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With the number of 
cases of coronavirus es-
calating along with the 
number of deaths there-
from, San Bernardino 
County Public Health 
Director Trudy Raymun-
do will depart from her 
position prior to the end 
of the month.

CaSonya Thomas, the 
county’s assistant execu-
tive director of human 
services, to whom the 
public health department 
is answerable, in a memo 

dated May 4 to the sher-
iff, district attorney, 
county treasurer, asses-
sor, county chief finan-
cial officer, the county’s 
deputy executive officers 
and all county depart-
ment heads, announced 
Raymundo’s departure.

“The purpose of this 
memo is to share with 
you that Trudy Raymun-
do has announced her 
intention to resign from 
her position as the coun-
ty’s director of 

By Mark Gutglueck
The Indian Wells Val-

ley Groundwater Au-
thority is incorporating 
a farmland fallowing 
option into its water sus-
tainability plan, a ploy 
which some officials are 
hopeful will reduce the 
amount of water pumped 
out of the remote desert 
valley by the year 2040.

The farmland fal-
lowing approach, pre-

dictably, is not favored 
by certain agricultural 
interests, who have ini-
tiated a legal challenge 
which might prevent the 
disuse of all or some of 
the farmland as a solu-
tion to the overdrafting 
problem in the aquifer.

The Indian Wells Val-
ley is an arid north-south 
basin at the northwest-
ernmost portion of the 
Mojave Desert, which 

includes the northwest-
ernmost tip of San Ber-
nardino County as well 
as surrounding areas in 
Inyo and Kern counties.

In 2014, California 
state officials, in the face 
of a four-year running 
drought, undertook ef-
forts to head off the ab-
solute depletion of the 
state’s regional water 
sources. In September 
2014, then-California 

Governor Jerry Brown 
signed into law the Sus-
tainable Groundwater 
Management Act, which 
requires local agencies 
to draft plans to bring 
groundwater aquifers 
into balanced levels of 
pumping and recharge. 
That was followed in 
2015 by Brown mandat-
ing water-saving mea-
sures throughout the 
state.

In response, pursu-
ant to a joint exercise 
of powers agreement, 
the Indian Wells Valley 
Groundwater Authority 
was formed with Kern 
County, San Bernardino 
County, Inyo County, the 
City of Ridgecrest and 
the Indian Wells Valley 
Water District as general 
members and the Unit-
ed States Navy and the 
United States 

More than six months 
after the eminent domain 
lawsuit the Town of Ap-
ple Valley is pursuing 
against Liberty Utilities, 
the owner of that com-
munity’s water system, 
went to trial, the matter 
has yet to come to a con-
clusion.

It now appears that 
the trial will most likely 
resume next month, with 
a prospect that the hear-
ings will conclude by 
early July.

Apple Valley’s at-
tempt to use eminent 
domain to force the take-
over of a utility is only 
the second such effort in 
California history where 
the matter is being decid-
ed in the forum of a trial 
by which a court is to be 
the arbiter of whether 
a local government can 
use condemnation pro-
cedure to take posses-
sion of a water utility

The circumstances 
that brought the matter 
to this juncture stretch 
back at least to the in-
corporation of the town 
some 32 years ago, and 
arguably three-quarters 
of a century ago, all the 
way to 1945, when Newt 
Bass and B.J. Westland 
founded the town on 
6,500 acres they had ac-
quired from the South-
ern Pacific Railroad. Si-
multaneously, Bass and 
Westlund created the 
Apple Valley Ranchos 
Water Company, which 
was in part constructed 
using salvaged oil pipe-
lines from a nearby 
failed petroleum mining 
operation.

By 1988, when the 
town was incorporated, 
the water system had 
been acquired and was 
being operated by the 
Wheeler Fami-

Confirming what was 
widely and long expect-
ed or implied, San Ber-
nardino International 
Airport last Friday an-
nounced that Amazon 
Air is to be the sole ten-
ant at the Eastgate Air 
Cargo Logistics Center. 
The Eastgate facility 
was given clearance to 
proceed by the Federal 
Aviation Administration 
and the local airport au-
thority in December.

The San Bernardino 

International Airport 
Authority, a joint powers 
agency consisting of the 
County of San Bernardi-
no and the cities of San 
Bernardino, Highland, 
Loma Linda and Colton 
which oversees the con-
version of the former 
Norton Air Force Base 
to civilian use, approved 
Hillwood Develop-
ment’s proposal to con-
struct a 660,000-square-
foot sorting and two 
25,000-square-foot sup-

port buildings on the air-
port grounds on Decem-
ber 27.

Hillwood Enterprises, 
headed by Ross Perot, Jr., 
is the contract developer 
at the airport. The proj-
ect is entirely privately 
financed. Officials previ-
ously touted the Eastgate 
facility as one that would 
generate roughly $2.6 
million in lease revenues 
annually.

That Amazon is the 
to be the tenant 

Ricky Felix, who in 
2018 rode a crest of resi-
dent resentment toward 
his predecessor into a 
berth on the Upland City 
Council and then formed 
a political alliance with 
the sole remaining mem-
ber of the council faction 
against whom the city’s 
voters had so virulently 
reacted, this week an-
nounced he will resign 
from his elected office 
by the end of the month.

The ostensible reason 

for his stepping down 
from the council, Felix 
said, was to avail him-
self and his family of an 
opportunity he did not 
specify. In recent weeks 
and months, however, 
there has been a build-
ing tide of anger toward 
Felix and the council 
majority which has co-
alesced as a number of 
controversial issues have 
presented themselves 
in the City of Gracious 
Living. In virtually all of 

those, votes by the coun-
cil that were favorable 
to well-heeled interests 
proposing development 
projects or other action 
by the city which a grow-
ing and vocal contingent 
of city residents have op-
posed have created an at-
mosphere of contention 
between those residents 
and City Hall. Felix’s 
participation in those 
decisions as a reflexive 
supporter of the City 
Hall establishment had 

sparked serious talk of 
an effort to remove him 
from office. His deci-
sion to leave on his own 
volition will now likely 
divert the efforts of a de-
termined group of civic 
activists toward seek-
ing to moderate through 
persuasive means the 
action of the remaining 
members of the council 
clique of which Felix had 
become a part or, in the 
alternative, a potential 
recall effort against one 

or more of the remaining 
members of the council.

A relatively unknown 
entity, Felix in 2018 filed 
to run for council in 
Upland’s newly created 
Third District in what 
was the city’s first by-
district election in its at 
that point 112-year histo-
ry. Gino Filippi, who had 
originally been elected to 
the council in 2010 and 
reelected in 2014, was 
registered as a resident 
of the Third 

This week so far has 
proven the most deadly 
yet in the now nine-week 
running coronavirus cri-
sis in San Bernardino 
County, with the San 
Bernardino County Pub-
lic Health Department’s 
official figures show-
ing that 39 people suc-
cumbed to the condition 
between 5 p.m. May 8 
and 5 p.m. this evening, 
May 15.

During the same sev-
en-day period, the num-

ber of known corona-
virus cases countywide 
took its most phenom-
enal leap thus far, with 
682 more people within 
the county’s 20,105 
square-mile confines 
testing COVID-19 posi-
tive.

The overall toll for 
the county now stands at 
3,311 confirmed cases of 
the virus and 150 deaths.

Officials cautioned, 
however, against mis-
interpreting the data to 

conclude that the pan-
demic is worsening lo-
cally based on the now 
available statistics, as 
those numbers could be a 
reflection of the upsurge 
in testing that has grown 
out of the availability of 
testing capability and its 
application. Two weeks 
ago, seven weeks into 
the crisis in earnest, 
there had been 20,598 
tests administered to the 
county’s roughly 2.2 mil-
lion population, equal to 

less than one percent. As 
of Wednesday this week, 
33,287 county residents 
had been tested, rough-
ly 1.513 percent of the 
population. In this way, 
in a span of 12 days, the 
county’s medical and 
public health profes-
sionals carried out half 
as many tests as it had 
in the entire course of 
the seven weeks prior 
to that, significantly in-
creasing the statistical 
data it had achieved dur-

ing the initial phase of 
the stepped-up response 
to the pandemic.

While an improve-
ment, having achieved 
a testing level of 1.513 
percent of the entire 
county population yet 
represents a woefully 
inadequate definition of 
the problem the medical 
community in San Ber-
nardino County faces in 
grappling with the cir-
cumstance.

One consid-



Page 2San Bernardino County Sentinel

The San Bernardino County

 Sentinel
Published in San Bernardino County.

The Sentinel’s main office is located at 10788 Civic 
Center Drive in Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730

A Fortunado Publication in conjunction with 
Countywide News Service

Mark Gutglueck, Publisher
Call (951) 567-1936

to learn of locations where the Sentinel
 is available or to provide news tips 

Lacking Means To 
Make Water Impor-
tation, Indian Wells 
Valley Contem-
plating Shuttering 
Farming Operations    
from front page

10808 Foothill Blvd., Suite 160-446
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730

SBCSentinel@yahoo.com
Legal Notice Department 909 957 9998

Message Line 909-276 5796

Friday, May 15, 2020

Department of the In-
terior’s Bureau of Land 
Management as associ-
ate members, with each 
general member having 
one voting seat on the 
authority board and the 
federal associate mem-
bers participating in all 
board discussions, but 
not having a vote.

The joint powers au-
thority took as its man-
date counteracting the 
overdraft of the aquifer 
underlying Indian Wells 
Valley.

An engineering con-
sultant retained by the 
authority, Carlsbad-
based Stetson Engineers, 
undertook a survey of 
water usage patterns and 
sought to derive a strat-
egy for both reducing 
water use in the valley 
and increasing ground-
water recharge to reach 
a balance of both that 
will end the overdraft. 
Several different plans, 
or models, were con-
templated. Basically, the 
concept was to decrease 
the drafting of water 
from the regional aqui-
fer through conserva-
tion, increased recycling 
of water and perhaps the 
minimization of evapo-
ration, augmented by 
the importation of water 
from outside the valley 
to achieve, no later than 
2040, a balance of wa-
ter coming in with the 
amount of water usage, 
such that the aquifer is 
no longer in a state of 
overdraft.

The board for The 
Indian Wells Valley 
Groundwater Author-
ity consists of Chair-
man Mick Gleason, the 
Kern County supervisor 
whose district includes 
Indian Wells Valley; 
Ridgecrest Councilman 
Scott Hayman; Indian 
Wells Water District 
Director Ron Kicinski; 
Inyo County County 
Counsel John Vallejo; 
and San Bernardino 
County Registrar of Vot-
ers Bob Page. In Janu-
ary the board passed the 
proposed groundwater 
sustainability plan and 
voted to submit it to the 
state.

Engineers and com-
petent hydrological 

experts, including the 
groundwater authority’s 
technical advisory com-
mittee have ascertained 
that historically, on aver-
age, there is a natural in-
flow of 7,650 acre-feet of 
water into the valley. Ac-
cording to Don Zdeba, 
the general manager with 
the Indian Wells Valley 
Water District who is 
also the acting general 
manager of the Indian 
Wells Groundwater Au-
thority, there have been 
“recent averages” of total 
outflows from the valley 
of 32,640 acre-feet, in-
cluding 4,850 acre-feet 
in evaporation, 27,740 
acre-feet in groundwater 
extractions, and 50 acre-
feet in interbasin subsur-
face flow. This leaves, he 
said, an average annual 
overdraft of 24,990 acre-
feet from the valley.

One issue complicat-
ing the matter is that the 
Bureau of Land Man-
agement, as a federal 
entity, is exempt from 
the groundwater sus-
tainability plan and the 
Sustainable Groundwa-
ter Management Act, 
and therefore not subject 
to the restrictions that 
will be imposed in the 
groundwater sustainabil-
ity plan. Neither is the 
China Lake Naval Air 
Weapons Station, which 
encompasses two ranges 
and totals over 1,100,000 
acres or 1,719 square 
miles, much of that with-
in Indian Wells Valley, 
subject to state restric-
tions.  While the China 
Lake Naval Air Weap-
ons Station has made 
strides in recent years in 
reducing its water use, it 
still drafts some 1,600 
acre-feet of water from 
the aquifer annually.

Stetson has at this 
point essentially com-
pleted a verification of 
groundwater production 
patterns by the region’s 
well owners, based pri-
marily on their electric-
ity use relating to the 
pumps on their wells. 
Those wells utilizing 
less than two acre-feet 
annually are defined as 
de minimis users and are 
not subject to the plan’s 
regimen. Those utiliz-
ing more than two-acre 
feet of water yearly are 
obliged to participate in 
the water usage reduc-
tion effort. The ground-
water authority has 
already compiled a sig-
nificant amount of data 
and further surveys are 
now being finalized to 

provide as full of a pro-
file on the active well 
owners as possible to set 
the baselines for assess-
ments and usage patterns 
in the future. Based upon 
their past water usage 
pattern, well owners 
over the next ten to 20 
years will be required to 
ramp down the amount 
of water they draw out of 
the Indian Wells Valley 
aquifer.

Earlier this year, Zde-
ba told the Sentinel that 
starting with the 27,740 
acre-feet in extractions 
annually ongoing on av-
erage over the last sever-
al years, “the target is to 
limit pumping to 12,000 
acre-feet per year.” With 
regard to meeting the 
goal of matching overall 
water use in the valley 
on an annual basis to the 
average 7,650 acre-feet 
of yearly recharge, Zde-
ba said, “Obviously this 
will require supplemen-
tal water supplies.”

In this way, the au-
thority is exploring im-
porting water into the 
valley from either the 
California Aqueduct or 
the Metropolitan Water 
District’s aqueduct con-
veying water from the 
Owens Valley in Inyo 
County to the Los An-
geles Basin. Either of 
those alternatives would 
require the construction 
of infrastructure – es-
sentially a pipeline – to 
convey the water from 
one aqueduct or another 
to the valley. As the val-
ley does not have much 
in the way of people liv-
ing there, with 29,000 
population Ridgcrest in 
Kern County being the 
largest community, there 
is not available funding 
to defray the cost of that 
infrastructure. For the 
three counties involved 
– Kern, San Bernardino 
and Inyo – the Indian 
Wells Valley is a remote 
territory, such that huge 
outlays to provide water 
to it to benefit a relative 
handful of interests does 
not appear to be in the 
cards.

The groundwater au-
thority is thus interested 
in applying whatever 
means might be at its 
disposal to reduce wa-
ter usage. One of those 
means is a fallowing pro-
gram. This would be be 
achieved by the authority 
assessing the value of the 
region’s farmland and 
then making an offer to 
purchase it or otherwise 
forcing a sale of the land 

by means of eminent do-
main, and/or purchasing 
from the farm owners 
their water rights, so that 
thereafter the farms can 
be shut down and no wa-
ter is pumped from their 
wells.

The fallowing pro-
gram that is now part of 
the Indian Wells Valley 
Water District’s water 
use sustainability strat-
egy has become an is-
sue in the legal matter 
brought in Kern County 
Superior Court on No-
vember 19, 2019 against 
the Indian Wells Valley 
Water District by lead 
plaintiff Mojave Pista-
chios along with John 
Thomas Conaway, the 
John Thomas Conaway 
Trust, the John Thomas 
Conaway Living Trust, 
the Nugent Family Trust 
and Sierra Shadows 
Ranch. Representing 
Mojave Pistachios, Con-
away, Sierra Shadows 
Ranch and the trusts are 
attorneys Scott Slater, 
Amy Steinfeld and Kim-
berly E. Leefatt. The 
case is being heard by 
Judge David R. Lampe 
in Bakersfield. In addi-
tion to the Indian Wells 
Valley Water District, 
Searles Valley Miner-
als, Inc.; Meadowbrook 
Dairy; Meadowbrook 
Dairy Real Estate, LLC; 
Big Horns Fields, LLC; 
Brown Road Fields, 
LLC; Highway 395 
Fields, LLC; and the 
Meadowbrook Mutual 
Water Company are 
named as defendants. At-
torney James A. Worth 
represents the Indian 
Wells Valley Water Dis-
trict, and Paige H. Gos-
ney represents Meadow-
brook Dairy Real Estate, 
LLC; Big Horns Fields, 
LLC; Brown Roads 
Fields, LLC; Highway 
395 Fields, LLC and the 
Meadowbrook Mutual 
Water Company.

One of the issues, ac-
cording to Slater, Stein-
feld and Leefatt, is that 
the $9 million that has 
been set aside to carry 
out the purchasing of 
farms or the water rights 
at the farms is unequal to 
the value of the farm and 
the water rights in the 
case of the Mojave Pis-
tachios farm on an indi-
vidual basis. On a collec-
tive basis with regard to 
all of the other farming 
interests that are taking 
legal action, the lawyers 
maintain, that $9 mil-
lion is barely adequate to 
cover the current value 

of investments in those 
operations.

In seeking an injunc-
tion against the fallow-
ing plan, Slater, Steinfeld 
and Leefatt assert that 
Mojave Pistachios alone 
invested $25 million in 
the development of its 
farm, including plant-
ing and maintaining its 
orchards and labor over 
the last ten years.  Ad-
ditionally, according 
to Slater, Steinfeld and 
Leefatt, Conaway, the 
Conaway trusts, the Nu-
gent Family Trust and 
Sierra Shadows Ranch 
have made investments 
in their operations total-
ing at least $9 million in 
the last decade.

According to Slater, 
Steinfeld and Leefatt, 
the groundwater author-
ity is allowing Searles 
Valley Minerals, the ma-
jor entity from San Ber-
nardino County involved 
in the use of water from 
Indian Wells Valley, to 
take water out of the val-
ley. “Defendant Searles 
Valley Minerals Inc. has 
appropriated groundwa-
ter from the basin and 
exports the water more 
than twenty miles for 
use at its industrial min-
ing operations and as a 

source of water supply 
for the community of 
Trona in Searles Valley,” 
the lawsuit states.

Reportedly, the Sear-
les Valley Minerals op-
eration is involved in 
drafting roughly 2,600 
acre-feet from wells in 
Indian Wells Valley, of 
which some 500 acre-
feet per year are piped 
to Trona. Some of that 
500 acre-feet is used for 
domestic purposes in 
Trona.

As a consequence, 
there has been some 
discussion of encourag-
ing Searles Valley Min-
erals to develop water 
sources outside of Indian 
Wells Valley. One option 
Searles Valley Miner-
als would have in this 
regard would entail de-
salinating brackish water 
that is available. Another 
measure would be to in-
tensify water recycling 
efforts in Trona.

At present, the Indian 
Wells Valley Water Dis-
trict is utilizing a Cali-
fornia Department of 
Water Resources grant 
to look into both the eco-
nomic and practical fea-
sibility of the conversion 
of brackish water in the 
region.

AAA Septic Pumping

Residential & Commercial 
Drain Lines Cleaned
24 Hour Emergency Service
“My employees are 100 per-

cent dedicated to maintaining the 
integrity and operating condition 
of your system. -Randy Scott, AAA 
owner/operator.

 (909) 682 7118  
aaasepticpump@gmail.com
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Town’s Eminent Do-
main Case To Take 
Water Company 
Grew Out Of Its In-
ability To Purchase 
It   from front page

ly. Shortly after the town 
was established as a mu-
nicipal entity, the Wheel-
ers offered to sell the 
Apple Valley Ranchos 
Water Company – then 
consisting of 18 medium 
and deep wells, pipes, 
reservoirs, pumping 
units and appurtenances 
– to Town Hall for $2.5 
million. The maiden 
town council – consist-
ing of Nick DePrisco, 
Heidi Larkin, Dick Pear-
son, Carl Coleman and 
Jack Collingsworth – 
spurned that offer. Town 
officials thought the cost 
of maintaining the wells, 
reservoirs, pipes and 
hookups to be beyond 
the town’s means.

In 2011, the Carlyle 
Group, an American/
multinational private 
equity and asset man-
agement corporation, ac-
quired from the Wheeler 
Family at a cost of $102.2 
million the Park Water 
Company, which in ad-
dition to its water system 
assets in Apple Valley 
included the water sys-
tem serving Compton, 
Downey and Bellflower 
in Los Angeles County, 
as well as the Mountain 
Water Company, serv-
ing Missoula, Montana. 
Upon the Carlyle Group 
assuming ownership of 
Park Water, the town of 
Apple Valley impaneled 
a so-called blue ribbon 
committee to consider 
acquiring Apple Val-
ley Ranchos. That com-
mittee advised against 
the acquisition. In 2012, 
Park Water, at the di-
rection of the Carlyle 
Group, obtained from 
the California Public 
Utilities Commission 
permission to institute 
19 percent rate increases 
on Apple Valley Ran-
chos customers to carry 
out what was said to be 
necessary upgrades to 
the aging equipment and 
facilities that delivered 
water to the then-74.99-
square mile town’s then-
70,000-plus residents.

In 2010, Park Water 
made $2.4 million in 
upgrades to Apple Val-
ley’s water system. In 
2011 the Carlyle Group 

undertook and complet-
ed $3.4 million in capi-
tal improvements to the 
Apple Valley Ranchos 
Water Company; another 
$5.7 million in work on 
the system in 2012; $7.5 
million in upgrades in 
2013; $8.1 million in im-
provements in 2014; and 
$7.8 million in mainte-
nance and additions in 
2015. The Carlyle Group 
obtained from the Cali-
fornia Public Utilities 
Commission clearance 
to institute another 30 
percent rate hike on Ap-
ple Valley Ranchos cus-
tomers to be implement-
ed from 2015 until 2017. 
The previous 19 percent 
hike followed by the 30 
percent increase caught 
the attention of town 
officials, who radically 
changed their collective 
position with regard to 
the advisability of the 
town taking possession 
of the utility.

Simultaneously, the 
City of Claremont in Los 
Angeles County was at-
tempting to utilize the 
eminent domain process 
to wrest from the Golden 
State Water Company 
the water system that 
supplied water to that 
city.

Some 1,128 miles 
away, in Missoula, Mon-
tana, city officials there, 
who were likewise chaff-
ing under the higher rates 
that Park had imposed 
on the Mountain Wa-
ter Company’s custom-
ers, had initiated what 
in time would prove to 
be a successful effort to 
take possession of the 
water utility from its pri-
vate owner by means of 
an eminent domain pro-
ceeding.

Apple Valley’s town 
attorney was and is an 
associate with the same 
law firm, Best Best & 
Krieger, with which the 
City of Claremont’s city 
attorney at that time is a 
partner. A discussion of 
the potential efficacy of 
the town using the emi-
nent domain process to 
commandeer the Apple 
Valley Ranchos Water 
Company ensued at that 
point, together with Ap-
ple Valley town officials 
trading notes with Mis-
soula city officials. The 
town was a bit tardy in 
moving toward the emi-
nent domain solution, 
as the Carlyle Group 
in the summer of 2015 
purchased for $300,000 

the water system serv-
ing some 900 residents 
in the desert community 
of Yermo, which lies 
roughly 36 miles from 
Apple Valley. The Car-
lyle Group then pack-
aged a sale of the entire-
ty of the water utilities 
it owned in California 
and Montana, which it 
labeled Western Water 
Holdings, to a Canadian 
company, Algonquin 
Power/Liberty Utilities, 
for $327 million.

While Algonquin/
Liberty was before the 
California Public Utili-
ties Commission in 2015 
to get permission to pro-
ceed with the Apple Val-
ley Ranchos acquisition, 
Apple Valley officials 
voiced opposition to the 
sale in an effort to block 
it. An element of that 
protest was that the town 
was interested in acquir-
ing the water company, 
if necessary by condem-
nation.

Simultaneously, the 
town obtained from 
what it referred to as “an 
independent appraisal 
firm” the rather wishful 
“fair purchase price” of 
$45.54 million for Ap-
ple Valley Ranchos, and 
thereafter indicated it 
would be wiling to pay 
Park Water the some-
what unrealistic figure 
of $50.3 million for the 
Apple Valley Ranchos 
water system lock, stock 
and barrel.

A more pragmatic as-
sessment was that the 
Apple Valley Rancho 
Water Company, rep-
resenting roughly one 
third of the entirety of 
Western Water’s assets 
at the time of Algonquin/
Liberty’s $327 million 
purchase, was worth, 
roughly, $109 million. 
Another calculation, one 
in which the $88.6 mil-
lion fair market value for 
Mountain Water Com-
pany component upheld 
by the Missouri District 
Court in Missoula in 
June 2015 was subtract-
ed from $327 million 
purchase price for West-
ern Water, indicated that 
the Bellflower-Compton-
Downey and the Apple 
Valley components of 
Western Water were 
worth $238.4 million in 
2016 dollars. Assuming 
Apple Valley Ranchos, 
with its 24 deep wells 
throughout Apple Valley 
and three wells in Yer-
mo, represented roughly 

one half of the remain-
ing Western Water assets 
now in the possession of 
Algonquin/Liberty, its 
fair market value would 
have been, in 2016 dol-
lars, approximately $119 
million.

Ultimately, the Cali-
fornia Public Utilities 
Commission in Decem-
ber 2015 allowed Liberty 
to proceed with the ac-
quisition of Park Water 
Company.

With Apple Valley 
unwilling to offer any-
thing approaching $109 
or $119 million for the 
water system, and Lib-
erty disinclined to sell its 
Apple Valley holdings in 
any event, Apple Valley 
officials moved forward 
with the eminent domain 
action.

When the case went 
to trial in October 2019 
before San Bernardino 
County Superior Court 
Judge Donald Alvarez, 
it was generally antici-
pated that the proceed-
ings would entail 30 to 
40 court days, and would 
thus conclude by Janu-
ary, and certainly no 
later than February. But 
a handful of delays, in-
cluding more than two 
weeks between Novem-
ber 15 and December 
1 when the courtroom 
was entirely shuttered 
and between December 
18 and January 5, when 
there was no testimony, 
extended the trial into 
February.

In an eminent domain 
case, after opening state-
ments, the defense pres-
ents its evidence and 
witnesses first. The de-
fense concluded putting 
on its case on February 
4, 2020, the 33rd day of 
the trial. The following 
day, February 5, the 34th 
day of the court proceed-
ings, Judge Alvarez and 
the attorneys for both 
sides spent the entirety 
of the day going over 
exhibits to be admitted 
prior to commencing the 
plaintiff’s case. The fol-
lowing day, February 6, 
more time was devoted 
to going over the exhib-
its the town intended to 
utilize. That concluded, 
the defense rested, at 
which point the town 
began to put on its case, 
calling its first witness, 
former Town Manager 
Lori Lamson, on what 
was the 35th day of the 
trial.

To that point, the 

defense team, consist-
ing of attorneys George 
Soneff, Edward Burg, 
David Moran and Lau-
ren Fried, had managed 
to provide a relatively 
compelling case to Judge 
Alvarez, who was hear-
ing the matter as a bench 
trial, meaning he would 
be the ultimate arbiter 
of both fact and the law 
without the involvement 
of a jury. Liberty’s le-
gal team asserted, and 
managed to present evi-
dence in the form of data 
and testimony, that the 
company has performed 
more than adequately in 
providing the town, its 
residents and businesses 
water.

Soneff characterized 
the company’s case in 
chief as having estab-
lished that Liberty had 
served as the Apple Val-
ley community’s water 
utility in a way that fea-
tured a “perfect water 
quality record with no 
water contamination or 
quality violations.” That, 
Soneff asserted, entailed 
service which is “better 
than that of all of the sur-
rounding cities. We have 
demonstrated, I believe, 
that there is no public 
interest to be served by 
allowing the takeover. 
Doing so would create 
a threat to the quality of 
water delivered and the 
level of service. The city 
does not have the techni-
cal managerial or finan-
cial capacity nor anyone 
on staff with the knowl-
edge or expertise to run 
a water system.”

Between February 5, 
the 35th day of the trial 
and March 16, the 55th 

day of the trial, there 
was some legal jockey-
ing between the defense 
and plaintiffs with regard 
to exhibits, and the town 
brought in further wit-
nesses in an effort to off-
set the defense’s showing 
that that the town would 
be incapable of handling 
water operations without 
significant augmenta-
tions to its current staff. 
The town’s witnesses 
further suggested that 
town residents would 
benefit by the town take-
over of the water sys-
tem because they would 
not be subject to being 
gouged by Liberty with 
regard to rates.

Steven Weissman, a 
professor of regulatory 
law at the University 
of California Berkeley 

School of Public Policy 
who worked three de-
cades with the Califor-
nia Public Utilities Com-
mission, including 15 
years in the capacity of 
an administrative hear-
ing officer, testified that 
there are inadequacies 
in the California Public 
Utilities Commission’s 
processes, extending to 
its regulation of rates. 
Weissman, who is also 
a fellow with the Cen-
ter for Sustainable En-
ergy, said the California 
Public Utilities Com-
mission is plagued with 
understaffing and that it 
tended to rubberstamp 
rate increases requested 
by utility companies. 
Individual ratepayers, 
Weissman said, have in-
sufficient political mus-
cle, standing, gravitas or 
reach to have their con-
cerns fairly heard by the 
commission, such that 
the public’s interest is 
better served by a prima-
ry utility such as that for 
water being controlled 
by a local public agency, 
which is more answer-
able to its constituents.

Moreover, Weiss-
man suggested, a public 
agency is less driven by 
the profit motive than a 
private utility company, 
which would likely en-
sure lower rates for cus-
tomers.

Furthermore, accord-
ing to Weissman, water 
utilities routinely request 
that the California Pub-
lic Utilities Commission 
grant them increases 
beyond what they need 
to cover their operating 
costs and achieve a rea-
sonable profit.

Weissman did, how-
ever, acknowledge that 
the California Public 
Utility Commission gen-
erally adjusts the rate 
increase requests down-
ward as a function of the 
review process, which 
entails input from the 
commission’s Office of 
Ratepayer Advocates. A 
local governmental en-
tity granted ownership 
of a public utility, Weiss-
man said, would be far 
more responsive to the 
constituents within that 
jurisdiction than a cor-
porate entity, as publicly 
elected officials are an-
swerable to those who 
vote them into office.

Another expert wit-
ness testifying for the 
town was Michael Busch 
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Felix Came Across 
As Overwhelmed In 
Role As City Coun-
cilman   from front  
page 

District, consisting of 
the southwest quadrant 
of the city. While Filippi 
enjoyed status as an in-
cumbent, which normal-
ly confers upon a candi-
date for public office an 
advantage, his participa-
tion earlier that year in a 
string of efforts to reduce 
or shutter elements of the 
city’s parkland created a 
vicious backlash against 
him. Specifically, Filippi 
had endorsed selling off 
4.631 acres of Memo-
rial Park to San Antonio 
Regional Hospital for 
conversion to a parking 
lot and the outright sale 
of 16-acre Cabrillo Park, 
located off 11th Street 
between Mountain and 
Benson Avenue, to Lew-
is Homes so the prop-
erty could be developed 
residentially. Filippi was 
one of the four-member 
council majority in-
cluding Mayor Debbie 
Stone, then-Councilman 
Sid Robinson and then-
Councilwoman Carol 
Timm that had cavalierly 
sought to dispense with 
city parkland to further 
the agenda of major 
business institutions in 
Upland. The firestorm of 
controversy over that is-
sue proved so great that 
Robinson, who had orig-
inally been appointed to 
the council and was due 
to run for election that 
year to stay in office, 
chose not to run. Also on 
the ballot that year were 
Filippi, Timm and by her 
own choice because she 
had been elected to an 
at-large four-year term 
on the council in 2016, 
Councilwoman Janice 
Elliot, who sought elec-

tion to represent the 
district in which she 
resided, that being the 
city’s newly-formed 
Second District in the 
city’s northeast quad-
rant. Elliott, who had 
opposed the parkland 
sale, the only member of 
the council to do so, was 
elected. Timm was vot-
ed out of office. Filippi, 
challenged by Felix and 
another resident of the 
3rd District, Irmalinda 
Osuna, finished a dis-
mal third in the balloting 
with 980 votes or 25.45 
percent, retribution for 
his having consented to 
rid the city of a signifi-
cant amount of its park 
acreage.

Felix managed 1,517 
votes or 39.39 percent to 
Osuna’s 1,354 votes or 
35.16 percent.

Once in office, Felix 
sought to be deferen-
tial to virtually every-
one, and assiduously at-
tempted, at least at first, 
to avoid committing to 
one side or the other in 
debates over policy or 
when occasional person-
ality differences among 
his council colleagues 
manifested. Eventually, 
however, Felix could be 
seen gravitating more 
and more toward posi-
tions held by Mayor 
Stone, which generally 
lined up with the estab-
lishment and moneyed 
elite involved in activity 
in the city and projects 
or proposals that came 
before the city council.

Observable was that 
when interests or busi-
nesses whose principals 
were campaign contribu-
tors to members of the 
council either currently 
or in years past found  
themselves before the 
council with business or 
project applications, Fe-
lix showed a pattern of 
voting with those coun-

cil members, in particu-
lar Mayor Stone, in favor 
of those donors. Felix 
further found himself 
tending toward support 
of any items favored 
by high profile entities 
in the city such as the 
Chamber of Commerce.

Resident discontent 
hit its zenith and loomed 
into sharp focus this year 
with the city council’s 
consideration of two con-
troversial development 
proposals, the first be-
ing  Bridge Development 
Partners’ 201,096-square 
foot Bridgepoint project, 
a distribution center for 
on-line retail giant Ama-
zon that was slated for a 
50-acre property slightly 
east of Central Avenue, 
north of Foothill Boule-
vard and south of Cable 
Airport. The second 
was the Villa Serena 
project, 65 single fam-
ily detached residential 
units on 9.2-acres that 
lie within the footprint 
of the 15th Street Flood 
Detention Basin in the 
Foothill Knolls neigh-
borhood on the east-
ern side of the city near 
Campus Avenue.

Both projects faced 
significant resident op-
position. With the onset 
of the coronavirus cri-
sis, Upland, as all other 
municipalities through-
out the state, found it-
self subject to a mandate 
from Governor Gavin 
Newsom prohibiting so-
cial gatherings, which 
precluded the city from 
holding a traditional 
large-scale public hear-
ing for either of the proj-
ect proposals. A signifi-
cant cross section of the 
city’s residents called 
upon the city council 
to delay or postpone its 
consideration of those 
projects and the accom-
panying public hearings. 
While Councilwoman 

Elliott and Councilman 
Bill Velto made public 
statements advocating 
that the council comply 
with the requests that 
the city and city council 
suspend the hearing and 
approval processes for 
the projects until the so-
cial gathering restriction 
mandates were lifted 
and hearings at which a 
full range of public input 
in a traditional meeting 
setting could take place, 
Felix joined with Mayor 
Stone and Councilman 
Rudy Zuniga in acceding 
to holding the meetings 
remotely and through an 
electronic video/audio 
hook up, during each of 
which there was no phys-
ical gathering of those 
participating. Those 
residents/citizens/mem-
bers of the public who 
wanted to participate by 
providing input before 
the council engaged in 
its deliberative processes  
were obliged to do so by 
arranging in advance of 
each meeting to receive a 
phone call from the city 
clerk while the meeting 
was in progress, where-
upon members of the 
public could make their 
comments telephonical-
ly. The council proceed-
ed with that format over 
further public objections 
that by distancing itself 
from its constituents in 
this manner its members 
were avoiding direct and 
personal interaction with 
those who had elected 
them and were thereby 
denying the city’s resi-
dents the opportunity to 
be fully heard and repre-
sented.

Ultimately, when the 
hearings for both the 
Bridgepoint and Villa 
Serena projects were 
held, the council voted 
4-to-1 in both instances 
to approve the project 
proposals, each time 

with Elliott dissenting.
In the hearings for 

those development proj-
ects, a number of city 
residents remarked upon 
Felix’s demeanor and the 
nature of his participa-
tion. From the outset of 
his time in office, he had 
never evinced any es-
pecial oratory skill, and 
was accorded a reputa-
tion of being less than 
articulate. During the 
discussions for both the 
Bridgepoint and Villa 
Serena projects, how-
ever, he made a series of 
comments that while not 
grandiloquent, went well 
beyond the level of so-
phistication the citizenry 
of Upland had come to 
expect from him. Given 
that his input angled 
generally in favor of the 
project proposals, many 
came away with the im-
pression that he had been 
coached in what to say 
or had otherwise been 
provided with a writ-
ten script by the propo-
nents. The limitation of 
the electronic meeting 
format prevented the 
public from knowing, 
precisely, whether Felix 
had been reading a pre-
pared text when he was 
making his comments or 
posing questions during 
the course of those dis-
cussions. Coupled with 
his opposition to holding 
the meeting in a public 
forum and his votes in 
favor of the project, there 
was speculation among 
certain members of 
the Upland community 
about whether Felix had 
been provided with some 
form of inducement to 
secure his support for 
those proposals. That, 
in turn, fueled discus-
sion with regard to the 
launching of a recall ef-
fort against him. Those 
tentatively discussing the 
recall expressed confi-

dence that such an effort 
could succeed, since the 
city’s conversion to a by-
district electoral system 
reduced to one-quarter 
the number of signatures 
that would be needed to 
force a recall election in 
Upland over what had 
been the case previously, 
when the members of 
the council were subject 
to election by all of the 
voters in the more than 
77,000 population city.

This week, during the 
regularly scheduled May 
11 city council meet-
ing, which was likewise 
conducted remotely and 
electronically without 
a physical meeting and 
the public unable to be 
present, as the proceed-
ings were winding to a 
close, Mayor Stone said, 
“Before I adjourn the 
meeting tonight, Mayor 
Pro Tem Ricky Felix has 
asked for a few moments 
to make a statment.”

“I’d like to express 
my sincere appreciation 
for the opportunity I’ve 
had to sit on this coun-
cil and serve the City of 
Upland,” Felix said. “My 
family and I, we’ve been 
given an opportunity at 
this time that will take 
us out of the city. I’m 
grateful for the friend-
ships and trust that I’ve 
received from so many 
in the community. I hope 
that even during the tri-
als we are currently fac-
ing that there will be a 
much brighter future 
right around the corner. 
The next city council 
meeting will be my last 
city council meeting and 
May 31st will be the last 
day I will be a council-
member for the City of 
Upland.”

Within certain quar-
ters of the city, discus-
sion turned immediately 
to who would be chosen 



Friday, May 15, 2020 Page 5San Bernardino County Sentinel

County Health De-
partment Yet Strug-
gling In Defining 
Extent Of The Coro-
navirus Outbreak   
from front page

Amazon Air To 
Occupy Hill-
wood’s Eastgate 
Complex At SBIA
from front page
at that facility virtually 
guarantees that revenue 
stream for the airport, 
which had lain in large 
measure dormant for 
years until a renewed 
effort had been made to 
transform the aerodrome 
following the forced de-
parture of Scot Spencer 
as the airport’s contract 
developer in 2013.

While it was widely 
rumored that Amazon 
was to be the tenant at 
Eastgate, there was no 

actual confirmation of 
that previously. Sarah 
Rhoads, the vice presi-
dent of Amazon Global 
Air, last week gave in-
dication that the project 
was intended for Ama-
zon all along when she 
said, “The regional air 
hub is being built from 
the ground up to fit Am-
azon Air’s operational 
needs.”

San Bernardino In-
ternational Airport Au-
thority Executive Direc-
tor Michael Burrows, 
who previously said the 
facility was being de-
signed by Hillwood to be 
compatible with any of 
a number of large-scale 

cargo-moving opera-
tions, said of Amazon, 
“A project of this size 
takes a lot to entitle, de-
sign and permit. It took 
them a while to make 
their decision. They did, 
and we’re happy to have 
them.”

Amazon setting up its 
air hub in San Bernardi-
no was not a fait accom-
pli, Burrows insisted, 
even with the Federal 
Aviation Administration 
and the airport author-
ity’s action at the close 
of 2019.

“It could have been 
any of several others,” 
Burrow said. “Obvious-
ly, Hillwood is respon-

sible as our developer to 
find suitable tenants and 
I knew they were talking 
to a number of compa-
nies throughout the pro-
cess. Amazon was one 
of them, and they fit the 
project. We have Federal 
Express and UPS at the 
airport, as well.”

While Rhoads said 
Amazon’s corporate 
timeline is that the fa-
cility be operational by 
Spring 2021, Burrows 
said, “Amazon will be 
going into operation 
quite rapidly,” and pos-
sibly early enough for 
flights ferrying mer-
chandise intended for 
customers during the 

Christmas 2020 shop-
ping season to arrive at 
the airport.

The facility will be an 
air-to-ground hub, with 
cargo arriving in large 
quantity by plane and 
then being distributed 
by truck to Amazon’s 
network of fulfillment 
centers throughout this 
portion of Southern Cal-
ifornia.

When the Eastgate 
project was being con-
sidered there was a con-
siderable degree of pro-
test with regard to the 
impact the project would 
have in terms of vehicu-
lar, in particular semi-
truck, traffic and accom-

panying diesel exhaust, 
which those opposed to 
the project said would 
harm the environment 
and diminish the local 
quality of life. According 
to Rhoads, the facility is 
to utilize solar power and 
electric ground support 
equipment.

Burrows said, “At 
full operational capac-
ity, Amazon will have 
26 flights into the airport 
per day. Alongside our 
other partners, this new 
cargo facility is to be a 
benefit to local residents 
in terms of job creation 
and the Inland Empire 
region’s economic recov-
ery.”

Two recent articles 
that appeared in the Sen-
tinel have prompted pro-
tests by a current and a 
former elected official. 
One maintains that the 
Sentinel made a juxta-
position of language that 
had the effect of altering 
a quote, while the other 
contends the Sentinel, by 
relying on conversations 
from years past, mis-
quoted him and credited 
him with statements he 
did not make.

On April 24 the Sen-
tinel published an article 
about Assistant General 
Manager Jeremiah Bro-
sowske’s departure from 
the West Valley Water 
District. Early in the ar-
ticle, the district’s board 
president, Channing 
Hawkins, was referenced 
as stating that during 
Brosowske’s time with 
the district he had pro-
vided “unqualified and 

incompetent manage-
ment and services.” That 
statement was extracted 
from a longer quote from 
Hawkins, which was 
quoted further down in 
the article. That state-
ment was: “There is 
still much more work to 
be done, but the days of 
unqualified and incom-
petent management and 
services are over. I’m 
proud to work alongside 
our water district’s board 
members to reevalu-
ate, reorganize and hire 
highly-experienced and 
qualified professionals to 
do the job right. Over the 
next few weeks, we will 
continue to work togeth-
er to improve account-
ability, transparency and 
fiscal responsibility for 
West Valley ratepayers.”

According to a dis-
trict spokesperson, “The 
statement from President 
Hawkins, which we pro-

vided to you within the 
body of the email sent on 
April 23, referred to the 
general hiring practices 
of the West Valley Wa-
ter District, which have 
been reassigned to the 
interim human resources 
manager. This statement, 
as written by you, would 
imply that President 
Hawkins violated Ar-
ticle 17 of the water dis-
trict’s Human Resources 
Policies and Procedures 
Manual.” The Sentinel’s 
use of the excerpt from 
Hawkin’s quote in one of 
the article’s introductory 
paragraphs, the district 
maintains, “distort[ed]” 
what Hawkins had said.

Former Upland City 
Councilman Glenn Bo-
zar this week indicated 
he wanted to distance 
himself from observa-
tions he had made in 
2013 regarding the na-
ture of public employ-

ment and in 2016 relat-
ing to employees in the 
public sector directly.

Bozar was quoted 
with regard to those is-
sues in a Sentinel article 
relating to the impact 
drawdowns of tax rev-
enue into local govern-
ments were having and 
will have on public sec-
tor workforces in San 
Bernardino County.

In asserting that the 
statements he was quot-
ed as making should no 
longer be considered 
operative, Bozar told 
the Sentinel, “You have 
statements attributed to 
me that I never made. 
Those are your words, 
not mine. You are at-
tempting to remember a 
conversation from four 
years ago, and including 
it in an unrelated article 
is absurd. You put me 
and my home in jeop-
ardy.”

Distortions? Misquotes?

by the council to replace 
Felix, with several of 

those involved in the 
discussions expressing 
trepidation that Felix’s 
move will open the door 
for Filippi to once more 
assume a position at the 
council dais

-Mark Gutglueck

Word Circulat-
ing Filippi Will 
Use Felix’s Exit 
To Make A Reen-
trance from page 4

eration in this regard is 
the efficacy of knowing 
with certainty what per-
centage of the population 
and precisely who within 
that population is an ac-
tive carrier of the dis-
ease, capable of spread-
ing it to others, and who 
is not. While there is no 
current certainty within 
the scientific community 
as to whether those who 
have contracted the coro-
navirus and recovered 
from it develop a lasting 
immunity that thereaf-
ter obviates their status 
as a carrier of the dis-
ease, the modeling with 
other better known and 
defined viruses suggests 
that is the case. Thus, 
a comprehensive test-
ing regime which would 
allow a determination 
as to the portion of the 
population that had been 
exposed to the disease 
and had recovered might 
conceivably allow those 
determined to no longer 
be carriers to resume 
normal activity, based 
on the assumption they 
could do so without put-
ting themselves or others 
at risk. As it currently 
stands, there is persistent 
mystery with regard to 
the current coronavirus 
status of upwards of 98 
percent of the county 
population. As a conse-
quence, there is no re-
liable measure of who 
among the county’s pop-
ulation has been infected 
and is now safely recov-
ered, such that 49 out of 
every 50 San Bernardino 
County residents are yet 

obliged to maintain so-
cial distancing and are 
in a large degree unable 
to reinitiate their normal 
activity and participation 
in the region’s economy, 
which is in a steady de-
cline, one which finan-
cial prognosticators say 
is destining the county 
for a certain recession.

At both the national 
and state levels there 
has been widespread in-
dication that the general 
population has grown 
impatient with the social 
and economic lockdown. 
This was reflected in 
Governor Gavin New-
som’s statement on May 
4 that a gradual reopen-
ing of businesses could 
begin as early as this 
week. Newsom, how-
ever, specified that those 

reopenings would be 
measured and confined 
essentially to retail busi-
nesses in which a modi-
cum of social distancing 
and other precautions 
could be maintained. 
This week, there was 
widespread violation of 
both the spirit and speci-
fied restrictions in the 
“measured” reopening 
throughout San Ber-
nardino County. The 
most obvious departure 
from the governor’s in-
tent was that the reopen-
ings were not limited to 
retail businesses but in-
cluded multiple personal 
service establishments 
such as barbershops and 
nail salons where social 
distancing is an impos-
sibility.

Inaccuracy and unre-

liability of the county’s 
infection rate data, ap-
pears to stem not just 
from its incompleteness 
and the gaps in its cover-
age but, at least in some 
cases, from the deliber-
ate withholding of infor-
mation, which effective-
ly skewered the data. It 
appears that officials hid 
results in the data survey 
for what was, perhaps, a 
venal purpose.

As the infection data 
was streaming in previ-
ously, 23 of San Ber-
nardino County’s incor-
porated municipalities 
and no fewer than 18 of 
its unincorporated com-
munities reported cases 
in their jurisdictions.  A 
month into the crisis, it 
was noted that Needles, 
San Bernardino Coun-

ty’s smallest city popula-
tion-wise and its most re-
mote given its location at 
the extreme eastern end 
of the county and state in 
the Mojave Desert adja-
cent to the Colorado Riv-
er and the border with 
Arizona, was positively 
conspicuous by its ab-
sence of reported cases. 
This was mentioned in 
the Sentinel and else-
where in the media.

Needle’s apparent 
avoidance of having 
been afflicted with the 

pandemic persisted, 
day after day and then 
week after week, as the 
San Bernardino County 
Department of Public 
Health displayed testing 
result data to show there 
were no verified cases of 
COVID-19 in Needles. 
This has persisted until 
this week, when there 
was wider media cover-
age of the city’s fortune, 
accompanied by a level 
of self congratulation 
and self-adulation on the 
part of Needles officials 
that offered incidental 
positive publicity for the 
river community.

In actuality, however, 
the Sentinel has learned, 
there were two residents 
of Needles who contract-
ed the coronavirus in 
April, and whose cases 
should have been chart-
ed by authorities.

That case involved 
two men in their 30s 
whose work required 
that they regularly travel 
between Needles and 
Barstow, and who share 
a residence in Needles. 
One of those tested posi-
tive at a facility in Bar-
stow. Subsequently, his 
roommate showed signs 
of the condition. Ulti-
mately, the pair conclud-
ed that neither of their 
conditions were serious 
enough to require hospi-
talization.

They self-isolated and 
quarantined themselves, 
with their current status 
unknown.

-Mark Gutglueck
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FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20200003735
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: Vanevenhoven 
Real Estate & Investments Group; 
The V-Team; The Vanevenhoven 
Team; The VTeam; Vanevenhoven 
Group; Vanevenhoven Investments 
Group,  8885 Haven Ave, Suite 200, 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730, 
Mailing Address: 8885 Haven Ave, 
Suite 200, Rancho Cucamonga, CA 
91730, RJ Realty Group, Inc., 8885 
Haven Ave, Suite 200, Rancho Cu-
camonga, CA 91730

Business is Conducted By: A 
Corporation   

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A reg-
istrant who declares as true infor-
mation, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P Code 
17913) I am also aware that all infor-
mation on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

s/ Vance Vanevenhoven  
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 3/31/20

I hereby certify that this is a cor-
rect copy of the original statement on 
file in my office.

Began Transacting Business: 
11/01/16

NOTICE- This fictitious busi-
ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code).

4/24/20, 5/1/20, 5/8/20, 5/15/20

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME 

#20200003803
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: PALO SOLO 
TRANS 7607 VIOLA CT  FON-
TANA, CA 92336

ARNULFO PINON 7607 VIO-
LA CT  FONTANA, CA 92336

Mailing Address: 7607 VIOLA 
CT  FONTANA, CA 92336

Business is Conducted By: AN 
INDIVIDUAL

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A reg-
istrant who declares as true infor-
mation, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P Code 
17913) I am also aware that all infor-
mation on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

S/ Anulfo Pinon 
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 04/03/2020

I hereby certify that this is a cor-
rect copy of the original statement on 
file in my office.

Began Transacting Business: 
09/12/2003

NOTICE- This fictitious busi-
ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code).

4/24/20, 5/1/20, 5/8/20, 5/15/20

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200002642

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Addashield; 

Checkthedocs; Documinute; B. 
Compliant, 215 N 2nd Avenue Suite 
B, Upland, CA 91786, 154A West 
Foothill Blvd Suite 281, Upland, CA 
91786, B. Compliant Inc, 215 N 2nd 
Ave. Ste B, Upland, CA 91786

Business is Conducted By: A 
Corporation  

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A reg-
istrant who declares as true infor-
mation, which he or she knows to 
be false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

s/ Gregory A. Bushnell  
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 2/27/20

I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office.

Began Transacting Business: 
1/1/2017

NOTICE- This fictitious busi-
ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code).

3/27/20, 4/3/20, 4/10/20, 4/17/20
Corrected on: 5/1/20, 5/8/20, 

5/15/20, 5/22/20

FBN 2020000----
The following person is doing 

business as: ARROWHEAD AC-
COMMODATIONS   28051 STATE 
HIGHWAY 189/LAKES EDGE 
ROAD   LAKE ARROWHEAD CA  
92352

HERMINE MURRA-LEVINS    
P.O. BOX 128     LAKE ARROW-
HEAD, CALIFO  92352 

Mailing Address:    P.O. BOX 
128     LAKE ARROWHEAD, CA-
LIF  92352

This Business is Conducted By: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A reg-
istrant who declares as true infor-
mation, which he or she knows to 
be false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

S/ HERMINE MURRA-
LEVINS

This statement was filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 05/  /2020

I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office.

Began Transacting Business: 
08/25/2017

County Clerk, Deputy
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on  05/08, 05/15, 
05/20 & 05/29, 2020.

FBN 20200004323
The following person is do-

ing business as: SIMPLE MORT-
GAGE  5603 GARIBALDI WAY 
FONTANA, CALIF  92336   SAFE 
INVESTMENT REALTY GROUP    
5603 GARIBALDI WAY FON-
TANA, CALIFO  92336 

This Business is Conducted By: 
A CORPORATION 

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-

MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A reg-
istrant who declares as true infor-
mation, which he or she knows to 
be false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

S/ AKXELEM TEJEDA PAT-
ZAN 

This statement was filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 05/06/2020

I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office.

Began Transacting Business: 
05/03/2020

County Clerk, Deputy
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on  05/08, 05/15, 
05/20 & 05/29, 2020.

FBN 20200004241
The following person is doing 

business as: NOTARIZE DOCS 4 
U [and] MOSLEY BUSINESS SO-
LUTIONS 721 N SAN ANTONIO 
AVENUE  UPLAND, CALIF   91786

DOAQUIN  MOSLEY  721 
NORTH SAN ANTONIO AVENUE  
UPLAND, CA   91786

Mailing Address:  333 E AR-
ROW HIGHWAY,  #1107 UPLAND, 
CA 91785     

This Business is Conducted By: 
AN INDIVIDUAL

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A reg-
istrant who declares as true infor-
mation, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P Code 
17913) I am also aware that all infor-
mation on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

S/ DOAQUIN MOSLEY
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 04/14/2020

I hereby certify that this is a cor-
rect copy of the original statement on 
file in my office.

Began Transacting Business: 
01/01/2020

County Clerk, Deputy
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on  5/01/20, 5/08/20, 
5/15/20 & 5/22/20.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200004162

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Lean & Greens, 
7410 Citrus Ave, Fontana, CA 92336, 
Mailing Address: 7410 Citrus Ave, 
Fontana, CA 92336, Danny M. Cor-
tines, 7410 Citrus Ave, Fontana, CA 
92336

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A reg-
istrant who declares as true infor-

mation, which he or she knows to 
be false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

s/ Danny M Cortines  
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 4/30/20

I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office.

Began Transacting Business: 
Jan 01, 2020

County Clerk, s/ V0956
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code).

Published in the San Ber-
nardino county Sentinel  on 5/8/20, 
5/15/20, 5/22/20, 5/29/20

FBN 20200002823
The following person is do-

ing business as: NEW ENGLAND 
DWELLING 711 S DATE AVE  RI-
ALTO, CA        KADESHA P ENG-
LAND  711 S DATE AVE  RIALTO, 
CA

This Business is Conducted By: 
AN INDIVIDUAL

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A reg-
istrant who declares as true infor-
mation, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P Code 
17913) I am also aware that all infor-
mation on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

S/ Kadeshaa England
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 03/03/2020

I hereby certify that this is a cor-
rect copy of the original statement on 
file in my office.

Began Transacting Business: 
03/01/2020

County Clerk, Deputy
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on 3/20/20, 3/27/20, 
4/3/20, & 4/10/20

Corrected: 4/17/20, 4/24/20, 
5/01/20 & 5/08/20

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF: 

LEO ARAGON MEDRANO  
NO. PROPS 2000222
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be inter-
ested in the will or estate, or both of 
LEO ARAGON MEDRANO

A PETITION FOR PROBATE 
has been filed by LEO ARAGON 
MEDRANO, II in the Superior Court 
of California, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO. 

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that LEO ARAGON 
MEDRANO, II be appointed as per-
sonal representative to administer 
the estate of the decedent. 

THE PETITION requests the 
decedent’s will and codicils, if any, 
be admitted to probate.  The will and 
any codicils are available for exami-
nation in the file kept by the court. 

THE PETITION requests au-
thority to administer the estate under 
the Independent Administration of 
Estates Act. (This authority will al-

low the personal representative to 
take many actions without obtaining 
court approval. Before taking certain 
very important actions, however, the 
personal representative will be re-
quired to give notice to interested 
persons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the proposed 
action.) The independent admin-
istration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files an 
objection to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court should not 
grant the authority.

A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S35 at 8:30 a.m. 
on June 15, 2020 at Superior Court of 
California, County of San Bernardi-
no, 247 West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Bernardino 
District.

IF YOU OBJECT to the grant-
ing of the petition, you should appear 
at the hearing and state your objec-
tions or file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. Your 
appearance may be in person or by 
your attorney.

IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR or 
a contingent creditor of the decedent, 
you must file your claim with the 
court and mail a copy to the personal 
representative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) four 
months from the date of first issu-
ance of letters to a general personal 
representative, as defined in section 
58(b) of the California Probate Code, 
or (2) 60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you of 
a notice under Section 9052 of the 
California Probate Code.

Other California statutes and 
legal authority may affect your rights 
as a creditor. You may want to con-
sult with an attorney knowledgeable 
in California law.

YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a person 
interested in the estate, you may file 
with the court a Request for Special 
Notice (form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of estate 
assets or of any petition or account 
as provided in Probate Code section 
1250. A Request for Special Notice 
form is available from the court 
clerk.

Attorney for the Petitioner: Jen-
nifer M. Daniel, Esquire

220 Nordina St.
Redlands, CA 92373
Telephone No: (909) 792-9244    

Fax No: (909) 235-4733
Email address: jennifer@lawof-

ficeofjenniferdaniel.com
Attorney for  Leo Aragon Me-

drano, II
Published in the San Bernardi-

no County Sentinel
5/15, 5/22 & 5/29, 2020

      
      FBN 20200004315
      The following person is do-

ing business as: 
      SUPERIOR HOME 

HEALTH CARE SERVICES, 
INC.   555 N BENSON AVE UP-
LAND, CA. 91786-5075

      SUPERIOR HEALTH 
CARE PROVIDERS, INC.    555 
N BENSON AVE UPLAND, CA. 
91786-5075

      This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION

      Signed: BY SIGNING BE-
LOW, I DECLARE THAT ALL 
INFORMATION IN THIS STATE-
MENT IS TRUE AND CORRECT. 
A registrant who declares as true 
information, which he or she knows 
to be false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that all 
information on this statement be-
comes Public Record upon filing.

S/ INNA JOYCE AGUDA    
This statement was filed 
with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: 5/06/2020 
I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. 
Began Transacting Business: 
1/27/2020

SAN  V0956 Coun-
ty Clerk, Deputy 
NOTICE- This fictitious business 

name statement expires five years 
from the date it was filed in the of-
fice of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must 
be filed before that time. The filing 
of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a 
fictitious name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on 5/15, 5/22, 5/29 
& 6/5, 2020

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200004251

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Disinfect CA; 
Disinfect-CA; SOCAL Disinfec-
tion, 8458 Bullhead Ct., Rancho 
Cucamonga, CA 91739, Monroe 
Diversified Companies Inc., 8458 
Bullhead Ct., Rancho Cucamonga, 
CA 91739

Business is Conducted By: A 
Corporation  

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A reg-
istrant who declares as true infor-
mation, which he or she knows to 
be false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

s/ Lester Monroe   
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 5/5/20

I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office.

Began Transacting Business: 
Apr 27, 2020

County Clerk, s/ V0956
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code).

5/15/20, 5/22/20, 5/29/20, 6/5/20
 
FBN 20190014933
The following person is doing 

business as: JS HOBBIES 999 N. 
WATERMAN AVE, SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA  92410, JAMAL I. 
THOMAS,  999 N. WATERMAN 
AVE, SAN BERNARDINO, CA  
92410

This Business is Conducted By: 
AN INDIVIDUAL

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A reg-
istrant who declares as true infor-
mation, which he or she knows to 
be false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

S/ JAMAL THOMAS
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 12/27/2019

I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office.

Began Transacting Business: 
12/02/2004

County Clerk, Deputy
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on 1/24, 1/31, 2/7 
& 2/14, 2020. Corrected on 4/3/20, 
4/10/20, 4/17/20, 4/24/20, Corrected 

on 5/15/20, 5/22/20, 5/29/20, 6/5/20

FBN 20200004570
The following person is doing 

business as: PANTHEON COFFEE 
ROASTERS

4070 MISSION BOULEVARD 
MONTCLAIR, CA 91763  ARCHER 
CONSORTIA 4070 MISSION BOU-
LEVARD MONTCLAIR, CA 91763 

This Business is Conducted By: 
A CORPORATION

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A reg-
istrant who declares as true infor-
mation, which he or she knows to 
be false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

S/ PAVAN MAKKER
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 05/14/2020

I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office.

Began Transacting Business: 
03/01/2020

County Clerk, Deputy
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in the 
office of the county clerk. A new fic-
titious business name statement must 
be filed before that time. The filing 
of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a fic-
titious name in violation of the rights 
of another under federal, state, or 
common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on 05/15,  05/22, 
05/29 & 06/05, 2020. 

FBN 20200004569
The following person is do-

ing business as: AVATAR COFFEE 
ROASTERS

4070 MISSION BOULEVARD 
MONTCLAIR, CA 91763  ARCHER 
CONSORTIA 4070 MISSION BOU-
LEVARD MONTCLAIR, CA 91763 

This Business is Conducted By: 
A CORPORATION

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A reg-
istrant who declares as true infor-
mation, which he or she knows to 
be false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

S/ PAVAN MAKKER
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 05/14/2020

I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office.

Began Transacting Business: 
03/01/2020

County Clerk, Deputy
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in the 
office of the county clerk. A new fic-
titious business name statement must 
be filed before that time. The filing 
of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a fic-
titious name in violation of the rights 
of another under federal, state, or 
common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on 05/15,  05/22, 
05/29 & 06/05, 2020.

Raymundo Resigns 
from front page 

public health effective 
May 29,” Thomas wrote.

No explanation for 
Raymundo’s abrupt de-
parture was given. There 
were hints that the coun-
ty’s two top administra-
tors and the members 
of the board of supervi-
sors were apprised of 
the move toward Ray-
mundo’s departure some 
time ago, as Thomas’s 
memo was not directed 
to them, but provided 

to them as an electronic 
carbon copy.

Much of the memo 
was laudatory toward 
Raymundo, who has 
been an employee with 
San Bernardino County 
since 1990 and moved 
into a position within the 
San Bernardino County 
Department of Public 
Health as a program co-
ordinator in 1997. Over 
the next dozen years she 
served in the capacity of 
administrative analyst in 
the department and then 
promoted into the posi-
tion of assistant director. 

In 2010, she was elevated 
to serve as interim direc-
tor of the department. 
In 2012, the qualifier 
“interim” was dropped 
from her title and she 
became the public health 
department’s director.

There were hints in 
Thomas’s memo that 
Raymundo’s departure 
was forced upon her, 
which is supported by 
the context and timing of 
her exit.

Raymundo is neither 
a nurse nor a doctor, 
and she has no extensive 
training in the field of 

medicine or the biologi-
cal sciences. Rather, she 
holds a bachelor’s degree 
in accounting and busi-
ness management from 
California State Uni-
versity San Bernardino. 
Her elevation to the 
head of the public health 
department appears to 
have been a calculated 
one, freely entered into 
by one of the county’s 
previous chief execu-
tive officers as well as 
the board of supervisors 
in 2012, which as it was 
composed then involved 
two of the board’s five 

current members.
The calculation at that 

time was that Raymun-
do, as a numbers crunch-
er who had no training or 
especial interest in medi-
cal or public health is-
sues, was someone who 
would not get abstracted 
into the minutiae of, or 
worry about, the latest 
trends in public health 
maintenance and medi-
cine and addressing any 
single individual’s or 
groups of individuals’ 
medical needs but who 
would instead focus on 
the bottom line, con-

cerning herself with eco-
nomic management of 
the department and con-
straining her underlings 
to conforming to the 
budget the board of su-
pervisors and the county 
CEO had laid out for her 
to remain within.

There were repeated 
indications over the 
years that Raymundo 
was essentially un-
schooled with regard to 
public health issues, per 
se. As the head of the 
department, Raymundo 
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The Single-Leaf Piñon

Raymundo Knew 
Finances, Not 
Medicine    
from page 6 

The single-leaf piñon 
is a pine in the piñon 
pine group which grows 
in the San Bernardino 
Mountains, the San Go-
gonio Wilderness and 
the eastern San Gabriel 
Mountains in San Ber-
nardino County. Known 
scientifically as Pinus 
monophylla, it is

native to the United 
States and northwest 
Baja California. Within 
California it is found in 
the Sierras, the Trans-
verse Range, and Pen-
insular Range. It occurs 
at moderate altitudes 
from 3,900 feet to 7,500 
feet, rarely as low as 
3,100 feet and as high as 
9,500 feet, in the most 
arid areas occupied by 
any pine in California. 
It is widespread and of-
ten abundant in this re-
gion, forming extensive 
open woodlands, often 
mixed with junipers. It is 
a small to medium size 
tree, reaching 32 to 65 
feet tall tall and with a 
trunk diameter of up to 
32 inches, rarely more. 
However, it is very slow 
growing, reaching only 
3 feet in seven years.
The bark is irregularly 
furrowed and scaly. It is 
the world’s only 1-nee-
dled pine as the leaves, 
or needles, are usu-
ally single, though trees 
with needles in pairs are 
found occasionally. An 
isolated population of 
single-leaf piñon trees 
in the Mojave Desert’s 
New York Mountains, 

which lie within the Mo-
jave National Preserve, 
has needles mostly in 
pairs and was previously 
thought to be Colorado 

the seeds on the scales 
after opening. The seeds 
are 11-16 millimeter 
long, with a thin shell, 
a white endosperm, and 
a vestigial 1-2 millime-
ter wing; they are dis-
persed by the piñon jay, 
which plucks the seeds 
out of the open cones. 
The jay, which uses the 
seeds as a food resource, 
stores many of the seeds 
for later use by bury-
ing them. Some of these 
stored seeds are not used 
and are able to grow into 
new trees. Indeed, piñon 
seeds will rarely germi-
nate in the wild unless 
they are cached by jays 
or other animals. The 
seeds, called pine nuts, 
are also harvested and 
eaten by people. Indians 
of the Great Basin region 
commonly ate them. The 
Shoshoni name for the 
plant is ai’-go-û-pi.

The butterflies likely 
hosted by the single-leaf 
pinon include the pine 
white butterfly, Neo-
phasia menapial and the 
western pine elfin butter-
fly, Callophrys eryphonl. 
Moths hosted by the 
single-leaf pinon include 
the polyphemus moth, 
Antheraea polyphemus; 
the brown-lined looper 
moth, Neoalcis cali-
forniaria; the speckled 
green fruitworm moth 
Orthosia hibisci; the Red 

Girdle Moth, Caripeta 
aequaliarial; the brown 
woodling, Egira per-
lubens; the silver-spotted 
tiger moth, Lophocampa 
argentata; the manto tus-
sock moth, Orgyia anti-
qua; the sulphur moth, 
Hesperumia sulphura-
ria; the western carpet, 
Melanolophia imitata; 
the mottled gray carpet, 
Cladara limitaria, the 
skunk moth, Polix color-
adella, the common gray, 
Anavitrinella pampinar-
ia; the gray swordgrass 
moth, Xylena cineritia; 
the birch angle, Macaria 
notata; the spruce cone-
worm, Dioryctria reni-
culelloides; the sequoia 
pitch moth, Synanthedon 
sequoiae; the Nantucket 
pine tip moth, Rhyacio-
nia frustrana; the pine 
needle sheathminer, Zel-
leria haimbachi; the vari-
able girdle moth; Enypia 
venata; the pale-marked 
angle, Macaria signaria; 
the sharp-lined yellow, 
Sicya macularia; the 
Florida pink scavanger 
caterpillar, Pyroderces 
badia; the ponderosa 
pineconeworm moth, 
Dioryctria auranticella; 
the reticulated decantha 
moth, Decantha borea-
sella; the ragweed borer, 
Epiblema strenuana; the 
mountain girdle moth, 
Enypia griseata; the 
pale beauty, Campaea 

perlata; Packard’s girdle 
moth, Enypia packar-
data; the white triangle 
tortrix, Clepsis persi-
cana; the fall webworm; 
Hyphantria cunea; the 

vorella; the Hydriomena 
nevadae; the Gloveria 
arizonensis; the Tolype 
lowriei; the Stenoporpia 
excelsaria; the Panthea 
gigantea; the Chionodes 
retiniella; the Retinia 
sabiniana; the Decantha 
stonda; the Chionodes 
abella; the Lithophane 
ponderosa; the Thalloph-
aga hyperborea; the Ela-
tobia carbonella; Behr’s 
Pero Moth, Pero beh-
rensaria; the Douglas fir 
pitch moth; Synanthedon 
novaroensis; the clan-
destine cart, Spaelotis 
clandestina; the Douglas 
fir tussock moth, Orgyia 
pseudotsugata; the larch 
pug, Eupithecia annu-
lata; the Coloradia velda; 
the red-striped needle-
worm moth, Epinotia 
radicana; the western co-
nifer looper, Syngrapha 
celsa; the ponderosa pine 
seedworm moth, Cydia 
piperana; the Chionodes 
sabinianae; the Litho-
phane atara; the Xestia 
mustelina; the Laetilia 
zamacrella; the sugar 
pine tortrix moth, Cho-
ristoneura lambertiana; 
the Holcocera icery-
aeella; the Euxoa extra-
nea; the furious varpet 
moth, Hydriomena irata; 
the Egira variabilis; the 
Epinotia hopkinsana; the 
Papestra quadrata; and 
the Dioryctria pentic-
tonella.

From https://calscape.
org, Wikipedia

was called upon to pres-
ent reports to the board 
of supervisors with re-
gard to items that body 
needed to consider and 
vote upon relating to 
the public health depart-
ment. Raymundo was 
credited with having 
authored those reports, 
most of which dealt with 
the topics in question on 
a relatively superficial 
level without going into 
great depth, and giv-
ing the board members 
only a basic orientation 
and voting recommen-
dation. Occasional press 
inquiries made directly 
to Raymundo, however, 

laid bare that she had no 
command whatsoever 
of the contents of those 
reports or the techni-
cal considerations upon 
which they were based. 
Indeed, after a relative 
handful of such inqui-
ries, the county made a 
practice of routing any 
further such inquiries 
away from her to ei-
ther the county’s official 
spokesman or a woman 
specifically hired to 
serve as the public health 
department’s spokesper-
son.

Had circumstances 
remained as they were 
previously, the county’s 
strategy of employing an 
individual with no ex-
pertise in public health 
issues as the head of the 
department of public 
health might have pro-

ceeded without conse-
quence. The advent of 
the coronavirus crisis, 
however, resulted in a 
series of inadequate re-
sponses by the depart-
ment which ultimately 
appear to have had fatal 
consequences.

In the crucial month-
and-a-half to two-
month run-up to the 
pandemic manifesting 
locally in March, Ray-
mundo, who is provided 
with a base annual sal-
ary and add-ons equal 
to $196,349.73 to-
gether with $103,046.36 
in benefits for a total 
yearly compensation of 
$299,396.09, failed to 
act with alacrity and use 
her hard-nosed business 
acumen and the negoti-
ating leverage she had as 
a department head with 

California’s fifth-largest 
county population-wise 
to purchase adequate 
reserves of equipment, 
devices, materials and 
medicine, particularly 
the reagent needed to 
perform virus testing, to 
meet the crisis head on.

Essentially, through-
out the initial stages of 
the crisis, public health 
officials and the medi-
cal community in San 
Bernardino County were 
flying blind, as they were 
unable to test anything 
more than a minute per-
centage of the popula-
tion.

In the last week of 
March, the health depart-
ment offered what it said 
would be testing for the 
most vulnerable element 
of the county population, 
including those aged 65 

or older with the signs 
of COVID-19, including 
fever, cough, lethargy, 
and difficulty breathing. 
When county residents 
evincing that sympto-
mology applied for those 
testing opportunities, 
an untold number were 
turned away with no ac-
knowledgment whatso-
ever that they had even 
applied. This was re-
peated over the course of 
the next couple of weeks 
when the county claimed 
it was again hosting test-
ing clinics. Despite the 
health department at that 
point having the phone 
numbers or email ad-
dresses of a significant 
number of individuals 
who had potentially con-
tracted the coronavirus, 
the department of public 
health made no follow-

up with them to check 
on their welfare or CO-
VID-19 status.

The testing debacle 
prompted San Bernardi-
no County Board of 
Supervisors Chairman 
Curt Hagman to put out 
a guardedly apologetic 
statement on April 10 
that, “We understand 
the high demand for 
COVID-19 testing in 
our county and we are 
making every effort to 
organize drive-through 
events throughout the 
county. We are work-
ing closely with state 
and federal partners and 
exploring all avenues to 
increase testing capac-
ity, despite a nationwide 
challenge with shortage 
of supplies.”

piñons. They have re-
cently been shown to be 
a two-needled variant of 
single-leaf piñon based 
upon a genetic exami-
nation. The needles are 
stout, 1.6 inches to 2.4 
inches long, and grey-
green to strongly waxy 
pale blue-green, with 
pores or a slit over the 
whole needle surface, 
and on both inner and 
outer surfaces of paired 
needles. The cones are 
acute-globose, the larg-
est of the true piñons, 1.8 
inches to 3.2 inches long 
and broad when closed, 
green at first, ripening 
yellow-buff when 18-to-
20 months old, with only 
a small number of very 
thick scales, typically 
8-20 fertile scales. The 
cones open to 2.4 inch-
es to 3.6 inches broad 
when mature, holding 

pandora pinemoth, Colo-
radia pandora; the lodge-
pole pine needle-miner, 
Coleotechnites milleri; 
the orange tortrix moth, 
Argyrotaenia francis-
cana; the Zenophleps 
lignicolorata; the Sabu-
lodes edwardsata;  the 
Phaeoura mexicanaria; 
Dyar’s looper moth, Ga-
briola dyari; the Spodo-
lepis substriataria; the 
Glena nigricaria; the Eu-
pithecia ornata; the false 
pinion moth, Litholomia 
napaea; the Euxoa au-
ripennis; the Eupithecia 
longipalpata; the Ma-
caria adonis; the Co-
chisea sonomensis; the 
Lophocampa ingens; the 
Hydriomena speciosata; 
the Nepytia umbrosaria; 
the tamarack looper; Eu-
pithecia misturata; the 
Tetracis pallulata; the 
Stenoporpia pulmonaria; 
the Retinia picicolana; 
the Dioryctria muricati-

Continued on Page 8
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Failures In Coun-
ty’s COVID-19 
Response Preceded 
Raymundo’s Exit   
from page 7

Apple Valley Emi-
nent Domain Case 
Potentially To Re-
sume Next Month  
from page 3

One element of 
Thomas’s memo sug-
gested that Raymundo 
was pushed out the door.

“Trudy has graciously 
agreed to participate in 
the transition of leader-
ship for the remainder of 
her time with the coun-
ty,” Thomas’s memo 
states. “Given her ad-
vance notice, the coun-
ty is able to plan for a 
smooth transition.” The 
use of the term gracious  
implied that Raymundo 
was accepting some-
thing that was being im-
posed on her.

Thomas’s memo fur-
ther indicates that Ray-
mundo is yet intent on 
pursuing “future en-
deavors.” Yet nowhere in 
the memo does Thomas 

provide an explanation 
of why it is that Ray-
mundo, if she indeed is 
anxious to remain active, 
is stepping away from an 
assignment that provides 
the opportunity for her 
to fill her time with the 
meaningful endeavor of 
serving as the head of 
the county’s health de-
partment during a monu-
mental health crisis.

In her memo, howev-
er, Thomas pushed past 
that without mention, in-
stead commending Ray-
mundo for her past work.

“As you are well 
aware, Trudy and her 
team have a long list of 
accomplishments for 
which she and the entire 
county organization can 
be proud, most notably 
her department’s nation-
al accreditation by the 
Public Health Accredita-
tion Board, the creation 
of the thriving Commu-
nity Vital Signs project, 

and the team’s work in 
the county’s ongoing re-
sponse to the COVID-19 
pandemic,” the memo 
states. “Trudy has also 
built a skilled team of 
public health profession-
als and we appreciate her 
many years of dedica-
tion that will translate 
to great service for years 
to come. She and her 
leadership have demon-
strated the determina-
tion, compassion, and 
resiliency for which our 
county has come to be 
known. Please join me in 
thanking Trudy for her 
service to the county and 
the people we serve, and 
in wishing her the best in 
her future endeavors.”

Some have suggested 
that the board of super-
visors, which has co-ex-
isted with Raymundo as 
the head of the depart-
ment of public health for 
a decade because of her 
ability and willingness 

to live within the budget 
provided to her depart-
ment, is now scapegoat-
ing her because through 
the board’s tightfisted 
approach it had failed to 
appropriate an adequate 
amount of funding to 
her department in time 
for Raymundo to go out 
onto the open market 
and purchase, using the 
economies of scale that 
large bulk orders of the 
needed testing products 
would have created, the 
needed kits and quanti-
ties of reagent to meet 
the county’s testing 
needs.

Previously, David 
Wert, the county’s offi-
cial spokesman, charac-
terized Raymundo as “a 
competent, hard-work-
ing, and accomplished 
professional whose de-
partment under her lead-
ership has earned nation-
al accreditation and won 
numerous state and na-

tional awards for innova-
tion and public service; 
someone who is putting 
in long hours seven days 
a week to protect our 
community when she 
could easily walk away 
and retire comfortably.”

This week, Wert de-
fended the county for 
having promoted Ray-
mundo, whose educa-
tional and experiential 
background consists of 
training in accounting 
and business manage-
ment, as the director of 
public health.

“To make things more 
clear, as is the case in 
many large counties in-
cluding Los Angeles 
and Riverside, the public 
health department is led 
by a director, who is not a 
medical professional but 
rather an administrator, 
who supervises a health 
officer, who is a medical 
doctor,” Wert said. “The 
director in LA is Bar-

bara Ferrer, who has no 
background in medicine, 
and she supervises the 
health officer, Dr. Muntu 
Davis, MD. The direc-
tor in Riverside County 
is Kim Saruwatari, also 
not a medical profes-
sional, who supervises 
the health officer, Dr. 
Cameron Kaiser, MD. 
Trudy had been a pub-
lic health administrator 
for 14 years before she 
was appointed director. 
Directors are appointed 
by higher-level adminis-
trators. Trudy is super-
vised by and reports to 
the author of the memo, 
CaSonya Thomas, and 
was appointed by her 
predecessor. The health 
officer, under state law, 
is appointed by the board 
of supervisors, but re-
ports to the public health 
director.”

-Mark Gutglueck

of Urban Futures, whose 
expertise lies within the 
realm of municipal fi-
nance and bonding as 
a means of securing 
adequate capital to un-
dertake public improve-
ments. Busch testified 
that the town had $51 
million in investments 
and cash liquidity which 
could be redirected to-
ward defraying the cost 
of purchasing the wa-
ter utility, and that the 
town’s current enterprise 
funds are debt free. He 
testified that the town, 
through hiring Liber-
ty’s current employees 
working as Apple Valley 
Ranchos staff members, 
would be able to take 
on the task of operating 
a municipal water divi-
sion.

After March 16, fur-
ther testimony in the trial 
was delayed with the ad-
vent of the coronavirus 
crisis and the subsequent 
state mandates relating 
to the general suspension 
of all but the most essen-
tial of court proceedings.

According to Soneff, 
the town’s legal team is 
now involved in an ef-
fort to establish a justi-

fication for the takeover, 
including making a case 
that the town’s owner-
ship of the water utility 
will translate into fairer 
and lower rates for cus-
tomers.

That will be an up-
hill climb, Soneff said, 
as “looking at the water 
rate evidence shows Lib-
erty’s water rates are just 
as reasonable as those 
charged by surrounding 
cities. The rates are set 
by the California Public 
Utilities Commission. 
Some have claimed the 
rates are too high, but 
we have already placed 
an auditor’s report into 
evidence explaining that 
in some of those com-
munities the municipali-
ties [which operate their 
own water utility divi-
sions] either don’t invest 
in keeping the water sys-
tems up or they are sub-
sidizing their water divi-
sions with other public 
funds.”

Moreover, Soneff 
said, the prevailing evi-
dence presented at trial 
thus far is that the com-
bined cost of the town’s 
acquisition of the water 
system and its recruit-
ment and employment 
of adequate personnel to 
carry out water opera-
tions will entail a degree 
of expense that will re-
quire the town to charge 
Apple Valley’s residents 
at least as much if not 

more than Liberty is 
charging them for water.

“The city is doubly 
challenged,” Soneff said. 
“We presented evidence 
from a leading national 
water economist that the 
requirements of bond fi-
nancing and obtaining 
an operator competent to 
run a water system will 
require that the town 
raise the rates now be-
ing charged for water. 
The town officials won’t 
say they can lower rates. 
They can only say they 
can stabilize them. In 
all likelihood, they will 
have to raise rates.”

Of note is that in 
2016, Soneff represent-
ed Golden State Water 
Company in its defense 
of an eminent domain 
takeover bid by the City 
of Claremont in Los 
Angeles County. In that 
matter, Claremont was 
represented, as is Apple 
Valley, by lawyers with 
the law firm of Best Best 
& Krieger. Soneff and 
Golden State ultimately 
prevailed in that litiga-
tion, with Los Angeles 
County Superior Court 
Judge Richard Fruin 
finding it would be con-
trary to the public inter-
est – and detrimental to 
the City of Claremont’s 
residents – to allow the 
city to wrest owner-
ship of Claremont’s wa-
ter supply system from 
Golden State. He entered 

an order that Golden 
State was to remain the 
water provider in Cla-
remont, opining that 
municipal ownership of 
the water system was 
not “a more necessary 
public use” on numer-
ous grounds, a primary 
one of which was that 
Claremont had failed to 
establish that it could en-
sure Claremont residents 
with a safe and reliable 
water supply, a service 
Golden State had prov-
en it could provide. In 
virtually every respect, 
the case playing out in 
Judge Alvarez’s court-
room mirrors that put on 
before Judge Fruin, the 
one exception being that 
Apple Valley intends to 
take on ownership and 
operation of the utility, 
and Claremont was seek-
ing ownership of Golden 
State’s Claremont-based 
utility but intended for 
the neighboring City of 
La Verne to operate the 
water supply system.

Of issue and impor-
tance to Apple Valley 
residents is how much 
Apple Valley will need 
to pay for the water sys-
tem, if indeed Judge Al-
varez rules in favor of 
granting the town’s emi-
nent domain petition.

At present, the town, 
through annexations 
that have occurred since 
2015, has expanded to 
77.13 square miles. Its 

population has zoomed 
to more than 74,000. The 
Apple Valley Ranchos 
Water Company’s as-
sets include 34.5 acres of 
land, 470 miles of water 
mains, 20 currently ac-
tive groundwater wells 
and four inactive ones, 
11.7 million gallons of 
water storage capacity, 
11 reservoirs, 27 trucks, 
three backhoes, a fire-
truck, tow-trailer-mount-
ed evacuators, six large 
portable generators, nine 
stationary generators, 
24,000-gallon diesel fuel 
storage capacity, boost-
er pumps and mobile 
booster pumps, an ex-
tensive customer records 
computer system and a 
computerized data and 
operations system.

The town, hav-
ing moved beyond the 
$45.54 million valua-
tion it put forth in 2015, 
has suggested the lowest 
reasonable price of the 
Apple Valley Ranchos 
Water assets is around 
$100 million at present. 
A countervailing pos-
sible price put forth by 
Liberty is in the $200 
million range. Assuming 
that Judge Alvarez would 
halve the difference, the 
town will have to come 
up with $150 million to 
make good merely on the 
water utility takeover. 
That would not include 
the town’s costs of hir-
ing, either into its public 

works division, or into 
a newly created water 
department, administra-
tors, managers, super-
visors, at least some of 
whom would need ex-
tensive training and cer-
tification, as well as field 
employees.

Tentative indications 
are that San Bernardino 
County’s courts might 
reopen as early as June 
8, though there has been 
no definitive resumption 
schedule posted. Under 
the most optimistic of 
circumstances, the trial 
could resume in front of 
Judge Alvarez as early as 
June 9.

Indications were that 
the town will need at 
least six further court 
days to finish with its 
case in chief. Judge Al-
varez will have up to 90 
days to contemplate the 
trial’s proceedings be-
fore rendering his writ-
ten findings and final 
ruling on whether the 
town should be permit-
ted to take possession of 
Apple Valley Ranchos. If 
Judge Alvarez allows the 
town’s acquisition of the 
company to take place, 
Liberty is entitled to a 
jury trial in which those 
jurors would be empow-
ered to make a determi-
nation of the value of the 
company assets.

-Mark Gutglueck


