for Entry of Judgment could also be in question.

25
26
27
28

1

Though concurrently filed electronically, the Stipulation and Proposed Judgment were
re-filed on May 3, 2022, following notice from the court clerk of a filing error.
2
EX PARTE APPLICATION TO STAY THE APPROVAL AND ENTRY OF THE PROPOSED STIPULATED
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1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
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14
15
16
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II.

GOOD CAUSE EXISTS TO ORDER A TEMPORARY STAY AND TO CALENDAR A STATUS
CONFERENCE IN 60 DAYS
Government Code section 1090, subdivision (a), provides that “[m]embers of the

Legislature, state, county, district, judicial district, and city officers or employees shall not be
financially interested in any contract made by them in their official capacity, or by any body or
board of which they are members.” And “[e]very contract made in violation of any of the
provisions of Section 1090 may be avoided at the instance of any party except the officer
interested therein.” (Gov. Code, § 1092, subd. (a); see Thomson v. Call (1985) 38 Cal.3d. 633,
646, fn. 15.) This statutory conflict of interest rule applies even when the terms of the agreement
are demonstrably fair and equitable or are plainly to the public entity’s advantage. (Thomson, 38
Cal.3d at pp. 646-649; see also City of Imperial Beach v. Bailey (1980) 103 Cal.App.3d 191, 197
[finding that Section 1090 is intended “not only to strike at actual impropriety, but also to strike at
the appearance of impropriety.”].) In addition, courts have the inherent power to set aside any
“void” judgment, or to set aside a judgment on the grounds of extrinsic fraud or mistake. (Code
Civ. Proc., § 473, subd. (d); Olivera v. Grace (1942) 19 Cal.2d 570, 574-75.)
In assessing this developing situation, plaintiffs have a good faith belief that the parties’
agreement to enter into the Stipulation—through no fault of the named parties—may be void.
New and developing information concerning potential violations of state and federal law, such as
Government Code Section 1090, the Brown Act, and other federal offenses set forth in the
affidavit submitted in support of the federal warrant, are likely to be forthcoming. Good cause,
therefore, exists for the Court to stay temporarily the approval and entry of the proposed
Stipulated Judgment to avoid the possibility of having to later set aside or vacate an invalid
Stipulated Judgment.
Because these ongoing developments are dependent upon other agencies that are not parties
to this action, plaintiffs are unable to estimate how long a stay is necessary. Thus, plaintiffs
respectfully request this Court schedule a status or case management conference sixty days from
the date of this ex parte hearing, which would allow the facts to develop and also allow parties
time to determine how best to proceed under these unforeseen circumstances.
3
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1

CONCLUSION

2

While seeking a stay from the approval and entry of a stipulated judgment may be an

3

uncommon request, the parties are confronted with unanticipated and potentially serious

4

circumstances that support plaintiffs’ request. Thus, plaintiffs ask this Court to press pause—but

5

only until pertinent facts are confirmed or refuted—to avoid the entry of a potentially invalid

6

stipulated judgment.

7

Dated: May 16, 2022

Respectfully submitted,

8

ROB BONTA
Attorney General of California

9

Digitally signed by David Pai
Date: 2022.05.16 11:57:27
-07'00'

10

David Pai

11

DAVID PAI
Supervising Deputy Attorney General
Attorneys for the People of the State of
California and the
Department of Housing and Community
Development
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DECLARATION OF DAVID PAI RE EX PARTE NOTICE AND IN SUPPORT OF EX
PARTE APPLICATION
I, David Pai, declare as follows:
1.

I am employed by the Office of the Attorney General, an agency of the State of California,

as a Supervising Deputy Attorney General and am assigned as counsel for plaintiffs in this action.
I have personal knowledge of the facts set forth in this declaration, and if called to testify before
the Court, I could and would competently testify as follows.
2.

The parties in this action, through their respective counsel, sought to resolve the dispute

over the City’s alleged failure to comply with the Surplus Land Act when it sold Angel Stadium
property to SRB Management, LLC. The parties agreed to reduce the terms of their resolution
into the proposed Stipulated Judgment previously filed to this Court. The Stipulation required the
approval of the City of Anaheim’s City Council prior to the execution of the Stipulation of Entry
of Judgment by the City Attorney.
3.

On April 26, 2022, during a special meeting on the matter in which I observed on a

publicly available live-stream feed, the Mayor of the City moved to approve the Stipulation,
which carried by a vote of 5 to 2. The executed Stipulation, along with the proposed Stipulated
Judgment, was subsequently filed by the plaintiffs pursuant to the terms of the Stipulation.
4.

On May 13, 2022, I received information of a federal warrant that was issued based on the

affidavit of probable cause showing that certain actions surrounding the City’s underlying sale of
Angel Stadium to SRB Management, LLC, was unlawful. A true and correct copy of the warrant
and supporting affidavit is attached as Exhibit 1 to this declaration.
5.

Because resolving the Surplus Land Act dispute with the City is intertwined with the

Angel Stadium sale, it appears that the validity of the Stipulation for Entry of Judgment could
also be in question based on the information stated in the affidavit.
6.

On May 16, 2022, on or about 10 a.m., I contacted defendants’ counsel to notify

defendants of this ex parte application. I informed defendants’ counsel that I would be appearing
ex parte to seek an order to stay the approval and entry of the proposed Stipulated Judgment for at

5
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1

least 60 days. A true and correct copy of the confirming email I sent to parties’ counsel is

2

attached as Exhibit 2.

3

I have read the foregoing, executed on the date indicated below in Oakland, California,

4

and I swear under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that it is true and

5

correct.

David Pai

6
7

__________________
Date

Digitally signed by David Pai
Date: 2022.05.16 11:57:41
-07'00'

__________________________________
David Pai
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EXHIBIT 1

տ Original

AO 93C (Rev. 8/18) Warrant by Telephone of Other Reliable Electronic Means

տ Duplicate Original

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
for the
Central District of California
In the Matter of the Search of
The SUBJECT AIRCRAFT is a 2004 yellowcolored Robinson Helicopter, model R44 Clipper II,
with Pop Out Floats, stripes down the side, bearing
serial number 10277 and registration number
N277MC

)
)
)
)
)
)

Case No. 8:22-MJ-00346-DUTY

WARRANT BY TELEPHONE OR OTHER RELIABLE ELECTRONIC MEANS
To:

Any authorized law enforcement officer

An application by a federal law enforcement officer or an attorney for the government requests the search
of the following person or property located in the Central District of California (identify the person or describe the property to be searched
and give its location):
See Attachment A-2
I find that the affidavit(s), or any recorded testimony, establish probable cause to search and seize the person or property
described above, and that such search will reveal (identify the person or describe the property to be seized):
See Attachment B
Such affidavit(s) or testimony are incorporated herein by reference and attached hereto.
YOU ARE COMMANDED to execute this warrant on or before 14 days from the date of its issuance (not to exceed 14 days)
in the daytime 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. □ at any time in the day or night because good cause has been established.
Unless delayed notice is authorized below, you must give a copy of the warrant and a receipt for the property taken to the
person from whom, or from whose premises, the property was taken, or leave the copy and receipt at the place where the
property was taken.
The officer executing this warrant, or an officer present during the execution of the warrant, must prepare an inventory
as required by law and promptly return this warrant and inventory to the U.S. Magistrate Judge on duty at the time of the return
through a filing with the Clerk's Office.
□ Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3103a(b), I find that immediate notification may have an adverse result listed in 18 U.S.C.
§ 2705 (except for delay of trial), and authorize the officer executing this warrant to delay notice to the person who, or whose
property, will be searched or seized (check the appropriate box)
□ for

days (not to exceed 30)

Date and time issued:

□ until, the facts justifying, the later specific date of

DOUGLAS F. McCORMICK

May 12, 2022, at 12:05 pm

Judge’s signature

City and state:

Santa Ana, CA

Hon. Douglas F. McCormick, U.S. Magistrate Judge
Printed name and title

AUSA: Daniel Ahn (x3539), Daniel Lim (x3538), Melissa Rabbani (x3499)

.

AO 93C (Rev. 8/18) Warrant by Telephone of Other Reliable Electronic Means (Page 2)
(Page 2)

Return
Case No.:
8:22-MJ-00346-DUTY

Date and time warrant executed:

Copy of warrant and inventory left with:

Inventory made in the presence of :
Inventory of the property taken and name of any person(s) seized:

Certification
I declare under penalty of perjury that this inventory is correct and was returned along with the original warrant to the
designated judge.

Date:
Executing officer’s signature

Printed name and title
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AFFIDAVIT
I, Brian C. Adkins, being duly sworn, declare and state as follows:
I.
1.

INTRODUCTION

I am an investigative or law enforcement officer of the United States within the

meaning of 18 U.S.C. § 2510(7), who is empowered to conduct investigations of, and to make
arrests for, the offenses enumerated in 18 U.S.C. § 2516.
2.

I am a Special Agent with the Federal Bureau of Investigation (“FBI”), and have

been so employed since June 2010. I am currently assigned to a public corruption squad.
During my employment with the FBI, I have participated in multiple investigations of public
officials, including those involving bribery, extortion, mail and wire fraud, and obstruction of
justice. Many of these investigations have involved the use of informants and cooperating
witnesses, and have required financial analysis. My duties have included conducting covert
investigations of public officials. I have also conducted physical surveillance and have
monitored electronic surveillance. In addition, I have been trained on the investigation of public
corruption and other white collar crimes. In particular, I have been the affiant on multiple Title
III wiretap affidavits, both in the Northern District of Illinois and the Central District of
California. The investigations resulted in indictments of multiple organized crime figures, an
elected public official, and a real estate developer.
II.
3.

PURPOSE OF AFFIDAVIT

This affidavit is made in support of applications for search warrants to search the

following:
a.

The email account identified as harry@harrysidhu.com (the “SUBJECT

ACCOUNT”), the contents of which are stored at the premises controlled by GoDaddy.com,
LLC (the “PROVIDER” or “GoDaddy”) located at 14455 North Hayden Road, Scottsdale, AZ

1

85260.1 2 The information to be searched is described in Attachment A-1. This affidavit is
made in support of an application for a warrant under 18 U.S.C. §§ 2703(a), 2703(b)(1)(A),
2703(c)(1)(A) and 2703(d)3 to require the PROVIDER to disclose to the government copies of
the information (including the content of communications) described in Section III of
Attachment B. Upon receipt of the information described in Section III of Attachment B, law
enforcement agents and/or individuals assisting law enforcement and acting at their direction will
review that information to locate the items described in Section I of Attachment B. Attachments
A and B are incorporated herein by reference.
b.

A 2004 Robinson Helicopter, model R44 Clipper II, with Pop Out Floats,

bearing serial number 10277 and registration number N277MC (the “SUBJECT AIRCRAFT”),
which is described more fully in Attachment A-2.

1

On approximately January 19, 2022, the PROVIDER was served with a preservation
letter requesting that information associated with the SUBJECT ACCOUNT be preserved for 90
days pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 2703(f). On or about May 11, 2022, the PROVIDER was again
served with a preservation letter requesting the same.
2

Because this Court has jurisdiction over the offense(s) being investigated, it may issue
the warrant to compel the PROVIDER pursuant to 18 U.S.C. §§ 2703(a), (b)(1)(A), (c)(1)(A).
See 18 U.S.C. §§ 2703(a) (“A governmental entity may require the disclosure by a provider . . .
pursuant to a warrant issued using the procedures described in the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure . . . by a court of competent jurisdiction”) and 2711 (“the term ‘court of competent
jurisdiction’ includes -- (A) any district court of the United States (including a magistrate judge
of such a court) or any United States court of appeals that -- (i) has jurisdiction over the offense
being investigated; (ii) is in or for a district in which the provider of a wire or electronic
communication service is located or in which the wire or electronic communications, records, or
other information are stored; or (iii) is acting on a request for foreign assistance pursuant to
section 3512 of this title”).
3

The government is seeking non-content records pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 2703(d). To
obtain the basic subscriber information, which does not contain content, the government needs
only a subpoena. See 18 U.S.C. § 2703(c)(1), (c)(2). To obtain additional records and other
information--but not content--pertaining to subscribers of an electronic communications service
or remote computing service, the government must comply with the dictates of section
2703(c)(1)(B), which requires the government to supply specific and articulable facts showing
that there are reasonable grounds to believe that the records or other information sought are
relevant and material to an ongoing criminal investigation in order to obtain an order pursuant to
18 U.S.C. § 2703(d). The requested warrant calls for both records containing content (see
Attachment B paragraph II.10.a.) as well as subscriber records and other records and information
that do not contain content (see Attachment B paragraph II.10.b.).
2

c.

An aircraft hangar operated by Creative Rotorcraft Maintenance, located

at the Chino Airport at 7000 Merrill Ave, Chino, CA 91710, and believed to contain the
SUBJECT AIRCRAFT, which is described more fully in Attachment A-3.
d.

The person of Harry SIDHU, who is more fully described in Attachment

e.

A cellular telephone, bearing IMSI number 310410255802059, phone

A-4.

number (714) 390-5505, registered to SRH Management Inc., PO Box 19019, Anaheim, CA
92817, the user of which is identified as “Harish Sidhu” at his residence in Anaheim, CA (the
“SUBJECT PHONE”), which is described more fully in Attachment A-5.
4.

As will be described in further detail below, I believe there is probable cause that

Harry SIDHU (“SIDHU”) may have engaged in criminal offenses involving violations of 18
U.S.C. § 1346 (honest services fraud), 18 U.S.C. § 666(a)(1)(B) (theft or bribery concerning
programs receiving federal funds), 18 U.S.C. § 1343 (wire fraud), 18 U.S.C. § 1341 (mail fraud),
18 U.S.C. § 1001, (false statements), 18 U.S.C. § 1503 (obstruction of justice), and 18 U.S.C.
§ 1512(b) (witness tampering) (collectively, the “Target Offenses”).
5.

As a result of my personal participation in this investigation, my review of

authorized intercepted communications over multiple Target Phones, reports made to me by
other government employees, including FBI Special Agent (“SA”) Joseph Nieblas, information
obtained from cooperating witnesses, Anaheim City Council meeting content, and open source
media articles, I am familiar with this investigation. On the basis of this familiarity, and on the
basis of other information that I have reviewed and determined to be reliable, I declare that the
facts contained in this Affidavit show that there is probable cause to believe that SIDHU is
committing, and/or will continue to commit, violations of the Target Offenses. This affidavit is
intended to show merely that there is sufficient probable cause for the requested warrant and
does not purport to set forth all of my knowledge of or investigation into this matter. Unless
specifically indicated otherwise, all conversations and statements described in this affidavit are
related in substance and in part only.

3

III. SUMMARY OF PROBABLE CAUSE
6.

In 2019, the FBI gained the assistance of a cooperating witness (“CW1”).4

Through CW1’s cooperation, the FBI learned that the City of Anaheim was tightly controlled by
a small cadre of individuals, to include SIDHU, a particular member of the Anaheim Chamber of
Commerce (“the Chamber”), and others. The FBI initiated multiple Title IIIs, conducted
interviews, and served a number of subpoenas. As a result of the investigation, the FBI was able
to gain the cooperation of the Chamber employee (“CW2”).5
4

The FBI has been investigating CW1 since approximately 2018 for violations of federal
criminal law to include 18 U.S.C. § 666 (theft or bribery concerning programs receiving federal
funds), among others. In July 2019, I sought court authorization to intercept electronic and wire
communications over CW1’s phone. I was granted Title III authorization from the court and
intercepted electronic and wire communications over CW1’s phone from approximately June 24,
2019 through July 23, 2019. On October 28, 2019, CW1 was arrested, pursuant to a complaint,
for violating 18 U.S.C. § 666. CW1 was interviewed on the same day as CW1’s arrest, and CW1
subsequently agreed to cooperate with the FBI in this investigation. The complaint was
dismissed without prejudice at the request of the government. Based on my interactions with
CW1, and the interactions of other agents with CW1, particularly FBI SA Joseph Nieblas, I
believe that CW1 has lacked candor at times during CW1’s assistance in this investigation. For
example, I believe CW1 lied to FBI SAs during CW1’s interview on October 28, 2019. I also
believe CW1 has omitted material facts to investigators throughout CW1’s cooperation with the
FBI, including additional instances where CW1 has offered to pay bribes to elected public
officials. However, the FBI has relied on information provided by CW1 in instances where such
information has been deemed credible by way of corroboration. CW1’s counsel has indicated to
the government that they wish to reach a resolution in this matter. Based on the government’s
interaction with CW1 and CW1’s counsel, I believe CW1’s motive for cooperating in this
investigation is to receive leniency for the federal criminal violation CW1 was originally arrested
for, as well as other possible criminal conduct. The government has not made any promises of
leniency to CW1 or CW1’s counsel. As of April 11, 2022, CW1 has no known criminal history.
5

The FBI has been investigating CW2 for violations of federal criminal law to include 18
U.S.C. § 1014 (false statement to a federally insured financial institution), 18 U.S.C. §§ 1341,
1346 (honest services fraud), 18 U.S.C. § 1343 (wire fraud), 18 U.S.C. §§ 1956, 1957 (money
laundering), 18 U.S.C. § 1344 (bank fraud), and fraudulently obtaining a loan under the
Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act (“CARES Act”). Additionally, the Internal
Revenue Service (“IRS”) has been investigating CW2 for tax-related violations. Based on the
government’s interaction with CW2 and CW2’s counsel, I believe CW2’s motive for cooperating
in this investigation is to receive leniency for the criminal conduct for which CW2 is currently
being investigated. The government has not made any promises of leniency to CW2 or CW2’s
counsel. The government initially filed a forfeiture complaint and lis pendens on a home CW2
purchased through false and fraudulent means; however, the complaint has been dismissed and
the lis pendens has since been rescinded pending CW2’s ongoing cooperation. SA Nieblas and I,
at times, believe CW2 may have withheld information pertaining to other potential criminal
activity. As a result, I have made reasonable attempts to independently corroborate the
information CW2 has provided relative to the two schemes described herein. Based on the
independent corroboration we have been able to collect, I believe CW2 has been truthful as to
the schemes described herein. As of April 11, 2022, CW2 has no known criminal history.
4

7.

Subsequent to CW2’s cooperation, the investigation to date has developed

probable cause to believe the following: (1) SIDHU has engaged in a scheme to defraud the
people of the State of California (“California”), the people of the State of Arizona (“Arizona”),
and the Federal Aviation Administration (“FAA”) by knowingly, intentionally, and fraudulently
registering the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT under an Arizona residential address in an effort to avoid
costs associated with registering the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT under SIDHU’s actual address in
California; and (2) SIDHU is engaged in an ongoing scheme to commit honest services fraud by
sharing confidential information with representatives from the Los Angeles Angels Major
League Baseball team (“the Angels”) regarding negotiations related to the City’s sale of Angel
Stadium with the expectation of receiving a sizeable contribution to his reelection campaign
from a prominent Angels representative. Furthermore, I believe SIDHU’s actions in furthering
this scheme have directly resulted in the withholding of information from an Orange County
Grand Jury and an Orange County Superior Court Judge in a civil matter related to the sale of the
stadium.
8.

Furthermore, I believe SIDHU has committed the Target Offenses in furtherance

of the aforementioned schemes through his use of the SUBJECT ACCOUNT and the SUBJECT
PHONE, and that the fruits and instrumentalities of SIDHU’s conduct are likely to be found
within the SUBJECT ACCOUNT, the SUBJECT PHONE, and the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT.
IV. STATEMENT OF PROBABLE CAUSE
A.

SIDHU Elicits the Help of CW2 in an Effort to Fraudulently Register the
SUBJECT AIRCRAFT Under an Arizona Address to Avoid California State
Taxes
1.

9.

CW2 Provides an Out-of-State Address to SIDHU

On September 14, 2021, CW2 voluntarily provided consent to the FBI to search

CW2’s cellular telephone. Upon receiving consent, FBI SA Joseph Nieblas briefly took
possession of the phone and downloaded the contents of CW2’s phone, before returning the
phone to CW2. Shortly thereafter, SA Nieblas reviewed the contents of CW2’s phone and,

5

among other things, discovered text message communications between CW2 and SIDHU over
the phone number associated with the SUBJECT PHONE.6
10.

During one particular text message exchange between CW2, SIDHU, and a

resident of Arizona (“AZ Resident”), which occurred on or about October 28, 2020, CW2 sent a
text message to SIDHU and AZ Resident that read, in part, “Good morning [AZ Resident]
[SIDHU] would deeply appreciate use of AZ address..he is in the text..” AZ Resident replied to
the text message on the same day and provided AZ Resident’s address located in Arizona.7 In
response, SIDHU sent a text message back that read, “Thanks [AZ Resident].” This text
message exchange occurred with SIDHU using the telephone number known to be associated
with the SUBJECT PHONE.
11.

Upon reviewing the text message exchange between SIDHU, AZ Resident, and

CW2, SA Nieblas asked CW2 to provide context to the text exchange. In response, CW2
advised that SIDHU was in the process of purchasing a helicopter during this time. In fact,
according to the Helicopter Purchase Agreement (which the FBI has received pursuant to this
investigation, and which I have reviewed, among other documents received and reviewed as
described in further detail below), SIDHU and the seller of the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT entered
into the purchase agreement on October 28, 2020 (the same date as the text exchange outlined
above), and the purchase agreement identified the Arizona address provided by AZ Resident in
the text message exchange as SIDHU’s “principal address.” According to CW2, SIDHU
requested CW2’s assistance in finding an out-of-state address with which to register the
SUBJECT AIRCRAFT because SIDHU wished to avoid paying California sales tax as a result of
his helicopter purchase. In order to successfully avoid such costs, SIDHU needed to provide the
Federal Aviation Administration (“FAA”) with an out-of-state address for which to register the

6

Based on information provided by CW2, consensual recorded telephone conversations
CW2 has had with SIDHU, and Title III communications intercepted between CW2 and SIDHU,
I believe the phone number, and therefore the SUBJECT PHONE, are in fact used by SIDHU.
7

Based on a query of the law enforcement database accurint.com, which occurred on
March 24, 2022, the AZ address appears to be the probable current address of the AZ Resident.
6

SUBJECT AIRCRAFT. I understand that SIDHU’s primary residential address is located in
Anaheim, CA.8 and the location in which he primarily hangars the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT is
likely the Chino Airport located at 7000 Merrill Ave, Chino, CA 91710.9 Furthermore,
additional records searches did not reveal any connection between SIDHU and Arizona.10
2.
12.

FAA and Escrow Records Confirm SIDHU’s Fraudulent Use of the
Arizona Address to Register the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT

Shortly after learning of the text message exchange between CW2 and SIDHU, I

contacted the FAA and the title company11 handling the purchase/sale of the SUBJECT
AIRCRAFT to obtain registration and other information related to SIDHU’s purchase of the
SUBJECT AIRCRAFT.
13.

Among the documents I obtained from the FAA and subsequently reviewed was a

document titled, “UNITED STATES OF AMERICA - DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION Federal Aviation Administration - Mike Monroney Aeronautical Center
AIRCRAFT REGISTRATION APPLICATION” (the “Registration Application”). The
Registration Application reflected the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT as the subject of the application -identifying the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT’s registration number, manufacturer, model number, and
serial number. The name of the applicant submitting the Registration Application was reflected
as “HS Sidhu,” and the phone number reflected in the application was the cell phone number
associated with the SUBJECT PHONE.
14.

Located further down the document is a section for: “MAILING ADDRESS

(Permanent mailing address for first applicant on list.).” In this section, SIDHU entered the
Arizona address provided to him by AZ Resident. Located further below, but just above the
signature block of the Registration Application, is a legal section that reads:
8

According to accurint.com, last visited on April 5, 2022.
Based on observations conducted during surveillance described in further detail below.
10
According to accurint.com, last visited on April 28, 2022.
9

11

According to a representative from the title company, at all times during the transaction
involving the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT, the title company and its representatives were located
outside of the State of California, specifically, in and around Oklahoma City, OK.
7

ANY AND ALL SIGNATORIES OF THIS APPLICATION
MUST READ THE FOLLOWING AND UNDERSTAND THAT,
BY APPLYING A SIGNATURE TO THIS DOCUMENT, THEY
ARE SUBJECT TO THE REFERENCED STATUTES AND
ASSOCIATED PENALITES.
I hereby certify that the information provided herein and in any
attachments to the application for aircraft registration is true,
accurate and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. I
understand that the information provided by me will be relied on
by the FAA administrator in his/her determination of qualification
for aircraft registration. I understand that whoever, in any matter
within the jurisdiction of any department or agency of the United
States knowingly and willfully falsifies, conceals or covers up (by
any trick, scheme or device) a material fact or who makes any
false, misleading or fraudulent statements or representation or
entry, may be fined up to $250,000 or imprisoned not more than
five (5) years or both (18 U.S.C. Sections 1001 and 3571). I
understand that, should I intentionally provide any inaccurate or
false information, registration of the subject aircraft may be
revoked.
15.

Immediately following the admonishment is the signature section, where it

appears SIDHU signed the Registration Application on November 10, 2020. Furthermore, the
signature section on SIDHU’s Registration Application indicates that SIDHU signed the
document via DocuSign. Based on my training and experience, I know that it is common for
legal documents, such as the purchase and sale of real estate and other assets, to utilize the
services of DocuSign, which is a software company that allows parties to transactions to virtually
“sign documents anywhere from any device.”12 I also know it is common for DocuSign
documents to be sent electronically, often times via email. Furthermore, according to a
representative from the title company handling the sale/purchase of the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT,
SIDHU was represented by a broker throughout the transaction, who provided the title company
with the executed DocuSign documents identified above. The title company representative
further advised that the broker was located in St. Augustine, Florida and on or about November
4, 2020, the title company (located in Oklahoma) received an email from the broker (located in

12

According to https://go.docusign.com, last visited on April 5, 2022.
8

Florida) containing the DocuSign documents related to the purchase/sale of the SUBJECT
AIRCRAFT.
16.

I believe SIDHU likely used the SUBJECT ACCOUNT to accept, sign, and send

the DocuSign documents to his broker located in Florida because SIDHU used the SUBJECT
ACCOUNT to communicate with the title company during the purchase of the SUBJECT
AIRCRAFT (explained in further detail below). I also believe that SIDHU caused fraudulent
documents, in this case the Registration Application containing the AZ Resident’s address, to be
transmitted, via wire, across state lines when the broker, located in Florida, emailed the
document to the title company located in Oklahoma.
17.

On November 13, 2020, shortly after the sale of the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT had

finalized, a representative from the title company handling the transaction sent an email to
SIDHU at the SUBJECT ACCOUNT. The email to SIDHU read, in part, “We have received the
Certificate of Registration on the [SUBJECT AIRCRAFT]. Please confirm the address as to
where you would like for us to send the hard card to be placed inside the [SUBJECT
AIRCRAFT] for flying” [italics added for emphasis].
18.

On the same day, November 13, 2020, SIDHU replied from the SUBJECT

ACCOUNT and wrote, in part, “Please send the hard copy to HS Sidhu P O Box 19019 Anaheim
Ca 92817 Best HS Sidhu.”
19.

According to CW2, SIDHU is believed to principally hangar the SUBJECT

AIRCRAFT at an airport located in Chino, CA. Based on information found on
flightaware.com, the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT was recorded departing Chino Airport on January
19, 2022 and arriving back at Chino Airport on the same day.13 Based on this information, on
March 2, 2022, I conducted surveillance at the Chino Airport with other members of the FBI and
a federal agent with the aviation branch of the United States Customs and Border Protection
(“CBP”). Although the surveillance team was unable to locate the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT, we
were able to elicit the cooperation of an individual employed at the Chino Airport (“the Chino
13

According to https://flightaware.com, last visited on April 5, 2022.
9

Airport Employee”). On March 13, 2022, the Chino Airport Employee informed me that the
SUBJECT AIRCRAFT departed from the Chino Airport, flew within the vicinity of the airport,
and returned to the Chino Airport thirty minutes later. On March 16, 2022, the Chino Airport
Employee provided me with photos of the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT inside a hangar operated by
Creative Rotorcraft Maintenance (“CRM”), which the employee identified as the SUBJECT
AIRCRAFT’s permanent hangar location.14
3.
20.

Amount SIDHU Defrauded from the People of the State of California

According to the California Department of Tax and Fee Administration

(“CDTFA”), the use tax rate applied to the purchase of an aircraft is the same as the sales tax rate
and is based on where an individual principally hangars the aircraft.15 The CDTFA website
gives an example of this, which reads, “For example, if you live in Anaheim, California, but
keep your aircraft in Long Beach, California, you must pay tax at the rate charged in the city of
Long Beach.” Applying this rule to SIDHU’s situation, even though SIDHU lives in Anaheim,
the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT is believed to be hangared in Chino, CA. The CDTFA website
directs the user to a “Find a Sales and Use Tax Rate” webpage to calculate the sales tax rate. By
inputting the Chino Airport address, the website calculates the sales and use tax rate at 7.75%.
By then applying the 7.75% sales tax to the purchase price SIDHU paid for the SUBJECT
AIRCRAFT ($205,000, as reflected in the title company documents), SIDHU owed the State of
California $15,887.50 in sales tax on the purchase of the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT. According to
records received from the State of California on January 27, 2022, there is no record of the
SUBJECT AIRCRAFT being registered in California, nor has any payment related to the sale of
the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT been received by the State of California.

14

According to the Chino Airport employee, who relayed a conversation he/she had with
CRM, CRM stores multiple aircraft in the two hangars they operate at Chino Airport. However,
the aircraft, including the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT, are not assigned to a specific hangar. Rather,
the aircraft are arranged in either hangar as space dictates. Therefore, the SUBJECT
AIRCRAFT may be stored in either hangar on any given day.
15

According to https://www.cdtfa.ca.gov, last visited on January 19, 2022.
10

21.

Conversely, according to the Arizona Department of Transportation (“ADOT”),

“the Motor Vehicle Division Aircraft Registration Unit of ADOT determines the value of aircraft
annually for tax purposes…[t]he tax rate is one-half of one percent (0.005) of the assessed value
of the aircraft, but not less than $20.”16 Applying the value of the aircraft at the time SIDHU
purchased the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT (i.e., the purchase price of $205,000), the tax owed by
SIDHU to the State of Arizona upon the purchase of the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT was $1,025.
However, on January 19, 2022, I spoke with a representative from ADOT who informed me that
there was no record of the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT being registered in Arizona, and no record of
any sales tax payment from SIDHU regarding the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT. I confirmed the same
with the representative from ADOT on or about May 11, 2022.
22.

I believe, based on the foregoing, that SIDHU used the AZ address to register the

SUBJECT AIRCRAFT with the FAA, doing so, in part, through the use of interstate wire
communications using the SUBJECT ACCOUNT, when in fact he was required to use a
California address. Based on the foregoing, I believe he did so in order to avoid California state
taxes. Furthermore, based on my conversation with a representative from ADOT, it does not
appear that SIDHU paid Arizona state taxes on the sale of the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT, and
therefore defrauded not only the people of the State of California, but also the people of the State
of Arizona.
23.

By intentionally registering the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT using the Arizona address

provided to him by AZ Resident, SIDHU was able to unlawfully avoid paying approximately
$15,887.50 in sales taxes he was otherwise required to pay to the State of California.
Furthermore, SIDHU was able to successfully implement this apparent fraud scheme through his
use of the SUBJECT ACCOUNT and the SUBJECT PHONE, and I believe that the fruits and

16

According to https://azdot.gov, last visited on January 19, 2022.
11

instrumentalities of SIDHU’s conduct will likely be found in the SUBJECT ACCOUNT, the
SUBJECT PHONE, and the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT.17
B.

SIDHU Shared Privileged and Confidential Information with the Angels
During Stadium Sale Negotiations, Actively Concealed Same from a Grand
Jury Inquiry, and Expects to Receive Campaign Contributions as a Result
1.

24.

Background Information on the Anaheim Angels Baseball Stadium
Provided by Current and Former Anaheim City Employees and Elected
Officials

Based on interviews conducted by the FBI through the course of this

investigation, and based on information publicly available online, I have learned several aspects
about the history, and other aspects, of Angel Stadium. Angel Stadium is located at 2000 East
Gene Autry Way, Anaheim, CA 92806. Historically, the stadium and the land on which the
stadium is located, has been owned by the City of Anaheim, while the Angels team itself has
been privately owned by several entities and individuals throughout the years.
25.

Prior to 1996, Gene Autry owned the Angels. During this time, the Angels leased

the stadium from the City of Anaheim for approximately $4-5 million per year.
26.

In 1996, Disney purchased the Angels and a new lease was signed, which resulted

in the stadium being renovated, with Disney paying approximately $80 million in renovation
costs, and the City of Anaheim paying approximately $30 million towards the endeavor. The
lease term was 33 years (until 2029), but under the terms of the lease the Angels were allowed to
terminate the lease after 20 years (in 2016) at their discretion. In addition to the renovations and
length and severability of the lease, additional lease terms were as follows:
a.

Angels must operate and maintain the stadium,

b.

Angels keep all revenue from concessions, signage, and advertising,

c.

Angels keep nearly all revenue from stadium ticket sales,
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As referenced in paragraph 17 above, SIDHU is required to maintain a hard copy of the
SUBJECT AIRCRAFT’s Certificate of Registration inside the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT.
Therefore, I believe said Certificate of Registration is likely to be found inside the SUBJECT
AIRCRAFT and that the registration will reflect the AZ address, thereby providing additional
evidence of SIDHU’s scheme.
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d.

Angels have the right to use all the parking lot space, and keep most

parking revenue,
e.

Anaheim receives $2 per ticket on ticket sales in excess of 2.6 million

f.

Anaheim received two Platinum Suites, and,

g.

The Angels agreed to have “Anaheim” in its team name.

seats,18

27.

In 2003, Arturo (aka “Arte”) Moreno (“Moreno”) purchased the Angels from

Disney. In doing so, Moreno assumed all responsibilities under the lease agreement entered into
by the Angels under the prior ownership of Disney. In 2013, Moreno proposed a new lease
between three parties: Angels baseball, the City of Anaheim, and a company believed to be
controlled by Moreno called Pacific Coast Investors, LLC (“PCI”). The proposed lease terms
were as follows:
a.

PCI control of the stadium property for at least 66 years, or until 2079,

b.

PCI’s exclusive right and sole discretion to transfer the property,

c.

PCI would have full discretion, control of, and all rights to develop,

improve, or otherwise alter the property,
d.

PCI would keep all revenue generated from the property,

e.

PCI would receive tax rebates from Anaheim,

f.

The Angels would keep all revenue from the stadium and occupy the

stadium until 2057,
g.

The Angels would have the option to terminate their lease in years 20, 27,

or 34 of the lease,
h.

The Angels would no longer be required to have “Anaheim” in their name,

i.

The $2 per ticket threshold would be raised from 2.6 million seats to 3

million seats,

18

One witness noted that ticket sales reached this volume only when the Angels made the
World Series.
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j.

The Angels would be allowed to terminate their lease for an additional

three years (2017-2019),
k.

Anaheim would receive $1 in rent per year for the duration of the lease (66

l.

Anaheim would receive one Angels luxury suite, 20 suite days, and 2,500

years),

tickets to give away to guests and others, and,
m.

Anaheim would maintain the prestige of having a Major League Baseball

team in the city.
28.

The lease proposed by Moreno as outlined above never came to fruition. As a

result, the Angels sent a letter to the City of Anaheim on October 16, 2018, notifying the city that
the Angels were terminating their current stadium lease with the city, thereby triggering new
lease negotiations with Anaheim shortly thereafter.
2.

29.

SIDHU Installs Himself onto the City’s Stadium Negotiating Team,
Shortly After Which the Angels and Anaheim Announce a Deal for the
Angels to Purchase the Stadium

Based on open source information, including Anaheim City Council meeting

minutes, and interviews conducted throughout the course of this investigation, I learned
additional information related to the Angels stadium deal, as follows.
30.

Shortly after the Angels terminated their stadium lease with Anaheim, the two

parties began the process of negotiating a new lease. Anaheim’s negotiating team consisted of
the City Manager, City Attorney, City Planning Director, and a couple outside consultants.
31.

In June 2019, SIDHU attempted to unilaterally appoint himself to the city’s

negotiating team. SIDHU’s move was met with resistance from two City Council members who
questioned SIDHU’s authority to unilaterally appoint himself and further questioned the
transparency of such a move. The two dissenting Council members attempted to appoint
themselves to the negotiating team, which would have prevented SIDHU’s appointment from
occurring at the time.
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32.

Then, approximately one month later, in July 2019, the Anaheim City Council

officially voted 5-2 to appoint SIDHU to Anaheim’s negotiating team. The City Council
meeting during which the vote occurred was contentious, with the same two Council members
voicing their concerns about SIDHU being part of the negotiating team. I believe, based on my
experience in this investigation, including Court-authorized Title III intercepted communications
of CW2, a political consultant (“Political Consultant 1”),19 and several Anaheim City Council
members (including SIDHU), that SIDHU, along with CW2, Political Consultant 1, and others,
wielded influence over the Anaheim City Council majority at this time. As a result, I believe
such influence may have been used to sway the City Council vote in favor of his appointment -and only his appointment -- to the negotiating team.
33.

Shortly after SIDHU joined the negotiating team, on August 23, 2019, the Angels

advised the Anaheim City Council that they preferred to purchase the land on which the stadium
rested, rather than lease it. Then, on September 24, 2019, the City Council agreed to negotiate a
sale of the stadium property.
34.

On December 20, 2019, the Anaheim City Council held a special meeting that

lasted over eight and a half hours. The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the proposed sale
of the stadium, during which representatives from Anaheim’s negotiating team, the City Council,
representatives from the Angels, and members of the public spoke. Ultimately the City agreed to
begin the land sale process at a starting price of $325 million.
35.

What followed after the December 20, 2019 City Council meeting was a months-

long process of sales negotiations where the negotiating team, including SIDHU and Angels
representatives, negotiated, among other things, the value of various community benefits the
Angels were willing to provide in exchange for commensurate credits against the sales price of
$325 million.

19

Political Consultant 1 is a principal partner of a nationally known political and public
affairs company.
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36.

On September 29, 2020, the City Council convened a meeting where they voted

on terms to finalize the sale of the stadium property to Moreno and the Angels (together referred
to as “SRB”).20 The terms included the following:
a.

Adjusting the purchase price from $325 million to $319,812,179 to

“reflect land that the City will retain for a future fire station as well as the City’s retention of the
municipal water utility building adjacent to Katella Avenue.”21
b.

SRB agreed to construct 466 affordable housing units valued at

$123,677,843, which would be reflected as a credit at escrow.
c.

SRB agreed to construct and maintain a seven-acre Community Benefit

Park valued at $46,233,094, which would be reflected as a credit at escrow.
37.

After deducting the value of the community benefits (the park and affordable

housing listed above) to the overall purchase price ($319,812,179), the consideration due to the
City of Anaheim at the close of escrow would be $149,901,242. Escrow was anticipated to close
in late 2021 or early 2022. However, shortly after the Anaheim City Council approved the deal,
members of the community (including certain members of the City Council) began to question
the transparency and fairness of the deal, including whether the deal complied with the Surplus
Land Act.
3.
38.

The Stadium Deal Is Deemed to Have Violated the Surplus Land Act by
the State of California

On or about December 8, 2021, California notified Anaheim officials that the

stadium deal violated the Surplus Land Act. California’s Surplus Land Act, Government Code
Sections 52220 through 52234, generally requires that before selling any land, local government
agencies must first offer it to affordable housing developers and have good-faith discussions of
any eligible proposals for affordable housing.”

20

The City of Anaheim’s agreement to sell the stadium was officially made between the
City and SRB Management, LLC.
21

According to https://www.anaheim.net/2142/View-City-Council-Meetings, last visited
on January 25, 2022.
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39.

Attorneys for the City of Anaheim argued that: the stadium property “was already

tied up in a long-term lease and therefore didn’t count as ‘surplus’”; the City was already
exclusively negotiating with the prospective buyer before a September 2019 deadline to be
grandfathered under an earlier version of the law; and the sale was necessary to create economic
opportunities, including the creation of jobs and new housing.22
40.

California ultimately rejected Anaheim’s arguments in support of the stadium

deal, explaining that not all of the land included in the deal was covered by the lease; therefore,
any land not covered under the lease referenced in Anaheim’s arguments could have been
offered at public bid for affordable housing. The State then offered several ways in which
Anaheim could remedy the situation, including designating 80% of the property for housing and
setting aside 40% of the total homes for lower-income families, putting the property out for bid
and requiring at least 25% of the homes built be affordable, or declaring the land surplus and
entertaining bids from affordable home developers. A fourth remedy would allow Anaheim to
proceed with the current stadium deal, but be subjected to a state-imposed fine of approximately
$96 million. On April 25, 2022, the City and State announced that they had reached agreement
to proceed with the fourth remedy.23
4.

41.

SIDHU Covertly, and with the Intent of Concealing from the Negotiating
Team and the Public, Passed Privileged and Confidential Information to
the Angels to Assist the Angels in Their Negotiations with Anaheim

From in or around September 2019, when the City Council was discussing

stadium appraisal figures during closed session meetings, until in or around September 2020,
when Anaheim and the Angels agreed on terms, including final sale price and community
benefits (discussed above), it appears that SIDHU, on at least two specific occasions, provided
City-specific information to the Angels for use by the Angels in their negotiations with Anaheim.
Furthermore, SIDHU apparently did so in a covert fashion -- intentionally concealing his actions
22

According to https://www.ocregister.com/2021/12/08/state-to-anaheim-angel-stadiumsale-violates-affordable-housing-law/, last visited on January 25, 2022.
23
According tohttps://www.ocregister.com/2022/04/25/anaheim-state-to-announcesettlement-in-angel-stadium-sale-dispute/, last visited April 25, 2022.
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from other members of the negotiation team -- I believe, in part, to conceal a Brown Act24
violation and avoid negative public perception.
42.

On September 24, 2019, the Anaheim City Council held their regularly scheduled

meeting. According to the City Council agenda, the archives of which can be found on
www.anaheim.net, Closed Session Item #5 read, “CONFERENCE WITH REAL PROPERTY
NEGOTIATORS,” and referenced the address of Angel Stadium. The Closed Session item went
on to identify “Angels Baseball, LP; City of Anaheim” as the “Negotiating Parties” and “Price
and Terms” as the subject “Under Negotiation” in the Closed Session.
43.

In December 2019, approximately two months after the Closed Session discussed

above, Anaheim made the stadium appraisal report available to the public. However, according
to CW2, after the September Closed Session meeting where the stadium appraisal is believed to
have been discussed, but before the appraisal figures were made available to the public, SIDHU
provided the appraisal figures to CW2 to be shared with representatives from the Angels.
44.

SIDHU’s actions may have violated the Brown Act in that he knowingly provided

non-public information discussed during a Closed Session City Council meeting to CW2. In
addition, SIDHU passed information on a real estate transaction, which was arguably one of the
largest real estate transactions in the City of Anaheim’s history. Furthermore, and as will be
discussed in more detail below, there is probable cause to believe that SIDHU knew his actions
were wrong because he has attempted to conceal those actions from an Orange County Grand
Jury (with the enlisted help of CW2). I also believe that SIDHU’s actions may have affected the
ruling of an Orange County Superior Court Judge presiding over a civil matter involving the sale
of the stadium.
24

According to https://www.bbklaw.com/bbk/media/library/pdf/major-provisions-andrequirements-of-the-brown-act.pdf, last visited on January 28, 2022, “The Ralph M. Brown Act
is California’s “sunshine” law for local government. It is found in the California Government
Code beginning at Section 54950. In a nutshell, it requires local government business to be
conducted at open and public meetings, except in certain limited situations. With respect to
Closed Sessions conducted by a legislative body, including local City Councils, “The Brown Act
allows a legislative body during a meeting to convene a closed session in order to meet privately
with its advisors on specifically enumerated topics…Examples of business which may be
conducted in closed session include…real estate negotiations.”
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45.

In addition to SIDHU’s possible Brown Act violation discussed above, SIDHU

also appeared to pass information, via CW2 and Political Consultant 1, to the Angels in an effort
to assist the Angels during the stage of the negotiations where the two parties were negotiating
community benefits.
46.

On July 21, 2020, while negotiations were ongoing, SIDHU sent an email from

the SUBJECT ACCOUNT to CW2 and Political Consultant 1. No member of the City
negotiating team, aside from SIDHU, was included on the email. The subject line of the email
read, “4844-8343-9299.2 Key Issues - Stadium Transaction Agreements.docx.” Attached to the
email was a Microsoft Word document titled the same as the subject line of the email (“the Key
Issues document”). The email, which the FBI has obtained from CW2, also contains “Sent from
my iPhone” in the body of the email itself. Therefore, I believe SIDHU used the SUBJECT
PHONE to send the email to CW2. While it is possible SIDHU may have obtained a new phone
between the date he sent this email and now, I nonetheless believe evidence may still be found
on the SUBJECT PHONE because, based on my training and experience, I know that when
individuals obtain new phones, it is common practice to have data transferred from their old
phone to their new phone.
47.

The Key Issues document is approximately three pages in length and contains a

table with two columns and approximately 10 rows. The two column titles read “TOPIC” and
“DISCUSSION ISSUES,” respectively. Each row contains a separate topic title, followed by
bullet points addressing Anaheim’s concerns in their negotiations with the Angels pertaining to
the respective topics.
48.

In addition to the content of the Key Issues document, I have reviewed the

following about its properties, which are contained within the document itself as well as by
viewing its properties in Microsoft Word. As a result, I have learned the following:
a.

According to the “Summary” tab in the document’s properties, the author

of the document is “anaustin” and the company reflected in the “Summary” tab of properties is
“Husch Blackwell LLP.” Husch Blackwell LLP is a law firm, which was named one of the top
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law firms with sports practices on or about March 8, 2021. Furthermore, the law firm’s website
states that, “Practice leaders Kevin Kelley and Andrea Austin are currently advising the City of
Anaheim in the sale of Angel Stadium to an owner affiliate of the Los Angeles Angels…”25 I
believe the author of the Key Issues document was Andrea Austin (“Austin”) because the
“Summary” tab in properties describes the author of the document as “anaustin.” Based on the
foregoing, I believe the Key Issues document was created by Austin in her representation of the
City of Anaheim. The document at one point may have been subject to privilege, waivable only
by the City of Anaheim and its negotiating team -- not unilaterally by SIDHU himself.
b.

The header of the Key Issues document reads, “HB Draft 7/20/20.” Based

on the foregoing, I believe “HB” is an abbreviation for Husch Blackwell. Furthermore, I believe
the document itself is not a final product because of the “Draft” reference in the header. Finally,
I believe the date of the document mentioned in the header (“7/20/20”) is notable because it is
just one day before SIDHU emails the document to CW2 and Political Consultant 1.
c.

According to quarterly lobbying reports filed with Anaheim by Political

Consultant 1, beginning in early September 2020, Political Consultant 1 disclosed payments
received from SRB for services rendered in support of SRB’s stadium negotiations. Included in
the disclosures were multiple contacts with Anaheim Council Members and public officials,
including several with SIDHU himself. However, Political Consultant 1 did not appear to
disclose this email contact with SIDHU during the same reporting period.26
49.

Although CW2 explained that an elected official providing information to an

opposing party in negotiations with the city is not without precedent -- explaining that sometimes
such actions assist in the negotiation process -- the fact that SIDHU at the time was, and is still
currently, attempting to conceal his actions from the City of Anaheim, as set out more fully
below, and the public speaks to his state of mind.
25

According to https://www.huschblackwell.com/inthenews/husch-blackwell-named-atop-sports-law-firm, last visited on January 28, 2022.
26
According to https://www.anaheim.net/5453/Lobbyist-Registry-Quarterly-Reports-ofA#FSB, last visited on April 9, 2022.
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50.

Approximately two months after SIDHU emailed the Key Issues document from

the SUBJECT ACCOUNT to CW2 and Political Consultant 1, the Anaheim City Council held
their meeting on September 29, 2020, where they voted on the final terms of the stadium deal as
outlined above. Based on my review of the September 29, 2020 City Council meeting, which
has been archived on Anaheim’s website, I believe the meeting was conducted via teleconference
due to Covid because there was only audio provided on Anaheim’s website, and the following
statement accompanied the meeting agenda on the website, “Pursuant to Executive Order N-2920, please be advised that the Anaheim City Council will participate in this meeting
telephonically.”27 Due to the remote nature of the City Council meeting, I believe SIDHU may
have used the SUBJECT PHONE and/or the SUBJECT ACCOUNT to communicate with parties
regarding aspects of the stadium deal; therefore, I believe evidence relating to this scheme may
exist on the SUBJECT PHONE and within the SUBJECT ACCOUNT.
51.

Based on the foregoing, I believe SIDHU knowingly provided confidential

information intended for the sole use of Anaheim and its negotiating team to the Angels.
Furthermore, and as will be described in further detail below, I believe he did so covertly, with
the intent of concealing his actions from the negotiating team and the public, for the purpose of
assisting the Angels and himself at the expense of the City of Anaheim.28
27

According to https://www.anaheim.net/2142/View-City-Council-Meetings, last visited
on February 2, 2022.
28

I believe SIDHU’s actions outlined above (providing stadium appraisal figures to CW2
to be shared with the Angels and the Key Issues email/document) may have affected an Orange
County Superior Court Judge’s ruling in a civil matter brought by the Homeless Task Force of
Orange County (“HTFOC”), which had alleged, among other things, that Anaheim had not been
transparent in their negotiations with the Angels. On or about March 21, 2022, the judge
presiding over the matter issued a preliminary ruling against the HTFOC, stating that Anaheim
had “substantially complied” with state laws and that discussions and decisions about the sale
“were anything but secret and were fully vetted with the public.” (According to
https://www.ocregister.com/2022/03/21/angel-stadium-judge-wont-block-sale-over-residentslawsuit/, last visited on April 13, 2022.). On or about April 1, 2022, FBI Special Agents Joseph
Nieblas and Trung Dang interviewed an attorney representing the HTFOC. The attorney advised
that despite having filed a public records act (“PRA”) request with Anaheim, to include the
production of email communications related to the stadium sale negotiations, Anaheim’s
response appeared incomplete, in part, because there were no emails that included SIDHU in the
production. I believe the Key Issues email/document would have likely fallen within the scope
(footnote cont’d on next page)
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5.
52.

SIDHU Has Attempted to Obstruct an Orange County Grand Jury Inquiry
into the Angel Stadium Deal

On December 17, 2021, CW2 notified the FBI of CW2’s recent receipt of a letter

from the Orange County Grand Jury (the “OC Grand Jury”). Shortly thereafter, CW2 provided
the FBI with a copy of the OC Grand Jury letter. I have reviewed a copy of the letter. The letter
is dated December 1, 2021, and is addressed to CW2. Stamped on the letter, in red, reads
“CONFIDENTIAL.” The letter reads as follows, “The 2021-2022 Orange County Grand Jury is
seeking information about the purchase and sale of Angel Stadium of Anaheim. Members of the
Grand Jury would like to interview you in our office located at 700 Civic Center Drive West,
Santa Ana, CA 92701. Please allow 90 minutes for the interview.” The letter is then signed by
the Foreperson of the OC Grand Jury. Below the signature of the Foreperson is an admonition
that reads, “This correspondence and your response to it are completely confidential. This means
that the contents of this letter, the subject matter, and your response are not to be released to the
public or shared with anyone not directly involved in responding to this letter, without prior
authorization of the Orange County Superior Court.”
53.

CW2’s access to SIDHU had waned in the months prior to receiving the OC

Grand Jury letter, in part due to investigative actions the FBI took in furtherance of this
investigation. Upon receiving the OC Grand Jury letter, CW2, at the direction of the FBI,
reestablished contact with SIDHU. As a result, CW2 and SIDHU met on January 12, 2022 to
discuss the OC Grand Jury, among other matters. The FBI provided CW2 with a recording
device and the meeting was subsequently recorded by CW2. During the meeting, the following
conversation between SIDHU (“HS”) and CW2 occurred: 29
of HTFOC’s PRA request, but that was nonetheless not turned over to HTFOC. Furthermore, I
believe such information and documents would have been pertinent to the HTFOC, and possibly
the judge presiding over the matter.
29

Descriptions and draft transcriptions of recorded conversations are summaries based on
my and/or other FBI employees’ review of the recordings, understanding of the context of the
recorded conversations, knowledge of this case, and my training and experience. These
descriptions are not based on a final, verbatim transcript. At times, I have placed my
understanding of what is being said in brackets within the quotes. Since this affidavit is offered
for a limited purpose, I have not included a description of every topic discussed or every
statement contained in a recorded conversation.
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HS:

So, who else got called on, is [Political Consultant 1] also got called on
the, ah, on [the OC Grand Jury]?

CW2: That’s why I’m trying to meet with [Political Consultant 1] tomorrow,
because, so, I got, I’m sure the same letter?
HS:

Yeah.

CW2: Yeah, so umm, I haven’t talked to [Political Consultant 1] since the
holidays. So we texted last week and said, “Hey we gotta catch up.” And
umm, so it actually went to the Chamber and so [Chamber Employee 1]
and I got it. And I said, “Hey tell [Political Consultant 1] I gotta touch
base with him on this.” So we’re touching base tomorrow at 2. Ah,
[Angels Employee 1] from the Angels, the old attorney, he’s -HS:

[Angels Employee 1] from the Angels?

CW2: Yeah, he wants to meet. Ah, just to catch up, but I said, you know, “Did
you get a letter?” I don’t know. I asked him something like that, and he
said “Yeah.”
HS:

So this is the [Angels Employee 1] that used to be the previous attorney?

CW2: Yeah. Right.
HS:
54.

Because they also got it.

Based on my training and experience, including my knowledge of this

investigation, I believe SIDHU and CW2 were discussing the OC Grand Jury investigation, and
specifically that SIDHU wanted to know who else had received a letter from the OC Grand Jury.
A short time later, during the same recorded meeting, the following exchange occurred:
CW2: Mine is, I don’t know, obviously somebody, if it’s you, me, [Political
Consultant 1], and Angels, somebody saying ok, what information did
they share? And so like I’m worried. I don’t wanna lie.
HS:

Right.
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CW2: Because I’m afraid if I lie, and they have something, and then all of a
sudden we’re in their crosshairs.
HS:

Right.

CW2: For lying to a grand jury. So like you know, appraisal information, any of
that. Is any of that in your text or emails? Of you gave us kind of the
ranges of the appraisal.
HS:

I have not given any of the emails that was going on between you, me, and
[Political Consultant 1].

CW2: Ok.
HS:

Nothing at all.

CW2: Ok.
HS:

So it’s not there.

CW2: Ok.
HS:

So that, because remember, nothing came from the city hall going to you
right off.

CW2: Ok. Right, right.
HS:

It was my private emails on even my text and all that with you, I erased
everything.30

CW2: Ok.

30

I believe this statement by SIDHU to be a reference to SIDHU’s attempt to delete
certain emails and text messages pertaining to the Angels Stadium deal. Furthermore, I believe
this reference to be related to emails contained in the SUBJECT ACCOUNT and text messages
contained on the SUBJECT PHONE. I believe this statement illustrates SIDHU’s practice of
maintaining historical electronic communications for a period of time. Even if SIDHU did, in
fact, delete these items as he told CW2 (relatedly, I believe it is also possible SIDHU may have
been lying to CW2 in an effort to lull CW2 into a false sense of security before CW2 provided a
statement to the OC Grand Jury): (1) there may have been additional items related to the Target
Offenses (including 18 U.S.C. §§ 1346 and 666) that SIDHU may have overlooked and thus
failed to delete, and therefore are still maintained in the SUBJECT ACCOUNT and on the
SUBJECT PHONE; and (2) such deletions (and an absence of such communications) would
corroborate SIDHU’s commission of the Target Offenses (including 18 U.S.C. §§ 1346, 666, and
1503, as described further below).
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HS:

So, if you, if they ever say that you meet with the mayor, just say, “Yeah,
occasionally we talked because I wanted to know the economic
development.”

CW2: Yeah.
HS:
55.

“This is part of the project that the Chamber was working on.”

Based on my training and experience, including my knowledge of this

investigation to date, I believe CW2 was expressing his/her concern to SIDHU about being
questioned before the OC Grand Jury, specifically about CW2’s knowledge and/or involvement
in receiving information from SIDHU and subsequently passing said information onto the
Angels during negotiations. Rather than simply advising that CW2 tell the truth to the OC Grand
Jury, SIDHU instead reassured CW2 that, “I have not given any of the emails that was going on
between you, me, and [Political Consultant 1].” SIDHU further explained that “nothing came
from the city hall going to you… [i]t was my private emails on even my text and all that with
you, I erased everything.” First, I believe SIDHU’s reference to “any of the emails” between
him, CW2, and Political Consultant 1 to be a reference, in part, to the Key Issues document
email discussed above -- an email that SIDHU provided to CW2 and Political Consultant 1
during stadium sale negotiations. Second, I believe SIDHU’s clarification that he used his
private email (believed to be a reference to the SUBJECT ACCOUNT) and that “nothing came
from the city hall” was his attempt at further reassuring CW2 that the OC Grand Jury would not
be able to access evidence (e.g., via a public records act request) that he was covertly passing
information, through CW2 and Political Consultant 1, to the Angels during negotiations. Finally,
in case CW2 remained concerned, I believe SIDHU again attempted to reassure CW2 when he
stated, “I erased everything.”
56.

Throughout their conversation, and as was illustrated above, SIDHU appeared

concerned about the OC Grand Jury uncovering the fact that SIDHU had passed information to
the Angels, via CW2, during stadium sale negotiations. When asked why SIDHU would be
concerned with the OC Grand Jury uncovering such facts, CW2 advised that the public
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perception of such actions would negatively affect SIDHU and could potentially prevent the
stadium deal between Anaheim and the Angels from being finalized. SIDHU’s concern
appeared to be significant, to the point of instructing CW2 to lie to the OC Grand Jury, as was
illustrated in the same recorded conversation, during which the following exchange occurred:
HS:

So, so when you, again your key thing is, when, when they talk to you
about this basically say, “Yeah I talked with [SIDHU], about, you know,
during the time of, not negotiations, but after the negotiations was done.”
And came back to city hall and he asked for the economic development
and, we were, you know, we were there and supporting this.

CW2: Mhmm
HS:

You know.

CW2: The hard part, and I think what everybody’s freaked out about is people
know we had meetings. And people may have been watching us. So, you
know, to lie, is probably not good. I think we just, you know, the meetings
occurred.
HS:
57.

Right.

Based on my training and experience, including my knowledge of this

investigation to date, I believe SIDHU was coaching CW2 on what to say to the OC Grand Jury.
Specifically, SIDHU appeared to be instructing CW2 to (1) tell the OC Grand Jury that CW2 had
met with SIDHU about the Angels deal after the negotiations between Angels and Anaheim had
ended and (2) conceal the fact that CW2 and SIDHU had discussed negotiations while they were
ongoing. After SIDHU gave these instructions to CW2, CW2 again expressed his/her concern
about lying to the OC Grand Jury, further stating that, in fact, the meetings that SIDHU had
previously coached CW2 to tell the OC Grand Jury had occurred after negotiations actually
occurred during negotiations. SIDHU appeared to confirm CW2’s statement when he replied,
“Right.”
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58.

After SIDHU advised CW2 that he (SIDHU) had concealed and/or destroyed

evidence related to information possibly being sought by the OC Grand Jury, and after SIDHU
instructed CW2 to lie to the OC Grand Jury, SIDHU then appeared to task CW2 with sharing
information CW2 was likely to glean from the OC Grand Jury so that SIDHU could prepare for
his own Grand Jury testimony, as indicated in the below exchange that took place during the
same recorded conversation:
HS:

So, what you want to do is write down, after your meeting is over, I need
you to write those questions down yourself.

CW2: Ok.
HS:

Right after you come home.

CW2: Ok.
HS:

Write it down.

CW2: Ok.
HS:

Because then, then we’ll meet and at least you’ll let me know what
happened.

59.

Based on my training and experience, including my knowledge of this

investigation to date, I believe there are several motivating factors driving SIDHU to go to such
lengths (i.e., concealing and/or destroying evidence and instructing CW2 to make false
statements to the grand jury), including maintaining his reputation in Anaheim, and ensuring his
reelection in November 2022 is unaffected by any revelation of impropriety. I also believe,
based on recorded conversations conducted between CW2 and SIDHU, and as illustrated below,
that another motivating factor was SIDHU’s intention to solicit monetary compensation from an
individual, in the form of campaign contributions, in exchange for pushing the stadium deal
through on more favorable terms for the Angels.
60.

On October 29, 2021, CW2 had an in-person meeting with SIDHU, which was

surreptitiously recorded at the direction of the FBI. During the recorded conversation, the two
discussed several matters, including SIDHU’s plan to solicit campaign contributions from a
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representative of the Angels organization (“Angels Representative 1”).31 During that portion of
their discussion, SIDHU made the following statement:
HS:

Yeah. And here’s the thing, if the Angels deal goes through, by the end of
the year, then I’m gonna ask ah, [Angels Representative 1]. Right? I’ll
just call [Angels Representative 1] up and say, “[Angels Representative 1],
we need, we need at least half a million dollars of support for you to come
with the IEs.”32

61.

Then, on December 6, 2021, CW2 once again met with SIDHU in person and

conducted a surreptitiously recorded conversation, where SIDHU made the following statement
of his intent to solicit campaign funds from Angels Representative 1:
HS:

Because I, I’ve said, you gotta at least, minimum of a million dollars to
come up with my election. They have to. And of course, you know, if
Disney, I mean, if Angels [stadium sale] would conclude next year is
approved hopefully, we’ll push for them at least have a million dollars.
You know, for [Angels Representative 1] to say “no” is bad, for them not
to say no on that.

62.

Then on or about January 24, 2022, CW2 and SIDHU had a phone conversation.

This call was not recorded due to a technical malfunction. CW2 advised that during the phone
call, SIDHU told CW2 that he (SIDHU) intended to revise his request to Angels Representative
1 for campaign contributions from $500,000 to $1,000,000. SIDHU told CW2, several times
during the phone call, that he needed the stadium deal to go through before he could ask Angels
Representative 1 for money. CW2 opined that SIDHU’s motivation in pushing the stadium sale

31

Angels Representative 1 holds a senior position within the Angels organization.
According to www.fppc.ca.gov, last visited on March 24, 2022, an independent
expenditure “is a payment for a communication that expressly advocates the election or defeat of
a clearly identified California state or local candidate or the qualification, passage, or defeat of a
clearly identified state or local ballot measure, and the communication is not coordinated with or
‘made at the behest’ of the affected candidate or committee.” I believe the “IE” referenced in
this communication refers to this independent expenditure.
32
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was solely for the benefit of his reelection campaign. CW2 advised that if SIDHU was
successful in securing a $1,000,000 commitment from Angels Representative 1, such a
commitment would likely be in the form of Political Action Committee (“PAC”) independent
expenditures, examples of which would be mailers and television ads supporting SIDHU and/or
attacking his opponents, paid for by Angels Representative 1.
63.

At the direction of the FBI, CW2 attempted to follow up on the January 24, 2022

phone call. As a result, CW2 and SIDHU had a telephone conversation on January 28, 2022,
which was successfully recorded. During that recorded telephone call, in addition to SIDHU
once again appearing to coach CW2 to mislead the OC Grand Jury, the following conversation
occurred:
CW2: Um, you had mentioned you wanted to try to get [Angels Representative
1] a higher level. Up to the million dollar level. Do you think [Angels
Representative 1] go there? Do you have a reason to think [Angels
Representative 1] go higher? [Angels Representative 1]’s never gone there
before.
HS:

Gone? Gone where?

CW2: To, to a million, for re-election. To help with the PACs.
HS:

At least, you know, you should shoot for 3 million total?

CW2: Okay.
HS:

You should. Because I am hoping to get at least a million from I’m going
to be pushing it. [Angels Representative 1] actually asked me. [Angels
Representative 1] said, “What can I do for your election?” I said, “Let me
finish your deal first, and then we'll talk about that.”

CW2: Ok.
HS:

So I’m going to be asking for a million dollars from [Angels
Representative 1].
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64.

Based on my training and experience, including my knowledge of this

investigation to date, I believe SIDHU illustrated his intent to solicit campaign contributions, in
the amount of $1,000,000, from Angels Representative 1, in exchange for performing official
acts intended to finalize the stadium sale for the Angels, despite the State of California’s threat to
levy a multi-million dollar fine should Anaheim move forward with the deal in its current state. I
am unaware of any information confirming that Angels Representative 1 has, in fact, been
solicited by SIDHU in the manner described herein, or is otherwise aware of SIDHU’s stated
intent to do so.
6.
65.

SIDHU is Alerted to the Existence of a Federal Investigation Into the
Stadium Deal by CW2

On February 8, 2022, at the direction of the FBI, CW2 met with SIDHU in

person where the two discussed potential state and federal government investigations into the
stadium sale. Prior to the meeting, the FBI provided a document to CW2 to be shown to SIDHU.
The document was a one-page document, made to appear like an attachment to a Federal Grand
Jury Subpoena seeking communications related to the sale of the Angel Stadium (“the FGJS
Attachment”). The FGJS Attachment was not an actual attachment to a subpoena. In other
words, the FGJS Attachment was part of a ruse. CW2 was instructed to show SIDHU the FGJS
Attachment and tell SIDHU that CW2 had been served with a subpoena by the FBI. The
meeting was surreptitiously recorded by CW2 at the direction of the FBI.
66.

Near the beginning of the meeting, CW2, as directed by the FBI, showed SIDHU

the FGJS Attachment and informed SIDHU that, “I got served,” which then prompted the two of
them to discuss the ongoing FBI investigation into Anaheim, specifically the Angels Stadium
deal. At various times, SIDHU questioned whether the federal government was monitoring
phones and/or emails, even inquiring whether the government would need to obtain an “okay
from the court” to do so.
67.

As the meeting progressed, and their conversation regarding the federal

investigation continued, the following exchange occurred:
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HS:

No, that I don’t know. All I was told was that the, the [Anaheim Employee
1]33 was asked to come. He was served. You know, and ah, he was served
to appear in front of the federal grand jury. Right? Is that what they said to
you also? Appear in front of the grand jury. Let me ask you the thing is all
this thing is only valid unless you guys got paid for this. Right?

CW2: No, did not.
HS:

You didn't get paid?

CW2: No.
HS:

So

CW2: So.
HS:

So the thing is only time that fraud is involved, in my opinion, Todd. That
if there’s a money exchanged. Right?

CW2: That’s my understanding. I mean, that's what we always said I didn't you
know, with [a former Anaheim employee], you know, I didn't want to hide
that we were talking to the Angels and things. Right? [Anaheim Employee
1] knew.
HS:

Right.

CW2: I mean we all work together on all these terms we did and tried to help
bring it home. I agree with you but they definitely know of conversations.
Know of emails, know of text. So they for the lawsuit, when with the city
thing? Did you ever look at what all they got? And what documents that
they pulled off your emails and other people's emails?
HS:
68.

I, most of the emails, I erased it.

Based on my training and experience, including my knowledge of this

investigation to date, I believe SIDHU reaffirmed that he deleted relevant communications
regarding the stadium sale to thwart one or more investigations when he said: “I, most of the
33

Anaheim Employee 1 was an employee of the City of Anaheim.
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emails, I erased it.” While the February 2022 interaction put SIDHU on explicit notice of a
federal grand jury investigation as of that date, I submit that the interaction demonstrates that
SIDHU was already aware of the existence of a federal grand jury investigation and was in
communication with other Anaheim government personnel about the investigation. SIDHU
references a grand jury subpoena issued to Anaheim Employee 1; the subpoena had been served
on Anaheim Employee 1 on February 7, 2022, the day before CW2’s meeting with SIDHU.
Moreover, though SIDHU did not discuss erasing or deleting any messages or communications
after being told about/reviewing the ruse federal grand jury subpoena attachment during the
February 2022 meeting, I believe this reaffirmance and his prior statements -- regarding having
deleted or erased sensitive communications being sought by the OC Grand Jury investigation
(described above) -- indicates that he may have done the same with respect to the federal
investigation. Moreover, I submit that SIDHU had ample motivation to continue to violate the
Target Offenses following the February 2022 meeting -- both in continuing to hide evidence, and
in ensuring that his similar prior acts were not discovered -- given that the superior court trial and
substantial portions of the pretrial litigation in the HTFOC lawsuit post-dated that meeting, along
with the April 25 announcement of the $96 million settlement between the City of Anaheim and
the California Department of Justice and the preceding discussions or related investigation into
the stadium sale. Thus, although I submit that there is probable cause that evidence of SIDHU’s
prior deletion of evidence and related violations of the Target Offenses will be found from the
searches requested herein, I also submit that there is probable cause to believe that evidence of
further violations of the Target Offenses post-dating the February 8, 2022 meeting may be found,
such as acts of deletion, concealment, or falsification of evidence.34
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SIDHU and CW2 continued to discuss the federal investigation and speculate as to
what investigators were seeking, and also, at times, discuss whether their conduct constituted a
violation of law, as evidenced by statements like: “So the thing is only time that fraud is
involved, in my opinion, Todd. That if there’s a money exchanged. Right?” Regardless,
SIDHU’s statements regarding having deleted communications sought during investigations
illustrates, at the very least, an intent to conceal actions related to the stadium negotiations.
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TRAINING AND EXPERIENCE ON DIGITAL DEVICES35

V.
69.

Based on my training, experience, and information from those involved in the

forensic examination of digital devices, I know that the following electronic evidence, inter alia,
is often retrievable from digital devices:
a.

Forensic methods may uncover electronic files or remnants of such files

months or even years after the files have been downloaded, deleted, or viewed via the Internet.
Normally, when a person deletes a file on a computer, the data contained in the file does not
disappear; rather, the data remain on the hard drive until overwritten by new data, which may
only occur after a long period of time. Similarly, files viewed on the Internet are often
automatically downloaded into a temporary directory or cache that are only overwritten as they
are replaced with more recently downloaded or viewed content and may also be recoverable
months or years later.
b.

Digital devices often contain electronic evidence related to a crime, the

device’s user, or the existence of evidence in other locations, such as, how the device has been
used, what it has been used for, who has used it, and who has been responsible for creating or
maintaining records, documents, programs, applications, and materials on the device. That
evidence is often stored in logs and other artifacts that are not kept in places where the user
stores files, and in places where the user may be unaware of them. For example, recoverable
data can include evidence of deleted or edited files; recently used tasks and processes; online
nicknames and passwords in the form of configuration data stored by browser, e-mail, and chat
programs; attachment of other devices; times the device was in use; and file creation dates and
sequence.

35

As used herein, the term “digital device” includes any electronic system or device
capable of storing or processing data in digital form, including central processing units; desktop,
laptop, notebook, and tablet computers; personal digital assistants; wireless communication
devices, such as paging devices, mobile telephones, and smart phones; digital cameras; gaming
consoles; peripheral input/output devices, such as keyboards, printers, scanners, monitors, and
drives; related communications devices, such as modems, routers, cables, and connections;
storage media; and security devices.
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c.

The absence of data on a digital device may be evidence of how the device

was used, what it was used for, and who used it. For example, showing the absence of certain
software on a device may be necessary to rebut a claim that the device was being controlled
remotely by such software.
d.

Digital device users can also attempt to conceal data by using encryption,

steganography, or by using misleading filenames and extensions. Digital devices may also
contain “booby traps” that destroy or alter data if certain procedures are not scrupulously
followed. Law enforcement continuously develops and acquires new methods of decryption,
even for devices or data that cannot currently be decrypted.
70.

Based on my training, experience, and information from those involved in the

forensic examination of digital devices, I know that it is not always possible to search devices for
data during a search of the premises for a number of reasons, including the following:
a.

Digital data are particularly vulnerable to inadvertent or intentional

modification or destruction. Thus, often a controlled environment with specially trained
personnel may be necessary to maintain the integrity of and to conduct a complete and accurate
analysis of data on digital devices, which may take substantial time, particularly as to the
categories of electronic evidence referenced above. Also, there are now so many types of digital
devices and programs that it is difficult to bring to a search site all of the specialized manuals,
equipment, and personnel that may be required.
b.

Digital devices capable of storing multiple gigabytes are now

commonplace. As an example of the amount of data this equates to, one gigabyte can store close
to 19,000 average file size (300kb) Word documents, or 614 photos with an average size of
1.5MB.
71.

The search warrant requests authorization to use the biometric unlock features of

a device, based on the following, which I know from my training, experience, and review of
publicly available materials:
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a.

Users may enable a biometric unlock function on some digital devices. To

use this function, a user generally displays a physical feature, such as a fingerprint, face, or eye,
and the device will automatically unlock if that physical feature matches one the user has stored
on the device. To unlock a device enabled with a fingerprint unlock function, a user places one
or more of the user’s fingers on a device’s fingerprint scanner for approximately one second. To
unlock a device enabled with a facial, retina, or iris recognition function, the user holds the
device in front of the user’s face with the user’s eyes open for approximately one second.
b.

In some circumstances, a biometric unlock function will not unlock a

device even if enabled, such as when a device has been restarted or inactive, has not been
unlocked for a certain period of time (often 48 hours or less), or after a certain number of
unsuccessful unlock attempts. Thus, the opportunity to use a biometric unlock function even on
an enabled device may exist for only a short time. I do not know the passcodes of the devices
likely to be found in the search.
c.

Thus, the warrant I am applying for would permit law enforcement

personnel to, with respect to any device that appears to have a biometric sensor and falls within
the scope of the warrant: (1) depress SIDHU’s thumb and/or fingers on the device; and (2) hold
the device in front of SIDHU’s face with his or her eyes open to activate the facial-, iris-, and/or
retina-recognition feature.
72.

Other than what has been described herein, to my knowledge, the United States

has not attempted to obtain this data by other means.
VI. TRAINING AND EXPERIENCE ON EMAIL ACCOUNTS
73.

In my training and experience, I have learned that providers of email and/or social

media services offer a variety of online services to the public. Providers, like the PROVIDER,
allow subscribers to obtain accounts like the SUBJECT ACCOUNT. Subscribers obtain an
account by registering with the provider. During the registration process, providers generally ask
their subscribers to provide certain personal identifying information when registering for an
email or social media account. Such information can include the subscriber’s full name, physical
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address, telephone numbers and other identifiers, alternative email addresses, and, for paying
subscribers, means and source of payment (including any credit or bank account number). Some
providers also maintain a record of changes that are made to the information provided in
subscriber records, such as to any other email addresses or phone numbers supplied in subscriber
records. In my training and experience, such information may constitute evidence of the crimes
under investigation because the information can be used to identify the user(s) of an account.
74.

Therefore, the computers of the PROVIDER are likely to contain stored electronic

communications and information concerning subscribers and their use of the PROVIDER’s
services, such as account access information, email or message transaction information, and
account application information. In my training and experience, such information may constitute
evidence of the crimes under investigation because the information can be used to identify the
user(s) of a SUBJECT ACCOUNT.
75.

A subscriber of the PROVIDER can also store with the PROVIDER files in

addition to emails or other messages, such as address books, contact or buddy lists, groups,
social network links, calendar data, pictures or videos (other than ones attached to emails), notes,
and other files, on servers maintained and/or owned by the PROVIDER. In my training and
experience, evidence of who was using an account may be found in such information.
76.

In my training and experience, email and social media providers typically retain

certain transactional information about the creation and use of each account on their systems.
This information can include the date on which the account was created, the length of service,
records of login (i.e.,
-- session) times and durations, the types of service utilized, the status of the
account (including whether the account is inactive or closed), the methods used to connect to the
account (such as logging into the account via the provider’s website), and other log files that
reflect usage of the account. In addition, email and social media providers often have records of
the Internet Protocol (“IP”) address used to register the account and the IP addresses associated
with particular logins to the account. Because every device that connects to the Internet must use
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an IP address, IP address information can help to identify which computers or other devices were
used to access the SUBJECT ACCOUNT.
77.

In my training and experience, email and social media account users will

sometimes communicate directly with the service provider about issues relating to the account,
such as technical problems, billing inquiries, or complaints from other users. Providers of emails
and social media services typically retain records about such communications, including records
of contacts between the user and the provider’s support services, as well records of any actions
taken by the provider or user as a result of the communications. In my training and experience,
such information may constitute evidence of the crimes under investigation because the
information can be used to identify the user(s) of the SUBJECT ACCOUNT.
78.

I know from my training and experience that the complete contents of an account

may be important to establishing the actual user who has dominion and control of that account at
a given time. Accounts may be registered in false names or screen names from anywhere in the
world with little to no verification by the service provider. They may also be used by multiple
people. Given the ease with which accounts may be created under aliases, and the rarity with
which law enforcement has eyewitness testimony about a defendant’s use of an account,
investigators often have to rely on circumstantial evidence to show that an individual was the
actual user of a particular account. Only by piecing together information contained in the
contents of an account may an investigator establish who the actual user of an account was.
Often those pieces will come from a time period before the account was used in the criminal
activity. Limiting the scope of the search would, in some instances, prevent the government
from identifying the true user of the account and, in other instances, may not provide a defendant
with sufficient information to identify other users of the account. Therefore, the contents of a
given account, including the email addresses or account identifiers and messages sent to that
account, often provides important evidence regarding the actual user’s dominion and control of
that account. For the purpose of searching for content demonstrating the actual user(s) of the
SUBJECT ACCOUNT, I am requesting a warrant requiring the PROVIDER to turn over all

37

information associated with the SUBJECT ACCOUNT with the date restriction included in
Attachment B for review by the search team.
79.

Relatedly, the government must be allowed to determine whether other

individuals had access to the SUBJECT ACCOUNT. If the government were constrained to
review only a small subsection of an account, that small subsection might give the misleading
impression that only a single user had access to the account.
80.

I also know based on my training and experience that criminals discussing their

criminal activity may use slang, short forms (abbreviated words or phrases such as “lol” to
express “laugh out loud”), or codewords (which require entire strings or series of conversations
to determine their true meaning) when discussing their crimes. They can also discuss aspects of
the crime without specifically mentioning the crime involved. In the electronic world, it is even
possible to use pictures, images and emoticons (images used to express a concept or idea such as
a happy face inserted into the content of a message or the manipulation and combination of keys
on the computer keyboard to convey an idea, such as the use of a colon and parenthesis :) to
convey a smile or agreement) to discuss matters. “Keyword searches” would not account for any
of these possibilities, so actual review of the contents of an account by law enforcement
personnel with information regarding the identified criminal activity, subject to the search
procedures set forth in Attachment B, is necessary to find all relevant evidence within the
account.
81.

This application seeks a warrant to search all responsive records and information

under the control of the PROVIDER, which is subject to the jurisdiction of this court, regardless
of where the PROVIDER has chosen to store such information.
82.

As set forth in Attachment B, I am requesting a warrant that permits the search

team to keep the original production from the PROVIDER, under seal, until the investigation is
completed and, if a case is brought, that case is completed through disposition, trial, appeal, or
collateral proceeding.
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a.

I make that request because I believe it might be impossible for a provider

to authenticate information taken from the SUBJECT ACCOUNT as its business record without
the original production to examine. Even if the provider kept an original copy at the time of
production (against which it could compare against the results of the search at the time of trial),
the government cannot compel the provider to keep a copy for the entire pendency of the
investigation and/or case. If the original production is destroyed, it may be impossible for the
provider to examine a particular document found by the search team and confirm that it was a
business record of the provider taken from the SUBJECT ACCOUNT.
b.

I also know from my training and experience that many accounts are

purged as part of the ordinary course of business by providers. For example, if an account is not
accessed within a specified time period, it -- and its contents -- may be deleted. As a
consequence, there is a risk that the only record of the contents of an account might be the
production that a provider makes to the government, for example, if a defendant is incarcerated
and does not (perhaps cannot) access his or her account. Preserving evidence, therefore, would
ensure that the government can satisfy its Brady obligations and give the defendant access to
evidence that might be used in his or her defense.
///
///
///
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VII. CONCLUSION
83.

Based on the above, I submit that there is probable cause to believe that evidence

of the Target Offenses will likely be found in the SUBJECT ACCOUNT, SUBJECT PHONE,
SUBJECT AIRCRAFT, and the person of SIDHU.

/s/
BRIAN C. ADKINS, Special Agent
FEDERAL BUREAU OF
INVESTIGATION
Attested to by the applicant in accordance with the
requirements of Fed. R. Crim. P. 4.1 by telephone
on this 12
__th day of May, 2022.

DOUGLAS F. McCORMICK
HONORABLE DOUGLAS F. MCCORMICK
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
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ATTACHMENT A-2
SUBJECT AIRCRAFT TO BE SEARCHED

The SUBJECT AIRCRAFT is a 2004 yellow-colored Robinson Helicopter, model R44 Clipper
II, with Pop Out Floats, stripes down the side, bearing serial number 10277 and registration
number N277MC.

ATTACHMENT B-2

I.

ITEMS TO BE SEIZED
1.

The items to be seized are evidence, contraband, fruits, or instrumentalities of

violations of 18 U.S.C. § 1343 (wire fraud), 18 U.S.C. § 1341 (mail fraud), and 18 U.S.C. § 1001
(false statements), namely:
a.

Documentation regarding SIDHU’s purchase, maintenance (including

storage), and use of the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT, including:
i.

Bill of sale,

ii.

Registration information (including physical FAA certificate of

iii.

Sales tax information,

iv.

Flight logs,

v.

Hangar rental information,

vi.

Communications regarding the SUBJECT AIRCRAFT (to include

registration),

mails, memos, letters, and facsimiles) between SIDHU and/or his representatives and the FAA,
the State of California, the State of Arizona, the AZ Resident, hangar operators, and any other
individual or entity involved in the purchase, registration, and maintenance of the SUBJECT
AIRCRAFT.
b.

Any materials documenting or otherwise referring to SIDHU’s place(s) of

residence between October 2020 and the present, to include materials that falsely refer to
SIDHU’s place of residence.
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Robert and Gregg:
I left both of you a voicemail moments ago re same; I will be appearing ex parte on behalf of the People
and HCD in this matter seeking an order to stay the approval of the Stipulation and entry of the Stipulated
Judgment. Plaintiffs believe that newly discovery information from the federal warrant may give rise to
state and federal violations that would void the Stipulation. I am told by the court clerk in Dept N06 that ex
parte hearings are heard at 11:45 a.m., and papers must be e-filed by noon the day before. I will be
appearing through videoconferencing, and will serve a copy of those ex parte papers to you via email
when filing later today.

DAVID PAI | Supervising Deputy Attorney General
Land Use and Conservation Section, Public Rights Division
Department of Justice, Office of the Attorney General
1515 Clay Street, 20th Floor | Oakland, California 94612
Telephone (510) 879-0816 | David.Pai@doj.ca.gov
File drop: https://fx.doj.ca.gov/filedrop/~dKliQ4
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents may contain confidential and/or legally
privileged information. It is solely for the use of the intended recipient(s). Unauthorized interception,
review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may violate applicable laws including the Electronic
Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy
all copies of the communication.

DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY E-MAIL
Case Name:
No.:

People and HCD v. City of Anaheim, et al.
Orange County Superior Court Case No. 30-2022-01257462-CU-MC-CJC

I declare:
I am employed in the Office of the Attorney General, which is the office of a member of the
California State Bar, at which member's direction this service is made. I am 18 years of age or
older and not a party to this matter.
On May 12, 2022, I served the attached EX PARTE APPLICATION TO STAY THE
APPROVAL AND ENTRY OF THE PROPOSED STIPULATED JUDGMENT;
DECLARATION OF DAVID PAI IN SUPPORT THEREOF; and PROPOSED ORDER
by transmitting a true copy via electronic mail as follows:
Gregg M. Audet
Assistant City Attorney
City of Anaheim
gaudet@anaheim.net

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California and the United States
of America the foregoing is true and correct and that this declaration was executed on May 12,
2022, at Oakland, California.

David Pai
David Pai
Declarant
LA2021603753

pos.docx

Digitally signed by David Pai
Date: 2022.05.16 11:57:57
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Signature
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ADVERTISEMENT

ANGELS

State attorney general asks for hold on Angel Stadium land sale
amid corruption probe

https://www.latimes.com/sports/angels/story/2022-05-16/angel-stadium-land-sale-anaheim-mayor-corruption-investigation
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Fans enter Angels Stadium before the team’s season opener against the Houston Astros in April. (Ashley Landis /
Associated Press)
BY BILL SHAIKIN
STAFF WRITER |

FOLLOW

MAY 16, 2022 UPDATED 8:42 PM PT

Harry Sidhu made it his business and his campaign promise in 2018: I’m the mayor that
is going to keep the Angels in Anaheim for decades to come.
In 2022, Sidhu is campaigning for re-election as mayor. The city had agreed to sell
Angel Stadium and the surrounding parking lots to the team owner in 2019, but the
state housing agency had found the deal in violation of California affordable housing
law.

https://www.latimes.com/sports/angels/story/2022-05-16/angel-stadium-land-sale-anaheim-mayor-corruption-investigation
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State attorney general asks for hold on Angel Stadium land sale - Los Angeles Times

Anaheim could have redone the deal. Instead, the city remained liable for a $96-million
fine.
ADVERTISING

0

Replay

That, according to an FBI affidavit filed Monday in Orange County Superior Court, was
because Sidhu wanted to see the deal through to solicit a campaign contribution from
the Angels.
“We’ll push them at least [to] have a million dollars,” Sidhu said, unaware the FBI had
arranged for the conversation to be recorded. “You know, for [an Angels official] to say
‘no’ is bad.”
The Angels official was not identified.
On Monday, the state attorney general asked a court to put the $320 million sale on
hold. The court filing explained why: a detailed FBI affidavit showed Sidhu is under
investigation for public corruption, and the attorney general said he does not yet know
whether the facts uncovered in the investigation could make the sale illegal.

PAID CONTENT
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Sponsored Video by
supportprope.org 
By supportprope.org

Document: State of California vs. Anaheim affidavit
May 16, 2022

“We will determine what this means for the stadium plan in the days ahead,” Anaheim
spokesman Mike Lyster said in a statement.
Marie Garvey, the spokeswoman for Angels owner Arte Moreno’s company, declined to
comment on Monday’s developments. She also declined to say whether Moreno wished
to continue to pursue the project.
“It would be inappropriate to comment at this time,” Garvey said.
In the affidavit, there is no evidence of wrongdoing by anyone associated with the
Angels and no evidence the proposed solicitation was made.
However, FBI special agent Brian Adkins wrote: “I believe Sidhu illustrated his intent to
solicit campaign contributions, in the amount of $1,000,000 … in exchange for
performing official acts intended to finalize the stadium sale for the Angels.”
Adkins also wrote that he found probable cause to believe that Sidhu shared confidential
information about sale negotiations with the Angels — as the city was negotiating
against the team — “with the expectation of receiving a sizeable contribution to his
reelection campaign from a prominent Angels representative.”
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Adkins also said Sidhu “has attempted to obstruct an Orange County grand jury inquiry
into the Angel Stadium deal.” The agent also said he believed there was probable cause
that Sidhu “may have engaged in criminal offenses,” including fraud, theft or bribery,
making false statements, obstruction of justice and witness tampering.

Anaheim Mayor Harry Sidhu, shown at his home, sought campaign contributions from the Angels, according to an FBI
affidavit filed Monday in Orange County Superior Court. (Karen Tapia / Los Angeles Times)

The attorney for Sidhu, Paul Meyer, said: “We are making no comment at this time.”
In a statement, Anaheim City Manager Jim Vanderpool said: “We are troubled by this.
Throughout this process, Anaheim staff and the City Council have worked in good faith
on a proposal that offered benefits for our community.
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“What has been shared with us was unknown to the city administration before today,
and what is being described falls outside of the city’s process on the stadium.”
Sidhu and the city administration carefully managed the release of stadium-related
information to the public. In 2019, when the city extended the Angels’ window to opt out
of their stadium lease by one year, the city declined to highlight that it also had
reinstated the lease in full, giving the team control of the land through 2038. That meant
the city had handcuffed itself in negotiations, since the option of demolishing the
stadium in one year and selling the land for half a billion dollars was off the table.
In December 2019, the city announced the sale price at $325 million, later reduced to
$320 million. The city said the price could be adjusted for development credits but did
not say how much, although The Times reported then that the actual price could be half
the announced rate. Nine months later, the city announced the actual cash price: $150
million.

ANGELS

State housing agency to Anaheim City Council: Reject new Angel Stadium deal
May 13, 2022

And last month, the city announced a settlement with the state: more affordable housing
in the city, but less on the stadium site. It was not until this month that the city disclosed
how much less: about 80%.
In March, an Orange County Superior Court judge ruled that the city had not violated
the Brown Act — the state’s open government law — in negotiating the sale. The citizens’
group that filed suit against the city had asked a judge to nullify the sale.
“There is no basis to nullify the decision,” Judge David Hoffer wrote in his ruling.
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But, according to Adkins, Sidhu’s actions “may have affected the ruling” because a
cooperating witness said Sidhu gave him information about a land appraisal so he could
share that information with the Angels. Because that information came from a closed
session of the city council, Adkins wrote, “Sidhu’s actions may have violated the Brown
Act.”
Adkins said he believed Sidhu “knowingly provided confidential information intended
for the sole use of Anaheim and its negotiating team to the Angels … with the intent of
concealing his actions from the negotiating team and the public, for the purpose of
assisting the Angels and himself at the expense of the city of Anaheim.”

Angels owner Arte Moreno (Sean M. Haffey / Getty Images)

Sidhu, according to the affidavit, met with a witness who was cooperating with the FBI
investigation, although the mayor was unaware the person was an FBI source, and
https://www.latimes.com/sports/angels/story/2022-05-16/angel-stadium-land-sale-anaheim-mayor-corruption-investigation
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coached the witness to lie to the county grand jury about what the two had discussed
and when they had discussed it.
The evidence, according to the affidavit, also showed Sidhu pursued an Arizona address
to register his helicopter, despite the fact that he lived in Anaheim and based the
helicopter out of Chino.
Had he registered the helicopter in California, he would have owed $15,888 in sales tax.
Had he registered the helicopter in Arizona, he would have owed a $1,025 vehicle tax.
Adkins said there was no record of Sidhu registering the helicopter in either state.
On Monday afternoon, just before news of the affidavit broke, the city councilman who
has been the most vocal opponent of the stadium deal – primarily because of what he
considered a rushed and secretive process – said he was interested that the state
housing agency had taken a renewed interest in the stadium deal.
The state housing agency told the Los Angeles Times on Friday it objected to the city’s
proposed solution to violations of affordable housing law: absolving Moreno of almost
all of his commitment to build affordable housing there.
Moreno’s development company would return $96 million in credits from the $320million sale – so the city could say taxpayers had not paid the $96 million -- but the
company had the potential to make more money from the hundreds more units of
housing it could sell at market rate.
“What I was most concerned about seems to be playing out,” said councilman Jose
Moreno, no relation to the Angels owner.
“At the end of the day, out of this illegal land sale, Arte Moreno and the city of
Anaheim’s leadership are continuing to maximize the private profits for Arte Moreno
https://www.latimes.com/sports/angels/story/2022-05-16/angel-stadium-land-sale-anaheim-mayor-corruption-investigation
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and the private interests of the development site, and not looking out for the public
benefits.”
Within two hours, he and everyone else at City Hall had learned the mayor was under
investigation for corruption. Sidhu has not been charged with a crime.
This, Jose Moreno said, called for a complete do-over of the stadium deal.
“The news of Mayor Sidhu’s alleged political corruption regarding the Anaheim Stadium
deal is both unfortunate and tragic,” Moreno said.
“My hope for the people of Anaheim is that this matter is fully investigated and brought
to closure so we can move on developing a more open, transparent and legal land deal
that truly benefits the people of Anaheim and puts trust back into our local affairs.”
Times staff writer Adam Elmahrek contributed to this report.
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AFFIDAVIT
I, Brian C. Adkins, being duly sworn, declare and state as
follows:
I. Introduction
1.

I am an investigative or law enforcement officer of

the United States within the meaning of 18 U.S.C. § 2510(7), who
is empowered to conduct investigations of, and to make arrests
for, the offenses enumerated in 18 U.S.C. § 2516.
2.

I am a Special Agent with the Federal Bureau of

Investigation (“FBI”), and have been so employed since June
2010.

I am currently assigned to a public corruption squad.

During my employment with the FBI, I have participated in
multiple investigations of public officials, including those
involving bribery, extortion, mail and wire fraud, fraud related
to financial institutions, and obstruction of justice.

Many of

these investigations have involved the use of informants and
cooperating witnesses, and have required financial analysis.

My

duties have included conducting covert investigations of public
officials.

I have also conducted physical surveillance and have

monitored electronic surveillance.

In addition, I have been

trained on the investigation of public corruption and other
white collar crimes and have been the affiant on multiple Title
III wiretap affidavits, both in the Northern District of
Illinois and the Central District of California.
II. Purpose of Affidavit
3.

This affidavit is made in support of an application

for an arrest warrant for Todd AMENT (“AMENT”).
1

As will be
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described in further detail below, I believe AMENT has engaged
in criminal offenses involving one or more violations of 18
U.S.C. § 1014 (False Statements to a Financial Institution) (the
“Target Offense”).
4.

As a result of my personal participation in this

investigation, my review of authorized intercepted
communications over multiple Target Phones, reports made to me
by other FBI employees, including FBI Special Agents (“SA”)
Joseph Nieblas and Eric Bomgren, and FBI Forensic Accountants
(“FoA”) Katherine Ramirez and Carlene Kikugawa, and information
obtained from cooperating witnesses, I am familiar with all
aspects of this investigation.

On the basis of this

familiarity, and on the basis of other information that I have
reviewed and determined to be reliable, I declare that the facts
contained in this affidavit show that there is probable cause to
believe that AMENT has committed one or more violations of the
Target Offense.
III. Basis of Information
5.

I make this affidavit based upon personal knowledge

derived from my participation in this investigation and upon
information I believe to be reliable from the following sources:
a.

the content of communications intercepted over

the cellular telephone of a political consultant (“Political

2
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Consultant 1”)1 (“Target Phone 1”)2, from November 10, 2020
through December 9, 2020;
b.

the content of communications intercepted over

Target Phone 1 and AMENT’s cellular telephone (“Target Phone
2”)3, from March 15, 2021 to April 13, 2021;
c.

an FBI Confidential Witness (“CW1”)4;

1

Political Consultant 1 is a principal partner of a
nationally known political and public affairs company.
At all times relevant herein, Target Phone 1 was
subscribed to by Political Consultant 1 at an address associated
with Political Consultant 1.
2

At all times relevant herein, Target Phone 2 was
subscribed to by AMENT’s former employer, the Anaheim Chamber of
Commerce, 2099 S. State College Blvd, Ste 650, Anaheim, CA
92816, and used by AMENT.
3

The FBI has been investigating CW1 since approximately
2018 for violations of federal criminal law to include 18 U.S.C.
§ 666 (theft or bribery concerning programs receiving federal
funds), among others. In July 2019, I sought court
authorization to intercept electronic and wire communications
over CW1’s phone. I was granted Title III authorization from
the court and intercepted electronic and wire communications
over CW1’s phone from approximately June 24, 2019 through July
23, 2019. On October 28, 2019, CW1 was arrested, pursuant to a
complaint, for violating 18 U.S.C. § 666. CW1 was interviewed
on the same day as CW1’s arrest, and CW1 subsequently agreed to
cooperate with the FBI in this investigation. The complaint was
dismissed without prejudice at the request of the government.
Based on my interactions with CW1, and the interactions of other
agents with CW1, particularly FBI SA Joseph Nieblas, I believe
that CW1 has lacked candor at times during CW1’s assistance in
this investigation. For example, I believe CW1 lied to FBI SAs
during CW1’s interview on October 28, 2019. I also believe CW1
has omitted material facts to investigators throughout CW1’s
cooperation with the FBI, including additional instances where
CW1 has offered to pay bribes to elected public officials.
However, the FBI has relied on information provided by CW1 in
instances where such information has been deemed credible by way
of corroboration. CW1 and the government have not been able to
reach an agreement on a pre-indictment resolution, and at this
time, there is no further cooperation expected. Based on the
government’s interaction with CW1 and CW1’s counsel, I believe
CW1’s motive for cooperating in this investigation was to
receive leniency for the federal criminal violation CW1 was
(footnote cont’d on next page)
4

3
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d.

two FBI Confidential Human Sources (“CHS1”5 and

e.

other recorded communications as described below;

f.

a pen register and trap and trace device on

“CHS2”6)7;

Target Phone 1 and Target Phone 2;
g.

my experience investigating the Target Offense;

originally arrested for, as well as other possible criminal
conduct. The government has not made any promises of leniency
to CW1 or CW1’s counsel. As of April 11, 2022, CW1 has no known
criminal history.
CHS1 was arrested on or about March 5, 2012 for fugitive
from justice, in violation of California Penal Code § 1551.1.
FBI SA Joseph Nieblas questioned CHS1 about the charge and CHS1
stated that s/he had been previously arrested for writing a
check without having funds to back its stated value. CHS1’s
criminal history was last checked on May 19, 2020 by CHS1’s
handling agent, which did not indicate any additional arrests
since the March 5, 2012 arrest previously identified. CHS1 does
not have any known criminal convictions.
5

CHS2’s criminal history was last checked on January 31,
2020 by CHS2’s handling agent, which indicated that CHS2 had no
criminal history. CHS2 was recently recognized by the Director
of the FBI for assistance CHS2 has provided to the FBI in
unrelated investigations.
6

CHS1 and CHS2 agreed to assist the FBI because they were
motivated by patriotism and wish to minimize corrupt public
officials in the United States. CHS1 and CHS2 were documented
as CHSs by another FBI Field Office prior to their assistance
with FBI Los Angeles. CHS1 and CHS2 have received free meals
during debriefings and have been reimbursed for personal
expenses incurred at the direction of the FBI. As of October
13, 2020, CHS1 has received $51.28 in reimbursements while CHS2
has received $242.87 in reimbursements. The FBI was aware that
CHS1 and CHS2 were operating a cannabis business that was in
violation of federal law, however both CHS1 and CHS2 no longer
operate a cannabis business. While the FBI deems this activity
unauthorized illegal activity, to my knowledge, CHS1 and CHS2
were operating their cannabis business in accordance with
California state and local laws. The FBI was aware of CHS1 and
CHS2’s cannabis business before they became CHSs. Based on my
training and experience, I have found CHS1 and CHS2 to be
credible and reliable as their information has been corroborated
by other evidence obtained, including recorded meetings and
calls.
7

4
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h.

oral and written reports and documents about this

investigation that I have received from members of the FBI;
i.

discussions I have had personally concerning this

investigation with experienced white collar investigators;
j.

public records;

k.

telephone toll records, pen register and trap and

trace information, and telephone subscriber information;
l.

statements of witnesses; and

m.

bank and other financial records to include

records received from escrow and mortgage companies.
6.

Since the affidavit is being submitted for the purpose

of securing an arrest warrant for AMENT, I have not included
each and every fact known to me concerning this investigation.
IV. Summary of Probable Cause
7.

The investigation to date has developed probable cause

to believe the following: (1) AMENT and Political Consultant 1
have engaged in a scheme to defraud CW1 and CW1’s client (“the
Cannabis Client”), as well as to embezzle from the Anaheim
Chamber of Commerce (“the Chamber”), by soliciting funds from
the Cannabis Client based on false representations and diverting
those same funds from the Chamber to AMENT’s personal bank
account; and (2) AMENT and Political Consultant 1 have engaged
in a scheme to commit mortgage fraud related to the purchase of
a second home for AMENT in Big Bear, CA.
8.

The investigation has revealed that in 2019 and 2020,

AMENT and Political Consultant 1 solicited funds from the

5
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Cannabis Client and CW1’s associate’s8 client in exchange for
influence over a proposed cannabis ordinance in the City of
Anaheim.

However, they were not given influence over drafting a

proposed cannabis ordinance as promised, AMENT and Political
Consultant 1 misrepresented where and how they spent the funds,
and AMENT and Political Consultant 1 concealed the fact that a
substantial amount appeared to be embezzled out of the Chamber
and into an entity controlled by AMENT personally.

Furthermore,

the investigation has revealed that AMENT and Political
Consultant 1 appeared to have advocated against the interests of
CW1, the Cannabis Client, and CW1’s associate’s client, despite
having solicited, and collected, a significant amount of money
from them.
9.

The investigation has also revealed that AMENT, with

the assistance of Political Consultant 1, has engaged in a
scheme to commit mortgage fraud for the purpose of securing
financing in order for AMENT to purchase a second home in Big
Bear, CA.

Specifically, and as will be described in further

detail below, Political Consultant 1 and AMENT devised a scheme
to launder proceeds intended for the Chamber, through Firm A,
and into accounts controlled by AMENT, giving AMENT the ability
to show more cash-on-hand than he actually had, thereby allowing
AMENT to fraudulently secure financing for the home purchase.
Additionally, AMENT entered into an out-of-escrow transaction

CW1’s associate represented another cannabis client in a
similar fashion to CW1’s representation of the Cannabis Client
throughout the scheme described herein.
8

6
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with the seller of the Big Bear home, deceiving the financial
institution funding the home loan in the process.
10.

I believe AMENT and Political Consultant 1 have been

successful in completing the aforementioned schemes, and
possibly others, because, at the time, they both occupied
positions of influence within the City of Anaheim (“Anaheim”) -AMENT was the President and Chief Executive Officer (“CEO”) of
the Chamber9, while Political Consultant 1 was a Senior Partner
of a national political consulting firm (“Firm A”) whose clients
include an influential company located in Anaheim (“Company A”).
11.

The majority of the evidence presented in this

affidavit was collected from approximately 2018 until on or
about September 14, 2021.

On that date, AMENT began to

cooperate with the FBI in this investigation.

Subsequent to

AMENT’s cooperation, he has been interviewed on multiple
occasions regarding a variety of topics, including the schemes
presented herein.

At various times throughout AMENT’s

cooperation, he has claimed to not recall certain facts and
events, to include potential additional criminal conduct.

I do

not know if his lack of recall is genuine or feigned, however, I
believe the schemes alleged herein are supported by both AMENT’s
recollection and independent corroborating facts to support the
charges for one or more violations of the Target Offense.

9

AMENT is no longer employed by the Chamber.
7
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V. Statement of Probable Cause
A.

Introduction to AMENT’s and Political Consultant 1’s
Influence Over the City of Anaheim, and the Use of
Their Respective Entities (Firm A and the Chamber) to
Facilitate Their Personal Strategic and Financial
Goals
1.

12.

AMENT and Political Consultant 1 Were Ring
Leaders of a Covert Group that Appeared to Exert
Significant Influence Over the City of Anaheim

The investigation has revealed that AMENT and

Political Consultant 1 were the ring leaders of a small group of
individuals who met in person to discuss strategy surrounding
several matters within Anaheim -- matters that were often
pending, or soon to be pending, before the Anaheim City Council.
The meetings that Political Consultant 1 and AMENT orchestrated
were referred to as retreats, and as described below, attendees
to the retreats, one of which was believed to have taken place
within a suite at a hotel near the Anaheim Resort,10 were
carefully selected by Political Consultant 1 and AMENT, with
input from Company A Employee.
13.

Monitoring agents began intercepting communications

over Target Phone 1 discussing the existence and planning of an
upcoming retreat.

On November 23, 2020, at approximately 1:41

p.m., monitoring agents intercepted an outgoing call from Target
Phone 1 to AMENT, using Target Phone 2.

In footnotes throughout

this affidavit, I have identified the titles of the Anaheim
council members, Anaheim city employees, and Firm A’s employees
According to www.anaheim.net, last visited on May 13,
2022, “[t]he Anaheim Resort is a 1,100 acre portion of the City
of Anaheim…[that] is home to the Disneyland Resort, the Anaheim
Convention Center, Anaheim GardenWalk and numerous hotels and
restaurants.”
10

8
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based on my review of public records at the time of, and
subsequent to, the intercepted calls.

During the phone call,

the following conversation occurred between Political Consultant
1 (“PC1”) and AMENT:11
AMENT:

And then we gotta decide are we bring in the
other two council members.

PC1:

Yes, uh.

AMENT:

So, [Elected Official 2]12 and [Elected Official
3]1314.

PC1:

Well, so you know, I was a little bit rethinking
that now, I agree with the premise that we need
to keep [Elected Official 2] close, but does that
mean that we include him in the second retreat
but not the first retreat, because the first

Descriptions of recorded conversations are summaries
based on my and/or other FBI employees’ review of the
recordings, understanding of the context of the recorded
conversations, knowledge of this case, and my training and
experience. These descriptions are not based on a final,
verbatim transcript. At times, I have placed my understanding
of what is being said in brackets within the quotes. Since this
affidavit is offered for a limited purpose, I have not included
a description of every topic discussed or every statement
contained in a recorded conversation.
11

12

Council Member - City of Anaheim.

Council Member - City of Anaheim.
Throughout this affidavit I have attempted to provide
anonymity to several individuals by replacing their actual names
with various monikers (e.g., Elected Official 1, Anaheim
Employee 1, Company A Employee, and so on). Their monikers
accurately reflect their true occupations and/or positions at
the times reflected, which I have learned and believe to be
accurate based on my knowledge of this investigation, open
source internet searches, FBI databases, and information
provided by witnesses.
13
14

9
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retreat needs to be, you know, family members
only?
14.

Based on my training and experience, including my

knowledge of this investigation to date, I believe that
Political Consultant 1 and AMENT were discussing whom to include
in this planned “retreat.”

Furthermore, based on Political

Consultant 1’s statement that the retreat needs to be “family
members only,” I believe that the metric used for deciding whom
to invite to the retreat was, first and foremost, based on
trust.

Just prior to this exchange, during the same monitored

phone call (as well as in subsequent calls), I believe that
AMENT confirmed that, in addition to himself, the following
individuals would attend the retreat: Elected Official 115,
Anaheim Employee 116, Chamber Employee 1, Company A Employee17,
Consultant 2,18 and Political Consultant 1.
15.

A short time later during the same monitored phone

call, as Political Consultant 1 and AMENT were discussing
whether they felt they could trust Elected Official 2, they had
the following exchange:
AMENT:

For me, we know [Elected Official 2] this much
right, so if we go take him into the cabal and
he’s playing double agent, then we are all
screwed.

15
16
17
18

Council Member - City of Anaheim.
An employee with the City of Anaheim.
An employee with Company A.
Former Council Member - City of Anaheim.
10
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PC1:

Right, that’s my point, I think, like for
example, at the retreat, I want to have a topic
being, how much do we trust [Elected Official 5]?
How much do we trust [Elected Official 2]?

I

don’t have any doubt about [Elected Official 7]19.
I’m not advocating that we invite him, I’m just
saying I don’t think we need to worry about him.
I think ideologically he is a true believer.
16.

Based on my training and experience, including my

knowledge of this investigation to date, I believe that
Political Consultant 1 and AMENT continued their discussion
about which Anaheim City Council Members they could trust to
bring into their group, this time using the term “cabal” to
identify their group.

Based on their use of the terms “family

members” and “cabal” coupled with their primary metric of trust
to determine which individuals they felt comfortable inviting
into the group, I believe that Political Consultant 1 and AMENT
had defined a specific, covert group of individuals that wielded
significant influence over the inner workings of Anaheim’s
government.

Furthermore, I believe that the intent of this

group, at least in part, was to conceal their actions, as AMENT
was worried about Elected Official 2 being a potential “double
agent,” whose presence in the “cabal” could result in everyone
being “screwed.”

I also believe that Political Consultant 1’s

statement about not needing “to worry about [Elected Official
7],” but nonetheless not advocating for inviting Elected
19

Council Member - City of Anaheim.
11
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Official 7, simply meant that, while he trusted Elected Official
7 in some respects, he did not trust Elected Official 7 enough
to invite him into the “family” or “cabal.”

A short time later,

during the same monitored phone call, the issue of trust and
whom to invite to the retreat continued between Political
Consultant 1 and AMENT:
AMENT:

[Elected Official 2] has a very easy, bright
future playing to the team, right?

PC1:

Right.

AMENT:

He is smart enough to know how to take hall
passes where he needs them, but not screw with
your team. So I think having that relationship is
key, but we don’t have any reason to distrust
him, but we don’t have a good enough reason to go
have the family meeting with him.

I agree with

that.
PC1:

Right.

AMENT:

Cause I was either gonna be zero [City Council
Members at the retreat] beyond [Elected Official
1], there was even a part of me that said let’s
leave [Elected Official 1] out of this, candidly,
and say let’s build the plan on what needs to be
the ship cause [Elected Official 1’s] very good
at participating in a meeting, but he knows if we
need to cover topics, you know 90% of time he
lets us go, without saying nope this is how it’s
gonna be, and I think today was a perfect

12

Case 8:22-mj-00357-DUTY Document 1 Filed 05/16/22 Page 16 of 102 Page ID #:16

example, the more people in the room that gets a
little more awkward.
PC1:

Do we include any other council members?

If we

do, I’m kind of defaulting to back to [Elected
Official 3] and [Elected Official 4] at this
first one.

[Elected Official 3] may do a little

bit of self promoting, but at the end of the day,
he’s going to be loyal to the team, [Elected
Official 4] the same.

Almost to the point,

[Elected Official 4], we tell [Elected Official
4], we got you reelected, we expect you to be a
loyal member of the team, you know for purposes,
we’re going to do a little bit more with [Elected
Official 2] to keep him close, and that means
there’s a couple you get excluded from, and it’s
not because we don’t love you anymore, it’s
because strategically that’s what we need to do
for the next two years.

You’ll always have your

voice, plus you -- give him the Mayor Pro Tem and
tell him he’s always gonna be our number one guy,
but we’re gonna keep [Elected Official 2] close.
[Elected Official 3] up for reelection so he’s
gotta be at more of the meetings, but hopefully
[Elected Official 4] won’t whine about that, but
it would be do we invite [Elected Official 4] and
tell him that at the retreat, I was thinking
about that.

13
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17.

Based on my training and experience, including my

knowledge of this investigation to date, I believe that
Political Consultant 1 and AMENT continued to discuss whom they
wanted to invite to their covert group retreat.

They appeared

to agree, that while Elected Official 2 did not pose a threat to
their group, they nonetheless felt that there was not a good
enough reason to “have the family meeting with him.”

The

continued exchange between Political Consultant 1 and AMENT is
striking in that it appeared to show how they wielded
significant influence over several of the elected members of the
Anaheim City Council.

For example, they discussed the ability

to summon Elected Officials 1, 3, and 4 to the retreat;
Political Consultant 1 talked about how they, “got [Elected
Official 4] reelected” and “expect [Elected Official 4] to be a
loyal member of the team;” and Political Consultant 1 said that
they would “give him the Mayor Pro Tem and tell him he’s always
gonna be our number one guy.”

I believe that these statements

spoke not only of Political Consultant 1’s and AMENT’s ability
to cause members (in this case, Elected Official 4) to be
elected to the council, but also their continued influence over
those same council members even after they had attained public
office.

I believe that this further exhibits the influence the

covert group had, particularly over the elected officials, in
that Political Consultant 1 and AMENT appeared to have the power
to summon Elected Official 1 at their whim, and “give” Elected

14
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Official 4 the Mayor Pro Tem20 position -- a position that
neither Political Consultant 1 nor AMENT could “give” without
having influence over members of the Anaheim City Council in
their official capacity as Councilmembers.21
18.

A short time later, during the same intercepted

telephone call, as Political Consultant 1 and AMENT continued to
discuss reasons against inviting Elected Official 7 to the
retreat of the “family” or “cabal,” they had the following
exchange:
AMENT:

To me, I don’t think [Elected Official 7], I
think this would be a lot for him to absorb in
his first week [as an elected member of the
Anaheim City Council].

It’s kind of like when

S.O.A.R. took how the sausage was made to the
S.O.A.R. Board to show them how polling works and
how we manipulate it.

That’s when half of

S.O.A.R. kind of went off the deep end.
PC1:

[Laughs]

AMENT:

[UI] We’re part of the manipulation.

I think

it’s too early for [Elected Official 7] to get
into this level of detail.
Mayor Pro Tem is a commonly used shorthand term used to
reference the full term “Mayor Pro Tempore”.
20

According to
https://codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/anaheim/latest/anaheim ca/
0-0-0-51937, last visited on May 13, 2022, Section 504 of the
Anaheim Municipal Code reads, in part, “The City Council shall
designate one of its members as Mayor Pro Tempore, who shall
serve in such capacity at the pleasure of the City Council. The
Mayor Pro Tempore shall perform the duties of the Mayor during
the Mayor's absence or disability.”
21
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PC1:
19.

Yeah, I agree.
Based on my training and experience, including my

knowledge of this investigation to date, I believe that AMENT
and Political Consultant 1 continued to discuss reasons against
inviting certain members of the Anaheim City Council in their
upcoming retreat, including Elected Official 7.

In order to

illustrate his stance on Elected Official 7, AMENT appeared to
compare an incident involving S.O.A.R.
for Support Our Anaheim Resort.

S.O.A.R. is an acronym

S.O.A.R. is a coalition of

Anaheim business owners, community leaders, and Anaheim
residents, which also has a Political Action Committee (“PAC”).
S.O.A.R. has an advisory committee consisting of approximately
nineteen members, which included AMENT.22

Based on my training

and experience, including knowledge of this investigation to
date, I know that lobbyists, consultants, and those advocating
for certain public policies will, in an attempt to show public
support for their viewpoint or policy objectives, commission and
fund polls.

I suspected, at the time, that the polls might have

been tools that were manipulated by those commissioning them in
order to produce positive poll results.

The positive poll

results would then be used by the poll sponsors to show the
public and elected officials that their policies were supported,
when, in fact, they may not have been. Based on AMENT’s
statement that “we manipulate it” in reference to polls, I
believe that AMENT confirmed my suspicion about manipulated

According to www.soaranaheim.com, last visited on April
28, 2022.
22

16
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polls.

Specifically, I believe that AMENT and Political

Consultant 1 acknowledged their role in manipulating polls for
S.O.A.R. in this fashion.

Furthermore, AMENT’s example of his

and Political Consultant 1’s role in manipulating polls for
S.O.A.R., and the apparent reaction of the S.O.A.R. Board of
Directors as having gone “off the deep end” after learning of
such manipulation, is an example given by AMENT to show that
Elected Official 7 may have the same reaction if brought into
“the cabal” where he would see how “the sausage is made.”
20.

Towards the end of this monitored telephone call,

Political Consultant 1 and AMENT agreed to extend invitations to
the covert retreat (beyond the list of individuals previously
identified above) to only Elected Officials 3 and 4, so as to,
in AMENT’s words, “keep the family close.”
21.

On November 30, 2020, at approximately 10:38 a.m.,

monitoring agents intercepted an incoming call on Target Phone 1
from a phone number believed to be used by Elected Official 1.23
During the phone call, Political Consultant 1 informed Elected
Official 1 that the upcoming retreat would take place on
Wednesday (December 2, 2020) and that he (Political Consultant
1) and AMENT were still working on the agenda for the retreat.

According to www.lexisnexis.com, last visited on July 23,
2021, the phone number intercepted over Target Phone 1 is
subscribed to by Elected Official 1. Additionally, cooperating
witnesses, including AMENT, have identified this number as being
used by Elected Official 1. Furthermore, based on a voice
comparison of recordings of the Anaheim City Council, which I
reviewed via www.anaheim.net on March 7, 2021, and the audio of
this phone call intercepted over Target Phone 1, I believe the
user of this phone number is Elected Official 1.
23
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After Political Consultant 1 informed Elected Official 1 (“EO1”)
of this, they had the following conversation:
EO1:

Did you invite [Elected Official 7 and Elected
Official 2]?

PC1:

No, I talked about it with Todd [AMENT] and
[Company A Employee]; we felt like for this first
one we’ll kinda keep things big picture and stick
with um, with um, [Elected Official 4] and
[Elected Official 3].

And part of what we’ll

talk about is our plan to manage our
relationship, you know particularly with [Elected
Official 2].

I think [Elected Official 7] is

gonna be fine on everything.

But um, [Elected

Official 2’s], you know, I think he’s on the
team, but he’s just gonna take some management
because he’s got competing pressures and things
so um-EO1:

Oh yeah yeah, he will, I mean you can already see
some of them like he wants to do the um, take
care of the health issues in Anaheim--

PC1:

Right.

EO1:

--right away, I mean I saw that article what he
gave an interview with.

PC1:

Right.

EO1:

So, which is basically fine, we can, you know, we
can put a team together, health team, hard to

18
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handle that, but will take away from [Elected
Official 6].
PC1:

Right, exactly, which is what [Elected Official
2] told me he was trying to accomplish, and I
said, “yeah, let’s talk about it before you say
it next time, but yes I appreciate that, so.”

EO1:

Yeah, at least put him and, uh, maybe [Elected
Official 5] in there and I could be part of it,
you know, three of us.

PC1:

Right.

EO1:

Yeah, so take it away from everything from what
[Elected Official 6] wants to do, so, okay
alright.

22.

Based on my training and experience, including my

knowledge of this investigation to date, I believe that this
exchange between Political Consultant 1 and Elected Official 1
was in reference to the covert retreat of “the family.”
Furthermore, I believe AMENT and Political Consultant 1, and to
some extent, Company A Employee, were the ringleaders of this
group, as Political Consultant 1 told Elected Official 1 that he
and AMENT were working on the agenda for the retreat, and that
he had discussed with AMENT and Company A Employee the retreat’s
attendees.

Finally, as it related to the elected public

officials who appeared to be members of “the family” (Elected
Officials 1, 3 and 4), I believe that Elected Official 1 may
have been the more influential of the three because of his
position within the City Council, and because Political

19
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Consultant 1 appeared to discuss the logistics of the retreat
and the “management” of other City Council Members with Elected
Official 1 rather than with Elected Officials 3 or 4 over Target
Phone 1.
23.

I believe that the context in which this covert group

existed -- seemingly orchestrated by Political Consultant 1 and
AMENT, with input from Company A Employee -- and the significant
influence the group appeared to wield among various City of
Anaheim officials, explained why Political Consultant 1 and
AMENT had been successful in orchestrating the schemes described
herein.

Furthermore, I believe that Political Consultant 1 and

AMENT used their positions and influence within Firm A and the
Chamber, respectively, to facilitate the schemes described in
further detail below.
2.

24.

Political Consultant 1 and AMENT’s Use of Firm A
and the Chamber, Respectively, to Conduct
Suspicious Financial Transactions as a Means to
Achieve Certain Goals, Including Concealment

Monitoring agents intercepted multiple phone calls

between Political Consultant 1 and other individuals that
highlighted just how the Chamber and Political Consultant 1’s
Firm A, at the direction of AMENT and Political Consultant 1
respectively, operated.

Based on the following calls, it

appeared that AMENT and Political Consultant 1 operated the
Chamber and Firm A, in part, to move funds back and forth so as
to facilitate certain goals and relationships.

I believe that

their unique positions -- AMENT at the time being President and
CEO of the Chamber, and Political Consultant 1 being CEO of Firm

20
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A -- aided, at least in part, in establishing their influence
over Anaheim as described earlier.
25.

On November 13, 2020, at approximately 9:06 a.m.,

monitoring agents intercepted an outgoing call from Political
Consultant 1, using Target Phone 1, to AMENT, using Target Phone
2.

During the call, the two had the following conversation:
PC1:

On any of the old stuff that is sort of in a grey
area between chamber PAC and chamber, do you have
a preference that chamber versus chamber PAC pay
it, and you know, and keep money in the PAC, or--

AMENT:

Yeah, I mean that’s fine.

PC1:

Cause that preserves PAC money and you guys, I’m
presuming like in some of those cases that you
guys never booked it as unpaid expenses on your
PAC reporting so--

AMENT:

Correct.

PC1:

So you would have to go back-[OV]

AMENT:

[UI] this year or adjust the past.

PC1:

Yeah, are going to have to go back and amend a
bunch of old PAC reports so.

AMENT:

Don’t want to do that.

PC1:

Ok, then let’s, um, I’m just going to tell her to
pay them all from the chamber and we’ll just
adjust on our end.

AMENT:

And then we’ll figure out how to deal with the
PAC.

21
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PC1:

Yeah [UI]
[OV]

AMENT:

Any checks that we can control including [XY]24
and others that we’ll just move to chamber.

PC1:

Yeah perfect ok.

AMENT:

Alright.

26.

Based on my training and experience, including my

knowledge of this investigation to date, I believe that AMENT
and Political Consultant 1 were discussing financial matters
occurring between the Chamber and a PAC that was supportive of,
or affiliated with, the Chamber.

According to a website

operated by the City of Anaheim, which makes campaign finance
information available to the public, I found that the Anaheim
Chamber of Commerce Political Action Committee (“the Chamber
PAC”) has existed since approximately 1990.

Furthermore,

according to a Form-46025 filed for the Chamber PAC on October
22, 2020, AMENT was listed as the Chamber PAC’s Treasurer.

I do

not know what Political Consultant 1’s official role is, if any,
in the Chamber PAC; however, based on the nature of this phone

I believe AMENT made reference to a company located in
Anaheim by stating two individual letters -- the letters, which
make up a portion of the company’s actual name. For purposes of
anonymity I have replaced the actual letters AMENT uttered
during this conversation, with the letters “XY.”
24

According to California’s Fair Political Practices
Commission (https://fppc.ca.gov/content/dam/fppc/NSDocuments/TAD/Campaign%20Forms/460.pdf, last visited on April
28, 2022), the California Form 460 is used by all recipient
committees, including, “A person, entity, or organization that
receives contributions totaling $2,000 or more during a calendar
year to support or oppose various candidates and measures (e.g.,
political parties, political action committees).”
25
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call, I believe that at the time he had, at least, an unofficial
role in determining how the Chamber and the Chamber PAC spent
their funds.

Furthermore, regarding AMENT’s statement that

“[a]ny checks that we can control including [XY] and others that
we’ll just move to chamber”: I believe that “[XY]” is a
reference to the aforementioned company with offices located in
Anaheim, 26 and according to bank records obtained and reviewed by
FBI FoA Katherine Ramirez, it appears that checks from XY have
been deposited into AMENT’s TA Consulting account.27

I believe

that AMENT’s use of the word “control” in the conversation above
may mean that he and Political Consultant 1, at one time, had
the ability to deposit certain funds they received into
different accounts based not on the intent of the issuer of said
checks or the needs of the receiving entity, but where AMENT and
Political Consultant 1 may have needed the funds at the time.
In addition to Political Consultant 1’s alleged role in the
Chamber and the Chamber PAC finances, I believe that Political

According to XY’s company website, last visited on April
28, 2022.
26

I believe that AMENT and Political Consultant 1, at one
point, had a close relationship with SA Recycling through its
corporate counsel (“SA Counsel”). During the course of this
investigation, I made contact with SA Counsel at the offices of
SA Recycling. Based on monitored phone calls subsequently
intercepted over Target Phone 2, I believe that SA Counsel
disclosed my contact with him and SA Recycling in general,
providing specific information I disclosed to SA Recycling
pertaining to this investigation to AMENT. SA Counsel’s
notification to AMENT occurred despite the government’s request
that the existence of the contact not be disclosed. The
government further requested to be given advance notice if any
such disclosure was to occur. To date, neither SA Counsel nor
anyone affiliated with SA Recycling has notified the government
of SA Counsel’s disclosure to AMENT.
27
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Consultant 1 also used his Firm, Firm A, as a means to move
funds back and forth between Firm A and the Chamber in a manner
that blurred the line between the Chamber (a 501(c)(6)28
organization as indicated by the Chamber’s 2018 Form 990 Return of Organization Exempt From Income Tax form29) and Firm A.
27.

On November 10, 2020, at approximately 4:00 p.m.,

monitoring agents intercepted an incoming phone call from a
phone number believed to be used by an employee of Firm A (“Firm
A Employee 1”).30

During the phone call, Political Consultant 1,

using Target Phone 1, and Firm A Employee 1 discussed several
financial and accounting matters, including a brief discussion
highlighting the financial relationship between the Chamber and
Firm A.

During that portion of the call, Political Consultant 1

and Firm A Employee 1 (“FE1”) had the following conversation:
FE1:

Do you want me to take care of that Anaheim
Chamber, we pay them they pay us that large [UI].

PC1:

No I need to, I need to, I will try to do it on
Thursday with them.

We’ve had three days where,

you know, I was going to go over all of that with

According to www.irs.gov, 501(c)(6) is a tax exempt
status that “provides for exemption of business leagues,
chambers of commerce, real estate bonds, boards of trade, and
professional football leagues…which are not organized for profit
and no part of the net earnings of which inures to the benefit
of any private shareholder or individual.”
28

29

https://apps.irs.gov/pub/epostcard/cor/950494110 201812 990O 202
0061117187368.pdf, last visited on April 28, 2022.
According to www.lexisnexis.com, last visited on July 23,
2021, the phone number intercepted over Target Phone 1 was
subscribed to by Firm A Employee 1.
30
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Todd [AMENT] and Wendy and then something always
comes up and we don’t get to it.
FE1:

Ok.

PC1:

Um, but yes, I, I will try again on that on
Wednesday, I mean on Thursday with them.

Um, and

you know, cause they had some questions about our
accounting and um, and um, but yeah, I, I, but
they’re, but they’re really close to the same
amount so at the end of the day it’s just moving
money back and forth but it will clear a lot of
shit off of our books too.
FE1:
28.

Right, yeah, hoping to do that.
Based on my training and experience, including my

knowledge of this investigation to date, I believe that this
brief exchange between Political Consultant 1 and FE1
illustrates the ease with which Firm A and the Chamber were able
to move funds back and forth.

I believe that this example

illustrates how Political Consultant 1 and AMENT used Firm A and
Chamber accounts to keep money in both accounts, especially when
Political Consultant 1 stated, “at the end of the day it’s just
moving money back and forth.”

I believe that this dynamic is

important to show how AMENT and Political Consultant 1 were able
to orchestrate the fraudulent schemes detailed below with such
ease.

I believe that there may have been additional schemes, in

addition to those that form the basis for this Complaint, where
AMENT and Political Consultant 1 may have used Firm A and the

25
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Chamber to facilitate the movement of funds to accomplish
certain goals, as described below.
29.

On December 1, 2020, at approximately 11:01 a.m.,

monitoring agents intercepted an incoming call over Target Phone
1 from a political consultant (“Political Consultant 2”).31
During their phone call, Political Consultant 1, using Target
Phone 1, and Political Consultant 2 (“PC2”) appeared to discuss
the success of certain contracts throughout California, at which
point they had the following exchange:
PC2:

Speaking as far as funders go on the construction
and labor side.

It’s always easier to get those

guys to pay into something that already exists.
Which is why when I talked to you before about
funneling the money through, you know, whatever,
either setting up a (c)(3) or a (c)(4) or just
having the money go through.
PC1:

Yeah, we have existing ones, so we have the
Anaheim Economic Development Corporation.

PC2:
PC1:

Right.
Which is a (c)(3), it’s really run and managed by
the Chamber, but as you know my office down here,
we work out of the Chamber.

PC2:
PC1:

Right.
And so, we have complete control over that, so if

Based on the phone number intercepted over Target Phone
1, the nature of the phone call, and www.linkedin.com, I believe
the phone number was used by the CEO of a political consulting
company.
31
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they put money in there we would know that it
would go to this project, and to uh, and to pay
the consultant that’s running the program.
PC2:

Right.

Cause for me it’s difficult for me to

say, you know, we’re gonna need X amount of money
to fund the thing, and X amount of money for
political representation, they just don’t get
that.

Like they think that their local people or

their representatives should be able to do it
all, and they just can’t.

You know what I mean?

They just can’t bring the same level of
representation and authority down as paid
consultants can, and so if we can get them to not
only -- to distribute money not only to pay for
the funds, but also to pay for your and mine
services, um, through another third party, I
think that would be the way to go.
PC1:
30.

Got it, okay.
Although I am unfamiliar with the true relationship,

from a business sense, between Political Consultant 1 and the
political consultant as it pertains to this phone call, I
believe that, based on the contents of the phone call, the
political consultant may be representing a client, or clients,
from whom he needed to obtain funds in order to achieve a
desired outcome on their behalf.

Specifically, the political

consultant stated to Political Consultant 1 that “it’s difficult
for [him] to say” that he will need a certain amount of money to
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fund the project, pay for political representation, and also pay
for his and Political Consultant 1’s services, further
explaining to Political Consultant 1 that the clients “just
don’t get that.”

Based on this statement, I believe that the

political consultant (possibly with the assistance of Political
Consultant 1) was representing a client who was reluctant to pay
for all the services the political consultant just listed.

Of

particular note is reference to “money for political
representation.”

I believe that Political Consultant 1 and the

political consultant discussed ways in which they could solicit
funds from the client, then use a “(c)(3)” or “(c)(4),” which I
believe were references to non-profit 501(c)(3) or 501(c)(4)
entities, as a means to “funnel” the money in a manner intended
to obfuscate the true destination of the final payments, namely,
“political representation,” project funding, and consulting
services.

Finally, perhaps the most notable comment was

Political Consultant 1’s admission that he had an
“existing…(c)(3)” named the “Anaheim Economic Development
Corporation,” which was “run and managed by the Chamber,” but
that Political Consultant 1 had “complete control over.”
Political Consultant 1 concluded by explaining to the political
consultant, in reference to the “(c)(3)” that he controlled, but
that is officially “run and managed by the Chamber,” that “if
[the client] put[s] money in [the (c)(3)] we would know that it
would go to this project, and . . . to pay the consultant that’s
running the program.”

Based on this exchange, I believe that

Political Consultant 1 was offering the political consultant a
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means by which the political consultant could move funds through
the Anaheim Economic Development Corporation in order to pay
consultants, and perhaps elected public officials, without the
knowledge of the client.
3.

31.

AMENT, Political Consultant 1, and Company A
Employee Used Their Influence to Script
Statements Made by Elected Official 1 at an
Anaheim City Council Meeting

Based on intercepted communications over the Target

Phones, monitoring agents have intercepted calls and text
messages that further illustrated the control AMENT and
Political Consultant 1 exerted over the workings of the Anaheim
government.

For example, intercepted communications revealed

that Political Consultant 1 drafted a script (which I believe
was accomplished, in part, with input from AMENT and Company A
Employee) for Elected Official 1 to deliver at an Anaheim City
Council meeting that occurred on March 23, 2021, and crafted
language found on the Anaheim City Council Consent Calendar for
the same meeting.
32.

AMENT, Political Consultant 1, and Company A Employee

engaged in conversations amongst themselves, and with Elected
Official 1, regarding Elected Official 1’s planned comments
related to an Anaheim bond measure.

Intercepted communications

appeared to indicate that Political Consultant 1 was responsible
for writing a script to be delivered by Elected Official 1 at
the City Council meeting.

Political Consultant 1 appeared to

obtain input from Company A Employee and AMENT in this endeavor.
Multiple drafts of this script were sent back and forth between
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Political Consultant 1 and Elected Official 1’s assistant
related to this bond measure.
33.

On March 23, 2021, just hours before the City Council

meeting, Political Consultant 1 received an incoming text
message from Elected Official 1’s assistant that read, “Please
let me know if there are any further changes to [version 6] of
[Elected Official 1’s] Comments on Item #2.”

Political

Consultant 1 replied, via text message, “[Company A] asked to
delete reference to [Company A’s parking lot].
you.”

Will send to

I have reviewed Elected Official 1’s comments related to

Item #2 on the Anaheim City Council consent calendar during the
March 23, 2021 meeting and did not hear him reference Company
A’s parking lot.32
34.

Later that evening, likely during the City Council

meeting, which was being live streamed, an incoming text message
from Company A Employee to Political Consultant 1 was
intercepted.

Company A Employee’s text read, “[Elected Official

1] reads your script so poorly.”

Political Consultant 1

replied, “Lol,” followed by, “He doesn’t practice.”
35.

I believe that this section helps to illustrate

(1) the nature and origin of Political Consultant 1’s and
AMENT’s influence over the City of Anaheim at this time,
particularly through their influence over “the cabal” or
“family”; and (2) the methods with which Political Consultant 1
and AMENT used Firm A and the Chamber, respectively, to

According to https://www.anaheim.net/2142/View-CityCouncil-Meetings, last visited on April 28, 2022.
32
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facilitate certain strategic and financial goals.

As will be

described in the following section, AMENT and Political
Consultant 1 appeared to abuse their roles, which resulted in
personal financial gain for AMENT and others.
B.

The Fraudulent Cannabis Scheme and the Defrauding of
the Cannabis Client by AMENT and Political Consultant
1.
1.

36.

Background on the Chamber’s Involvement in
Crafting a Cannabis Ordinance for Anaheim and
CW1’s Cooperation with the FBI

In 2018 and 2019, prior to CW1’s cooperation with the

FBI, CW1 was under investigation for engaging in corrupt
activities, including soliciting bribes from CHS1 and CHS2, who
at the time owned a cannabis company.

CHS1 and CHS2 do not own,

nor are they in any way affiliated with, the Cannabis Client
involved in the scheme alleged herein.
37.

CHS1 and CHS2 hired CW1 as their cannabis consultant

in 2018 for the purpose of securing favorable laws for their
cannabis company in the City of Irvine.

Shortly after CHS1 and

CHS2 retained CW1, CW1 began to devise a scheme whereby CW1
would solicit money from CHS1 and CHS2 with the intention of
paying bribes to two elected members of the Irvine City Council
in exchange for the Council Members performing official acts,
resulting in the passage of favorable cannabis laws.

CHS1 and

CHS2 operated at the direction of the FBI during the City of
Irvine scheme.
38.

CHS1 and CHS2 performed multiple recorded

conversations with CW1 at the direction of the FBI, both in
person and over the phone.

As a result, the FBI obtained
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authority for Title III interception, for a period of thirty
days, over CW1’s phone from approximately June 24, 2019 through
July 23, 2019.
39.

A short time after the Title III coverage on CW1’s

phone had ended, CHS1 learned that CW1 had an opportunity to
assist CHS1 in establishing CHS1’s cannabis business in the City
of Anaheim.

At the direction of the FBI, CHS1 met with CW1 and

CW1’s Associate to discuss the Anaheim matter on September 5,
2019.

CHS1 was equipped with an FBI recording device, which

CHS1 used to record the meeting.

During the meeting, CW1’s

Associate (“CW1 Asso”) explained the following to CHS1:
CW1 Asso: Exactly.

So now we’ve found the middle ground

scenarios, which now is presenting itself in
Anaheim.
money.

Middle ground.

There’s people who want

Big money, because it’s fucking Anaheim.

Chamber people, people like that all over the
place, whatever, consulting groups, and they’re
not saying we’re going to guarantee a license.
Now we listen, oh, you’re not going to guarantee
me a license?

Perfect.

What are you going to

guarantee me?

We’ll let you write the buffers,

tell us how you want the ordinance drafted, tell
us how, not that we’re going to not let everybody
play, everybody gets to participate, but if you
say you have a building and its 650 feet from
residential…whatever, you want it that way, we’ll
make it that way…but then, once we open that baby
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up, then everybody can come in…But you just get
all the input.

You tell us you, we want this, it

goes in the ordinance.33
40.

Based on my training and experience, including my

knowledge of this investigation to date, I believe that CW1’s
associate was explaining to CHS1 that in exchange for a large
amount of money, CW1 and CW1’s associate would be able to work
with stakeholders in Anaheim, including the Chamber, and allow
CHS1 to draft a cannabis ordinance in a manner that would be
favorable to CHS1’s company.
41.

A short time later during the same recorded meeting,

the following exchange occurred:
CW1 Asso: But the Chamber is a vehicle.
CW1:

Yeah.

CW1 Asso: They’re just there to drive political cover and
give the policy makers what they need as far as

CW1’s associate was interviewed by the FBI on May 10,
2021 regarding his/her representation of a cannabis company and
their interaction with AMENT and Political Consultant 1. CW1’s
associate corroborated a number of details previously reported
by CW1, including evidence CW1 collected via consensual
recordings. However, CW1’s associate did not disclose
conversations he/she had with CHS1, which are detailed herein.
I am not relying on the statements that CW1’s associate made to
the FBI on May 10, 2021. Subsequent to CW1’s associate’s
interview with the FBI, CW1’s associate contacted the United
States Attorney’s Office, through counsel, in an effort to offer
assistance and provide information related to corruption.
However, this contact occurred within hours of a meeting with
CW1, during which the government disclosed surreptitious
recordings of CW1 and CW1’s associate. Therefore, I believe CW1
tipped off CW1’s associate to the existence of this portion of
the investigation, further calling into question CW1’s
trustworthiness. CW1’s associate has not been interviewed since
May 10, 2021.
33
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ammunition to deal with the loud mouth haters
that are out there.
42.

Here, CW1 and CW1’s associate explained the role of

the Chamber to CHS1.

Based on my knowledge of this

investigation to date, I believe that their explanation of the
Chamber being a “vehicle” was accurate.

The three of them

continued to discuss several different aspects of the matter, to
include the amount requested of CHS1, which appeared to
fluctuate between $200,000 and $300,000, how the money was to be
delivered to the Chamber (cash or check), and who was to be paid
with the money, which, according to CW1 and CW1’s associate,
included the two of them (CW1 and CW1’s associate), lobbyists,
consultants, the Chamber, and possibly elected officials.

A

short time later during the same recorded meeting, the following
exchange occurred:
CHS1:

So who is it, who’s [Firm A]?
…

CW1 Asso: It’s [Firm A].
CW1:

[Firm A].

CW1 Asso: But that’s just the one consultant.
taking any of the cash or anything.

They’re not
They’re just

the ones that tell you who to go talk to.
CHS1:

[laughs]

CW1 Asso: Yeah, oh yeah, it’s layered.
43.

Based on my training and experience, including my

knowledge of this investigation to date, I believe that CHS1 was
asking for the name of Firm A that was going to assist CHS1 with
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the Anaheim cannabis ordinance if CHS1 agreed to pay the
requested money.

In response, CW1 and CW1’s associate replied

that it was Firm A.

CW1’s associate further explained that Firm

A would not directly receive CHS1’s cash and that “it’s
layered.”

Based on my knowledge of this investigation to date,

and which will be illustrated in further detail below, I believe
that CW1’s associate was explaining that someone else would
officially receive the payment from CHS1 (which I believe to be
the Chamber), followed by an attempt to launder money to Firm A
and others through a series of financial transactions, or as
CW1’s associate put it, a “layered” plan.
44.

The FBI reviewed the recording from September 5, 2019,

and at the direction of the FBI, CHS1 requested an in-person
meeting with management at the Chamber to discuss the Anaheim
ordinance proposal.
45.

On September 18, 2019, CHS1, CW1, and CW1’s associate

traveled to the Chamber’s office.

CHS1 was equipped with an FBI

recording device that captured the meeting in its entirety.
Additionally, members of an FBI surveillance team saw CHS1, CW1,
and CW1’s associate, arrive for the meeting, and later depart
the meeting.
46.

I participated in the surveillance.

The following summary is based on the recording that

CHS1 captured.

At the September 18, 2019 meeting, CHS1 was

introduced to Political Consultant 1 and AMENT.

Political

Consultant 1 and AMENT provided CHS1 with their business cards,
which contained Political Consultant 1’s phone number and
AMENT’s phone number, respectively.
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Consultant 1 explained that the Chamber routinely spends
millions of dollars to ensure business friendly candidates are
elected to the Anaheim City Council.

AMENT explained that the

Chamber creates business friendly policy, and then hires Firm A
to interact with the elected officials to ensure business
friendly policy is adopted by the City Council.
47.

According to CW1 and open source internet searches, to

include a Google search last conducted on May 2, 2022, the
Chamber and Firm A were, at all times throughout this affidavit
and currently, located in the same office (occupying different
suites), in addition to non-profit entities, including Visit
Anaheim.
48.

During the September 18, 2019 meeting, AMENT and

Political Consultant 1 told CHS1 that they were working with CW1
and CW1’s associate to introduce a retail cannabis ordinance in
Anaheim and that they (AMENT and Political Consultant 1) had
created a cannabis task force within the Chamber (“the Task
Force”).

Furthermore, AMENT and Political Consultant 1

explained that if CHS1 wished to be involved in the Task Force’s
project, CHS1 would gain access to information concerning how
many cannabis retail licenses would be available, and where
dispensaries would be allowed within the City of Anaheim.
Furthermore, access to this knowledge would be gained before the
general public, and only to those cannabis companies willing,
and financially able, to pay $350,000, the amount requested of
CHS1 by Political Consultant 1, in the presence of AMENT, “to
contribute to the effort.”
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49.

Based on my training and experience, I believe that

access to this knowledge would have been incredibly valuable
because it would have afforded CHS1’s company, and others who
agreed to pay the requested fee, a significant strategic
advantage over their competitors and other members of the
public.

This advantage would allow them to purchase or lease

locations identified in the proposed ordinance, at a
significantly lower cost, before an increase in property values
and rental costs occurred as a result of the cannabis ordinance.
Conversely, those companies that paid for access to the Task
Force would likely attempt to influence the drafting of a future
cannabis ordinance to define borders that would include
properties already owned by the companies.

Furthermore, I

believe that Political Consultant 1 and AMENT were aware that
this information was incredibly valuable, given that they were
requiring CHS1, and others, pay the large amounts of money for
it.
50.

During the same recorded meeting on September 18,

2019, the following conversation took place:
PC1:

There’s an issue.
ordinance.

Anaheim has a lobbying

So if you write a check to us we’d

have to register as your lobbyist for [CHS1 and
CHS2’s company].
CHS1:

And is that beneficial for you or me?
the opposite?
…
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PC1:

It’s not a good or bad thing, it would prove
influence.

CHS1:

That umm, that umm.

When you walk into a room, you represent me.

Is

that beneficial for the industry or a detriment?
PC1:

I think it’s beneficial for the industry and I
think it’s beneficial for you.
the moment.

But there is, at

The Anaheim lobbying ordinance says

that at the moment we are entitled to receive
payment for influence to public policy outcome in
Anaheim, we have to. . .
CHS1:

Register.

PC1:

Within, like a week, register with the city.

So

there are people who pay attention to that stuff.
When it finally comes across the desk at the city
clerk’s office saying that [CHS1’s company] hired
[Firm A] in this context because of all the
relationships that we have.

You know, that will

trigger some things.
CHS1:
51.

Got it.
Based on my training and experience, including my

knowledge of this investigating to date, I believe that the
above exchange is evidence that Political Consultant 1 and AMENT
were acting in concert to initiate their fraudulent scheme.
AMENT and Political Consultant 1 appeared to be attempting to
obfuscate the true nature of their relationship with the
companies willing to pay to be a member of the Task Force.

I

believe this obfuscation was critical to the scheme because if
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“people who pay attention to that stuff” had learned that Firm A
was, in fact, being paid by cannabis companies rather than the
Chamber, further questions may be asked of Firm A, which may
uncover the amount, and movement, of money into the pocket of
AMENT and other entities controlled by Political Consultant 1
(described in further detail below).
52.

A short time later during the same recorded

conversation, the following exchange took place:
PC1:

But that’s my point.

What we don’t want is

eighty-seven other people at the table.

You

know, trying to either influence the work that
we’re doing, or start lobbying city council
members.

Cause we can keep it pretty tight.

But

if there’s fifty people chasing this before we’ve
got it locked down.

Umm, so as we talk this out,

umm, if you’re ok with it.

You know, I say we

just run it through the Chamber task force.
…
CHS1:

I was just going to ask that.

Like if we run it

through the Chamber then we don’t have to
register you as a lobbyist.
PC1:

And then I’m not advocating for you.

CHS1:

Right.

Then you’re just doing the greater

good.
PC1:

You’re just helping the Chamber do its good
public policy work.

CW1:

Yep.
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PC1:

On its behalf.

CHS1:

That seems more reasonable to me.

AMENT:

This is, this is the dispensary guys.

CHS1:

Right.

AMENT:

Investing in the Chamber.

53.

I. . .

Based on my training and experience, including my

knowledge of this investigation to date, I believe that once
again Political Consultant 1 was attempting to conceal Firm A’s
relationship to the cannabis companies willing to pay for access
to the Task Force.

This time, however, I believe that Political

Consultant 1 described his motivation for secrecy by stating he
did not want “eighty-seven other people at the table.”

I

believe that Political Consultant 1 wanted to avoid that number
of competing cannabis companies “at the table” because it would
significantly decrease his and AMENT’s ability to charge such a
high premium to access the Task Force’s information, given that
such a large number of companies would have access to the same
information.

This time, AMENT exhibited his knowledge and

willingness to obfuscate Firm A’s relationship to the cannabis
companies when AMENT agreed with Political Consultant 1 that a
payment directly to the Chamber would give the appearance that
CHS1’s company was merely “investing in the Chamber.”
Furthermore, and perhaps even more important, was AMENT’s
statement to CHS1 that this would be “the dispensary
guys…investing in the Chamber.”

In other words, AMENT was

representing to CHS1 that the money would go to the chamber, not
to AMENT personally.
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54.

CHS1 and CW1’s associate exited the Chamber building

at the conclusion of the meeting.

While in the parking lot of

the Chamber’s office, CW1’s associate informed CHS1 that the
Chamber was soliciting money from other interested cannabis
companies and that the Chamber’s goal was to collect a total of
$1,000,000 from the cannabis companies.
55.

On October 28, 2019, CW1 was arrested on a complaint

(based on the 2018 corruption scheme involving Irvine officials)
and subsequently brought to the FBI office in Orange County
where CW1 was interviewed.
during CW1’s interview.

CW1 agreed to cooperate with the FBI

The complaint was dismissed without

prejudice based on the government’s motion.

CW1 has been

assisting the FBI since the date of his/her arrest.
56.

During CW1’s interview on October 28, 2019, CW1

explained that the Chamber in Anaheim did not work like a
traditional Chamber of Commerce in other cities.

In Anaheim,

the Chamber is a lobbying organization that writes and
introduces policy to the Anaheim City Council.

CW1 identified

the Cannabis Client as a client whom CW1 was representing in
his/her efforts with Anaheim and the Chamber.

At this time, the

Cannabis Client had already paid the Chamber $225,000, at the
request of AMENT and Political Consultant 1, in exchange for
access to the Task Force, which CW1 has subsequently described
as an illusion and an entity that was created just for show.
CW1 and the Cannabis Client were of the understanding that they
would help craft language that would be incorporated into the
cannabis ordinance by the Task Force, and presented to the
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Anaheim City Council for approval.

The funds paid to the

Chamber by the Cannabis Client were also to be used to pay for
certain expenses, including research, polling, and focus groups.
According to CW1, AMENT and Political Consultant 1 solicited the
funds from the Cannabis Client using the same pitch they used on
CHS1 on September 18, 2019, as captured during the recording
conducted by CHS1 described above.
57.

Based on my knowledge of this investigation, I believe

the Cannabis Client paid the $225,000 because they relied on
representations made by Political Consultant 1 and AMENT to CW1,
who was acting as the Cannabis Client’s representative, that
their payments would be used to conduct polling and focus
groups, and would give them access to the Task Force in crafting
a cannabis ordinance, which would subsequently be introduced to,
and passed by, the City of Anaheim.

However, as will be

explained in further detail below, Political Consultant 1 and
AMENT engaged in material misrepresentations regarding the
intended and actual use of the Cannabis Client’s money.
Additionally, as will also be explained in further detail below,
Political Consultant 1 and AMENT omitted information regarding
how a portion of the Cannabis Client’s money had been spent,
namely, as direct kickbacks to AMENT personally, through the use
of Political Consultant 1 and Firm A as a laundering mechanism.
58.

I further believe that Political Consultant 1 and

AMENT owed a duty to CW1 and the Cannabis Client because of the
nature of the relationship Political Consultant 1 and AMENT had
with CW1 and the Cannabis Client.

Furthermore, while not the
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focus of this Complaint, I believe AMENT owed a duty to the
Chamber to be a good steward of the Chamber’s finances due to
his position as President of the Chamber.

I believe Political

Consultant 1 and AMENT defrauded CW1 and the Cannabis Client by
affirmatively lying about how the Cannabis Client’s funds would
be used and omitting material facts about how they would be used
(i.e., payments to AMENT via Firm A).

Furthermore, I believe

AMENT breached his duty to the Chamber by embezzling Chamber
funds with the assistance of Political Consultant 1 and the use
of Firm A as a means to conceal the embezzlement.
2.

59.

The Cannabis Client Made Three Separate Payments
to the Chamber, Portions of Which Were Then Sent
to Firm A, and Then Immediately Back to AMENT.

Based on an analysis of bank records, and interviews

of the Cannabis Client, CW1, and CW1’s associate, the FBI has
determined that the Cannabis Client made three separate payments
to the Chamber.

Based on information provided by CW1, and

conversations CHS1 and CW1 have recorded at the FBI’s direction
with Political Consultant 1 and AMENT, I believe that the
following payments made by the Cannabis Client to the Chamber
were done as a result of Political Consultant 1’s and AMENT’s
solicitation in furtherance of their scheme.

The Cannabis

Client’s payments to the Chamber, and subsequent movement of
portions of the funds, were as follows:
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a.

On July 17, 2019, the Chamber’s bank account34

received an incoming wire from the Cannabis Client35 in the
amount of $85,000.36

The next day, on July 18, 2019, the Chamber

wrote a check to Firm A in the amount of $20,000.

Contained in

the memo section of the check was “Research & consulting on
cannabis.”

That same day, a check in the amount of $16,000 was

drawn from a Firm A bank account and made payable to “TA
Consulting.”

The check was deposited into an account titled

“Todd Ament Sole Prop dba TA Consulting.”

Around the time of

the deposit, a portion of the funds were transferred to a
personal checking account held jointly by AMENT and another
individual (“Person A”), which then were apparently used to make
quality of life purchases for AMENT and Person A (“Transaction
#1”).
b.

On October 3, 2019, the Chamber’s bank account

received an incoming wire from the Cannabis Client in the amount
of $70,000.
c.

On October 15, 2019, the Chamber’s bank account

received an incoming wire from the Cannabis Client in the amount
of $70,000.

The next day, on October 16, 2019, the Chamber

The FBI received bank account records from Pacific
Western Bank located in Carlsbad, CA. The name on the account
is Anaheim Chamber of Commerce Ambassadors, and the address
associated with the account it 2099 S State College Blvd #650,
Anaheim, CA 92806-6142.
34

Based on bank records, information provided by CW1, and
the Cannabis Client, the FBI was able to determine that the
incoming wire originated from the Cannabis Client.
36 Based on my training and experience, I know that wire
transactions are processed by the Fedwire, a system run by the
United States Federal Reserve Banks, and these wire transactions
generally travel in interstate commerce.
35

44

Case 8:22-mj-00357-DUTY Document 1 Filed 05/16/22 Page 48 of 102 Page ID #:48

wrote a check to Firm A in the amount of $15,000.

That same

day, a check in the amount of $15,000 was drawn from a Firm A
account and made payable to AMENT, who then deposited the
$15,000 check directly into the personal checking account he
holds jointly with Person A (same account as discussed in
Transaction #1 above).

The funds appeared to be used on

personal expenses (“Transaction #2”).
60.

Based on my training and experience, including my

knowledge of this investigation to date, I believe that the
movement of funds as described in Transaction #1 and Transaction
#2 was performed in a manner meant to intentionally conceal the
true recipient of a portion of the funds, i.e., AMENT.
Otherwise, the Chamber could have sent a $16,000 check to TA
Consulting on July 18, 2019, and a $15,000 check to AMENT on
October 16, 2019.

Instead, AMENT and Political Consultant 1

appeared to use Firm A to conceal the payments to AMENT.
61.

According to interviews of CW1 and the Cannabis

Client, the Cannabis Client would not have paid the Chamber the
amount they did had they known that at least $31,000 of their
funds were going directly into AMENT’s pocket.37

Furthermore,

based on AMENT’s statement on September 18, 2019 (i.e., “this

37

I interviewed one of the three founders of the Cannabis
Client on May 10, 2021. While the founder was not familiar with
all the specifics of the purpose of the payments to the Chamber,
he noted that he relied on CW1’s expertise, including CW1’s
suggestion that the Cannabis Client make the requested payments
to the Chamber. CW1 would not have advised the Cannabis Client
make the requested payments to the Chamber had CW1 been told
that AMENT and Political Consultant 1 intended to conduct
Transactions #1 and #2. The founder involved with the Cannabis
Client’s finances has not been interviewed yet.
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is, this is the dispensary guys…investing in the Chamber”),
which was meant to solicit funds from CHS1’s company, I believe
AMENT was outwardly soliciting funds in his capacity as
President of the Chamber and representing that the money would
go towards the chamber, not for his personal financial benefit.
3.

62.

AMENT and Political Consultant 1 Provided a False
and Misleading Breakdown of Expenditures Related
to the Cannabis Client’s Funds to CW1

On August 17, 2020, CW1 provided the FBI with a

spreadsheet that CW1 and CW1’s associate had recently received
from Political Consultant 1, which contained the accounting of
how their clients’ funds had been spent (“the spreadsheet”).
The spreadsheet was titled “Chamber Cannabis Policy Task Force
Ledger.”

It is important to note that, Political Consultant 1,

not AMENT, provided a Chamber product.

As will be described

further below, evidence gathered later showed that Political
Consultant 1 was the one who created and produced the
spreadsheet, not AMENT.

This is further evidence that, even

though Political Consultant 1 was acting as a lobbyist for the
Cannabis Client, he intentionally concealed that fact in order
to avoid reporting requirements.

This is consistent with what

Political Consultant 1 and AMENT explained during the September
18, 2019 recording described above, and with CW1’s statements
during his/her post arrest interview on October 28, 2019 when
CW1 made the following statement:
CW1:

Firm A gets paid by the Chamber.

So the Chamber

may be a non-profit and it was an easy place for
us to put [the Cannabis Client’s] money and we
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didn’t put it in [Firm A] because that would mean
that would trigger [Firm A] to have to apply to
work with the city that they’re working
specifically.

So right now [Firm A] is just

working for the Chamber Task Force.
63.

CW1’s statement during the post arrest interview

illustrated his/her understanding that the Cannabis Client’s
money was sent to the Chamber as a means to obfuscate the
Cannabis Client’s true relationship with Firm A.

CW1’s

statement further illustrated his/her understanding that the
Cannabis Client was paying for a specific service, that is, work
performed in furtherance of the Chamber Cannabis Task Force.

A

short time later, during the same recorded post arrest interview
of CW1, CW1 and FBI SA Joseph Nieblas (“Nieblas”) had the
following exchange:
Nieblas:

So basically [Firm A] comes up with whatever the
ordinance is going to be, I should say the
grading procedures are gonna be

CW1:

[UI]

Nieblas:

So [Firm A] writes this, they give to [Anaheim
City] staff is supposed to [OV]

CW1:

[Firm A] writes this, they give it to the Chamber
Task Force, the Chamber Task Force rubber stamps
it, says this is ok or not ok, right and then
[UI]
…
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CW1:

The [Firm A] puts it together, the Task Force
thinks they did it, they rubber-stamp it, then
that goes to [the Anaheim] City Manager.

Nieblas:

Ok, so [the Anaheim City Manager] takes it and
you’re under the assumption that they’re just
going to rubber stamp it at the city staff
because. . .

CW1:
64.

That’s what we’ve been told.
A short time later during the same recorded post-

arrest interview of CW1, CW1 and I (“Adkins”) had the following
exchange:
Adkins:

So what [CHS1]38 and [the Cannabis Client] are
buying when they retain you for Anaheim is
information that the city council is going to
vote on is information that was written by--

CW1:

[Firm A] or whoever [UI].

What my clients are

paying me for is for me to have [UI].

They get

this information before anybody else.

What

they’re paying for is [Firm A] or some entity,
they don’t know who the fuck it is.

They are

trusting me to write a merit system that is
beneficial to them, will be 100% and they will

According to CW1’s statement during his/her post arrest
interview, CW1 and CW1’s associate had intended on keeping a
large portion of the cash they were soliciting from CHS1 in
exchange for access to the Chamber Task Force, which amounts to
fraud committed against CHS1. CW1 appeared to rationalize
his/her behavior by explaining that CHS1 stood to benefit from
the work CW1 and CW1’s associate had already performed related
to Anaheim.
38
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help fund any research efforts, canvassing or
whatever the fuck it is and they you know can be
with God.
65.

They apply and see what happens.

Based on the exchanges highlighted above, I believe

CW1 reasonably believed, based on past conversations CW1 had
with Political Consultant 1 and AMENT, that the Cannabis
Client’s funds being paid to the Chamber were in exchange for a
specific service.

It is also important to note that the

associated “Purpose” indicated by Political Consultant 1, in the
spreadsheet’s line items containing the money from the Cannabis
Client and CW1’s associate’s client, is that of “Donation.”
However, money provided to the Chamber in furtherance of the
Task Force was money specifically solicited by AMENT and
Political Consultant 1 in exchange for the promise of a specific
service performed by Firm A, not merely a donation to a charity
or public institution to be used in whatever way the recipient
saw fit.

I believe that the use of the term “Donation” in the

spreadsheet is yet another way that Political Consultant 1 and
AMENT attempted to conceal the overall scheme.
66.

On August 2, 2020, Political Consultant 1 emailed CW1

and attached vendor invoices, purportedly as backup for the
figures on the spreadsheet provided by Political Consultant 1.
FBI SA Joseph Nieblas, and I, have subsequently reviewed the
spreadsheet, the vendor invoices, and bank records from the
Chamber in an effort to determine the accuracy of the
information provided by Political Consultant 1 to CW1 and CW1’s
associate.

As a result, we have discovered significant
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inconsistencies, including efforts to conceal the existence of
Transaction #1 and Transaction #2.
67.

Specifically, according to the spreadsheet, the

Chamber claimed to pay $60,000 of the Cannabis Client’s (and
CW1’s associate’s client’s) funds to Firm A.

However, according

to the Chamber’s bank records, the Chamber made four separate
and equal payments to Firm A, in the amount of $20,000 each,
totaling $80,000.

Each payment contained a memo reading,

“Research & consulting on cannabis.”

Therefore, I believe that

Political Consultant 1 underreported $20,000 to CW1 and CW1’s
associate related to how their clients’ money had been spent by
the Chamber.

I believe this $20,000 underreporting helped

conceal one of the kickback payments to AMENT because one of the
$20,000 payments (made on July 18, 2019) was part of Transaction
#1, which concluded with a $16,000 check made payable to AMENT,
by Firm A, on the same day (see “Transaction #1” described
above).
68.

The FBI concluded that of the $310,000 that both the

Cannabis Client and CW1’s associate’s client paid to the
Chamber, $234,700 was paid to either Firm A directly or to
entities in which Political Consultant 1 had an ownership
interest.

When the FBI shared this fact with CW1 on or about

August 19, 2020, CW1 became upset and stated that he/she was
unaware that Political Consultant 1 had ownership interests in
said companies.
69.

Ultimately, the FBI’s review of the spreadsheet, the

invoices, and the bank records found that there were significant
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inconsistencies, including invoices not matching the
spreadsheet, bank records not matching the spreadsheet, and
invoices not matching the bank records.

In order to confirm

whether these inconsistencies were intentional, the FBI
instructed CW1 to meet with Political Consultant 1 to discuss
the spreadsheet and the invoices.
70.

On September 3, 2020, CW1 and CW1’s associate met with

Political Consultant 1 in the offices of the Chamber, and CW1
recorded the meeting at the FBI’s direction.

At approximately

10:13 a.m., CW1 was provided with a recording device by the FBI
and departed to meet with Political Consultant 1 and CW1’s
associate.

I have subsequently reviewed a copy of the

recording.

During the meeting, the following conversation

occurred:
CW1:

First question that I have is, um, cause I got
the invoices from you, so you pulled those
together for us.

PC1:

Right.

CW1:

And, and, you put this spreadsheet together for
us.

PC1:

Yes.

CW1:

Okay.

PC1:

What doesn’t match?

71.

The reason I ask is they don’t match.

Based on my knowledge of this investigation to date, I

know that CW1 attended this meeting with copies of the invoices
and the spreadsheet, which I have reviewed and which has been
previously discussed herein.

This exchange shows that Political
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Consultant 1 was the one who created the spreadsheet because
Political Consultant 1 replied “yes” when asked by CW1 if
Political Consultant 1 “put this spreadsheet together for us.”
As the conversation progressed, CW1 and CW1’s associate pointed
out inconsistencies and suspicious billings they found when they
reviewed the invoices and the spreadsheet.
72.

At times during this recorded meeting, both CW1 and

CW1’s associate appeared to condone how some of their clients’
funds were spent.

Based on information provided to the FBI by

CWI, I believe that this approval, at times, was feigned.

Prior

to this recorded meeting, CW1 explained to the FBI that he/she
was going to challenge Political Consultant 1 regarding the
discrepancies found in the spreadsheet and the invoices;
however, CW1 expressed concern about challenging Political
Consultant 1 too aggressively because CW1 did not want to upset
Political Consultant 1 for fear that Political Consultant 1 and
AMENT would retaliate against the Cannabis Client.

I believe

CW1’s concern further illustrated the influence Political
Consultant 1 and AMENT had on the City of Anaheim, which was
wielded by Political Consultant 1 and AMENT to solicit funds
from the Cannabis Client that were later used to fund
Transactions #1 and #2.
73.

A short time later during the same recorded meeting,

the following conversation occurred regarding costs incurred by
another consultant (“Consultant 3”):
CW1 Asso: What the hell did this guy [Consultant 3] get
paid for?
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CW1:

Yeah, what did he get paid for, what did he do?

CW1 Asso: Or was that not you paying him?
CW1:

Policy consulting, when you have [CW1] bringing
you the money for all this shit and here you’re
giving [Consultant 3], who sounds like a porn
star.
[OV] [Laughter]

CW1:

These invoices, I mean it’s like my, my
kindergartner can print these out on fucking his
iPad.

74.

It’s so shady and fucked up.

After CW1 and CW1’s associate confronted Political

Consultant 1 about why the Chamber paid Consultant 3 as
described above, they continued the discussion and appeared to
try and determine what Consultant 3’s role was in the Task
Force.

Their conversation regarding the payments to Consultant

3 continued:
CW1:

You [Political Consultant 1] said he [Consultant
3] was going to be on the Task Force, not paid by
the Task Force, be on the Task Force, and we were
very clear that we don’t know what his policy
issues are, but our policy issues are X, Y, and
Z.

We want this, we kept repeating our policy

objectives at every meeting we had, right?
CW1 Asso: Right, well at least with you [Political
Consultant 1].
[OV]
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CW1:

Every meeting we had you [Political Consultant 1]
were in, Todd [AMENT] was in some of them, but
you were in them.

PC1:

Right.

CW1:

So I remember you always [UI], we always told you
we didn’t want any two per districts.

PC1:

Right.

CW1:

All of that madness came out of this ridiculous
task force that we funded, that paid these
motherfuckers twenty six thousand dollars.

75.

Based on my training and experience, including

knowledge of this investigation to date, I believe that CW1 was
expressing his/her disagreement with how the Cannabis Client’s
funds were spent, specifically as it related to Consultant 3,
who, unbeknownst to CW1 and CW1’s associate, was being paid out
of the Cannabis Client’s funds.

I believe this is another

example of Political Consultant 1 and AMENT representing one
thing (Consultant 3 would be part of the Task Force) in order to
entice payment by the Cannabis Client, then doing another
(paying Consultant 3 with Cannabis Client funds).

Shortly after

this exchange, CW1’s associate attempted to calmly ease the
tension, explaining that he had attempted to go over the numbers
with his client:
CW1 Asso: We had to go through the invoices…
CW1:

And the spreadsheet.

CW1 Asso: …and talk about the finances.
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CW1:

Like, [CW1] why are we [the Cannabis Client]
paying [Consultant 3] for policy consulting…

CW1 Asso: Right.
CW1:

…with our money when you [CW1] are the person
[UI], the whole point is you guys [CW1 and CW1’s
associate] are doing this?

CW1 Asso: To be fair, the cannabis, uh, task force was kind
of, uh, just came out of the blue and we were
kind of blindsided by it and-PC1:

Yeah.

CW1 Asso: You know, and again, you know, kind of the way
this was set up like in theory is that you know,
we were working towards getting an objective
completed but at the same time we were also
supposed to be monitoring, and getting, you know,
updates on the process.

And we kind of got

ambushed when we came in and met with you, and
then [AMENT] walks in and is like, “don’t worry
the cannabis task force is a great thing” and you
know, little did we know nothing was ever
mentioned that, “hey don’t worry, I paid all my
buddies to be on this task force.”
CW1:

And they are his buddies.

CW1 Asso: Line their pockets, which is what it looks like
in the books, and our clients look and go, “what
the fuck.”
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76.

This exchange, once again, highlights CW1 and CW1’s

associate communicating to Political Consultant 1 that they, and
their clients, felt they were duped into paying for access to
the Task Force, when in reality it appeared that AMENT was using
the funds to pay his close associates, including Consultant 3.
CW1 questioned the apparent absurdity of why Task Force funds
(comprised entirely of money from these two cannabis clients)
was used to pay Consultant 3 for policy consulting, when the
Cannabis Client hired CW1 to provide cannabis policy consulting
in the first place.
77.

Later, during the same recorded meeting, CW1

challenged Political Consultant 1 on another line item expense
found on the spreadsheet, which was the purported payment the
Chamber made to the offices of an attorney (“Attorney 1”) during
which the following conversation occurred:
CW1:

You know what, it’s fine, I get it, everyone
lines their pockets.

PC1:

Right.

CW1:

But this is disgusting.

We told you when

[Attorney 1’s] name came up, he’s our direct
competition.

[Attorney 1] was going out there

telling his clients all the things we were
working on in here.
CW1 Asso: Right.
CW1:

That our clients are paying for, made us look
like jackasses quite honestly, but we worked our
way through that and then I get this and you guys
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paid him ten thousand dollars, and I don’t get
it.
…
CW1 Asso: Basically what it comes down to is like as our
clients see it too, is that, you know, they may
have paid to -- like let’s just say this thing
[the cannabis ordinance] would have hit, and
there’s some, there’s some impetus like um, you
know obviously [AMENT’s] still telling his people
that, you know, it’s gonna happen in November.
CW1:

Oh yeah.

PC1:

[AMENT’s] telling which people?

CW1:

We haven’t had a conversation with [Political
Consultant 1] about this--so we are aware that
Mr. Ament took everything we said in these rooms
to some buddies of his that are connected to him,
so we knew what was happening, they’d go on his
boat, talk about all the meetings we had, giving
them updates on what we were doing here, and we
know about all of it.

And he’s telling those

folks still it’ll [the cannabis ordinance] come
up in November blah blah blah.

So [AMENT] quite

honestly took our money, took the information to
his friends, bragged about it, talked about it,
did all of that sort of stuff.

The whole point

was it was gonna be in confidence.
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were gonna work on this ourselves.

You bring in

consultants that are our competition.
78.

During this exchange, I believe that CW1 and CW1’s

associate expressed their dismay at the fact that their client’s
funds were being used to pay Attorney 1, who, per CW1 and CW1’s
associate, represented their client’s competitors.

They accused

Political Consultant 1 and AMENT of soliciting funds from the
Cannabis Client in exchange for access to, and influence over,
the Task Force, only to turn around and use those funds to pay
the representative of the client’s direct competitors.
Political Consultant 1 did not provide any invoices to CW1 from
Attorney 1.
79.

A short time later, during the same recorded meeting,

the topic of the conversation focused on the confidentiality of
the information the Cannabis Client was expecting in return for
the payments.

During this part of the conversation, the

following exchange occurred:
CW1 Asso: We were never under the impression that
everything was a secret, that wasn’t why we came
here, you know it wasn’t like, you know, but at
the same time we also were under the impression
that, you know, we were working on certain policy
in a certain direction and that we would all work
together to collaborate on that, and that we
would try and keep it, you know, amongst
ourselves if we were the ones funding that…
PC1:

Sure.
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CW1 Asso: …so at least we had, you know, some intellectual
property…
PC1:

Right, I agree.

CW1 Asso: …if you want to call it that.
80.

Here, CW1’s associate explained his impression that

his client was paying, at least in part, in exchange for work
product produced by the Task Force having some level of
confidentiality, the likes of which would be accessible only to
those who paid to produce it.

Political Consultant 1 agreed.

Furthermore, this agreement between Political Consultant 1, CW1,
and CW1’s associate appears to be in line with the agreement
Political Consultant 1 and AMENT were pitching to CHS1, CW1, and
CW1’s associate during the September 18, 2019 meeting described
above where Political Consultant 1 and AMENT were attempting to
solicit $350,000 from CHS1 for access to the Task Force.
81.

Shortly after they addressed the issue of

confidentiality, the conversation doubled back to a discussion
about what, exactly, Consultant 3 was paid for.

During this

part of the conversation, the following exchange occurred:
CW1:

And our client says, “hey [CW1] what did
[Consultant 3’s company] do that they got twentysix thousand dollars of my money?”

And they call

it “my money” because it’s their fucking money.
PC1:

Fair enough.

CW1:

“I mean especially if you [CW1] and [CW1’s
associate] are going in there to advise on the
policy that we want to see.”
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PC1:

Well, and you, and you were, I mean [Consultant
3’s] role in my mind was effectively, the, um,
the scrivener, if you will, I mean taking the
policy direction that I got from you guys and--

82.

When once again questioned by CW1 what Consultant 3

was paid for, Political Consultant 1 explained, or attempted to
explain, that Consultant 3 was paid $26,000 to perform the role
of “scrivener,” which, to my understanding, is merely a scribe.
Political Consultant 1 continued to explain Consultant 3’s role
for which he was compensated.

Political Consultant 1 explained

that he instructed Consultant 3 to gather cannabis ordinances
from other areas in order to build a structure so that Political
Consultant 1 could incorporate the Cannabis Client’s policy
desires into the structure.

When CW1’s associate asked

Political Consultant 1 if Consultant 3 wrote the ordinance,
Political Consultant 1 replied that Consultant 3 “cut and
pasted” pieces of ordinances he had collected from other cities.
CW1 and CW1’s associate questioned the need for Consultant 3 in
this capacity.

CW1 then asked Political Consultant 1 for “a

little bit of honesty” and asked Political Consultant 1 why he
and AMENT were “lining [Consultant 3’s] pockets, what was the
favor that was owed to [Consultant 3].”

Political Consultant 1

denied doing any such thing, but was unable to provide an
adequate explanation to CW1 and CW1’s associate as to why
Consultant 3 was paid such a large sum for what amounted to
“cutting and pasting.”
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83.

Based on my training and experience, including my

knowledge of this investigation to date, and my review of this
recording, I believe that Political Consultant 1 knew Consultant
3’s compensation was not commensurate with the work Consultant 3
actually performed, and as such, Political Consultant 1 appeared
to be having difficulty convincing CW1 and CW1’s associate
otherwise.

Political Consultant 1 gave the unpersuasive

explanation that Consultant 3 was paid $26,000 (which in
actuality, according to the Chamber’s bank records, was $28,000,
as noted above) for collecting ordinances from surrounding
cities and cutting and pasting different aspects of those
ordinances.
84.

A short time later during the same recorded meeting,

CW1 and CW1’s associate continued to question the various costs
paid for by their clients.

At one point, CW1 specifically began

to question all of the various management fees their clients’
funds were used to pay for.

At this point in the conversation,

CW1 made the following statement:
CW1:

How many people [UI] did it take, except for the
Chamber, to manage this when we literally, with
all due respect, brought this to you on a silver
platter, “here’s what we need, here’s how we can
do it, we’ll pay off [Former Anaheim Elected
Official]’s39 debts, how do we help [Elected
Official 1], what do we do?”

39

The former Anaheim elected official was an elected member
of the Anaheim City Council when CW1 apparently made this
statement to Political Consultant 1
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85.

Based on my training and experience, including my

knowledge of this investigation to date, I believe that CW1 was
referring to a specific instance, prior to CW1’s cooperation
with the FBI, where CW1 approached Political Consultant 1
seeking assistance in passing a pro-cannabis ordinance in the
City of Anaheim.

Furthermore, I believe that CW1 may have

admitted to offering bribes to elected members of the Anaheim
City Council when he/she described his/her offer to “pay
off…debts” of a then elected member of the Anaheim City Council,
and “help” Elected Official 1.

The FBI was unaware of CW1’s

prior conduct in this manner until I reviewed a copy of this
recorded meeting.

Finally, I believe CW1’s prior conduct

further helps highlight the influence AMENT and Political
Consultant 1 had on the functioning of the Anaheim government at
the time.
86.

After continued confrontation on the part of CW1 and

CW1’s associate regarding the Task Force’s expenditures and the
invoices, Political Consultant 1 said, “I’m not trying to, you
know, run from anything or not, but I mean, I feel like I have
been one hundred percent honest with you all entirely through
this, including on my [I believe Political Consultant 1 then
made reference to the spreadsheet and invoices he provided CW1
and CW1’s associate].”

I believe Political Consultant 1’s

statement to be misleading because up until this point in the
recorded meeting, Political Consultant 1 did not provide
adequate explanations to CW1 and CW1’s associate when challenged
on the accuracy of the spreadsheet and the invoices, or on how
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the funds were spent altogether.

Furthermore, and perhaps more

importantly, Political Consultant 1 did not disclose, or even
hint at, the existence of Transaction #1 and Transaction #2,
where AMENT personally benefitted, and essentially authorized
his personal payments to be paid by his employer (the Chamber)
through the use of Firm A’s bank account.
87.

CW1 and CW1’s associate told Political Consultant 1

that they did not trust AMENT, but that their clients still
wished to move forward with working with Political Consultant 1,
and possibly AMENT, in securing a pro-cannabis ordinance in
Anaheim.

CW1 and CW1’s associate admitted that it was an odd

position to be in -- not trusting how their money was spent, yet
still willing to move forward with the same individuals that
were responsible for spending the money.
88.

A short time later during the same recorded meeting,

the following exchange occurred:
CW1 Asso: Well let’s ask that question, who did make the
decision on who to pay, I mean, like the money
was in the [Chamber’s] account who…
PC1:

The money was at the Chamber.

CW1 Asso: So basically [AMENT] made the decision?

I’m not

trying to put you on the spot, I’m just asking.
PC1:
89.

I’m going to let you answer your own question.
Based on my training and experience, including my

knowledge of this investigation to date, I believe that
Political Consultant 1 did not directly answer CW1’s associate’s
question as a means to provide some protection for AMENT and, at
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the same time, to avoid implicating himself (Political
Consultant 1) in a fraud scheme.
90.

Towards the conclusion of the meeting, Political

Consultant 1 noted, “I don’t think, you know, given the dynamics
of Anaheim that having the front, if you will, of a Chamber Task
Force, was a bad idea in concept, not speaking to execution of
course.”

Notably, Political Consultant 1 admits that the Task

Force was a “front.”

I believe this statement illustrates the

fact that the Task Force was merely a smokescreen meant to hide
the true players, namely, the Cannabis Client, CW1’s associate’s
client, and Firm A, who were behind crafting a favorable
cannabis ordinance in Anaheim.

As Political Consultant 1 and

AMENT described in their September 18, 2019 meeting with CW1,
CW1’s associate, and CHS1, all funds paid in furtherance of
securing a cannabis ordinance in Anaheim had to be paid to the
Chamber, not to Firm A directly, so as to avoid triggering
reporting requirements on the part of Firm A.

I believe the

Task Force was a guise used to conceal Firm A’s lobbying
activities and solicit funds from the Cannabis Client.
91.

The September 3, 2020 recorded meeting covered

different aspects of how the Cannabis Client’s funds were spent,
including conversations regarding the discrepancies between the
spreadsheet and invoices provided by Political Consultant 1, the
questionable expenditures made to entities owned and controlled
by Political Consultant 1, and expenditures made to those in
direct competition with the Cannabis Client and CW1’s
associate’s client.

Notably absent was any mention by Political
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Consultant 1 of AMENT’s direct benefits via Transactions #1 and
#2.
92.

In addition to misleading CW1 and CW1’s associate as

to how their client’s funds were spent, and omitting material
details related to Transactions #1 and #2, Political Consultant
1 and AMENT actively and knowingly advocated against their
clients’ best interests, for which they had been paid.
4.

93.

AMENT and Political Consultant 1 Advocated
Against the Interests of the Cannabis Client and
CW1’s Associate’s Client Despite Payments from
Them to Advocate on Their Behalf

In addition to having defrauded the Cannabis Client

and CW1’s associate’s client as described above, I believe that
AMENT and Political Consultant 1 also advocated against their
best interests without their knowledge.
94.

On November 30, 2020, at approximately 4:15 p.m.,

monitoring agents intercepted an incoming call to Target Phone 1
from AMENT.

During the phone call, AMENT, using Target Phone 2,

and Political Consultant 1, using Target Phone 1, discussed
multiple topics, to include the topic of cannabis in Anaheim.
During that part of the phone call, they had the following
conversation:
AMENT:

Yeah, umm, I have, I think, I got through to
[Elected Official 1] that this is not an
overnight thing.

We all agree it’s a first

quarter thing for next year.
PC1:

Right.
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95.

Based on my training and experience, including my

knowledge of this investigation to date, I believe that this
brief exchange between Political Consultant 1 and AMENT
regarding cannabis began to illustrate their attempts to
advocate for cannabis in a way that appears to be against the
interests of CW1, the Cannabis Client, and CW1’s associate’s
client.

AMENT appeared to advocate for a position against the

interests of CW1, the Cannabis Client, and CW1’s associate’s
client when AMENT told Political Consultant 1 that, “I got
through to [Elected Official 1] that this is not an overnight
thing.

We all agree it’s a first quarter thing for next year

[2021].”

Based on this statement from AMENT to Political

Consultant 1, and based on a subsequent intercepted phone call
(described in further detail below), I believe that Elected
Official 1 may have wanted to pass a cannabis ordinance as soon
as possible; passing the ordinance as soon as possible would
have been in the best interest of CW1, the Cannabis Client, and
CW1’s associate’s client, who had already paid AMENT and
Political Consultant 1 a substantial amount of money for this
very purpose over a year before this intercepted phone call.
Yet despite that, I believe that AMENT convinced Elected
Official 140 to postpone his plans for a cannabis ordinance in

Based on my training and experience, including knowledge
of this investigation at the time, I believe that AMENT was an
advisor to Elected Official 1, and had a level of influence over
him based on an intercepted call between Political Consultant 1
and AMENT captured on Target Phone 1. During the phone call,
which occurred on November 25, 2020, Political Consultant 1 and
AMENT appeared to be discussing their recent summons to the
(footnote cont’d on next page)
40
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Anaheim when he told Political Consultant 1 that he “got through
to [Elected Official 1] that [cannabis] is not an overnight
thing.”
96.

On December 7, 2020, at approximately 7:30 a.m., CW1

placed an outgoing recorded call to Political Consultant 1 on
Target Phone 1.

The call was simultaneously recorded by

monitoring agents and CW1 at the direction of the FBI.
the call was CW1’s associate.

Also on

CW1 and CW1’s associate contacted

Political Consultant 1 to discuss the status of cannabis in
Anaheim, particularly since Political Consultant 1 and AMENT had
hosted the retreat for the “cabal” just a few days prior, where
Political Consultant 1 had earlier informed CW1 that one of the
topics of discussion would be cannabis.

During the phone call,

they had the following conversation:
CW1:

[Elected Official 5 and Elected Official 1]
spoke, and on two different occasions, two
different occasions, [Elected Official 1 told
Elected Official 5], “I want this wrapped up in
January.”

PC1:

Okay.

CW1:

[UI] everything correctly.

PC1:

Okay [CW1], I’m really struggling to hear you
there’s a lot of static.

Orange County Grand Jury for a matter believed to be unrelated
to this investigation. AMENT told Political Consultant 1 that
he had received advice to answer the Grand Jury’s questions, but
not to elaborate. Political Consultant 1 then told AMENT to
explain to the Grand Jury that he (AMENT) was a personal friend
and political and economic advisor to Elected Official 1.
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…
CW1:

[Elected Official 5] has told me on two different
occasions that [Elected Official 1] has reached
out, actually on multiple occasions, that
[Elected Official 1] reached out to him and told
him he wants this wrapped up by January.

PC1:

Right.

CW1:

Cause I told [Elected Official 5] I don’t, not
that I don’t care, I just want to know when it’s
going to be so I have accurate information, you
know.

PC1:
97.

Right.
Based on my training and experience, including my

knowledge of this investigation to date, I believe that CW1’s
explanation to Political Consultant 1 about CW1’s conversations
with Elected Official 5, further illustrated that Elected
Official 1’s initial inclination was to move fast on passing a
cannabis ordinance in the City of Anaheim.

However, as the

phone call progressed, it became clear not only that had Elected
Official 1 changed his mind, but also that AMENT may have been
the cause.

A short time later during the same intercepted and

recorded phone call, the following conversation took place:
PC1:

By the time we got to the retreat, you know, if
[Elected Official 1] was talking about trying to
go in January, people had already talked him out
of that, um and, um,
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CW1:

I’m sorry, when you say people have already
talked him out of that, who are those, I know
it’s not you, I’m not blaming you, but who are
these people who have talked him out of it?
[OV]

CW1:

I’m just trying [UI] who are these people that
talked him out of this?

PC1:

Uh, I don’t know, I mean I would speculate that
Todd [AMENT] probably would advise him that it
would be better if he’s not a part of it, um, and
I can’t argue with the advice…

98.

Based on my training and experience, including my

knowledge of this investigation to date, and based on Political
Consultant 1’s earlier phone call with AMENT on November 30,
2020, I believe that AMENT actively lobbied Elected Official 1
to delay a cannabis ordinance against the best interest of CW1,
the Cannabis Client, and CW1’s associate’s client -- individuals
to whom he (AMENT) had been paid to advocate for to pass a
cannabis ordinance.

Furthermore, I believe that Political

Consultant 1 was complicit in covering up AMENT’s conflict of
interest because when CW1 specifically asked Political
Consultant 1 who had talked Elected Official 1 out of passing an
ordinance in January, Political Consultant 1 lied and told CW1
he “would speculate” that AMENT had been the one to convince
Elected Official 1, when Political Consultant 1 knew for a fact
that it was AMENT based on their conversation on November 30,
2020.

I believe that Political Consultant 1 chose to lie to CW1
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because, like AMENT, Political Consultant 1 likely knew that
admitting to such a fact would upset CW1, expose AMENT, and
provide further evidence that AMENT’s and Political Consultant
1’s cannabis scheme, as it related to CW1, the Cannabis Client,
and CW1’s associate’s client was, and continued to be,
fraudulent.
99.

A short time after this exchange, there was a long

silent pause on the part of CW1, to the point where Political
Consultant 1 and CW1’s associate questioned whether CW1 was
still on the phone.

CW1 was still on the phone, but appeared to

be trying to compose him/herself before he/she made the
following statement:
CW1:

If Todd’s [AMENT] advising [Elected Official 1]
that clearly means to me that there’s somebody
else that’s paying, our money has disappeared,
right, he’s already used our money to buy a boat,
or do whatever else he wants to fucking do.
money is gone.

Our

The money that my clients and

[CW1’s associate’s] clients gave him has already
been burned up so now he’s got some new dumb
cannabis [UI] he’s trying to convince he can get
something done for, and this is being delayed for
them.

And everything we worked for, everything

my clients paid for, whether it’s paying for
those asshole consultants you guys should never
have hired, or all the other bullshit, it’s been
completely thrown out the window now.
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100. Based on my training and experience, including my
knowledge of this investigation to date, I believe that CW1 did
a relatively accurate job summarizing, in his/her own words, the
fraudulent cannabis scheme perpetrated against CW1, the Cannabis
Client, and CW1’s associate’s client by Political Consultant 1
and AMENT.

After CW1’s statement, CW1’s associate attempted to

“play devil’s advocate” by suggesting that perhaps AMENT was
providing Elected Official 1 genuine political advice.

I

believe that even if the advice was provided for Elected
Official 1’s political benefit, AMENT solicited and accepted
funds (some of which I believe he would later embezzle via
Transactions #1 and #2) to advocate on behalf of CW1, the
Cannabis Client, and CW1’s associate’s client.

To then advise

Elected Official 1 against their interests appeared inconsistent
with a duty AMENT and Political Consultant 1 owed to those who
paid them.
101. In response to CW1’s statement, Political Consultant 1
told CW1 that he was unaware of whether or not AMENT was
representing any other cannabis clients.

I believe that this is

another lie (or at a minimum misleading) because by this time,
based on communications intercepted by monitoring agents, it was
apparent that Political Consultant 1 and AMENT had, in fact,
discussed a proposal from another potential cannabis client.
102. Despite the significant evidence outlining fraud and
embezzlement on the part of AMENT and Political Consultant 1
related to the cannabis scheme described herein, the FBI
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nonetheless directed CW1 to give Political Consultant 1 one more
chance to be truthful with regards to Transactions #1 and #2.
5.

Political Consultant 1 Was Directly Asked by CW1
About Payments Made to AMENT from the Cannabis
Client’s Funds

103. On March 31, 2021 the FBI disclosed Transactions #1
and #2 to CW1 in an effort to prepare CW1 for a recorded phone
call with Political Consultant 1.

CW1 became visibly upset and

informed the agents that neither CW1, nor the Cannabis Client,
had any knowledge of the payments to AMENT.

Furthermore, had

they known AMENT was to be compensated from their funds, they
would not have agreed to pay the amount of money they did.

At

the direction of the FBI, on March 31, 2021, CW1 placed an
outgoing phone call to Political Consultant 1 to discuss
Political Consultant 1’s relationship with one of CW1’s
competitors (“CW1’s competitor”)41 and to ask Political
Consultant 1 whether he paid AMENT using the Cannabis Client’s
funds.

The phone call was recorded by CW1, and was

simultaneously intercepted by agents monitoring Target Phone 1.
During the phone call, the following conversation occurred:
CW1:

Is [CW1’s competitor] on your payroll?
[AMENT] on your payroll?

Is Todd

Has Todd ever been

paid?
PC1:

Has Todd ever been paid?

What does that mean?

CW1 described CW1’s competitor as another cannabis
consultant.
41
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CW1:

From the work that my clients paid you guys for.
Is he someone who’s been paid?

Is, is, is [CW1’s

competitor] someone who you paid?
PC1:

I, I, [UI] [OV]

CW1:

[OV] Cause everyone’s giving [UI] my business!

PC1:

[UI] I’m not paying [CW1’s competitor] anything.
Like said, they’ve asked me what it would cost to
run ballot measures in a, in a, in a few cities
and I’ve given them some numbers on it and I’m
waiting to tell them if they want to do it [OV].

104. The above exchange is the first instance in which CW1
specifically asked Political Consultant 1 if he had paid AMENT
from the Cannabis Client’s funds.

Political Consultant 1

appeared to deflect by answering the question with a question
when he replied, “Has Todd [AMENT] ever been paid?
that mean?”

What does

CW1 reiterated his/her question and again asked if

AMENT or CW1’s competitor had been paid by Political Consultant
1.

Political Consultant 1 responded by answering CW1’s question

as to his/her competitor, but ignored the question as to AMENT.
A short time later during the same recorded phone call, CW1
again pressed the issue of payment to AMENT with the following
exchange:
CW1:

What about Todd [AMENT]?

[UI]

Todd make any

money off of my clients?

Did Todd make any money

off of my clients that was in what I gave the
chamber?
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PC1:

Um, I--, I don’t wanna, I don’t wanna…get into
that conversation, it’s just, I [UI] I’d rather
not revisit our, our painful past [OV] [UI].

105. Here, for a second time, CW1 asked Political
Consultant 1 if AMENT had “made any money off of my clients.”
And for a second time Political Consultant 1 chose not to answer
CW1’s question, and instead attempted to avoid answering the
question altogether by stating that he did not want to “get into
that conversation.”

I believe Political Consultant 1 was

referring to their prior meeting that occurred on September 3,
2020, when CW1 and CW1’s associate questioned Political
Consultant 1 about how their clients’ funds had been spent, a
meeting during which Political Consultant 1 nonetheless avoided
discussing his payments to AMENT.

I further believe Political

Consultant 1 did so because he did not want to lie to CW1 and
tell him/her that AMENT was not paid from the Cannabis Client’s
funds, when in fact he was, knowing if Political Consultant 1
told CW1 the truth, he/she would become upset and possibly alert
law enforcement.

A short time later during the same recorded

phone call, CW1 again pressed the issue of payment to AMENT with
the following exchange:
CW1:

Well the only way to get past the painful past is
to make sure it doesn’t happen again.

That’s why

when I heard these rumors, PTSD for [CW1].
it is again.

[Political Consultant 1] working

with [CW1’s competitor] behind my back.
I don’t know.

Here

Like it, it was my money.
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[the Cannabis Client’s] money.
to know who got it.

I, I have a right

Cause I’ll tell you, not

only did I get dropped and I didn’t get, [UI] did
not get dropped, I’m still fucking working with
them, but I lost a shit ton of money on that
project.

At least a hundred and fifty thousand

dollars.

That’s a lot of money in my life.

PC1:

Yeah.

CW1:

[UI] it may not mean much to [UI] the Big Bear
owning, yacht owning, river house owning person
like Todd [AMENT], [UI] and you gorgeous life, I
love seeing you with your beautiful family, but
that was a lot of money for me.

So there’s two-

hundred and twenty fucking thousand dollars of my
client’s [UI] not even including [CW1’s
associate’s client’s] money.

I want to know, did

Todd [AMENT] get any of it?
PC1:

Uh, th--, well, [stuttering] [UI] call Todd
[AMENT] cause I just, I don’t, I d--, I don’t
want to get into that, I’m focused on [OV]

106. Here, for a third time, CW1 directly asked Political
Consultant 1 if he paid AMENT out of the Cannabis Client’s
funds, or CW1’s associate’s client’s funds.

And for a third

time, Political Consultant 1 refused to answer the question,
this time telling CW1 that he/she should call AMENT, presumably
to ask him if he was paid.

I believe Political Consultant 1 did

this knowing that he and AMENT had directed the funds to be
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originally deposited into the Chamber bank account, but also
knowing that CW1 would have no knowledge of the fact that the
funds that ended up in AMENT’s pocket, from the Chamber, were
first routed through Firm A’s bank account (as outlined in
Transactions #1 and #2).

By responding in the manner he did, I

believe Political Consultant 1 was attempting to deflect CW1’s
question and make it appear that AMENT would have acted alone in
orchestrating any payments to himself, without the assistance of
Political Consultant 1 and Firm A, which, based on Transactions
#1 and #2, is not true.

A short time later during the same

recorded phone call, CW1 again pressed the issue of payment to
AMENT with the following exchange:
CW1:

It wasn’t on any of your invoices.

Cause when I,

I was going over the invoices with my clients
again [UI] that’s why I needed an update, cause
they kinda brought this back up.

I was going

over all the invoices, and I [UI] seeing who’s
getting paid, that’s why I’m all worked up over
[Consultant 3] and and [Attorney 1] and those
cock suckers, um, and I’m like [UI] I didn’t see
Todd [AMENT’s] name anywhere.

So now I’m asking,

has he fuckin ever gotten paid?
PC1:

Well, I mean, I told you at the time that I
shared some of what I got paid with Todd [AMENT],
so, you know, let’s just leave it at that then.

CW1:

No you didn’t.

PC1:

Yes I did.
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CW1:

No!

I assume the way you were having us run the

money through the Chamber was cause Todd [AMENT]
was getting paid through the Chamber.
107. Here, after the fourth and final time CW1 asked
Political Consultant 1 if he had ever paid AMENT from the
Cannabis Client’s funds, Political Consultant 1 finally
provides, what appears at first blush to be, an admission that
he not only paid AMENT, but also told CW1 about it, a fact CW1
immediately refuted.

However, it is critical to note that

Political Consultant 1 stated that he “told [CW1] at the time
that [he] shared some of what [he] got paid with [AMENT]” in
response to CW1’s question regarding his/her review of the
invoices.

Therefore, I believe Political Consultant 1’s

statement of “at the time” was a direct reference to his
September 3, 2020 recorded meeting with CW1 and CW1’s associate
where they discussed the invoices and expenditures of their
clients’ funds (described above).

I have reviewed that

recording in its entirety and did not hear Political Consultant
1, at any point, disclose the fact that he paid AMENT.

Perhaps

more important is Political Consultant 1’s use of the word
“shared” in the past tense in the context of his response, when
he stated, “I told you at the time that I shared [italics added]
some of what I got paid with Todd [AMENT].”

Political

Consultant 1 thus implies that it was not until after he paid
AMENT that he told CW1 about the payments (which, as described
above, I believe to be a lie).

In other words, payments

directly to AMENT personally were not agreed upon at the time
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AMENT and Political Consultant 1 solicited the funds from the
Cannabis Client and CW1’s associate’s client in the first place.
Rather, I believe AMENT and Political Consultant 1 intentionally
omitted this material fact in order to induce larger payments
from the cannabis clients.
108. CW1 clearly, and concisely, asked Political Consultant
1 four separate times whether Political Consultant 1 paid AMENT
with any of the Cannabis Client’s funds.

It was not until CW1

asked a fourth and final time that Political Consultant 1
finally admitted to paying AMENT.

As described above, I believe

the admission to be a lie; furthermore, I believe Political
Consultant 1’s statement to be a false exculpatory statement
based on the following reasons:
a.

Political Consultant 1 did not specifically

disclose such a payment on the spreadsheet he provided to CW1
and CW1’s associate; instead, he appeared to hide the payment in
a lump sum total paid to Firm A.

Although this line item on the

spreadsheet indicated, “Note: A portion of this was shared with
other public affairs consultants,” I believe this to be
misleading at best.

If Political Consultant 1 had disclosed

Transactions #1 and #2 on the spreadsheet, it is likely that
such a revelation would have angered CW1 and CW1’s associate -a response that Political Consultant 1 likely would have
anticipated;
b.

Political Consultant 1 was given ample

opportunity to disclose his payments to AMENT during the
recorded meeting that took place on September 3, 2020, between
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Political Consultant 1, CW1, and CW1’s associate, the purpose of
which was to discuss the spreadsheet and the invoices;
c.

Political Consultant 1 repeatedly avoided

answering CW1’s questions on three separate occasions during the
March 31, 2021 recorded phone call; and
d.

Political Consultant 1’s statements to CW1’s

competitor in a phone call he placed immediately after his March
31, 2021 call with CW1 where he admitted that CW1 only asks
questions he/she already knows the answer to (described in
further detail below).
109. Approximately four minutes after the call with CW1
concluded, Political Consultant 1 sent an outgoing SMS/text
message to CW1’s competitor and asked to talk.

Over an hour

later, Political Consultant 1 received an incoming phone call
from CW1’s competitor over Target Phone 1 where they discussed
Political Consultant 1’s recent “contentious” phone call with
CW1.

During the intercepted phone call the following exchange

between Political Consultant 1 and CW1’s competitor (“CW1C”)
occurred:
PC1:

[CW1’s] like, are you talking with [CW1’s
competitor]?

And I’m like, [he/she’s] not asking

me that if [he/she] doesn’t already know the
answer to the question.
CW1C:

Yeah.

PC 1:

So I said, yes, I’ve heard from [CW1’s
competitor], they’ve reached out to us because
they said they have some cannabis clients that
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are looking at ballot measures and as you know we
run ballot measure campaigns.

They reached out

to us and said would you be interested in running
ballot measures for them if they decide to go
down that route.

And [he/she] said, well that

makes sense cause if I wanted to do a ballot
measure I’d hire you too [Political Consultant
1], and I said great, and I said so let me know
if you got any clients that want to do ballot
measures, but I’ve talked with [CW1’s
competitors] about some ballot measures in some
cities.

[He/she] goes, is Anaheim one of them, I

said no, we’re not really talking about a ballot
measure in Anaheim right now...
110. First, I believe that Political Consultant 1’s
statement to CW1’s competitor that “[CW1’s] not asking me [if
I’m talking to you] if [he/she] doesn’t already know the answer
to the question” explains why, after questioned by CW1 four
separate times about payments to AMENT, Political Consultant 1
finally gave a partial admission -- Political Consultant 1 had
come to the conclusion, after being asked four times, that CW1
was not asking him the question if CW1 did not already know the
answer.
111. Second, Political Consultant 1 provided yet another
example of how he was being untruthful to CW1, engaging in a
direct conflict of interest with CW1’s competitors, and actively
negotiating with CW1’s competitors against the best interests of
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CW1, the Cannabis Client, and CW1’s associate’s client.
Political Consultant 1 told CW1 during their phone call that he
had entered into discussions with CW1’s competitors to do
cannabis-related ballot measures in other cities, but not in
Anaheim.

However, during Political Consultant 1’s phone call

with CW1’s competitor, they specifically discussed strategy
surrounding a cannabis-related ballot measure in Anaheim, and
how CW1’s competitor could assist in financing such a measure.
112. Based on the explanation above, I believe that AMENT
and Political Consultant 1 solicited funds from CW1 and CW1’s
associate, which directly caused their respective clients,
relying on CW1 and CW1’s representation of their respective
companies, to pay money to the Chamber with the hopes of
securing a favorable cannabis ordinance in Anaheim.

However,

the funds appeared to be frivolously spent, including by paying
individuals in direct competition with CW1 and CW1’s associate.
Furthermore, Political Consultant 1 and AMENT engaged in
outright misrepresentations, material omissions, and breaches of
duty by embezzling a portion of the Cannabis Client’s funds out
of the Chamber, through Firm A’s account, and directly back into
accounts held by AMENT personally.

Finally, when pressed

multiple times, on at least two separate occasions, Political
Consultant 1 went to great lengths to avoid answering the very
simple question, i.e., whether AMENT personally received a
portion of the Cannabis Client’s funds.
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C.

Political Consultant 1 and AMENT Initiated a Scheme to
Purchase a Second Home for AMENT Through the
Commission of the Target Offense.

113. The investigation has also uncovered a scheme whereby
AMENT engaged in a series of fraudulent acts that directly
caused a financial institution to fund a mortgage, which AMENT
used to finance the purchase of a 5,500 square foot home in Big
Bear, CA.

The transaction was a combination of fraudulent acts,

including (1) Political Consultant 1 inducing one of his
employees to send approximately $205,000 to AMENT under false or
fraudulent pretenses, (2) AMENT falsely representing to the bank
that the $205,000 from Political Consultant 1 was income, and
(3) an unlawful out-of-escrow payment made to the sellers, all
of which are described further below.
1.

Political Consultant 1 Induced His Employee to
Transfer $205,000 to AMENT Under False and/or
Fraudulent Pretenses.

114. Based on intercepted calls over Target Phone 1, I do
not believe that AMENT possessed the requisite amount of capital
required to secure the financing he needed in order to purchase
a home in Big Bear, CA.

As a result, Political Consultant 1 and

AMENT began to execute a series of financial transactions meant
to deposit $205,000 into accounts controlled by AMENT and Person
A.

I believe AMENT then lied to their financial institution

about having enough cash reserves in order to secure financing
for their Big Bear home purchase, a portion of which they used
for the down payment, and another portion of which was used to
perform an unlawful out-of-escrow payment made to the sellers
without the lending institution’s knowledge (described in
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further detail below).

Also as described below, Political

Consultant 1 told his employee that Firm A owed rent to the
Chamber, when in actuality AMENT needed that money for
additional capital to close on the Big Bear house.

So, the plan

was to have Firm A give the amount Firm A allegedly owed the
Chamber in rent (approximately $200,000) to AMENT, AMENT would
close on the Big Bear house, and then AMENT would repay the loan
to Firm A, at which point Firm A could pay rent to the Chamber.42
As described below, AMENT fraudulently presented the $205,000 as
earned income to the financial institution in order to qualify
for the loan and purchase the Big Bear house.

Furthermore, I

believe AMENT did so with the assistance, and knowledge of,
Political Consultant 1.
115. On November 13, 2020, at approximately 9:34 a.m.,
monitoring agents intercepted an outgoing call from Target Phone
1 between Political Consultant 1 and Firm A Employee 1 (“FE1”).
During their phone call, they had the following conversation:
PC1:

Thanks for sending out the wire, you’ll see an
email from me to [Chamber Employee 2] at the
Chamber on them paying all of the stuff that they
owe us.

42

AMENT would later explain that Political Consultant 1
refused to pay the Chamber rent due to AMENT’s failure to repay
the $200,000 loan. This caused a rift between AMENT and
Political Consultant 1 because AMENT explained that the $200,000
loan he received from Political Consultant 1 was a matter of
personal business, and was in no way tied to Political
Consultant 1’s rent owed to the Chamber. AMENT stated his
intention to repay the loan to Political Consultant 1 upon the
sale of his (AMENT’s) home located in Orange County, CA.
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FE1:

Mhmm, I saw that.

PC1:

The deal is, I didn’t want to put this in
writing, but um, so they’re going to pay us two
hundred and something thousand dollars right,
whatever that amount is.

FE1:

Right.

PC 1:

And um when Todd [AMENT] repays that loan after
his house closes that’s when we can pay the
chamber all the back rent, so that’s.

FE1:

Got it.

PC1:

So that’s basically the transaction, they owe us
two hundred thousand dollars, we owe them two
hundred thousand dollars in rent and Todd [AMENT]
needed two hundred thousand dollars in reserves
in his bank account to close his escrow so he’s
basically paying us all now, we’re going to loan
that money back to him so it sits in his bank
account for a couple of weeks and then he closes
on his new house and then he’ll give us that
money back and then we pay the chamber the rent,
so you get the math, right.

FE1:

Yep.

PC1:

So--[Chamber Employee 2] will work with you or
[Firm A Employee 4] to send all that money by E-
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check today, we can deposit it, then when Todd
[AMENT] pays us back the loan, then we’ll pay the
chamber the rent.
FE1:

Ok.

116. Based on my training and experience, including my
knowledge of this investigation to date and the clarity of the
explanation from Political Consultant 1 to his employee during
the phone call, I believe that the Chamber may have owed Firm A
approximately $200,000.

Once Firm A received the $200,000 from

the Chamber, Political Consultant 1 would loan $200,000 to AMENT
so that AMENT could secure financing for the Big Bear home
purchase.

After AMENT secured the financing, and closed escrow

on his new home, AMENT would repay the $200,000 loan back to
Firm A, which would then use it to pay Firm A’s rent to the
Chamber in the amount of $200,000.

I believe that Political

Consultant 1 and AMENT intended to conceal the nature of this
transaction, as Political Consultant 1 said explicitly, “I
didn’t want to put this in writing” prior to laying out the
scheme.
117. The same day, at approximately 10:45 a.m., monitoring
agents captured an outgoing call from Political Consultant 1,
using Target Phone 1, to AMENT, using Target Phone 2.

During

the call, the following conversation occurred:
PC1:

Hey on the wire, phone authorization on a wire,
we have a seventy-five thousand dollar per day
limit, I’m trying to get, the problem is the
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bank’s in Sacramento so I have to have somebody
else sign onto the account which is my two old
original partners go in and sign the hand
authorization one which is -- one is they’ll say
why are you wiring Todd two hundred and five
thousand dollars so which he’ll do if I tell him
to do it, I’ll tell him to shut the fuck up and
sign it.
AMENT:

Can we do three different -- go ahead.

PC1:

One thing I could easily do is do seventy-five
[thousand dollars] today and seventy-five
[thousand dollars] on Monday and fifty-five
[thousand dollars] on Tuesday but if you need it
all today and I’m either gonna just have to tell
[Firm A Employee 2] or [Firm A Employee 3] go to
the bank and sign it and don’t ask questions.

AMENT:

Do three different wires though?

PC1:

Can do three wires to three different accounts.

AMENT:

OK, I’ll send you two other accounts.

PC1:

Ok, cool.

Thanks.

118. Based on my training and experience, including my
knowledge of this investigation to date, I believe that this
call outlined the financial logistics of the scheme to provide a
loan in the amount of $205,000 to AMENT so that AMENT could
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secure financing on the purchase of his new house.

I believe

that Political Consultant 1 was aware that his actions were
unlawful because Political Consultant 1 told AMENT that the bank
is located in Sacramento and therefore he (Political Consultant
1) would have to elicit the help of a former partner of his,
insofar as, if his former partner inquired as to why they were
wiring $205,000 to AMENT, Political Consultant 1 would tell his
former partner to “shut the fuck up and sign [the wire
authorization].”

Furthermore, Political Consultant 1 suggested

to AMENT that if AMENT needed the funds sooner, then he
(Political Consultant 1) would “tell [Firm A Employee 2] or
[Firm A Employee 3] go to the bank and sign it and don’t ask
questions.”
119. Approximately 14 minutes later, at 10:59 a.m.,
Political Consultant 1, using Target Phone 1, received an
incoming SMS/text message from AMENT, using Target Phone 2, that
read, “Emailed yo [sic] the other tow [sic] accounts info...all
3 at BOFA.”

Political Consultant 1 immediately replied via

SMS/text message from Target Phone 1 writing, “Got em.”

Based

on this exchange, I believe that AMENT emailed Political
Consultant 1 the account information for three accounts that
were to receive the funds, and in reply, Political Consultant 1
acknowledged receipt of AMENT’s email.
120. Monitoring agents intercepted a couple additional
calls on the same day, including one from Political Consultant
1’s bank confirming that three separate wires were going be sent
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to AMENT and be deposited into an account held jointly between
AMENT and Person A, and another account titled TA Consulting.43
121. According to bank records I have reviewed with FBI FoA
Katherine Ramirez, we were able to confirm that the following
incoming wires from Firm A were deposited into accounts
controlled by AMENT as follows:
a.

On November 13, 2020, Firm A wired funds in the

amount of $75,000 to TA Consulting;
b.

On November 16, 2020, Firm A wired funds in the

amount of $55,000 to AMENT’s personal account; and
c.

On November 17, 2020, Firm A wired funds in the

amount of $75,000 to a bank account held jointly between AMENT
and Person A.
122. Additionally, on November 17, 2020, at approximately
11:35 a.m., monitoring agents captured an incoming phone call to
Political Consultant 1 on Target Phone 1.

The individual self-

identified as Justin from First Northern Bank.

Justin wanted to

confirm that Political Consultant 1’s signature on a $95,000
check (separate from the above wired funds) made payable to
AMENT was, in fact, Political Consultant 1’s because, as Justin
stated, the “signature looks a little off.”

Political

Consultant 1 told Justin that he (Political Consultant 1)
“signed that check.”

I have reviewed the check in question, and

the signature appears slightly different from signatures on
other checks purportedly signed by Political Consultant 1,
although I am not trained in handwriting analysis.
43

Nonetheless,

TA Consulting is an entity controlled by AMENT.
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the fact that this $95,000 check was written on November 12,
2020 (one day before the influx of the three transactions
outlined above), then cashed by AMENT the following day on
November 13, 2020 into an account AMENT held jointly with Person
A, rather than AMENT’s TA Consulting business account, all when
AMENT was having difficulty closing on the Big Bear house, calls
into question what AMENT did for Political Consultant 1 to earn
the funds.

When questioned about this check, AMENT at first did

not recall the purpose for it, but then advised that it was part
of the $200,000 loan described above.

By including this check

with the three wires received by AMENT in the following days
(described above) the total funds AMENT received from Political
Consultant 1 from November 12-17, 2020, totaled $300,000.

It is

currently unclear whether the additional funds received by AMENT
from Political Consultant 1 was legitimate, or a continuation of
the mortgage fraud scheme.
123. AMENT and Political Consultant 1 exchanged several
communications regarding the status of AMENT’s Big Bear home
purchase up to the final day of initial interception over Target
Phone 1.

The content of the communications suggested that AMENT

was having difficulty securing financing for the home.

Based on

those communications, and other information, the FBI was able to
identify JP Morgan Chase (“Chase”) as the bank that provided the
loan financing and the mortgage company that assisted AMENT in
securing the loan financing.

As a result, the FBI was able to

obtain AMENT’s loan application and additional documentation
related to AMENT’s Big Bear home mortgage.
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documentation and have found multiple material
misrepresentations AMENT made to Chase, which resulted in Chase
funding the loan when, based on my training and experience, the
institution otherwise would not have done so.

Based on open

source internet searches I conducted, I know that Chase was
insured by the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation in November
and December 2020.44
2.

Material Misrepresentations, Falsehoods, and
Omissions Contained in AMENT’s Loan Package to
Chase

124. Based on a report I obtained from a California real
estate database, bank records, the loan file FoA Ramirez and I
have reviewed as part of this transaction, and statements from
AMENT, I was able to confirm that AMENT and Person A were
successful in purchasing a five bedroom, seven bathroom, fiftyfive hundred square foot home located in Big Bear City, CA on
December 23, 2020 (“the Big Bear House”), for $1,450,000,
$1,159,000 of which was financed.
125. As a result of this investigation, the FBI was able to
obtain documentation in support of AMENT’s purchase of the Big
Bear House.

Contained in AMENT’s loan file was a letter from

Chase titled “NOTICE OF INCOMPLETENESS” which listed AMENT and
Person A as the “Borrower(s)” as well as identifying the Big
Bear House as the subject property (“the Chase letter”).

The

Chase letter, dated December 4, 2020, began as follows, “Thank

According to https://banks.data.fdic.gov/bankfindsuite/bankfind/details/628?activeStatus=0%20OR%201&bankfindLevel
ThreeView=History&branchOffices=false&name=JPMorgan%20Chase%20Ba
nk&pageNumber=1&resultLimit=25, last visited on May 3, 2022.
44
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you for the above residential mortgage application.

Based on

the information you submitted, we are not able to make a credit
decision.

In order for us to make a credit decision and to

continue processing this loan application, [p]lease submit this
letter and the information listed below, as soon as possible but
no later than 12/25/2020.”

The Chase letter then listed

seventeen separate items that required AMENT’s attention and
explanation for the loan to be approved.

FBI FoA Ramirez and I

have reviewed the Chase letter and AMENT’s reply to the letter,
and compared the reply to other evidence obtained during this
investigation, including bank records for AMENT, Person A, and
AMENT’s business.

Based on our review, we have found the

following misrepresentations, falsehoods, and omissions
contained in AMENT and Person A’s mortgage application and
correspondence with Chase for the mortgage related to the Big
Bear House:
a.

Item #2 in the Chase letter questioned the

discrepancy between the appraised value of $1,650,000 and the
final sale price of $1,450,000, a difference of $200,000.

In

response to item #2 in the letter, AMENT and Person A provided a
signed letter, dated December 4, 2020, that read, in pertinent
part:
We negotiated the sales price of the
property, but during the process, in
assessing the costs, we determined that the
price of $1,650,000 was more than we were
comfortable affording. However, the Seller
was eager to sell, having had his home on
the market for a long period of time (a few
hundred days), and had made plans to buy in
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AZ, where he is currently in escrow. Rather
than lose the sale, and lose out on his
purchase in AZ, he agreed to a price drop
that convinced us to move forward.
Based on a review of AMENT’s bank records, FBI FoA Ramirez and I
found that on December 24, 2020 (four days prior to the close of
escrow on the Big Bear House, which occurred on December 28,
2020), AMENT sent an outgoing wire in the amount of $200,000
from his TA Consulting bank account to a plumbing business.

I

have reviewed law enforcement databases, including
www.accurint.com, and found that the seller of the Big Bear
House is affiliated with what appears to be that plumbing
business.

Furthermore, based on the California Consumer Affairs

website www.cslb.ca.gov, last visited on May 20, 2021, the
seller has an active license listed in Big Bear City under the
name of the plumbing business.

Based on this information, I

believe AMENT and the sellers entered into an out-of-escrow
agreement in the amount of $200,000, the exact difference
between the appraisal price and the sale price communicated to
Chase.

Therefore, I believe AMENT and Person A’s executed

letter in response to item #2 of the Chase letter was false, and
therefore fraudulent.

I further believe AMENT and the seller

entered into this agreement in an effort to accomplish the
following:

(1) assist AMENT in obtaining approval for the loan

by increasing his capital reserves, which, based on my training
and experience, I know to be a critical consideration for any
financial institution when funding a home loan; (2) lower
AMENT’s tax base on the Big Bear House, resulting in lower
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annual property taxes and thereby defrauding the people of San
Bernardino County where the Big Bear House is located;
(3) possibly lower the capital gains tax owed by the seller,
dependent upon the cost basis, and; (4) lowering the closing
costs to be paid by the seller (the real estate commission borne
by the seller is typically 5-6% of the selling price of the
property).
b.

I further believe that the out-of-escrow payment

from AMENT to the seller is a second down payment (the first
occurring through the typical escrow process) because the
$200,000 payment occurred prior to the close of escrow and,
generally speaking, a down payment is the amount of the purchase
price a buyer pays that is not financed in the mortgage loan.
Based on my review of AMENT’s Uniform Residential Loan
Application, specifically Section VIII. Declarations, I found
that AMENT checked the “No” box to question h. that read, “Is
any part of the down payment borrowed?”

As described above,

four days prior to the close of escrow, on December 24, 2020,
AMENT made the $200,000 out-of-escrow payment to the seller.
However, based on a review of AMENT’s bank records, we found
that the day prior (December 23, 2020) two deposits were made to
AMENT’s TA Consulting account.

One deposit was a check made

payable to “Todd Ament” from the Chamber in the amount of
$35,000, which appeared to be written by AMENT himself.

The

second deposit was an incoming wire from the Chamber into TA
Consulting in the amount of $45,000.
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$80,000, the majority ($61,797.4945) of which went towards paying
the $200,000 out-of-escrow payment to the seller the next day.
Approximately one week later, on December 31, 2020, AMENT sent
an $80,000 wire to the Chamber with a comment that read, “repay
loan approved by [Chamber Official 1].”46

According to

https://www.anaheimchamber.org/board-of-directors/, last visited
on May 3, 2022, Chamber Official 1 is a member of the Board of
Directors for the Chamber.

I do not know if Chamber Official 1

actually approved this $80,000 loan.

Nonetheless, I believe a

significant portion of the $200,000 out-of-escrow down payment
was borrowed by AMENT from the Chamber.

Therefore, I believe

AMENT’s assertion on his mortgage application that no part of
the down payment was borrowed to be a false statement.
c.

Finally, items #5 and #6 in the Chase letter

asked that AMENT provide the source of the three consecutive
deposits arranged by Political Consultant 1 (described above)
that were deposited into AMENT’s various accounts.

In response,

AMENT provided Chase with an invoice from TA Consulting to Firm
A.

The invoice consisted of four separate line items, one of

which was a lump sum payment of $75,000; the other three
appeared to be for various consulting, election, and strategy
work purportedly performed over the past ten months, but billed

Based on FoA Ramirez’s calculations using the Lowest
Intermediary Balance accounting method.
46 AMENT appeared to repay the loan from the proceeds of a
$150,000 personal check from Political Consultant 1 to AMENT
that occurred on the same day as the $80,000 Chamber loan
repayment. I do not know the nature of the $150,000 deposit
from Political Consultant 1 to AMENT.
45
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all at once via this invoice, which was dated November 1, 2020.
I believe the invoice to be fraudulent.

First, if these

payments from Firm A were made in exchange for legitimate work
performed by AMENT, then I believe Political Consultant 1 would
have simply provided Firm A Employee 1 with the TA Consulting
invoice as an actual vendor invoice requiring payment.

Instead,

and as was captured during the intercepted phone call between
Political Consultant 1 and Firm A Employee 1 on November 13,
2020 above, Political Consultant 1 told Firm A Employee 1 that
he “didn’t want to put this in writing” and then proceeded to
explain that the $205,000 would be a loan to AMENT in order for
him to show enough reserves in his account for financing
approval before repaying the loan back to Firm A.

Second, and

once again, if the three payments from Firm A to AMENT were in
exchange for legitimate work performed and earned by AMENT, then
I believe Political Consultant 1 would have simply told AMENT
during their intercepted phone conversation on November 13, 2020
that he (Political Consultant 1) would provide Firm A Employees
2 and 3 with the invoice should they have any questions about
the payments.

Instead, Political Consultant 1 told AMENT during

this phone call that if his old partner asked any questions
about the payments, he would tell him “to shut the fuck up and
sign it,” and further stated that if he needed to elicit the
help of Firm A Employee 2 or Firm A Employee 3 to make the
payments, he would tell them, “go to the bank and sign it and
don’t ask questions.”

Based on my training and experience, I do

not believe that Political Consultant 1’s statements to both
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Firm A Employee 1 and AMENT reflect what one would expect from a
CEO conducting legitimate payments in response to a vendor
invoice reflecting honest work.

Therefore, I believe the

invoice provided by AMENT to Chase in response to items #5 and
#6 were fraudulent.
126. For the reasons described above, I believe AMENT
provided false and misleading statements, and omitted material
facts, in response to items #2, #5, and #6 in the Chase letter.
I believe AMENT’s actions to be fraudulent, performed with the
intent to induce Chase into funding the home loan for the Big
Bear House.
3.

A Summary Timeline of AMENT’s Purchase of the Big
Bear House

127. To summarize the foregoing, the majority of which has
been described in detail above, the following events occurred
on, or about, the stated dates:
a.

September 29, 2020: AMENT and Person A submitted

the first loan application for the Big Bear House, which
depicted a sales price of $1,650,000.
b.

September 11, 2020: AMENT made a payment, in the

amount of $33,000, to Orange Coast Title.47
c.

November 1, 2020: Date depicted on the invoice

AMENT provided to the lending institution to explain the large
dollar deposits into his bank accounts.
d.

November 13, 2020: Phone calls between Political

Consultant 1 and Firm A Employee 1 and Political Consultant 1
Orange Coast Title was the title company handling the Big
Bear House transaction.
47
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and AMENT where they discussed the movement of $205,000 between
the Firm A account and AMENT’s accounts.
e.

November 13, 2020: Firm A wired funds in the

amount of $75,000 to TA Consulting.
f.

November 16, 2020: Firm A wired funds in the

amount of $55,000 to AMENT’s personal account.
g.

November 17, 2020: Firm A wired funds in the

amount of $75,000 to a bank account held jointly between AMENT
and Person A.
h.

December 4, 2020: Date depicted on the Notice of

Incompleteness provided to AMENT by Chase Bank where Chase
requested, among other things, that AMENT provide an explanation
for the recent Firm A deposits (see above) and the discrepancy
between the appraisal amount and the sales price.
i.

December 4, 2020: Date depicted on the letter

AMENT provided to Chase Bank explaining the discrepancy between
the appraisal amount and sales price.

The letter appeared to be

signed by both AMENT and Person A.
j.

December 4, 2020: Date depicted on the letter

AMENT provided to Chase Bank explaining the Firm A deposits.
The letter also refers to the invoice as backup for the deposits
(See subsection c above).
k.

December 4, 2020: AMENT made a payment, in the

amount of $296,620.78, to Orange Coast Title.
l.

December 11, 2020: AMENT received a forwarded

email from his mortgage banker.

The mortgage banker forwarded

an email he wrote earlier to, who is believed to be, the real
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estate agents involved in the transaction.

The email read, in

part, “We just finished our last interaction of the day with
Chase.

While it unfortunately took some back and forth (and

thus a lot of time) clarifying the different documentation we
provided to address Chase’s questions, we were able to get
everything reviewed and their underwriting is now satisfied with
what we provided.”
m.

December 22, 2020: AMENT and Person A submitted

the second loan application for the Big Bear House, which
depicted a sales price of $1,450,000.
n.

December 23, 2020: AMENT made a payment, in the

amount of $27,319.55, to Orange Coast Title.
o.

December 23, 2020: AMENT received a loan, in the

amount of $35,000, from the Chamber.
p.

December 23, 2020: AMENT received a loan, in the

amount of $45,000, from the Chamber.
q.

December 24, 2020: AMENT made the out-of-escrow

payment, in the amount of $200,000, to the Sellers.
r.

December 28, 2020: Escrow closed on the Big Bear

s.

December 31, 2020: AMENT deposited a personal

House.

check from Political Consultant 1 in the amount of $150,000.
t.

December 31, 2020: AMENT sent a wire to the

Chamber in the amount of $80,000.

The purpose for the wire

read, “repay loan approved by [Chamber Official 1].”
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VI. Conclusion
128. Based on the above, I believe that there is probable
cause to believe that AMENT has committed the Target Offense.

/s/
BRIAN C. ADKINS, Special Agent
FEDERAL BUREAU OF
INVESTIGATION
Attested to by the applicant in
accordance with the requirements
of Federal Rule of Criminal
Procedure 4.1 by telephone on this
____
16 day of May 2022.
/s/ Autumn D. Spaeth
HONORABLE AUTUMN D. SPAETH
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
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The former head of the Anaheim Chamber of Commerce has been charged with lying to
a mortgage lender in a growing Orange County political corruption scandal, federal
authorities announced Tuesday.
In a criminal complaint, the FBI accused the chamber’s former president and chief
executive Todd Ament of plotting with an unnamed political consultant to funnel
chamber money into Ament’s personal bank accounts by laundering it through the
consultant’s public relations firm.
The money was used to influence a bank’s decision to lend Ament more than $1.1
million to buy a sprawling $1.5-million home in Big Bear, the complaint says.
The PR firm gave Ament $205,000, making it appear he had enough cash on hand to
secure the loan, according to the FBI.
The FBI also accused Ament of making a $200,000 payment directly to the seller of the
home in order to reduce his property taxes and cut the cost of the commission for the
seller’s real estate agent.
Ament was due in federal court in Santa Ana on Tuesday for his initial bail hearing. His
attorney, Salvatore Ciulla, did not return a call for comment.
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The charge against Ament of making false statements to a financial institution appeared
to be just one part of a larger federal corruption investigation targeting Ament and
others.
In an affidavit filed Monday with the criminal complaint, FBI agent Brian C. Adkins
outlined suspected corruption well beyond the Big Bear home loan, including attempts
by unnamed people to bribe elected officials in Orange County.

ANGELS

State attorney general asks for hold on Angel Stadium land sale amid corruption
probe
May 16, 2022

The case against Ament was announced a day after the public disclosure of another
Adkins affidavit showing that the FBI is investigating Anaheim Mayor Harry Sidhu for
suspected bribery, fraud, obstruction of justice and witness tampering.
Sidhu, Adkins wrote in the court filing, is believed to have shared confidential
information with representatives of the Angels baseball team on the city’s sale of Angel
Stadium in return for a large donation to his reelection campaign.
Sidhu’s attorney, Paul Meyer, could not be reached for comment. Mike Lyster, a
spokesman for the city government, said he could not comment on the mayor’s behalf.
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The affidavit released by the FBI Tuesday described Ament and the unnamed political
consultant as leaders of a small group of Anaheim public officials, consultants and
business leaders. The group met regularly at hotel suite “retreats” to exert influence over
Anaheim’s government, Adkins wrote.
Ament and the political consultant described the group as a “family” or “cabal,” he said.
Adkins identified the consultant as “a principal partner of a nationally known political
and public affairs company” with an office in the same building as the Anaheim
Chamber of Commerce. The chief executive and senior partner at FSB Public Affairs,
which has an office in the same Anaheim building as the chamber, is veteran Republican
political consultant Jeff Flint.
Adkins also wrote that the consultant filed lobbying disclosure reports identifying
Angels affiliate SRB Management, LLC, as a client, starting in September 2020. City
records show that Flint filed such reports.
Flint declined to comment on the case Tuesday when reached on his cellphone.
“I can’t talk right now,” he said.
For years, Ament and the Chamber of Commerce have been a key part of the political
machine in Anaheim, Orange County’s most populous city and the home of Disneyland.
Ament helped spearhead campaigns to drum up public support for tax breaks granted to
major businesses, and was heavily involved in the effort to sell Angel Stadium and
surrounding land to the owner of the professional baseball team.
With court authorization, the FBI tapped the cellphones of Ament and the political
consultant, Adkins wrote.
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The FBI suspects Ament and the consultant engaged in a scheme to embezzle money
from the Chamber of Commerce and to defraud an unnamed cannabis consultant and
an unnamed cannabis business owner, according to Adkins’ most recent affidavit.
The cannabis consultant hatched a separate plot for two marijuana business owners to
bribe two unidentified Irvine City Council members in return for passing pot laws on
their behalf, Adkins alleged.
The business owners ended up working with the FBI to record conversations with the
cannabis consultant, who was arrested in October 2019 and became a confidential
federal witness.
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Adam Elmahrek is an award-winning investigative reporter for the Los Angeles
Times who specializes in corruption. He started his journalism career in 2010 at the
nonprofit news website Voice of OC, where he broke stories exposing misconduct in
local government.
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The California attorney general’s office asked a judge to halt the sale of Angel Stadium while the FBI investigates allegations
of corruption against Anaheim Mayor Harry Sidhu. (Mark J. Terrill/AP)
BY GABRIEL SAN ROMÁN, NATHAN FENNO
MAY 17, 2022 2:31 PM PT

An Orange County Superior Court judge put the $320-million sale of Angel Stadium on

hold Tuesday amid an ongoing public corruption investigation into Anaheim Mayor
Harry Sidhu.
Orange County Superior Court Judge Glenn R. Salter granted the 60-day postponement
after the state attorney general asked the court to pause the sale of the stadium and
surrounding parking lots to team owner Arte Moreno’s development company.
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May 17, 2022

ADVERTISING

flffi1CIIFARFETCH

- Sponsored

Ksubi
N

https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-05-17/judge-halts-angel-stadium-sale-fbi-corruption-probe-anaheim-mayor

⌃

Sh

2/9

11/6/22, 12:43 PM

Judge halts Angel Stadium sale amid probe of Anaheim mayor - Los Angeles Times

The Anaheim City Council had been expected to vote on the stadium deal in June.
“Based on what happened in the last 24 hours, we are naturally pausing to figure out the
best way forward,” Anaheim spokesperson Mike Lyster said.
The ex parte application filed by the state attorney general included an affidavit for a
federal search warrant completed last week by FBI special agent Brian Adkins alleging
Sidhu “illustrated his intent to solicit campaign contributions, in the amount of
$1,000,000 … in exchange for performing official acts intended to finalize the stadium
sale for the Angels” and that the mayor “attempted to obstruct” an Orange County grand
jury probe into the deal.
The affidavit doesn’t allege wrongdoing by the Angels or Moreno, while Sidhu has not
been charged.
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But the affidavit — which sought permission to search the mayor’s email, phone and
other items — accused him of providing confidential information to the Angels on at
least two occasions during the team’s negotiations with the city over the property.
Adkins wrote, “I believe he did so covertly, with the intent of concealing his actions from
the negotiating team and the public, for the purpose of assisting the Angels and himself
at the expense of the City of Anaheim.”
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The investigation into Sidhu is part of a wide-ranging FBI inquiry that resulted in
federal authorities announcing Tuesday that they had charged the former head of the
Anaheim Chamber of Commerce with lying to a mortgage lender.
The state attorney general’s involvement came in a legal dispute over whether the deal
violated the state’s Surplus Land Act. When public agencies sell property, the act directs
them to prioritize affordable housing, parks and open space. The state’s Department of
Housing and Community Development issued a notice of violation to the city in
December; the city denied the deal ran afoul of the act.
As part of a stipulated settlement last month, the city agreed to pay $96 million — 30%
of the property’s sale price — to create a fund to build affordable housing.
After the search warrant affidavit emerged, the state attorney general sought a 60-day
pause in approving the settlement, saying the agreement “may be void” and “new and
developing information concerning potential violations of state and federal law … are
likely to be forthcoming.”
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City of Anaheim
Office of the City Clerk
200 S. Anaheim Blvd., Suite 217
Anaheim, CA 92805
(714) 765-5166 • fax (714) 765-4105
www.anaheim.net

Request for Public Records

STEP 1: COMPLETE all fields on this form. This form is to facilitate and expedite the processing of your public records request.
Describe identifiable records in the possession of the City; your request must be sufficiently focused and specific to
allow the City to locate the requested record(s).
STEP 2: SUBMIT completed form by mail, fax, email or in person to Custodian of Records, Office of the City Clerk,
200 S. Anaheim Blvd. (714) 765-5166; tbass@anaheim.net fax: (714) 765-4105
STEP 3: WAIT to receive an invoice for responsive records. The City shall determine within 10-days from receipt of a public
records request, whether the request, in whole or in part, seeks copies of discloseable public records in possession of
the City [GC 6253(c)]. Please note that if you are requesting the opportunity to inspect records, you will be requested
to make an appointment to return at a later date/time to view the documents.
Charges for the direct cost of duplication will apply. Documents will not be copied until payment has been received. If
payment is not received within 10 days after invoice is sent, you may be required to submit a new request. Please see
backside for additional information.
REQUESTER INFORMATION

Full Name:

Nathan Fenno
Los Angeles Times

Company Name:
(Mailing) Address:
Phone number:

Date: 5/19/22 5:24 PM

2300 E Imperial Highway

City/State/Zip Code:

213-258-7974

90245

Email: nathan.fenno@latimes.com

Preferred method of contact in the event of questions:
Email
DESCRIPTION OF REQUESTED RECORD(S): (Describe the specific public record(s) e.g., date, type, time period covering documents requested etc)
Under California’s Public Records Act (CPRA), the Los Angeles Times requests the following:
1) All emails and telephonic text messages Mayor Harry Sidhu sent to or received from Jeff Flint between March 1, 2021, and March 31,
2021. The request includes, but is not limited, to any personal email accounts, such as harry@harrysidhu.com, or personal telephonic text
messaging accounts used to conduct government business.

2) All emails and telephonic text messages Mayor Harry Sidhu sent to or received from Carrie Nocella between March 1, 2021, and March
31, 2021. The request includes, but is not limited, to any personal email accounts, such as harry@harrysidhu.com, or personal telephonic
text messaging accounts used to conduct government business.

3) All emails and telephonic text messages Annie Mezzacappa sent to or received from Jeff Flint between March 1, 2021, and March 31,
2021. The request includes, but is not limited, to any personal email or telephonic text messaging accounts used to conduct government

The information entered to request for public records is continued on succeeding page(s)
I understand that I will be contacted once documents have been identified. If production of records is requested, an estimated cost will be
provided to me and I agree that I will be required to submit payment for duplication costs (and mailing) prior to the production of the
requested documents.

□

I wish to inspect City records

□

Will Pick-Up Records

X
□

Please Mail

Electronically Signed/Submitted 5/19/22 5:24 PM
SIGNATURE OF REQUESTER
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City of Anaheim
Office of the City Clerk
200 S. Anaheim Blvd., Suite 217
Anaheim, CA 92805
(714) 765-5166 • fax (714) 765-4105
www.anaheim.net

Request for Public Records

DESCRIPTION OF REQUESTED RECORD(S)-Continuation
business.

4) All emails and telephonic text messages Annie Mezzacappa sent to or received from Carrie Nocella between March 1, 2021, and March
31, 2021. The request includes, but is not limited, to any personal email or telephonic text messaging accounts used to conduct
government business.
I request this information be provided electronically via email attachment.
This information is being sought on behalf of The Times for dissemination to the general public in the process of newsgathering and I
request any fees be waived as this request involves a matter of public interest.
The California Public Records Act requires a response within 10 days. If access to the records I am requesting will take longer, please
contact me with information about when I might expect copies or the ability to inspect the requested records.
If my request is denied in whole or part, I ask you justify all deletions by reference to specific exemptions in the CPRA.
Thanks for your assistance.
Sincerely,
Nathan Fenno
Reporter
Los Angeles Times
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Much of the recent turmoil in Anaheim — including an FBI corruption investigation — revolves around Angel Stadium
(Gina Ferazzi / Los Angeles Times)
BY NATHAN FENNO, ADAM ELMAHREK, GABRIEL SAN ROMÁN
MAY 19, 2022 5 AM PT

A year and a half ago, two power brokers in Anaheim discussed a critical question on the
phone: Who should they invite to a secretive gathering of Anaheim business leaders,
consultants and politicians?
It would be a “retreat” at a local hotel, and one of them described their small group as a
“cabal.” Attendance would be limited to people they could trust or, as they put it, “family
members only.”
What the men didn’t know was that the FBI was listening.
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As Todd Ament, then head of the Anaheim Chamber of Commerce, and an unnamed
political consultant discussed which City Council members to bring into the group, the
consultant boasted about the sway they held over Orange County’s most populous city:
“We tell [Elected Official 4], we got you reelected, we expect you to be a loyal member of
the team.”
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At one point in the call, Ament assessed the wisdom of inviting an unnamed Anaheim
City Council member: “For me,” he said, “we know [him] this much right. So if we take
him into the cabal and he’s playing double-agent, then we are all screwed.”

CALIFORNIA

Anaheim corruption case expands as feds charge leader of ‘cabal’ that runs city
May 17, 2022

The recorded conversations filed in court this week have thrust the city — best known as
home to Disneyland Resort, Major League Baseball’s Angels and the National Hockey
League’s Ducks — into the middle of a burgeoning public corruption scandal.
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-05-19/fbi-probe-mayor-unelected-people-run-anaheim-angel-stadium
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The allegations have imperiled the city’s planned $320-million sale of Angel Stadium to

the team, sent shockwaves through Anaheim’s political establishment and provided a
rare, unvarnished look at how business is done behind closed doors in the city of
350,000.
In an affidavit filed last week supporting a federal search warrant targeting Anaheim
Mayor Harry Sidhu, FBI special agent Brian Adkins wrote that Anaheim “was tightly
controlled by a small cadre of individuals,” including Sidhu. In a criminal complaint
filed this week against Ament, accused of lying to a mortgage lender, Adkins alleged that
Ament and the political consultant “had defined a specific, covert group of individuals
that wielded significant influence over the inner workings of Anaheim’s Government.”
The self-described cabal arranged retreats for power brokers and held so much sway
that the political consultant drafted a script about a bond measure — with input from
Ament and a person identified as an employee of Company A — for a City Council
member to use at a March 2021 meeting, then mocked his delivery.
“[Elected Official 1] reads your script so poorly,” the employee of Company A wrote in a
text message to the political consultant intercepted by the FBI.
“Lol,” the consultant responded. “He doesn’t practice.”
Adkins, the FBI agent, described the political consultant as a “principal partner” of a
public affairs firm that used the same office building as the Anaheim Chamber of
Commerce. Those details match Jeff Flint, the chief executive and senior partner at FSB
Public Affairs, which has an office in the same building as the chamber. Flint has
represented Angels owner Arte Moreno and Disneyland Resort.
In a statement Wednesday, Flint said, “I have no hesitation in saying that I firmly
believe I did nothing wrong nor illegal” but will take a leave of absence as CEO.
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State attorney general asks for hold on Angel Stadium land sale amid corruption
probe
May 16, 2022

Company A is referenced in the complaint as “an influential company located in
Anaheim,” but no other details are provided. Sidhu has not been charged. Ament has yet
to enter a plea.
Jodi Balma, political science professor at Fullerton College, said the court filings
portrayed the mayor as behaving like “Boss Tweed, this backroom, smoke-filled deal
maker.” She said anyone watching Anaheim politics wouldn’t be shocked to learn that a
“cabal” controlled the city.
Anaheim has long been known in Orange County political circles as a company town.
Disneyland Resort loomed over the city’s power structure, pouring hundreds of
thousands of dollars into campaigns to elect council members who would support
policies favorable to it.
But Anaheim is also a city of stark divides between the business elites who have the ear
of the city’s politicians, the wealthy residents who live in a heavily white and affluent
neighborhood known as Anaheim Hills, and the city’s flatlands, where the city’s more
working-class Latino population resides.
Many in the city — particularly workers who clean hotel rooms, mop the floors and work
the stands at Disneyland Resort — have long felt politically marginalized.
Much of the recent turmoil revolves around Angel Stadium. In the search warrant
affidavit, Adkins alleged that Sidhu provided confidential information to the Angels on
at least two occasions during the city’s negotiations with the team over the 150-acre
stadium property and obstructed an Orange County Grand Jury investigation into the
deal. The mayor, Adkins wrote, hoped to solicit $1 million in campaign contributions
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-05-19/fbi-probe-mayor-unelected-people-run-anaheim-angel-stadium
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from the Angels in exchange for his help. The affidavit — which shows the FBI suspects
the mayor of bribery, fraud, obstruction of justice and witness tampering — doesn’t
accuse the Angels of any wrongdoing or indicate the team knew about his plan.
When Sidhu joined the city’s negotiating team in July 2019, Adkins alleged, the
influence of cabal members “may have been used to sway the City Council vote in favor
of his appointment — and only his appointment — to the negotiating team.”
The state’s Department of Housing and Community Development issued a notice to the
city in December that the stadium deal violated the Surplus Land Act, which requires
public agencies to prioritize affordable housing, parks and open space when they sell
property. The city denied wrongdoing. As part of a stipulated settlement last month, the
city agreed to pay $96 million to create a fund to build affordable housing.
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An Orange County Superior Court judge paused the sale for 60 days on Tuesday in
response to a request by the state attorney general that made public the search warrant
targeting Sidhu. The state attorney general’s filing suggested the revelations in the
warrant could lead to the settlement being void and “new and developing information
concerning potential violations of state and federal law … are likely to be forthcoming.”
The city described the federal investigation as a “review related to the proposed sale of
Angel Stadium” in a news release Monday, then followed two days later with an unusual
release announcing that three City Council members had sent a letter to Sidhu’s
attorney seeking the mayor’s resignation because of the probe “stemming from
independent actions he may have taken” relating to the stadium deal.
“The deeply troubling issues that have come to our attention involving Mayor Sidhu ...
raise serious concerns and questions about his ability to continue as mayor of Anaheim,”
the letter to Sidhu’s attorney said.
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Commentary: After nine years, endless delays and a corruption probe, what’s next
for Angel Stadium?
2202 ,91 yaM

Sidhu, a Republican elected as mayor in 2018, uses the slogan that Anaheim is the “City
that Empowers the American Dream.” He is up for reelection in November.
The mayor learned of the federal investigation in February as part of a ruse where a
cooperating witness — Ament — gave him a fake federal grand jury subpoena seeking
communications related to the stadium deal. The affidavit showed the mayor’s growing
suspicion: “At various times, Sidhu questioned whether the federal government was
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monitoring phones and/or emails, even inquiring whether the government would need
to obtain an ‘okay from the court’ to do so.”
Control of Anaheim by this small group of insiders wasn’t always so complete.
In 2012, city leaders considered granting a $158-million bed-tax subsidy to the
developer of two four-star hotels near the resort. The deal sparked outrage among critics
who argued it was an unjustifiable giveaway of taxpayer funds. Then-Mayor Tom Tait
opposed the deal. At the time, it was seen by political observers as a remarkable break
with the usual group of insiders who moved in unity to grant deals favorable to the city’s
business leaders. For a brief time between 2016 and 2018, Tait led the council majority.
But the complaint and affidavit portray a city — known around the world for attracting
more than 25 million tourists each year — where the levers of power are still pulled by a
handful of insiders.
“I was shocked when I read the affidavit and how it described such a structured system,”
said Councilman Avelino Valencia, who believes he is the elected official characterized in
the intercepted call as a possible double agent. “I was aware that there were periodic
gatherings where conversations took place about big picture Anaheim politics, but never
did I expect it to be this sophisticated.”

CALIFORNIA

Judge pauses sale of Angel Stadium amid FBI corruption probe of Anaheim mayor
May 17, 2022

On one intercepted call, Ament and the political consultant discussed whether a council
member identified in the affidavit as “Elected Official 7" could stomach joining the
cabal. Ament brought up a group called Support Our Anaheim Resort that’s composed
of business owners, community leaders and residents that was founded with financial
backing from Disney.
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-05-19/fbi-probe-mayor-unelected-people-run-anaheim-angel-stadium

8/14

11/6/22, 12:45 PM

FBI corruption probe reveals the people who run Anaheim - Los Angeles Times

“I think this would be a lot for him to absorb in his first week [as an elected member of
the Anaheim City Council],” Ament said. “It’s kind of like when S.O.A.R. took how the
sausage was made to the S.O.A.R. Board to show them how polling works and how we
manipulate it. That’s when half of S.O.A.R. kind of went off the deep end.”
The political consultant laughed.
“We’re part of the manipulation,” Ament continued. “I think it’s too early for [Elected
Official 7] to get into this level of detail.”
Times staff writer Michael Finnegan contributed to this report.
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Anaheim Mayor Harry Sidhu resigned after FBI agents accused him in a court filing of bribery, fraud, obstruction of justice
and witness tampering in connection with the city’s $320-million sale of Angel Stadium, above, and its surrounding land.
(Genaro Molina / Los Angeles Times)
BY NATHAN FENNO, SEEMA MEHTA, ADAM ELMAHREK, GABRIEL SAN ROMÁN
MAY 23, 2022 UPDATED 8:18 PM PT

Two prominent Orange County political leaders resigned within 24 hours of each other
amid fallout from a sprawling federal public corruption investigation linked to the
proposed sale of Angel Stadium and allegations that a secretive “cabal” controlled
Anaheim’s politics.
Anaheim Mayor Harry Sidhu announced Monday that he was stepping down after being
accused of bribery, fraud, obstruction of justice and witness tampering in an affidavit
supporting a search warrant application earlier this month.
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For the record:
11:40 a.m. May 24, 2022 An earlier version of this story incorrectly listed Orange
County Supervisor Katrina Foley among the clients of Melahat Rafiei’s political firm,
Progressive Solutions Consulting.

The announcement in a two-paragraph statement from his attorney came after another
prominent figure caught up in the probe, Melahat Rafiei, announced she was stepping
down as a member of the Democratic National Committee and state party secretary.
ADVERTISING

FARFETCH - Sponsored

[TITLE]
N

⌃

Sh

Sidhu’s attorney, Paul Meyer, wrote in the statement that his client denied wrongdoing
and decided to resign “to continue to act in the best interests of Anaheim and allow this
great City to move forward without distraction.”
The resignation followed the demand by the City Council’s six other members that
Sidhu, a Republican elected in November 2018, step down.
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“What Harry Sidhu has done is reflective of a much deeper systemic problem of political
corruption and malfeasance in our city due to the undue influence of money and highpriced lobbyists,” Councilman Jose Moreno said. “Our next step is to determine how do
we make decisions and who should make decisions that the public can trust.”
ADVERTISEMENT

...~wl

'

---'ii•~--

•. .':-....._
,

-'-:

_,

CALIFORNIA

Secret retreats and a powerful ‘cabal’: Corruption probe reveals who really runs
Anaheim
May 19, 2022

FBI Special Agent Brian Adkins alleged in the search warrant affidavit that Sidhu gave
Major League Baseball’s Angels confidential information on at least two occasions
during the city’s negotiations with the team over the $320-million Angel Stadium sale —
and hoped to get a million-dollar campaign donation from the team. The affidavit also
accuses the mayor of obstructing an Orange County Grand Jury investigation into the
deal.
During a meeting in December 2021 secretly recorded by Todd Ament, the former head
of the Anaheim Chamber of Commerce who cooperated with the investigation, the
mayor discussed his upcoming reelection bid as well as the Angels: “We’ll push for them
at least have a million dollars. You know, for [Angels Representative 1] to say “no” is
bad.”
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-05-23/anaheim-mayor-harry-sidhu-resigns-corruption-probe-angel-stadium-land-sale
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The affidavit doesn’t allege wrongdoing by the Angels. Sidhu, 64, has not been charged.
“A fair and thorough investigation will prove that [Sidhu] did not leak secret
information in hopes of a later political campaign contribution,” Meyer wrote in the
statement. “The negotiations followed lawful practices used in all major business
negotiations. No closed session material, no secret information, was disclosed by Mayor
Sidhu. The government affidavit confirms that Harry never asked for a political
campaign contribution that was linked in any way to the negotiation process.”
Meanwhile, Rafiei identified herself to local media outlets as the confidential witness
referenced in an affidavit supporting a criminal complaint accusing Ament of lying to a
mortgage lender. The affidavit said the witness — identified as CW1 — was arrested in
October 2019 on a federal bribery charge, but the complaint was dismissed at the
government’s request after the witness agreed to cooperate. But no further cooperation
is expected.
“I also believe CW1 has omitted material facts to investigators throughout CW1’s
cooperation with the FBI, including additional instances where CW1 has offered to pay
bribes to elected officials,” Adkins, the FBI special agent, wrote.
In a statement, Rafiei, 44, denied wrongdoing and said she voluntarily cooperated with
the investigation because of her patriotism.
“I have never attempted to improperly influence any elected official and I am certain the
work I undertook to root out corruption was in the best interest of the people of the state
and the Democratic party,” she wrote.
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Column: Corruption scandal shows that in Anaheim politics, there are no angels
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Through the confidential witness, the search warrant affidavit said, the FBI “learned
that the City of Anaheim was tightly controlled by a small cadre of individuals, to
include Sidhu, a particular member of the Anaheim Chamber of Commerce, and others.”
Rafiei was born in Iran and left with her family, settling in San Jose in 1983. She is the
former executive director of the Orange County Democratic Party and runs Progressive
Solutions Consulting, a political firm that worked on previous or current campaigns for
Los Angeles City Councilman Kevin de León, state Sen. Lena Gonzalez, Irvine Mayor
Farrah Khan and many others.
In Anaheim, she conducted work for Sidhu’s political rival, Democrat Ashleigh Aitken,
who lost a bitterly contested race for mayor in 2018 by 478 votes. Aitken, a former
federal prosecutor, said she learned in February about Rafiei’s role in the FBI
investigation and terminated her services. “I have very strong feelings about honesty
and transparency,” said Aitken, who is again running for mayor.
Rafiei declined to comment Monday and referred The Times to her attorney, Reuben
Cahn. He said he could not comment because “there’s an ongoing investigation. There
are potential jury trials out there for Mr. Ament and others.”
Rafiei’s biography page on the California Democratic Party website, which had lauded
her for helping “get dirty money out of our state party,” was taken down Monday.
In the Ament affidavit, wiretapped phone conversations in late 2020 captured him
calling the small group of business leaders, consultants and politicians a “cabal” as they
planned a covert retreat at a local hotel. The conversations emphasized the need for
discretion and trust to “keep the family close.”
The mayor found out about the federal investigation in February 2020 when Ament,
who had started cooperating with the FBI, provided a fake federal grand jury subpoena
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seeking communications about the stadium deal as part of a government-orchestrated
ruse, according to the affidavit.
During the meeting, they discussed whether their conduct with the stadium deal broke
the law. Sidhu brought up fraud at one point: The “only time that fraud is involved, in
my opinion … [is] if there’s a money exchanged. Right?”
The deal to sell Angel Stadium and surrounding parking lots to a company controlled by
Angels owner Arte Moreno had encountered another problem. The state’s Department
of Housing and Community Development found the arrangement violated the state
Surplus Land Act, which directs public agencies to prioritize affordable housing, parks
and open space when selling property. The city denied it.

Anaheim Mayor Harry Sidhu resigned Monday amid an FBI corruption investigation into his role in the city’s negotiations
with the Angels over the sale of Angel Stadium land. (Los Angeles Times)
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-05-23/anaheim-mayor-harry-sidhu-resigns-corruption-probe-angel-stadium-land-sale
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As part of a stipulated settlement last month, the city agreed to create a fund to build
affordable housing. Critics, including some state lawmakers, have attacked the
arrangement as a “sweetheart deal” for the Angels.
After the search warrant affidavit became public, the state attorney general sought and
received a 60-day delay before an Orange County Superior Court signs off on the
agreement, saying it “may be void” and “new and developing information concerning
potential violations of state and federal law … are likely to be forthcoming.”
The Angels, however, sent a letter to Anaheim last week giving the city 25 days to grant
final approval to the deal. That doesn’t appear likely.
“In addition to what has come to light in the affidavits, the mayor’s resignation just
further strengthens the argument for needing to terminate the deal,” Councilman
Avelino Valencia said Monday.
Sidhu, the first person of color to serve as Anaheim’s mayor, used a slogan,
“Empowering the American Dream,” that in many ways describes his personal story. He
came to the U.S. from India in 1974, became a citizen in 1979, worked as an engineer,
then built a small business empire in Orange County before entering politics.
The mayor had been running for reelection in November. Whether the campaign will
continue isn’t clear. His website — HarrySidhuforMayor.com — showcased smiling
photos of the mayor with people across Anaheim and touted his achievements. One
photo of Sidhu in his office featured two words in large type: “Ethics. Principled.”
By Monday evening, the website was offline.
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Disney power broker is part of a ‘cabal’ pulling the strings in Anaheim, FBI records show

Save

Sleeping Beauty’s Castle in Disneyland Resort in Anaheim. (Jay L. Clendenin/Los Angeles Times)
BY ADAM ELMAHREK, NATHAN FENNO, GABRIEL SAN ROMÁN
MAY 24, 2022 4:46 PM PT
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An FBI affidavit made public last week identified an employee of an influential, unnamed company as being a key

participant in a “cabal” steering Anaheim’s government.
The employee of the firm, called “Company A” in the affidavit that’s part of a ------federal public corruption
probe, helped
---script a statement read by an elected official before the City Council voted to issue bonds and provided input on whom to
invite to a covert retreat for community powerbrokers.
Company A is Disneyland Resort, according to a person familiar with the investigation, and the employee is Disneyland
Resort Director of External Affairs Carrie Nocella.
Though neither the company nor Nocella have been accused of wrongdoing, their connection to the wide-ranging
investigation that led to Harry Sidhu resigning as Anaheim mayor Monday underscores the immense influence the
company wields in the city of 350,000 with a budget fueled by millions of visitors each year to the Disneyland Resort.
ADVERTISING
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An FBI corruption probe revealed who really runs Anaheim. Read our full coverage
May 19, 2022

The company has long played a dominant role in Anaheim politics. Some current and former council members, local
activists and a past mayor say Disneyland Resort has parlayed its influence into lucrative tax breaks at the expense of city
residents and bankrolled friendly politicians with generous campaign donations. Disney has pushed back against such
criticism, arguing that the resort provides the city with an important economic engine and is a job creator.
But the court filing provides an unusually detailed look inside how the company works to shape events away from public
view.
Councilman Jose Moreno said Disneyland’s influence over the city was obvious to anyone paying attention.
“That would be the worst kept secret in town,” he said.
In response to questions from The Times about its identification as Company A, Disney said in a statement that, “We
have seen media reports of the complaint and no authorities have reached out to us about it.” Nocella, who deleted her
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-05-24/disney-power-broker-anaheim-cabal-fbi-records-shows
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accusing Todd Ament, the former head of the Anaheim Chamber of Commerce, of lying to a mortgage lender.

Company A came to light in a 99-page affidavit by FBI Special Agent Brian Adkins in support of a criminal complaint

Facebook and Instagram accounts last week, declined to comment.
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Anaheim City Council votes unanimously to halt the sale of Angel Stadium
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scheduled to run from 9 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. at the JW Marriott in Anaheim with a “social hour to follow upon conclusion.”

The subject line for the email invitation to the gathering from Ament’s assistant read: “Retreat 12/2020.” The event was

he’s got competing pressures.”

But, um, [Elected Official 2’s], you know, I think he’s on the team, but he’s just gonna take some management because

first one we’ll kinda keep things big picture and stick with um, with, um, [Elected Official 4] and [Elected Official 3]. …

“No, I talked about it with Todd [Ament] and [Company A Employee],” the political consultant said. “We felt like for this

Elected Official 1, the politician asked if two colleagues had been invited to the retreat.

During a wiretapped phone call on Nov. 30, 2020, between the consultant and an Anaheim politician identified as

denied doing anything wrong.

who has represented Disneyland Resort. Flint, who announced last week that he was taking a leave of absence as CEO,

Details about the consultant in the affidavit match Jeff Flint, chief executive and senior partner at FSB Public Affairs,

alleged Company A Employee provided input to Ament and the political consultant about who to invite.

In advance of a secretive gathering of Anaheim business leaders, consultants and politicians in December 2020, Adkins

The affidavit described Company A Employee — Nocella — as one of the group’s ringleaders “to some extent.”

or soon to be pending, before the Anaheim City Council,” Adkins wrote.

who met in person to discuss strategy surrounding several matters within Anaheim — matters that were often pending,

The agent wrote that Ament and an unnamed political consultant “were the ring leaders of a small group of individuals
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Anaheim City Councilmen Stephen Faessel and Trevor O’Neil along with City Manager Jim Vanderpool have publicly
acknowledged attending the retreat.
“As I remember, the major focus of this meeting was on how to get our economy back open, our residents back to work,
the distribution of essential products,” Faessel said. “This was exactly the kind of meeting you would have expected City
leadership to have at that moment. Sadly, I’ve read with serious concern how this meeting has been depicted. Apparently
others may have gone into this with a different perspective than I did.”
The intercepted phone calls detailed in the affidavit depicted the meeting as anything but ordinary, as organizers fixated
on including trustworthy people — “family members only” and keeping “the family close” — while debating whether to
invite a City Council member described as a possible “double agent.” Ament, at one point, called the group a “cabal.”
According to the affidavit, Nocella and Elected Official 1 were scheduled to attend the retreat.
Almost four months later, Adkins wrote, the political consultant drafted a script about issuing bonds — with input from
Company A Employee and Ament — for Elected Official 1 to read at the City Council meeting on March 23, 2021. The
item authorized up to $210 million in bonds to make up for pandemic-related revenue shortfalls.
Hours before the meeting, the political consultant texted the assistant for Elected Official 1: Company A “asked to delete
reference to [Company A’s parking lot]. Will send to you.”
Sidhu, then mayor, was the only elected official who spoke extensively on that agenda item during the meeting before it
passed. Reading from prepared remarks, he referenced Disney in glowing terms: “I believe Disney will continue to invest
in Anaheim, strengthening our destination and ensuring Anaheim remains the long-term premier tourist attraction of
the West Coast.”
But Company A Employee wasn’t impressed, texting the political consultant that the mayor “reads your script so poorly,”
according to the affidavit.
“Lol,” the political consultant replied. “He doesn’t practice.”

CALIFORNIA

Secret retreats and a powerful ‘cabal’: Corruption probe reveals who really runs Anaheim
May 19, 2022

Sidhu was linked to the scandal in a separate affidavit in support of a search warrant by Adkins that became public last
week. It alleged he gave Major League Baseball’s Angels confidential information on at least two occasions during the
city’s negotiations with the team over the $320-million sale of Angel Stadium — and hoped to get a million-dollar
campaign donation from the team. Sidhu denied wrongdoing. He has not been charged.
In a statement Monday announcing the resignation, Sidhu’s attorney, Paul Meyer, wrote: “A fair and thorough
investigation will prove that [Sidhu] did not leak secret information in the hopes of a later campaign contribution.”
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-05-24/disney-power-broker-anaheim-cabal-fbi-records-shows
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Disneyland Resort has long enjoyed the benefits of its relationship with Anaheim’s government.
City leaders agreed in 1996 to issue $510 million in bonds to finance, among other projects, construction of the $108million Mickey & Friends parking structure. The resort keeps the parking revenue, and Anaheim will transfer ownership
of the garage to Disney once the bonds and $1.1 billion in interest are paid off.
In 2015, the City Council approved shielding Disneyland from any potential
tax on ticket sales for 45--years, a massive
-------revenue stream that could have generated an estimated $1 billion or more in revenue for the city. Disneyland promised
Star Wars: Galaxy’s Edge expansion — which opened in 2019 — and another major project in the
to build the park’s-------future. City officials granted the company a $267-million tax rebate in 2016 for a luxury hotel.
Disneyland abandoned the hotel project in 2018 and asked the City Council to cancel its 45-year ticket sales tax
protection. The resort did so as city voters were set to approve a measure requiring any resort business receiving
subsidies to pay its workers a living wage.

CALIFORNIA

Anaheim mayor resigns amid corruption probe into his role in Angel Stadium land sale
May 23, 2022

At the same time, Disney has directed significant campaign funds to influence city politics. The company contributed
$1.3 million in 2021 to the Support Our Anaheim Resort political action committee, a group composed of business
owners, community leaders and residents, according to campaign finance filings for the non-election year.
In a profile on the University of the Pacific’s website in March, Nocella, who graduated from the McGeorge School of Law
in 2002, recalled working at Disneyland Resort in high school and college long before assuming her current role.
“The best part about my job is being able to sit down with an elected official or a policymaker and share with them our
position on certain issues and what we’re doing in their communities,” Nocella said. “That’s important to be successful.”
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City of Anaheim
Office of the City Clerk
200 S. Anaheim Blvd., Suite 217
Anaheim, CA 92805
(714) 765-5166 • fax (714) 765-4105
www.anaheim.net

Request for Public Records

STEP 1: COMPLETE all fields on this form. This form is to facilitate and expedite the processing of your public records request.
Describe identifiable records in the possession of the City; your request must be sufficiently focused and specific to
allow the City to locate the requested record(s).
STEP 2: SUBMIT completed form by mail, fax, email or in person to Custodian of Records, Office of the City Clerk,
200 S. Anaheim Blvd. (714) 765-5166; tbass@anaheim.net fax: (714) 765-4105
STEP 3: WAIT to receive an invoice for responsive records. The City shall determine within 10-days from receipt of a public
records request, whether the request, in whole or in part, seeks copies of discloseable public records in possession of
the City [GC 6253(c)]. Please note that if you are requesting the opportunity to inspect records, you will be requested
to make an appointment to return at a later date/time to view the documents.
Charges for the direct cost of duplication will apply. Documents will not be copied until payment has been received. If
payment is not received within 10 days after invoice is sent, you may be required to submit a new request. Please see
backside for additional information.
REQUESTER INFORMATION

Full Name:

Nathan Fenno
Los Angeles Times

Company Name:
(Mailing) Address:
Phone number:

Date: 5/26/22 6:50 PM

2300 E Imperial Highway

City/State/Zip Code:

213-258-7974

900245

Email: nathan.fenno@latimes.com

Preferred method of contact in the event of questions:
Email
DESCRIPTION OF REQUESTED RECORD(S): (Describe the specific public record(s) e.g., date, type, time period covering documents requested etc)
Good day:
Under California’s Public Records Act (CPRA), the Los Angeles Times requests:
1) All emails and telephonic text messages Harry Sidhu sent to or received from Todd Ament, Jeff Flint, Carrie Nocella, or Pang Yang since
April 1, 2021. The request includes, but is not limited, to any personal email accounts, such as harry@harrysidhu.com, or personal
telephonic text messaging accounts used by Sidhu to conduct government business.
2) All emails and telephonic text messages Annie Mezzacappa sent to or received from Todd Ament, Jeff Flint, Carrie Nocella, or Pang
Yang since April 1, 2021. The request includes, but is not limited, to any personal email or telephonic text messaging accounts used by
Mezzacappa to conduct government business.
I request this information be provided electronically via email attachment.

The information entered to request for public records is continued on succeeding page(s)
I understand that I will be contacted once documents have been identified. If production of records is requested, an estimated cost will be
provided to me and I agree that I will be required to submit payment for duplication costs (and mailing) prior to the production of the
requested documents.

□

I wish to inspect City records

□

Will Pick-Up Records

X
□

Please Mail

Electronically Signed/Submitted 5/26/22 6:50 PM
SIGNATURE OF REQUESTER
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City of Anaheim
Office of the City Clerk
200 S. Anaheim Blvd., Suite 217
Anaheim, CA 92805
(714) 765-5166 • fax (714) 765-4105
www.anaheim.net

Request for Public Records

DESCRIPTION OF REQUESTED RECORD(S)-Continuation
This information is being sought on behalf of The Times for dissemination to the general public in the process of newsgathering and I
request any fees be waived as this request involves a matter of public interest.
The California Public Records Act requires a response within 10 days. If access to the records I am requesting will take longer, please
contact me with information about when I might expect copies or the ability to inspect the requested records.
If my request is denied in whole or part, I ask you justify all deletions by reference to specific exemptions in the CPRA.
Thanks for your assistance.
Sincerely,
Nathan Fenno
Reporter
Los Angeles Times
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Todd Ament, the former head of the Anaheim Chamber of Commerce, shown at lectern, has agreed to plead guilty in an
ongoing Orange County corruption scandal. (Gabriel San Roman / Los Angeles Times)
BY NATHAN FENNO, ADAM ELMAHREK, GABRIEL SAN ROMÁN
JUNE 9, 2022 2:48 PM PT

Todd Ament, the former head of the Anaheim Chamber of Commerce, has agreed to a
plea bargain in connection with a wide-ranging Orange County political corruption
scandal.
According to a filing Thursday in U.S. District Court in Santa Ana, Ament will plead
guilty to submitting a false tax return, lying to a mortgage lender and two counts of wire
fraud.
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The agreement requires Ament to fully cooperate with the government — including
testifying before grand juries and at trials — and pay almost $250,000 in back taxes.
ADVERTISEMENT

Ament’s attorney, Salvatore Ciulla, didn’t immediately respond to requests for
comment.
Ament was charged last month with lying to a mortgage lender during the purchase of a
$1.5-million home in Big Bear. The 99-page affidavit in support of the complaint
contained a host of other allegations, including his participation in a self-described
“cabal” that steered Anaheim’s government.
The affidavit described Ament and an unnamed political consultant — details match Jeff
Flint, chief executive and senior partner at FSB Public Affairs — as “the ring leaders of a
small group of individuals who met in person to discuss strategy surrounding several
matters within Anaheim — matters that were often pending, or soon to be pending,
before the Anaheim City Council.”

CALIFORNIA

Disney power broker is part of a ‘cabal’ pulling the strings in Anaheim, FBI records
show
May 24, 2022

https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-06-09/anaheim-disney-angels-fbi-investigation-chamber-todd-ament

3/11

11/8/22, 5:14 PM

'Cabal' ringleader pleads guilty in Anaheim corruption case - Los Angeles Times

The affidavit also referenced Company A Employee — Disneyland Resort Director of
External Affairs Carrie Nocella, according to a person familiar with the investigation —
as one of the ringleaders “to some extent.”
The initial charge against Ament came a day after a federal search warrant affidavit
targeting Anaheim Mayor Harry Sidhu was made public. That affidavit accused the
mayor of divulging confidential information to the Angels during the team’s
negotiations with the city over the $320-million sale of Angel Stadium in hopes of
receiving a million-dollar campaign donation and obstructing an Orange County grand
jury investigation into the deal.
Sidhu resigned following the release of the affidavit and the City Council scuttled the
stadium sale. The former mayor has not been charged and his attorney, Paul Meyer, has
denied any wrongdoing by his client.
In the plea agreement, Ament admits to having “devised and participated in a scheme to
defraud” an unnamed cannabis company of $225,000 by representing the money would
be used by the Chamber of Commerce to create a task force and lobby the city to allow
cannabis to be sold.

CALIFORNIA

An FBI corruption probe revealed who really runs Anaheim. Read our full coverage
May 19, 2022

The agreement outlined another plot in which Ament received $61,000 from the Small
Business Administration “by falsely representing that he would use the proceeds as
working capital to alleviate economic injury caused by the COVID-19 pandemic” in
2020. The money went to an Ament-controlled firm, TA Consulting, that the
government said had “no substantial operations or employees.” Ament spent the
proceeds on personal expenses at “suit stores, retail clothing stores, and retail boat
dealers.”
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-06-09/anaheim-disney-angels-fbi-investigation-chamber-todd-ament
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Additionally, the plea bargain said, Ament filed false tax returns in 2017, 2018 and 2019
that underreported his income.
Guidelines for offenses charged at this level call for 37 to 46 months in federal prison.
The agreement notes that the government will recommend Ament be sentenced to “no
higher than the low end” of the guidelines.
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City of Anaheim
OFFICE OF THE CITYATTORNEY

June 14, 2022

Nathan F enno
Los Angeles Times
2300 E. Imperial Highway
El Segundo, CA 90245

Re:

Sent Via Email Transmission to:
Nathan.fenno 1atimes.com

Public Records Act Request (Gov. Code § 6250, et seq.)
Request No. 05202022-2

Dear Mr. Fenno:
The City of Anaheim ("City") received your Public Records Act request dated
May 20, 2022. Therein, you seek a copy of the following records:
"1) All emails and telephonic text messages Mayor Harry Sidhu sent
to or received from Jeff Flint between March 1, 2021, and March
31, 2021. The request includes, but is not limited, to any personal
email accounts, such as harry@harrysidhu.com, or personal
telephonic text messaging accounts used to conduct government
business.
2) All emails and telephonic text messages Mayor Harry Sidhu sent
to or received from Carrie Nocella between March 1, 2021, and
March 31, 2021. The request includes, but is not limited, to any
personal email accounts, such as harry@harrysidhu.com, or
personal telephonic text messaging accounts used to conduct
government business.
3) All emails and telephonic text messages Annie Mezzacappa sent
to or received from Jeff Flint between March 1, 2021, and March
31, 2021. The request includes, but is not limited, to any personal
email or telephonic text messaging accounts used to conduct
government business.
4) All emails and telephonic text messages Annie Mezzacappa sent
to or received from Carrie Nocella between March 1, 2021, and
March 31, 2021. The request includes, but is not limited, to any
personal email or telephonic text messaging accounts used to
conduct government business."
Despite a diligent search, to date the City is unable to locate records that fall
within the scope of your request. We are continuing our search efforts and should
records become available, you will be notified.
200 S. AnaheimBlvd.,Suite356
Anaheim,California92805
TEL (714) 765-5169
FAX (714) 765-5123
www.anaheim.net

Mr. Nathan Fenno
June 14, 2022
Page2
Should you have any questions, please contact Jennifer Hall in the City Clerk's office or
the undersigned. Thank you for your kind cooperation in this regard.
Sincerely,
ROBERT FABELA, CITY ATTORNEY

By~

~

Deputy City Attorney
cc: Jennifer Hall, City Clerk
Theresa Bass, City Clerk
146134
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City of Anaheim
OFFICE OF THE CITYATTORNEY

June 20, 2022

Nathan Fenno
Los Angeles Times
2300 E. Imperial Highway
El Segundo, CA 90245

Re:

Sent Via Email Transmission to:
Nathan. fenno(iilatimes.com

Public Records Act Request (Gov. Code§ 6250, et seq.)
Request No. 05272022-2

Dear Mr. Fenno:
The City of Anaheim ("City") received your recent Public Records Act
request on May 27, 2022_ Therein you seek a copy of the following records:
"l) All emails and telephonic text messages Harry Sidhu sent to or received
from Todd Ament, Jeff Flint, Carrie Nocella, or Pang Yang since April 1, 2021. The
request includes, but is not limited, to any personal email accounts, such as
harry@harrysidhu.com, or personal telephonic text messaging accounts used by
Sidhu to conduct government business.
2) All emails and telephonic text messages Annie Mezzacappa sent to or
received from Todd Ament, Jeff Flint, Carrie Nocella, or Pang Yang since April 1,
2021. The request includes, but is not limited, to any personal email or telephonic
text messaging accounts used by Mezzacappa to conduct government business."
Please note that certain records, or portions thereof, that are otherwise
responsive to your request may be redacted and/or withheld from production if the
information they contain falls within exemptions to the Public Records Act including,
without limitation, the following:
• The records may contain personal contact information ( Gov_ Code §
6255(a)); and/or
• The records may be subject to the public interest exemption (Gov. Code
§6255).
Pursuant to the aforementioned exemptions, and subject to them, the City has
identified records responsive to your request. Please contact Jennifer Hall in the City
Clerk's office to arrange for payment and production of the records. If arrangements
to produce or inspect records are not made within 20 days from the date of this letter,
you may be required to submit a new request.

200 S. AnaheimBlvd.,Suite356
Anaheim,California92805
TEL (714) 765-5169
FAX (714) 765-5123
www.anaheim.net

Mr. Nathan Fenno
June 20, 2022
Page2
Should you have any questions, please contact Jennifer Hall in the City Clerk's office or
the undersigned. Thank you for your kind cooperation in this regard.
Sincerely,
ROBERT FABELA, CITY ATTORNEY

cc: Jennifer Hall, City Clerk
Theresa Bass, City Clerk
146168
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How Disney, a mayor and a 'cabal' gained power over Anaheim - Los Angeles Times

Deep-pocketed corporate interests — Disneyland Resort chief among them — poured campaign money into the 2018
election in Anaheim, helping elect a mayor and two council members who were friendly toward big business and restoring
the influence of a small, secretive group that had significant influence over City Hall. (Joshua Sudock)
BY NATHAN FENNO, ADAM ELMAHREK, GABRIEL SAN ROMÁN
JUNE 24, 2022 5 AM PT
FOR SUBSCRIBERS

Inside the 3,000-square-foot suite on the top floor of the Disneyland Hotel’s Fantasy
Tower, Harry Sidhu beamed as he surveyed the small group of Anaheim business
leaders, consultants and politicians celebrating their return to power.
Results from a bruising election filled the big-screen television behind the future mayor
that night as supporters sipped wine and laughed amid red, white and blue balloons and
small American flags.
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“Anaheim’s future is going to be bright going forward from here,” Sidhu told the group
in a video of the event reviewed by The Times. “We are open for business!”
ADVERTISEMENT

Cheers filled the Blue Sky Suite, decorated with Midcentury Modern furniture and
vintage renderings of Tomorrowland. Optimism flowed through impromptu speeches by
Sidhu and two victorious councilmen like the flood of big-business cash that drove their
campaigns.
Left unspoken amid the applause, however, was that this November 2018 night also
heralded the return of a small, secretive group of individuals who pulled the strings at
Anaheim City Hall. They would steer policy, receive contracts from the city and script
remarks by the mayor. One member called it a “cabal” in a conversation intercepted by
the FBI.
Hundreds of pages of campaign finance records, city documents, emails and interviews
show how deep-pocketed corporate interests — Disneyland Resort chief among them —
regained influence over Orange County’s most populous city, where a sprawling federal
political corruption investigation has thrown the home of the self-described “Happiest
Place on Earth” into turmoil.

CALIFORNIA

An FBI corruption probe revealed who really runs Anaheim. Read our full coverage
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How Disney, a mayor and a 'cabal' gained power over Anaheim - Los Angeles Times
May 19, 2022

Sidhu resigned as mayor last month after being accused in a search warrant affidavit of
a slew of misdeeds in connection with a now-dead deal for the city to sell Angel Stadium.
Todd Ament, the former Anaheim Chamber of Commerce head who secretly recorded
meetings with Sidhu at the direction of the FBI, agreed to plead guilty to four felonies as
part of a deal with prosecutors. He was a cabal ringleader, the FBI alleged in a different
affidavit, along with political consultant Jeff Flint, who has represented Disneyland
Resort and the owner of the Angels. The FBI described Carrie Nocella, Disneyland
Resort’s director of external affairs, as one of the group’s other ringleaders “to some
extent.”
Neither the company nor Nocella has been accused of wrongdoing by federal
authorities.
All of them were at the suite on election night. As Sidhu finished his remarks — most
read from a sheet of paper held close to his face — he pledged “red carpet treatment” for
anyone doing business in Anaheim.
“The last few years you have seen the anti-big corporation, you have seen the antiteams,” the future mayor told the supporters. “Guess what? It’s about time as a mayor
and a new council we’re all going to get together … to make Anaheim shine again.”
◆◆◆
Two years before the Disneyland Hotel celebration, the cabal’s influence had faded in
the city of 350,000, where high-powered business interests had long held sway.
Though Tom Tait had been elected mayor in 2010 with the strong backing of Disneyland
Resort and its allies, he surprised many when he began fighting against corporate
subsidies. In 2015, he opposed a vote by the council to exempt Disneyland Resort from
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-06-24/disney-orange-county-anaheim-cabal-gain-power
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admissions taxes for 45 years. By the next year, Tait had built a majority on the council
to oppose corporate tax breaks.
Meanwhile, the resort’s campaign spending mushroomed from several thousand dollars
in 2006. A confrontation over affordable housing led to the formation of the Disneybacked advocacy group Support Our Anaheim Resort Area, or SOAR. By 2016, the resort
was pouring more than $1 million into City Council elections, campaign finance records
show.
With Tait unable to run in 2018 because of term limits, Disneyland Resort and its allies
invested more than $2 million in the pivotal campaign to elect Sidhu and secure a
council majority — in addition to $300,000 from the resort opposing a ballot measure
to increase the minimum wage at hospitality companies that received city subsidies.
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“It felt like there was an arrangement between these very powerful vested interests,”
said Ashleigh Aitken, an attorney and former federal prosecutor who lost the race for
mayor, a nonpartisan position, by fewer than 500 votes. “When the [political action
committee] money started pouring in, it was relentless.”
Disney gave $1.2 million to the PAC run by SOAR in 2018, accounting for all but about
$6,800 of the money the group received that year. The PAC, in turn, spent almost $1.1
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-06-24/disney-orange-county-anaheim-cabal-gain-power
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million supporting three council candidates: Jordan Brandman and Trevor O’Neil, who
won their races, and Mitch Caldwell, who lost.
“We believe it is important to Anaheim’s future to support organizations and candidates
who support business growth and the continued development of the Resort District,
which helps to create jobs and ensures a strong local economy and vibrant community,”
Disneyland Resort said in a statement.
The Anaheim Chamber of Commerce PAC — which received $49,000 from Disney —
put $237,000 behind Sidhu. He benefited from more than $630,000 in independent
expenditures, while Aitken faced opposition bankrolled in large part by hotel
developers.
The Anaheim/Orange County Hotel & Lodging Assn. PAC invested more than $107,000
targeting Aitken through advertisements and mailers, while the Lincoln Club of Orange
County State PAC chipped in nearly $97,000 to go after her. A mailer paid for by the
group pictured an open pair of handcuffs and claimed Aitken backed a judge who had
reduced the prison sentence of a child molester. The Lodging Assn., which started a
website called “Out of Touch Ashleigh Aitken,” echoed the allegation in social media
advertisements. It wasn’t true.
Sidhu’s campaign pushed another advertisement blasting Aitken’s support of needle
exchange programs: “Stop needles … stop Aitken.”
It all led to Sidhu’s victorious speech in the Blue Sky Suite. He was going to become the
first person of color to become mayor in a town where the Ku Klux Klan briefly took
control of the City Council in 1924.
After emigrating from India to the U.S. in 1974 — Sidhu liked to note that he arrived
with $6 in his pocket — he fashioned a uniquely American story. He worked as a janitor,
earned an engineering degree and built a small-business empire of fast-food restaurants
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-06-24/disney-orange-county-anaheim-cabal-gain-power

6/17

11/8/22, 5:18 PM

How Disney, a mayor and a 'cabal' gained power over Anaheim - Los Angeles Times

that led to his buying a 3.5-acre estate in Anaheim Hills and a 41-foot yacht called the
Taj Mahal.
“I’m going to make sure the American dream continues to be in Anaheim,” he told the
supporters.
SOAR Executive Director Jill Kanzler said the group’s nonprofit arm, not the PAC,
hosted the event in a ballroom and the suite. She declined to say how much it cost.

CALIFORNIA

Disney power broker is part of a ‘cabal’ pulling the strings in Anaheim, FBI records
show
May 24, 2022

The two victorious councilmen addressed the group in the suite. “Tom Tait has had his
last hurrah,” O’Neil said to loud cheers.
Brandman looked around the room for someone in particular.
“Carrie, where are you?” he asked supporters, searching for Nocella, the Disney power
broker.
Nocella ducked behind a lobbyist who headed the lodging association and its PAC.
“Thank you for hosting us today,” Brandman told Nocella.
◆◆◆
During the suite speech, the new mayor called Major League Baseball’s Angels one of
Anaheim’s pillars — along with Disneyland Resort and the National Hockey League’s
Ducks — and pledged to strengthen them.
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-06-24/disney-orange-county-anaheim-cabal-gain-power
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“If you take any of the pillars away, where do you think Anaheim will be?” Sidhu said.
“That’s exactly what [opponents] are trying to do, destroy the pillars of Anaheim. In my
time, for the next four or eight years, it will not happen.”
The difference in the new regime became apparent to then-City Manager Chris Zapata
shortly after the election. The new mayor handed him a one-page timeline for
completing negotiations to sell Angel Stadium and the surrounding parking lots to a
company controlled by Angels owner Arte Moreno.
The timeline, Zapata told The Times, called for the sale to be completed in six months.
The city manager was stunned, believing it to be impossibly fast for a deal worth $320
million that had the potential to reshape a significant part of the city.
“When he handed it to me, I told him this ain’t going to work,” Zapata said.
A week or two later, Zapata saw Ament, the head of the Chamber of Commerce. “You
don’t like my schedule?” Ament blurted out.

ANGELS
FOR SUBSCRIBERS

Commentary: The wild story of how Anaheim’s leaders bungled the Angels
Stadium deal and betrayed their city
May 23, 2022

“At that point I said, ‘That’s not the mayor’s schedule, it’s your schedule,’” Zapata said.
In January 2019, the council voted on a change to the Angel Stadium lease. At the time,
the city issued a news release presenting the change as “a one-year stadium lease
extension.” But the agreement approved by the council actually granted Moreno the
right to keep his team at the stadium for as long as an additional 19 years without the
Angels giving up anything in return.
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During the State of the City luncheon speech in March 2019, Sidhu touted his work with
the Angels: “I reached out to the team’s owner … to see what we could do to keep the
team here, unlock the potential of the land around the stadium and craft a plan that
benefits our city and our residents.”
He praised Disneyland Resort. He praised the Chamber of Commerce. He praised
investment by hotel companies.
“We aim for nothing less than a new Golden Age for Anaheim,” Sidhu told the crowd.
A PDF of the speech was uploaded to the city of Anaheim’s website. The metadata for
the file listed the author: Political consultant Jeff Flint. He did not respond to requests
for comment.
In April 2019, the City Council approved giving $250,000 to a newly formed nonprofit
called Anaheim First. The group — described as a partnership among the Chamber of
Commerce, Visit Anaheim and the Anaheim Community Foundation — was part of an
initiative Sidhu touted in the speech to invest $250 million in the city’s neighborhoods
over the next decade.
Metadata from the PDF files for the staff report supporting the expenditure, and the
council resolution showed the same author for each one: Ament’s executive assistant at
the chamber. Though Anaheim First’s website described it as a “grass-roots”
organization, the initial IRS filing in 2019 listed it at the same address as the chamber
and Ament as the chief executive.

CALIFORNIA
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At Sidhu’s request, the Chamber of Commerce received a $425,000 contract in June
2019 for the city to be the lead sponsor of events like the State of the City luncheon and
placing full-page advertisements in the chamber’s magazine as part of a marketing
program.
The money continued flowing in March 2020 when the council approved Sidhu’s plan to
direct $6.5 million in federal coronavirus relief funds to Visit Anaheim to “support the
relaunch of tourism marketing.” Disneyland Resort, however, didn’t reopen until April
2021.
At Sidhu’s recommendation, the council in August 2020 greenlighted giving an
additional $500,000 to the Chamber of Commerce for a “shop local” initiative.
The Angel Stadium deal continued to move forward. In July 2019, for example, the City
Council approved Sidhu’s proposal to appoint himself as the group’s sole negotiator.
According to the affidavit in support of the Sidhu search warrant by FBI special agent
Brian Adkins, the agency intercepted communications by Ament, Flint, several City
Council members and the mayor that showed the “cabal” wielding power over the
council.
“As a result, I believe such influence may have been used to sway the City Council vote
in favor of his appointment — and only his appointment — to the negotiating team,”
Adkins wrote.
The affidavit also accused Sidhu of providing confidential information about the
stadium sale to the Angels on at least two occasions. The team hasn’t been accused of
any wrongdoing.
Even with the mayor negotiating, the Chamber of Commerce kept pushing. Facebook
records show that advertisements on the platform in 2019 for a group called Keep the
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-06-24/disney-orange-county-anaheim-cabal-gain-power
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Angels — touted as a grass-roots effort to retain the team in Anaheim — were paid for by
the chamber. An emailed “Call to Action” from the chamber in May 2020 before a City
Council meeting urged recipients to send a form letter to elected officials: “We need
your help to make sure the City Council hears your sentiment to Keep the Angels in
Anaheim.”
But Ament was secretly recording conversations for the FBI since at least October 2021.
During one of the sessions, according to the search warrant affidavit, Sidhu suggested he
would push the Angels for a million-dollar campaign contribution when the stadium
deal concluded. Sidhu hasn’t been charged and, through his attorney, has denied any
misconduct.
Sidhu resigned last month. Flint went on leave from his companies. Ament took the plea
bargain.
The jubilant gathering in the Disneyland Hotel suite more than 3½ years ago signaled
that big business had reclaimed power in Anaheim.
But no one in the Blue Sky Suite — an homage to Walt Disney’s optimistic view of the
future — could have known what was coming: In less than a year, the FBI would be
investigating the cabal.
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EXHIBIT O

Lauren Torres
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Annie Mezzacappa
Wednesday, May 4, 2022 1:13 PM
Maggie Solorio
Lauren Torres; Pang Yang; Kathleen Enge
MAYOR NOT AVAILABLE Re: INVITATION: Ribbon Cutting
at 3:00 p.m.

Importance:

High

I Calaca Mamas - Fri, May 27

Hi Everyone: Unfortunately, Mayor is "NOT' available and unable to attend this "Calaca Mamas Restaurant" Ribbon
Cutting Event on Fri., May 27 @ 3 pm.
Please confirm receipt.
Best,

An.rn:e,
Annie Mezzacappa
Chief of Staff
to Anaheim Mayor Harry 5. Sidhu, P.E.
Cell:
amezzacappa@anaheim.net

From: Maggie Solorio <MSolorio@anaheim.net>
Sent: Tuesday, May 3, 2022 3:56 PM
Cc: Lauren Torres <LTorres@anaheim.net>
Subject: FW: INVITATION: Ribbon Cutting I Calaca Mamas - Fri, May 27 at 3:00 p.m.

Hello Mayor and Council Members,
Please sec invitation below and let me know if you would like to attend.
Best regards.
MaggieSolorio
Executive Coordinator
City Manager's Office

I City

of Anaheim

200 S Anaheim Blvd #733 I Anaheim, CA
Phone 714.765.5165 I Fax 714.765.5164

I 92805

From: Pang Yang <pang@anaheimchamber.org>
Sent: Tuesday, May 3, 2022 3:52 PM

To: Lauren Torres <LTorres@anaheim.net>

Cc: Kathleen Enge <kathleen@anaheimchamber.org>; Maggie Solorio <MSolorio@anaheim.net>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] INVITATION: Ribbon Cutting I Calaca Mamas
\Yarning: This email originated from outside the City of Anaheim. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the message.

Hi Lauren:
We hope the Mayor, Council Members, City Manager and Economic Development Director can join
the Anaheim Chamber as we celebrate the ribbon cutting of Calaca Mamas Restaurant.
Please join us on Friday, May 27th for their grand opening at 3:00 pm in the resort district.
WHAT:

Ribbon Cutting

I Calaca

WHEN:

Friday, May 27, 2022
3:00 - 5:00 PM
3:30 PM I Ribbon Cutting

WHERE:

1550 S Harbor Blvd
Anaheim, CA 92802

Mamas

Let me know if they would like to attend.
Sincerely,
Pang Yang
pang@anaheimchamber.org
Anaheim Chamber of Commerce
2099 S. State College Blvd, Ste. 650
Anaheim, CA 92806
Office (714) 758-0222 Ext. 102

ANAHEIM
CHAMBER
OF COMMERCE
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Lauren Torres
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Annie Mezzacappa
Wednesday, May 4, 2022 1:17 PM
Maggie Solorio
Lauren Torres; Pang Yang; Kathleen Enge; Elizabeth Matamoros; Harry Sidhu (Mayor)
MAYOR WILL ATTEND Re: Ribbon Cutting HOLD I Veteran Air on Thurs, May 12
between 12:00 and 3:00 pm

Importance:

High

Hi Everyone: Confirming that Mayor Sidhu "WILL" attend the Veteran Air Ribbon Cutting on Thurs. May 12.
Please provide exact time when available.
Lauren: Please place HOLD for now between 12 - 3 pm, and "cc" you, me and Elizabeth.
Please acknowledge receipt and many thanks.
Best,

Anrn::e,
Annie Mezzacappa
Chief of Staff
to Anaheim Mayor Harry S. Sidhu, P.E.
Cell:
amezzacappa@anaheim.net
From: Maggie Solorio <MSolorio@anaheim.net>
Sent: Tuesday, May 3, 2022 4:09 PM
Subject: FW: Ribbon Cutting HOLD I Veteran Air on Thurs, May 12 between 12:00 and 3:00 pm

Mayor and Council Members,
Please see request for ribbon cutting hold below.

The time of Ribbon Cutting has not yet been determined

expected to commence between 12:00 and 3:00 PM on Thursday, May 12. A follow-up
the time has been confirmed.
Best regards,

MaggieSolorio
Executive Coordinator
City Manager's Office

I

City of Anaheim
I 92805

200 S Anaheim Blvd #733 I Anaheim. CA
Phone 714.765.5165 I Fax 714.765.5164

From: Pang Yang
Sent: Tuesday, May 3, 2022 2:59 PM
1

but

email will be sent once

To: Lauren Torres <LTorres@anaheim.net>
Cc: Kathleen Enge <kathleen@anaheimchamber.org>
Subject: HOLD: Ribbon Cutting I Veteran Air
Importance: High

Hi Lauren:

The Anaheim Chamber is excited to invite the Mayor and Council Members to the send-off of Veteran Air
Anaheim to their new site in Texas on Thursday, May 12th . The time of the Ribbon Cutting has not yet been
determined but expected to commence between 12:00 - 3:00 PM. Please extend the invitation to City
Manager Jim Vanderpool and Economic Development Director Sergio Ramirez.
WHAT:

Ribbon Cutting I Veteran Air Anaheim to Texas

WHEN:
TIME:

Thu~day, May 12, 2022
TBD, Please HOLD 12.·oopm - 3.·oopm
I'll forward the planned time of ribbon cutting once finalized.

WHERE:

2925 East Ricker Way
Anaheim, CA 92806

We hope they can join us.
Sincerely,
Pang Yang
pang@anaheimchamber.org
Anaheim Chamber of Commerce
2099 S. State College Blvd, Ste. 650
Anaheim, CA 92806
Office (714) 758-0222 Ext. 102
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Lauren Torres
From:

Annie Mezzacappa
Wednesday, May 4, 2022 1:24 PM
Maggie Solorio
Lauren Torres; Pang Yang; Kathleen Enge; Elizabeth Matamoros; Harry Sidhu (Mayor)
MAYOR "WILL" ATTEND Re: INVITATION: Ribbon Cutting I Ceviche19 - Mon, May 23 at
12:00 pm

Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Importance:

High

Hi Everyone: Confirming that Mayor Sidhu "WILL" attend the Cerviche19 ribbon cutting on Mon, May 23 at noon,
Lauren: Please calendar upon your return and "cc" you, me and Elizabeth,
Please acknowledge receipt and many thanks,
Best,
AtU'Li&
Annie Mezzacappa
Chief of Staff
to Anaheim Mayor Harry S, Sidhu, P,E,
Cell:
iimezzaca ppaCw
anaheim, net
From: Maggie Solorio <MSolorio@anaheim.net>

Sent: Tuesday, May 3, 2022 3:51 PM
Subject: FW: INVITATION: Ribbon Cutting

I Ceviche19 - Mon,

May 23 at 12:00 pm

Hello Mayor and Council Members,
Please see invitation

below and let me know if you would like to attend.

Best regards,

Maggie Solorio
Executive Coordinator
City Manager's Office

I City

of Anaheim

200 S Anaheim Blvd #733 I Anaheim, CA I 92805
Phone 714.765.5165 I Fax 714.765.5164

From: Pang Yang <pang@anaheimchamber.org>
Sent: Tuesday, May 3, 2022 3:15 PM
To: Lauren Torres <LTorres@anaheim.net>

Cc: Kathleen Enge <kathleen@anaheimchamber.org>; Maggie Solorio <MSolorio@anaheim.net>
Subject: [EXTERNAL]INVITATION: Ribbon Cutting I Ceviche19

Warning: This email originated from outside the City of Anaheim. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the message.

Hello Lauren:
The Anaheim Chamber would like to invite the Mayor and Council Members to the ribbon cutting of Ceviche19
on Monday, May 23, 2022 at 12:00 pm. Please be sure to include City Manager Jim Vanderpool and Economic
Development Director Sergio Ramirez.
WHAT:

Ribbon Cutting I Ceviche19

WHEN:

Monday, May 23, 2022
12:00-1:00 PM
12:30 PM I Ribbon Cutting

WHERE:

1721 W Katella Ave, G
Anaheim, CA 92804

Please let me know if they can attend.
Sincerely,
Pang Yang
Q_anq@anaheimchamber.org
Anaheim Chamber of Commerce
2099 S. State College Blvd, Ste. 650
Anaheim, CA 92806
Office (714) 758-0222 Ext. 102
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Fwd: Initiative - Ballot Title/Summary (Commercial Cannabis Legalization,
Regulation, and Taxation Initiative)
Annie Mezzacappa
Tue, Apr 5, 2022 at 12:43 PM
To: Jeff Flint <jflint@corestrategicgroup.com>,Laura Cunningham <laura@anaheimchamber.org>
Cc: Harry Sidhu <harry@harrysidhu.com>
Forwarding - FYI
-------- Forwarded message -----From:Theresa Bass<TBass@anaheim.net>
Sent:Tuesday,April 5, 2022 12:41 PM
To: Harry Sidhu (Mayor} <HSidhu@anaheim.net>; Trevor O'Neil <T0Neil@anaheim.net>; Jose Diaz
<JoDiaz@anaheim.net>; Gloria S. Ma'ae <GMaae@anaheim.net>; Jose Moreno <JMoreno@anaheim.net>;
Avelino Valencia <AValencia@anaheim.net>; Stephen Faessel<SFaessel@anaheim.net>
Cc:Jim Vanderpool <JVanderpool@anaheim.net>; Gregory Garcia <GGarcia@anaheim.net>; Robert Fabela
<RFabela@anaheim.net>; Karen Romero Estrada <KRomeroEstrada@anaheim.net>;
Nam Bartash
<NBartash@anaheim.net>; Annie Mezzacappa <AMezzacappa@anaheim.net>; Sarah Bartczak
<SBartczak@anaheim.net>; Luiz Torres <LTorres2@anaheim.net>; Valeria Sandoval
<VSandoval@anaheim.net>; Tina Arias Miller <TAriasMiller@anaheim.net>; Diana Moreno
<DiMoreno@anaheim.net>; Rudy Acevedo-Gurrola <RAcevedo-Gurrola@anaheim.net>;
Joel Saldivar
<JSaldivar@anaheim.net>; Cameron Wessel <CWessel@anaheim.net>; lrieanna Naea <INaea@anaheim.net>;
Caleb Wood-Peterson <CWood-Peterson@anaheim.net>;
Laura Lopez <LLopez2@anaheim.net>; Jennifer L. Hall
<JHall2@anaheim.net>; Maggie Solorio <MSolorio@anaheim.net>; Kristin Pelletier <KPelletier@anaheim.net>
Subject:Initiative - Ballot Title/Summary (Commercial Cannabis Legalization, Regulation, and Taxation Initiative}

Mayor and City Council,

Attached is the Ballot Title and Summary prepared by the City Attorney, pursuant to Elections
Code Section 9203(a). The Ballot Title and Summary will be sent to the proponent today, pursuant
to Elections Code Section 9203(b ). The proponent has 180 days from the date of receipt of the
summary to file the Petition with this office (October 2, 2022). Please be advised that "any elector
of the city may seek a writ of mandate requiring the Ballot Title or Summary prepared by the City
Attorney to be amended" (Elections Code Section 9204 ).

Prior to circulating, the proponents must first publish the Notice of Intent, Ballot Title and Summary
in a newspaper of general circulation and provide proof of publication within 10 days to the City
Clerk. I will continue to provide the City Council with status of the initiative throughout the process.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me or Rob.

Thank you,
Theresa
1/2

Theresa Bass, CMC
City Clerk
City of Anaheim
200 S. Anaheim Blvd. #217
Anaheim, CA 92805

Email: tbass@anaheim.net

Phone: (714) 765-5 I 66 I Fax: (7 l4) 765-4 I 05

~

Cannabis lnitiative_2_Ballot Title_Summary.pdf
86K
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COMMERCIALCANNABISLEGALIZATION,REGULATION,AND TAXATION INITIATIVE

Legalization
This Initiative, if passed, would repeal the sections of the Anaheim Municipal Code currently
prohibiting cannabis (marijuana) businesses from operating within the City of Anaheim, would
legalize retail cannabis facilities in Anaheim, and would give the Anaheim City Council the
discretion to legalize commercial cannabis cultivation, distribution, manufacturing, and testing
laboratories.
Regulation
Retail cannabis facility operators would be required to obtain a City permit. The number of
retail permits would be limited to 20, with a maximum of 3 permits issued to the same
permittee. The City Council would have the discretion to authorize an additional 5 retail
permits any time after the first 20 are issued or one year after the City's acceptance of the first
permit applications.
Permit applicants would be required to meet certain minimum requirements, including fee
payment, premises requirements (separation, legal entitlement, neighborhood compatibility,
development plans), sufficient funding (over $1 million in assets), background checks, labor
peace agreements for those employing two or more employees, and a security plan. The City
Manager would score applications, allowing up to 200 points for owner qualifications; 125
points for plans, renderings and location; 125 points for business operations plan; 125 points
for security plan; 125 points for neighborhood compatibility; 150 points for community benefits
plan; and 150 points for labor and employment plan.
Retail facilities could be located only on land zoned "Industrial" or "Commercial," and could not
be located in the Anaheim Resort Specific Plan or Disneyland Resort Specific Plan areas. They
could not be located within 1000 feet of any Anaheim school, youth center or public library, or
within 600 feet of any school located outside of Anaheim. Operating hours would be limited to
8am to 10pm. Any non-retail commercial cannabis activity authorized by the City Council would
be limited to industrial zones.
Permit holders could operate as a drive-in/drive-thru if permitted by State law. Permit holders
would have to minimize odors to surrounding uses; maintain sufficient security measures;
comply with State law regarding on-site consumption of cannabis; prohibit anyone under 21
years old from entering as proscribed by State law; refrain from displaying cannabis
products/graphics visible from the exterior or that are "attractive" to minors; and ensure the
premises are monitored at all times by web-based security cameras.

1

Permits would be indefinite, with permittees subject to annual reviews and possible permit
revocation under certain circumstances. Permittees could not transfer ownership or relocate
retail sites without City approval.
Taxation
The Initiative would also impose taxes as follows:
• Medicinal Retailers - 2% of gross receipts, with City Council authority to decrease or
increase up to a maximum rate of 4%;
• Adult-use Retailers - 3% of gross receipts, with Council authority to decrease or increase
up to a maximum rate of 5%;
• Any other cannabis businesses authorized by the City Council -1% of gross receipts,
with Council authority to decrease the tax rate.
Enforcement
Violations of the Initiative would be deemed a public nuisance and could be prosecuted as a
misdemeanor.
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Fwd: Initiative - Status (Commercial Cannabis Legalization, Regulation, and Taxation
Initiative)
Annie Mezzacappa
_
Tue, Apr 19, 2022 at 6:02 PM
To: Laura Cunningham <laura@anaheimchamber.org>,Jeff Flint <jflint@corestrategicgroup.com>
Cc: Harry Sidhu <harry@harrysidhu.com>
Forwarding - FYI
-------- Forwarded message -----From:Theresa Bass<TBass@anaheim.net>
Sent:Tuesday,April 19, 2022 5:58 PM
To: Harry Sidhu (Mayor} <HSidhu@anaheim.net>; Trevor O'Neil <T0Neil@anaheim.net>; Jose Diaz
<JoDiaz@anaheim.net>; Gloria S. Ma'ae <GMaae@anaheim.net>; Jose Moreno <JMoreno@anaheim.net>;
Avelino Valencia <AValencia@anaheim.net>; Stephen Faessel<SFaessel@anaheim.net>
Cc:Jim Vanderpool <JVanderpool@anaheim.net>; Gregory Garcia <GGarcia@anaheim.net>; Robert Fabela
<RFabela@anaheim.net>; Karen Romero Estrada <KRomeroEstrada@anaheim.net>;
Nam Bartash
<NBartash@anaheim.net>; Annie Mezzacappa <AMezzacappa@anaheim.net>; Sarah Bartczak
<SBartczak@anaheim.net>; Luiz Torres <LTorres2@anaheim.net>; Valeria Sandoval
<VSandoval@anaheim.net>; Tina Arias Miller <TAriasMiller@anaheim.net>; Diana Moreno
<DiMoreno@anaheim.net>; Rudy Acevedo-Gurrola <RAcevedo-Gurrola@anaheim.net>;
Joel Saldivar
<JSaldivar@anaheim.net>; Cameron Wessel <CWessel@anaheim.net>; lrieanna Naea <INaea@anaheim.net>;
Caleb Wood-Peterson <CWood-Peterson@anaheim.net>;
Laura Lopez <LLopez2@anaheim.net>; Jennifer L. Hall
<JHall2@anaheim.net>; Maggie Solorio <MSolorio@anaheim.net>; Kristin Pelletier <KPelletier@anaheim.net>;
Mike Lyster <MLyster@anaheim.net>
Subject:Initiative - Status (Commercial Cannabis Legalization, Regulation, and Taxation Initiative}

Mayor and City Council,

Pursuant to Elections Code Sections 9205 and 9206, the proponent has published the Notice of
Intention, Ballot Title and Summary (Orange County Register on April 10, 2022); and provided my
office with a copy of the Proof of Publication. In accordance with the Elections Code, the petition
may now be circulated.

The petition requires signatures of not less than 10% of the registered voters of the City in order to
qualify. According to the County's last report to the Secretary of State dated April 8, 2022, the
number of registered voters in the City of Anaheim is 167,471 (10% = 16,747).

Upon receipt of the signed petitions, I will notify City Council.

If you have any questions in the meantime, please don't hesitate to contact me.
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Thanks,
Theresa

Theresa Bass, CMC
City Clerk
City of Anaheim
200 S. Anaheim Blvd. #217
Anaheim, CA 92805

Email: tbass@anaheim.net
Phone:(714) 765-5166 I Fax: (714) 765-4105

From: Theresa Bass
Sent: Tuesday, April 5, 2022 12:41 PM
To: Harry Sidhu (Mayor) <HSidhu@anaheim.net>; Trevor O'Neil <T0Neil@anaheim.net>; Jose Diaz
<JoDiaz@anaheim.net>; Gloria S. Ma'ae <GMaae@anaheim.net>; Jose Moreno <JMoreno@anaheim.net>; Avelino
Valencia <AValencia@anaheim.net>; Stephen Faessel <SFaessel@anaheim.net>
Cc: Jim Vanderpool <JVanderpool@anaheim.net>; Gregory Garcia <GGarcia@anaheim.net>; Robert Fabela
<RFabela@anaheim.net>; Karen Romero Estrada <KRomeroEstrada@anaheim.net>; Nam Bartash
<NBartash@anaheim.net>; Annie Mezzacappa <AMezzacappa@anaheim.net>; Sarah Bartczak
<SBartczak@anaheim.net>; Luiz Torres <LTorres2@anaheim.net>; Valeria Sandoval <VSandoval@anaheim.net>; Tina
Arias Miller <TAriasMiller@anaheim.net>; Diana Moreno <DiMoreno@anaheim.net>; Rudy Acevedo-Gurrola <RAcevedoGurrola@anaheim.net>; Joel Saldivar <JSaldivar@anaheim.net>; Cameron Wessel <CWessel@anaheim.net>; lrieanna
Naea <lNaea@anaheim.net>; Caleb Wood-Peterson <CWood-Peterson@anaheim.net>; Laura Lopez
<LLopez2@anaheim.net>; Jennifer L. Hall <JHall2@anaheim.net>; Maggie Solorio <MSolorio@anaheim.net>; Kristin
Pelletier <KPelletier@anaheim.net>
Subject: Initiative - Ballot Title/Summary (Commercial Cannabis Legalization, Regulation, and Taxation Initiative)

Mayor and City Council,

Attached is the Ballot Title and Summary prepared by the City Attorney, pursuant to Elections
Code Section 9203(a). The Ballot Title and Summary will be sent to the proponent today, pursuant
to Elections Code Section 9203(b ). The proponent has 180 days from the date of receipt of the
summary to file the Petition with this office (October 2, 2022). Please be advised that "any elector
of the city may seek a writ of mandate requiring the Ballot Title or Summary prepared by the City
Attorney to be amended" (Elections Code Section 9204 ).

Prior to circulating, the proponents must first publish the Notice of Intent, Ballot Title and Summary
in a newspaper of general circulation and provide proof of publication within 10 days to the City
Clerk. I will continue to provide the City Council with status of the initiative throughout the process.
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If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me or Rob.

Thank you,
Theresa

Theresa Bass, CMC
City Clerk
City of Anaheim
200 S. Anaheim Blvd. #217
Anaheim, CA 92805

Email: tbass@anaheim.net

Phone: (714) 765-5166 \ Fax: (714) 765-4105
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Fw: Special Meeting Item No. 01 - Attachment No. 1
Tue, Apr 26, 2022 at 4:51 PM
To: Laura Cunningham <laura@anaheimchamber.org>,Jeff Flint <jflint@corestrategicgroup.com>

Annie Mezzacappa

Forwarding - FYI
--------- Forwarded message -------From: Jennifer L. Hall <JHall2@anaheim.net>
Sent: Tuesday,April 26, 2022 4:25 PM
To: Harry Sidhu (Mayor) <HSidhu@anaheim.net>; Trevor O'Neil <T0Neil@anaheim.net>; Jose Diaz
<JoDiaz@anaheim.net>; Gloria S. Ma'ae <GMaae@anaheim.net>; Jose Moreno <JMoreno@anaheim.net>;
Avelino Valencia <AValencia@anaheim.net>; Stephen Faessel<SFaessel@anaheim.net>
Cc: Karla Ocegueda <KOcegueda@anaheim.net>;
Annie Mezzacappa <AMezzacappa@anaheim.net>;
Caleb
Wood-Peterson <CWood-Peterson@anaheim.net>;
Cameron Wessel <CWessel@anaheim.net>; Diana Moreno
<DiMoreno@anaheim.net>; Elizabeth Matamoros <EMatamoros@anaheim.net>;
Gregory Garcia
<GGarcia@anaheim.net>; lrieanna Naea <INaea@anaheim.net>; Jim Vanderpool
<JVanderpool@anaheim.net>; Joel Saldivar <JSaldivar@anaheim.net>; Karen Romero Estrada
<KRomeroEstrada@anaheim.net>;
Kristin Pelletier <KPelletier@anaheim.net>; Luiz Torres
<LTorres2@anaheim.net>; Maggie Solorio <MSolorio@anaheim.net>; Nam Bartash <NBartash@anaheim.net>;
Robert Fabela <RFabela@anaheim.net>; Rudy Acevedo-Gurrola <RAcevedo-Gurrola@anaheim.net>;
Sarah
Bartczak <SBartczak@anaheim.net>; Theresa Bass<TBass@anaheim.net>; Tina Arias Miller
<TAriasMiller@anaheim.net>; Valeria Sandoval <VSandoval@anaheim.net>
Subject: Special Meeting Item No. 01 - Attachment No. 1
Mayor and City Council,

For Item No. 1 on tonight's Special Meeting agenda, please find attached the correct document for Attachment No. 1 to
the staff report, Notice of Violation, dated December 8, 2021, from California Housing and Community Development
Department.

Jennifer L. J-fa{{, CMC
Assistant City Clerk
Office of the Ciry Clerk
City of Anaheim

714-765-5166

'!!ISurpluslandActNOV_Anaheim

-12-8-21.pdf
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STATEOF CALIFORNIA- BIJSINESSCONSUMERSERVICESAND HOLJSING
AGENCY

GAVINNEWSOM Governor

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF HOUSING POLICY DEVELOPMENT
2020 W. El Camino Avenue, Suite 500
Sacramento, CA 95833
(916) 263-2911 / FAX (916) 263-7453
www .hcd.ca.gov

December 8, 2021
Robert Fabela, City Attorney
City of Anaheim
200 S Anaheim Boulevard
3rd Floor
Anaheim, CA 92805
Dear Robert Fabela:
RE: Notice of Violation of the Surplus Land Act Regarding Property Located at
2000 East Gene Autry Way and 2200 East Katella Boulevard in Anaheim, CA.
The California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) hereby
issues this Notice of Violation, pursuant to Government Code sections 54230.5 and
65585.1, to the City of Anaheim (City) regarding the City's disposition of the property
owned by the City at 2000 East Gene Autry Way and 2200 East Katella Boulevard in
Anaheim, CA (Property).
Violation #1: The City Violated the Surplus Land Act by Failing to Declare the Property
as "Surplus Land" or "Exempt Surplus Land" pursuant to Government Code section
54221(b)(1), and HCD Finds the City's Exemption Claims invalid.
Government Code section 54221 (b )( 1) requires that a local agency declare land as either
"surplus land" or "exempt surplus land," as supported by written findings, before a local agency
may take any action to dispose of it.
Government Code section 54221 (b)(1) states:
"Surplus land" means land owned in fee simple by any local agency for which the local
agency's governing body takes formal action in a regular public meeting declaring that
the land is surplus and is not necessary for the agency's use. Land shall be declared
either "surplus land" or "exempt surplus land," as supported by written findings. before a
local agency may take any action to dispose of it consistent with an agency's policies or
procedures ... (Emphasis added.)
To date, the City has not provided any documentation to HCD demonstrating that the City has
declared the Property as either "surplus land" or "exempt surplus land" before it took action to
dispose of it, including but not limited to negotiating and entering into Purchase and Sale
Agreements and Disposition and Development Agreements with SRB Management, LLC.

Furthermore, the City has not established that the Property qualifies as "exempt surplus land"
pursuant to any of the subdivisions set forth under Government Code section 54221 (f)(1 ).
Argument for Constructive ENA and "Grandfathering" Exemption Found Invalid
HCD has considered the City's arguments set forth in its June 14 letter that "the City and the
principals of Angels Baseball were parties to an exclusive negotiating agreement prior to
September 30, 2019" (pg. 3) and therefore met the "grandfathering" exemption provided in the
statute, meaning that "the Amended SLA, including its notice, findings and procedural
requirements, does not apply to the transaction." (pg. 5).
Based on the evidence submitted by the City, HCD finds that no substantial evidence of any
exclusive negotiating agreement with SRB Management, LLC existed prior to September 30,
2019. Most notably, (a) on January 15, 2019, Anaheim City Council Member Jose F. Moreno
moved to require a binding ENA and the motion failed; (b) SRB Management, LLC was not
formed until November 20, 2019; and (c) in prior correspondence from the City dated
November 27, 2020, the City represented to HCD that there was no exclusive negotiating
agreement prior to September 30, 2019.
Argument for "Valid Legal Restriction" Exemption Found Invalid
In its January 25, 2021 letter, the City argued that the Property constitutes exempt surplus land
under Government Code section 54221 (f)(1 )(G) because the Property is subject to a lease
between the City and the California Angels LP that constitutes a valid legal restriction.
Government Code section 54221 (f)(1 )(G) provides that "surplus land that is subject to valid
legal restrictions that are not imposed by the local agency and that would make housing
prohibited, unless there is a feasible method to satisfactorily mitigate or avoid the prohibition
on the site" constitutes "exempt surplus land."
The existing lease is not a valid legal restriction for at least three reasons. First, the properties
the City wishes to sell to SRB include more than just the property currently being leased.
Second, even if the parcels surrounding the leased premises are subject to a license to use
provision, the City has not shown that the lease would prohibitively restrict its ability to offer the
site for housing development under the Surplus Land Act with the current lease in place. Most
notably, the fact that the City reached an agreement to develop housing on the Property
demonstrates that there was, in fact, a feasible method to satisfactorily mitigate any prohibition
of housing on the site. Third, even if we assume that an existing lease qualifies as a "valid
legal restriction" under Government Code section 54221 (f)(1 )(G), the fact that the City is a
party to the lease and the owner of the leased Property makes any such restrictions "imposed"
by the City.
Thus, the Property does not qualify as "exempt surplus land" under Government Code section
54221 (f)(1 )(G) as argued by the City in their June 14, 2021 letter.

Violation #2: The City Violated the Surplus Land Act by Failing to Send a Notice of
Availability pursuant to Government Code section 54222.
Government Code section 54222 requires that a local agency, prior to disposing of property or
participating in negotiations to dispose of that property, must send a written notice of
availability to certain local public entities, CalHFA certified housing sponsors, and other local
agencies.
Government Code section 54222 states, in relevant part, as follows:
[A]ny local agency disposing of surplus land shall send, prior to disposing of that property
or participating in negotiations to dispose of that property with a prospective transferee, a
written notice of availability of the property to all of the following:
(a) (1) A written notice of availability for the purpose of developing low- and moderateincome housing shall be sent to any local public entity, as defined in Section 50079
of the Health and Safety Code, within whose jurisdiction the surplus land is located.
Housing sponsors, as defined by Section 50074 of the Health and Safety Code, that
have notified the Department of Housing and Community Development of their
interest in surplus land shall be sent a notice of availability of surplus land for the
purpose of developing low- and moderate-income housing. All notices shall be sent
by electronic mail, or by certified mail, and shall include the location and a
description of the property.
The City provided no evidence that it sent any notices of availability to the statutorily required
entities.
Violation #3: The City Violated the Surplus Land Act by Failing to provide HCD the
information and documents required by Government Code section 54230.5(b)(1) prior to
agreeing to terms to dispose of the Property.
Government Code section 54230.5(b)(1) requires that a local agency, prior to agreeing to
terms for the disposition of surplus land, "provide to the Department of Housing and
Community Development a description of the notices of availability sent, and negotiations
conducted with any responding entities, in regard to the disposal of the parcel of surplus land
and a copy of any restrictions to be recorded against the property pursuant to Section 54233 or
54233.5, whichever is applicable, in a form prescribed by the Department of Housing and
Community Development."
The Purchase and Sale Agreement and Disposition and Development Agreement establish
that the City has agreed to terms for the disposition of the Property. HCD never received a
description of any notices of availability sent, negotiations conducted, or a copy of any
restrictions to be recorded against the property.

Next Steps
Under Government Code section 54230.5(a)(1 ), the City has 60 days from the date of this
notice of violation to cure or correct the alleged violation as follows:
1. Utilize the "Land transferred for affordable housing by a City or County" exemption per
Government Code Section 37364 or 25539.4, including but not limited to the main
actions below:
• Set aside 80 percent or more of the area for development of housing
• Affordability covenant of 30 years or more with 40 percent of the total number of
those housing units affordable to lower-income households
• Half of these affordable to very low-income households
2. Utilize the "Mixed-Use Exemption" per Government Code section 54221 (f)(1 )(F)(ii),
including but not limited to the main actions below:
• Declare the land "exempt surplus"
• Put the site out for competitive bid with invitations to participate sent to all entities
identified in Government Code section 54222(a)
• Apply covenant requiring at least 25 percent affordability for lower-income
households per Government Code Section 54221 (f)(1 )(F)(ii)
3. Follow standard Surplus Land Act protocols, including but not limited to the main actions
below:
• Declare the land "surplus"
• Post a Notice of Availability for 60 days to entities listed in Government Code section
54222; HCD maintains a list of these entities on its website:
https://hcd.ca.gov/community-development/docs/AB1486Developerlnterestlist.xlsx
• Engage in good faith negotiations for 90 days with any entities that respond to
Notice of Availability
• Submit documentation to HCD prior to agreeing to disposition terms per Government
Code section 54230.5(b)
• Based on responses to Notice, apply applicable affordability covenant for lowerincome households.
Sincerely,

Megan Kirkeby
Deputy Director, Housing Policy Development

Fwd: March 2022 TOT Snapshot
Annie Mezzacappa
Wed, May 4, 2022 at 3:24 PM
To: Laura Cunningham <laura@anaheimchamber.org>, Jeff Flint <jflint@corestrategicgroup.com>
Cc: Harry Sidhu <harry@harrysidhu.com>

Forwarding - FYI
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Maggie Solorio <MSolorio@anaheim.net>
Sent: Wednesday, May 4, 2022 3:17 PM
Cc: Lauren Torres <l Torres@anaheim.net>; Marnie Hunter <MaHunter@anaheim.net>
Subject: FW: March 2022 TOT Snapshot

Hello Mayor and Council Members,

Please see the attached memo.

Thank you,

MaggieSolorio
Executive Coordinator
City Manager's Office
200 S Anaheim Blvd #733
Phone 714.765.5165

~

I

I City

of Anaheim

I Anaheim,

CA

I 92805

Fax 714.765.5164

March 2022 TOT Snapshot.pdf
168K
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City of Anaheim
FINANCE DEPARTMENT

\ 'b""'

To:

City Manager/City Council

Cc:

Greg Garcia, Assistant City Manager

From:

Deborah A. Moreno, Finance Director/City Treasurer

Date:

May 4, 2022

Re:

Monthly TOT Snapshot

Attached please find a copy of the March TOT Snapshot. The Snapshot is a
summary of TOT collections by month with a year-to-date total. It includes the
budgeted amount, actual collections, the difference between the two, and the
percentage change by month. It also includes the percentage change from the
same period in the prior year. The total shows the same information for the
combined year-to-date period. This summary allows you to see at a glance how
TOT is performing compared to our budgeted estimates. TOT for March was
$17.lM. Year-to-date, we have collected $123.9M in TOT, which is $43.6M over
budget. We still anticipate this means that we will hit our mid-year projections
presented to City Council.
Below the table is a visual representation of the data that shows the trend.
Information provided is based on the date of the hotel receipts, which trails a
month behind our reporting period. For example, July receipts are received in
August and reported in early September.
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

City of Anaheim
200 S. Anaheim Blvd.,
Suite 643
Anaheim, California 92805
TEL: 714.765.5195
FAX: 714.765.5260
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TOT Snapshot FY 2021/22
Budget
Month
July
10,368
$
August
9,230
September
7,443
9,183
October
November
8,087
December
9,985
January
7,968
February
7,940
March
10,090
April
May
June
Total $
80,294

Actual
14,823
11,817
11,056
15,652
13,351
17,149
10,559
12,424
17,063

$

Difference
4,456
2,587
3,613
6,469
5,264
7,165
2,591
4,484
6,973

%
43.0%
28.0%
48.5%
70.4%
65.1%
71.8%
32.5%
56.5%
69.1%

Monthly Change vs.
Last Year
963.9%
586.3%
534.0%
859.1%
917.2%
838.6%
1037.8%
874.4%
1030.7%

-

-

123,894

$

$

43,600

54.3%

828.5%
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Amounts in thousands. May not sum due to rounding.
Prepared on: May 3, 2022
Prepared by: Finance Department

Fw: HOLD: Ribbon Cutting I Veteran Air -Thursday, May 12, 2022

--------- t-orwarded message -------From: Annie Mezzacappa <AMezzacappa@anaheim.net>
Sent: Friday, May 6, 2022 10:03 AM
To: Heather Sievers <heather@anaheimchamber.org>
Cc: Pang Yang <pang@anaheimchamber.org>;
Mike Lyster <MLyster@anaheim.net>
Subject: Fw: HOLD: Ribbon Cutting I Veteran Air - Thursday, May 12, 2022
Hi Heather: Would recommend for 'clarification' that this Invitation be re-sent by Pang to Lauren for distribution,
indicating Event is actually a Celebration of the Expansion of veteran-owned Anaheim Business - Veteran Air.

Best,

AY\.,Y\,ie,

Annie Mezzacappa
Chief of Staff
to Anaheim Mayor Harry S. Sidhu, P.E.
Cell:
amezzacappa@anaheim.net

From: Mike Lyster <MLyster@anaheim.net>
Sent: Friday, May 6, 2022 9:54 AM
To: Annie Mezzacappa <AMezzacappa@anaheim.net>
Subject: FW: HOLD: Ribbon Cutting I Veteran Air - Thursday, May 12, 2022

From: Stephen Faessel <SFaessel@anaheim.net>
Sent: Friday, May 06, 2022 9:52 AM
To: Karen Harrell <kvharrell@anaheim.net>
Cc: Lauren Torres <LTorres@anaheim.net>; Mike Lyster <MLyster@anaheim.net>
Subject: Re: HOLD: Ribbon Cutting I Veteran Air - Thursday, May 12, 2022

Noted.
Stephen J. Faessel
1/3

Council Member
District 5
City of Anaheim
Sfaessel@anaheim.net
714-765-5247

Office
Cell

On May 6, 2022, at 8:31 AM, Karen Harrell <kvharrell@anaheim.net> wrote:

Mayor and Council Member,

Please see the invitation below from the Anaheim Chamber of Commerce.

Time to be determined ...

Hi Lauren:

The Anaheim Chamber is excited to invite the Mayor and Council Members to the send-off of Veteran Air
Anaheim to their new site in Texas on Thursday, May 1ih_ The time of the Ribbon Cutting has not yet
been determined but expected to commence between 12:00 - 3:00 PM. Please extend the invitation to
City Manager Jim Vanderpool and Economic Development Director Sergio Ramirez.

WHAT:

Ribbon Cutting I Veteran Air Anaheim to Texas

WHEN:

Thursday, May 12, 2022

TIME:

TBD, Please HOLD 12:00 pm - 3:00 pm

I'll forward the planned time of ribbon cutting once finalized.

WHERE:

2925 East Ricker Way
Anaheim, CA 92806

We hope they can join us.

2/3

Sincerely,

Pang Yang
pang@anaheimchamber.org
Anaheim Chamber of Commerce
2099 S. State College Blvd, Ste. 650
Anaheim, CA 92806
Office (714) 758-0222 Ext. 102

ANAHEIM
CHAMBER
OFCOMMERCE
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EXHIBIT P

Page 1 of 2

City of Anaheim
Office of the City Clerk
200 S. Anaheim Blvd., Suite 217
Anaheim, CA 92805
(714) 765-5166 • fax (714) 765-4105
www.anaheim.net

Request for Public Records

STEP 1: COMPLETE all fields on this form. This form is to facilitate and expedite the processing of your public records request.
Describe identifiable records in the possession of the City; your request must be sufficiently focused and specific to
allow the City to locate the requested record(s).
STEP 2: SUBMIT completed form by mail, fax, email or in person to Custodian of Records, Office of the City Clerk,
200 S. Anaheim Blvd. (714) 765-5166; tbass@anaheim.net fax: (714) 765-4105
STEP 3: WAIT to receive an invoice for responsive records. The City shall determine within 10-days from receipt of a public
records request, whether the request, in whole or in part, seeks copies of discloseable public records in possession of
the City [GC 6253(c)]. Please note that if you are requesting the opportunity to inspect records, you will be requested
to make an appointment to return at a later date/time to view the documents.
Charges for the direct cost of duplication will apply. Documents will not be copied until payment has been received. If
payment is not received within 10 days after invoice is sent, you may be required to submit a new request. Please see
backside for additional information.
REQUESTER INFORMATION

Full Name:

Nathan
Los Angeles Times

Company Name:
(Mailing) Address:
Phone number:

Date: 7/6/22 5:07 PM

2300 E Imperial Highway

City/State/Zip Code:

213-258-7974

90245

Email: nathan.fenno@latimes.com

Preferred method of contact in the event of questions:
Email
DESCRIPTION OF REQUESTED RECORD(S): (Describe the specific public record(s) e.g., date, type, time period covering documents requested etc)
Good day:
Under California’s Public Records Act (CPRA), the Los Angeles Times requests all written correspondence sent or received by the
Anaheim City Clerk's Office in connection with a CPRA request filed by the Los Angeles Times on May 26, 2022, that sought certain email
and telephonic text message records from Harry Sidhu and Annie Mezzacappa. The Times requests all emails (including attachments,
calendar invites and attachments to calendar invites), telephonic text messages, handwritten notes/documents, memoranda, and
messages on workplace platforms, such as Slack or Microsoft Teams, sent or received by the Clerk's Office in connection with the May 26,
2022 CPRA request.
Please note this request excludes all emails sent to or received from any address ending in "@latimes.com" as well as any responsive
material, receipts or invoices for the May 26, 2022, CPRA request.
The time frame for this request is May 26, 2022, to the date of receipt.

The information entered to request for public records is continued on succeeding page(s)
I understand that I will be contacted once documents have been identified. If production of records is requested, an estimated cost will be
provided to me and I agree that I will be required to submit payment for duplication costs (and mailing) prior to the production of the
requested documents.

□

I wish to inspect City records

X
□

Will Pick-Up Records

□

Please Mail

Electronically Signed/Submitted 7/6/22 5:07 PM
SIGNATURE OF REQUESTER

Page 2 of 2

City of Anaheim
Office of the City Clerk
200 S. Anaheim Blvd., Suite 217
Anaheim, CA 92805
(714) 765-5166 • fax (714) 765-4105
www.anaheim.net

Request for Public Records

DESCRIPTION OF REQUESTED RECORD(S)-Continuation
I request this information be provided electronically via email attachment.
This information is being sought on behalf of The Times for dissemination to the general public in the process of newsgathering and I
request any fees be waived as this request involves a matter of public interest.
The California Public Records Act requires a response within 10 days. If access to the records I am requesting will take longer, please
contact me with information about when I might expect copies or the ability to inspect the requested records.
If my request is denied in whole or part, I ask you justify all deletions by reference to specific exemptions in the CPRA.
Thanks for your assistance.
Sincerely,
Nathan Fenno
Reporter
Los Angeles Times

213-258-7974 c
nathan.fenno@latimes.com

EXHIBIT Q

Jennifer L. Hall
Jennifer L. Hall
Tuesday, May 31, 2022 8:01 AM
Maggie Solorio
Theresa Bass; Edith Trejo; Bryn Morley; Melissa Merrill; Jennifer Lemburg; Mike Lyster
FW: Request for Public Records 05272022-2 Fenno, Nathan - Sidhu & Mezzacappa
Emails & Texts
05272022-2 Fenno, Nathan - Sidhu & Mezzacappa Emails & Texts.pdf;
Affidavit_Supreme Court.doc

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Maggie,
Please see the attached request for which your department may have responsive records. Please note: This request
includes emails and text messages. Please ensure that you and your department staff utilize the Outlook search feature
to search key words/names as part of your research for this request. Additionally, in accordance with the California
Supreme Court decision of March 2, 2017, you must also search your personal accounts and devices (i.e. email and cell
phone etc.) for responsive records. If you have any responsive records in your personal accounts that you believe are
exempt, you will be required to complete an affidavit setting forth your reasons for exemption (see attached).
As the City's response is due by Monday, June 61 2022, please forward your department's response and any responsive
records to the City Clerk's office no later than noon on Friday, June 3rd to allow for review and response.
If you have any questions, please contact me or Bryn Morley.
Thank you,

Jennifer

L. :J--[a{l

CMC

Assistant
Clerk
Office of the
Clerk
of Anaheim
714-765-5166

From: Webmaster <webmaster@anaheim.net>
Sent: Thursday, May 26, 2022 6:51 PM
To: Jennifer L.Hall<JHall2@anaheim.net>
Cc: Theresa Bass <TBass@anaheim.net>
Subject: Request for Public Records

Thank you for using the City's online records request form. It is our goal to respond to your request within 3business days, if limited research is required, but no later than I 0-days from receipt of your request, in
accordance with GC 6253( c). Please note that information contained in any PRA request is a public record and
may be subject to public inspection pursuant to the CA Public Records Act.

Jennifer L. Hall
Maggie Solorio
Thursday, June 2, 2022 5:11 PM
Jennifer L. Hall
RE:Request for Public Records 05272022-2 Fenno, Nathan - Sidhu & Mezzacappa
Emails & Texts

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jennifer,
Please see Laserfiche for CMO's responsive records.
Thankyou,
Maggie
From: Jennifer L.Hall<JHall2@anaheim.net>
Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2022 8:01 AM
To: Maggie Solorio <MSolorio@anaheim.net>
Cc: Theresa Bass <TBass@anaheim.net>; Edith Trejo <ETrejo@anaheim.net>; Bryn Morley <BMorley@anaheim.net>;
Melissa Merrill <MMerrill@anaheim.net>; Jennifer Lemburg <JLemburg@anaheim.net>; Mike Lyster
<MLyster@anaheim.net>
Subject: FW: Request for Public Records 05272022-2 Fenno, Nathan - Sidhu & Mezzacappa Emails & Texts

Maggie,
Please see the attached request for which your department may have responsive records. Please note: This request
includes emails and text messages. Please ensure that you and your department staff utilize the Outlook search feature
to search key words/names as part of your research for this request. Additionally, in accordance with the California
Supreme Court decision of March 2, 2017, you must also search your personal accounts and devices (i.e. email and cell
phone etc.) for responsive records. If you have any responsive records in your personal accounts that you believe are
exempt, you will be required to complete an affidavit setting forth your reasons for exemption (see attached).
As the City's response is due by Monday, June 61 2022, please forward your department's response and any responsive
records to the City Clerk's office no later than noon on Friday, June 3rd to allow for review and response.
If you have any questions, please contact me or Bryn Morley.
Thank you,

Jennifer

L. :J--[a{l

CMC

Assistant City Clerk
Office of the City Clerk
City of Anaheim
714-765-5166

From: Webmaster <webmaster@anaheim.net>
Sent: Thursday, May 26, 2022 6:51 PM

To: Jennifer L.Hall<J1Hall2@anaheim.net>
Cc: Theresa Bass <TBass@anaheim.net>
Subject: Request for Public Records

Thank you for using the City's online records request form. It is our goal to respond to your request within 3business days, if limited research is required, but no later than I 0-days from receipt of your request, in
accordance with GC 6253( c). Please note that information contained in any PRA request is a public record and
may be subject to public inspection pursuant to the CA Public Records Act.
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Jennifer L. Hall
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Jennifer Lemburg
Friday, June 3, 2022 11:49 AM
Jennifer L. Hall
Melissa Merrill
PRAs Due Monday

Hi Jennifer,
This is just a friendly reminder that the following PRAscome due on Monday:

05272022-2 Fenno

Kind regards,

Jennifer Lemburg, C.P. I Paralegal
City of Anaheim I City Attorney's Office
200 S. Anaheim Blvd, #356, Anaheim, CA 92805
Main Office (714) 765-5169
Direct (714) 765-4960 ext. 5538
Fax (714) 765-5123

To learn more about Anaheim's
kindness initiatives, visit anaheim.net/kindness.

This communication is intended only for the person to whom it is addressed, and may be confidential or privileged by law. If you are not the
intended recipient or you receive this email in error, any review, use, dissemination, distribution, or copying is strictly prohibited. Please notify the
Anaheim City Attorney's Office of the error immediately at 714-765-5169 and delete this communication and any attached documents from your
system. Thank you for your cooperation.

Jennifer L. Hall
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Jennifer Lemburg
Monday, June 6, 2022 12:49 PM
Jennifer L. Hall; Theresa Bass
Melissa Merrill; Bryn Morley; Edith Trejo
Fenno PRA Extension No 05272022-2
Fenno PRA Extension No 05272022-2.pdf

Good afternoon,
The attached extension letter was emailed today.

Jennifer Lemburg, C.P.
City of Anaheim I City Attorney's Office
Main Office (714) 765-5169
Direct (714) 765-4960 ext. 5538
Fax (714) 765-5123

From: Jennifer Lem burg

Sent: Monday, June 6, 2022 12:48 PM
To: nathan.fenno@latimes.com
Subject: Your Recent Records Request

Good afternoon,
Please see attached correspondence.

Kind regards,

Jennifer Lemburg, C.P. I Paralegal
City of Anaheim I City Attorney's Office
200 S. Anaheim Blvd, #356, Anaheim, CA 92805
Main Office (714) 765-5169
Direct (714) 765-4960 ext. 5538
Fax (714) 765-5123

To learn more about Anaheim's
kindness initiatives, visit anaheim.net/kindness.

This communication is intended only for the person to whom it is addressed, and may be confidential or privileged by law. If you are not the
intended recipient or you receive this email in error, any review, use, dissemination, distribution, or copying is strictly prohibited. Please notify the
1

Anaheim City Attorney's Office of the error immediately at 714-765-5169 and delete this communication and any attached documents from your
system. Thank you for your cooperation.
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Jennifer L. Hall
From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Karen Harrell
Wednesday, June 8, 2022 11:29 AM
Jennifer L. Hall
Records response found - Harry/Mezzacappa
SKM_C654e22060811250.pdf

Hi Jennifer,
We found these in another pile that Lauren gave us. Maggie and I submitted original items on 6/2.
Thank you,

Karen V. Harrell
Sr. Secretary
City Manager's Office

714-765-5162
k vha1Tcll(q)a11allwim.11cl
www.A11allwim.1wl

Karen Harrell
Karen Harrell
Thursday, June 2, 2022 4:35 PM
Maggie Solorio
FW: Request for Public Records 05272022-2 Fenno, Nathan - Sidhu & Mezzacappa
Emails & Texts - Due Thurs. June 2.
05272022-2 Fenno, Nathan - Sidhu & Mezzacappa Emails & Texts.pd!;
Affidavit_Supreme Court.doc; SKM_C654e22060216240.pdf

From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Now I find it.
Sorry.
Karen

From: Karen Harrell
Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2022 12:15 PM
To: Lauren Torres <LTorres@anaheim.net>
Subject: Request for Public Records 05272022-2 Fenno, Nathan - Sidhu & Mezzacappa Emails & Texts - Due Thurs. June

2.

RECORD§ REQUEST:
**Please see the attached Records Request and forward any responsive records to me by Thursday, June
2. For your convenience the details of the records request are noted below.
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Thank you,
Karen

From: Webmaster <webmaster@anaheim.net>

Sent: Thursday, May 26, 2022 6:51 PM
To: Jennifer L. Hall <JHall2@anaheim.net>
Cc: Theresa Bass<TBass@anaheim.net>
Subject: Request for Public Records
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Jennifer L. Hall
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Theresa Bass
Friday, June 17, 2022 12:04 PM
Jennifer L. Hall
FW: Public Record Act Requests
PRAs re. Sidhu.docx; Binder_PRAs re. Sidhu.pdf

FYI....

From: Robert Fabela <RFabela@anaheim.net>
Sent: Friday, June 17, 2022 10:20 AM
To: Paul Meyer <pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com>
Cc: Theresa Bass <TBass@anaheim.net>
Subject: Public Record Act Requests

Dear Mr. Meyer.
The City has received several Public Records Act requests since former Mayor Sidhu's resignation. Many of
these requests ask for records that would have been received, sent, or saved by the former Mayor. In
responding to these requests, staff searched former Mayor Sidhu's preserved City email account for
responsive records. However, pursuant to City of San Jose v. Superior Court of Santa Clara County {Smith) 2
Cal.5th 608, your client is also required to search his personal accounts (emails, texts, etc.) for any responsive
records.
I have attached two documents for your convenience. The first is a City-created summary of the requests that
have come in so far. The second is a PDF of the actual requests received. I would ask that you please review
these requests with your client and provide and responsive records by Friday, June 24, 2022. Should you need
more time to do a thorough search for records, please let me know.
Thank you for your attention to this matter and please let me know if you have any questions regarding the
above.

RoJe,f"t
raJe,fa
City Attorney
City of Anaheim

(714) 765-5169 x5339
This communication is intended only for the person to ,vhom it is addressed, and may be confidential or privileged by la,v. If you are not the intended recipient or you
receive this email in error, any revie,v, use, dissemination, distribution, or copying is strictly prohibited. Please notify the Anaheim City Attorney's Office of the error
immediately at 714-765-5169 and delete this communication and any attached documents from your system. Thank you for your cooperation.

Jennifer L. Hall
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Theresa Bass
Friday, June 17, 2022 12:44 PM
Annie Mezzacappa
Public Records Request
Binder_PRAs re. Mezzacappa.pdf

Hello Annie,
I hope you are doing well.
I am contacting regarding public records requests - the City has received several Public Records Act requests
for records that would have been received, sent, or saved by the former Mayor's Chief of Staff. In responding
to these requests, we searched your preserved City email account for responsive records. However, as you
know, pursuant to City of San Jose v. Superior Court of Santa Clara County {Smith) 2 Cal.5th 608, it is also
required to search any personal accounts (emails, texts, etc.) for any responsive records.
I have attached a PDF of the actual requests received. Can you please review these requests and provide any
responsive records by Friday, June 24, 2022. Should you need more time to do a thorough search for records,
please let me know.
Thank you for your attention to this matter and please let me know if you have any questions regarding the
above.
Thanks,
Theresa

Theresa Bass, CMC
City Clerk
City of Anaheim
200 S. Anaheim Blvd. #217
Anaheim, CA 92805

Email: tbass@anaheim.net
Phone: (714) 765-5166 Fax: (714) 765-4105

Jennifer L. Hall
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Jennifer Lemburg
Monday, June 20, 2022 4:59 PM
Jennifer L. Hall; Theresa Bass
Melissa Merrill; Bryn Morley; Edith Trejo
Fenno PRA Response No 05272022-2
Fenno PRA Response No 05272022-2.pdf

Good afternoon,
The attached response was emailed today.

Jennifer Lemburg, C.P.
City of Anaheim I City Attorney's Office
Main Office (714) 765-5169
Direct (714) 765-4960 ext. 5538
Fax (714) 765-5123

From: Jennifer Lem burg

Sent: Monday, June 20, 2022 4:56 PM
To: nathan.fenno@latimes.com
Subject: Your Recent Records Request

Good afternoon,
Please see attached correspondence.

Kind regards,

Jennifer Lemburg, C.P. I Paralegal
City of Anaheim I City Attorney's Office
200 S. Anaheim Blvd, #356, Anaheim, CA 92805
Main Office (714) 765-5169
Direct (714) 765-4960 ext. 5538
Fax (714) 765-5123

To learn more about Anaheim's
kindness initiatives, visit anaheim.net/kindness.

This communication is intended only for the person to whom it is addressed, and may be confidential or privileged by law. If you are not the
intended recipient or you receive this email in error, any review, use, dissemination, distribution, or copying is strictly prohibited. Please notify the
1

Anaheim City Attorney's Office of the error immediately at 714-765-5169 and delete this communication and any attached documents from your
system. Thank you for your cooperation.
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Theresa Bass
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Robert Fabela
Friday, June 17, 2022 10:20 AM
Paul Meyer
Theresa Bass
Public Record Act Requests
PRAs re. Sidhu.docx; Binder_PRAs re. Sidhu.pdf

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Completed

Categories:

Purple Category - PRA

Dear Mr. Meyer.
The City has received several Public Records Act requests since former Mayor Sidhu's resignation. Many of
these requests ask for records that would have been received, sent, or saved by the former Mayor. In
responding to these requests, staff searched former Mayor Sidhu's preserved City email account for
responsive records. However, pursuant to City of San Jose v. Superior Court of Santa Clara County {Smith) 2
Cal.5th 608, your client is also required to search his personal accounts (emails, texts, etc.) for any responsive
records.
I have attached two documents for your convenience. The first is a City-created summary of the requests that
have come in so far. The second is a PDFof the actual requests received. I would ask that you please review
these requests with your client and provide and responsive records by Friday, June 24, 2022. Should you need
more time to do a thorough search for records, please let me know.
Thank you for your attention to this matter and please let me know if you have any questions regarding the
above.

RoJertraJefa
City Attorney
City of Anaheim

(714) 765-5169 x5339
This communicationis intended only for the person to whom it is addressed, and may be confidentialor privilegedby law. If you are not the intendedrecipientor you
receive this email in error, any review, use, dissemination,distribution,or copying is strictly prohibited. Please notify the Anaheim City Attorney's Office of the error
immediatelyat 714-765-5169and delete this communicationand any attacheddocumentsfrom your system. Thank you for your cooperation.
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Theresa Bass

Subject:

Paul Meyer <pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com>
Friday, June 17, 2022 3:16 PM
Robert Fabela
Theresa Bass
[EXTERNAL]RE:Public Record Act Requests

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Categories:

Yellow Category

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:

Warning: This email originated from outside the City of Anaheim. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the message.

Dear Mr. Fabela,
Thank you for your email. I understand that the City is responding to multiple Public Records Act Requests and is
requesting that Mr. Sidhu search his personal email account(s) and text messagesfor all emails and texts responsive to
these requests. Before responding to your request, I need to review all such materials that are already in possession of
the City. Pleaseadvise when the City will make these available so that we can evaluate our response.
Thank you for your attention to this matter and please let me know if you have any questions regarding the above.
Paul Meyer

Paul S. Meyer Law Offices
695 Town Center Drive #875
Costa Mesa, California 92626
T: 714 754 6500
F: 714 979 9047
E: pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com
W: meyerlawoc.com

From: Robert Fabela <RFabela@anaheim.net>
Sent: Friday, June 17, 2022 10:20 AM
To: Paul Meyer <pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com>
Cc:Theresa Bass<TBass@anaheim.net>
Subject:Public Record Act Requests

Dear Mr. Meyer.
The City has received several Public Records Act requests since former Mayor Sidhu's resignation.

Many of

these requests ask for records that would have been received, sent, or saved by the former Mayor. In
responding to these requests, staff searched former Mayor Sidhu's preserved City email account for
responsive records.

However, pursuant to City of San Jose v. Superior Court of Santa Clara County (Smith) 2
1

Cal.5th 608, your client is also required to search his personal accounts (emails, texts, etc.) for any responsive
records.
I have attached two documents for your convenience. The first is a City-created summary of the requests that
have come in so far. The second is a PDFof the actual requests received. I would ask that you please review
these requests with your client and provide and responsive records by Friday, June 24, 2022. Should you need
more time to do a thorough search for records, please let me know.

Thank you for your attention to this matter and please let me know if you have any questions regarding the
above.

RoJe,.t
raJel'a
City Attorney
City of Anaheim
(714) 765-5169 x5339
This communication is intended only for the person to whom it is addressed, and may be confidential or privileged by law. If you are not the intended recipient or you
receive this email in error, any review, use, dissemination, distribution, or copying is strictly prohibited. Please notify the Anaheim City Attorney's Office of the error
immediately at 714-765-5169 and delete this communication and any attached documents from your system. Thank you for your cooperation.
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Theresa Bass

Subject:

Paul Meyer < pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com >
Friday, June 17, 2022 3:54 PM
Robert Fabela
Theresa Bass
RE: [EXTERNAL)RE:Public Record Act Requests

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Categories:

Yellow Category

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:

Thank you for your willingness to provide the former Mayor with the materials noted in the earlier communications. I
would like to arrange a reasonable time in which to obtain the materials. The request is part of my obligation to
diligently consider the request and advise the former Mayor. I hope you appreciate my obligation and also my respect
for the attorney client privilege in not elaborating further.
Thank you again,
Paul Meyer
From: Robert Fabela <RFabela@anaheim.net>
Sent: Friday, June 17, 2022 3:42 PM
To: Paul Meyer <pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com>
Cc:Theresa Bass <TBass@anaheim.net>
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL]RE: Public Record Act Requests

We can provide you the responsive public records from the former Mayor's email account, but I don't understand how
that impacts Mr. Sidhu's obligations to search his personal devices and accounts. Can you please explain?
Sent from my iPhone

On Jun 17, 2022, at 3:15 PM, Paul Meyer <pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com> wrote:

Warning:Thisemail originatedfrom outsidethe City of Anaheim. Do not clicklinksor open attachments
unlessyou recognizethe senderand are expectingthe message.

Dear Mr. Fabela,
Thank you for your email. I understand that the City is responding to multiple Public Records Act
Requests and is requesting that Mr. Sidhu search his personal email account(s) and text messages for all
emails and texts responsive to these requests. Before responding to your request, I need to review all
such materials that are already in possession of the City. Please advise when the City will make these
available so that we can evaluate our response.
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Thank you for your attention to this matter and pleaselet me know if you have any questions regarding
the above.
Paul Meyer

Paul S. Meyer Law Offices
695 Town Center Drive #875
Costa Mesa, California 92626
T: 714 754 6500
F: 714 979 9047
E: pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com
W: meyerlawoc.com

From:Robert Fabela<RFabela@anaheim.net>
Sent: Friday,June 17, 2022 10:20 AM
To: Paul Meyer <pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com>
Cc:Theresa Bass<TBass@anaheim.net>
Subject: Public RecordAct Requests
Dear Mr. Meyer.
The City has received several Public Records Act requests since former Mayor Sidhu's
resignation. Many of these requests ask for records that would have been received, sent, or
saved by the former Mayor. In responding to these requests, staff searched former Mayor
Sidhu's preserved City email account for responsive records. However, pursuant to City of San
Jose v. Superior Court of Santa Clara County (Smith) 2 Cal.5th 608, your client is also required to
search his personal accounts (emails, texts, etc.) for any responsive records.
I have attached two documents for your convenience. The first is a City-created summary of
the requests that have come in so far. The second is a PDF of the actual requests received. I
would ask that you please review these requests with your client and provide and responsive
records by Friday, June 24, 2022. Should you need more time to do a thorough search for
records, please let me know.
Thank you for your attention to this matter and please let me know if you have any questions
regarding the above.

~Je,r,traida
City Attorney
City of Anaheim
(714) 765-5169 x5339
This communication is intended only for the person to whom it is addressed, and may be confidential or privileged by law. If you are not the
intended recipient or you receive this email in error, any review, use, dissemination, distribution, or copying is strictly prohibited. Please notify
the Anaheim City Attorney's Office of the error immediately at 714-765-5169 and delete this communication and any attached documents from
your system. Thank you for your cooperation.
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Theresa Bass

Subject:

Paul Meyer <pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com>
Friday, June 17, 2022 7:30 PM
Robert Fabela
Theresa Bass
RE:[EXTERNAL)RE:Public Record Act Requests

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Categories:

Yellow Category

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:

In further explanation:

It impacts any search that Mr. Sidhu may conduct in two ways.
First, the CPRArequires production of materials that relate to the "conduct of the public's business." CPRA6252(e). As
the Smith court recognized, this "will not always be clear," and the determination of whether a record is subject to the
CPRA,"particularly when writings are kept in personal accounts, will often involve an examination of several factors,
including the content itself, the context in, or purpose for which, it was written, the audience to whom it was directed,
and whether the writing was prepared by an employee acting or purporting to act within the scope of his or her
employment." Smith, 2 Cal. 5th at 618. I need to review the materials that the City has determined are subject to
production under the CPRAin order to properly assesswhether emails or texts from Mr. Sidhu's personal accounts
relate to the "conduct of the public's business" as determined by the City.
Second, I believe that Mr. Sidhu's personal accounts may contain emails and/or texts that were received from or sent to
City email or texts accounts. Because these emails and/or texts are already in the City's possession, there would be no
need for Mr. Sidhu to produce such items from his personal accounts.
Thank you,
Paul
Sent via the Samsung Galaxy 510, an AT&T SG Evolution capable smartphone

-------- Original message -------From: Robert Fabela <RFabela@anaheim.net>
Date: 6/17/22 3:41 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Paul Meyer <pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com>
Cc: Theresa Bass<TBass@anaheim.net>
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL]RE: Public Record Act Requests
We can provide you the responsive public records from the former Mayor's email account, but I don't understand how
that impacts Mr. Sidhu's obligations to search his personal devices and accounts. Can you please explain?
Sent from my iPhone
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On Jun 17, 2022, at 3:15 PM, Paul Meyer <pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com> wrote:

Warning: This email originated from outside the City of Anaheim. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the message.

Dear Mr. Fabela,
Thank you for your email. I understand that the City is responding to multiple Public Records Act
Requests and is requesting that Mr. Sidhu search his personal email account(s) and text messages for all
emails and texts responsive to these requests. Before responding to your request, I need to review all
such materials that are already in possession of the City. Please advise when the City will make these
available so that we can evaluate our response.
Thank you for your attention to this matter and please let me know if you have any questions regarding
the above.
Paul Meyer

Paul S. Meyer Law Offices
695 Town Center Drive #875
Costa Mesa, California 92626
T: 714 754 6500
F: 714 979 9047
E: pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com
W: meyerlawoc.com

From:Robert Fabela <RFabela@anaheim.net>
Sent: Friday, June 17, 2022 10:20 AM •
To: Paul Meyer <pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com>
Cc:Theresa Bass <TBass@anaheim.net>
Subject: Public Record Act Requests
Dear Mr. Meyer.

The City has received several Public Records Act requests since former Mayor Sidhu's
resignation. Many of these requests ask for records that would have been received, sent, or
saved by the former Mayor. In responding to these requests, staff searched former Mayor
Sidhu's preserved City email account for responsive records. However, pursuant to City of San
Jose v. Superior Court of Santa Clara County (Smith) 2 Cal.5th 608, your client is also required to
search his personal accounts (emails, texts, etc.) for any responsive records.
I have attached two documents for your convenience. The first is a City-created summary of
the requests that have come in so far. The second is a PDFof the actual requests received. I
would ask that you please review these requests with your client and provide and responsive
records by Friday, June 24, 2022. Should you need more time to do a thorough search for
records, please let me know.
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Thank you for your attention to this matter and please let me know if you have any questions
regarding the above.

RoJe,""t
rabda
City Attorney
City of Anaheim

(714) 765-5169 x5339
This communicationis intendedonly for the person to whom it is addressed,and may be confidentialor privilegedby law. If you are not the
intended recipientor you receive this email in error, any review,use, dissemination,distribution,or copying is strictly prohibited. Please notify
the Anaheim City Attorney's Office of the error immediatelyat 714-765-5169and delete this communicationand any attacheddocumentsfrom
your system. Thank you for your cooperation.
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Theresa Bass
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Paul Meyer <pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com>
Wednesday, June 22, 2022 3:09 PM
Robert Fabela
Theresa Bass;Kristin Pelletier
[EXTERNAL]Public Record Act Requests

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Warning: This email originated from outside the City of Anaheim. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the message.

Dear Mr. Fabela, Ms. Bass and Ms. Pelletier:
Thank you for your agreement to provide records as indicated in the second paragraph of your email. Please keep us
posted.
I have reviewed the Public Records Act Requests received by the City as well at the staff summary of these requests. I
am also familiar with the California Supreme Court opinion in City of San Jose v. Superior Court of Santa Clara County
(Smith), 2 Cal.5th 608 (2017), which holds that emails from personal accounts of agency employees are subject to
production under the Public Records Act.
As you are aware, Mr. Sidhu is no longer Mayor and has no employment or other official relationship with the City.
Accordingly, his personal emails and texts, even those related to City business, are no longer in the actual or
constructive possession of the City and, therefore, not subject to disclosure under the CPRA.The fact that Mr. Sidhu is
no longer a City employee distinguishes this case from in Smith where the Court reasoned that emails in the employee's
personal email account were "retained by" the agency within the meaning of CPRA6252(e). Smith, 2 Cal. 5th at 623.
Because emails and texts in Mr. Sidhu's personal accounts are no longer "retained by" the City, the City has no legal
obligation to produce these emails under the Public Records Act. I am interested in hearing from you whether you
accede to that seemingly clear distinction.
As I am sure you are also aware, Mr. Sidhu has been identified in statements issued by your City as being under federal
criminal investigation for conduct relating to his former position with the City. On the advice of counsel, despite the fact
that we believe no federal or other criminal violations will ultimately be filed, or proved, against him, under the
established theory that the Fifth Amendment was also created for the protection of innocent persons ensnared in a
criminal investigation, he asserts his Fifth Amendment privilege against self incrimination to the City's request that he
produce emails and texts from his personal accounts. This privilege extends to the act of producing any materials in his
possession that could be used to incriminate him. Doe v. United States, 487 U.S. 201, 209 (1988); Curcio v. United States,
354 U.S. 118, 125 (1957).
For these reasons, Mr. Sidhu will at this time reserve his right not to voluntarily produce any documents or texts
pursuant to your request, subject to a review of whatever materials you are able to provide us for further review.
Thank you,
Paul Meyer
Attorney for Harry Sidhu
1

Paul S. Meyer Law Offices
695 Town Center Drive #875
Costa Mesa, California 92626
T: 714 754 6500
F: 714 979 9047
E: pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com
W: meyerlawoc.com

From: Robert Fabela <RFabela@anaheim.net>
Sent: Wednesday, June 22, 2022 11:40 AM
To: Paul Meyer <pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com>
Cc:Theresa Bass <TBass@anaheim.net>; Kristin Pelletier <KPelletier@anaheim.net>
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL]RE: Public Record Act Requests

Dear Mr. Meyer:
Our position is that your client has an obligation to search his personal devices (emails, texts, etc.) for responsive public
records under the San Josecase, regardless of whatever records exist on platforms currently accessible to the City. So I
will reiterate my request to you to do a diligent search of public records on Mr. Sidhu's personal devices, networks, and
storage devices.
Having said that, we will treat your request for the other records produced as a public records request and will provide
to you any records once they are provided to the third parties that requested them. But again, we do not this this
should delay your client's obligations to search for responsive records. Please provide any responsive records by
Tuesday, June 28.
Thanks for your attention to this matter and please let me know if you have any questions.

RuiU"t
Faiela
City Attorney
City of Anaheim
(714)765-5169 x5339
This communication is intended only for the person to whom it is addressed, and may be confidential or privileged by law. If you are not the intended recipient or
you receive this email in error, any review, use, dissemination, distribution, or copying is strictly prohibited. Please notify the Anaheim City Attorney's Office of the
error immediately at 714-765-5169 and delete this communication and any attached documents from your system. Thank you for your cooperation.

From: Paul Meyer <pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com>
Sent: Friday, June 17, 2022 7:30 PM
To: Robert Fabela <RFabela@anaheim.net>
Cc:Theresa Bass <TBass@anaheim.net>
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL]RE: Public Record Act Requests

In further explanation:

It impacts any search that Mr. Sidhu may conduct in two ways.
First, the CPRArequires production of materials that relate to the "conduct of the public's business." CPRA6252(e). As
the Smith court recognized, this "will not always be clear," and the determination of whether a record is subject to the
2

CPRA,"particularly when writings are kept in personal accounts, will often involve an examination of several factors,
including the content itself, the context in, or purpose for which, it was written, the audience to whom it was directed,
and whether the writing was prepared by an employee acting or purporting to act within the scope of his or her
employment." Smith, 2 Cal. 5th at 618. I need to review the materials that the City has determined are subject to
production under the CPRAin order to properly assesswhether emails or texts from Mr. Sidhu's personal accounts
relate to the "conduct of the public's business" as determined by the City.
Second, I believe that Mr. Sidhu's personal accounts may contain emails and/or texts that were received from or sent to
City email or texts accounts. Because these emails and/or texts are already in the City's possession, there would be no
need for Mr. Sidhu to produce such items from his personal accounts.
Thank you,
Paul
Sent via the Samsung Galaxy SlO, an AT&T SG Evolution capable smartphone

-------- Original message-------From: Robert Fabela <RFabela@anaheim.net>
Date: 6/17/22 3:41 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Paul Meyer <pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com>
Cc: Theresa Bass<TBass@anaheim.net>
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL]RE: Public Record Act Requests
We can provide you the responsive public records from the former Mayor's email account, but I don't understand how
that impacts Mr. Sidhu's obligations to search his personal devices and accounts. Can you please explain?
Sent from my iPhone

On Jun 17, 2022, at 3:15 PM, Paul Meyer <pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com> wrote:

Warning: This email originated from outside the City of Anaheim. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the message.

Dear Mr. Fabela,
Thank you for your email. I understand that the City is responding to multiple Public Records Act
Requests and is requesting that Mr. Sidhu search his personal email account(s) and text messages for all
emails and texts responsive to these requests. Before responding to your request, I need to review all
such materials that are already in possession of the City. Please advise when the City will make these
available so that we can evaluate our response.
Thank you for your attention to this matter and please let me know if you have any questions regarding
the above.
Paul Meyer

Paul S. Meyer Law Offices
695 Town Center Drllve #875
3

Costa Mesa, California 92626
T: 714 754 6500
F: 714 979 9047
E: pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com
W: meyerlawoc.com

From: Robert Fabela<RFabela@anaheim.net>
Sent: Friday,June 17, 2022 10:20 AM
To: Paul Meyer <pmeyer@meyerlawoc.com>
Cc:Theresa Bass<TBass@anaheim.net>
Subject:Public RecordAct Requests

Dear Mr. Meyer.
The City has received several Public Records Act requests since former Mayor Sidhu's
resignation. Many of these requests ask for records that would have been received, sent, or
saved by the former Mayor. In responding to these requests, staff searched former Mayor
Sidhu's preserved City email account for responsive records. However, pursuant to City of San
Jose v. Superior Court of Santa Clara County (Smith) 2 Cal.5th 608, your client is also required to
search his personal accounts (emails, texts, etc.) for any responsive records.
I have attached two documents for your convenience. The first is a City-created summary of
the requests that have come in so far. The second is a PDF ofthe actual requests received. I
would ask that you please review these requests with your client and provide and responsive
records by Friday, June 24, 2022. Should you need more time to do a thorough search for
records, please let me know.
Thank you for your attention to this matter and please let me know if you have any questions
regarding the above.

RoJe,.t
rabela
City Attorney
City of Anaheim

(714)765-5169 x5339
This communication is intended only for the person to whom it is addressed, and may be confidential or privileged by law. If you arc not the
intended recipient or you receive this email in error, any review, use, dissemination, distribution, or copying is strictly prohibited. Please notify
the Anaheim City Attorney's Office of the error immediately at 714-765-5169 and delete this communication and any attached documents from
your system. Thank you for your cooperation.

4

EXHIBIT R

Page 1 of 2

City of Anaheim
Office of the City Clerk
200 S. Anaheim Blvd., Suite 217
Anaheim, CA 92805
(714) 765-5166 • fax (714) 765-4105
www.anaheim.net

Request for Public Records

STEP 1: COMPLETE all fields on this form. This form is to facilitate and expedite the processing of your public records request.
Describe identifiable records in the possession of the City; your request must be sufficiently focused and specific to
allow the City to locate the requested record(s).
STEP 2: SUBMIT completed form by mail, fax, email or in person to Custodian of Records, Office of the City Clerk,
200 S. Anaheim Blvd. (714) 765-5166; tbass@anaheim.net fax: (714) 765-4105
STEP 3: WAIT to receive an invoice for responsive records. The City shall determine within 10-days from receipt of a public
records request, whether the request, in whole or in part, seeks copies of discloseable public records in possession of
the City [GC 6253(c)]. Please note that if you are requesting the opportunity to inspect records, you will be requested
to make an appointment to return at a later date/time to view the documents.
Charges for the direct cost of duplication will apply. Documents will not be copied until payment has been received. If
payment is not received within 10 days after invoice is sent, you may be required to submit a new request. Please see
backside for additional information.
REQUESTER INFORMATION

Full Name:

Nathan Fenno
Los Angeles Times

Company Name:
(Mailing) Address:
Phone number:

Date: 8/26/22 4:52 PM

2300 E IMPERIAL HIGHWAY

City/State/Zip Code:

213-258-7974

90245

Email: nathan.fenno@latimes.com

Preferred method of contact in the event of questions:
Email
DESCRIPTION OF REQUESTED RECORD(S): (Describe the specific public record(s) e.g., date, type, time period covering documents requested etc)
Good afternoon,
Under California’s Public Records Act (CPRA), the Los Angeles Times requests all emails, including attachments and calendar invites,
and telephonic text messages Harry Sidhu sent to or received from the following people or domains from Jan. 1, 2020, through May 24,
2022:
Jerry Amante, Todd Ament, Chip Carey, Laura Cunningham, Jeff Flint, Jill Kanzler, Kris Murray, Carrie Nocella, Adam Spiker, any email
address ending in anaheimchamber.org, any email address ending in angels.com, any email address ending in disney.com.
The request includes, but is not limited, to any personal email accounts, such as harry@harrysidhu.com, or personal telephonic text
messaging accounts used by Sidhu to conduct government business.
I request this information be provided electronically via email attachment.

The information entered to request for public records is continued on succeeding page(s)
I understand that I will be contacted once documents have been identified. If production of records is requested, an estimated cost will be
provided to me and I agree that I will be required to submit payment for duplication costs (and mailing) prior to the production of the
requested documents.

□

I wish to inspect City records

X
□

Will Pick-Up Records

□

Please Mail

Electronically Signed/Submitted 8/26/22 4:52 PM
SIGNATURE OF REQUESTER

Page 2 of 2

City of Anaheim
Office of the City Clerk
200 S. Anaheim Blvd., Suite 217
Anaheim, CA 92805
(714) 765-5166 • fax (714) 765-4105
www.anaheim.net

Request for Public Records

DESCRIPTION OF REQUESTED RECORD(S)-Continuation
This information is being sought on behalf of The Times for dissemination to the general public in the process of newsgathering and I
request any fees be waived as this request involves a matter of public interest.
The California Public Records Act requires a response within 10 days. If access to the records I am requesting will take longer, please
contact me with information about when I might expect copies or the ability to inspect the requested records.
If my request is denied in whole or part, I ask you justify all deletions by reference to specific exemptions in the CPRA.
Thanks for your assistance.
Sincerely,
Nathan Fenno
Reporter
Los Angeles Times

213-258-7974 c
nathan.fenno@latimes.com

EXHIBIT S

City of Anaheim

OFFICE OF THE CITYATTORNEY
September 20, 2022
Nathan Fenno
Los Angeles Times
2300 E. Imperial Highway
El Segundo, CA 90245
Re:

Sent Via Email Transmission to:
Nathan. (enno(i, 1atimes.com

Public Records Act Request (Gov. Code§ 6250, et seq.)
Request No. 08262022-3

Dear Mr. Fenno:
The City of Anaheim ("City") received your recent Public Records Act request on
August 26, 2022. Therein you seek a copy of the following records:
"all emails, including attachments and calendar invites, and telephonic text
messages Harry Sidhu sent to or received from the following people or
domains from Jan. 1, 2020, through May 24, 2022:
Jerry Amante, Todd Ament, Chip Carey, Laura Cunningham, Jeff Flint, Jill
Kanzler, Kris Murray, Carrie Nocella, Adam Spiker, any email address
ending in anaheimchamber.org, any email address ending in angels.com, any
email address ending in disney.com.
The request includes, but is not limited, to any personal email accounts, such
as harry@harrysidhu.com, or personal telephonic text messaging accounts
used by Sidhu to conduct government business."
Please note that certain records, or portions thereof, that are otherwise responsive to
your request may also be redacted and/or withheld from production if the information they
contain falls within exemptions to the Public Records Act including, without limitation, the
following:
• The records contain personal contact information (Gov. Code§ 6255(a)); and/or
• The records are subject to the public interest exemption ( Gov. Code §6255).
Subject to, and without waiving, the foregoing exemptions, the City has identified
records that fall within the scope of your request. Please contact Jennifer Hall in the City
Clerk's Office to confirm your interest in obtaining these records and arrange for payment
and production of the documents. If arrangements to produce or inspect records are not made
within 20 days from the date of this letter, you may be required to submit a new request.
Sincerely,
ROBERT FABELA, CITY ATTORNEY

200S. AnaheimBlvd.,Suite356
~naheim,California92805
fEL (714) 765-5169
'AX (714) 765-5123

Nww.anaheim.net

cc: Jennifer Hall, City Clerk
Theresa Bass, City Clerk

r

Bryn . Morley
Deputy City Attorney
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Ex-Anaheim mayor refuses to disclose emails amid scandal - Los Angeles Times
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Ex-Anaheim mayor refuses to publicly disclose emails amid FBI
corruption investigation
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Ex-Anaheim mayor refuses to disclose emails amid scandal - Los Angeles Times

Former Anaheim Mayor Harry Sidhu is refusing to publicly disclose emails and texts on his personal accounts that he used
for city business before he resigned earlier this year amid a federal corruption investigation. (Karen Tapia / Los Angeles
Times)
BY NATHAN FENNO, GABRIEL SAN ROMÁN, ADAM ELMAHREK
OCT. 25, 2022 5 AM PT

Embattled former Anaheim mayor Harry Sidhu has refused to publicly disclose emails
and text messages from personal accounts he used to conduct city business, calling into
question how thoroughly a city-commissioned investigation can probe a corruption
scandal tied to the aborted sale of Angel Stadium and a self-described “cabal” that
allegedly steered city politics.
In emails obtained by The Times, Sidhu’s criminal defense attorney claimed the former
mayor’s past communications about city business on private devices were no longer
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-10-25/anaheim-harry-sidhu-emails-disclosure-corruption-investigation-scandal
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public because he has resigned and invoked his client’s 5th Amendment right against
self-incrimination.
Public records experts say the refusal flouts California law, leaves a critical gap in public
understanding of behind-the-scenes actions that upended the political establishment of
Orange County’s most populous city, and could encourage other government officials to
use private accounts to conduct official business and avoid public scrutiny.
ADVERTISEMENT

“Just because Sidhu kept those records on his personal devices doesn’t make them his,”
said Paul Clifford, who has litigated public records cases on behalf of journalists as
senior attorney for the Oakland-based First Amendment Project. “They are, by law,
public records that the government has the right to get back.
“It’s going to encourage public officials to go ahead and do business on their private
emails, especially if they’re anticipating no longer being part of the government. That
would create a disastrous situation for the public to know what its government is up to.”
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Secret retreats and a powerful ‘cabal’: Corruption probe reveals who really runs
Anaheim
May 19, 2022
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Sidhu resigned in late May after an FBI affidavit supporting a search warrant that
targeted him was unsealed. The affidavit, which detailed him using personal email for
city business, alleged there was probable cause to believe he had committed honest
services fraud, obstruction of justice, witness tampering and other crimes. Anaheim
subsequently received several requests under California’s Public Records Act for emails
and text messages Sidhu sent or received while mayor. Though city officials searched
Sidhu’s work email for responsive records, the law requires him to do the same on
personal accounts.
But Sidhu’s attorney, Paul Meyer, refused in a June 22 email to City Atty. Robert Fabela.
“On the advice of counsel,” Meyer wrote, “despite the fact that we believe no federal or
other criminal violations will ultimately be filed, or proved, against [Sidhu], under the
established theory that the 5th Amendment was created for the protection of innocent
persons ensnared in a criminal investigation, he asserts his 5th Amendment privilege
against self incrimination to the city’s request that he produce emails and texts from his
personal accounts.”
Karl Olson, a public records litigator at Cannata, O’Toole, Fickes & Olson in San
Francisco, pointed to a California appellate court ruling in 2007 that specifically cited
“corruption” as a reason the public has the right to access government records. A decade
later, in 2017, the California Supreme Court ruled that communications by public
officials on private accounts are disclosable public records.
“What [Meyer] is saying is the more crooked you are, the less right the public has to
know how crooked you are ... and if that’s the law, that would just totally turn the Public
Records Act on its head,” Olson said.
Meyer said Monday he had no further comment on the matter.
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Anaheim hasn’t received any records from Sidhu’s personal accounts since the FBI
probe became public, said city spokesman Mike Lyster, and isn’t aware if any responsive
records exist on them.
“We are in a unique situation and will continue to evaluate the matter,” Lyster said. He
added: “Beyond an exchange of letters ... the city has not taken legal action. It is our
understanding a federal investigation is ongoing and we have not made any
determination at this time.”
Sidhu has not been charged with any crime and, through Meyer, has maintained his
innocence.
The affidavit by FBI special agent Brian Adkins sought permission to review records
from Sidhu’s personal email and cellphone. It cited an email Sidhu sent from the
account to political consultant Jeff Flint — who represented the Angels — and thenAnaheim Chamber of Commerce president Todd Ament in July 2020 “in an effort to
assist the Angels” during negotiations for the city to sell Angel Stadium and surrounding
parking lots to the team.

CALIFORNIA

An FBI corruption probe revealed who really runs Anaheim. Read our full coverage
May 19, 2022

During a meeting in January, Sidhu assured Ament that emails between the three men
wouldn’t make their way to an Orange County grand jury investigating the stadium deal.
Ament — who later accepted a plea bargain for wire fraud, making false statements to a
financial institution and submitting a false tax return — secretly recorded the
conversation at the behest of the FBI.
Sidhu told Ament the communications were on his “private emails” and that he “erased
everything,” according to the affidavit.
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-10-25/anaheim-harry-sidhu-emails-disclosure-corruption-investigation-scandal
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In a footnote of the affidavit, Adkins wrote: “There may have been additional items
related to the Target Offenses … that SIDHU may have overlooked and thus failed to
delete, and therefore are still maintained in the SUBJECT ACCOUNT and on the
SUBJECT PHONE.”
The Times obtained more than 5,000 pages of records from Anaheim in response to
public records requests in the months since the affidavit became public. There isn’t a
single email or text message sent by Sidhu among them, though numerous emails are
CC’d to his personal account.
In one request filed in late May, The Times sought emails or text messages that Sidhu or
his chief of staff sent or received regarding an episode detailed in a second affidavit
targeting Ament. The FBI alleged Flint wrote a script that Sidhu read during a City
Council meeting in March 2021. Multiple drafts were sent to Sidhu’s assistant, the
affidavit said.
“Despite a diligent search,” the city responded, “the city is unable to locate records that
fall within the scope of your request.”
The response added that the search efforts were continuing, though no responsive
records have been produced.
Three days later, Fabela emailed Meyer.
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How Disney, a new mayor and a secret ‘cabal’ gained power over Anaheim
June 24, 2022

After the city attorney requested Sidhu search his personal accounts, Meyer said he
needed to review “all such materials that are already in possession of the city.” Fabela
https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-10-25/anaheim-harry-sidhu-emails-disclosure-corruption-investigation-scandal
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said they could provide Meyer with records from the former mayor’s city email account,
“but I don’t understand how that impacts Mr. Sidhu’s obligations to search his personal
devices and accounts.” Anaheim eventually gave Meyer thousands of pages of
documents the city compiled in response to public records requests for information
related to key players in the probe like Ament and Flint.
In August, the Anaheim City Council voted to retain JL Group, a Laguna Niguel-based
investigative firm, to probe the scandal. The work is estimated to take six months and
cost $500,000 to $750,000.
The company, which declined to comment on specifics of the investigation, is examining
whether Sidhu or City Council members directed city “business and/or activities based
on campaign contributions,” city staffers were involved in “illegal and/or unethical
behaviors in the context of the Federal investigations,” and city officials engaged in
“communications/meetings” that violated the state’s open meetings law.
In a written update to the Anaheim City Council before Tuesday’s meeting, retired
Orange County Superior Court Judge Clay Smith, who is overseeing the city’s inquiry,
said it is in the “early stages” as investigators have started interviewing relevant
individuals and are “actively working to identify documents which should be analyzed.”
Smith wasn’t available for comment, according to his case manager.
James Wedick, a retired FBI special agent who spent decades investigating public
corruption and consults on white-collar criminal inquires, believes Anaheim needs to
obtain Sidhu’s communications as quickly as possible if the investigation will be
credible. He described any emails sent from Sidhu’s personal account as a “crucial link.”
“You’ve got plenty of information to go get those records,” Wedick said.

CALIFORNIA

SPORTS

ORANGE COUNTY

TIMES INVESTIGATIONS

https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-10-25/anaheim-harry-sidhu-emails-disclosure-corruption-investigation-scandal

7/14

11/8/22, 5:33 PM

Ex-Anaheim mayor refuses to disclose emails amid scandal - Los Angeles Times

The stories shaping California
Get up to speed with our Essential California newsletter, sent six days a week.

SIGN ME UP
You may occasionally receive promotional content from the Los Angeles Times.

Nathan Fenno
Twitter

Instagram

Email

f

Facebook

Nathan Fenno is a sports enterprise reporter for the Los Angeles Times focused on
investigations, features and in-depth stories.

Gabriel San Román
Twitter

Instagram

Email

f

Facebook

Gabriel San Román is a Metro reporter covering Orange County for the Los Angeles
Times. He joined the news organization in 2021 as a feature writer for TimesOC, a
Times Community News publication. San Román previously worked at OC Weekly –
as a reporter, podcast producer and columnist – until the newspaper’s closing in late
2019. He also may just be the tallest Mexican in O.C.

Adam Elmahrek
Twitter

Instagram

Email

f

Facebook

Adam Elmahrek is an award-winning investigative reporter for the Los Angeles
Times who specializes in corruption. He started his journalism career in 2010 at the

https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-10-25/anaheim-harry-sidhu-emails-disclosure-corruption-investigation-scandal

8/14

11/8/22, 5:33 PM

Ex-Anaheim mayor refuses to disclose emails amid scandal - Los Angeles Times

nonprofit news website Voice of OC, where he broke stories exposing misconduct in
local government.
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