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FilED
Corey Eib, Pro Se
c/o 16045 Sherman Way #H-63
Van Nuys, California
telephone: 818-207-9028
e-mail: coreyeib@gmail.com

2
3

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

WESTERN DIVISION

No. C R7 6 - v asP
Notice ofRemoval-Q..ei2lJ from
County of Los Angeles Superior Court,
Case No. 6VV02122, "People of the
State of California v. Corey Brandon
Eib"

People of the State of California,

Plaintiff,

Federal Question Jurisdiction-
Deprivation of Privileges and Immunities
Secured under Article lV, section 2,
clause 1 of the United States
Constitution.

v.

Corey Brandon Eib,

Defendant.

NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF PENDING
CRIMINAL STATE COURT ACTION

TO THE CLERK OF THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT OF THE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, CENTRAL DISTRICT, WESTERN DIVISION:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1455, I, Corey

Brandon Eib, the defendant, hereby remove to this Court, the state court action
described in Paragraph 1 below and filed by the Plaintiff, People of the State of

California.
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THE REMOVED CASE

1. The case to be removed is a criminal action filed on June 22, 2016, in

the County of Los Angeles Superior Court ("Superior Court"), styled People a/the

State a/California v. Corey Brandon Eib, Case No. 6VV02122 ("this case"), which

is incorporated herein, as if set forth in full.

REMOV AL IS TIMELY

2. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1455(b)(1), this Notice of Removal is filed

within thirty (30) days following my arraignment on June 22, 2016 in Superior

Court, and is therefore timely.

VENUE IS PROPER IN THIS DISTRICT AND DIVISION

3. Venue in the Central District of California, Western Division, is proper

because this Court corresponds to the place where this case is pending in Superior

Court.

GROUNDS FOR REMOVAL
4. This case is removable pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1455(b)(2), because I,

the defendant, allege causes of action arising from the deprivation of rights,

privileges, and immunities secured to me as a citizen of California, under Art. IV, §

2, cl.l of the United States Constitution. To wit:

a. The California Highway Patrol ("CHP")-operating on behalf

of the plaintiff-violated my 4th Amendment rights by impeding me,

detaining me, arresting me, and seizing and selling my property

without a warrant or probable cause.

b. The CHP-operating on behalf of the plaintiff-violated my 5th

Amendment right to due process by permitting individuals to assume

the role of CHP Officers without required Oaths of Office being filed

at the office of the California Secretary of State, in violation ofCal.

Gov't Code §§ 1360 and 1363(a)(I). (See also Cal. Const. art. XX, § 3

2
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(1879)).

c. The CHP-operating on behalf of the plaintiff-violated my 5th

Amendment right to due process by improperly citing me for an

expired vehicle registration when it was not.

d. The California Department of Motor Vehicles ("DMV")-

operating on behalf of the plaintiff-violated my 5th Amendment right

to due process by providing invalid information related to this case to

the CHP.

e. The DMV-operating on behalf of the plaintiff-violated my

5th amendment right to due process by reporting DMV License

C5595110 as being suspended when it was not.

f. The CHP-operating on behalf of the plaintiff-violated my 5th

Amendment right to due process by ascribing incorrect information

onto citation CJ 56370 in violation of Cal. Penal Code § 118.1.

g. The CHP- operating on behalf of the plaintiff-violated my

5th Amendment right to due process by ascribing incorrect information

onto citation CJ 56370 in violation of Judicial Council of California

publicationTR-INST, NOTICE TO APPEAR AND RELATED

FORMS ("TR-INST") Rule 6.070. See also TR-INST Rule 6.220.

h. Employees and officers of the State-acting on behalf of the

plaintiff-violated my 13th Amendment right to freedom from

involuntary servitude by imposing upon me obligations associated

with a DMV Driver License without my consent, resulting in criminal

charges being filed against me.

1. Employees and officers of the State-operating on behalf of the

plaintiff-violated my 9th Amendment rights by imposing upon me, a

legal status imputed by the 14th Amendment, while disregarding my
28
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averment of status as a citizen of one of the several states imputed by

Art. IV, § 2, cl.l of the United States Constitution.

J. The City Attorney-operating on behalf of the plaintiff-

violated my rights under the l OthAmendment by asserting jurisdiction

based upon my former mailing address being located within the

boundaries as stated in the 1849 Constitution of the State of California.

k. The Superior Court-operating on behalf of the plaintiff-

violated my 5th Amendment right to due process by imposing upon

me, without my consent, the standards of the USPS Domestic Mailing

Manual and the Zone Improvement Plan, in violation of the Postal

Reorganization Act, Pub. L. 91-375, 39 U.S.C. § 101, et seq.

1. The Superior Court-operating on behalf of the plaintiff-

violated my 5th Amendment right to due process by deeming me

incompetent to advocate on my own behalf when I asserted rights,

exonerating statutory language, and the existence of exculpatory

evidence.

m. The Superior Court-operating on behalf of the plaintiff-

violated my 5th Amendment right to due process by allowing a

licensed attorney and employee of the State (prior to being appointed

as my public defender) to conspire with the City Attorney regarding

the disposition of my standing and rights despite my objections.

n. The Superior Court-operating on behalf of the plaintiff-

violated my 5th Amendment right to due process by appointing a

public defender who waived my rights to court process and

exculpatory evidence in this case without my consent.

o. The Superior Court-operating on behalf of the plaintiff-

violated my 6th Amendment right to counsel (of my choice) by
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imposing a public defender without my consent and despite my

repeated objections.

p. The Superior Court-operating on behalf of the plaintiff-

violated my 5th Amendment right to due process by refusing to take

judicial notice of California Statutes in violation of Cal. Evid. Code §

451(a).

q. The Superior Court-operating on behalf of the plaintiff-

violated my 5th Amendment right to due process when the

commissioner misapprehended the term "United States" (see Cal.

Com. Code § 9307(h)) for the purposes of assuming jurisdiction.

r. The Superior Court-operating on behalf of the plaintiff-

violated my 5th Amendment right to due process when the

commissioner asked what country I was in for the purposes of

assuming jurisdiction.

s. The Superior Court-operating on behalf of the plaintiff-

violated my 5th Amendment right to due process when the

commissioner maintained that the boundaries as stated in the 1849

Constitution of the State of California were inside the "United States"

for the purposes of assuming jurisdiction.

t. The Superior Court-acting on behalf of the plaintiff-violated

my 5th Amendment right to due process by denying me the ability to

conduct my own case personally, in violation of28 U.S.C. § 1654.

u. The Superior Court-operating on behalf of the plaintiff-

violated my 5th Amendment right to due process by denying me

access to court transcripts.

PROCESS, PLEADINGS, AND ORDERS

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1455(a), attached hereto as Exhibit A, are true
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6

2

and correct copies of all process, pleadings, and orders served upon me, the

defendant in this case.
3 FILING OF REMOVAL PAPERS

4 6. Written notice of the removal of this case is being furnished to the

Plaintiffs counsel, and a Notice of Filing of Notice of Removal is being filed with

clerk of the Superior Court. A true and correct copy of that Notice is attached

hereto as Exhibit B.

5

6

7

CONCLUSION

The behavior of the opposing parties named herein can be characterized as
I

arrogant, condescending, and as acting under color of law-placing subjective

opinion and presumption over facts and actual law. With respect to this case, the

State, its agencies, and the Superior Court have operated in the form of a Star

Chamber-a culture they are notorious for. (See Faretta v. California, 422 U.S.

806, 821-22 (1975». Disagreements between people and government are best

resolved through due process-not by the personal opinions and presumptions of

state apparatchiks (see Cal. Gov't Code 1027.5). For these and the foregoing

reasons, I am seeking the authority of this Court to resolve the issues presented

herein through the legitimate means of due process.

WHEREFORE, I, the defendant, Corey Brandon Eib, hereby remove the

above-named criminal action from the Superior Court, and request that further

proceedings be conducted in this Court as provided for by law.

Dated: July __ ,2016 Respectfully submitted,

Corey Eib, Pro Se
c/o 16045 Sherman Way #H-63
Van Nuys, California
telephone: 818-207-9028
e-mail: coreyeib@gmail.com
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1 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
2

I do hereby certify that on the day of July, 2016, a copy of the
foregoing Notice of Removal of Pending Criminal State Court Action and the
exhibits thereto, were filed with the Clerk of Court. Notice of this filing as well as
a copy thereof, will be sent to plaintiffs counsel by United States Postal Service
Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested, at the following address:

3

4

5

6

7
MICHAEL N. FEUER, City Attorney
RICHARD A. SCHMIDT, Supervising Assistant City Attorney
ANN J. ROSENTHAL, Deputy City Attorney (SBN 172856)
6262 Van Nuys Blvd., Room 160
Van Nuys, CA 91401

Corey Eib, Pro Se
c/o 16045 Sherman Way #H-63
Van Nuys, California
telephone: 818-207-9028
e-mail: coreyeib@gmail.com

7
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2

Corey Eib
c/o 16045 Sherman Way #H-63
Van Nuys, California
telephone: 818-207-9028
e-mail: coreyeib@gmail.com

3

4

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

WESTERN DIVISION

Corey Brandon Eib,
Federal Question Jurisdiction -
Deprivation of Privileges and
Immunities Secured under Article IV,
section 2, clause 1 of the United States
Constitution.

People of the State of California, No.

Plaintiff, Notice of Removal- Removed from
County of Los Angeles Superior Court,
Case 6VV02122 "People of the State of
California v. Corey Brandon Eib"

v.

Defendant.

NOTICE OF FILING OF NOTICE OF REMOVAL

To: MICHAEL N. FEUER, City Attorney
RICHARD A. SCHMIDT, Supervising City Attorney
ANN J. ROSENTHAL, Deputy City Attorney (SBN 172856)
Attorneys for the Plaintiff
6262 Van Nuys Blvd., Room 160
Van Nuys, CA 91401
Telephone: 818-374-3300
Facsimile: 818-374-3311

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on July , 2016, the attached Notice of



Corey Eib, Pro Se
c/o 16045 Sherman Way #H-63
Van Nuys, California
telephone: 818-207-9028
e-mail: coreyeib@gmail.com

1 Removal of the above-captioned action from the County of Los Angeles Superior

2 Court, was filed with the Clerk of the United States District Court for the Central

3 District of California, Western Division, thereby effecting the removal of the action

4 from the County of Los Angeles, Superior Court.
5

6 Dated: July __ ,2016 Respectfully submitted,

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20
21

22
23

24
25

26
27

28
9



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
CIVil COVER SHEET

(b) County of Residence of First Listed Plaintiff

(EXCEPT IN U.S. PLAINTIFF CASES)

County of Residence of First Listed Defendant-----------------
(IN us. PLAINTIFF CASES ONLY)

DEFENDANTS ( Check box if you are representing yourself [g] )
COREY BRANDON EIB

I. (a) PLAINTIFFS ( Check box if you are representing yourself D )

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

(c) Attorneys (Firm Name, Address and Telephone Number) If you are

representing yourself, provide the same information.

LOS ANGELES CITY ATIORNEY
6262 VAN NUYS BLVD
VAN NUYS, CA 91401

Attorneys (Firm Name, Address and Telephone Number) If you are

representing yourself, provide the same information.

COREY EIB
ClO 16045 SHERMAN WAY #H-63
VAN NUYS, CALIFORNIA

[g] 1. u.s. Government
Plaintiff

D 3. Federal Question (U.S.
Government Not a Party)

III. CITIZENSHIP OF PRINCIPAL PARTIES-For Diversity Cases Only
(Place an X in one box for plaintiff and one for defendant)

PTF DEF . . PTF
Citizen ofThis State 0 1 0 1 Incorporated or Principal Place 0 4

of Business in this State

Citizen of Another State 0 2 0 2 Incorporated and Principal Place 0 5
of Business in Another State

DEFo 4

o 5

II. BASIS OF JURISDICTION (Place an X in one box only.)

D 2. U.S. Government
Defendant

04. Diversity (Indicate Citizenship
of Parties in Item III)

Citizen or Subject of a
Foreign Country

o 3 0 3 Foreign Nation

IV. ORIGIN (Place an X in one box only.)
6. Multidistrict

D
1. Original 'Xl 2. Removed from D 3. Remanded from D 4. Reinstated or D 5. Transferred from AnotherL:C::J D Litigation -

Proceeding State Court Appellate Court Reopened District (Specify) Transfer

8. Multidistrict
D Litigation -

Direct File

V. REQUESTED IN COMPLAINT: JURY DEMAND: DYes [g] No (Check "Yes" only if demanded in complaint)

CLASS ACTION under F.R.Cv.P. 23: DYes [g] No D MONEY DEMANDED IN COMPLAINT: $
VI. CAUSE OF ACTION (Cite the U.S. Civil Statute under which you are filing and write a brief statement of cause. Do not cite jurisdictional statutes unless diversity.)
28 U.S.c. SECTION 1455. Cause of action arising from violation of U.S. Const. Art. IV, Sectoin 2, cI 1.

VII. NATURE OF SUIT (Place an X in one box only).

0 375 False Claims Act 0 110 Insurance 462 Naturalization Habeas Corpus: o 820 Copyrights
Application

0 376 Qui Tam 0 120 Marine o 463 Alien Detainee o 830 Patent
(31 USC 3729(a)) o 510 Motions to Vacateo 130 Miller Act Sentence o 840 Trademark

0 400 State 140 Negotiable o 530 General
Reapportionment 0 Instrument o 535 Death Penalty 861 HIA (1395ff)

0 410 Antitrust 150 Recovery of Other: o 862 Black Lung (923)
0 430 Banks and Banking 0 Overpayment & 0 310 Airplane

Enforcement of 315 Airplane 371 Truth in Lending 0 540 Mandamus/Other o 863 DIWClDIWW (405 (g))

0 450 Commerce/ICC Judgment 0Rates/Ete. Product Liability 380 Other Personal 0 550 Civil Rights o 864 SSID Title XVI
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Slander o 865 RSI (405 (g))
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38S Property Damage
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560 Civil Detainee

enced & Corrupt Org. 0 Defaulted Student 0 Liability
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Loan (Excl. Vet.) Confinement

0 340 Marine 0 870 Taxes (tl.S, Plaintiff or
0 490 Cable/Sat TV 153 Recovery of 345 Marine Product 0 422 Appeal 28 Defendant)o Overpayment of 0 Liability

USC lS8 625 Drug Related 871 IRS-Third Party 26 USC
0 850 Securities/Com- Vet. Benefits 423 Withdrawal 28 0 Seizure of Property 21 0 7609modities/Exchange

160 Stockholders' 0 350 Motor Vehicle 0 USC 157 USC 881

0 890 Other Statutory 0 Suits 0 355 Motor Vehicle 0 690 Other
Actions Product Liability

0 891 Agricultural Acts 0 190 Other 360 Other Personal 0 440 Other Civil Rights
Contract 0 Injury 0 441 Voting o 710 Fair Labor Standards

0 893 Environmental
195 Contract 362 Personal Injury- Act

Matters 0 Product Liability 0 Med Malpratice 0 442 Employment o 720 Labor/Mgmt.
895 Freedom of Info.0 Act 0 196 Franchise 0 365 Personal Injury- 0 443 Housing/ Relations

Product Liability Accommodations o 740 Railway Labor Act
0 896 Arbitration 367 Health Carel 445 American with

899 Admin. Procedures 0 210 Land 0 Pharmaceutical 0 Disabilities- o 751 Family and Medical

o ActlReview of Appeal of
Condemnation Personal Injury Employment Leave Act

Agency Decision 0 220 Foreclosure Product Liability 0 446 American with o 790 Other Labor
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
CIVIL COVER SHEET

VIII. VENUE: Your answers to the questions below will determine the division of the Court to which this case will be initially assigned, This initial assignment is subject
to change, in accordance with the Court's General Orders, upon review by the Court of your Complaint or Notice of Removal.

QUESTION A: Was this case removed
from state court?

~ Yes D No

W"n~"s~p~Qu~tion& W~e~"~ed~e~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

box to the right that applies, enter the
corresponding division in response to
Question E, below, and continue from there,

QUESTION B: Is the United States, or B.l. Do 50% or more of the defendants who reside in
one of its agencies or employees, a the district reside in Orange Co.?

PLAINTIFF in this action?

DYes D No

If "no, " skip to Question C If "yes," answer
Question B,1, at right

check one of the boxes to the right

YES, Your case will initially be assigned to the Southern Division,
D Enter "Southern" in response to Question E, below, and continue

from there,

B.2. Do 50% or more of the defendants who reside in
the district reside in Riverside and/or San Bernardino
Counties? (Consider the two counties toqether.)

D NO, Continue to Question B.2,

check one of the boxes to the right -+

YES, Your case will initially be assigned to the Eastern Division,
D Enter "Eastern" in response to Question E, below, and continue

from there,

NO, Your case will initially be assigned to the Western Division,
D Enter "Western" in response to Question E, below, and continue

from there,

QUESTION C: Is the United States, or C.l. Do 50% or more of the plaintiffs who reside in the
one of its agencies or employees, a district reside in Orange Co.?

DEFENDANT in this action?

DYes D No

If "no, " skip to Question D, If "yes," answer
Question C1, at right

check one of the boxes to the right -+
YES, Your case will initially be assigned to the Southern Division,

D Enter "Southern" in response to Question E, below, and continue
from there,

C.2. Do 50% or more of the plaintiffs who reside in the
district reside in Riverside and/or San Bernardino
Counties? (Consider the two counties together.)

D NO. Continue to Question C2.

-+check one of the boxes to the right

YES, Your case will initially be assigned to the Eastern Division,
D Enter "Eastern" in response to Question E, below, and continue

from there,

NO, Your case will initially be assigned to the Western Division,
D Enter "Western" in response to Question E, below, and continue

from there,

Indicate the location(s) in which 50% or more of plaintiffs who reside in this district
reside, (Check up to two boxes, or leave blank if none of these choices apply.)

Indicate the location(s) in which 50% or more of defendants who reside in this
district reside, (Check up to two boxes, or leave blank if none of these choices
appl ,)

o o o
o o o

DYes

0.1. Is there at least one answer in Column A?

o No

If "yes," your case will initially be assigned to the

SOUTHERN DIVISION,

Enter "Southern" in response to Question E, below, and continue from there.

-+If "no," go to question D2 to the right

0.2. Is there at least one answer in Column B?

DYes o No

If "yes," your case will initially be assigned to the

EASTERNDIVISION,

Enter "Eastern" in response to Question E, below,

If "no," your case will be assigned to the WESTERN DIVISION,

Enter "Western" in response to Question E,below, l

CV-71 (07/16)

Do SO%or more of plaintiffs or defendants in this district reside in Ventura, Santa Barbara, or San Luis Obispo counties?

Page2of3CIVIL COVER SHEET



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
CIVil COVER SHEET

[g] NO DYES

If yes, list casenumber(s):

IX(a). IDENTICAL CASES: Has this action been previously filed in this court?

IX(b). RELATED CASES: Is this case related (as defined below) to any civil or criminal case(s) previously filed in this court?

[g] NO

If yes, list casenumber(s):

DYES

Civil cases are related when they (check all that apply):

D A. Arise from the same or a closely related transaction, happening, or event;

D B. Call for determination of the same or substantially related or similar questions of law and fact; or

D c. For other reasons would entail substantial duplication of labor if heard by different judges.

Note: That cases may involve the same patent, trademark, or copyright is not, in itself, sufficient to deem cases related.

A civil forfeiture case and a criminal case are related when they (check all that apply):

D
D
D

A. Arise from the same or a closely related transaction, happening, or event;

B. Call for determination of the same or substantially related or similar questions of law and fact; or

C. Involve one or more defendants from the criminal case in common and would entail substantial duplication of
labor if heard by different judges.

X. SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEY
(OR SELF-REPRESENTED LITIGANT): DATE:

Notice to Counsel/Parties: The submission of this Civil Cover Sheet is required by Local Rule 3-1. This Form CV-71 and the information contained herein
neither replaces nor supplements the filing and service of pleadings or other papers as required by law, except as provided by local rules of court. For
more detailed instructions, see separate instruction sheet (CV-071 A).

Keyto Statistical codes relating to SocialSecurity Cases:

Nature of Suit Code Abbreviation

861 HIA

862 BL

863 DIWC

863 DIWW

864 SSID

865 RSI

Substantive Statement of Cause of Action
All claims for health insurance benefits (Medicare) under Title 18,Part A, of the SocialSecurity Act, asamended. Also,
include claims by hospitals, skilled nursing facilities, etc., for certification asproviders of servicesunder the program.
(42 u.s.c. 1935FF(b))

All claims for "BlackLung" benefits under Title 4, Part B,of the Federal Coal Mine Health and SafetyAct of 1969.(30 U.S.e.
923)

All claims filed by insured workers for disability insurance benefits under Title 2 of the SocialSecurity Act, asamended; plus
all claims filed for child's insurance benefits based on disability. (42 U.5.e.405 (g))

All claims filed for widows or widowers insurance benefits based on disability under Title 2 of the Social Security Act, as
amended. (42 U.s.e.405 (g))

All claims for supplemental security income payments based upon disability filed under Title 16 of the SocialSecurity Act, as
amended.

All claims for retirement (old age) and survivors benefits under Title 2 of the SocialSecurity Act, asamended.
(42 u.s.c. 405 (g))

CV-71 (07116) CIVIL COVER SHEET Page 3 of3
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SlJPERIOR COv"'RT OF CALIFORNIA
COU1!.1TY OF LOS 7U'\lGELES

T'RE PEOPLE OF THE S'1'Jl.TE OF CALIFOR,."'UA, f1ISDEMEANOR COMPI.lAINT

COREY BF.p.NDON EIB 06/21/1969 1'4

FILED
SHERR! R, C.~TER
Exec'ut •..i.ve Off Clerk

OR 06/22/2016 Bkg no,

Plaintiff,
ca ce number: 6\!V02122

V12500a BvJ . ,.... ~ .., .._. ._. ._

Deputy Clerk
V4000al,V16G28a

Issued by
~nCH!.,ELN . FEUER
City Attorney

Defendant (5) • ANN ROSENTHl"L
Deputy City

(LT)

Comes now the undersigned and states that he is informed and believes} and
upon such .inf'ozmat.Lon arid belief declares: That on or about 25/2015 at
and in the of Los ,Angeles, in the County of Los Angeles, State of
Cal a misdemeanor, to wit, violation of Subdivision (a) of Section
12500 of the California Vehicle Code 1;'1a8 committed by the above-named
defendant (s) (whose t.zue name(s) to affiant is (are) unknown) , who at the
time and place last did ';.viI and unlawfully dxi ve a motor
vehicle on a highway without holding a valid driver's issued under
the provisions of the Vehicle Code.

Mer 12500 (A) /29
COUNT II

For a furt.hex , and second cause of action be i.nq a different:
offense, belonging to tbe same class of and offenses set forth in
Count I hereof, affiant 'further alleges that on or about 11/25/20l5 at and
in the City of LQsAngeles, the County otLos F.ngeles, State of
Cal r a infraction, co wit, violation of Subdhrision (a) (1) of
Section 4000 of tl'le Californ:i. •• 'Vehicle Code was committed by the above-
named defendant {sf I (,qhosetY1.1.e name(s ) to affiant is (a.re) unknown) , who
at the time and last aforesaid, did willfully and l..mlawfully drive,
movet and leave standing a, motor. vehicle, t.za.i.Ler , semi ..tr.ailer I pole and
pike (pipe) logging and aux i, dol upon a highway when such
vehicle was not xeq.iat.exed and the appropriate fees not paid under' the
prOviSions of the Vehicle Code,

Mer 40001A) (1)/29



COUNT III

Fo.l' a fuzt.he r, sepa:cate and t.hLzd cause of action being a different
offense, belonging to the same class of crimes and offenses set forth in
Count. 1 hereof, ,'tffiant further alleges tha t; on 01' about; .1J./25/2015 at and
i1"J t.ne Cit:y of Losrulgeles, in t.he County o f 'Los Angeles, Sta.u? of
California f a infraction, to wit J violation of Subdivision (a) of See'cion
16028 of the California Vehicle Code was committed by the above-named
def endant.t s) ('\I:1108e true name t s) to affiant is{are) unknown) f who at the
time and place last aforesaid, did ,.,rillfully and unlawfully I while driving
a vehicle required co be registered in this state upon a highway J fail to
provide written evidence of financial respor..sibility for the vehicle,
~·1CI l6028 (A) /29



I
a -11 C,F ',')-.1 CM 1 c;, cont rarv T Cl HJP lZlI'I and against the peece and dignity of

,J...~~ . .:. '.,:" ~"ll_ <~J __ v ....G .J"" .....~.... - ,
~, P_. 1 .':: t he c:. t at.e OF C-1; f ozn ia Derlarant and compla1.nantL-ne cop e oJ.. ~j,t:; •..•• \.. ~ .J~ a..l- __ ~J..'" '-'" - . .'

therefore prays that a warrant may be issued for the arrest of sald
cief endan t t s ) and that he maybe dealt w.i t h according to 1,,1\-1.

Attached hereto and incorporat.ed by reference as though fully set forth
are \vri tten statements and reports/ consisting of pages, which constitute
the basis upon which I make the within allegations.

A declaration in support of the Issuance of Such ~varrant is sUbmitted.

Executed at LO$ Angr:;lesr California., on

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

INFORl'1}1J, DISCOVERY NOTICE

'1'0 THE P..BOVE-NPJVfED DEF'£t-JDANT (3; AND/OR ATTORNEY (S) FOR DEFENDAt-1T(S) :

Plaintiff, the People of the State of California. hereby requests
discovery/disclosure from the defendantts) and his or her attorney(s) in
this case pursuant to Penal Code Sect~ons 1054.3 and 1054.5.

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED th3t if complete discJosure is not made withih 15
days of thi5 reque5t, plain~iff will seek -- on or before &he next court
date, or as soon as practicable thereafter -- a court order enforcing the
provisions of Penal Code Section 1054.1, subdivisions Ib) and (e). This
is an onq o.inq request for any of the listed items wh i ch be come known to
the defendant (s) and his or· her at.torneyI s) at t.er the date of compliance.

The wr i.t ten suat.ement;s and reports attached hereto constitute discoverable
materials designated in Penal Code Section 1054.1. Any additional
material discoverable pursuant to Penal Code Section 1054.1 that becomes
known to plaintiff will be provided to the defense.

If, prior to or during tr i.eL, as a result of this request plaintiff
obt ei ns additional evidence or material subject to disclosure under a
previous defense request or court order pursuant to Penal Code section
1054.1, pla~ntiff will disclose the existence of that evidence or
material ~'lit.hin a reasonable time.

DISCOVERY NATERIALS SHOULD BE DELIVERED TO A DEPU'l'Y CITY ATTORNEY IN
FL~STER CALEND.zU\ COCRT ON THE FIRST TRIAL DATE.
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ID
DA'rE-~:06 -22-16*TIME: 12 ~27*
D!>T"v RECORD FOR LAW E.NFORCEf''!EtJT USE ONLY
DL/NO, C559S110*13jD: 06 ,.21-1969kNj\~1E: EIB COREY BR.li.t'IDOl'P
1'-ill.!L ,l\DDR .AS or OS-2g-09~127g GLENNEYRE AP';r 261 LAGtrNA bEACH 9.?6S1*
RES /lweR : 12 78 GLENNEYRE APT261 LAGti'NI\ BEllCH'
OTH/ADDR AS O.F 06-(16-16:16045 SHER~'l..'\N"NY HG} Vi'J:.J NU'iS"
JI.KA.' ELB CORI<Y ERANPO.hl"
ID£N'UFYIHG INFORMF.'rION ~
SEX ,VJl..LE*H1UR: BL-OND"EYES; HZL~HT: 5 ,·10"W'1': 195"
1D CARD MLD;10- .31·-07*EXl?TRES: 06- 21-10"
ID OUP OR NO FEE 133:10-19-07*
t.rc.rss 05 -2B - 09 *E:\PJH.ED*cr~ASS;:C No.N-COt.-1!·fEF-:CIAL*
ENDORS~!4ENTS: 'NONE' *
L..L..TEST AP?:

D1. 'lYPS: RENENAL*rSS/Dp.TE: 05-28--09*OFFICE:SNC*BATES: POL*
ORGAt-r f"'-'."ID. T1SSrJE DONOR, YES tJf'M-IED: 05 - 2 a - 0 9

LICENSE STATuS:
SUSPENDED OR REVOKED

sE:RVICE NEEDED, SEE HISTORY BELO ••:"
DSP.~RTHENTAL ACTI.ONS~·
DRV r.rc SU·S;;>BlJDED 'EFT; 02·· O:>·10*ORDEF, MAILED: 01- 01-10*IK1TH: 13365 .•
REASON: FilII., TO AP1'.iV~R NOTICE ~SBRvrCE : K/ Q6" 0 6 -16 "'REFUSED*
~/BR.BA~ OR P£RSO'NA~ SE!RVICE NEEDED*
CONVIC7IOHS:
V:OL!P7 cosv/er
06-14-!3 0).-23-14

SEC!~J"IOL
:.2500A »c

DKT/HO
*IR.M451

DI,sP COURT VEH!LJ:C
304.60 1301197c

4050,% VC "FAILURE TO PAY FINE
F.IN3 Ar·IOUNT DUE $ 727

DMV POINT COUNT 0
PA.tLURES TO AI'PEl\.R,
NONE
l\CCIDENTS;
NOl'fE
END

3RCYYYYY06/Z2/2'Jl6 12; 27
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

NO. Gvv02122
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEFENDANT 01: COREY BRANDON EIB
LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY EFFECTING ARREST:

VS.
PAGE NO. 1
CURRENT DATE 06/28/16

CHP - WEST VALLEY STATION

BAIL: APPEARANCE ArvlOUNTDATE . OF BAIL
DATE
POSTED

RECEIPT OR SURETY COMPANY
BerJD NO.

REGISTER
NUMBER

CASE FILED ON 06/22/16.COMPLAINT FILED, DECLARED OR SWORN TO CHARGING DEFENDANT WITH HAVING
COMMITTED, ON OR ABOUT 11/25/15 IN THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, THE FOLLm'llING
OFFENSE(S) OF:

COUNT 01: 12500(A) \lC;'-USD
COUNT 02: 4000(A)(1) VC MISD
COUNT 03: 16028(A) VC MISD

NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT:
06/22/16 830 Ai'1ARRAIGNMENT DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 103

ON 06/22/16 I\T 830 !\~1 IN VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 103

CASE CALLED FOR ARRAIGNMENT
PARTIES; Ctv1R.REBECCA OMENS (JUDGE) DAVID HEADCOCK (CLERK)

R. GLICKFELD CRE?) ALEEN l\UNE AVANESIAN (CA)
STIPULATED THAT CMR. REBECCA OMENS (JUDGE) MAY HEAR THE CAUSE AS TEMPORARY

JUDGE.
COURT REFERS DEFENDANT TO THE PUBLIC DEFENDER.
PUBLIC DEFENDER APPOINTED. JEANETrE LEE - P.O.
DEFENDANT IS PRESENT IN COURT, AND REPRESENTED BY JEANETTE LEE DEPUTY PUBLIC

DEFENDER
DEFENDANT ADVISED OF THE FOLLOWING RIGHTS ORALLY:
THE DEFENDANT IS ADVISED OF FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY.

COURT ADVISES DEFENDANT THAT SELF-REPRESENTATION IS ALMOST ALWAYS AN UNWISE
CHOICE, AND VJILL NOT WORK TO HIS ADVANTAGE; FURTHER, THAT HE WILL NOT BE
HELPED OR iREJ\TED WITH SPECIAL LENIENCY BY THE COURT OR THE PROSECUTOR, AND
THAT HE WILL BE HELD TO THE SAME STANDARDS OF CONDUCT AS AN ATTORNEY.
FURTHER, IF HE WISHES TO REPRESENT HIMSELF, HE \o/ILLNOT BE ABLE TO CLAIM
LATER THAT HE MADE A IVlISTAKE,OR THAT HE RECEIVED INEFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF
COUNSEL.

DEFENDANT WAIVES ARRAIGNMENT, READING OF COMPLAINT, .AND STATEMENT or
CONSTITUTIONAl: AND STATUTORY RIGHTS.

DEFEND.tJ.NiW,tJ.IVESFURTHER ARRAIGNMENT.
DEFENDANT PLEADS NOT GUILTY TO COUNT 01, 12500(A) vc.
DEFENDANT PLEADS NOT GUllTY TO COUNT 02, 4000 (A)(1) VC.
DEFENDANT PLEADS NOT GUILTY TO COUNT 03, 16028(A) ve.

COURT ORDERS AND FINDINGS:
-THE COURT ORDERS THE DEFENDANT TO APPEAR ON THE NEXT COURT DATE.
DEFENDANT REFUSED TO FILL OUT THE ADVISPJ,ENT AND WAIVER OF RIGHT
TO COUNSEL (FARETTA WAIVER).
OVER THE DEFENDANT'S OBJECTION, THE COURT ORDERS THE LOS ANGELES
COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER'S OFFICE TO REPRESENT THE DEFENDANT.



CASE NO. 6vv02122
DEF :,0. 01

PAGE NO. 2
DATE PRINTED 06/28/16

",lATTER IS SET IN DEPART1>lENT 105 FOR ALL PURPOSES.
LAST DAY FOR TRIAL: 08/08/16.

r>-lINUTE ORDER PREPARED BY: K. LOPEZ.
NEXT SCHEDULED EVENT:
07/22/16 830 AM PRETRIAL HEARING DIST VAN NUYS COURTHOUSE DEPT 105
CUSTODY STATUS: RELEASED ON O'tJN RECOGNIZANCE.
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Defendant

r " •

MICHAEL N. FEUER, City Attorney . . .. " .. .r

RICH A.·RD A.,. S.CH.. MI.D.T, Superv.lsmg AS.Slstam CIty Attorney
2 ANN J. ROSENTHAL DeputyCity Attorney (SBN 172856)

6262 Vall Nuvs Blvd" Room 160
3 Van Nuys, Ca1ifOJpia 91401

Telephone: (818) j 74~3~OO
4 Facsimile: (818) 374-3311

5 Attornevs for Plaintiff. ... .
PEOPLE OF THE 8T ATE OF CALIFORNIA

? I
8 ! SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, NORTH\VEST JUDICIAL DISTRICT9

12
I
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CAUFORNIA~~

Plai 'fi~ )riamtrn, \
J

l
j

14 VS.

15 COREY BRANDON ElB,

.)0_0 If!

Case No.: CJ56370~l999

PEOPLE'S OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO
COMPEL DISCLOSURE OF REQUESTED
DISCOVERY; MEMORANDIJM OF
POiNTS AND AUTHORITIES; EXHIBITS

Date of Defen<iant's Motion: 051l2!2016
Date of Nexl CourtDate: 0610712016
Time: 8:30 a.m, :
Dept.: 102

III PEOPLE'S OPPOS!TlON TO MOnON TO G'OMPEL DlSCLOSU RE OFREQU!'STED DlSCOVER Y , I



I
I This response and Opposition is based on the following Memorandum of Points and I

~ II' 'I' "t"UtllOrities, Exhibits, the Court's file, and any other and further argument that may be had at the I
» reanng. I

d I
41 I

INTRODl)CT10N5

6 The Defendant in th is case is charged with violation of Vehicle Code sections J 2500(a)

7 [driving without a valid license], 4000(a)(1) [driving a vehicle not validly registered], and

8 16028(a) [driving without proof of insurance]. On April 4, 2016, the People received an

9 informal discovery request from the Defendant. (Exhibit 1.) On April] 8, 2016) the People

10 responded. (Exhibit Z.) On Aprj126, 2016 the People received Defendant's Motion, which he

11 has. set for May 12. 2016, even though the next court date in this case is scheduled for June 7,

12 ! 2016. The People hereby submit the following objections to Defendant's motion in its entirety

13 I as follows. ~

14

!5 I.

NONE Ol<~THE ITEMS DEFEl'i'DANT IS SEEKlNGIS AMONG

THE EN UM KRATED ITEMS SET FORTH IN TUE J)ISCOVERY ACT

OR REQUIRED BY THE CONSTITUTION

I
16 I
17 !!
18

19

20
21

Prior to passage in 1990 of the ballot initiative Proposition 115, entitled the "Crime

Victims Justice Reform Act," the right of an accused to seek discovery in the course of

preparing his defense to a criminal prosecution was a judicially created doctrine that evolved

in the absence of guiding legislation. (See, Pitchess v. Superior Court (1974) 11 CaUd 53.1,

535.) All accused's motion for discovery was addressed to the sound discretion of the trial

22

24 court, which had the inherentpower to order discovery in the interests of justice , (See, e.g.,

25 Hill v. Superior Court (1974) 10 Ca1.3d 812.) JlJdiciall"y-cre~ted discovery ended, however,

26 witi) thc129~sage of PropositiQl1 I J 5. One of the stated purposes of thq.tinitiative, which added

271 Chapter 10 to Title ~ of the Pe~al Code, is "to provide that no discovery shall occur in criminal

28 I cases except as provided by this chapter, other express statutory provisions, or as mandated by

I
I!

PEOPLE'S OPPOSITION 10 MOTION TO COMPEL DISCLOSURE or REQUfSfED DISCOVERY. 2



m II.

\

1
1 the Constitution of the United States." (EmphaS~ssuPp1ied.) (Penal Code section I054(e).)

2 ITo achieve this purpose, Pen C § 1054.5(a) provides:

3, "No order requiring di!>covervshall be made in crirninal cases except

4 as provided ill this chapter. This chapter shall be the only means hy

which the defendant may compel the disclosure or production of

information from prosecuting attorneys, law enforcement agencies

which investigated orprepared the case against the defendant, or any

other persons or agencies which the prosecuting attorney or

investigating agency may have employed to assist them in

performing their duties."

(Emphasis supplied.)

5

6

7

8

9

10

l! I'
11 I
1'''''"1,)

14

Therefore, the exclusive procedures provision of the Criminal Discovery Act means

that courts are precluded from exercising inherent powers to order discovery. "When the

Legislature has provided criminal defendants with certain specific discovery tools, the court

15 win 'decline to exercise our inherent powers to achieve a different result which would conflict

16 with its legislation' by permitting additional discovery procedures." (People Ii Trippe: (1997)

11 56 Cal App 4th 1532, 1550, quoting People v Municipal Court (Runyan) (1978) 20 Cal3d
18 -"")J_J.

J 9 This provision has produced several important limitations on discovery in criminal

20 Icases, The most important of those for present purposes is that, unless authorized by other

21 /'sta~u~esor """." constitut~onaJ man d..a.,te,.,the part,ies,.' to a criminal ~roceed;n~are,not
22 entttiedto obtatn disclosure Off-lemS not luned m the statute, As stated by the California

I
23 ISupreme Court. "if none of those authorities requires disclosure of a particular item of

24 , evidence, the courts are not at liberty to create a rule imposing such a duty," (People v. Tillis

25 (1998) 18 CaJ 4th 284. See also, People l'. Superior COUl'l (Barrett) (2000) .80 CalApp.4th

20 1305, 1313 ("unless a requested limn is authorized by other statutes oris constitutionally
"; ..

27 required, the parties to a criminal proceeding are entitled to obtain disclosure of only those
;

2S items listed in sections 1054.1 and i054.3").)

PEOPLE'S OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL DlSCLOSURE 01' REQUESTED DJSCOVERY " 3



2
the prosecutor to call as witnesses at

Penal Code section 1054.1 sets forth those items which

umsner are recuired to disclose to the defense, are:

(l) "The Dames and addresses:l
4

5 (2) "Statements of ail defendants";

(;. "All relevant real evidence seized or obtained as a part ofithe investigation of the

"/ offenses

<)

(4) "The existence ora felony conviction

to be critical to the outcome of the trial";

material whose credibilitv IS

10 "Any exculuatorv evidence"; and

il ofthe statements

J 2 of witnesses whom the prosecutor intends to call at the trial,"

13 acknowledge their obligation to disclose the aforernentioncd enumeratedThe

14 discovery hems, even 'without a demand by the defense, Penal Cod" section! 054.5 imposes a

15 burden on a defendant Cii,;C(IVCTV compulsion of demonstrating that the

16 not complied with Section 1054, l. Defendant herein has not met that burden with respect to

J 7 the items mandated for disclosure under Section 1054, < Since the discoverv items specified

18 in the Discovery Act, to the extent tJ1CY exist, have already been oisctosedto Defendant, his

19 motion should be denied in its entirety.

20

2J n,
22

24
25 With regard to n Defendant's consututional right to discoverv. that areais well-settled.

26 criminal defendant does not have a general constitutional to discovery, (People r, Superior

27 Court (Barrett) (2000) 80 CaLAppAth DOS, 1 citing Grav r. Netherland (J 996) 51 S U,S,

152, 16i() However, prosecutors do have it constitutional mandate to disclose exculpatory

--------------
'''-~'''''''''---

PEOPLE'S OPf'\)SrrION 'ro h10TfCN TO COA1PEt D1SCLOSUftE. OF t\,t:Ut}L" L"'llDISCOVER')t '-4



t "

the United States Constitutkm,discoverv mandated

E?;C\!ljl<H,Jl'j evidence i, defined as "evidence that material eitner to OJ'

ifthere ISapunishmern.' in re Sossouniau. 9 CalAth 535, 543, "Evidence 'material'

had
514 LLS, 419,433-434,)

permitting him to conduct a

disclosing to him any

Ii exculpalor» evidence. ami {'n~"r;'l(!that he has the same UU::CS5 to discoverv that is allowed to

nUf

Penal Code section 1054, et seq, sffbrd" Defendant this constitutional

,\1111;1r;()!' Court (1 54 CaL3d
The California Supreme Court has made it dear that when a defendant seeks rl1,"'f\V(,rV

14 spccificiryand

{\defendant must describe the Informatio»

a plausible jc.•stification Ior disclosure.

with some

:? CalAth 1148,

v, Clark ( ,) CaL4thi 1 may

favor gnanting liberal discoverv to criminal defendants, courts may nevertheless refuse to grant

j ~ CaL4th

i 8 discovery j f the burdens

1.9 need for discoverv

(:rJ1governmcrn dnd on third

s.rensins. supra, 22 CaL4th at

Stltxn..anlia.lIy outweigh the

Kaurisli 52

20 ('aI-3d 648~ 686.) ,4,defendarn~~{sbowinn ofneed

21 constitutes the "r,v",~,+,,,,,

In ""w,,,,,,,, the defendant was charged, among other things, with the murder of a Los

expedition.

2'"1 derective hJ;\~dmvesngated or in which he H18-_de an arrest in the year before his murder. The
25 defelldanl"s was that some person tmder investigauon

assailant was Wllile or Hispanic and the defendant was black.

28 recmcls rosy show evidence of a White or HINCksuspect who bere a the

22



, ..

detective. The Los Angeles City Attorney's Office resisted discovery on tile basis that the

2 defendant i-wdmade an inadequate showing and that the request was overly burdensome. The
I

3 I trial court denied the discovery concluding that defendant had not given sufficient justification

4 for the discovery. The California Supreme Court affirmed and held filat there was a significant

5 interest in preserving the confidentiality of an individual citizen's arrest records; that

6 defendant's showing ofneed for those records was based upon speculation and. thus,

7 constituted the proverbial fishing expedition: and that defendant was; unable to demonstrate the

g existence of exculpatory material. (ld. at 957.)

9 In Clark. the defendant was charged with a series of killings of young women in Los

10 A..ngeles. The defendant claimed that he was improperly denied discovery of certain items of

1 j evidence from the murder of Jack Murray committed by his housemare, Carol Bundy. The

12 defendant requested blood samples, shell casings, jewelry, and bloodstained items. The

13 defendant's theory was that Carol Bundy had committed the murders-with her lover, Jack

14 Murray, and that she subsequently killed Jack Murray to frame defendant for the other

15 Imurders. •

16 The California Supreme Court held that.the defendant failed to show plausible

17 justification for his request and that "the entire premise was based on sheer speculation. The

1. 8 I record contains no evidence whatsoever, not even of moti ve or opportunity to connecting

19/Murray to these murders." (Clark, supra, 3 Ca1.4tl1 at 133-134.) Defendant produced "no

20 evidence that Murray's murder was relevant. Defendant also failed to show that tile evidence

21 sought to be discovered might produce or lead to relevant evidence sufficient to raise a

22 reasonable doubt as to defendant's guilt:' Ud. at 134.)

23 In this case, any items which are known to the People as exculpatory have been

24 provided orwill be madeavailable to the defense. To the extent that Defendant seeks any

25 I items not agreed upon by tile People, Defendant must provide some fact to support any

261 contention that the items he seeks are exculpatory. Mere speculation based all some
i ;

27/. amorphous belief is not sufficient to justify the discovery of the items sought.

28 III
I
I
I,
II PEOPLE'S OPPOS1TlON TO i\<10T10NTO COMPEL DISCLOSURE OF l(EQl~~sn;.;~)ISCOV~RY~-~-

I

I
I
I
I



21 DJSCOVERYREQUESTS AND RESPONSES

31ltem # 1. [All Dl\ifVrecord." telatr:xl to CA Driver License # C55951/0 onjUc'yl'ith the CA I
4111 DA1V.J I
51 OIUECTION. Not required under Penal Code section 1.054. p. f. Brady. No jU. s..tification, !
6 (Hill v. Superior Court (1974) 10 Cai.3d 812, B17.) 11 IS the Defendant's burden to prove that he!

7 Ihad a valid drivers license on the date the Citation was issued. There. is no requirement that the I
8 \ People prove a negative, The DMV is not a member of prosecution tearn in this case,. I·

\) particularly since their records have no relevance to the prosecution of this case. The People are

no! in possession or have any control ofrecords held by the DM V. 1fhe People's Obligation is tv I
I! I disclose relevant materials in the possession or control of the prosecution. (Hill v. Superior I

r 1

Court (1974) 10 CaUd 812, 816; Pitchess v. Superior COt./r{(1974) 1.1CaL3d 531,535.) I
1311 Information possessed by an agency that has no COlmectio~ [0 ,the in~es!igation or prose<;ution o~

14 II the criminal charge against the defendant IS not possessed oy we prosecution teamv and tne

15 II prosecutor does not.have. the duty to search for Ol~t~ ~isclose such material. (People ~',Superior I
16 IICourt (Barrell) (2000) 80 Cal.App.dth 1305, 131).) Fhe People also-cannot be sanctioned

J711 because an outside agency, a third party, did. not comply with a defense request for information,

10

1:2

!9 Hen) # 2. [Certified copy ofoath ofoffice of CHP citing officer S. BemillerFotn the

18

:~I ~:'~;;:;::;'::I:~::;;~~:;':':;~::~;I: 1 SeeofState10 produce a
2), I,i OBJECTION. Not required under Penal Code section 1054 or Brad).'. No justification.

23

1

; I (l1i1l1'. Superior COUrT (1974) 10 CaL3d 812. 817.} This information is not required for the

24 Iprosecution of this case, The Secretary of State is not a member of the prosecution team in this

25 IIcase and has no relevance to the prosecution of this case. The People are not in possession or

26 Ihave any control of records held by the Secretary of State. The People's obligation is to disclose

~:.) .... ·1 re.je:'an,tm~t~~ri:1S~n,t1~eposseSSi,O .. 11 01.' COD.11'0.. 1 Of ..t..hC.P.ro6. 'eCU.i.i. on. U.litl. '.'"Superior Court (1974)
- ! j () (aUd 812, g 16; PIt chess )', Superior Court (1974) !1 CaUt! 53l, 535.) Information'I .. l

IIIr PEOPLE'S OPPOSITION TO 1\lOT10N TO COMPEL DISCLOSURE Ol.' REQUESTED DISCOVERY. 7
II



7

1!nossessed 11',an azencv that has no connection to the investigation or prosecution of the crintinallIt'" ,~> t.l > (;} ,1. \

2 \ charae against the defendant is not possessed by the prosecution team, and the prosecutor does I
I ~>~, !

:3 Inot have the duty to search for or to disclose such material. (People Superior Court (Barrett) I
4 1(2000) 80 CaLApp.4thI305, 1315.) The People also cannot be sanctioned because an outside I
5 Iagency, a third party, did not comply with a defense request for infonnanonTurtbermore, the I

Secretary of State cannot he compelled to do anything since they are, not a party to this action. I
• • > I

Finally, there is a presumption that an official duty has been regularly performed. (Evidence I
Code section 664.) Thus, there is.a presumption that an Officer regularly employed by the I
California Highway Patrol and sent out on duty has satisfied an of the requirements under the

1(1 . law to be a peace officer. The Defendant has offered nothing to rebut this presumption.

6

9

11

i3

[COp-V of the original CA DMVapplication/or registrati011j()r defendant's PT

Cruiser VIiV if 3C81:),78G45T541364H·hich the prosecution claims is expired.]

12 Item # 3.

14 OB.JECTION. Not required under Penal Code section l 054 Brady. No justification.

15 (11il1v. Superior Court (1974) 10 CaL3d 812, 817.) It is the Defendant's burden to prove that

16 the vehicle be was driving was validly registered on date the Citation was issued. There is no

17 requirement that the People prove a negative. The DMV is not a member of the prosecution

18 team in this case. The People are not in possession or have any control of records held by the

19 IDMV, Tile People's obligation is to disclose relevant materials in the possession or control of
I

2() !Ithe prosccutiO~ .. (~lill v. =:Cou:'! (1974) to Ca1.3d 8 816: Pitchess v.=:Court

21 I (1974) 1I Cal.Jd ~d1,535.) Infonnation possessed by an agency that has no connection to the

22 I investigation or prosecution of the criminal charge against the defendant is not possessed by the

23 prosecution team, and the prosecutor does not have the duty to search for or to disclose such

24 I material, (People v. Superior Court (Barrett) (2000}80 Cal.App.stb 1305, !3J 5.) The People

25\1 also cannot be sanctioned because an outside agency, a third patty, did not comply with a

~: j Idef~~~:qe,r.eque~t~(~]..int.0Dllation. F~lthen~10re1 the original aP:)lica:ion: [(~r.registratio~1of the
-! 1t vehi ..Ae IS not <Itissue lI1 11115 case, tne Defendant must prove tnat hIS vehicle was rezistered on

i~ ~.'
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1 I I
1211 v, Undue h",'tj,;'tl coupled inadequate

13 IIshowing jJ",' seHD V. Mln"·I/,,, (1980) 109 'm,. n,,,1..'" This II

14 Hb not required for the orosecution ofthis case. 'There is a presumption that an

15 IIofficial duty been regularly performed. Thus> is a I
16 IIpresumption that an Officer regularly employed California Jil,gj]\'VBlV Patrol and sent out I
P iIon d' rv ofthe the law to be a peace ",t'r1{',~r The Defendant I
1~l'has' ~~~ered nothing to rebu:' this presumption. c .!... < .. ;I,

19 !
20 .1 Item -# 6, State 8irlh 1?eCOrd'''21:'f'('U'C'1'O,?T

Jl1

C,J
o
'Brandau. ONFlLE A T THE call.

21 II ofPublic Health, J'

22 11 or , No justification. j
23 II (Hill v, Suoertor Court ( 1974} 10 information is not required for !

11 l,',:2·4 .1. . f D 1." H 1 1I!prosecutron or oerense Or ublic .ea tll is not a mem oer of

25 'Ithe team in case ,'pjp""n,·".' to the prosecution

26 j IPeople are not in possession or have records held by
II

27 !!Health. Pf~cm'h"" otJ!ig,all.oH is to disclose relevant materials in

II the prosecution.

cruiser comtHunications eauimnen:

Not required or No iustification.

(1974) H) ,) burden couplet) withinadequate

This!..In."" "0 V. t1/~,.",j"" (l98{) 109 Cal.App.Sd 5

absolutely no relevance to this prosecution.

Not required or Brady. No justi fication,

#- 5~ [Copy 's

case.

Dept. of Pub He

possession or control
v. Superior 10 CaL3d 81 81 Pitchess v, Superior Court

I
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(1974) n CaL3d 53 I, Information possessed by an agency that has no connection to the

2 investigation or prosecution of the criminal against the defendant is not possessed by the

disclose such3 prosecution prosecutor does not

:; aliso cannot

1315.)

not complywith a

6 defense request lor information. Furthermore, Dept. of Public cannot

7 compelled to do anything since they arc not a party to this action. 11118 information has 110

8 relevance as to whether the Defendant had a

msurance

service to

J3 Not required under Penal Code section 105401' Brady. No justification,
14 tHillv. SW'lPf'ior CaL3d 812, 81 T) Undue burden coupled with inadequate
l5 showing ThiB

and no rerevance to

i8

1{' '
:J Based on foregoing, the People urge that the Court deny defendant's motion in its

20 entirety, and rule that fully complied with the rules of ULs.C()V(:rv

21 section 1054

22

Respectfullv submitted.
N. FEUER, Attorney

RICHARD A. SCHMIDT,
Assistant Attorney

24

25
26
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Iam a citizen the States and a

of Los tUltgews. that I am over age ofcigltteen' years and j am not a to

address is: Los ~'U1EC;'''~

OPPOSITION TO ~1OTlON TO

, l\1Efv:lORANDUM OF POINTS AND

EXl:HBlTS as indicated below:

IX ] addressed to the pel:S01:1( 5; indicatedtrue

[] persou(s) and

CO'I1TO!lCli witl: California Rules of Court, 2003, and the facsimile

transmrssion desc:nb,ed above was reported as complete and without error. A of

is aUached to the original Proof of Service flied with

the Court.

r ] ,",,,,non,,,,,,) c","nt"p to the persorus) indicated below.

I de-clan: the

forezoina is true and correct,

Executed onMay ), at Van
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Doc, No; CBE~040520l6-MTC
, Apri1$,2016

ElB, COREY BRANDON
J6045 Shennan Way #H-63
Van Nuys, California q J ~ uP
Los Angeles City Attorney Van Nuys
6262 Van Nuys Blvd
Van Nuys, CA 91401

RE: Informal Discovery CHP Citation CJ56370

RECEiVED
APR 0 ~ 2016

CI\/VN Pre~Trial
Dear Prosecuting Attorney,

In compliance with penal code section 1054 - 1054.1, multiple requests for informal discovery
have been made to various administrative agencies of the State. Those requests for discovery not
disclosed thus far is reaffirmed herein in an effort to properly exhaust at PC 1054.5 "Before a
party may seek court enforcement of any of the disclosures required by this chapter, the party
shan make au informal request of opposing counsel for the desired materials and Informatiou,"

The followingis requested from opposing counsel as discovery:

~

•• Certified C.opy ofthe subscribed oa.l.·h of Office of dtJ.;ngo..fficer s.'Bem.m~rlD # 2.lD.79
$ Certified Copies of the subscribed Oath' s of Office of all officers present during the stop.

Believed to be but not limited to: Officer Ellison ID 20345, Officer W. Clotwarthy In
21018, Officer A. Smith ID 1611Land Sgt. K. Wallace JD 13413.

o THE ABOVE REQUESTS WERE PREVIOUSL Y MADE TO THE CA SEe OF
STATE AND I-IAVE NOT BEEN DISCLOSED

•• Copy of the original application for registration (Expired) for PT Cruiser VIN #
3C8FY7SG45TS41364 in the name EIB,COREY BRANDON .

Ii> Copy of tne application tor DMV registration associated with the issuance ofDMV
Temporary Operating Permit #LAL 0429913 and CA Temp Sticker#GO032782
Copy of complete DMV record of driver license # C559511 0 .

o THE ABOVE REQUESTS WERE PREVIOUSLY MADE TO THE CA DMV
AND HA VB NOT BEEN DISCLOSED .



>o $

'1 1\

~ ¢

C\ {}

Number of all communications equipment used by citing officer
id<mtiif)ling defendant

instruction manna! for aU communications equipment
officer during course of identii'ying defendant.
Make mode'! and serial number of pistols of each officer present
above referenced citation,

otncers listed above.
PREVlfJUSLY l'vLf\DE TO THE 'NEST
AND NOTBEENt..ll<)L LA.AH':.U

o orCA State Birth Record CORITY !3RANDON on
of Public Vita! Records, Sacramento CA.

c Tl1E ABOVE 1\..s;,'/'_'·'-''-, CA OF

Plr"<;;n'~l1f to CAPe 1
evidence at trial.

defendant nrovides the follo\vin.!2 as diseoverv intended 10 be used as

.., of Article a Identification Document # eB£-0621
'" of CA See of State Authenticatio 11

., of biornetrrc pnge and bearer's 'Of #503433315
'" Copy of DI'vlV Temp Operating Permit # LAL 0429913 and TempSticker '# (i0032782,
,. Copy ofDMV Letter dated February 16,2010
<Ii t)fletter from Social Security dated 2015
@ dated March 7, 20i 5
@ #D-78-89

Thank you for your prompt artention to this discoverv request,

Sincerely.



Given NlImet (orey~lilnd"n
family Name; E."
Conceived; '.Hitl, IVkmth, in me Yc<>,
0: Cur toro. One ThO\l~."d N,,'e
Hli.oCred and 5i>:ty Eight.
Iilationality: A",erif>~O

Domicile: California Re;,\ibli<; ll&4!\)

Height: l80cm Weight! 15$t It.iib

~ Hair:.J>l.t)d Eyes; Hd

/_/;p<>~r~z;;:;~-'~/:~' > » L I. :~4-_
core~?oon: Ell1"~"> rJfate

-,,/"

Ccuntv of Orang"

"~_ ;." i
On luly "!:II ~ 2010,betore" me. ~~(~~1'~ __=..::.- ~
PerSttnally "ppeMt:>d Q)roy-Brand<>n; fib; whe prcvI!6 to me on the
hasi:~of xt'tfSfactO!'jt E:'¥idffn;~to be the per.«m whose name b
5.uh$crit1ecl eo the. Wm1~n tHnnmnmt and ~Kkn0Wl-edg.e-d to m~ rh.41
he e~c'vt<,d lhe ."';'Q In hit, 3uthonled ""p~clty, ano tr.a! h\' his
s1£n~tufe .on thtj, lfts("tument the pa'j'son; tH er)tity- up.on b;eh.Jtf of
wllkh.tile person acted, executed the lmtmment

I certify tinder penalty f perjury \I~der the laws of th~ Srate oi
u.lifornia thAt the f"re!ioing p",acs'''ph is true "nd WIRct.

Sear.
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SECRETARY Of STATE

That Cheryl Bllrt was, on Ju!'j 21, 20'10, a duly commissioned, 'qUi:llifled and
acting NOTARY PUBLIC, in the State of California, empowered to act as such Notary in
any part of this State and authorized to take the acknowledgment or proof of powers of
attorney, mortgages, deeds, grants, ttan~fers,and other instruments or writing executed
by 8ny person, and to take depositions and affidavits and acrninister oaths and
affirmations in ait matters incident to the duties of the office or to be used before any
court, Judge, officer. or board

I FURl'HER (; ERTIFY the! the seal affixed 0; impressed en the, attached
document is. the otficiaf sea! of said Notary Public and it appears that the name
subscribed thereon is the genuine signature anile person aforesaid, his (or her)
signature being of record in this office,

in v'llltness Whereof, ]'execute
this certificate and affix the
Great Sa,,) of the State of
California this 30th
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DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR VEHICLES
I.K ij"~'N(; ()Pf' fii,~IOI~SDMSION
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TEH2A
J 52010GL

fehruary 27, 2015

Mr. Corey fib
Apartmest 5
16420 Kit:tridgc Street
Van Nuys CA 91406

Dear Mr. Eib:

Thank vou for vour January 28, 2015 letter about the Socia! Security program, People
cannot :"olunla;i1y end their participation in the program. .

Unless specifically exempt by law, everyone w{)rking in the United States must pH)'
Social S~urit)1 taxes, A person must voluntarily me an application to receive Soda!
Security benefits.

The law requires the Social Sccurit)· Administration to maintain records of workers:'
earnings and to establish any other records necessar, to carry outcur responsibilities
under the Social Security Acr, We created the Social Security nmnber to keep an
accurate record of each individual's earnings and subseqoentlr to monitor benefits paid
under the Social Security program. Since many people have the same name, ur change
their name. we needed a reliable and permanent system to distinguish (me inuividual from
another in our records. Once you have a Social SC{;u:rity number, we cannot cancel or
destroy the record.

TIle Supreme Court has upheld the ccnstinnionaiity of the Social SecurityAct. We will
not respond furtlJer to your correspondence about voluntary participation in the Social
Security program or the withdrawal of Socia! S",cuTit)- taxes.

The Internal Revenue Service has jurisdiction over the issueof liability lor Sodal
Security taxes. Please direct any questions you may have about tax liability to the
Internal Revenue Service at J 1!I Constitution Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20224 or
go to their website at <htlp:Hww'},drs.gov/>.

The iJnitd States Citizenship and Immigration Services hasjutisOic,tion over theissue of
citizenship. Please direct a.U)' questions you may have about 'Citizenship 10 the U.S,
Citizenship and Immigration Services at 11 j Massachusetts Avenue NW, Headquarters
Building. Washington, DC 205.29 Or goo to th~il: website at <http:iwww.usci;:;,goY/>.



Doc No., CBE-03072015-SSA
. March?,2015

PETITION FOR R.EDRESS OF GR'EVENCE

CoreyEib
do 16420 Kittlidge Street unit #5
Van Nuys, California
Non-domestic

Social Security Administration
Attn - Carolyn W, Colvin. ,A,cling Commissioner
6401 Security Blvd .
.Baltimore, MD 21235
RE: Social Security Response Letter dated feb.mary 21,2015 TEH.2A: 152010GL

Dear Commissioner Colvin.
The above referenced letter was forwarded to me and is a response from Spcial Seculity to a
letter witnessed by the Social Security supervisor 011 duty January ,ZeU'.2Q15 at the Pacoima,
California office of Social Security.

My communication to you was for purposes of terminating and rescinding my signalure on any
and aU applications or other documents v/hich suggest I wish to be de$ignat~ as Federal
Personnel by participating in a Federal Retirement System. in no way was my leiter meant to
challenge the validity of Social Secunty, or the requirement to pay taxes for anyone who works
cr-eams wages in the United States The response from Social Security htl' ..v€lver. focused on
the nonsensical and imaginary positron that 1may be protesting taxes. and qio not address the
issue of being held to involuntary servitude to tfle United States, denia! of cdnstitutlonally
protected rights. and fraud by non-disclosure of the pDlitical implications frol11 participating in the
Social Security retirement system. .
As both the 3 Cents postage used to deliver this letter to you, and above address indicate, I am
not and have never-knowingly been in the jurisdiction of the United States. My physicallocatlon,
and political obligations are within the boundaries a.s stated in the 1849 COri$titution of the Stete
of California, California, identified by its constitution of 1849 is presumed to exist and is
presumed to have cltlzens of its own. .
This letter is to demand a redress of grievan~ that Social Security is holding me to involuntary
servitude to the United States while! am not in the United States, and do f".ol have wages or
income. My physical location and political jurisdiction are in one of the several states
guaranteed e repubHoan form of government, namely Caiifornia which entered the Union in
1850 ..l.demanda resPonse from Social Security on thti<issues presented in m~1original
communication and not as a tax protest, or challenge to the '.ralidlty oftheccllectlon of Social
S¢c.ul'ity taxes, income taxes or earning of wages by those working in tM Untted States
Acknowledgement of receipt and response to the above is:demanded. Ttian~you,

Sincerely,. . . / .

J r>»r-«/
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Corey Fib
c/o 16045 Sherman Way #H-63
Van Nul's, California
Non- Domestic Doc. No. CBE-04122016-WTF

April 2016
Los Angeles City Attorney, Van Nuys
6262 Van 'Nuys Blvd
Van Nuys, CA 91401

RE: CA CHP Citation #056370
EIB, COREY BR.t'\NDON

Dear Prosecuting Attorney,

I am charzed via the above referenced ClIP citation for a number of CA VC violations. 1111S
letter isin-rended to gather additional necessary information so 1can properly understand the
charges against me. 1 have made a brief foundational statement, then.followed those statements
with a question.

Statement: Discovery disclosed to your office included my identification and a copy of a
passport bio metric page, and the "Bearer's Signature" page. My identification unambiguously
indicates .1am one of the people of Cali fornia, a ci tizen of one of one of the, several states us the
term citizen is used in Article 4 of the Federal Constitution with a domicile.within the borders of
Californial. '

Questi{)n: By what method o/puUti identification is the state able to meet tile
FIRSTlA11DDLElLAST required/or tile name sequence on the citllti{mp'el' C4 Judicial
Council. TR:..blSlr· .

Statement: The State of Cali fomi a, operating from a Constitution adopted in 1879, exists by
authority of the 14th amendment and is limited in jurisdiction to the United States.

Ouestton: What evidence exists that my presence ill the United Stales] if authorized under
Federal Law?

1A!>Stated 1nthe 1849 Constitution of California. and referenced by the 1879 ComtitutionArticle 3 Section 2.
2 CAJudiciai Council TfHNST NOTICE TO APPEAR AND RELATED fORMS I
http://www.wurts.ca.gov/documentsjtrinst.pdf R·E·CEIHE...D
3 As the term 1$used at CA Commercial Code 9307h . 'V

APR 1 ? 2016

C . N Pre..Trial



Statement: Catifomia, which entered the Union in 1850 from a Constitution established in
1849 is presumed to exist and presumed to have citizens of its 0\>,In.4

Question (four pari):
It Does lite Los Angeles City Attorney's Office presume California exists asone of the

severalstates? (as the term is used in Article <Io/file Federal ("()Jlstitutio12)

e Does the Los Angles Cuy Attorney 's Office presume that Calltorllia has citizens of its
mvn?(A!<' the term citizen is used ill Article 4 of the Federal (,'()flstitutiou)

'" Does the Los Angeles City At/ortley's Office presume tha: there 'aretwo completely
separate governments within the boundaries as stated in tile 1849 Constauuon of
California, a government a/the state (as the term is used in Article 4 of the Federal
CVl1stitutiOJl) anda government of the UnitedStates?

., Does the Los Angeles City AttfJmey's OJJice have on)' evidence indicating my
citizenship is (Ulytltinfj oilier tl:um tkat (if lrei!1g a citize:n$ aile of/he several states?

Your assistance and quick response to the above questions is greatly appreciated.

Thank you.

A Texas v White l4 u.s. 700

S Asthe term citizen is used in Article 4 Section 2 Clause 1 of the Federal Ccnstitutjon



OfFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY,
MICHAEL N. FEUER

CITY An-ORNEY

6262 Van Nuys Blvd., Suite 160
Van Nuys, CA 91401
Telephone 818374-3300

April 1&,2016

Corey Brandon Eib
16045 Sherman Way, # H-63
Van Nuys, CA 9i406

RE: People v, Corey Brandon Eib
Citation # CJ56370

Dear Mr. Eib:

Contained herein is the People's response to the discovery request you submitted in the
above-entitled case.

Please note that it is the People's position that our discovery obligations are limited to those
specified in Penal Code § 1054.1, and subdhrislon(e) of that section is viewed as
incorporating our constitutional discovery obligations. (Pen. Code § 1054, subd. (e); in re
Littlefield (1993) 5 Cal.4th 122, 129.) ,

"[A]lJ court-ordered discovery is governed exclusively by-and is barred except as provided
by=the discovery chapter newly enacted by Proposition 115... " in re Littlefield, supra, 5
Cal.dth at 129. '

The People object to the request to the extent that it asks that we "produce" an discovery
sought. The People's duty is only to make items available. (People v.Garner (1961) 57
CaL2d 142-143.)



1. [Certified Copy of
# 2U)79.}

(1974) 11

the subscribed Oath's {sic}of Office
stop, Believedto be not unntee

aU ofticen, present
20345,

No justification.
v. inadequate

showing (People v. Worthy (1980) 109 Cal.App.Jd 514, The
People's obligation is to disclose relevant materials in the possession or control of the
prosecution. (Hill v. Superior Court (1974) 10 CaL3d 812~ 816; Pitchess v. Superior Court
(1974) 11 53I, The People are not in possession or control

;3, tegi.str~thm (Expired) for Cruiser
name COREY BR.liNDON. J

Objection. Not required under Code section 105401' Brad)i. No justification.
tHiliv. Superior Court (1974) 10Cal.Jd 8,12, 817.) Undue burden coupled with inadequate
showing of relevancy. (People v. Worthy (1980) 109 CalApp.3d5IA, 524-25.) The
People's obligation is 10disclose relevant materials the possession or control of the
prosecution. v, Superior Court (1974) 10 812, 816; Pitehess v. Superior
(1974) 11 531, People are not in possession or item. The
prosecution has no to and obtain information to the defense

access via SDT. (2000) 80 'Wa.t.nULN'1'UI

[Copy appticatten for DMV registration associated lssuance
DMV Temporary Operating Permit # LAL 0429913 and CA Temp Sticker :#
G0032782.j

Objecno». Not under Penal Code 1054 or Brcu;{Jl, No jesuncetion.
v. Superior (1974) 1{} Undue burden coupled with inadequate

showing ef'relevancy, (People v. 109 5' The .
People's obligation is to relevant materials in the possession control of the

2



r n •

(l 10 81
11 'lhePeople are not possessionor coatrol

prosecution has no . .. to out and obtain information , which the .. _ has
equal access via SDT. (People v, Superior' Court (Barrett) (2000) 80:CaLAppAth 130~>
uis. 19.)

Defendant's current record can be made available to the defense
prior to trial. Objettion. The People's obligation is to disclose relevant materials in the
possession or control of the prosecution. (}Iill v. Superior Court (1914) 10 Ca1.3d 8
Pitchess v. Court 11 The prosecution has no general

om (People
Defendant can

to
v. Superior
obtain his own DlvfV records

6. Nnmber all eesnmanicatlcns equipment used by
course defendant.]

Objection. Penal Code or Nojustificatlon,
(Hillv. Superior Court (1974) 10 CaL3d 812, In7.) burden coupled inadequate
showing relevancy. (People v. PJi'Ortl~}' (1980) 109 Cal.App.Jd 514, 524-25.) The
People's obligation is to disclose relevant meterials In the possession or control of the
prosecution. (HN! v. Superior (1974) 10 8Pitchess v. Superior

11 531, T11c or item.

7. iMa:tmfaeturer's instruction manual for an communkations equipment used by
citing officer during the course of identifyi!tg defendant.] .

Not required under section or justification.
(Hflt v. (10 817.) burden coupled with inadequate
showingv,Wonhy(1980) 109 CaLApp.3d 5141 The
People's obligation is to disclose materials in the possession (){control of the
prosecution. (fUll v. Superior Court (1974) 10 Cal.Sd 812, 8J 6; Pitches« v, Superior Court
(1974) 11 Ca1.3d 531, People are 110t in possession or control ofthis item.

8. number of of
r»1'.t>r''''l1t,.,.i dtation.)

Not required under Penal Code section 1054 or Brady.
(1974) CuBd gn, 7.) Undue burden COl~·P,led
(People v. Worthy (1 109 Cal.App.Jd :5

Pf,·,nn!p'", oblization is to relevant materials in the POljSCSS10fl

Objection.
(Hill v. SurH,>'ft)"

showing



, ..

prosecution. (Hill v. Superior Court (1974) 10 CaUd 812, ,816; Pit~hess v. »r=Court
(1974) 11 Ca1.3d 53j, 535.), The People are not inpossession or control of tins item.

9, ICop,' of the subscribed Oath's [sie] of Office of all eHP o;fficers listed above.]

Objection. Not required under Penal Code section 1054 or Brady. No justification.
(Hill v. Superior Court (1974) 10 Cal.Sd 812,817.) Undue burden coupled with inadequate
showing of relevancy. (People v. Worthy (1980) 109 Cal.App.Jd 514, 524~25.)The
People's obligation is to disclose relevant materials in the possession! or control of the
prosecution. (Hill v, Superior Court (1974) 10 CaL3d 812, 816; Pitchess v. Superior Court
(1974) 11 Cal.3d 53l, 535.). The People are not in possession or control ofthis item.

10. {Copy of CA State Birtil Record ~IB, COREY BRANDON on file at the CA
Department of Public Health, Vital Records, Sacramento CA.J

Objection. Not required under Penal Code section 1054 or Brady. No justification.
(Hill v. Superior Court (1974) 10 Ca1.3d 812, 817.) Undue burden coupled with inadequate
showing of relevancy. (People v. Worthy (1980) 109 CaLApp.3d 514, 524-25.) The
People's obligation is to disclose relevant materials in the possession Or control of the
prosecution. (Hill v. 'Superior Court (1974) JO Cal.Jd 812, 816; Pitchess v. Superior Court
(1974) 11 CaL3d 531, 535.). The People are not in possession or control of this item.
Information possessed by an agency that has no connection to the investigation or
prosecution of the criminal charge against the defendant is not possessed by the prosecution
team, and the prosecutor does not have the duty to search for or to disclose such material.
(People v, Superior Court (Barrett) (2000) 80 Cal.App.dth 1305, 1315.)

Sincerely,

lI~jJ~7~<..Y A, "-- -
Ann J. Rosenthal
Deputy City Attorney

4
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OFFiCE OF THE CiTY ATIORNEY
MICHAEL N. FEUER

CITY ATfORNEY

6262 Va!} Nuys Blvd., Suite 160
Van Nays, CA 91401
Telephone 818374-3300

April J 8,2016

Corey Brandon Eib
16045 Sherman Way" #H-63
Van Nuys, CA 91406

RE: People v. Corey Brandon Eib
Citation # CJ56370

Dear Mr. Eib:

Containedherein is the People's response to the supplementa] discovery requestyou
submitted in the above-entitled case.

Please note that it is the People's position that our discovery obligations are limited to those
specified in Penal Code § 1054.1, and subdivision (0) of that section is viewed as
incorporating our constitutional discovery obl igations, (Pen. Code § J054, Bubo. (e); In re
Littfejield(1993) 5 Cal.dth 122,129.)

"fAJl! court-ordered discovery is governed exclusively by-and is barred except as provided
by-e-the discovery chapter newly enacted by Proposition 115... " In re Littlefield. supra. 5
Cal.dth at 129.

The People object to the request to the extent thai it asks that we "produce" aU discovery
sought. The People '5 duty is only to make items available. (People v. Garner (1961) 57
CaL2d 142-143.)



I "

[By jrl'H~tbod va~id id£!l1tilj:'it;;at~~;mis state aMg:; renneet
FIRSTfMIODLEILAST nquir~d for name seqeeaee tit:Ui()1l per CA
JU(Utl~!em,men TR-Inst?J

Obj~ctjon. Not required under Penal Code section 1054 or No justification.
(Hill v. Superior Court(1974) 10 Ca13d 817.) is Civil
discoverv nrocedure has no to Ph'';!.,!?.,,, v. Superior
(1974) 11 r,

2. [\Vbat tl'idence exists thatmypreseaee in the United Stat~s is ~udhorized under
Feder.!! Law?}

Objed~on, Not required Penal or Brady. No justification.
(Hilt v. Superior Court (1974) 10 81 Ibis request is civil in nature.
discovery procedure has no relevance to criminal prosecutions. (Puchess v. Superior Court
(1974) 11 CaUd 1,536.)

Att(lrlu~y5s Office presume Ca.U~'illrnJia
t~rmis inArdde 4

Objt;~th:m. Not under Penal Code section 1054 or BT(:uiy. NojustifIcatiox.t
(Htll v. Superior Court (1974) 10 Cal.Sd 812,817.) This request is ci~il in nature. Civil
discovery procedure has .110 relevance to criminal prosecutions. (Pitcl?f:sS v. Superior Court

I 1 J,

lb. Ati/U'l'lcpw'.: omc~presume that ~aiif(~rnia bas
ernsen is: hi Arlicie .$ the Federa!

required under Penal
otu:» Supe:riorCOltrt(1974) 10 8.12,,81
discovery no relevance to criminal prosecutions.
(1974) 11 CaBd 1, 536,)

nature. Civij
Pit,'hp,,~ v. Superior

Objection. Not required under Penal Code section 1054 or Brady. No justification,
(Hill v. Superior Court (1974) 10 Ca13d 812, g .) 1111s request is civil in nature. Civil
discovery no relevance to criminal (Pitche:ss v. Superior Court
(1974) 11 J, 536.)



I II.

s:
;,.

3d. [Does the Los Angeles City Attorney's Office have any evidence indicating my
dtizenship is anything other than that of being a citizen one of the several
states?}

Objection. Not required under Penal Code section 1054 or Brady. No justification.
(Hill v, Superior Court (l974) 10 Cal.Jd 8.12,817.) This request is civil in nature. Civil
discovery procedure has no relevance to criminal prosecutions. (Pitchess v. Superior Court
(19-74) 11 Cal.3d 531, 536.)

Sincerely,

Ann J. Rosenthal
Deputy City Attorney

:3



I PROOF OF SERVICE

2 I J, ANN J. ROSENTHAL, declare as follows: That I am a citizenbf'the United States and a

3 I resident of the County of Los Angeles; that I am over the age of eighteen years and I am not a party 10
I ..

4 i the within action or proceeding; that my office address is: Los Angeles City Attorney's Office. 6262
I

5 IVan Nuys Blvd., Room 160. Van Nuys, California 91401. !
6 I That on jv!av S. 20[6, I served the within PEOPLE'Sopp~smdN TO MOnoN TO COMPEli

7 !DISCLOSURE OF REQUESTED DISCOVERY; MEMORANDUM OF,POINTS AND I
8 II AUTHORITIES; EXHIBITS as indicated below: I. I

9 I [X 1 By mailing a true copy addressed to the person( s) indicated below. I am readily ,

10 I familiar with the City Attorney's Office's practice for collection and processing of
i

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20
2J

22
23

documents for mailing with the United States Postal Service, This envelope was sealed

and placed :for collection and. mailing on. the date indicatedhereon, following ordinary

business practices. The documents are then deposited with the United State Postal

Service that same day they are postmarked, in the ordinary cpurse of business.

Corey Brandon Eib
16045 Sherman Way, it H-63
Van Nuys, CA 91406

( J By facsimile to the personts) and fax uurnherts) indicatedbelow. The facsimile

machine r used complied with California Rules of Court, Rule 2003, and the facsimile

transmission described above was reported as complete and without error. A copy of

the facsimile transmission report is attached to the original Proof of Service filed with

the Court
l J By personal service to the persoms) indicated below.

24
I
, . "I de,cIa,re under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the

25
Iforegoing 15 true and correct. Executed on May 5, 2016, at Van Nuys, California,

2f, I
r

_I "28

I
,I

ANN 1. ROSENTHAL
Declarant

PEOPLE'S OPPOSITION TO MOnON TO COMPEL DISCLOSURE OF REQUESTED DISCOVERY - 11
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\1

1 IIMICHAEL N. FEUER, C}IX Attorney , s: r>: ..•I RICHARD A, SCHMLD1. Superv.mng ASslsta,lll ~ l~y'A~9mey
2 1 ANN J.: RO~ENTHAL. Deputy City Auorney \SBN 158'-t13)

. 6262 van Nuvs Blvd., Room i60
3. IIVan 1'. ,.1UYS, CriIifon'-!ia.. ~t40..]I Telephone: (818) 3l4-5')00
4 I Facsimile: (818) 374-33 W

s IIAttornevs for the Plaintiff,
'j THE PliOFLE OF THE STATE OF CAUFORNTA
6

I

7

20

DATE: June 22, 20J 6
TIME: 8:30 a.m.
DEFT: J02 .

s . iN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, NORTHWEST JUDiCIAL DISTRICT

10

~I tt, I

iz I PEOPLE Of THE STATE OF CALIFORN1A,) Case No.:. CJ56370

1311 Plaintiff, )

1-+ Ii vs. ~

IS Iii! COREY EIB, ~

l6 Defendant ~
17 I )
18 j---- ..-

I
[9 Irorurs HONORABLE COURT AND THE DEFENDANT IN PROPRIA PERSONA:

The People of the State of California hereby oppose the Demnrrer filed by COREY EIB

PEO.PLIPS OPPOSITION TO
DEMURRER; MEMOR4.NDUM OF
POINTS A;'1) AUTHORITIES

21 (hereinafter referred to as "the Defendant"). The Complaint in this case is sufficient on its face.

22 !AU ofDefendant's other arguments are without merit

23 i Thi . Opposition is based on the following memorandum of Points and Authorities, the

~~ .1' court's fil~ in this matter, and any other and further argument that may be had at the hearing of

2) [lDefendanr's Demurrer.

2611//1
77 i ; ; r-' J! f t

28 t!i i

,I

I
PEOPLE'S. OPPOSfTIOl'; TO DEIvHJRRER . \



I I I\,IEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AtJTHORITH£S

2

3 INTRODUCTION
4 On or about November 25, 2015, the Defendant was stopped by CHP Officer Bemiller I
5 while driving on the northbound J-405, north of Mullholland Dr., and issued a Notice to Appear, I
bl # CJ56370, citing Defendant for violations of Vehicle Code sections 12500(8), [unlicensed i
7 Idriver}, 4000(a)(1) [expired vehicle registration) and 16028(a) [driving with no proof of I
8 I insurance], (A copy of the Notice to Appear, It CJ56370, is attached hereto as Exhibit I). Afterl

9 i continuing his arraignment two times, the Defendant has now asked this court to consider his I
10 I Demurrer to the Complaint As will be shown below, Defendant's Demurrer is without merit I
1! and should be overruled in its entirety'. !1
12 I

J 3 II

14
i

15

ARGVMENT

A DEMURRER RAISES ON.LV AN ISStJE OF LAW AS TO THE

16 SIJFFICJENCY 01" AN ACCUSATORYPLEADINC ON ITS FACE

[9
10
21 ,I

I22

17 I' Penal Code section 1004 provides that the defendant may demur to tile accusatory

18 pleading at any time prior to the entry of a plea, when it appears upon the face thereof either:

I. J f an indictment, that the grand jury by whicb it was found. had no legal

authority to inquire into the offense charged, or, if an information or

complaint that the COUl'l has no jurisdiction of the offense charged therein;

That it does not substantially conform to the provisions of §§ 950 and 952.2.

23

3.
4.

and also § 951 in cage of an indictment or information;

That more. than one offense is charged, except as provided in § 954;
That the facts stated do not constitute a public offense;

PEOPLE'S OPPOS!TlON TO DEMURRER. - 2

5. That it contains matter which, if true, would constitute a legal justification

or excuse of the offense charged, or other legal bar to the prosecution.

-_._----_._--------_._-_ .._._-----_ .._-_ .._ ..__ .._-_._----_. __ ._._---_.-



, " I

j
I

•.. '. !. 1 .' .. IIn the instant case, Defendant's Demurrer states that It IS brought pursuant to su )mVISlOn~

2, 4,.and 5, but Defendant,'s ple<~dillgl:m:ke~" argu~.ent as to how the Complam: in Ul;S case is I
defective under Penal COGe secnon 100'4. Defendant s only comment about the Complaint itself

4 . is in point vm (Demurrer, 4: J 7 - 5:8) where Defendant argues that his name and address as
I

5 Iwritten by CHP Officer Bemiller on the Notice to Appear are incorrect, and that somehow

(i IIentitles him to some relief. Defendant is mistaken.

7 I '
8 IA.

2

(

I

3

II

The Notice To Appear tJsed By CUP Officer BemiUerConstitutesA Valid

9 ComplaintIn This Case

1() A criminal proceeding is commenced by an "accusatory pleading," and in misdemeanor

prosecutions it is a complaint (Cat Pen. Code § 950; CaL Pen. Code § 949, 4 Witkin, supra, §

6, pp 11-12,) Penal Code section 19,7 provides, in relevant part: !I[AJl! provisions oflaw

J 3 Irelating to misdemeanors shall apply to infractions including but not limited to powers of peace

14 Iofficers, jurisdiction of courts, periods for commencing action and for bringing a case to trial,
i

15 !and burden of proof" The procedure for commencing an action for a violation of the Vehicle

i6 ,'COde is ascribed under Section 40500, which provides that an officer may issue a Notice to

i7 f

IS

Appear upon a determination that any violation of the code has been committed, A written

Notice to Appeal, delivered and filed with the Court, constitutes a complaint. (Cal. Veh. Code §

405l3(a),) The Notice to Appeal' must contain the fallowing; "the name and address of the

person. the license number of his ar her vehicle, if any, the name and address, when available, 0

19

20
21

22 I
') "

'("',J

the registered owner or lessee of the vehicle, the offense charged and the time and place when

and where he or she shall appear," (Vehicle Code §40500(a).) These requirements substantially

mirror the requirements for a misdemeanor complaint under Penal Code section 950 which

24 simply requires: (1) the title of the action and names of the parties; and (2) a statement of the

25 public offenses charged therein.

26 I.. Defendant claims that his name and address on the Notice to Appear are not correct. .

27 I14owever, looking at Defendant s record with rhe D M V,1he information contained on the N OtiC4

211fO Appear lSthe same as on his most recent DMV record. (Defendant' s 0 MV record is attached I
L I

I --'-- I
r PEOPtI::'$ OPPOSITION TO DEJvlURRER - 3 I



r I I

I',\

II
Ii
')Ii

1 IIhereto as Exhibit 2.) Defendant's claim that the information on his DIvfV recordis not correct,
II' . .. hat he has al21 iand/or his address has not been updated (Demurrer, 5:'18-27), IS an admission tat he 1<1S a tso

l IIv iolated Vclue!e Code section J 4600, which prov ides that when a person who baSfc~ej~ed a ..
4 jl drivers license moves to a new residence, or acquires a new mailing address, he shah within 10

511 days thereafter notify the department of both the old and new address. Then, when the

6 IIpresenting his license for examination upon demand of a police officer under Vehicle Code

7 If section 12951 (b), the driver must also present the document. issued by the DMV showing the

8 III' CharH2.t: of address if the license.in the driver's possess.ion docs not reflect the driver's current
J ~

9 iI residence or mailing address. {Vehicle Code secti 11 14600(b).)
Ii ~.

JO II Perhaps the People should amend the Complaint to add this violation.

j 1 II
1211 B. The Other Issu.es Raised By Defendant: Are Not Reached Bv Demurrer

it13 l! It is well settled that a demurrer is a pleading which raises an issue of law as to the
1

1-4 IIsufficiency of an accusatory pleading. (Shortridge v. Municipal Court (1984) 151 Cal.App.Jd

! 511611,616; People. v, DUlY (J 983) 152 Cal.App.Sd Stipp. 23, 27; People v. Hale \1 965) 232

16 IICal.App.Zd 112, 120.) A demurrer lies only for defects appearing on the face of the accusatory

17 1\ pleading. (Ca1. Pen. Code * 1004~ People v. Williams (1919) 97 Cal.App.3d 382,387-88; DUlY·

18 I,supra, 152 C'aLAiv"P,3d at Supp. 27,) It is not an appropriate vehicle to measure the sufficiency

19 !f of the evidence or 10 test a question of fact outside the scope of the pleadings. (Hale, supra, 232

20 ii Cal.App.Zd at 120: People v. M(:Al!ister (1929) 99 Cal.App. 37,40-44 ("'Section 1004 of the
;1

21 Ip>el1a1 Code describes five grounds of demurrer .... in none of thesesubdivisions is the

22 !!sufficiency of the evidence, .. made of consequence for the purposes of demurrerr.)
II .

231 I! "Evidentiary matters are not reached by a demurrer." (Dury, supra. 151 Cal.App.Sd at Supp.~;rJ

26 11 1. TIt.: Notice to Appear Complies Witb The R(':quirements of Due Process

27 II '. in Defendant's Paragraph IV (Demurrer, 3: 12 - 21), the De-fendant raises the issue of

2g IIDue Precess. All that due process requires is that an accused be given notice of the charges

u
'If I, --.- ..••.. ----~~~----1/ --,,------.-.-.
I! PEOPLE'S OPPOSITJON TO DEMURRER --4

II



l\ \
\ \
I against him (in re (l955) 45 Cal.2d 17 I. 175.) It is not the function of (Criminal Pleadit;gsJ

12 I to provide the defendant with notice of the particular circumstances of the charge. (People 1',

3\1 Washi ngton (1971) 17 Cal.App.3d470. 475: People L M .arshali (1957) 48 C.l.2d 394. 399!n. I
.:1 115,) Thus, the charges rami contain in substance a statement that the accused has committed I
5 Isome public offense. {CaI. Pen. Code § 952; People v, Bright (1996) J 2 CaL4th 652, 670.) Thei

6 Istatement may be phrased in the words of the statute describing the offense or in any otherl

'7 IIwords SU.'ffici.ellt to a~Tord .11..otl.'ce to the accused oft~le Offe.nS~.~harg~d: so that he may have 31
8 I reasonable opportunity to prepare and present a defense. (lout) This IS undoubtedly the

9 iIsimplest, and appears to he the most common, method of pleading; and the charge is sufficient

10 IIeven though, by this method, it contains conclusions law. (Ratnerv. Municipa] Court (1967)

11 11256 Cal.App.2d 925,929.)

12!. The Complaint (No~ce to Appear) in this case uses the words of the statute in describing I
13 the offense committed by me defendant, to wrt: I
14 !I .'12500(a) VC Unlicensed Driver M" (Misdemeanor) !

:: IiI ::l::~~~~~~~:;~~=·~~lnsuranee ::: ~::::::; I

18 II' Tuus, the Notice to Appear in this case complies with the requirements of section 952 an{~
I '

19 sufficiently gives the defendant notice of the offense of 'which he is accused. '

20
21 2. \Vhcther Or r:i'!tlThc Cited Violations ApplY To The Defendant js A Question Of

22 I Fact, and Not Reached Bv Demurrer i
')., l:l I~.) , As stated previously, cernurrer under Penal Code section f 004 is limited in scope and may l'

24 Inot challenge the sufficiency of the evidence against a defendant. Defendant claims that he is

25 Inot:~:n;on described inVehicle_Cod~,ec60n 21052(Para~aphV, Demurrer 322 -42), He I
26 Ialso seems to be challenging the ownership status of the public roads and highways. (Paragraph

27 IVI~Demurrer 4:3·12.) Then Defendant asserts that it is not necessary to register the vehicle he
128 '}
I

II
11
If

PEOPLE'SoprOS.iTION TO DEMURRER- :J



Iwas driving. (Paragraph VII} Demurrer; 4; 13-16.) The answer to all of these questions are
i .

2 1 factual in nature - none of them can be reached by Demurrer.

3 II ..... [AJ demurrer tests only defects existing on the face of the

4 II indictment .... The question of whether the defendants did [certain
5 I acts), and if so, for how long, is one of fact not law and therefore

6 should be decided by 3 jury ... :' A demurrer, however, is not a

7 , proper means to test the sufficiency of evidence."

8 I(id. at 391; McAllister, supra, 99 Cal.App. at 40,44.)

9 Again. the defendant has failed to address any particular language contained in the

i0 I COfnpiaiJ;t w~ich would fail to state a public offense as required by Penal Code section 1004. I
11 Whether the actions of the defendant violated the charge against him is a question of fact, not of II

12 Jaw. and therefore should be decided by a trier of fact. (See Williams. supra, 97 Cal.App.Jd at 391.) .

13 A demurrer, however, is not a proper means for the defendant to test the sufficiency of evidence I
I4 against him and any argument made by Defendant related to the facts of the vi clarion jtsel f is I
15 not properly brought through demurrer. (SeeIbid.; I

16
17 II
i8

3. Defendant's Quotation of Fiv€ Paragraphs from the Syl.labus ofU$. Supreme

Coud Case Texas v. White is HistoricaUylnteresting But (~Ol'npletdv

19 I .Irrelevant

20 I Without providing any context, Defendant cited to five paragraphs from the Syllabus

21 Iportion of the U.S. Supreme Court case Texas v. 'White, (1869) 74 U.S. 700. This case, decided

22 Ibefore California became a State,' involved Treasury bonds that were issued to the State of
I

13 ITexas by t~c United ~tates, pa?~lbleto the State of Texas or bearer, at.ld redeemable after

24 IDecember J 1, 1864. (Id. at 71 !.) Pursuant to an act of the Texas Legislature, the bonds were

25
11

<.ie1:ositedin tl,Je treasur~ of the State of Texas, ""?" be. inclorse~ by the GO.vernor of the .

",6 ,I State of Texas to be payable. (Id. a1718.) Most of the bonds were indorsed and sold according

271

28

PEOPLE'S OPPOSITION TO DEMURRER ·6

! California became the 31&, State of the United States (in September 9. i8S0.



to law, but a part of them were still in the treasury of Texas in January 1861 when "the late

Southern rebellion broke OUL" (Ibid.) On March 4~ 1961, after an election, an ordinance of

secession was ratified and Texas withdrew from the United States and took an oath to support

the provisional government of the Confederate States. (Ibid.) The legislature of the usurping

government of Texas then passed an act to sell bonds in the State treasury for use during the

Civil War, and repealed the act requiring the bonds he indorsed by the governor. (Ibid.) Bonds

were delivered to White &. Chiles, bankers in England, and none of them was indorsed by any

governor of Texas. (ibid.) In 1865 the rebel forces were disbanded and the United States

sought to Reconstruct Texas. (ld. at 1729.) In 1866 the State passed an ordinance looking to

recover the bonds and filed for an injunction to restrain the ultimate holders of the bonds from

receiving payment from the United States" and to compel that they be surrendered to the State
Texas. Uti. at 717 - 19.) One of the questions presented in tile case waswhether the State of

Texas, having seceded from the Union, so far changed its status that it did not have jurisdiction

to bring a lawsuit in a court of the United States. (Ld. at 719.) After discussing the changes in

IS the State of Texas over the period of the Civil War, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that the

16 Iactions of the rebell ion in Texas to secede from the United States were without operation of law

17 1 (Id. at 726) "When, therefore, Texas became one of the United States. she entered into an

" 1./. """" re!at~on." Uti.. at 726.:. "The CO~.1stitution, i,11 <1.11 its prOVlSiODSJOOk....S to an
j 9 I indestructible U111on, composed of indestructible States," Uti at 725.) While the Court

20 I recognized the right of Texas to have a republican form of government throughout the Civil

21 War, the actions rebel government took during the Civil War to sell the bonds for the

II
\,

\

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

Hi

I!

12

13

14

22 purpose of levying war against the United States was unlawful (treasonable). (Id. at 733,) The

Court ruled that the State of Texas was entitled to return ofthe hands. Ud. at 736.)

While a case of historical significance. Texas v.Whi!(! has no application to the case at

23
24

25 bar.

26 i / / /

27 / /,

28 , Ij I
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4. The Paragl'apnsChaUengJng This Court~sJurisdktion Over Ibis Case Are

Confused and Ftawed

Pages 11 and 12 of Defendant's Demurrer appear to be a compilation of nonsense,

4 challenging this Court's jurisdiction over this case. According to Defendant's DMV record, he

5 was issued a Califcruia identification card on !OrB/200?, and a drivers license on 05128/2009,

() ! both currentlyexpired. Defendant listed his mailing and residence address as 1278 Glenneyre,

7 IApt. 261: Laguna Beach, CA 92651. Defendant's address Is within lJ1C defined boundaries and

8 Iborders of the State of California.? and the COUl1 can take judicial notice that Defendant was

9 Idriving within the City of Los Angeles, State of California.
I

10 'I Defendant's concern that he is being mistaken for a State employee, referred to in Veh.

11 IICode section 21052 i: misguided, as the charges filed against the Defendant are not found in

12 IIDivision 11 of the Vehicle Code (Rules of the Road], which apply to any operation of vehicles
I.

13 Iupon the highways, unless otherwise specified. (Veh. Code section 2 i00 I,}

14 I!/!

1511/'1'1I" z

16 I!!f

1_,' l' i ! i.'; ;:

]8 I
II

19 II it

20 II!1/
21 II .-------.
21 1'1: ~;alirom.ia,CO!lS!itu:iOIl of] ~~49,Articl~ )(1ISfa~(!S, "The ,Boundary .of th~ St~te of C~tlitC'D1ia shaH be as

.[ follows : Commencing at this point of mtersectiou of 42u degree of nonn latitude with the 12011> degree
23 Ii oflongitude west from Greenwich. and funning south on the line (If said 12011>degree of west longitude j

24 11 ~~til it intersects ~he 3~'h deg:ce of nort~llati:ude:, t~ence running in u straight line in a south easterly I
ii' oirectron to the RIver Colorado, at 11pornr wnere It intersects the 35'h degree of north latitude; thence I

25 . down the middle of the channel of said river, to the boundary line between the United Slates and '

IMexico. as established by the Treaty of May 30th, 1848; thence running west and along said boundarv
26 l line to the Pacific Ocean, and extending therein three English miles; thence running ina northwesterly
27 Idire~tion,~n~l i~l]uwing the ~1rection (?fthe Pa~it1c Coast (0 t1:c 4~d degree ();fnor~h latitude, thence ~n

1

the. line or Sal(~'42(.\d.egr.ee of n~)rtl.llatltu. ~e to the place of beginning, Also all the Islands, harbors, and
28 bays, aloug adjacent to the Pacific Coast."

I
I,I

j!

------._-_._ ..,-------_ ..•_--, ..._-_ ....." ..-----_ ...------"
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(\i
\I \

II I
1 I! CONCI.USION I
:: !i' \ Based on the foreaoinz and anv further argument that mav be presented at {he time of the \Ii' ~~' - / i
3 '1 hearing. the People urge that Defendant's Demurrer he overruled.

4 !
5 '!DATE; June 10,2016

Ii
6 I

8

Respectfully submitted,

MICHA EL N. FEUER, City Attorney
RICHARD SCHMIDT,

Supervising Assistant City Attorney

)1 t4 ~By _({/?cJl_.p~ ',.. _:...:"J »>:

ANN J. ROSENTHAL
Deputy City Attorney
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10 I
11 r
i2

Attorneys for Plaintiff
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIfORNlA
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14
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IN
DATE: 06 -10 -16*TIME :.11: 14 *
MATCHED ON:*L/N;'F/N
DMV RECORD FOR LAY1 ENFORCEMENT USE ONLY
D1../NC: CSS951 J.O*B/D: 06 -21-1969*NAtJ1E :EIB COREY BRANDON'"
\"tl\IL fI.DDR AS OF 05-28-()S';1278 GLENNEYRE APT 2Gl LAGr,.,'NA BEACH 92651-';
RES/ADDR;1278 GLENN EYRE APT26lLAGU1'JA BE.1>.CH*
O'I'H / ADDR AS OF' 01-12 -10 : 1278 GLENNEYRE 261 LAGtJNA BEACH ;,
AKA:ELB COREY BRANl)ON*
IDENTIFYING INFOR1-1ATION:
SEX :VlALE*HAIR:BLOllll)*EYES :HZL*HT; 5 -lO*WT: 195*
ID CJU,{D MLD: 10-31-07*EXPIRES: 06-21-10*
ID DUl? OR NO FEE ISS: 10··19-07-1<
LTC/ISS:05-28-09"EXPIRED*CLASS:C NON-COM."lERCJ;A;L*
ENDORSEMENTS: NONE*
U-'.TEST APP:
DL TYPE:RENEW.lU,*rSS/DATE: 05-28-09*OFFICE: SNC*BATES:POL*
ORGAN AND TISSUE DONOR: YES UPD!~TED: 05-28-09
LICENSE STATUS,

SUSPENDED OR REVOKED
SERVICE NEEDED, SEE HISTORY BELOW*
DEPl'.RTV£NTAL l\CTIONS;
DRV LIC SUSPENDED *EFF:02-03-10t'ORDER l>1JULED:OI-04-10*AUTH:13365 *
REASON:FAIL TO APPEAR NOTICE*SERVICE:A/Ol-')4-10*
MAILiJ:D, NOT RETURNED UNCLAINED*
"lIERBJl.LOR PERSONAL SERVICE NEEDED*
CONVICTIOl,rS;
VIOL/D:' CONV/DT
06-14-13 01-23-14

SEe/VIOL
12500A Vc
4.DS095 VC

FINE

DKT!NO
*IRM4S1
"'FAILURE

A;'J10UNT DUE

DISF
C

TO P1W FINE
$ 7'27

COURT
30460

VEH!.LIC
1301197

DNV POINT COUNT C
FAILURES TO APPE~.R:
NONE
l->.CCIDENTS;
NONE
END

OUTPUT r1SG 004, FROtfJ 3HCYYYYY06/10/2016 11:14



22

3

J. Rosenthal, declare as follows: anda

Angeles; that I am over

or proceeding; that my office address

Room 160, Van Nuys, C'.lj;iofllla

eighteen years and I am not a

4 party to the within

5 6262

6 on 16, I served the within OPPOSITION

as indicated below:7 MEMOR/\NDUM OF POIN'[S /i.,ND AUTHORITIES, Ld'LU"J'

[X ] By mailmg a true copy addressed 10 personis) indicated below, I am readily

collection and processing of

12

13
14

15

16

17

Attorney's

documents for 'U(U""6 with Postal ~<p!'\'jr'p envelone was sealed

and collection and maiung on the date indicated HVI.v\.!'" following ordinary

documents are depositee with

they are postmarked, in the ordinarycourse business.

r J facsimile to

compued with California Rules facsimile
transmission described above was n~rV\1·t(,'d as COH11:IIel:.e and VI/IUl,.Hi error. A copy

."-''''1',\/,,'''' filed with the
18 Court.

facsimile transmission report is attached to the original Proof

20
!9 { ] By personal service to the person(s) indicated below,

Corey
16045 Shennan
Van 91

#H-63

23 the penalty of perjury under

24 foregoing is true and correct.

25

26

28

of the

rsxecuted on June 10,201.6, at
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