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Attorneys for Plaintiff 
JOHN DOE D.R. 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF ORANGE – CENTRAL JUSTICE CENTER 

JOHN DOE D.R., an individual; 

Plaintiff, 
vs. 

DR. WILLIAM MOORE THOMPSON, IV, an 
individual, WILLIAM MOORE THOMPSON, IV, 
M.D., INC., a California Corporation, WILLIAM
MOORE THOMPSON, IV, M.D., INFUSION
SERVICES, INC., a California Corporation, HOAG
MEMORIAL HOSPITAL PRESBYTERIAN, a
California Nonprofit Corporation, and DOES 1-50,
inclusive;

Defendants. 

Case No.: 

COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL INJURIES 
AND DAMAGES: 

1. Violation of the Unruh Act
(Civil Code § 51);

2. Violation of Bane Act
(Civil Code § 52.1);

3. Gender Violence
(Civil Code § 52.4);

4. Sexual Harassment
(Civil Code § 51.9);

5. Sexual Assault;
6. Sexual Battery

(Civil Code § 1708.5);
7. Unfair Business Practices (Business

& Professions Code § 17200);
8. Intentional Infliction of Emotional

Distress;
9. Constructive Fraud

(Civil Code § 1573);
10. Negligence;
11. Negligent Supervision;
12. Negligent Hiring/Retention;
13. Negligent Failure to Warn, Train, or

Educate;
14. Aiding and Abetting;
15. Concealment;
16. Intentional Misrepresentation;
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INTRODUCTION 

1. Plaintiff JOHN DOE D.R. (“Plaintiff”) brings this case against Dr. William Moore 

Thompson IV, M.D. (“Dr. Thompson”), a predator who sexually assaulted, violated, and humiliated 

Plaintiff from approximately 2013 to 2019 under the guise of providing medical treatment to Plaintiff. 

Plaintiff is not the first or only victim of sexual assault at the hands of Dr. Thompson. Dr. Thompson 

repeatedly victimized his patients, including Plaintiff, under the pretense of providing them with medical 

care. 

2. From approximately 2013 to 2019, Plaintiff sought treatment from Dr. Thompson, a 

medically licensed doctor, at Dr. Thompson’s private practice, William Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Inc. 

(“Thompson, Inc.”) in Newport Beach, California. 

3. During the appointments, Dr. Thompson exploited Plaintiff’s vulnerabilities for his own 

sexual gratification. During many office visits, Dr. Thompson would, for example, repeatedly push 

Plaintiff to allow him to perform ‘anal examinations’ and ‘genital examinations’ that Plaintiff did not 

request nor believe were medically necessary. On at least one occasion, Dr. Thompson brushed his penis 

against Plaintiff’s buttocks. On another occasion, during their last appointment in 2019, Dr. Thompson 

digitally penetrated Plaintiff’s anus, despite Plaintiff’s objections to undergoing the exam. 

4. There are few greater violations of trust or harm to an individual’s psyche than to use a 

medical examination or treatment not for the purpose of providing medical care, but to further an 

individual’s depraved, predatory, and sexually deviant behavior. Dr. Thompson betrayed Plaintiff’s trust 

and caused him to suffer great physical and mental anguish. 

5. Dr. Thompson’s specialized area of practice, infectious disease services to the LGBTQ+ 

community, allowed him access to Plaintiff, and other vulnerable male patients, whom he subjected to 

sexual abuse masked as medically necessary treatment. 

6. On September 20, 2023, Dr. Thompson was arrested at his Newport Beach medical 

practice, Thompson, Inc. for sexually assaulting nine (9) male patients between 2016 and 2020. The 

Orange County District Attorney’s Office charged Dr. Thompson with fourteen (14) felony counts of 

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 
 



 
 
 

3 

COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL INJURIES AND DAMAGES; DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

sexual penetration by means of fraudulent representation of professional purpose, three (3) felony counts 

of sexual battery by fraud, two (2) felony counts of forcible oral copulation, one (1) felony count of 

sexual battery, and one (1) misdemeanor count of sexual exploitation by a physician. 

7. Plaintiff alleges the following facts and claims against those who have harmed him, 

Defendants Dr. Thompson, Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag Memorial Hospital 

Presbyterian, a California Nonprofit Corporation, and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive, as to matters within 

his personal knowledge, and on information and belief as to all other matters based upon his attorneys’ 

investigation to date, among other matters. He requests injunctive relief, damages, restitution, and all 

other available recovery from Defendants, as permitted by law. He also respectfully requests a trial by 

jury of all claims and issues so triable. 

PARTIES 

8. At all relevant times, Plaintiff, an adult man, was a resident of California. Due to the 

sensitive nature of this case, Plaintiff is using a fictitious name in this Complaint under rights to privacy 

granted by the Constitution of the State of California. Plaintiff’s full identity has been concealed from 

public court filings in order to prevent those not directly involved in this action from learning his identity 

and making his identity public. Such a public disclosure would further harm Plaintiff and his family. 

9. At all relevant times, Dr. Thompson, an adult man, was and is, on information and belief, 

a resident of California. Dr. Thompson obtained his license to practice medicine in California on 

November 9, 2006, after graduating from the Autonomous University of Guadalajara Faculty of 

Medicine in 2000. According to the Medical Board of California, Dr. Thompson’s license to practice 

medicine in California has been suspended. At all relevant times, Dr. Thompson worked at his private 

medical practice, Thompson, Inc., in Newport Beach, California and was affiliated with Hoag Memorial 

Hospital Presbyterian in Newport Beach, California. 

 10. At all relevant times, Thompson, Inc. was and is, on information and belief, a California 

corporation with its principal place of business located at 1501 Superior Avenue, Suite 208, Newport 

Beach, California 92663. Dr. Thompson owns and operates Thompson, Inc. Its Articles of Incorporation 

filed August 28, 2007, describe the corporate objective and purpose in formation “is to engage in the 

Profession of Medicine and any other lawful activities (other than banking or trust company business) not 
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prohibited to a corporation engaging in such profession by applicable laws and regulations.”  

 11. At all relevant times, Defendant William Moore Thompson, IV, M.D. Infusion Services, 

Inc. (hereinafter “Thompson Infusion Services, Inc.”) was and is, on information and belief, a California 

corporation with its principal place of business located at 320 Superior Ave., #250, Newport Beach, 

California 92663. Dr. Thompson owns and operates Thompson Infusion Services, Inc. Its Articles of 

Incorporation filed November 27, 2012, describe the corporate objective and purpose in formation “is to 

engage in the Profession of Medicine and any other lawful activities (other than banking or trust 

company business) not prohibited to a corporation engaging in such profession by applicable laws and 

regulations.” 

12. At all relevant times, Defendant Hoag Memorial Hospital Presbyterian, a California 

Nonprofit Corporation, (hereinafter “Hoag”) was and continues to be a California Corporation, 

conducting business in the County of Orange, State of California with its principal place of business at 1 

Hoag Drive, Newport Beach, CA 92663 with an HCAI ID of 106301205. 

 13. The Defendants sued by the fictitious names DOES 1 through 50, inclusive, are persons or 

entities whose true names and identities are currently unknown to Plaintiff. Plaintiff will amend or seek 

leave to amend this Complaint, as appropriate, to allege the true names and capacities of these fictitiously 

named Defendants when they are ascertained. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereupon alleges, 

that each fictitiously named Defendant is responsible for the conduct alleged in this Complaint and that, 

through their conduct, each fictitiously named Defendant actually and substantially caused Plaintiff’s 

injuries and damages. 

 14. Throughout this Complaint, Defendants Dr. Thompson, Thompson, Inc., Thompson 

Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive, are referred to individually as 

“Defendant,” by name, by the shortened defined name provided herein, or are referred to collectively as 

“Defendants,” or “the Defendants.” 

 15. At all times mentioned herein, each Defendant was acting as the alter ego, agent (actual, 

ostensible, and/or apparent), servant, representative and/or employee of each of the remaining Defendants 

and was at all times acting within the purpose and scope of such agency and employment. In doing the 

acts alleged herein, each Defendant authorized and/or ratified the conduct of each other Defendant and/or 
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of his/her employees. 

 16. All of the allegations contained in this Complaint are based upon information and belief, 

except for those pertaining to Plaintiff and his counsel. Plaintiff’s information and belief are based upon, 

among other things, the investigation that Plaintiff and his counsel have conducted to date. The 

allegations in this Complaint are substantiated by evidentiary support or are likely to be substantiated by 

evidentiary support upon further investigation and discovery. 

PROCEDURAL MATTERS 

 17. This Court has jurisdiction over this action pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 

410.10. This Court has personal jurisdiction over Dr. Thompson because he conducted business in 

Newport Beach, California, within the County of Orange, California. This Court also has personal 

jurisdiction over Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., and Hoag because they are 

California corporations with their principal places of business in Newport Beach, California, within the 

County of Orange, California. 

 18. Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure sections 395(a) and 

395.5 because the incidents, harm, and injuries complained of herein occurred within the County of 

Orange, California, and because Defendants reside, maintain their principal place of business, and/or 

transact business, within the County of Orange, California. 

 19. Plaintiff brings this Complaint pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure § 340.16, as amended 

by Assembly Bill No. 2777, arising from sexual assault he suffered at the hands of Dr. Thompson as an 

adult from approximately 2013 to 2019.  

FACTS OF CASE 

 20. Beginning in approximately 2013, Plaintiff visited Dr. Thompson at Dr. Thompson’s 

practice, Thompson, Inc., for medical care. 

 21. At first, Dr. Thompson treated Plaintiff with concern, compassion, and kindness, which 

instilled a sense of trust, such that Plaintiff decided to continue treatment with Dr. Thompson as his 

physician. 

 22. During subsequent appointments, however, Dr. Thompson repeatedly behaved in a 

sexually inappropriate manner towards the Plaintiff. 



 
 
 

6 

COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL INJURIES AND DAMAGES; DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

 23. For example, Dr. Thompson created a sexualized tone to his medical examinations of 

Plaintiff and repeatedly pushed Plaintiff to undergo genital and prostate examinations when it did not 

appear medically necessary, and over Plaintiff’s protests. On at least one occasion, Dr. Thompson 

brushed his penis against Plaintiff’s buttocks. On another occasion, during their last appointment in 2019, 

Dr. Thompson digitally penetrated Plaintiff’s anus, despite Plaintiff’s objections to undergoing the exam. 

24. Plaintiff felt extremely uncomfortable with Dr. Thompson’s behavior and decided to 

switch physicians after their last visit in approximately 2019. 

25. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereupon alleges that Hoag granted Dr. Thompson 

privileges to work out of their hospital while he was perpetrating the sexual misconduct at other 

locations. 

26. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereupon alleges that Hoag was on actual or 

constructive notice of Dr. Thompson’s sexual misconduct based on previous complaints from other 

patients of Dr. Thompson. 

27. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereupon alleges that Hoag either knew or should 

have known about Dr. Thompson’s sexual misconduct through basic inquiries and background checks 

stemming from incidents well before Plaintiff became acquainted with Defendants. 

28. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereupon alleges that Hoag continued to allow Dr. 

Thompson to represent his privileges at Hoag’s facility to Plaintiff to appear as a trustworthy doctor 

despite Hoag knowing of Dr. Thompson’s sexual misconduct with patients. 

29. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereupon alleges that Hoag acted within its own 

interests by not disclosing Dr. Thompson’s history of sexual misconduct to Plaintiff before or while he 

was treating with Dr. Thompson. 

30. Earlier this year, Plaintiff learned that Dr. Thompson was the subject of criminal charges 

for sexual assault of multiple male patients. 

DR. THOMPSON’S HISTORY OF SEXUALLY ASSAULTING MALE PATIENTS 

 31. On September 20, 2023, Dr. Thompson was arrested at his Newport Beach medical 

practice, Thompson, Inc. for his sexual assaults of nine (9) male patients between 2016 and 2020. 

 32. The Orange County District Attorney’s Office charged Dr. Thompson with fourteen (14) 
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felony counts of sexual penetration by means of fraudulent representation of professional purpose, three 

(3) felony counts of sexual battery by fraud, two (2) felony counts of forcible oral copulation, one (1) 

felony count of sexual battery, and one (1) misdemeanor count of sexual exploitation by a physician. 

 33. On November 2, 2023, Dr. Thompson was arraigned at the Harbor Justice Center – 

Newport Beach. 

PLAINTIFF’S CAUSES OF ACTION AGAINST DEFENDANTS 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

VIOLATION OF UNRUH ACT 

[Cal. Civ. Code § 51] 

[Against Defendants Dr. William Moore Thompson, IV, an individual, William Moore Thompson, 

IV, M.D., Inc., a California Corporation, William Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Infusion Services, 

Inc., a California Corporation, Hoag Memorial Presbyterian Hospital, and DOES 1 through 50] 

 34. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates as if fully stated herein each and every allegation 

contained in the previous paragraphs of this Complaint. 

 35. The Plaintiff’s civil rights were violated by Defendants Dr. Thompson, Thompson, Inc., 

Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50, when Defendants, through their agents, 

actors, staff, nurses, medical assistants, supervisors, executives, board members, and employees, 

intentionally concealed complaints of sexual abuse, molestation and harassment by Dr. Thompson from 

the Plaintiff. The Plaintiff had a right to be free from gender discrimination, sexual molestation, abuse, 

and harassment under the Unruh Civil Rights Act. 

 36. The Defendants Dr. Thompson, Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, 

and Does 1 through 50 were acting under the color of their authority and in the scope of their 

employment, during the instances when the Plaintiff was a patient at Defendant Thompson, Inc. 

 37. The Defendants Dr. Thompson, Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, 

and Does 1 through 50 denied the Plaintiff full and equal accommodations, advantages, facilities, 

privileges, and healthcare services on the basis of gender, by allowing Dr. Thompson unfettered access to 

sexually abuse the Plaintiff, by and through his position of authority as a physician with regular 
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availability, by actively concealing from the Plaintiff knowledge that Dr. Thompson was a serial sexual 

predator. 

 38. By employing and retaining Thompson as a physician, despite its knowledge of myriad 

reports of Thompson’s sexually abusive nature and inappropriate and abnormal conduct, Defendants Dr. 

Thompson, Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50 forced its 

patients to seek necessary medical treatment from Dr. Thompson, thereby exposing the Plaintiff to Dr. 

Thompson’s sexual abuse. Thus, Defendant Dr. Thompson, Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion 

Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50’s retention of THOMPSON denied the Plaintiff and patients, 

of full and equal access to safe medical facilities, treatment and services, based upon gender. 

 39. The substantial motivating reason for Defendants Dr. Thompson, Thompson, Inc., 

Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50’s conduct of actively concealing 

numerous complaints of Dr. Thompson’s sexually abusive nature was the Plaintiff’s gender, as Dr. 

Thompson’s male patient, thus, would be unwittingly subjected to Dr. Thompson’s sexual assault.  

 40. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ tortious acts, omissions, wrongful conduct 

and breaches of their duties, the Plaintiff’s employment and professional development has been adversely 

affected. The Plaintiff has lost wages and will continue to lose wages in an amount to be determined at 

trial. The Plaintiff has suffered substantial economic injury, all to the Plaintiff’s general, special, and 

consequential damage in an amount to be proven at trial, but in no event less than the minimum 

jurisdictional amount of this Court. 

 41. As a further direct and proximate result of Defendants’ wrongful actions, as herein 

alleged, the Plaintiff have been hurt in their health, strength, and activity. The Plaintiff has sustained 

permanent and continuing injury to their nervous system and person, which has caused and continues to 

cause great mental, physical, and nervous pain, emotional distress, suffering, fright, upset, grief, worry, 

and shock in an amount according to proof at trial but in no event less than the jurisdictional minimum 

requirements of this Court. 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

VIOLATION OF BANE ACT 

[Cal. Civ. Code § 52.1] 

[Against Defendants Dr. William Moore Thompson, IV, an individual, William Moore Thompson, 

IV, M.D., Inc., a California Corporation, William Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Infusion Services, 

Inc., a California Corporation, Hoag Memorial Presbyterian Hospital, and DOES 1 through 50] 

 42. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates as if fully stated herein each and every allegation 

contained in the previous paragraphs of this Complaint. 

 43. Defendants’ actions, as alleged herein, have interfered and will continue to interfere with 

the Plaintiff’s right to be free from gender discrimination in the form of sexual harassment when seeking 

medical treatment under 42 U.S.C. 18116. Furthermore, the Plaintiff had a right to have Defendants 

Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50 respond immediately 

and investigate their sexual assaults, molestation and harassment by Dr. Thompson. 

 44. During Plaintiff’s time as patients of Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion 

Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50, Defendants engaged in oppressive and unlawful tactics in 

ignoring, concealing, and ultimately suppressing the Plaintiff’s complaints of being sexually abused by 

Dr. Thompson. Plaintiff was threatened, intimidated, and coerced into not reporting Dr. Thompson’s 

sexually abusive acts by Dr. Thompson’s own intimidating and humiliating conduct, as well as the 

conspiratorial silence and inaction of employees, staff, nurses, medical assistants, supervisors, executives, 

and board members of Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50. 

These intentional acts of concealment of Dr. Thompson’s abusive behavior violated the Plaintiff’s right 

to be free from discrimination on the basis of their gender, under 42 U.S.C. 18116. 

 45. Furthermore, the Plaintiff was deprived of Due Process of law, when various complaints to 

Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50 employees, 

agents, and affiliates against Dr. Thompson failed to trigger any report, investigation, or other action by 

Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50, who was 

required to do so, both under its own policies and procedures, as well as under federal mandate by Title 
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IX and the Fourteenth Amendment. In addition, these actions were contrary to the Plaintiff’s civil rights 

guaranteed under the Constitution of the State of California. 

 46. Defendants’ wrongful conduct was intended to, and did successfully, interfere with 

the Plaintiff’s Constitutional Rights to (a) be free from gender discrimination and harassment, and 

(b) Due Process under the United States’ Constitution, specifically the Fifth and Fourteenth 

Amendments. Defendants unlawfully and wrongfully used, or employed others to wrongfully use, 

threats, intimidation, harassment, violence, and coercion over Plaintiff’s person, to which the Plaintiff 

had no relief except to submit to the Defendants’ wrongful threats, intimidation, harassment, violence, 

and coercion, which rendered the Plaintiff’ submission involuntary. 

 47. Defendants’ above-noted actions were the legal and proximate causes of physical, 

psychological, emotional, and economic damages, and damage to the Plaintiff, who has suffered and 

continues to suffer to this day. 

48. As a result of the above-described conduct, the Plaintiff suffered and continue to suffer 

great pain of mind and body, shock, emotional distress, physical manifestations of emotional distress, 

embarrassment, loss of self-esteem, disgrace, humiliation, and loss of enjoyment of life; suffered and 

continues to suffer and was prevented and will continue to be prevented from performing daily activities 

and obtaining the full enjoyment of life; have and will continue to sustain loss of earning capacity; and 

have incurred and will continue to incur expenses for medical and psychological treatment, therapy, and 

counseling. The Plaintiff has suffered economic, vocational, and employment losses as well. 

 49. In subjecting the Plaintiff to the wrongful treatment described herein, Defendants acted 

willfully and maliciously with the intent to harm the Plaintiff, and in conscious disregard of the Plaintiff’s 

rights, entitling the Plaintiff to compensatory damages in a sum to be shown according to proof, 

emotional distress damages in a sum to be shown according to proof, punitive and/or exemplary 

damages, attorney’s fees, other damages pursuant to Civil Code section 52(b)(1). 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 

GENDER VIOLENCE 

[Cal. Civ. Code § 52.4] 

[Against Defendants Dr. William Moore Thompson, IV, an individual, William Moore Thompson, 

IV, MD, Inc., a California Corporation, William Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Infusion Services, 

Inc., a California Corporation, Hoag Memorial Hospital Presbyterian, a California Nonprofit 

Corporation, and DOES 1 through 50] 

 50. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates as if fully stated herein each and every allegation 

contained in the previous paragraphs of this Complaint. 

 51. California Civil Code section 52.4 provides that “any person who has been subjected to 

gender violence may bring a civil action for damages against any responsible party” and “the plaintiff 

may seek actual damages, compensatory damages, punitive damages, injunctive relief, any combination 

of those, or any other appropriate relief [,]” in addition to an award of attorney’s fees and costs. (Civ. 

Code § 52.4(a).) 

 52. “Gender violence” is defined in Civil Code section 52.4, subdivision (c) as “a form of sex 

discrimination and means either of the following: (1) One or more acts that would constitute a criminal 

offense under state law that has as an element the use, attempted use, or threatened use of physical force 

against the person or property of another, committed at least in part based on the gender of the victim, 

whether or not those acts have resulted in criminal complaints, charges, prosecution, or conviction. (2) A 

physical intrusion or physical invasion of a sexual nature under coercive conditions, whether or not those 

acts have resulted in criminal complaints, charges, prosecution, or conviction.” As stated in Civil Code 

section 52.4, subdivision (d), “gender” has the meaning set forth in Civil Code section 51: “Gender 

means sex and includes a person’s gender identity and gender expression.” (Civ. Code §§ 51(e)(5); 

52.4(d).) The term “sex” as used in the definition of “gender” is also defined by Civil Code section 51, 

subdivision (e)(5) to include “a person’s gender.” 

 53. As described hereinabove, Dr. Thompson committed physical acts against Plaintiff’s body 

that would constitute criminal offenses under state law that each have as an element the use, attempted 

use, or threatened use of physical force against the person of another, committed at least in part based on 
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Plaintiff’s gender as a man. 

 54. As described hereinabove, Dr. Thompson committed a physical intrusion or physical 

invasion of a sexual nature to Plaintiff’s most intimate parts, namely his anus and penis, under coercive 

conditions. Such conditions were coercive because Plaintiff was required to place his trust and his 

physical and emotional well-being in Dr. Thompson’s hands. Dr. Thompson held himself out to Plaintiff 

as a medical professional whom Plaintiff could confide in. Such conditions were coercive because Dr. 

Thompson performed these physical intrusions or invasions of Plaintiff’s body without Plaintiff’s 

consent. 

 55. Plaintiff was harmed and suffered injuries including but not limited to, physical and 

mental pain and suffering, emotional distress, physical injuries, past and future costs of medical care and 

treatment, and other damages, in amounts not yet ascertained but which exceed the minimum 

jurisdictional limits of this Court. Defendants’ conduct was a substantial factor in causing Plaintiff harm. 

 56. The oppressive conduct by Defendants was willful, wanton, and malicious under 

California Civil Code section 3294 and Defendants engaged in this conduct towards Plaintiff with malice, 

oppression, and/or fraud. Dr. Thompson acted with a conscious disregard for Plaintiff’s rights, feelings, 

and emotional and physical well-being and health. Defendants hijacked the physician-patient relationship 

that is predicated upon trust. Defendants required, encouraged, and induced Plaintiff, as a patient, to 

reveal the most private and personal details of his life and physically expose himself, including his 

genitalia, to Dr. Thompson so Dr. Thompson could physically violate Plaintiff, without Plaintiff’s 

consent, and under the guise that what Dr. Thompson was doing was necessary and for the purpose of 

medical care. There can be no greater violation of trust or harm to an individual’s psyche than to use a 

medical examination or treatment not for the purpose of providing medical care, but to further an 

individual’s depraved, predatory, and sexually deviant behavior. As such, Defendants should be liable for 

exemplary and punitive damages in an amount according to proof at trial as punishment for their 

despicable conduct that subjected Plaintiff to cruel and unjust hardship in conscious disregard of 

Plaintiff’s right to dignity and bodily autonomy, and as an example to others. 

 57. Plaintiff has incurred and will continue to incur attorney’s fees and costs in the 

prosecution of this action. Plaintiff will seek recovery of all such fees and costs to the fullest extent 
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allowable under the law in an amount to be proven at trial. 

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

SEXUAL HARASSMENT 

[Cal. Civ. Code § 51.9] 

[Against Defendants Dr. William Moore Thompson, IV, an individual, William Moore Thompson, 

IV, MD, Inc., a California Corporation, William Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Infusion Services, 

Inc., a California Corporation, Hoag Memorial Hospital Presbyterian, a California Nonprofit 

Corporation, and DOES 1 through 50] 

 58. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates as if fully stated herein each and every allegation 

contained in the previous paragraphs of this Complaint. 

 59. California Civil Code section 51.9, subdivision (a) provides a cause of action for sexual 

harassment when certain conditions are met, as set forth by the statute, and as they exist under the 

circumstances described herein. Damages shall be awarded as provided by Civil Code section 52, 

subdivision (b) in such an action. (Civ. Code § 51.9(b).) 

 60. At all relevant times, as described herein above, a professional relationship existed 

between Dr. Thompson, as the physician, and Plaintiff, as his patient. 

 61. At all relevant times, as described herein-above, Dr. Thompson engaged in physical 

conduct of a sexual nature or of a hostile nature based on Plaintiff’s gender status as a man. 

 62. At all relevant times, as described herein-above, such physical conduct of a sexual nature 

or of a hostile nature based on Plaintiff’s gender status as a man was unwelcome and pervasive or severe. 

 63. As a result of Defendants’ conduct, Plaintiff has suffered or will suffer economic loss or 

disadvantage or personal injury, including physical and mental pain and suffering, emotional distress, 

physical injuries, past and future costs of medical care and treatment, and other damages, in amounts not 

yet ascertained but which exceed the minimum jurisdictional limits of this Court, or the violation of a 

statutory or constitutional right. 

 64. The oppressive conduct by Defendants was willful, wanton, and malicious under 

California Civil Code section 3294 and Defendants engaged in this conduct towards Plaintiff with malice, 

oppression, and/or fraud. Defendants acted with a conscious disregard of Plaintiff’s rights, feelings, and 
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emotional and physical well-being and health. Defendants hijacked the physician-patient relationship that 

is predicated upon trust. Defendants required, encouraged, and induced Plaintiff, as a patient, to reveal 

the most private and personal details of his life and physically expose himself, including his genitalia, to 

Dr. Thompson so Dr. Thompson could physically violate Plaintiff, without Plaintiff’s consent, and under 

the guise that what Dr. Thompson was doing was necessary and for the purpose of medical care. There 

can be no greater violation of trust or harm to an individual’s psyche than to use a medical examination 

or treatment not for the purpose of providing medical care, but to further an individual’s depraved, 

predatory, and sexually deviant behavior. As such, Defendants should be liable for exemplary and 

punitive damages in an amount according to proof at trial as punishment for their despicable conduct that 

subjected Plaintiff to cruel and unjust hardship in conscious disregard of Plaintiff’s right to dignity and 

bodily autonomy, and as an example to others. 

 65. Plaintiff has incurred and will continue to incur attorney’s fees and costs in the 

prosecution of this action. Plaintiff will seek recovery of all such fees and costs to the fullest extent 

allowable under the law in an amount to be proven at trial. 

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

SEXUAL ASSAULT 

[Against Defendant Dr. William Moore Thompson, IV] 

 66. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates as if fully stated herein each and every allegation 

contained in the previous paragraphs of this Complaint. 

67. Dr. Thompson, in doing the things herein alleged, intended to subject the Plaintiff to 

sexual abuse and molestation while the Plaintiff was seeking medical treatment from Defendants Dr. 

Thompson, Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1-50, all while Dr. 

Thompson acted in the course and scope of his agency/employment/affiliation with Defendants.  In so 

doing, Dr. Thompson intended to cause harmful or offensive contact with the Plaintiff’s person, and/or 

intended to put the Plaintiff in imminent apprehension of such contact. 

68. In doing the things herein alleged, Dr. Thompson put the Plaintiff in imminent 

apprehension of a harmful or offensive contact by Dr. Thompson, and the Plaintiff actually and 
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reasonably believed that Dr. Thompson had the ability to make harmful or offensive contact with the 

Plaintiff’s person. 

69. The Plaintiff did not consent to Dr. Thompson’s intended harmful or offensive contact 

with the Plaintiff’s person, or to Dr. Thompson’s intent to put the Plaintiff in imminent apprehension of 

such contact. 

70. In doing the things herein alleged, Dr. Thompson violated the Plaintiff pursuant to Civil 

Code section 43, of protection from bodily restraint or harm, and from personal insult. In doing the things 

herein alleged, Dr. Thompson violated his duty, pursuant to Civil Code section 1708, to abstain from 

injuring the person of the Plaintiff or infringing upon his rights. 

71. As a direct and proximate result of the conduct of Defendants, individually, jointly, 

and/or severally, the Plaintiff sustained severe emotional distress and physical pain, emotional anguish, 

fear, anxiety, humiliation, embarrassment, and other physical and emotional injuries, damages (both 

economic and noneconomic), and permanent disability, in the past, present, and future, for which this 

claim is made. The injuries suffered by the Plaintiff are substantial, continuing, and permanent. 

 72. The Plaintiff is informed, and based thereon alleges, that the conduct of Dr. Thompson 

was oppressive, malicious, and despicable in that it was intentional and done in conscious disregard for 

the rights and safety of others, and were carried out with a conscious disregard of their right to be free 

from such tortious behavior, such as to constitute oppression, fraud, or malice pursuant to California Civil 

Code section 3294, entitling the Plaintiff to punitive damages against Dr. Thompson in an amount 

appropriate to punish and set an example of Dr. Thompson. 

SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

SEXUAL BATTERY 

[Cal. Civ. Code § 1708.5] 

[Against Defendants Dr. William Moore Thompson, IV, an individual, William Moore Thompson, 

IV, MD, Inc., a California Corporation, William Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Infusion Services, 

Inc., a California Corporation, Hoag Memorial Hospital Presbyterian, a California Nonprofit 

Corporation and DOES 1 through 50] 

 73. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates as if fully stated herein each and every allegation 
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contained in the previous paragraphs of this Complaint. 

 74. Every person is bound, without contract, to abstain from injuring the person […] of 

another, or infringing upon any of his […] rights.” (Cal. Civ. Code § 1708.) 

 75. “A person commits a sexual battery who […]: (1) Acts with the intent to cause a harmful 

or offensive contact with an intimate part of another, and a sexually offensive contact with that person 

directly or indirectly results, (2) Acts with the intent to cause a harmful or offensive contact with another 

by use of the person's intimate part, and a sexually offensive contact with that person directly or 

indirectly results. [and] (3) Acts to cause an imminent apprehension [of a harmful or offensive contact] 

and a sexually offensive contact with that person directly or indirectly results.” (Cal. Civ. Code § 

1708.5(a)(1) and (3).) 

 76. “Intimate part” includes the “sexual organ, anus, groin, or buttocks of any person or breast 

of a female” Cal. Civ. Code § 1708.5(d). “Offensive contact” is “contact that offends a reasonable sense 

of personal dignity.” (Cal. Civ. Code § 1708.5(f).) 

 77. At all relevant times, Dr. Thompson intended and acted with the intent to cause a harmful 

and/or offensive contact with Plaintiff by use of his intimate part(s), including but not limited to 

intentionally brushing his penis against Plaintiff’s hands during examinations, which would offend a 

reasonable sense of personal dignity. 

 78. From approximately 2013 to 2019, Dr. Thompson created a sexualized tone to his medical 

examinations of Plaintiff and repeatedly pressured Plaintiff to undergo genital and prostate exams when it 

did not appear medically necessary. On at least one occasion, Dr. Thompson brushed his penis against 

Plaintiff’s buttocks. On another occasion, during their last appointment in 2019, Dr. Thompson digitally 

penetrated Plaintiff’s anus, despite Plaintiff’s protests to undergoing the exam. 

79. Dr. Thompson’s actions were done with an intent to harm or offend Plaintiff’s personal 

dignity, and violated Plaintiff’s right to freedom from intentional, harmful, and unconsented contact with 

his body. A sexually offensive contact resulted. A person in Plaintiff’s situation, with knowledge of Dr. 

Thompson’s inappropriate intent and history of sexualized behavior towards men, would have been 

offended by the touching. 

 80. Dr. Thompson required, encouraged, and induced Plaintiff, as a patient, to trust him and 
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his effectuation of treatment. Dr. Thompson was therefore able to deceive Plaintiff throughout the course 

of treatment and present these sexually offensive contacts as medically necessary procedures, knowing 

Plaintiff would not, and indeed Plaintiff did not, recognize Dr. Thompson’s sexually offensive contacts as 

non-medically necessary procedures. 

 81. At no time during these incidents did Plaintiff consent to Dr. Thompson’s sexual touching 

by words, acts, silence, or inaction. 

 82. As a direct result of the conduct of Dr. Thompson and William Moore Thompson, IV, 

Inc., Plaintiff suffered injuries including, but not limited to, physical and mental pain and suffering, 

emotional distress, physical injuries, past and future costs of medical care and treatment, and other 

damages, in amounts not yet ascertained but which exceed the minimum jurisdictional limits of this 

Court. 

 83. The oppressive conduct by Defendants was willful, wanton, and malicious under 

California Civil Code section 3294 and Defendants engaged in this conduct towards Plaintiff with malice, 

oppression, and/or fraud. Defendants acted with a conscious disregard of Plaintiff’s rights, feelings, and 

emotional and physical well-being and health. Defendants hijacked the physician-patient relationship that 

is predicated upon trust. Defendants required, encouraged, and induced Plaintiff, as a patient, to reveal 

the most private and personal details of his life and physically expose himself, including his genitalia, to 

Dr. Thompson so Dr. Thompson could physically violate Plaintiff, without Plaintiff’s consent, and under 

the guise that what Dr. Thompson was doing was necessary and for the purpose of medical care. There 

can be no greater violation of trust or harm to an individual’s psyche than to use a medical examination 

or treatment not for the purpose of providing medical care, but to further an individual’s depraved, 

predatory, and sexually deviant behavior. As such, Defendants should be liable for exemplary and 

punitive damages in an amount according to proof at trial as punishment for their despicable conduct that 

subjected Plaintiff to cruel and unjust hardship in conscious disregard of Plaintiff’s right to dignity and 

bodily autonomy, and as an example to others. 

 84. Plaintiff has incurred and will continue to incur attorney’s fees and costs in the 

prosecution of this action. Plaintiff will seek recovery of all such fees and costs to the fullest extent 

allowable under the law in an amount to be proven at trial. 
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SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

UNFAIR BUSINESS PRACTICES 

[BUSINESS & PROFESSIONS CODE § 17200] 

[Against Defendants Dr. William Moore Thompson, IV, an individual, William Moore Thompson, 

IV, MD, Inc., a California Corporation, William Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Infusion Services, 

Inc., a California Corporation, Hoag Memorial Hospital Presbyterian, a California Nonprofit 

Corporation, and DOES 1 through 50] 

 85. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates as if fully stated herein each and every allegation 

contained in the previous paragraphs of this Complaint. 

 86. The Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Defendants Dr. 

Thompson, Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50 have 

engaged in unlawful, unfair, and deceptive business practices, including allowing Dr. Thompson to 

engage in repeated harassment of patients, patient’s partners, and interns, including the Plaintiff, and 

failing to take all reasonable steps to prevent harassment and abuse from occurring. The unlawful, unfair, 

and deceptive business practices also included failing to adequately investigate, vet, and evaluate 

individuals for employment, agency, and affiliation with Defendants Thompson, Thompson, Inc., 

Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50; and refusing to design, implement, and 

oversee policies regarding sexual harassment and abuse of patients in a reasonable manner that is 

customary in similar educational environments.  

87. The Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis allege, that Defendants Dr. 

Thompson, Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50, have 

engaged in unlawful, unfair and deceptive business practices including concealing sexual abuse, assault, 

battery, and harassment claims of patients, such as the Plaintiff, so as to retain other similarly situated 

individuals within Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 

through 50 who were not apprised of such illicit sexual misconduct by Dr. Thompson. 

 88. The Plaintiff is informed and believes that Defendants engaged in a common 

scheme, arrangement, or plan to actively conceal allegations against sexual abusers who were 
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employees, agents, members, and/or participants at Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion 

Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50, including Dr. Thompson, such that Defendants Thompson, 

Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50 could maintain their public image, 

and avoid detection of such abuse and abusers. The Plaintiff is informed and believes, and based thereon 

alleges, that Defendants actively concealed these allegations, such that Defendants would be insulated 

from public scrutiny, governmental oversight, and/or investigation from various law enforcement 

agencies, all done in order to maintain the false sense of safety for participants and their families and to 

perpetuate the program financially. 

 89. By engaging in unlawful, unfair, and deceptive business practices, Defendants Dr. 

Thompson, Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50 benefitted 

financially to the detriment of its competitors, who had to comply with the law. 

 90. Unless restrained, Defendants Dr. Thompson, Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion 

Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50 will continue to engage in the unfair acts and business 

practices described above, resulting in great and irreparable harm to the Plaintiff and/or other similarly 

situated participants and members. 

 91. Plaintiff seeks restitution for all amounts improperly obtained by Defendants Dr. 

Thompson, Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50 through the 

use of the above-mentioned unlawful business practices, as well as the disgorgement of all ill-gotten 

gains and restitution on behalf of the Plaintiff and all other similarly situated patients who were also 

subjected to Defendants Dr. Thompson, Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and 

Does 1 through 50 illegal and unfair business practices. 

EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS 

[Against Defendants Dr. William Moore Thompson, IV, an individual, William Moore Thompson, 

IV, MD, Inc., a California Corporation, William Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Infusion Services, 

Inc., a California Corporation, Hoag Memorial Hospital Presbyterian, a California Nonprofit 

Corporation, and DOES 1 through 50] 

92. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates as if fully stated herein each and every allegation 
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contained in the previous paragraphs of this Complaint. 

 93. Defendants’ misconduct against Plaintiff was outrageous, or so extreme as to exceed all 

bounds of that usually tolerated in a civilized community. Defendants’ outrageous conduct and violent 

acts toward Plaintiff were not routine, nor behavior that a vulnerable patient such as Plaintiff should be 

expected to endure and/or tolerate as part of a trusted physician-patient relationship. 

 94. At all relevant times, Dr. Thompson intended to cause Plaintiff emotional distress, or 

acted with reckless disregard of the probability that Plaintiff would suffer emotional distress, by conduct 

directed at Plaintiff, as described herein. At all relevant times, Dr. Thompson knew that emotional 

distress would probably result from his conduct or gave little or no thought to the probable effects of his 

conduct. 

 95. Plaintiff suffered severe emotional distress from Defendants’ mistreatment of him during 

medical appointments, including suffering, anguish, fright, horror, nervousness, grief, anxiety, worry, 

shock, humiliation, and shame so substantial or long lasting that no reasonable person in a civilized 

society should be expected to bear it, all to his damage in an amount to be established according to proof 

at trial. Defendants’ conduct was a substantial factor in causing Plaintiff’s severe emotional distress. 

 96. Plaintiff was harmed and suffered injuries including but not limited to, physical and 

mental pain and suffering, emotional distress, physical injuries, past and future costs of medical care and 

treatment, and other damages, in amounts not yet ascertained but which exceed the minimum 

jurisdictional limits of this Court. Defendants’ conduct was a substantial factor in causing Plaintiff harm. 

 97. The oppressive conduct by Defendants was willful, wanton, and malicious under 

California Civil Code section 3294 and Defendants engaged in this conduct towards Plaintiff with malice, 

oppression, and/or fraud. Defendants acted with a conscious disregard of Plaintiff’s rights, feelings, and 

emotional and physical well-being and health. Defendants hijacked the physician-patient relationship that 

is predicated upon trust. Defendants required, encouraged, and induced Plaintiff, as a patient, to reveal 

the most private and personal details of his life and physically expose himself, including his genitalia, to 

Dr. Thompson so Dr. Thompson could physically violate Plaintiff, without Plaintiff’s consent, and under 

the guise that what Dr. Thompson was doing was necessary and for the purpose of medical care. There 

can be no greater violation of trust or harm to an individual’s psyche than to use a medical examination 
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or treatment not for the purpose of providing medical care, but to further an individual’s depraved, 

predatory, and sexually deviant behavior. As such, Defendants should be liable for exemplary and 

punitive damages in an amount according to proof at trial as punishment for their despicable conduct that 

subjected Plaintiff to cruel and unjust hardship in conscious disregard of Plaintiff’s right to dignity and 

bodily autonomy, and as an example to others. 

NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

CONSTRUCTIVE FRAUD 

[Against Defendants William Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., an individual, William Moore 

Thompson, IV, MD, Inc., a California Corporation, William Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Infusion 

Services, Inc., a California Corporation, Hoag Memorial Hospital Presbyterian, a California 

Nonprofit Corporation, and DOES 1 through 50] 

98. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates as if fully stated herein each and every allegation 

contained in the previous paragraphs of this Complaint. 

 99. By holding Dr. Thompson out as an agent of Defendants, and by allowing him to 

undertake the medical care of patients, Defendants entered into a confidential, fiduciary, and special 

relationship with the Plaintiff. 

 100. By holding themselves out as preeminent health care treatment facilities and physicians, 

thereby enticing the Plaintiff to seek medical treatment and medical employment from, Defendants Dr. 

Thompson, Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1-50, Defendants entered 

into a confidential, fiduciary, and special relationship with the Plaintiff. 

 101. Defendants breached their confidential, fiduciary, and special duties to the Plaintiff by the 

wrongful and negligent conduct described above, and in so doing, gained an advantage over the Plaintiff 

in matters relating to the Plaintiff’s safety, security, and health. In particular, in breaching such duties as 

alleged, Defendants were able to sustain Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and 

Does 1-50 status as an institution of high moral repute, and preserve their reputation, all at the expense of 

the Plaintiff’s further injury and in violation of Defendants’ mandatory duties. 

 102. By virtue of their confidential, fiduciary and special relationship with the Plaintiff, 

Defendants owed the Plaintiff a duty to: 
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a. Investigate or otherwise confirm or deny such claims of sexual abuse, 

inappropriate and abnormal conduct committed by its physicians and agents, 

including Dr. Thompson; 

 

b. Reveal such facts to the Plaintiff, the community at large, the medical community, 

the medical board, and law enforcement agencies; 

 

c. Refuse to place Dr. Thompson and other sexual predators in positions of trust and 

authority within Defendants’ institutions; 

 

d. Refuse to hold out Dr. Thompson and other sexual predators to the Plaintiff, the 

public, the community, patients, the California Medical Board, and law 

enforcement agencies as being in good standing and trustworthy in keeping with 

    him and his position as a physician and authority figure; 

 

e. Refuse to assign Dr. Thompson and other molesters to positions of power over 

patients within Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., 

Hoag, and Does 1-50; and 

 

f. Disclose to the Plaintiff, the public, the medical community, the California Medical 

Board, and law enforcement agencies the wrongful, tortious, and sexually 

exploitive acts that Dr. Thompson had engaged in with his patients. 

 103. Defendants’ breach of their respective duties included: 17 

a. Not making reasonable investigations of Dr. Thompson; 

 

b. Issuing no warnings about Dr. Thompson; 
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c. Permitting Dr. Thompson to routinely be either unsupervised, or supervised only 

by negligently trained employees, agents, staff, nurses, and medical assistants, who 

were consistently derelict in their duty to report Dr. Thompson’s sexual abuse to 

law enforcement; 

 

d. Not adopting a policy to prevent Dr. Thompson from routinely having patients in 

his unsupervised control; 

 

e. Making no reports of any allegations of Dr. Thompson’s abuse of patients prior to 

or during his employment and/or agency at Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson 

Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1-50; and 

 

f. Assigning and continuing to assign Dr. Thompson to duties which placed him in 

positions of authority and trust over other patients, positions in which Dr. 

Thompson could easily isolate and sexually abuse other patients. 

104. At the time that Defendants engaged in such suppression and concealment of acts, 

such acts were done for the purpose of causing the Plaintiff to forbear on his rights. 

105. Defendants’ misconduct did reasonably cause the Plaintiff to forbear on the 

Plaintiff’s rights. 

106. The misrepresentations, suppressions, and concealment of facts by Defendants 

were intended to and were likely to mislead the Plaintiff and others to believe that Defendants 

had no knowledge of any charges against Dr. Thompson, or that there were no other charges of 

unlawful or sexual misconduct against Dr. Thompson or others and that there was no need for them 

to take further action or precaution. 

107. The misrepresentations, suppressions, and concealment of facts by Defendants was 

likely to mislead the Plaintiff and others to believe that Defendants had no knowledge of the fact 

that Dr. Thompson was a molester, and was known to commit wrongful sexual acts with patients, 

including the Plaintiff. 
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108. Defendants knew or should have known at the time they suppressed and concealed 

the true facts regarding others’ sexual molestations, that the resulting impressions were misleading. 

109. Defendants suppressed and concealed the true facts regarding Dr. Thompson with 

the purpose of: preventing the Plaintiff and others from learning that Dr. Thompson and others 

had been and were continuing to sexually harass, molest and abuse patients, at Dr. Thompson and 

Defendants’ control, direction, and guidance, with complete impunity; inducing people, including 

the Plaintiff and others to request and pay for medical services by Defendants; preventing further 

reports and outside investigations into Dr. Thompson and Defendants’ conduct; preventing 

discovery of Defendants’ own conduct; avoiding damage to the reputations of Defendants; 

protecting Defendants’ power and status in the community; avoiding damage to the reputation of 

Defendants, or Defendants’ institutions; and avoiding the civil and criminal liability of Defendants, 

of Dr. Thompson, and of others. 

110. At all times mentioned herein, Defendants, and in particular Defendants 

Dr. Thompson, Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50, with 

knowledge of the tortious nature of their own and Dr. Thompson’s conduct, knowingly conspired and 

gave each other substantial assistance to perpetrate the misrepresentations, fraud and deceit alleged 

herein—covering up the past allegations of sexual misconduct lodged against Dr. Thompson, and 

allowing Dr. Thompson to remain in his position as a physician, so they could maintain their reputations 

and continue with their positions within the organization. 

111. The Plaintiff and others were misled by Defendants’ suppressions and concealment of 

facts, and in reliance thereon, were induced to act or induced not to act, exactly as intended by 

Defendants. Specifically, the Plaintiff was induced to believe that there were no allegations of criminal or 

sexual abuse against Dr. Thompson and that he was safe to be around patients. Had the Plaintiff, and 

others, known the true facts about Dr. Thompson, they would have not continued to seek medical 

treatment by Defendants and financially supported Defendants’ activities, would have reported the matter 

to proper authorities, would have undertaken their own investigations which would have led to the 

discovery of the true facts, and would have sought psychological counseling and medical treatment for 

their abuse. 
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112. By giving Dr. Thompson the position of physician, Defendants impliedly represented that 

Dr. Thompson was safe and morally fit to give medical care. 

113. When Defendants made these affirmative or implied representations and non-disclosures 

of material facts, Defendants knew or should have known that the facts were otherwise. Defendants 

knowingly and intentionally suppressed the material facts that Dr. Thompson had, on numerous prior 

occasions, sexually, physically, and mentally abused patients of Defendants, and knew of or learned of 

conduct, or should have known of conduct by Dr. Thompson which placed Defendants on notice that Dr. 

Thompson had previously been suspected of felonies, including unlawful sexual conduct with patients, 

and was likely sexually abusing patients in his care. 

114. Because of the Plaintiff’s vulnerability as a patient in need of infectious disease treatment 

who was not an expert in medical examinations, and because of the status of Dr. Thompson as a trusted 

authority figure to the Plaintiff, the Plaintiff was vulnerable to Dr. Thompson. Dr. Thompson sought the 

Plaintiff out and was empowered by and accepted the Plaintiff’s vulnerability. The Plaintiff’s 

vulnerability also prevented the Plaintiff from effectively protecting himself from the sexual advances of 

Dr. Thompson. 

115. Defendants had the duty to obtain and disclose information relating to sexual misconduct 

of Dr. Thompson. 

116. Defendants misrepresented, concealed, or failed to disclose information relating to 

sexual misconduct of Dr. Thompson. 

117. Defendants knew that they had misrepresented, concealed, or failed to disclose 

information related to sexual misconduct of Dr. Thompson. 

118. The Plaintiff justifiably relied upon Defendants for information relating to sexual 

misconduct of Dr. Thompson. 

119. Defendants Dr. Thompson, Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and 

Does 1 through 50, in concert with each other and with the intent to conceal and defraud, conspired and 

came to a meeting of the minds whereby they would misrepresent, conceal, or fail to disclose information 

relating to the sexual misconduct of Dr. Thompson, the inability or unwillingness of Defendants to 
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supervise or stop Dr. Thompson from sexually abusing, assaulting, battering, and harassing the Plaintiff, 

and their own failure to properly investigate, supervise, and monitor his misconduct with patients. 

 120. By so concealing, Defendants committed at least one act in furtherance of the 

conspiracy. 

 121. Additionally, Thompson, Inc. and Thompson Infusion Services, Inc. is directly liable for 

all acts of sexual battery committed by Dr. Thompson in his capacity as a managing agent and/or sole 

proprietor of Thompson, Inc. and Thompson Infusion Services, Inc.  

 122. As a direct and proximate result of the conduct of Defendants, individually, jointly, and/or 

severally, the Plaintiff sustained severe emotional distress and physical pain, emotional anguish, fear, 

anxiety, humiliation, embarrassment, and other physical and emotional injuries, damages (both economic 

and noneconomic), and permanent disability, in the past, present, and future, for which this claim is 

made. The injuries suffered by the Plaintiff are substantial, continuing, and permanent. 

 123. In addition, when the Plaintiff finally discovered the fraud of Defendants, and continuing 

thereafter, the Plaintiff experienced recurrences of the above-described injuries. The Plaintiff experienced 

extreme and severe mental anguish and emotional distress that the Plaintiff had been the victim of 

Defendants’ fraud; that the Plaintiff had not been able to help other patients to avoid being sexually 

abused, assaulted, battered, and harassed because of the fraud, and that because of the fraud, the Plaintiff 

had not been able to receive timely medical treatment needed to deal with the problems the Plaintiff had 

suffered and continues to suffer as a result of the sexual abuse, assault, battery, and harassment. 

 124. In subjecting the Plaintiff to the wrongful treatment herein described, Defendants 

Defendants Dr. Thompson, Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 

through 50 acted willfully and maliciously with the intent to harm the Plaintiff, and in conscious 

disregard of the Plaintiff’s rights, so as to constitute malice and/or oppression under California Civil Code 

section 3294. The Plaintiff is informed, and on that basis alleges, that these willful, malicious, and/or 

oppressive acts, as alleged herein above, were ratified by the officers, directors, and/or managing agents 

of the Defendants. The Plaintiff is therefore entitled to recover punitive damages, in an amount to be 

determined by the court, against Defendants Dr. Thompson, Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion 

Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50. 
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TENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

NEGLIGENCE 

[Against Defendants William Moore Thompson, IV, MD, Inc., a California Corporation, William 

Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Infusion Services, Inc., a California Corporation, Hoag Memorial 

Hospital Presbyterian, a California Nonprofit Corporation, and DOES 1 through 50] 

125. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates as if fully stated herein each and every allegation 

contained in the previous paragraphs of this Complaint. 

 126. At all relevant times, Defendants, as Plaintiff’s physician, had a duty to use ordinary and 

reasonable care and skill, and to exercise his best judgment in the treatment of Plaintiff. 

 127. Defendants breached this duty by failing to exercise ordinary and reasonable care and 

skill, and by failing to use his best judgment in his treatment of Plaintiff. A reasonably careful physician 

would not have performed medically unnecessary examinations on a patient. 

 128. Dr. Thompson required, encouraged, and induced Plaintiff, as a patient, to reveal the most 

private and personal details of his life and physically expose himself, including his genitalia, to Dr. 

Thompson so Dr. Thompson could physically violate Plaintiff, without Plaintiff’s consent, and under the 

guise that what Dr. Thompson was doing was necessary and for the purpose of medical care. Dr. 

Thompson’s negligent conduct toward Plaintiff was not routine, nor behavior that a vulnerable patient 

such as Plaintiff should be expected to endure and/or tolerate as part of a trusted physician-patient 

relationship. 

 129. Defendant Hoag breached its duty of care to Plaintiff by holding out and representing Dr. 

Thompson as a qualified professional physician that could be trusted by patients to perform competent 

medical care which did not involve Dr. Thompson engaging in improper sexual misconduct toward 

patients. 

 130. Plaintiff suffered physical harm and severe emotional distress from Defendants’ negligent 

mistreatment of him during numerous appointments, including suffering, anguish, fright, horror, 

nervousness, grief, anxiety, worry, shock, humiliation, and shame so substantial or long lasting that no 

reasonable person in a civilized society should be expected to bear it, all to his damage in an amount to 

be established according to proof at trial. 
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 131. Defendants’ conduct was a substantial factor in causing Plaintiff’s physical harm and 

severe emotional distress. 

 132. The oppressive conduct by Defendants was willful, wanton, and malicious under 

California Civil Code section 3294 and Defendants engaged in this conduct towards Plaintiff with malice, 

oppression, and/or fraud. Defendants acted with a conscious disregard of Plaintiff’s rights, feelings, and 

emotional and physical well-being and health. Defendants hijacked the physician-patient relationship that 

is predicated upon trust. Defendants required, encouraged, and induced Plaintiff, as a patient, to reveal 

the most private and personal details of his life and physically expose himself, including his genitalia, to 

Dr. Thompson so Dr. Thompson could physically violate Plaintiff, without Plaintiff’s consent, and under 

the guise that what Dr. Thompson was doing was necessary and for the purpose of medical care. There 

can be no greater violation of trust or harm to an individual’s psyche than to use a medical examination 

or treatment not for the purpose of providing medical care, but to further an individual’s depraved, 

predatory, and sexually deviant behavior. As such, Defendants should be liable for exemplary and 

punitive damages in an amount according to proof at trial as punishment. 

ELEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

NEGLIGENT SUPERVISION 

[Against Defendants William Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Inc., William Moore Thompson, IV, 

M.D., Infusion Services, Inc., a California Corporation, Hoag Memorial Hospital Presbyterian, a 

California Nonprofit Corporation, and DOES 1 through 50] 

133. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates as if fully stated herein each and every allegation 

contained in the previous paragraphs of this Complaint. 

134. By virtue of the Plaintiff’s special relationships with Defendants, and Defendants' 

relation to Dr. Thompson, Defendants owed the Plaintiff a duty to provide reasonable supervision of Dr. 

Thompson, to use reasonable care in investigating Dr. Thompson’s background, and to provide adequate 

warning to the Plaintiff and other patients of Dr. Thompson’s dangerous propensities and unfitness. As 

organizations and individuals responsible for, and entrusted with, the welfare of patients, Defendants 

Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50 had a duty to protect, 

supervise, and monitor both the Plaintiff from being preyed upon by sexual predators, and to supervise 
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and monitor Dr. Thompson such that he would not be placed in seclusion with vulnerable medical 

patients. 

 135. As representatives of Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., 

Hoag, and Does 1 through 50, where many of the patients thereof are vulnerable patients entrusted to 

these Defendants, these Defendants’ agents expressly and implicitly represented that physicians, faculty, 

and staff, including Dr. Thompson, were not a sexual threat to those individuals and others who would 

fall under Dr. Thompson’s influence, control, direction, and care. 

 136. Defendants, by and through their respective agents, servants, and employees, knew 

or should have known of Dr. Thompson’s dangerous and exploitive propensities and that Dr. Thompson 

was an unfit agent. Despite such knowledge, Defendants negligently failed to supervise Dr. Thompson in 

his position of trust and authority as a physician and authority figure over patients, where he was able to 

commit wrongful acts of sexual misconduct against the Plaintiff. Defendants failed to provide reasonable 

supervision of Dr. Thompson, failed to use reasonable care in investigating Dr. Thompson, and failed to 

provide adequate warning to the Plaintiff of Dr. Thompson’s dangerous propensities and unfitness. 

Defendants further failed to take reasonable steps to ensure the safety of patients, including the Plaintiff, 

from sexual harassment, molestation, and abuse. 

 137. At no time during the periods of time alleged did Defendants have in place a reasonable 

system or procedure to investigate, supervise, and monitor physicians or staff, including Dr. Thompson, 

that could prevent pre-sexual grooming, sexual harassment, molestation, and abuse of patients of 

Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50, nor did they 

implement a system or procedure to oversee or monitor conduct toward patients and others in 

Defendants’ care. 

 138. Defendants were aware or should have been aware of how vulnerable medical patients 

were to sexual harassment, molestation and abuse by physicians, doctors, and other persons of authority 

within Defendants’ entities. 

 139. Defendants were put on notice, knew, and/or should have known that Dr. Thompson had 

previously engaged and was continuing to engage in unlawful sexual conduct with patients and had 

committed other felonies for his own personal sexual gratification, and that it was foreseeable that he was 
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engaging, or would engage, in illicit sexual activities with the Plaintiff, and others, under the cloak of the 

authority, confidence, and trust, bestowed upon him through Defendants. 

 140. Defendants were placed on actual or constructive notice that Dr. Thompson had sexually 

abused, assaulted, battered, and harassed other patients during his employment with Defendants. 

Defendants were informed of sexual abuse, assault, battery, and harassment of patients committed by Dr. 

Thompson prior to the Plaintiff’s sexual abuse, and of conduct by Dr. Thompson that would put a 

reasonable person on notice of such propensity to sexually abuse, assault, batter, and harass male patients. 

 141. Even though Defendants knew or should have known of these illicit sexual activities by 

Dr. Thompson, Defendants did not reasonably investigate, supervise, or monitor Dr. Thompson to ensure 

the safety of the patients. 

 142. Defendants’ conduct was a breach of their duties to the Plaintiff. 

 143. Defendants each breached their duty to the Plaintiff by, inter alia, by failing to adequately 

monitor and supervise Dr. Thompson and stop Dr. Thompson from committing wrongful sexual acts with 

patients, including the Plaintiff. 

 144. As a direct and proximate result of the conduct of Defendants, individually, jointly, and/or 

severally, the Plaintiff sustained severe emotional distress and physical pain, emotional anguish, fear, 

anxiety, humiliation, embarrassment, and other physical and emotional injuries, damages (both economic 

and noneconomic), and permanent disability, in the past, present, and future, for which this claim is 

made. The injuries suffered by the Plaintiff are substantial, continuing, and permanent. 

NEGLIGENCE PER SE—CONDUCT IN VIOLATION OF MANDATED REPORTING 

LAWS 

 145. Under applicable law, including but not limited to California Penal Code section 11160 

and Business and Professions Code section 805.8, Defendants, by and through their employees, nurses, 

medical assistants, physicians, and agents, were medical care providers and health practitioners, and were 

providing treatment for physical conditions for physical injury inflicted as the result of assaultive or 

abusive conduct, and were under a statutory duty to report known or suspected incidents of sexual abuse, 

assault, battery, and harassment of patients or any individuals in their care to the appropriate authorities, 

and written complaints made thereof, and not to impede the filing of any such report. 
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 146. Defendants knew or should have known that their physician, Dr. Thompson, and other 

staff of Defendants, had sexually abused, assaulted, battered, and harassed patients including the Plaintiff, 

giving rise to a duty to report such conduct. 

 147. Defendants knew, or should have known, in the exercise of reasonable diligence, that an 

undue risk to patients, including the Plaintiff, existed because Defendants did not comply with mandatory 

reporting requirements. 

 148. By failing to report the continuing sexual abuse, assault, battery, and harassment by Dr. 

Thompson, which Defendants knew or should have known about, and by ignoring the fulfillment of the 

mandated compliance with the reporting requirements, Defendants created the risk and danger 

contemplated by the applicable mandated reporting laws, and as a result, unreasonably and wrongfully 

exposed the Plaintiff and other patients to sexual molestation and abuse. 

 149. The Plaintiff was a member of the class of persons for whose protection applicable 

mandated reporting laws were specifically adopted to protect.  

150. Had Defendants adequately reported the molestation of other patients, as required by 

applicable mandated reporting laws, further harm to the Plaintiff and other individuals would have been 

avoided. 

 151. As a proximate result of Defendants’ failure to follow the mandatory reporting 

requirements, Defendants wrongfully denied the Plaintiff and other patients the intervention of law 

enforcement and the appropriate authorities. Such public agencies would have changed the then-existing 

arrangements and conditions that provided the access and opportunities for the molestation of the 

Plaintiff by Dr. Thompson. 

 152. The physical, mental, and emotional damages and injuries resulting from the sexual abuse, 

assault, battery, and harassment of the Plaintiff by Dr. Thompson, were the type of occurrence and 

injuries that the applicable mandated reporting laws were designed to prevent. 

153. As a result, Defendants’ failure to comply with the mandatory reporting requirements 

constituted a per se breach of Defendants' duties to the Plaintiff. 

/// 

/// 



 
 
 

32 

COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL INJURIES AND DAMAGES; DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

154. Defendants each breached their duty to the Plaintiff by, inter alia, failing to adequately 

monitor and supervise Dr. Thompson and stop Dr. Thompson from committing wrongful sexual acts with 

patients, including the Plaintiff. 

 155. As a direct and proximate result of the conduct of Defendants, individually, jointly, and/or 

severally, the Plaintiff sustained severe emotional distress and physical pain, emotional anguish, fear, 

anxiety, humiliation, embarrassment, and other physical and emotional injuries, damages (both economic 

and noneconomic), and permanent disability, in the past, present, and future, for which this claim is 

made. The injuries suffered by the Plaintiff are substantial, continuing, and permanent. 

TWELFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

NEGLIGENT HIRING/RETENTION 

[Against Defendants William Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Inc., a California Corporation, William 

Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Infusion Services, Inc., a California Corporation, Hoag Memorial 

Hospital Presbyterian, a California Nonprofit Corporation, and DOES 1 through 50] 

156. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates as if fully stated herein each and every allegation 

contained in the previous paragraphs of this Complaint. 

 157. By virtue of the Plaintiff’s special relationship with Defendants, and Defendants’ relation 

to Dr. Thompson, Defendants owed the Plaintiff a duty to not hire or retain Dr. Thompson, given his 

dangerous and exploitive propensities, which Defendants knew or should have known about had they 

engaged in a reasonable, meaningful, and adequate investigation of his background prior to his hiring or 

retaining him in subsequent positions of employment. 

 158. Defendants expressly and implicitly represented that the staff, physicians, and faculty 

members, including Dr. Thompson, were not a sexual threat to patients and others who would fall under 

Dr. Thompson influence, control, direction, and guidance. 

 159. At no time during the periods of time alleged did Defendants have in place a reasonable 

system or procedure to investigate, supervise and monitor its physicians and healthcare professionals, 

including Dr. Thompson, to prevent pre-sexual grooming or sexual harassment, molestation, and abuse of 

patients, nor did they implement a system or procedure to oversee or monitor conduct toward patients 

and/or others in Defendants’ care. 
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 160. Defendants were aware or should have been aware how vulnerable patients were to 

sexual harassment, molestation, and abuse by physicians and other persons of authority within the 

control of Defendants, prior to the Plaintiff’s sexual abuse by Dr. Thompson. 

 161. Defendants were put on notice, and should have known, that Dr. Thompson had previously 

engaged and continued to engage in unlawful sexual conduct with patients, and was committing other 

felonies for his own personal gratification, and should have known it would have been foreseeable that he 

was engaging, or would engage, in illicit sexual activities with the Plaintiff, and others, under the cloak of 

his authority, confidence, and trust, bestowed upon him through Defendants. 

 162. Defendants were placed on actual and/or constructive notice that Dr. Thompson had 

sexually abused, assaulted, battered, and harassed patients, both before his employment, agency, and 

affiliation within Defendants, and during that employment, agency, and affiliation. Defendants had 

knowledge of inappropriate conduct and sexual abuse, assault, battery, and harassment committed by Dr. 

Thompson before and during his employment, agency, and affiliation, yet chose to allow him to remain 

unsupervised where he sexually abused the Plaintiff. 

 163. Even though Defendants knew or should have known of these sexually illicit activities by 

Dr. Thompson, Defendants failed to use reasonable care in investigating Dr. Thompson and did nothing 

to reasonably investigate, supervise, or monitor Dr. Thompson to ensure the safety of the patients. 

 164. Defendants’ conduct was a breach of their duties to the Plaintiff. Defendants, and 

each of them, breached their duty to Plaintiff by, inter alia, failing to adequately monitor and 

supervise Dr. Thompson and stop Dr. Thompson from committing wrongful sexual acts with patients, 

including Plaintiff. 

 165. As a direct and proximate result of the conduct of Defendants, individually, jointly, and/or 

severally, the Plaintiff sustained severe emotional distress and physical pain, emotional anguish, fear, 

anxiety, humiliation, embarrassment, and other physical and emotional injuries, damages (both economic 

and noneconomic), and permanent disability, in the past, present, and future, for which this claim is 

made. The injuries suffered by the Plaintiff are substantial, continuing, and permanent. 

/// 

/// 



 
 
 

34 

COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL INJURIES AND DAMAGES; DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

THIRTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

NEGLIGENT FAILURE TO WARN, TRAIN, OR EDUCATE 

[Against Defendants William Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Inc., a California Corporation, William 

Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Infusion Services, Inc., a California Corporation, Hoag Memorial 

Hospital Presbyterian, a California Nonprofit Corporation, and DOES 1 through 50] 

 166. The Plaintiff re-alleges and incorporates by reference herein each and every allegation 

contained herein above as though fully set forth and brought in this cause of action. 

 167. Defendants owed the Plaintiff a duty to take reasonable protective measures to protect the 

Plaintiff and other patients from the risk of sexual harassment, molestation, and abuse by Dr. Thompson 

by properly warning, training, or educating the Plaintiff and other about how to avoid such a risk. 

 168. Defendants breached their duty to take reasonable protective measures to protect the 

Plaintiff and other patients from the risk of sexual harassment, molestation and abuse by Dr. Thompson, 

such as the failure to properly warn, train, or educate the Plaintiff and other patients about how to avoid 

the particular risk of sexual misconduct that Dr. Thompson posed. 

 169. Defendants breached their duty to take reasonable protective measures to protect the 

Plaintiff and other patients from the risk of sexual harassment, molestation and abuse by Dr. Thompson, 

by failing to supervise and stop employees of Defendants, including Dr. Thompson, from committing 

wrongful sexual acts with patients, including the Plaintiff. 

 170. Defendants, and each of them, breached their duty to Plaintiff by, inter alia, failing 

to adequately monitor and supervise Dr. Thompson and stop Dr. Thompson from committing wrongful 

sexual acts with patients, including Plaintiff. 

 171. As a result of the above-described conduct, the Plaintiff has suffered, and continue to 

suffer, severe emotional distress and physical pain, emotional anguish, fear, anxiety, humiliation, 

embarrassment, and other physical and emotional injuries, damages (both economic and noneconomic), 

and permanent disability, in the past, present, and future, for which this claim is made. The injuries 

suffered by the Plaintiff are substantial, continuing, and permanent.  

/// 

/// 
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FOURTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

AIDING AND ABETTING 

[Against Defendants William Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Inc., a California Corporation, William 

Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Infusion Services, Inc., a California Corporation, Hoag Memorial 

Hospital Presbyterian, a California Nonprofit Corporation, and DOES 1 through 50] 

 172.  Plaintiff realleges and incorporates as if fully stated herein each and every allegation 

contained in the previous paragraphs of this Complaint. 

 173. Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and DOES 1 

through 50, inclusive, knew that Dr. Thompson had engaged in, and would engage in, sexual abuse, 

assault, battery, and harassment that put the safety, health, and welfare of the Plaintiff at risk. 

174. Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and DOES 1 

through 50, inclusive, gave substantial assistance to Dr. Thompson in performing such sexual abuse, 

assault, battery, and harassment that put the safety, health, and welfare of the Plaintiff at risk. 

175. Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and DOES 1 

through 50, and their employees, agents, personnel, medical staff, nurses, physicians, medical assistants, 

supervisors, executives, and board members, were on actual and constructive notice of Dr. Thompson’s 

prior misconduct and abusive behavior, as more fully set forth herein above, and had received multiple 

complaints and allegations regarding Dr. Thompson’s conduct and behavior. 

176. Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and DOES 1 

through 50, inclusive, and their employees, agents, personnel, medical staff, nurses, physicians, medical 

assistants, supervisors, executives, and board members were aware that such conduct and behavior by Dr. 

Thompson, as more fully set forth herein above, represented a routine practice by Dr. Thompson. 

177. Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and DOES 1 

through 50, inclusive, and their employees, agents, personnel, medical staff, nurses, physicians, medical 

assistants, supervisors, executives, and board members did not take action or in any way appropriately 

respond to the complaints and allegations raised regarding the conduct and behavior of Dr. Thompson 

and permitted Dr. Thompson continued unfettered access to vulnerable patients. 

 178. As a direct and proximate result of the conduct of Defendants, individually, jointly, and/or 
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severally, the Plaintiff sustained severe emotional distress and physical pain, emotional anguish, fear, 

anxiety, humiliation, embarrassment, and other physical and emotional injuries, damages (both economic 

and noneconomic), and permanent disability, in the past, present, and future, for which this claim is 

made. The injuries suffered by the Plaintiff are substantial, continuing, and permanent. 

179. In subjecting the Plaintiff to the wrongful treatment herein described Defendants 

Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive, acted 

willfully and maliciously with the intent to harm the Plaintiff, and in conscious disregard of the Plaintiff’s 

rights, so as to constitute malice and/or oppression under California Civil Code section 3294. Plaintiff is 

informed, and on that basis alleges, that these willful, malicious, and/or oppressive acts, as alleged herein 

above, were ratified by the officers, directors, and/or managing agents of the Defendants. The Plaintiff is 

therefore entitled to recover punitive damages, in an amount to be determined by the court, against 

Defendants Thompson, Inc., Hoag, and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive. 

FIFTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

CONCEALMENT 

[Against Defendants William Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Inc., a California Corporation, William 

Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Infusion Services, Inc., a California Corporation, Hoag Memorial 

Hospital Presbyterian, a California Nonprofit Corporation, and DOES 1 through 50] 

 180. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates as if fully stated herein each and every allegation 

contained in the previous paragraphs of this Complaint. 

 181. At all relevant times, the Plaintiff was a patient of Defendants Thompson, Inc. and Does 1 

through 50. 

 182. Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 

50 had a fiduciary relationship with the Plaintiff based upon the facts stated herein. Defendants 

Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50 were duty bound to act 

with the utmost good faith for the benefit of the Plaintiff, given that Defendants Thompson, Inc., 

Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50 voluntarily undertook the responsibility 

of providing the Plaintiff with medical treatment, and the Plaintiff did seek medical treatment, at 

Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50. 
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183. Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 

50 intentionally failed to disclose to the Plaintiff that it had received numerous complaints about Dr. 

Thompson’s prior misconduct towards patients during examinations. Moreover, Defendants Thompson, 

Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50 failed to take any disciplinary 

action against Dr. Thompson, failed to adequately investigate the complaints against Dr. Thompson and 

failed to notify law enforcement and the California Medical Board of Dr. Thompson’s prior misconduct 

toward patients, and instead made false representations that Defendant Dr. Thompson was a competent 

medical doctor who was trustworthy to perform safe medical examinations within the appropriate 

standards of care. 

184. When Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50 

concealed such information and made such representations described herein, the Plaintiff reasonably 

relied upon such false representations. As a result of Defendants’ actions, the Plaintiff did not know of the 

concealed facts. Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 

through 50 intended to deceive the Plaintiff by concealing the facts. Had Defendants Thompson, Inc., 

Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50 disclosed the omitted information, the 

Plaintiff reasonably would have behaved differently and would not have undergone medical examinations 

by Dr. Thompson. 

185. As a direct and proximate result of the conduct of Defendants, individually, jointly, and/or 

severally, the Plaintiff sustained severe emotional distress and physical pain, emotional anguish, fear, 

anxiety, humiliation, embarrassment, and other physical and emotional injuries, damages (both economic 

and noneconomic), and permanent disability, in the past, present, and future, for which this claim is 

made. The injuries suffered by the Plaintiff are substantial, continuing, and permanent. 

 186. In subjecting the Plaintiff to the wrongful treatment herein described, Defendants 

Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50 acted willfully and 

maliciously with the intent to harm the Plaintiff, and in conscious disregard of the Plaintiff’s rights, so as 

to constitute malice and/or oppression under California Civil Code section 3294. The Plaintiff is 

informed, and on that basis alleges, that these willful, malicious, and/or oppressive acts, as alleged herein 

above, were ratified by the officers, directors, and/or managing agents of the Defendants. The Plaintiff is 
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therefore entitled to recover punitive damages, in an amount to be determined by the court, against 

Defendants Dr. Thompson, Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 

through 50. 

SIXTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

INTENTIONAL MISREPRESENTATION 

[Against Defendants William Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Inc., a California Corporation, William 

Moore Thompson, IV, M.D., Infusion Services, Inc., a California Corporation, Hoag Memorial 

Hospital Presbyterian, a California Nonprofit Corporation, and DOES 1 through 50] 

 187. The Plaintiff re-alleges and incorporates by reference herein each and every allegation 

contained herein above as though fully set forth and brought in this cause of action. 

 188. Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 

50 represented to Plaintiff and the general public that patient safety was the top of Defendants' goals. At 

the same time, Defendants knew that Dr. Thompson had preyed and was continuing to prey on vulnerable 

male patients by sexually molesting, assaulting, harassing, and abusing them. 

 189. Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 

50 made intentional misrepresentations of facts to all patients, including Plaintiff herein, that were known 

by Defendants to be false, including that THOMPSON was a safe, non-abusive, trop-tier HOAG 

physician. 

 190. Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 

50's representations regarding Dr. Thompson 's safety were made to Plaintiff through emails, newspaper 

articles, television advertisements, billboards, signage, pamphlets, social media advertisements, online 

ads, and various other promotional materials and propaganda including Defendant Hoag's own websites. 

Plaintiff relied upon such representations where Defendants proclaimed Dr. Thompson was a safe and 

top-tier Hoag doctor. 

191. Defendants prioritized profits over patient safety when Defendants made these intentional 

misrepresentations to Plaintiff, despite knowing that Dr. Thompson was a sexual predator abusing 

patients, to induce Plaintiff to use, enlist and pay for their services. 

 192. Defendants knew these representations were false when they made them or made 
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them recklessly and without regard for its truth. 

193. Plaintiff reasonably relied on Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, 

Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50 's representations when treating with Dr. Thompson. In trusting and 

relying and Defendants' representations, Plaintiff was placed in a vulnerable position that was taken 

advantage of by Dr. Thompson, who repeatedly sexually harassed, molested, and abused him. 

194. Plaintiff' reliance on Defendants Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, 

and Does 1 through 50 's representation was a substantial factor in causing Plaintiff’s harm. 

195. As a direct and proximate result of the conduct of Defendants, individually, jointly, and/or 

severally, the Plaintiff sustained severe emotional distress and physical pain, emotional anguish, fear, 

anxiety, humiliation, embarrassment, and other physical and emotional injuries, damages (both economic 

and noneconomic), and permanent disability, in the past, present, and future, for which this claim is 

made. The injuries suffered by the Plaintiff are substantial, continuing, and permanent. 

196. In subjecting the Plaintiff to the wrongful treatment herein described, Defendants 

Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50 acted willfully and 

maliciously with the intent to harm the Plaintiff, and in conscious disregard of the Plaintiff’s rights, so as 

to constitute malice and/or oppression under California Civil Code section 3294. The Plaintiff is 

informed, and on that basis allege, that these willful, malicious, and/or oppressive acts, as alleged herein 

above, were ratified by the officers, directors, and/or managing agents of the Defendants. The Plaintiff is 

therefore entitled to recover punitive damages, in an amount to be determined by the court, against 

Thompson, Inc., Thompson Infusion Services, Inc., Hoag, and Does 1 through 50. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

Wherefore, Plaintiff prays for judgment against Defendants, and each of them, as follows: 

1.  Leave to amend the operative complaint as necessary to conform it to the evidence 

produced at trial; 

2.  An order of injunctive, declaratory, and/or other equitable relief, including restitution, as 

is necessary to protect the interests of other patients of Defendant Dr. Thompson; 

3.  An award of general, special, actual, compensatory, and/or statutory damages to Plaintiff 

in amounts specified by statute or to be proven at trial; 



40 

COMPLAINT FOR PERSONAL INJURIES AND DAMAGES; DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

4. An award of punitive damages pursuant to Civil Code section 3294 against Defendants;

5. An award of attorneys’ fees and costs of suit herein pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure

section 1021.5, the Civil Code or as otherwise permitted by applicable law; 

6. An award of pre-judgment and post-judgment interest, to the extent allowable as

permitted by law; 

7. For such other, further, and different relief as permitted by law or as equity and justice

may require. 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

Plaintiff demands a trial by jury. 

DATED: MARY ALEXANDER & ASSOCIATES, P.C. 

By: _______________________________ 
Mary E. Alexander, Esq. 
Catherine Cawley, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff JOHN DOE D.R. 

April 1, 2025
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