














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

NOTICE: Prison custody time is to be served in state prison if the enhancement pursuant to Penal
Code section 186.11 is imposed as part of the sentence for the above offense, within the meaning
of Penal Code section 1170(h)(3).
SPECIAL ALLEGATION TWO
EXCESSIVE TAKING ENHANCEMENT IN EXCESS OF $1,000,000]
(Penal Code Sections 12022.6(a)(3))

It is further alleged as to counts 1 through 12 that during the commission and attempted
commission of the above felony, defendants THIEN KIM HUYNH NGUYEN and PHUC
HUYNH took, damaged, and destroyed property with a value exceeding one million dollars
(8$1,000,000), within the meaning of Penal Code section 12022.6(a)(3).

SPECIAL ALLEGATION THREE
AGGRAVATING CIRCUMSTANCES
(California Rules of Court Rule 4.421(a))

It is further alleged as to Counts 1 through 12 that the victims of the above offenses were
particularly vulnerable, within the meaning of California Rules of Court Rule 4.421(a)(3).

It is further alleged as to Counts 1 through 12 that the manner in which Defendant Nguyen
and Defendant Huynh carried out the above offenses indicates planning, sophistication, or
professionalism, within the meaning of California Rules of Court Rule 4.421(a)(8).

It is further alleged as to Counts 1 through 12 that the crime involved an attempted and
actual taking and damage of great monetary value within the meaning of California Rules of
Court Rule 4.421(a)(9).

SPECIAL ALLEGATION FOUR
STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS
(Penal Code Sections 803(c), 801.5)

It is further alleged that the violations enumerated in this Complaint were not discovered

and could not reasonably have been discovered by the victims or law enforcement before

December 1, 2022.
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Background Facts

Defendants Nguyen and Huynh are prominent members of the Vietnamese community in
the San Fernando Valley of Los Angeles and have resided there for approximately 20 years.
Beginning in 2019, Defendants Nguyen and Huynh solicited money from friends and family
within the community to be used as an “investment” and promised that the funds would be repaid
with interest. Defendants Nguyen and Huynh used many different misrepresentations to induce
the victims to give them money. This included calling the payments an “investment” with some
victims and a “loan” to other victims.

Victims’ Discovery

The following victims loaned money to the defendants on the offense dates listed in each
count:

As to Count 1,- was first contacted by Defendant Nguyen regarding a loan in
May 2020. As a result of Defendant Nguyen’s misrepresentations, I 2 dc bank check
payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount of $539,500. I 2 dc wire transfer
payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount of $113,160. [ llllmade Zelle payments to
Defendant Nguyen in the amount of $153,307. She first suspected that Defendant Nguyen
engaged in criminal conduct on November 12, 2022, after discovering that the repayment checks

issued by Defendant Nguyen bounced. Prior to that date, she had no reason to believe that she had

been the victim of a crime.

As to Count 2,- and.- were first contacted by Defendant Nguyen

regarding an investment opportunity in October 2019. As a result of Defendant Nguyen’s
misrepresentations, [JJJJJllmade bank check payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount of

$193,763. -made bank check payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount of $7,500.
I 12 de cash payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount of $99,237. |

I :dc Zelle payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount of $20,100. _

I first suspected that Defendant Nguyen engaged in criminal conduct in February 2023
when she defaulted on the loan and failed to pay the agreed-upon investment payments. Prior to

that date, they had no reason to believe that they had been the victim of a crime.
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As to Count 3, - - was first approached by Defendant Nguyen regarding an
investment opportunity in 2019. As a result of Defendant Nguyen’s misrepresemations,-
Il 2de bank check and cash payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount of $260,016.

I 2 ¢ Zelle payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount of $51,450. | NS
first suspected that Defendant Nguyen engaged in criminal conduct on May 10, 2023, after Kim
Nguyen defaulted on the loans and repeatedly lied about the reasons for not paying the promised
return. Prior to that date, she had no reason to believe that she had been the victim of a crime.

As to Count 4, - was first approached by Defendant Nguyen regarding a business
venture in June 2020. As a result of Defendant Nguyen’s misrepresentations, NIl made cash
payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount of SlOS,OOO._ﬂrst suspected that
Defendant Nguyen engaged in criminal conduct on January 14, 2023, when he did not receive his
return on investment within three months as promised by Defendant Nguyen. Prior to that date,
he had no reason to believe that he had been the victim of a crime.

As to Count 5, - - was first approached by Defendant Nguyen regarding an
investment into a business in December 2022. As a result of Defendant Nguyen's
misrepresentations,_made bank check payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount
of $7,400. (st suspected that Defendant Nguyen engaged in criminal conduct on
March 30, 2023, after discovering that the checks provided by Defendant Nguyen as collateral
bounced. Prior to that date, he had no reason to believe that he had been the victim of a crime.

As to Count 6, - was first approached by Defendant Nguyen regarding an
investment to purchase a classic vehicle from auction in July 2022. As a result of Defendant
Nguyen’s misrepresentations JJllnade cash payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount
of $71,883. -nade Venmo payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount of $18,117.
Linh Mai first suspected that Defendant Nguyen engaged in criminal conduct on November I,
2023, when she did not receive the return on investment as promised by Defendant Nguyen.
Prior to that date, she had no reason to believe that she had been the victim of a crime.

Asto Count 7, - -. was first approached by Defendant Nguyen regarding an

investment in a nail salon business. As a result of Defendant Nguyen’s misrepresentations, [ il
8
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- made Venmo payments to Defendants Nguyen and Huynh in the amount of $20,340.
Hang Thu Vo made bank check payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount of $5,250.-
-made cash payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount of $73,000._madc
Zelle payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount of $95,557._ﬁrst suspected that
Defendant Nguyen engaged in criminal conduct on May 12, 2023, when she did not receive her
return on investment as promised by Defendant Nguyen. Prior to that date, she had no reason to
believe that she had been the victim of a crime.

As to Count 8-- was first approached by Defendant Nguyen regarding an
investment in 2021. As a result of Defendant Nguyen’s misrepresentations, ||| Gz
made cash payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount of $17,000. ||| EEGzGCGst
suspected that Defendant Nguyen engaged in criminal conduct on June 22, 2023, when he did not
receive his return on investment as promised by Defendant Nguyrn. Prior to that date, he had no
reason to believe that he had been the victim of a crime.

As to Count 9, _ was first approached by Defendant Nguyen regarding a
business deal in January 2022. As a result of Defendant Nguyen’s misrepresentations, -

I 1 ade bank check payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount of $123,775. -
- first suspected that Defendant Nguyen engaged in criminal conduct on November 28,
2023, when she did not receive her return on investment as promised by Defendant Nguyen.
Prior to that date, she had no reason to believe that she had been the victim of a crime.

As to Count 10, .- contacted Defendant Nguyen regarding a business deal in
2022. As aresult of Defendant Nguyen’s misrepresentations, _made cash payments to
Defendant Nguyen in the amount of $253,000 | Bl {irst suspected that Defendant Nguyen
engaged in criminal conduct in June 2023, when she did not receive her return on investment as
promised by Defendant Nguyen. Prior to that date, she had no reason to believe that she had been
the victim of a crime.

As to Count 11 -- was first approached by Defendant Nguyen regarding a nail

salon business investment in August 2022. As a result of Defendant Nguyen’s misrepresentations,

I 2dc Zelle payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount of $5,000. _
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first suspected that Defendant Nguyen engaged in criminal conduct in August 2023, when he filed
a lawsuit against Defendant Nguyen to recover his return on investment. Prior to that date, he had
no reason to believe that he had been the victim of a crime.

As to Count 12, _ was first approached by Defendant Nguyen regarding an
investment in July 2023. As a result of Defendant Nguyen’s misrcpresentations,_
made bank check payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount of $18,500. _
made Zelle payments to Defendant Huynh in the amount of $1,00 1. ||| x2de bank
cash payments to Defendant Nguyen in the amount of $18,500. NN s suspected

that Defendant Nguyen engaged in criminal conduct on March 14, 2024, when she did not receive
her return on investment as promised by Defendant Nguyen. Prior to that date, she had no reason
to believe that she had been the victim of a crime.

Law Enforcement Discovery

Law enforcement officials first became aware that fraud was committed by Defendants

Nguyen and Huynh on May 3, 2023, when [ filed a police report with the Los Angeles

Police Department. Prior to that date, law enforcement officials had not received any information

regarding Defendants Nguyen or Huynh.
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