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The Highland City 
Council earlier this month 
waived a key safety provi-
sion normally applied to 
developers seeking permis-
sion to build structures of 
three stories or higher in 
the 18.89 square mile city 
of 55,529 population, letting 
TREH Partners avoid the 
payment of over half of a 
million dollars a year for the 
next several years to ensure 
adequate fire protection will 
exist at the 200-residential 

unit/nine-store mixed use 
project until tax revenue 
from the completed project 
becomes available to the 
city.

TREH Partners has done 
work in Highland previous-
ly, having built the shopping 
center anchored by Lowe’s 
Hardware located at 27847 
Greenspot Road, i.e., on the 
south side of Greenspot. Re-
cords indicate that TREH 
still owns that shopping 
center, and is seeing a return 

Lawyers for both the 
City of Upland and Bridge 
Development Partners this 
week provided cryptic sig-
nals possibly indicating that 
the proposal to construct 
a 201,096-square foot dis-
tribution center for on-line 
retail behemoth Amazon at 
the western end of Upland 
approved by city officials 
last year but stridently op-
posed by a citizens group is 
dead in the water.

On June 14, San Ber-
nardino Superior Court 
Judge David Cohn held a 

thrice-delayed hearing on a 
petition for a writ of man-
date challenging the ap-
proval of the project. The 
hearing came after Judge 
Cohn issued a tentative rul-
ing granting the petition on 
relatively narrow grounds. 
Monday’s proceeding pro-
vided the city and Bridge 
Development Partners a last 
opportunity to present a ra-
tionale for Cohn to reverse 
or otherwise depart from 
his tentative decision, which 
would require that the city 
rescind its approval of the 

project granted last year and 
that it be required to perform 
a more thorough environ-
mental analysis of the proj-
ect than was completed for 
the undertaking before it is 
to be reconsidered by the 
city.

Paralleling, and perhaps 
more significant than, the 
legal sparring between the 
two sides on the warehouse 
development project is 
Bridge Development Part-
ners’ resolve to pursue in 
neighboring Rancho Cu-
camonga a warehouse ten 

By Mark Gutglueck
After eight-and-a-half 

years as San Bernardino 
County sheriff, John Mc-
Mahon today announced 
his retirement effective July 
16,  a bit less than a year-
and-a-half before the term 
he was last elected to in 
2018 is set to expire in Janu-
ary 2023. McMahon will be 
the third consecutive San 
Bernardino County sheriff 
to end his elected tenure as 
sheriff prematurely.

There are varied per-
spectives on McMahon and 
his performance as sheriff.

Indeed, McMahon has 
been a study in contrasts.

Low key or relatively so 
in terms of personality, he 

was sheriff when the depart-
ment was put to the test with 
several high profile events 
or cases, including one 
quite early in his tenure that 
originated elsewhere before 
spilling over into San Ber-
nardino County, proving to 
be among most intensive 
and dramatic showcases of 
law enforcement action in 
American history.

As sheriff in San Ber-
nardino County, the larg-
est such jurisdiction in the 
lower 48 states spread over a 
20,105-square mile territory 
larger than Rhode Island, 

Delaware, Connecticut and 
New Jersey combined, Mc-
Mahon held by default the 
most powerful political post 
in the region, one which for-
mer sheriffs had exploited 
to make themselves virtual 
kingmakers in decades past, 
influencing with what was 
seemingly a mere flick of 
their wrists who was elected 
to Congress, the state legis-
lature, the board of super-
visors, district attorney or 
various city councils. Yet for 
most of his time as sheriff, 
McMahon was unwilling 
to get directly involved po-

litically other than in a few 
notable cases where his per-
sonal acquaintances living 
in the desert community 
were running for munici-
pal office, where funding 
directly or indirectly to his 
department was involved 
or in assisting Republicans 
or others with whom he 
had established a bond were 
seeking elected office.

At various times, in the 
evolving social context of 
the Third Millennium, with 
seemingly ubiquitous cam-
eras and personal commu-
nication devices 

Those on opposite sides 
in the debate over what the 
permissible height of build-
ings in Redlands should be 
appear to be headed for a 
battle royal for the hearts 
and minds of that element 
of the population who are 
on the fence over the mat-
ter.

At the heart of the issue 
is that the city’s current po-
litical leadership, which has 
embraced what is essen-
tially a pro-development 
stance, is philosophically 

out of tune  with   the city’s 
most vocal residents, who 
historically, at least over 
the last three decades, have 
demonstrated themselves 
as interested in maintain-
ing a relaxed tenor of life in 
keeping with the city’s tra-
ditional serene university 
town character.

The city council, mili-
tating on behalf of devel-
opmental interests intent 
on making a very intensive 
transformation of a de-
cade-long dormant piece of 

property at the city’s core 
into something more typi-
cal of an urban setting than 
that to which Redlands is 
accustomed, finds itself in 
a footrace against activists 
seeking to preserve Red-
land’s small town ambi-
ance through the use of the 
initiative process.

In 1977, Redlands, 
which was then the pre-
mier residential commu-
nity in San Bernardino 
County, welcomed the ad-
vent of the Redlands Mall, 

which was created by 
Ernest W. Hahn, a major 
American shopping center 
developer who was at the 
top of his game. Hahn sited 
the mall on about 11 acres 
on Orange Street between 
Redlands Boulevard and 
Brookside Avenue, in do-
ing so clearing the prop-
erty of some existing, but 
relatively insignificant, re-
tail units as well as the his-
toric La Posada Hotel.

In addition to a 
12,586-square-foot free-

standing retail building, 
the mall provided 173,000 
square feet of enclosed 
leasable space. Hahn suc-
ceeded in tenantizing the 
mall with Harris’ Depart-
ment Store and Sav-on 
Drugs, along with a slew of 
smaller but generally up-
sclale shops and stores.

What Hahn had cre-
ated was considered to be 
a well-planned revitaliza-
tion of the city’s historic 
downtown area. There was 
confidence that 

on its investment and devel-
opment of that project by 
its leasing of  Lowe’s Hard-
ware.

The project approved 
unanimously by the four 
city council members who 
were present, Mayor Penny 
Lilburn , Councilmen Larry 
McCallon and John Tim-
mer, and Councilwoman 
Anaeli Solano, fits within 
the Greenspot Specific Plan 
Area, which was defined 
and ratified by a previous 

city council in 2013, falling 
within the district locally re-
ferred to as the Golden Tri-
angle, roughly 104 acres on 
the north side of Greenspot 
Road east of State Route 
210.

The project approved 
on June Tuesday June 8, 
known as Greenspot Cross-
ings, is the second develop-
ment proposal given clear-
ance under the Greenspot 
Specific Plan, the first be-
ing a 200-unit townhouse 

development by Rexco at 
the southeast extreme of the 
specific plan area, which 
was given go-ahead by the 
city council in September 
2020.

The 73.4-acre Greenspot 
Crossings project is divided 
into a 39.7-acre commercial 
component near the north-
east corner of Greenspot 
and SR-210 and a 33.7-acre 
residential development 
adjacent to and northeast 
of the shopping 

times the size of the one it 
proposed in Upland but so 
far has not been able to pro-
ceed with.

Indeed, the tea leaves at 
the bottom of the cup seem 
to indicate Bridge Develop-
ment Partners is abandoning 
the Upland project proposal. 
Bridge has made no confir-
mation of that, however.

After first being pre-
viewed to the community in 
June 2019 as three buildings 
comprising 977,000 square 
feet, what was dubbed the 
Upland Bridge Point Project 

was downscaled from what 
was originally proposed to 
be a single 201,096-square 
foot facility involving 25 
dock high loading bays for 
18-wheeler trucks, another 
32 bays for delivery vans 
and trucks, along with 1,438 
parking spaces around the 
building. The facility was 
slated for a 50-acre site in 
Upland north of Foothill 
Boulevard slightly east of 
Central Avenue and south of 
Cable Airport.

Controversy dogged the 
project early on. 

In fall of 2018, John 
Valdivia, who was then San 
Bernardino’s Third Ward 
city councilman, was in full 
ascendancy.

He was enjoying the best 
of multiple worlds as he 
was embarking on the next 
leap in his political career. 
As an incumbent council-
man, he was campaigning 
from a position of strength, 
meaning his status as an of-
ficeholder left those who 
had business before the city 
inclined to provide him with 
political donations so they 
might curry favor with him. 
As a Hispanic in a city with 
a population that was 62 
percent Latino, he had an 
inside track when the city’s 
voters would go to the polls. 
He was a Republican. This 
meant he would get money, 
lots of it, to carry out his No-
vember campaign. In San 
Bernardino County, Repub-
lican political activists are 
on the order of four times as 
effective in raising money 
for Republican candidates 
as their Democratic counter-
parts are at raising campaign 
funds for Democrats.

Valdivia had finished in 
first place in the June prima-
ry election for mayor, with 
6,747 votes or 35.75 percent, 
which compared favorably 
with the performance of the 
incumbent, Mayor Carey 
Davis, who had polled 5,243 
votes or 27.79 percent. As a 
result of that race and their 
first and second place fin-
ishes, Valdivia and Davis 
had cleared the upcoming 
field of five other candidates 
who among them had polled 
6,882 votes or 36.47 percent. 
They were headed to a head-
to-head runoff that coming 
November.

Like Valdivia, Davis was 
a Republican, and he had 
some money in 
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capable of video and audio 
recording all playing against 
the backdrop of burgeon-
ing and multiplying social 
media platforms that make 
containing revelations about 
the untoward behavior of 
law enforcement personnel 
impossible to contain, the 
transgressions of a signifi-
cant number of the officers 
under McMahon’s com-
mand came to light, dim-
ming the reputation of his 
department. Nevertheless, 
in at least a handful of cases, 
when misdeeds by some de-
partment personnel came to 
light, McMahon acted forth-
rightly by straightforwardly 
firing or dismissing those 
deputies instead of reflex-
ively and blindly moving 
to protect them as had been 
the department’s wont in the 
past.

John Patrick McMahon 
was born on December 7, 
1963 in Arcadia. His parents 
moved to the High Desert 
and in 1982, he graduated 
from Apple Valley High 
School. He immediately 
went to work as a truck driv-
er, obtaining his commercial 
vehicle driver license within 
three months after gradu-
ating. He enrolled at Vic-
tor Valley College, where 
over the next three years he 
earned an associate of sci-
ence degree in administra-
tion of justice. Among the 
courses he took early on in 
obtaining that degree was 
one in traffic enforcement 
in 1983, which dovetailed 
with his job as a truck driver. 
In 1985, he enrolled at and 
completed the 720 hours 
of training at the San Ber-
nardino County Sheriff’s 
Academy.

Upon graduating from 
the academy, he was hired 
by then-Sheriff Floyd 
Tidwell and put to work as 
a jailer at the Needles Sheriff 
Station. He remained in that 
assignment for two years.

McMahon had an inter-
est in transportation issues, 
and relatively early in his 
law enforcement career 
much of McMahon’s focus 
was on the elements of traf-
fic patrol, control and safety. 
He took special interest in 
the traffic accident investiga-
tion course at the academy 
and he returned to Victor 
Valley College in 1990 for a 
40-hour course in skidmark 
analysis, and that same year 
was detailed to the sheriff’s 
academy where he served as 
a driving instructor. In 1991 

he immersed himself in vec-
tor sum analysis in studying 
traffic accident reconstruc-
tion while attending an 80-
hour course in that discipline 
at the University of North 
Florida before attending a 
conference on railroad colli-
sions in Reno that same year. 
He became an expert certi-
fied with regard to vehicle 
occupant kinematics, pas-
senger restraint systems and 
boating collisions and safety 
by 1992. In the same time-
frame he received further 
training at the sheriff’s acad-
emy with regard to drug 
influence and recognition. 
In 1993, he was given 400 
hours of training to serve as 
a field training officer, an-
other 56 hours instruction on 
specific officer training and 
then 32 hours on leadership 
and supervision.

At various conferences 
and seminars in California, 
Arizona, Nevada, Texas and 
Florida, he obtained a level 
of expertise and/or certifi-
cation in headlight and tail-
light examination, collision 
damage analysis, critical 
speed accuracy/work zone 
accidents, accident recon-
struction, bicycle/pedestrian 
accident reconstruction, 
the application of physics 
for accident reconstruction, 
low speed rear end collision 
analysis, low speed impact 
dynamics, low speed staged 
collisions, and motorcycle 
collisions.

Meanwhile, McMahon 
served as a deputy in the 
patrol division in Victorville 
from 1987 to 1989 and then 
the traffic division in Victor-
ville from 1988 to 1989, the 
patrol division in Hesperia 
in 1989 and the traffic divi-
sion in Hesperia from 1989 
to 1991. In 1991, he returned 
to Needles as a field training 
officer, leaving that assign-
ment to go to Victorville to 
become a field training offi-
cer in the Victorville traffic 
division in 1993.

Paralleling this, he was 
a member of the San Ber-
nardino County Sheriff’s 
Major Accident Investiga-
tion Team for the High Des-
ert Area from 1990 to 1998.

Beginning in 1992 Mc-
Mahon moonlighted as an 
associate for Collision Con-
sultants, Inc., a position out-
side the department. In that 
capacity, over the years he 
consulted for Carl Warren 
& Co, Adjusters, Farmers 
Insurance, Wawanesa In-
surance, Western United In-
surance and the 21st Century 
Insurance Company.

While engaged in the 
study of and experimen-
tation with regard to low 
speed collisions and staged 
collisions, vehicle crush 
measurements, sudden ve-
hicle acceleration, determin-
ing accident causation and 

biomechanics, McMahon 
participated and witnessed 
over 70 low speed collisions 
in which vehicles were oc-
cupied by test subjects, and 
was personally the test sub-
ject in 20 experimentally 
staged collisions.

In November 1994, in 
the last stage of Sheriff Dick 
Williams’ tenure at the head 
of the sheriff’s department 
and while Gary Penrod was 
the de facto leader of the 
department as sheriff-elect, 
McMahon was promoted to 
sergeant and assigned to the 
West Valley Detention Cen-
ter, where he remained until 
August of 1995. He then was 
a supervisory sergeant at the 
Glen Helen Rehabilitation 
Center in Devore until June 
1996. Subsequently, he was 
assigned to the Victorville 
Station, which billet lasted 
15 months until Septem-
ber of 1997. His last seven 
months as a sergeant were 
spent with the department’s 
employee services division, 
whereupon in April 1998 
Penrod promoted him to 
lieutenant.

McMahon also found 
time to obtain a bachelor’s 
degree in criminal justice 
management from Union 
University.

McMahon’s first assign-
ment as a lieutenant at the 
department’s regional train-
ing center lasted three years 
and three months, until July 
2001. Thereafter, Penrod as-
signed him to the Fontana 
Station, where he was the 
executive officer, managing 
and supervising patrol op-
erations and scheduling.

After just three months as 
a lieutenant in Fontana, Pen-
rod promoted McMahon to 
captain, at which point he 
was made the commander 
of the Central Detention 
Center in San Bernardino, 
overseeing 140 employees 
and over 700 inmates.

In 2003, McMahon re-
turned to his hometown, 
serving as the station com-
mander of the sheriff’s op-
eration in Apple Valley, i.e., 
de facto Apple Valley police 
chief, from 2003 to 2007. 
Penrod thereafter promoted 
McMahon to deputy chief, 
from which assignment he 
oversaw desert patrol and 
the detentions and correc-
tions bureau.

In January 2009, Penrod 
abruptly resigned as sher-
iff, recommending to the 
board of supervisors that 
Rod Hoops succeed him. 
The board of supervisors 
complied with Penrod’s 
wish, and in 2010, as an in-
cumbent and with the full 
force of the county’s political 
establishment behind him, 
Hoops successfully ran for 
election in his own right, 
defeating his two opponents, 
Paul Schrader and Mark 

Averbeck.
That same year, Hoops 

promoted McMahon to the 
position of assistant sheriff, 
the third-highest ranking 
position in the organization 
after himself and the under-
sheriff.

In November 2012, 
Hoops, near the midpoint 
in his then current term, an-
nounced he would abdicate 
as sheriff. Stepping over 
Undersheriff Robert Fonzi, 
Hoops asked that the county 
board of supervisors select 
McMahon, then a resident 
of Phelan, to succeed him.

That move provoked 
objections and protests. It 
was noted that the sheriff’s 
department, including its 
administration and its union 
leadership, were tied into the 
county’s political and gov-
ernmental leadership, and 
that an electoral/political ad-
vantage had been conferred 
upon Hoops in the 2010 
election as a consequence of 
his appointment the previ-
ous year, which had allowed 
him to seek election to the 
office of sheriff in the status 
of incumbent.

Paul Schrader, who ran 
against Hoops in 2010 and 
was intent on running for 
sheriff in 2014, suggested 
that the county should con-
sider appointing someone 
who would not seek election 
in 2014, thereby avoiding 
providing an unfair advan-
tage to the earnest candi-
dates seeking the office of 
sheriff in that race. Former 
San Bernardino County 
Marshal Keith Bushey, who 
had been a commander with 
the Los Angeles Police De-
partment, weighed in on 
the issue as well. Bushey, 
whose marshal’s posi-
tion was absorbed into the 
sheriff’s department when 
the board of supervisor’s 
merged the marshal’s office 
with the sheriff’s depart-
ment in 1999, served as a 
deputy chief in the sheriff’s 
department for six years 
before retiring in 2005. In 
a letter to the board of su-
pervisors, Bushey said he 
was himself contemplating 
running for sheriff in 2014, 
and referenced a “universal 
perception” throughout the 
sheriff’s department “that 
sheriff Hoops has already 
brokered an agreement with 
the board to ensure the ap-
pointment of John McMa-
hon as his replacement.” 
He requested that the board 
not conform with Hoops’ 
expressed preference, as the 
appointment of McMahon 
would endow him with the 
power of incumbency and 
give him a leg up on any and 
all opponents he would face 
in the 2014 election.

The board of supervi-
sors, nonetheless, perceived 
maintaining continuity and 

the status quo in the sheriff’s 
department to be a positive 
rather than negative con-
sideration, and had come to 
recognize McMahon as a 
department loyalist. When 
McMahon confirmed that 
by telling the board he had 
every intention of run-
ning for sheriff in 2014, 
that heightened rather than 
lowered his stock with the 
board of supervisors, who 
unanimously approved his 
appointment.

He was sworn in as sher-
iff on December 31, 2012.

Less than three months 
later, McMahon underwent 
his baptism by fire as sheriff. 
Former Los Angeles Police 
Officer Christopher Dorner, 
after experiencing prob-
lems with a training officer 
and testifying against her 
for using unjustifiable and 
unnecessary force against 
a detainee, had been subse-
quently fired on the grounds 
that he had made false state-
ments in his report about 
and testimony against the 
training officer. Insistent he 
had acted ethically, respon-
sibly and had told the truth, 
Dorner failed in his effort to 
be reinstated as a police of-
ficer. Out of frustration, he 
went rogue. After publish-
ing an 11,000-word mani-
festo justifying the action he 
was taking, he embarked on 
a spree in which he engaged 
in revenge shootings, killing 
a couple in Irvine, shoot-
ing and killing a Riverside 
police officer and wound-
ing another, before heading 
into the San Bernardino 
Mountains. There he ab-
ducted a husband and wife 
in Big Bear and carjacked 
a scout camp caretaker, 
then slayed San Bernardino 
County Sheriff’s Detec-
tive Jeremiah McKay and 
wounded Deputy Alex Col-
lins as they closed in on him. 
Other sheriff’s department 
deputies pursued Dorner, 
and he holed up in a cabin 
in Angelus Oaks. Further 
department resources were 
brought in, and after efforts 
including the deployment 

of tear gas were used in an 
attempt to get Dorner to sur-
render, the cabin caught fire 
and Dorner, just before be-
ing engulfed in flames, used 
a handgun to take his own 
life.

The matter garnered in-
ternational attention.

In April 2015, eleven 
sheriff’s department depu-
ties and higher-ups were 
videoed by a Los Angeles 
television station helicopter 
as they beat Francis Pusok. 
Pusok, who, mistakenly as-
sumed a team of deputies 
were coming for him when 
they came to a residence that 
was not his own to serve a 
search warrant related to an 
identity theft investigation, 
fled in a vehicle and led pur-
suing deputies on a chase 
through the unincorporated 
area of Apple Valley, the 
town of Apple Valley and 
further into the unincorpo-
rated area of Hesperia. Pu-
sok abandoned the vehicle 
southwest of Bowen Ranch 
and fled on foot, thereafter 
stealing a horse from some-
one near the Deep Creek 
Hot Springs. The NBC 
Newschopper video showed 
Pusok atop the horse in the 
rough mountainous desert 
terrain as a sheriff’s depart-
ment helicopter hovered 
nearby and deputies on foot 
made slow but steady prog-
ress over the scrub vegeta-
tion-strewn hillside toward 
Pusok. When the close 
encounter with the sher-
iff’s department helicopter 
spooked the horse, which 
led to Pusok being thrown to 
the ground, he at first sought 
to hide behind a clump of 
chaparral. Within seconds 
first one deputy, then anoth-
er and in time several other 
deputies closed in on him. 
Tased by the first approach-
ing deputy, Pusok initially 
appeared on the video to be 
compliant, laying out prone 
on the ground, with his arms 
and legs spread. When he 
was tasered again, Pusok 
reacted by springing up 
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center. The project was re-
vamped from one that origi-
nally called for a 43.6-acre 
commercial component and 
a 29.8 acres devoted to resi-
dential use.

A mitigation agreement 
was approved in 2020. 
TREH Partners requested 
the number of acres for 
housing go up by 3.9 acres 
from original plans, and the 
amount of commercial land 
go down by that much to ad-
just for demand.

The commercial element 
consists of some 85,316 
square feet of commercial 

space, anchored by a 37,000 
square foot store; what is 
slated to be a 11,877-square-
foot, eight-pump gas station/
convenience mart with a car 
wash; a 19,000-square-foot 
store; a 6,000-square-foot 
store; a 5,600-square-foot 
store; three 2,500-to-3,000-
square-foot stores, at least 
one of which is to have 
a drive-through; and a 
2,024-square-foot store. The 
commercial center is to in-
clude two outdoor plazas 
and 362 parking stalls.

The 200-unit residential 
complex will be made up of 
four types of dwelling units, 
those being two-story sin-
gle-family town homes and 
two-story studios along with 

14 multi-family buildings 
that involve two-story con-
dominiums and three-story 
apartments. In addition, 
there is to be a clubhouse 
and fitness center, a swim-
ming pool, a wading pool, 
an outdoor kids zone with 
artificial turf, a dog park, a 
basketball half-court and a 
pickleball court. There are to 
be a total 380 parking spaces 
on the residential side of the 
development, including at-
tached garages and 142 open 
spaces.

The council signed off on 
a design review for the proj-
ect, a conditional use per-
mit, tentative parcel maps, 
signage permits and alcohol 
sales licensing in giving the 

project approval.
In its approval, the city 

council adjusted the bound-
aries of the Highland Mar-
ketplace planning area and 
they went along with elimi-
nating the village paseo 
from the Residential Village, 
as well as eliminating the 
open space for studio units.

The Highland Planning 
Commission at its May 18 
meeting voted to recom-
mend that the city council 
approve the project pursuant 
to the Greenspot Specific 
Plan. The planning com-
mission called for conditions 
of approval inherent in the 
specific plan, which includ-
ed dual requirements that 
TREH Partners fund the 

full cost of the fire depart-
ment employing a firefighter 
on the its ladder truck until 
such time as the revenues to 
be generated from the proj-
ect can cover that cost. The 
combined cost of the fire-
fighter and equipage of the 
ladder truck ran to $550,000 
per year.

According to Highland 
Community Development 
Director Lawrence Mainez, 
the Greenspot Specific Plan 
requires the provision of the 
ladder truck capability when 
a development project en-
tails a three-story building. 
Optimal fire protection for 
buildings three stories or 
higher cannot be provided 
without a ladder truck, ac-

cording to the fire depart-
ment.

TREH Partners Princi-
pal Tom Robinson, how-
ever, pleaded financial 
hardship, telling the four 
members of the city council 
who were present on June 
8 that the added expense of 
$1.1 million over two years 
or $1.65 million over three 
years would increase the 
Greenspot Crossings’ early 
phase cost and create a lack 
of profitability that would 
prevent the company from 
securing financing to pro-
ceed. He requested that the 
city remove the conditions of 
approval relating to ensuring 
that the city be reimbursed 

The city allowed the project 
to proceed toward approval 
without being subject to a 
comprehensive environ-
mental impact report, which 
many Upland residents be-
lieve should be carried out 
for a project of such size, 
intensity and complexity. 
Rather, the city elected to 
use a mitigated negative dec-
laration to complete the en-
vironmental review process.

An environmental im-
pact report is an involved 
study of the project site, the 
project proposal, the poten-
tial and actual impacts the 
project will have on the site 
and surrounding area in 
terms of all conceivable is-
sues, including land use, wa-
ter use, air quality, potential 
contamination, noise, traffic, 

and biological and cultural 
resources. It specifies in de-
tail what measures can, will 
and must be carried out to 
offset those impacts. A miti-
gated negative declaration is 
a far less exacting size-up of 
the impacts of a project, by 
which the panel entrusted 
with the city’s ultimate land 
use authority, in this case the 
city council, issues a decla-
ration that all adverse envi-
ronmental impacts from the 
project will be mitigated, or 
offset, by the conditions of 
approval of the project im-
posed upon the developer.

A cross section of the 
city’s residents disputed the 
city council’s declaration 
that all impacts from the 
project had been adequately 
mitigated, based both on the 
magnitude of the project and 
the consideration that the 
city council lacked land use 
and environmental exper-
tise. There were questions as 
well as to whether the zon-
ing at the project site would 
allow a distribution facil-

ity to be established there. 
Moreover, many people 
found it highly disturbing 
that Bridge Development 
Partners consistently refused 
to officially acknowledge 
that Amazon was to be the 
eventual tenant at the ware-
house for the initial 50-year 
life of the completed project. 
Bridge/Amazon has an op-
tion to renew the lease on the 
property for another 50-year 
period, potentially making 
the project an issue in the city 
for the next century. There 
was and remains a suspicion 
that the project will be sub-
ject to substantial expansion, 
without any further envi-
ronmental analysis, perhaps 
to as large as the 977,000 
square feet originally pro-
posed, since 1,438 parking 
spaces is far in excess of 
what would normally be 
needed for a 201,096-square 
foot warehouse. Another 
major concern was that the 
project proposal offered 
no provision for offsetting 
the sales tax revenue loss 

that would come about as a 
consequence of Amazon’s 
on-line operational model 
or remunerating the city for 
infrastructure damage that 
would inevitably occur over 
a 50-year or potentially a 
100-year period if the project 
were to proceed.

On February 12, 2020, 
the Upland Planning Com-
mission, with three mem-
bers present, voted 3-to-2 
to recommend that the city 
council not approve project. 
Two weeks later, the com-
mission met again with six 
members present and in a 
move unprecedented in Up-
land’s history, reversed itself, 
voting 4-to-2 to recommend 
that the city council approve 
the project. Two of the mem-
bers who had voted against 
the project on February 12, 
2020 changed their votes.

On April 1, 2020, the Up-
land City Council by a 4-1 
vote approved the project, 
in doing so accepting a $17 
million development agree-
ment offered by Bridge 

Development Partners. 
That approval included the 
council’s mitigated negative 
declaration rather than an in-
depth environmental impact 
report.

Thereafter, a contingent 
of Upland citizens banded 
together, taking on the name 
Upland Community First. 
The group’s members re-
tained attorney Cory Briggs, 
who then filed a petition for 
a writ of mandate, seeking 
from the court an order that 
the city revisit the environ-
mental review process for 
the project, make a deter-
mination that the mitigated 
negative declaration was 
inadequate and require that 
a full-blown environmental 
impact report for the proj-
ect be carried out before the 
project is allowed to pro-
ceed.

A writ of mandate is a 
court order to a government 
agency to follow the law by 
correcting its prior actions or 
ceasing illegal acts.

As a consequence of the 

Upland Community First le-
gal filing, any action toward 
the completion of the proj-
ect, including site grading, 
has been suspended.

In the meantime, Bridge 
Development Partners 
seemingly recruited Bill 
Velto, who voted in April 
2020 as a member of the city 
council to approve the proj-
ect and who in November 
2020 was elected Upland 
mayor, to serve as its agent 
in approaching members 
of Upland Community 
First in an effort to get that 
group to end its challenge 
of the project approval. To 
that end, Velto indicated via 
text messages that Bridge 
Development Partners had 
expressed a willingness to 
more than double the $17 
million in project impact 
offsets the company had 
agreed to pay in the devel-
opment agreement for the 
project approved in April 
2020 to $40 million. That 
offer was conditional upon 
Continued on Page 10

in time other major retailers 
would locate into the mall, 
leading to its augmentation 
with modern structures.

For a time, Harris’ 
thrived, but the promise of 
more major retailers never 
manifested. In 1998, the 
Harris’ Company reached 
the end of its nearly-century 
long existence, closing its 
Redlands location, which 
was very shortly thereafter 
reacquired by the Harris’ 
Company’s corporate suc-
cessor Gottschalks. Gott-
schalks failed to achieve the 
success it had hoped for in 
Redlands, and the mall, al-
ready struggling in the early 

2000s, suffered an unsus-
tainable hit with the advent 
of the Great Recession in 
2008. Gottschalks closed 
and on September 30, 2010, 
all leases at the mall were 
terminated. The only survi-
vor was CVS Pharmacy, the 
successor to Sav-On, in the 
stand-alone building.

While efforts to prevent 
the mall from falling fall 
into a state of blight have 
kept it from becoming an 
outright eyesore, its empty 
and forlorn state in what 
was once the most resplen-
dent central core among the 
Inland Empire’s cities has 
been an embarrassment to 
the Redlands community 
as a whole and in particu-
lar to Redlands’ elected city 
leadership. As the members 
of that panel, which has had 
a degree of changeover in 
the last decade, have grown 
more and more desperate to 

see the mall property rede-
veloped, they have shown a 
willingness to compromise 
the city’s traditional develop-
ment and aesthetic standards 
in the city’s discussion with 
potential developers.

In 2014, San Diego-based 
Brixton Capital LP, the pri-
vate equity investment arm 
of BruttenGlobal, purchased 
the mall. After a series of fits 
and starts, a plan emerged to 
convert the mall from one 
entirely dedicated to retail 
uses to a mixed-use under-
taking blending residential 
and commercial structures. 
Ultimately, Village Partners 
Ventures LLC has obtained 
control of the property, ei-
ther through an option to 
purchase it or outright own-
ership, and it began prepa-
rations toward the eventual 
development – or redevel-
opment, as it were – of the 
property.

An implication of the 
push to redevelop the mall 
property was that the new 
construction there would 
very likely include struc-
tures of multiple stories, well 
above the two-floor height of 
the existing mall.

Redlands residents, 
alarmed at the fashion in 
which city officials are 
seemingly prepared to de-
part from the traditional 
standards that have attended 
development of the city, have 
banded together in multiple 
permutations in an effort to 
keep outside development 
interests from dominating 
the city’s planning process.

Paralleling the impetus 
for the city accepting the 
terms upon which an entity, 
any entity, is willing to rede-
velop the Redlands Mall is 
the city’s move toward ac-
cepting two intensive devel-
opmental mandates.

One is the Transit Vil-
lages concept which has 
yet to be fleshed out in the 
Transit Villages Specific 
Plan and associated Envi-
ronmental Impact Report 
documents scheduled to be 
processed and circulated for 
public review under the Cali-
fornia Environmental Qual-
ity Act and ultimately to be 
approved by the Redlands 
City Council sometime later 
this year. The Transit Vil-
lages Specific Plan mixed 
use zoning and high density 
residential development was 
originally contemplated but 
then removed from the 2017 
general plan update final 
documents by former City 
Manager Nabar Martinez. 
The Redlands Passenger 
Rail Project/Arrow Line cur-
rently under construction by 
the San Bernardino County 
Transportation Authority is 
scheduled to begin opera-

tions by Metrolink/Omni-
Trans in 2022. Those train 
stations are to be located 
proximate to the New York 
Street/Redlands Boulevard 
intersection, the Downtown 
Redlands station at the his-
toric Santa Fe Depot at the 
convergence of Orange 
Street and Shoppers Lane 
and the rail line terminus at 
University Station at Univer-
sity Street and Park Place.

The second intensive 
development impetus in 
Redlands consists of a state 
mandate based upon what 
is referred to as the Regional 
Housing Needs Assess-
ment, known by its acronym 
RHNA, which at present 
calls for the cities in San Ber-
nardino County constructing 
162,154 new dwelling units 
over the eight-year planning 
cycle beginning this year. 
According to the Southern 
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momentarily, but immedi-
ately laid down once more, 
prone and spread out. As 
he complied with the depu-
ties’ commands by placing 
his arms behind him at the 
small of his back while he 
was lying face down, one 
of the deputies kicked him 
in the head. With the horse 
nearby, the two deputies 
then kicked and struck him 
him and then pummeled 
him on the head, neck and 
upper and mid-torso with 
the taser gun or their fists. 
Two other officers came 
into the camera’s field of 
view, one of whom slapped 
the horse on the rump and 
moved it away from the fra-
cas. Initially, one of the ar-
riving officers pulled one of 
the deputies back from Pu-
sok but only seconds later, 
he too began to stomp and 
beat Pusok. The rough treat-
ment of the suspect contin-
ued for roughly 14 seconds 
more, at which point two 
other deputies moved in to 
join the swarm over Pusok, 
and then two more. One 
of the officers appeared to 
continue to kick him about 
the head while four oth-
ers tried to pin him to the 
ground. At one point, the 
concerted beating appeared 
to to have stopped, and with 
six deputies hovering over 
him, an effort to handcuff 
or tie Pusok appeared to be 
progressing. Thereafter, one 
of the deputies gratuitously 
stomped on him. Thereafter, 
a last unequivocal overt dis-
play of physical force against 
Pusok could be seen on the 
video when two other depu-
ties punched and kicked 
him.

Ten deputies were ini-
tially suspended by McMa-
hon in the aftermath of the 
broadcasting of the video, 
and the matter was consid-
ered by the district attorney’s 
office.

Twelve days days after 
the April 9 incident, on April 
21, 2015, the San Bernardino 
County Board of Supervi-
sors consented to pay Pusok 
$650,000 to settle a claim 
he was pursuing against the 
county, the sheriff’s depart-
ment and deputies involved 
in his beating.

Despite the consideration 
that eight of the ten deputies 
could be seen on the video in 
some fashion to a greater or 
lesser extent striking, hitting, 
punching, kicking or stomp-
ing on Pusok, the district at-

torney’s office limited its fil-
ing of assault under the color 
of authority charges to depu-
ties Charles Foster, Michael 
Phelps and Nick Downey. 
When the matter went to tri-
al in 2017, Foster, represent-
ed by attorney Heather N. 
Phillips, was convicted on 
March 30 in a unanimous 
verdict. Two-thirds of the 
jury – eight of its 12 mem-
bers – deadlocked 8-to-4 in 
favor of conviction against 
Phelps, represented by at-
torney Kasey A. Castillo, 
and Downey, represented by 
attorney Michael Schwartz.

Four days later, with the 
district attorney’s office and 
the two defendants’ attor-
neys set for a pre-trial hear-
ing on a second trial, Phelps 
and Downey entered guilty 
pleas to misdemeanor dis-
turbing the peace charges, 
and the case, minus a yet-to-
be-filed appeal by Phillips 
of Foster’s conviction, was 
brought to a close.

At the time of Foster’s 
scheduled sentencing, Judge 
Dwight W. Moore granted a 
motion for a new trial filed 
by Phillips. Instead of going 
to trial, Foster entered into 
a disturbing the peace plea 
agreement indistinguish-
able from those accepted by 
Downey and Phelps.

In 2018, McMahon con-
sented to Foster being rein-
stated with the department.

McMahon was sher-
iff when the bodies of the 
victims in the infamous 
McStay Family murders, 
believed to have been perpe-
trated in San Diego County 
in February 2010, were 
discovered in and around 
shallow graves in the desert 
area between Victorville 
and Oro Grande in Novem-
ber 2013. His department 
investigated the matter, and 
in November 2014 arrested 
Charles “Chase” Merritt of 
Rancho Cucamonga, the 
business partner of Joseph 
McStay, the patriarch of the 
murdered family, which in-
cluded McStay’s 4-year-old 
and a 3-year old sons and 
his wife. Ultimately, Merritt 
was convicted in 2019 after 
a trial in which the integrity 
of the evidence and investi-
gation was subject to ques-
tion, and according to some, 
remains in doubt.

In 2014, when informa-
tion surfaced relating to the 
abuse of prisoners at the 
West Valley Detention Cen-
ter, McMahon fired seven 
deputies. In 2019, when 
information that a deputy 
at West Valley had staged 
fights between inmates, Mc-
Mahon fired him.

Though he was never a 
detective, McMahon was 
well-versed in scientific 
analysis with regard to traf-
fic issues and accident re-
construction. He is articulate 

though not eloquent, and 
more interested in factual 
analysis, data and science 
than art. He is direct and 
blunt. Despite being the 
most powerful political per-
sonage in the county, he was 
not particularly politically 
oriented himself and either 
did not fully appreciate nor 
understand the political nu-
ance of what he signed on to 
in becoming sheriff or was 
not particularly interested in 
it. He is the latest manifesta-
tion of the Frank Bland Po-
litical Machine, which has 
remained dominant in San 
Bernardino County for well 
over a half century.

The first political ma-
chine to hold sway over the 
sheriff’s department and by 
extension San Bernardino 
County over the multiple 
terms of different sheriffs 
was that one which took root 
with the election of Walter 
Shay in 1918. Walter Shay 
began his law enforcement 
career in 1899 as a deputy 
sheriff under then-San Ber-
nardino County Sheriff 
Charles Rouse. In 1903 he 
was elected San Bernardino 
marshal and in 1905 was ap-
pointed by San Bernardino 
Mayor Hiram Barton as the 
City of San Bernardino’s  
chief of police. He twice 
vacated that post to serve 
as a railroad company in-
vestigator, which paid more 
money at that time, but was 
twice induced to come back 
as San Bernardino police 
chief. He was working as 
the chief special investiga-
tor for the district attorney’s 
office in 1918 when he was 
elected county sheriff, suc-
ceeding J.L. McMinn. He 
was re-elected thrice, in 
1922, 1926 and 1930. In 
1931 he succumbed to can-
cer. It was at this point that 
the Shay regime became a 
dynasty in the true sense of 
the word, when his brother, 
Ernest Shay, was chosen by 
the board of supervisors to 
complete his term. Ernest 
Shay did so, and in 1934 
stepped aside so his nephew 
and Walter Shay’s son, Em-
mett Shay, could run in his 
stead. Emmett Shay was 
elected and he served three 
full terms in his own right. 
In 1946, Emmett Shay was 
defeated by Jim Stocker, 
bringing the Shay family’s 
hold on the sheriff’s office to 
a close.

Jim Stocker’s tenure as 
sheriff lasted but a single 
term, when he was defeat-
ed by Upland Police Chief 
Eugene Mueller. Mueller 
suffered a similar fate, los-
ing to Frank Bland in the 
1954 election after serving 
one term. Bland was the 
police chief of Needles and 
a one-time FBI agent, and 
he campaigned on an anti-
corruption platform, calling 

for the closure of the houses 
of prostitution that existed 
in the urban and rural areas 
and the pinball halls sprout-
ing up like weeds in the 
county’s cities where they 
were distracting teenagers 
from doing their homework. 
Upon election, Bland held 
true to his word and em-
barked on an effort to shutter 
the county’s various dens of 
iniquity, major and minor. 
Bland would be reelected 
six times. In the course of his 
tenure as sheriff, he would 
establish a political machine 
that held a cinch lock-hold 
on the office of sheriff, con-
sisting of scores of political 
donors who filled his cam-
paign coffers and made run-
ning against him successful-
ly a virtual impossibility.  He 
further dedicated detectives 
assigned to the sheriff’s ad-
ministrative echelon to gath-
er intelligence on prominent 
county citizens, judges and 
elected officials. Bland’s po-
litical invulnerability drew 
to him even more support as 
time went on and nearly ev-
ery mover and shaker in the 
county would pay homage 
to him, either in the form of 
political contributions or en-
dorsements or both. Bland 
would return the favor, en-
dorsing candidates of his 
liking and putting the arm 
on his donors to in turn sup-
port his political choices. His 
kingmaking status extended 
to members of the bench. 
While the governor had the 
power to appoint judges, 
state judges did not serve 
indefinitely, and had to seek 
reelection every sixth year. 
Bland withheld his endorse-
ment from those judges who 
demonstrated themselves 
to be in his estimation soft 
on crime and anything less 
than solid supporters of law 
enforcement, and would in-
stead vector as much money 
and electioneering assis-
tance to any lawyer with the 
right attitude who would run 
against them. Rarely did a 
judge remain on the bench 
if Bland was determined to 
see him removed.

So powerful was Bland 
as a political, social and legal 
entity that he twice over-
came political disasters that 
would have very likely felled 
any other candidate.

In 1966, information sur-
faced that Bland himself had 
pilfered thousands of dollars 
from a fund that had been 
set up to provide his depu-
ties working the vice/nar-
cotics detail with money for 
drug buys, to place bets with 
bookies or make the mon-
etary exchanges needed to 
arrest pimps and prostitutes. 
Despite the revelation, Bland 
remained in office and was 
never molested by the dis-
trict attorney as he was able 
to bury the negative public-

ity under an avalanche of 
positive-sounding political 
mailers and handbills, and 
gain re-election.

In 1978, Bland again 
dodged a mortal bullet when 
a scandal enveloped his 
campaign that showed 24 
years after his maiden cam-
paign for sheriff based upon 
eradicating the county of 
the scourge of prostitution, 
his department had become 
mired in questionable ties 
with ladies of the evening. 
At a Bland campaign fund-
raiser in April of that year at 
Sweeten Hall in Rancho Cu-
camonga, donors and others 
in attendance with Bland 
were offered the services 
of prostitutes inside a trailer 
within the hall’s parking lot. 
A bust of the proceedings 
corralled a couple of the 
girls, a member of the sher-
iff’s department and one of 
Bland’s supporters. The en-
suing case was prosecuted 
by Deputy District Attor-
ney Bill Parker, leading to 
revelations about the matter 
that came too late to prevent 
Bland from being elected to 
serve a seventh term.

In 1982, an increasingly 
alcoholic Bland had been 
weakened by the revela-
tions from the Sweeten Hall 
incident as well as a scan-
dal over his department 
members’ appropriation 
of stolen goods recovered 
in the course of his de-
partment’s operations. At 
that point, Bland, then 69, 
stepped down, intending 
to hand off the reins to his 
second-in-command, Un-
dersheriff Floyd Jones. But 
Jones had a heart condition. 
Instead, the Bland Politi-
cal Machine swung in be-
hind Bland’s second choice, 
Floyd Tidwell, an inspector 
and assistant sheriff with the 
department.

The development com-
munity had long before dem-
onstrated itself as a powerful 
element in the sheriff’s elec-
tioneering team. In 1982, 
Garry Brown, the executive 
director of the Baldy View 
Chapter of the Building In-
dustry Association, served 
as Tidwell’s campaign 
manager. Tidwell hand-
ily defeated his opponent, a 
one-time sheriff’s captain, 
Chuck Callahan, who was 
considered a renegade with 
the department for defying 
Bland’s will.

Just prior to the 1986 
election, Garry Brown was 
caught on tape telling under-
cover operative David Ken-
neth Thomas that he and 
another key Bland political 
supporter, James Hunter 
Price, could arrange for 
Thomas and those Thomas 
was associated with to get 
licensing for and open mas-
sage parlors that would be 
fronts for brothels. The own-

ers of those establishments 
could prevent arrests of 
their employees and evade 
prosecution of themselves 
and their businesses’ opera-
tors through the delivery of 
large-scale campaign contri-
butions to the sheriff, Brown 
and Price told Thomas, 
who was wearing a hidden 
sound recording device. 
That money would provide 
the bordellos’ operators with 
advance warning of the time 
and place of vice operations, 
Brown and Price said.

Brown and Price, as well 
as Herschel Jennings, the 
operator of two such opera-
tions in Bloomington and 
Adelanto, were arrested 
and charged with activity 
relating to keeping a house 
of prostitution, along with 
several girls who worked in 
the massage parlors. That 
scandal did not prevent 
Tidwell from being elected 
in 1986, but revelations 
about the case, including 
Thomas’s alleged suicide 
during an armed standoff 
with 27 sheriff’s deputies in 
1988, threatened Tidwell’s 
prospects for reelection in 
1990. He stepped down 
and the political machine 
that Bland had created was 
made available to Tidwell’s 
hand-picked designee, Dick 
Williams.

Williams cruised to an 
overwhelming victory and 
served one term as sheriff. 
Williams, however, was not 
a horseman, as had been 
Bland and Tidwell before 
him. This clashed with a 
central element of the de-
partment’s culture. Williams 
handed the political machine 
over to Gary Penrod, at that 
time a deputy chief with the 
department who was a cow-
boy and a roping partner 
with Tidwell on the rodeo 
circuit. Penrod used more 
than $500,000 in campaign 
money provided to him by 
the Bland machine to hold 
off challenges by six other 
candidates in the 1994 race. 
Penrod was reelected three 
times before he retired half-
way through his fourth term 
in 2009, as he was about to 
be engulfed in a scandal re-
lating to his sale of honorary 
deputy status for political 
contributions. Penrod rec-
ommended Rod Hoops as 
his successor. The board of 
supervisors complied with 
his wishes, and when Hoops 
opted to retire, that ritual 
was repeated when he rec-
ommended McMahon.

It is worth noting that in 
the cases of Penrod, Hoops 
and McMahon, their deci-
sions to leave office each 
came at the point at which 
they had maximized the 
pensions they could receive. 
As law enforcement veter-
ans, each was entitled to a 
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for its costs in having the 
personnel and equipment to 
maintain the ladder truck.

Robinson pointed out 

that the city already has an 
arrangement with the San 
Manuel Band of Mission In-
dians by which some reve-
nue from the casino the tribe 
runs is diverted to the city 
to ensure that it has a ladder 
truck on standby. He asked, 
essentially, that TREH Part-
ners be permitted to piggy-
back on the service already 
defrayed by San Manuel. 

He said if the city insisted 
on adhering to the specific 
plan requirement, TREH 
would reduce the three story 
structures to two stories, but 
would not reduce the num-
ber of residential units, in-
stead spreading them over a 
larger portion of the project 
footprint, and thereby elimi-
nating or radically reducing 
open space.

Councilman John Tim-
mer, a retired firefighter, not-
ed the importance of having 
the ladder truck available. 
When he indicated that he 
was willing to risk allowing 
the project to proceed with-
out TREH Partners having 
to cover the cost of outfit-
ting and manning the ladder 
truck, the rest of the council 
went along. Timmer said the 

city was taking a risk. “If, 
for whatever reason, we can-
cel it [the arrangement with 
San Manuel to provide the 
ladder truck], we, as a city, 
are going to have to make 
significant decisions on ser-
vice reductions because we 
will have to provide a ladder 
truck. We have to be aware 
of that, even if it is highly 
unlikely.”

Timmer motioned that 
the conditions of approval 
relating to the ladder truck 
be suspended, and the 
Greenspot Crossings project 
be approved. Councilman 
Larry McCallon seconded 
the motion, and the vote was 
passed unanimously, with 
the support of Lilburn and 
Solano.

-Mark Gutglueck

California Association of 
Governments, a regional 
joint powers agency consist-
ing of Los Angeles, Ventura, 
Orange, Riverside, Imperial 
and San Bernardino coun-
ties, Redlands must con-
struct 4,487 dwelling units 
between now and the end 
of 2028, of which 1,248 are 
to be priced to be affordable 
to those with very low in-
come, 789 for those with low 
income, 830 for those with 
moderate income, and 1,620 
for those with above moder-
ate income. Both inside and 
outside of Redlands, there 
are Californians intent on re-
sisting those mandates being 
dictated from Sacramento.

In September, the grass-
roots group Friends of 
Redlands, working in con-
junction with Redlands for 
Responsible Growth Man-
agement, began gathering 
signatures to force a vote on 
what the allowable height 
limit on Redlands build-
ings is to be. The proposed 
Friends of Redlands’ initia-
tive calls for disallowing 
buildings taller than two 
stories next to single-story 
homes without the consent of 
the owner of the single-story 
home, limiting the height of 
buildings downtown, which 
involves the University of 
Redlands Transit Villages 
Area, to no more than 50 feet, 
and the permitting of build-
ings to a height of no more 
than 62 feet – tantamount 
to four stories – in the New 
York Street/ESRI Transit 
Village Area. The initiative 
would further require that 
the city council unanimously 
approve making any density 
intensifications on projects, 
and it would layer greater 
parking provision require-
ments on developers seeking 
project approvals. To qualify 
the initiative for the ballot in 
2022, the petitioners needed 
ten percent of Redlands’ 
42,000 voters to affix their 
signatures to the ballot appli-
cation. To force the election 
to be held this year, within 
109 days of the requisite 
number of signatures being 
verified, Friends of Redlands 
needs 15 percent of the city’s 
voters – 6,409 – to sign the 

petition.
In April, the Redlands 

Planning Commission made 
a recommendation that Vil-
lage Partners Ventures LLC 
be allowed to transform the 
largely vacant 11.15-acre 
Redlands Mall, into a me-
lange of mixed-uses includ-
ing residential, retail, office 
professional quarters, restau-
rants, recreational facilities 
and a six-story parking struc-
ture around a pedestrian 
plaza and swimming pool, 
with multi-story residential 
buildings of three, four and 
five vertical levels.

On Monday, June 7, 2021, 
representatives with Friends 
of Redlands and Redlands 
for Responsible Growth 
Management, including 
95-year-old former Redlands 
Mayor Bill Cunningham, 
wheeled into Redlands City 
Hall three huge boxes con-
taining petitions calling for 
a special election to stop tall 
and dense development to 
which 7,715 signatures were 
affixed. Those petitions were 
turned over to City Clerk 
Jeanne Donaldson.

Donaldson is to count 
and verify the signatures to 
determine if the referendum 
on high rises will take place 
this year or next year.

City officials, who are 
in favor of Village Partners 
Ventures’ proposal, have 
been working behind the 
scenes to facilitate that plan. 
They are hoping against 
hope that Donaldson will 
find grounds to discard as in-
valid at least 1,307 of the sig-
natures, which would mean 
that the high rise limitation 
referendum will not be held 
until next year – Novem-
ber of 2022 – which will be 
long enough for the coun-
cil to fully process Village 
Partners Ventures’ project 
application, have the council 
approve it, and allow ground 
to be broken on the project, 
rendering the outcome of the 
vote on the high rise limita-
tion initiative inapplicable to 
the Redlands Mall replace-
ment project.

Running parallel to all 
of this is the consideration 
that for years, the City of 
Redlands has been seek-
ing an economical way to 

deal with the overcrowded 
quarters in its police and 
fire departments. In 2008, 
structural and seismic stabil-
ity problems with the city’s 
safety hall building, which 
was built in 1961 and had 
served for more than 45 
years as the police depart-
ment headquarters, led to a 
decision to have the police 
administration function out 
of a building in the city’s 
downtown and have the rest 
of the department function 
out of makeshift quarters 
elsewhere, including for a 
time a fire station. At present 
police personnel work out of 
a temporary structure at the 
city’s corporate yard.

This week, the city coun-
cil secured an option to buy 
the 40-year-old Redlands 
Federal Bank Building.

The City Council on 
Tuesday, June 15, approved 
a tentative purchase and sale 
agreement for the Citrus 
Center, formerly known as 
the Redlands Federal Bank 
Building, at 300 East State 
Street. Built in 1981 to house 
Redlands Federal Bank, a 
major Redlands institution, it 
stands at six stories, the high-
est structure in the city. It is 
owned by one of Redlands’ 
leading citizens, Jack Dan-
germond, the owner/founder 
of the digital mapping cor-
poration ESRI, and his wife 
Laura, through one of their 
corporate entities, Redlands 
Community Investment 
Corporation.

The city purchased for 
$500,000 the option to pur-
chase the building, using 
capital available from the 
account the city has created 
for a future City Hall/Civic 
Center/Safety Hall. The op-
tion locks in the city’s oppor-
tunity to purchase the edifice 
for $16 million. The half mil-
lion dollars paid to secure 
the option will go toward the 
purchase if the acquisition is 
made before the option’s ex-
piration. The building is large 
enough to house both the fire 
department administration 
and all of the police depart-
ment, as well as parts or all of 
some other city departments, 
city officials maintain. City 
staff is to now undertake a 
two-month exploration of 
whether the building can be 
easily adapted, through vari-
ous tenant improvements, to 
essentially serve as City Hall, 
which is to include the police 

headquarters and offices for 
the fire department adminis-
tration.

The city council’s action 
taken Tuesday on a 4-to-0 
vote with Councilman Paul 
Foster absent, came two 
weeks after the full council, 
meeting in a closed session 
on June 1, voted to send a 
signal to the Redlands Com-
munity Investment Cor-
poration that it was willing 
to make the purchase if the 
price could be kept no higher 
than $16 million.

Unstated by the city coun-
cil was that the purchase of 
the Citrus Center clears the 
way for the development of 
Village Partners Ventures’ 
project, since it would seem 
to draw to a close any pos-
sibility that the city might lo-
cate a future civic center onto 
all or a significant portion of 
the 11-acre mall property.

Fred Dill, a city resi-
dent and local attorney who 
maintains a law office on 
Brookside Avenue, sought to 
dissuade the city from com-
mitting to the purchase of the 
Citrus Center.

Dill rather suggested that 
the city could make a more 
economic use of the mall 
property, if it could acquire it, 
by converting it to civic use.

“For many years, the 
big problem for the historic 
downtown has been the 
almost empty mall,” Dill 
wrote to the city council in a 
letter dated June 14, one day 
before the council met. “For 
a decade, at least three dif-
ferent ‘would-be developers’ 
have ‘owned the mall.’ They 
have sought to tear it down 
and replace it with a combi-
nation of one-story commer-
cial and high rise residential. 
The second ‘would-be devel-
oper’ wanted to build on the 
907 associated parking spac-
es. The then-council oblig-
ingly sold it the spaces. The 
council realized there were 
zoning problems with the 
would-be developer’s plans 
and placed Measure G on the 
ballot to solve those troubles. 
The voters overwhelmingly 
defeated Measure G.”

Measure G sought to lib-
eralized building standards 
in Redlands.

Dill’s letter further noted, 
“The majority of the council 
chose to ignore the vote and 
recently gave a tentative ap-
proval to a development that 

would use all the mall and all 
the parking spaces and in-
clude a six-story parking ga-
rage and multistory residen-
tial units. Tearing down the 
mall building would be very 
expensive and take up a great 
deal of space in a landfill. A 
group of Redlands voters has 
a referendum petition pend-
ing which would limit the 
height of buildings which 
could be built on the mall 
land. The proponents believe 
there are enough signatures 
to require a special election 
to vote on the referendum. 
If the referendum passes, the 
pending developer’s propos-
al would not be possible.”

The city is going in the 
wrong direction, Dill said, 
and should examine more 
fully the options it has before 
it.

“With very little notice, 
the council now appears 
poised to purchase the 
40-year-old six story build-
ing at 300 E. State Street for 
needed ‘space for city facili-
ties.’ The city would pay $16 
million with the initial de-
posit from funds ‘designated 
for the provisions of a future 
City/Safety Hall.’ The mon-
ey received from the sale of 
the safety hall was pledged to 
be used for a new safety hall 
not a City Hall.”

Dill continued, “A great 
part of the space in the 300 E 
State Street building is rented 
to various tenants and the 
agreement with the owner 
says the city ‘will assume 
all leases and rents from the 
property.’ Little space would 
be available for the ‘city fa-
cilities.’ The building is in 
no way suitable to replace 
the safety hall, although the 
Redlands Police Department 
is in temporary facilities at 
the city yard along with the 
garbage trucks and the like. 
The city offices are spread 
around in the old bank build-

ing and offices formerly 
used by the telephone com-
pany. While the city no lon-
ger owns the mall and the 
907 parking spaces, the un-
occupied portions of the mall 
could be quickly, easily and 
inexpensively converted to a 
police station and adjoining 
City Hall and office space.”

The city needs to care-
fully assess what it is buying 
into with the purchase of the 
Citrus Center, Dill said.

“The building at 300 
E. State Street can have all 
sorts of problems, particu-
larly with the large number 
of tenants with leases,” Dill 
wrote. “The city needs to do 
an exhaustive investigation 
of all aspects of the property 
and parking before seriously 
considering its purchase.”

Before the opportunity 
eludes the city and citizen 
opposition to the high rise as-
pect of Village Partners Ven-
ture’s proposal dooms it, Dill 
said, the city should seriously 
consider the advantages of 
acquiring the mall property 
for use as a comprehensive 
civic center.

“The city doesn’t own the 
mall and parking places,” 
Dill acknowledged, but as-
serted that the property will 
likely be available at a rela-
tively affordable price, given 
that those who now control it 
are unlikely to get clearance 
to proceed with the inten-
sive uses they have hopes to 
achieve there.

“The ‘would-be devel-
oper’ who owns them may 
be waiting another ten years 
with no income or develop-
ment from most of its invest-
ment,” Dill said. “Before 
racing forward to buy 300 
E. State Street, the council 
should explore acquiring the 
mall and parking for a real 
police station and a real City 
Hall.”

-Mark Gutglueck

his political war chest. Four 
of the candidates Valdivia 
and Davis had vanquished 
in the June race were Demo-
crats, which was an indi-
cation of how Republican 
money outmatched greater 

Democratic voter numbers. 
Being a Republican in San 
Bernardino should have 
been a disadvantage. 49.1 
percent of the city’s regis-
tered voters are Democrats 
while just 21.7 percent of the 
city’s voters are Republicans. 
Nevertheless, Republicans 
tended to turn out to vote 
at a rate of better than two-
to-one as compared to the 
Democrats. What’s more, 

A Political Chame-
leon, For A Time 
Valdivia Had The 
Best Of Multiple 
Worlds  
from front page 
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Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
NOTICE OF SALE OF AUTO-

MOBILE
Notice is hereby given pursu-

ant to  Sections 3071 of the Civil 
Code of the  State of California the 
undersigned will  sell the following 
vehicle(s) at lien sale at  said address 
below on: 07/02/2021 09:00 AM

Year of Car / Make of Car / Ve-
hicle ID No. / License No. (State)

 15 TAK / 1T9AS4828FB540103 
/4PU3759 CA

To be sold by ASAP TRUCK 
AND TRAILER REPAIR 14643 
RANCHO VISTA DR FONTANA 
CA 92335

Said sale is for the purpose of 
satisfying   lien for together with costs 
of advertising   and expenses of sale. 

Published on: 06/18/21

 

NOTICE OF SALE OF AUTO-
MOBILE

Notice is hereby given pursu-
ant to    Sections 3071 of the Civil 
Code of the    State of California the 
undersigned will   sell the following 
vehicle(s) at lien sale at   said address 
below on: 07/02/2021 09:00 AM

Year of Car / Make of Car / Ve-
hicle ID No. / License No. (State)

07 VOLVO / 4V4NC-
9GH97N457923/XP04311 CA

To be sold by CELINE ROBIO 
14225 ANON CT  CHINO CA 91710

Said sale is for the purpose of sat-
isfying  lien for together with costs of 
adertising  and expenses of sale. 

Published on: 06/18/21

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE NUMBER  
CIVSB2112480

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner: STEVEN 
LIK KONG and OLIVIA LILI 
LEE filed with this court for a de-
cree changing names as follows:

YUEQING JIANG    to    
VICKY KAWAI KONG 

ELLISON JIANG      to     
ELLISON MINGTOW KONG

NICOLAS KONG     to     
NICOLAS MINGTAK KONG

THE COURT ORDERS that 
all persons interested in this mat-
ter appear before this court at the 
hearing indicated below to show 
cause, if any, why the petition 
for change of name should not be 
granted. Any person objecting 
to the name changes described 
above must file a written objec-
tion that includes the reasons for 
the objection at least two court 
days before the matter is sched-
uled to be heard and must appear 
at the hearing to show cause why 
the petition should not be granted. 
If no written objection is timely 
filed, the court may grant the pe-
tition without a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 07/21/21
Time: 9:00 a.m.
Department: S16
The address of the court is 

Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, San 
Bernardino District - Civil Di-
vision, 247 West Third Street, 
Same as above, San Bernardino, 
CA 92415, San Bernardino

IT IS FURTHER OR-
DERED that a copy of this order 
be published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel in San Ber-
nardino County California, once 
a week for four successive weeks 
prior to the date set for hearing of 
the petition.

Dated: May 6, 2021
Lynn M. Poncin
Judge of the Superior Court.
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on  
05/28/21, 06/04/21, 06/11/21 & 
06/18/21

FBN 20210004235 The fol-
lowing entity is doing business 
as RESILIENT MARTIAL 
ARTS AND FITNESS 8654 
BAY LAUREL STREET CHI-
NO, CA 91708: EXCELLENT 
ENGLISH EXPERIENCE, INC. 
8654 BAY LAUREL STREET 
CHINO, CA 91708 This Business 
is Conducted By: A CORPORA-
TION BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL IN-
FORMATION IN THIS STATE-
MENT IS TRUE AND COR-
RECT. 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 informa-
tion on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing. S/ 
GYANGDI LIU This statement 
was filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 4/22/2021 
I hereby certify that this is a cor-
rect copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office. Began 
Transacting Business: APRIL 16, 
2021 County Clerk, Deputy I1327 
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 state-
ment 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 4/23, 
4/30, 5/7, 5/14, 2021 & Corrected 
on: 05/28/21, 06/04/21, 06/11/21, 
06/18/21

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210005012
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: Wildland’s Ranch, 
9330 High Road, Apple Valley, CA 
92308, Sara Molina, 9330 High Road, 
Apple Valley, CA 92308

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual  

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 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 becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/Sara Molina   
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
05/11/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 
04/12/2021

County Clerk, s/ I1327
NOTICE- This fictitious business 

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 viola-
tion of the rights of another under fed-
eral, state, or common law (see section 
14400 et. Seq. Business & Professions 
Code).

06/04/21, 06/11/21, 06/18/21, 
06/25/21

 
FBN 20210004494 The follow-

ing entity is doing business as RESIL-
IENT MARTIAL ARTS AND FIT-
NESS 8654 BAY LAUREL STREET 
CHINO, CAL 91708: EXCELLENT 
ENGLISH EXPERIENCE, INC. 8654 
BAY LAUREL STREET CHINO, 
CAL 91708 This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION BY SIGNING 
BELOW, I DECLARE THAT ALL 
INFORMATION IN THIS STATE-
MENT IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A 
registrant who declares as true informa-
tion, 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/ GYANGDI LIU This 
statement was filed with the County 
Clerk of San Bernardino on: 4/29/2021 
I hereby certify that this is a correct 
copy of the original statement on file in 
my office. Began Transacting Business: 
APRIL 23, 2021 County Clerk, Deputy 
I1327 NOTICE- This fictitious business 
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 viola-
tion of the rights of another under fed-
eral, state, or common law (see section 
14400 et. Seq. Business & Professions 
Code). Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on 4/30, 5/7, 5/14, 
5/21, 2021 and Corrected on: 06/04/21, 
06/11/21, 06/18/21, 06/25/21

 

NOTICE OF PETITION TO AD-
MINISTER ESTATE OF:  LINDA  
JO  DYGERT

CASE NO. PROPS 2100055 
To all heirs, beneficiaries, credi-

tors, contingent creditors, and persons 
who may otherwise be interested in the 
will or estate, or both of   LINDA  JO  
DYGERT  

A PETITION FOR PROBATE has 
been filed by STEVEN D. DYGERT       
in the Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDINO. 

THE PETITION FOR PROBATE 
requests that STEVEN D. DYGERT     
be appointed as personal representative 
to administer the estate of the decedent. 

The petition requests the dece-

dent’s wills and codicils, if any, be 
admitted to probate. The will and any 
codicils are available for examination 
in the file kept by the court. 

THE PETITION requests author-
ity to administer the estate under the 
Independent Administration of Estates 
Act. (This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take many 
actions without obtaining court ap-
proval. Before taking certain very im-
portant actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required to give 
notice to interested persons unless they 
have waived notice or consented to the 
proposed action.) The independent ad-
ministration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files an ob-
jection 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. S-36P at 9:00 a.m. 
on JULY 28, 2021 at Superior Court of 
California, County of San Bernardino, 
247 West Third Street, San Bernardino, 
CA 92415, San Bernardino District.

IF YOU OBJECT to the granting 
of the petition, you should appear at the 
hearing and state your objections 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 repre-
sentative appointed by the court within 
the later of either (1) four months from 
the date of first issuance of letters to a 
general personal representative, as de-
fined in section 58(b) of the California 
Probate Code, or (2) 60 days from the 
date of mailing 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 consult with 
an attorney knowledgeable in Califor-
nia law.

YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a person in-
terested in the estate, you may file with 
the court a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of an inven-
tory 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:  MI-
CHAEL C. MADDUX, ESQ.

1894 COMMERCENTER WEST, 
SUITE 108

SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92408
Telephone No: (909) 890-2350
Fax No: (909) 890-0106 
Published in the San Bernardino 

County Sentinel on June 11, 18 & 25, 
2021.

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF:  
RUFUS BIAS, JR.

CASE NO. PROPS 2100054 
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may otherwise 
be interested in the will or estate, 
or both of   RUFUS BIAS, JR  

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by ELLA 
LOUISE CARODINE       in the 
Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDI-
NO. 

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that ELLA LOU-
ISE CARODINE     be appointed 
as personal representative to 
administer the estate of the de-
cedent. 

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the estate 
under the Independent Admin-
istration of Estates Act. (This 
authority will allow the personal 
representative to take many ac-
tions without obtaining court 
approval. Before taking certain 
very important actions, however, 
the personal representative will 
be required to give notice to in-
terested persons unless they have 
waived notice or consented to the 
proposed action.) The indepen-
dent administration authority 
will be granted unless an inter-
ested 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. S-36 
at 9:00 a.m. on JULY 22, 2021 
at Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Bernardi-
no, CA 92415, San Bernardino 
District.

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

IF YOU ARE A CREDI-
TOR or a contingent creditor 
of the decedent, you must file 
your claim with the court and 
mail a copy to the personal rep-
resentative appointed by the 
court within the later of either 
(1) four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mailing 
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 consult 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 Re-
quest for Special Notice (form 
DE-154) of the filing of an inven-
tory and appraisal of estate assets 
or of any petition or account as 
provided in Probate Code sec-
tion 1250. A Request for Special 
Notice form is available from the 
court clerk.

Attorney for the Petitioner:  
MICHAEL C. MADDUX, ESQ.

1894 COMMERCENTER 
WEST, SUITE 108

SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92408

Telephone No: (909) 890-
2350

Fax No: (909) 890-0106 
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on June 
11, 18 & 25, 2021.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF:  RICHARD SAM-
UEL BROTZMAN.

CASE NO. PROPS 2100048 
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may otherwise 
be interested in the will or estate, 
or both of   RICHARD SAMU-
EL BROTZMAN

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by NORMA 
BROTZMAN       in the Superior 
Court of California, County of 
SAN BERNARDINO. 

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that NORMA 
BROTZMAN     be appointed 
as personal representative to 
administer the estate of the de-
cedent. 

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the estate 
under the Independent Admin-
istration of Estates Act. (This 
authority will allow the personal 
representative to take many ac-
tions without obtaining court 
approval. Before taking certain 
very important actions, however, 
the personal representative will 
be required to give notice to in-
terested persons unless they have 
waived notice or consented to the 
proposed action.) The indepen-
dent administration authority 
will be granted unless an inter-
ested 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. S-36 
at 9:00 a.m. on JULY 19, 2021 
at Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Bernardi-
no, CA 92415, San Bernardino 
District.

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

IF YOU ARE A CREDI-
TOR or a contingent creditor 
of the decedent, you must file 
your claim with the court and 
mail a copy to the personal rep-
resentative appointed by the 
court within the later of either 
(1) four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mailing 

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 consult 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 Re-
quest for Special Notice (form 
DE-154) of the filing of an inven-
tory and appraisal of estate assets 
or of any petition or account as 
provided in Probate Code sec-
tion 1250. A Request for Special 
Notice form is available from the 
court clerk.

Attorney for the Petitioner:  
JOHN G. WURM, ESQ.

The LAW OFFICES of 
JOHN G. WURM

P.O. Box 1875, Lake Arrow-
head, CA 92352

Phone (909) 337.2557 - Fax 
(909) 336.3697

E-Mail: thefirmlakearrow-
head@gmail.com

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on June 
11, 18 & 25, 2021.

T.S. No. 20-20233-SP-CA 
Title No. 200098701-CA-VOI 
A.P.N. 1083-201-71-0-000 NO-
TICE OF TRUSTEE’S SALE. 
YOU ARE IN DEFAULT UN-
DER A DEED OF TRUST DAT-
ED 09/04/2001. UNLESS YOU 
TAKE ACTION TO PROTECT 
YOUR PROPERTY, IT MAY 
BE SOLD AT A PUBLIC SALE. 
IF YOU NEED AN EXPLANA-
TION OF THE NATURE OF 
THE PROCEEDING AGAINST 
YOU, YOU SHOULD CON-
TACT A LAWYER. A public 
auction sale to the highest bidder 
for cash, (cashier’s check(s) must 
be made payable to National 
Default Servicing Corporation), 
drawn on a state or national bank, 
a check drawn by a state or feder-
al credit union, or a check drawn 
by a state or federal savings and 
loan association, savings asso-
ciation, or savings bank specified 
in Section 5102 of the Financial 
Code and authorized to do busi-
ness in this state; will be held 
by the duly appointed trustee as 
shown below, of all right, title, 
and interest conveyed to and now 
held by the trustee in the herein-
after described property under 
and pursuant to a Deed of Trust 
described below. The sale will be 
made in an “as is” condition, but 
without covenant or warranty, 
expressed or implied, regarding 
title, possession, or encumbranc-
es, to pay the remaining principal 
sum of the note(s) secured by the 
Deed of Trust, with interest and 
late charges thereon, as provided 
in the note(s), advances, under 
the terms of the Deed of Trust, 
interest thereon, fees, charges 
and expenses of the Trustee for 
the total amount (at the time of 
the initial publication of the No-
tice of Sale) reasonably estimated 
to be set forth below. The amount 
may be greater on the day of sale. 
Trustor: Mario Juarez and Hilda 
Juarez, husband and wife as joint 
tenants Duly Appointed Trustee: 
National Default Servicing Cor-
poration Recorded 09/12/2001 as 
Instrument No. 20010414009 (or 
Book, Page) of the Official Re-
cords of San Bernardino County, 
CA. Date of Sale: 07/08/2021 
at 1:00 PM Place of Sale: At 
the Main (South) Entrance to 
the City of Chino Civic Center, 
13220 Central Avenue, Chino, 
CA. 91710 Estimated amount 
of unpaid balance and other 
charges: $275,020.32 Street Ad-
dress or other common designa-
tion of real property: 2838 South 
Pine Valley Avenue Ontario, 
CA 91761 A.P.N.: 1083-201-71-
0-000 The undersigned Trustee 
disclaims any liability for any in-
correctness of the street address 
or other common designation, 
if any, shown above. If no street 
address or other common desig-
nation is shown, directions to the 
location of the property may be 
obtained by sending a written re-
quest to the beneficiary within 10 
days of the date of first publica-

tion of this Notice of Sale. If the 
Trustee is unable to convey title 
for any reason, the successful 
bidder’s sole and exclusive rem-
edy shall be the return of monies 
paid to the Trustee, and the suc-
cessful bidder shall have no fur-
ther recourse. The requirements 
of California Civil Code Section 
2923.5(b)/2923.55(c) were ful-
filled when the Notice of Default 
was recorded. NOTICE TO PO-
TENTIAL BIDDERS: If you are 
considering bidding on this prop-
erty lien, you should understand 
that there are risks involved in 
bidding at a trustee auction. You 
will be bidding on a lien, not on 
the property itself. Placing the 
highest bid at a trustee auction 
does not automatically entitle 
you to free and clear ownership 
of the property. You should also 
be aware that the lien being auc-
tioned off may be a junior lien. If 
you are the highest bidder at the 
auction, you are or may be re-
sponsible for paying off all liens 
senior to the lien being auctioned 
off, before you can receive clear 
title to the property. You are 
encouraged to investigate the 
existence, priority, and size of 
outstanding liens that may exist 
on this property by contacting 
the county recorder’s office or a 
title insurance company, either of 
which may charge you a fee for 
this information. If you consult 
either of these resources, you 
should be aware that the same 
lender may hold more than one 
mortgage or deed of trust on the 
property. NOTICE TO PROP-
ERTY OWNER: The sale date 
shown on this notice of sale may 
be postponed one or more times 
by the mortgagee, beneficiary, 
trustee, or a court, pursuant to 
Section 2924g of the California 
Civil Code. The law requires that 
information about trustee sale 
postponements be made avail-
able to you and to the public, as 
a courtesy to those not present 
at the sale. If you wish to learn 
whether your sale date has been 
postponed, and, if applicable, the 
rescheduled time and date for the 
sale of this property, you may 
call or visit this Internet Web site 
www.ndscorp.com/sales, using 
the file number assigned to this 
case 20-20233-SP-CA. Informa-
tion about postponements that 
are very short in duration or 
that occur close in time to the 
scheduled sale may not immedi-
ately be reflected in the telephone 
information or on the Internet 
Web site. The best way to verify 
postponement information is to 
attend the scheduled sale. Date: 
05/27/2021 National Default 
Servicing Corporation c/o Tif-
fany & Bosco, P.A., its agent, 
1455 Frazee Road, Suite 820 
San Diego, CA 92108 Toll Free 
Phone: 888-264-4010 Sales Line 
855-219-8501; Sales Website: 
www.ndscorp.com By: Rachael 
Hamilton, Trustee Sales Repre-
sentative 06/11/2021, 06/18/2021, 
06/25/2021 CPP 351126

 

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF:  

Anna Lucille Harris
Case NO. PROSB2100078
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may otherwise 
be interested in the will or estate, 
or both of Anna Lucille Harris

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by George 
Gill in the Superior Court of 
California, County of San Ber-
nardino.

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that George Gill 
be appointed as personal repre-
sentative to administer the estate 
of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the estate 
under the Independent Admin-
istration of Estates Act. (This 
authority will allow the personal 
representative to take many ac-
tions without obtaining court 
approval. Before taking certain 
very important actions, however, 
the personal representative will 
be required to give notice to in-
terested persons unless they have 
waived notice or consented to the 

proposed action.) The indepen-
dent administration authority 
will be granted unless an inter-
ested 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. S37 
at 9:00 a.m. on July 15, 2021 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West 3rd St, San Bernardino, CA 
92415-0212, Branch Name: Pro-
bate Division. Telephonic Ap-
pearance-Department S37: The 
courthouse is temporarily closed. 
The hearing must be attended by 
telephone. Telephonic appear-
ances are highly encouraged and 
may be scheduled using court 
call by dialing 1-888-882-6878 
or by contacting the courtroom 
directly. Only individuals and at-
torneys appearing on a case will 
be allowed into the courtroom.

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

IF YOU ARE A CREDI-
TOR or a contingent creditor 
of the decedent, you must file 
your claim with the court and 
mail a copy to the personal rep-
resentative appointed by the 
court within the later of either 
(1) four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mailing 
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 consult 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 Re-
quest for Special Notice (form 
DE-154) of the filing of an inven-
tory and appraisal of estate assets 
or of any petition or account as 
provided in Probate Code sec-
tion 1250. A Request for Special 
Notice form is available from the 
court clerk.

Attorney for Petitioner:
Gary A. Foltz
1770 Iowa Avenue, Suite 110
Riverside, CA 92507
Telephone No: (951) 784-

0244
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on:
06/11/21, 06/18/21, 06/25/21

 
 

 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
20210006146

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: GPF Processing 
& Marketing, 7266 Aloe Court, Ran-
cho Cucamonga, CA 91739, Mailing 
Address: 7266 Aloe Court, Rancho 
Cucamonga, CA 91739, Green Private 
Funding LLC, 7266 Aloe Court, Ran-
cho Cucamonga, CA 91739

Business is Conducted By: A 
Limited Liability Company  

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 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 becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/Mike Green    
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
06/10/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 
09/22/20

County Clerk, s/ I1327
NOTICE- This fictitious business 

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 viola-
tion of the rights of another under fed-
eral, state, or common law (see section 
14400 et. Seq. Business & Professions 
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FICTITIOUS BUSINESS NAME  
STATEMENT FILE NO-20210006103

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Lovely Crafts by 
Kary, 948 N Calaveras Ave, Ontario, 
CA 91764, Mailing Address: 948 N 
Calaveras Ave, Ontario, CA 91764, Jea-
nette K Montiel, 948 N Calaveras Ave, 
Ontario, CA 91764

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual  

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 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 becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/Jeanette K. Montiel    
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
06/09/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 
01/26/21

County Clerk, s/ I1327
NOTICE- This fictitious business 

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 viola-
tion of the rights of another under fed-
eral, state, or common law (see section 
14400 et. Seq. Business & Professions 
Code).

06/11/21, 06/18/21, 06/25/21, 
07/02/21

T.S. No. 19-20943-SP-CA 
Title No. 191126841-CA-VOI 
A.P.N. 1004-231-44-0-000 NO-
TICE OF TRUSTEE’S SALE. 
YOU ARE IN DEFAULT 
UNDER A DEED OF TRUST 
DATED 08/13/2003. UNLESS 
YOU TAKE ACTION TO PRO-
TECT YOUR PROPERTY, IT 
MAY BE SOLD AT A PUB-
LIC SALE. IF YOU NEED 
AN EXPLANATION OF THE 
NATURE OF THE PROCEED-
ING AGAINST YOU, YOU 
SHOULD CONTACT A LAW-
YER. A public auction sale to 
the highest bidder for cash, (ca-
shier’s check(s) must be made 
payable to National Default Ser-
vicing Corporation), drawn on a 
state or national bank, a check 
drawn by a state or federal credit 
union, or a check drawn by a 
state or federal savings and loan 
association, savings association, 
or savings bank specified in Sec-
tion 5102 of the Financial Code 
and authorized to do business 
in this state; will be held by the 
duly appointed trustee as shown 
below, of all right, title, and in-
terest conveyed to and now held 
by the trustee in the hereinafter 
described property under and 
pursuant to a Deed of Trust de-
scribed below. The sale will be 
made in an “as is” condition, but 
without covenant or warranty, 
expressed or implied, regard-
ing title, possession, or encum-
brances, to pay the remaining 
principal sum of the note(s) se-
cured by the Deed of Trust, with 
interest and late charges thereon, 
as provided in the note(s), ad-
vances, under the terms of the 
Deed of Trust, interest thereon, 
fees, charges and expenses of the 
Trustee for the total amount (at 
the time of the initial publication 
of the Notice of Sale) reasonably 
estimated to be set forth below. 
The amount may be greater on 
the day of sale. Trustor: Gerald 
W. Cook and Linda J. Cook, Co-
Trustees of The Gerald W. Cook 
and Linda J. Cook 2001 Living 
Trust, UTD July 10, 2001. Duly 
Appointed Trustee: National 
Default Servicing Corporation 
Recorded 08/22/2003 as Instru-
ment No. 2003-0627799 (or 
Book, Page) of the Official Re-
cords of San Bernardino County, 
CA. Date of Sale: 07/15/2021 at 
1:00 PM Place of Sale: At the 
Main (South) Entrance to the 
City of Chino Civic Center, 
13220 Central Avenue, Chino, 
CA. 91710 Estimated amount of 
unpaid balance and other charg-
es: $70,649.50 Street Address 
or other common designation 

of real property: 1171 Deborah 
Street Upland, CA 91784 A.P.N.: 
1004-231-44-0-000 The under-
signed Trustee disclaims any 
liability for any incorrectness of 
the street address or other com-
mon designation, if any, shown 
above. If no street address or 
other common designation is 
shown, directions to the location 
of the property may be obtained 
by sending a written request to 
the beneficiary within 10 days 
of the date of first publication of 
this Notice of Sale. If the Trustee 
is unable to convey title for any 
reason, the successful bidder’s 
sole and exclusive remedy shall 
be the return of monies paid to 
the Trustee, and the success-
ful bidder shall have no further 
recourse. The requirements 
of California Civil Code Sec-
tion 2923.5(b)/2923.55(c) were 
fulfilled when the Notice of 
Default was recorded. NOTICE 
TO POTENTIAL BIDDERS: 
If you are considering bidding 
on this property lien, you should 
understand that there are risks 
involved in bidding at a trustee 
auction. You will be bidding on 
a lien, not on the property itself. 
Placing the highest bid at a trust-
ee auction does not automati-
cally entitle you to free and clear 
ownership of the property. You 
should also be aware that the 
lien being auctioned off may be 
a junior lien. If you are the high-
est bidder at the auction, you are 
or may be responsible for paying 
off all liens senior to the lien be-
ing auctioned off, before you can 
receive clear title to the property. 
You are encouraged to investi-
gate the existence, priority, and 
size of outstanding liens that 
may exist on this property by 
contacting the county recorder’s 
office or a title insurance com-
pany, either of which may charge 
you a fee for this information. 
If you consult either of these 
resources, you should be aware 
that the same lender may hold 
more than one mortgage or deed 
of trust on the property. NO-
TICE TO PROPERTY OWN-
ER: The sale date shown on this 
notice of sale may be postponed 
one or more times by the mort-
gagee, beneficiary, trustee, or a 
court, pursuant to Section 2924g 
of the California Civil Code. The 
law requires that information 
about trustee sale postpone-
ments be made available to you 
and to the public, as a courtesy 
to those not present at the sale. If 
you wish to learn whether your 
sale date has been postponed, 
and, if applicable, the resched-
uled time and date for the sale 
of this property, you may call 
or visit this Internet Web site 
www.ndscorp.com/sales, using 
the file number assigned to this 
case 19-20943-SP-CA. Informa-
tion about postponements that 
are very short in duration or that 
occur close in time to the sched-
uled sale may not immediately 
be reflected in the telephone 
information or on the Internet 
Web site. The best way to verify 
postponement information is to 
attend the scheduled sale. Date: 
06/11/2021 National Default 
Servicing Corporation c/o Tiffa-
ny & Bosco, P.A., its agent, 1455 
Frazee Road, Suite 820 San Di-
ego, CA 92108 Toll Free Phone: 
888-264-4010 Sales Line 855-
219-8501; Sales Website: www.
ndscorp.com By: Rachael Ham-
ilton, Trustee Sales Represen-
tative 06/18/2021, 06/25/2021, 
07/02/2021 CPP351151

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF:  RICHARD SAM-
UEL BROTZMAN.

CASE NO. 
PROPSB2100048 

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may otherwise 
be interested in the will or estate, 
or both of   RICHARD SAMU-
EL BROTZMAN

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by NOR-
MA BROTZMAN       in the 
Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDI-

NO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-

BATE requests that NORMA 
BROTZMAN     be appointed 
as personal representative to 
administer the estate of the de-
cedent. 

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtaining 
court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal represen-
tative will be required to give no-
tice to interested persons unless 
they have waived notice or con-
sented to the proposed action.) 
The independent administration 
authority will be granted unless 
an interested person files an ob-
jection 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. S-37 
at 9:00 a.m. on JULY 19, 2021 
at Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

Judge Tara Reilly
May 24, 2021
IF YOU OBJECT to the 

granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or file 
written objections with the court 
before the hearing. Your appear-
ance may be in person or by your 
attorney.

IF YOU ARE A CREDI-
TOR 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 issuance 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 mailing 
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 consult with an at-
torney knowledgeable in Cali-
fornia 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 Re-
quest for Special Notice (form 
DE-154) of the filing of an inven-
tory and appraisal of estate as-
sets or of any petition or account 
as provided in Probate Code sec-
tion 1250. A Request for Special 
Notice form is available from the 
court clerk.

Attorney for the Petitioner:  
JOHN G. WURM, ESQ.

The LAW OFFICES of 
JOHN G. WURM

P.O. Box 1875, Lake Arrow-
head, CA 92352

Phone (909) 337.2557 - Fax 
(909) 336.3697

E-Mail: thefirmlakearrow-
head@gmail.com

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on June  
18,  June 25 & July 2, 2021.

FBN 20210004680
 The following entity is do-

ing business as JM ROOFING  
3685 N. E STREET #307 SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92405: 
JOB MARTINEZ AVALOS 
3685 N. E STREET #307 SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92405 

This Business is Conducted 
By: AN INDIVIDUAL 

BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL 
INFORMATION IN THIS 
STATEMENT 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 
becomes Public Record upon 
filing.

 S/ JOB MARTINEZ 
AVALOS 

 This statement was filed 
with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: 5/04/2021

 I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office. Began 
Transacting Business: N/A

 County Clerk, Deputy 
I1327 NOTICE- This fictitious 
business 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 fed-
eral, state, or common law (see 
section 14400 et. Seq. Business 
& Professions Code). Published 
in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel on 5/14, 5/21, 5/28 & 
6/04, 2021

Corrected on 6/18, 6/5, 7/02 
& 7/09, 2021.

FBN 20210004683
 The following entity is do-

ing business as MI GENERAL 
CONSTRUCTION  8274 CON-
CORD AVE FONTANA, CA 
92335 MARIANO IRAHETA 
BAIRES  8274 CONCORD 
AVE FONTANA, CA 92335

This Business is Conducted 
By: AN INDIVIDUAL 

BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL 
INFORMATION IN THIS 
STATEMENT 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 
becomes Public Record upon 
filing.

 S/ MARIANO IRAHETA 
BAIRES 

 This statement was filed 
with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: 5/04/2021

 I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office. Began 
Transacting Business: N/A

 County Clerk, Deputy 
I1327 NOTICE- This fictitious 
business 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 fed-
eral, state, or common law (see 
section 14400 et. Seq. Business 
& Professions Code). Published 
in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel on 5/14, 5/21, 5/28 & 
6/04, 2021

Corrected on 6/18, 6/5, 7/02 
& 7/09, 2021.

FBN 20210006164
 The following entity is do-

ing business as TAMMY LAM-
BERTON HILLIARD, LPCC   
47 1ST Street, Suite A   Red-
lands, CA 92373 [and] TAMMY 
LAMBERTON HILLIARD 
MA, MS LPCC 47 1ST Street, 
Suite A   Redlands, CA 92373: 
TAMMY LAMBERTON 
HILLIARD  A PROFESSION-
AL CLINICAL COUNSELOR 
CORPORATION  47 1ST 
Street, Suite A   Redlands, CA 
92373

Mailing Address: PO BOX 
8278  REDLANDS, CA 92375

This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION 

BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL 
INFORMATION IN THIS 
STATEMENT 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 
becomes Public Record upon 
filing.

 S/ TAMMY LAMBER-
TON HILLIARD 

 This statement was filed 
with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: 6/10/2021

 I hereby certify that this 
is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. 
Began Transacting Business: 
11/25/2020

 County Clerk, Deputy 
C9754

 NOTICE- This fictitious 
business 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 fed-
eral, state, or common law (see 
section 14400 et. Seq. Business 
& Professions Code). Published 
in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel on  6/18, 6/5, 7/02 & 
7/09, 2021.

FBN 20210005605     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: BELLEZA Y SALUD PRO-
DUCTOS 4545 MISSION BLVD. 
UNIT F MONTCLAIR, CA 91763 ( 
COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO 
);[ MAILING ADDRESS 11250 RA-
MONA AVE SPC 825 MONTCLAIR, 
CA 91763]; VERONICA I BELLO 
LOPEZ 11250 RAMONA AVE 
SPC. 825 MONTCLAIR, CA 91763 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ VERONICA ISABEL 
BELLO LOPEZ,OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/25/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021, 
06/11/2021, 06/18/2021          CN-
BB21202119MC 

FBN 20210005412     
The following person is doing business 
as: DR. CELENA HORTON, LCSW, 
INC. 15533 CARERRA DRIVE, 
SUITE A FONTANA, CA 92337 ( 
COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO 
);[ MAILING ADDRESS PO BOX 
311220 FONTANA, CA 92331]; DR. 
CELENA HORTON, LICENSED 
CLINICAL SOCIAL WORKER, 
INC 15533 CARRERA DRIVE, 
SUITE A FONTANA, CA 92337 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: 05/14/2021 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ DR. CELENA HOR-
TON, OWNER/ PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/20/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021, 
06/11/2021, 06/18/2021          CN-
BB21202118MT 

FBN 20210005312     
The following person is doing business 
as: PRETTY FEENS 1608 SMILEY 
RIDGE REDLANDS, CA 92373 ( 

COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO 
); AIREL VALVERDE 1608 SMILEY 
RIDGE REDLANDS, CA 92373; 
CANDICE VALVERDE 1608 SMI-
LEY RIDGE REDLANDS, CA 92373 
The business is conducted by: 
A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ AIREL VALVERDE, 
GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/19/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021, 
06/11/2021, 06/18/2021          CNB-
B21202117IR 

FBN 20210005069     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: A&L MAKE UP ARTIST 
7016 ELMWOOD RD SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92404 ( COUNTY 
OF PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO ); LU-
CIA TAYLOR 7016 ELMWOOD 
RD SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92404 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: MAY 19, 2016 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ LUCIA TAYLOR, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/12/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021, 
06/11/2021, 06/18/2021          CNB-
B21202116IR 

FBN 20210005440     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: THE DETAIL AVENUE 
436 N.PARKSIDE DR. APT C ON-
TARIO, CA 91764 ( COUNTY OF 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); BERENI-
CE CHAVEZ 436 N. PARKSIDE 
DR. APT C ONTARIO, CA 91764 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: MAY 13, 2016 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ BERENICE CHAVEZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/20/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021, 
06/11/2021, 06/18/2021          CNB-
B21202115IR 

FBN 20210005537     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: MAD-MAN AUTO SALES 
1680 S. E ST. SUITE #B15 SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92408 ( COUNTY OF 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO );[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 189 N. RANCHO AVE. 

SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410]; 
JIRGE TERZIAN 189 N. RANCHO 
AVE. SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JORGE TERZIAN, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/24/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021, 
06/11/2021, 06/18/2021          CNB-
B21202114IR 

FBN 20210005550     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: HARVEY HOUSE MANOR 
#II 11372 SAN JUAN DRIVE LOMA 
LINDA, CA 92354 ( COUNTY OF 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO ); [ 
MAILING ADDRESS P.O BOX 411 
EASTVALE, CA 91752]; HARVEY 
HOUSE INC 11372 SAN JUAN 
DRIVE LOMA LINDA, CA 92354 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ STACEY Y. HAR-
VEYFULLER, CEO 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/24/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021, 
06/11/2021, 06/18/2021          CNB-
B21202113IR 

FBN 20210005544     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: OPHELIA’S TRUCKING & 
TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
1881 COMMERCENTER E DRIVE 
SUITE 200 SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92408 ( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN BER-
NARDINO ); [ MAILING ADDRESS 
P.O BOX 411 EASTVALE, CA 91752]; 
OPHELIA’S GROUP LLC 1881 COM-
MERCENTER E DRUVE SUITE 
200 SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92408 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: JAN 04, 2021 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ STACEY Y. HARVEY-
FULLER, MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/24/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021, 
06/11/2021, 06/18/2021          CNB-
B21202112IR 

FBN 20210005542     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ICED AETHETICS STU-
DIO. 1705 E. WASHINGTON ST. 
SUITE 102A COLTON, CA 92324 ( 
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COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS SAN BERNARDI-
NO ); [ MAILING ADDRESS 518 
S. ALTHEA AVE RIALTO, CA 
92376]; MANIDA T SON 518 S. AL-
THEA AVE. RIALTO, CA 92376 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MANIDA T SON, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/24/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021, 
06/11/2021, 06/18/2021          CNB-
B21202111IR 

FBN 20210005279     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: THE LOVELEY LOTUS, 
INC.. 10 EAST VINE STREET 
SUITE 203 REDLANDS, CA 
92373 ( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN BER-
NARDINO ); THE LOVELEY LO-
TUS, INC. 10 EAST VINE STREET, 
SUITE 203 REDLANDS, CA 92373 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ LIZETTE FLORES, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/18/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021, 
06/11/2021, 06/18/2021          CN-
BB21202110MT 

FBN 20210005280     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: SCORPION AUTO LIFTS 
7625 CONCORD AVE FONTANA, 
CA 92336 ( COUNTY OF PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); JOSE C 
RAMOS SOSA 7625 CONCORD 
AVE FONTANA, CA 92336 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JOSE C. RAMOS SOSA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County 
Clerk of San Bernardino on: 05/19/21 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021, 
06/11/2021, 06/18/2021          CN-
BB21202109MT 

FBN 20210005274     
The following person is doing 
business as: ROBERT’S QUAL-
ITY POOLS. 2069 SALERNO AVE 
MENTONE, CA 92359 ( COUNTY 
OF PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO ); ROB-
ERT C BETOR III 2069 SALER-
NO AVE MENTONE, CA 92359 
The business is conduct-

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ROBERT C BETOR III, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/18/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021, 
06/11/2021, 06/18/2021          CN-
BB21202108MT 

FBN 20210005282     
The following person is doing business 
as: M.J DELIVERY EXPRESS. 13287 
PACOIMA RD VICTORVILLE, CA 
92392 ( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN BER-
NARDINO ); MANUEL JIMENEZ 
CANO 13287 VICTORVILLE, 
CA 92392; KARLA M BENITEZ-
ZMONGE 13287 PACOIMA RD 
VICTORVILLE, CA 9392; KARLA 
M BENITEZMONGE 13287 PACO-
IMA RD VICTORVILLE, CA 92392 
The business is conducted by: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MANUEL JIMENEZ 
CANO, GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/18/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021, 
06/11/2021, 06/18/2021          CN-
BB21202107MT 

FBN 20210005278     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: TORO LOGISTICS 34812 
SUNSWEPT DR LUCERNE VAL-
LEY, CA 92356 ( COUNTY OF 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); VICTOR H 
CHAVEZ LOPEZ 34812 SUNSWEPT 
DR LUCERNE VALLEY, CA 92356 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ VICTOR H. CHAVEZ 
LOPEZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County 
Clerk of San Bernardino on: 05/18/21 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021, 
06/11/2021, 06/18/2021          CN-
BB21202106MT 

FBN 20210005364     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: KINGDOM; YOUR KING-
DOMM; YOUR KINGDOM 1151 
W BERKELEY CT ONTARIO, 
CA 91762 ( COUNTY OF PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); NORMA 
E UMANA 1151 W BERKELEY 
CT ONTARIO, CA 91762; JU-
LIO C RIVAS CORTEZ 1151 W 
BERKELY CT ONTARIO, CA 91762 

The business is conducted 
by: A MARRIED COUPLE  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ NORMA E. UMANA, WIFE 
Statement filed with the County 
Clerk of San Bernardino on: 05/19/21 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021, 
06/11/2021, 06/18/2021          CN-
BB21202104MT 

FBN 20210005439     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: BOLLYWOOD SPAS 2550 S 
ARCHIBALD AVE #F ONTARIO, 
CA 91761 ( COUNTY OF PRINCI-
PAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN 
BERNARDINO ); YASMEEN G 
CHOUDRY 2550 S ARCHIBALD 
AVE #F ONTARIO, CA 91761 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ YASMEEN G. CHOUDRY, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County 
Clerk of San Bernardino on: 05/20/21 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021, 
06/11/2021, 06/18/2021          CN-
BB21202103MT 

FBN 20210005527     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: MOVERA MARKETING 
AGENCY 8870 KENTVILLE ST 
RIVERSIDE, CA 92508 ( COUNTY 
OF PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO ); 
MANUEL A MOLANO 8870 KENT-
VILLE ST RIVERSIDE, CA 92508 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MAUEL A MOLANO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County 
Clerk of San Bernardino on: 05/24/21 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021, 
06/11/2021, 06/18/2021          CN-
BB21202102MT 

FBN 20210005624     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: EXCLUSIVE DESIGNS 
26663 FLEMING ST HIGHLAND, 
CA 92346 ( COUNTY OF PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); BRAN-
DON G BAZAN 26663 FLEM-
ING ST HIGHLAND, CA 92346 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ BRANDON G BAZAN, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/18/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021, 
06/11/2021, 06/18/2021          CN-
BB21202101MT

FBN 20210005257     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: PNT AUTOBODY SHOP 
633 W STATE ST STE A ONTARIO, 
CA 91762 ( COUNTY OF PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); PRINT 
N THINGS, INC. 633 W STATE 
ST STE A ONTARIO, CA 91762 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ FELIPE M. POZOS, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/18/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/04/2021, 06/11/2021, 
06/18/2021, 06/25/2021          CN-
BB22202101MT 

 FBN 20210005256     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: KAREN’S CAR CLEARING 
17096 SEQUOIA ST UNIT 101 HES-
PERIA, CA 92345 ( COUNTY OF 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO );[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 16333 GREENTREE 
BLVD #131 VICTORVILLE, CA 
92393]; CJAM LLC 17096 SEQUOIA 
ST #101 HESPERIA, CA 92345 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITEDLIABILITY COMPANY  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MARK VALDEZ, SECRETARY 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/18/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/04/2021, 06/11/2021, 
06/18/2021, 06/25/2021          CN-
BB22202102MT 

FBN 20210005601     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: HAIR SECRET 182 N 2ND 
AVE UPLAND, CA 91786 ( COUNTY 
OF PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO ; HAIR 
SECRET ACADMY, CORP 182 
N 2ND AVE UPLAND, CA 91786 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 

s/ SOPHIRIAN KIM, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/25/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/04/2021, 06/11/2021, 
06/18/2021, 06/25/2021          CN-
BB22202103MT 

FBN 20210005605     
The following person is doing business 
as: MOUNTAIN VIEW TRAILER 
PARK; MOUNTAIN VIEW MO-
BILE HOME PARK 4015 MOUN-
TAIN DRIVE SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92407 ( COUNTY OF PRINCI-
PAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN 
BERNARDINO );[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 2159 E BELLBROOK ST 
COVINA, CA 91724]; MALWA 
PROPERTIES, LLC 2159 E BELL-
BROOK ST COVINA, CA 91724 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: MAY 01, 2006 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ PIRTPAL S. DHILLON, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/25/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/04/2021, 06/11/2021, 
06/18/2021, 06/25/2021          CN-
BB22202104MT 

FBN 20210005614     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: PINA FURNITURE, INC. 
17696 FOOTHILL BLVD FON-
TANA, CA 92335 ( COUNTY OF 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO );[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 1881 N MARCERLLA 
AVE RIALTO, CA 92376]; PINA 
FURNITURE, INC. 1881 N MAR-
CERLLA AVE RILATO, CA 92376 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ LEVI A. PINA, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/25/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/04/2021, 06/11/2021, 
06/18/2021, 06/25/2021          CN-
BB22202105MT 

FBN 20210005615     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: INTERNATIONAL UN-
DERGROUND SERVICES 1932 W 
HIGHLAND AVE MUSCOY, CA 
92407( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN BER-
NARDINO ); VALENTIN ALVA-
REZ-GUTIERREZ 1932 W HIGH-
LAND AVE MUSCOY, CA 92407 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 

becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ VALENTIN ALVAREZ-
GUTIERREZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/25/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/04/2021, 06/11/2021, 
06/18/2021, 06/25/2021          CN-
BB22202106MT 

FBN 20210005600     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: TORNADOS; SWEETS 
CANTINA 2694 NORTH MACY ST 
MUSCOY, CA 92407 ( COUNTY OF 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO );[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 311 W CIVIC CENTER 
SANTA ANA, CA 92701]; ELEOTH 
Z GARCIA 2694 NORTH MACY 
ST MUSCOY, CA 92407; DAN-
IELA Z MONTERO 2694 NORTH 
MACY ST MUSCOY, CA 92407 
The business is conducted by: 
A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ELEOTH GARCIA, 
GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/25/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/04/2021, 06/11/2021, 
06/18/2021, 06/25/2021          CNB-
B22202107CV 

FBN 20210005825     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ESTILO PAISA 444 VAL-
LEY BLVD COLTON, CA 92324 ( 
COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO 
);[ MAILING ADDRESS 311 W 
CIVIC CENTER DR SANTA ANA, 
CA 92701]; ESTILO PAISA INC 444 
VALLEY BLVD COLTON, CA 92324 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JONATHAN BARA-
JAS LUNA, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/01/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/04/2021, 06/11/2021, 
06/18/2021, 06/25/2021          CN-
BB22202108FA 

FBN 20210005610     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: MR. SNACKS 1172 W 
PHILADELPHIA ST ONTARIO, CA 
91762 ( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN BER-
NARDINO );[ MAILING ADDRESS 
311 W CIVIC CENTER DR STE B 
SANTA ANA, CA 92701]; CARLOS 
MONTEON PINEDA 1172 W PHILA-
DELPHIA ST ONTARIO, CA 91762 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ CARLOS MONTE-
ON PINEDA ,OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/25/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/04/2021, 06/11/2021, 
06/18/2021, 06/25/2021          CNB-
B22202109CV 

FBN 20210005525     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: THE GRINDS HARD& 
SUPPLY CO. 27878 CHURCH ST 
BARSTOW, CA 92311 ( COUNTY 
OF PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO );[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 311 W CIVIC 
CENTER DR SANTA ANA, CA 
92701]; DANIEL M SANCHEZ 27878 
CHURCH ST BARSTOW, CA 92311 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: MAY 17, 2021 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ DANIEL M. SANCHEZ,OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/24/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/04/2021, 06/11/2021, 
06/18/2021, 06/25/2021          CN-
BB22202110SL 

FBN 20210005690     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: BARAJAS CARPET AND 
UPHOLSTERY STEAM CLEANING 
661 SOUTH MAGNOLIA AVE RIAL-
TO, CA 92376 ( COUNTY OF PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN 
BERNARDINO );[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 311 W CIVIC CENTER DR 
SANTA ANA, CA 92701]; ERNESTO 
A BARAJAS 661 SOUTH MAG-
NOLIA AVE RIALTO, CA 92376 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: MAY 24, 2021 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ERNESTO ALEJAN-
DRO BARAJAS, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 05/26/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/04/2021, 06/11/2021, 
06/18/2021, 06/25/2021          CNB-
B22202111CV

 FBN 20210005987     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: GO HAPPY MOTORS; GO 
HAPPY RENTALS 1680 SOUTH 
E ST SUITE B-233 SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92408 ( COUNTY 
OF PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS ); ADESINO LUKE 7345 
POPLAR DR FONTANA, CA 92336 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: MARCH 25, 2021 
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By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ADESINO LUKE, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/07/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/11/2021, 06/18/2021, 
06/25/2021, 07/02/2021          CN-
BB23202101MT 

FBN 20210005882     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ANGOSTURA FOODS 2377 
PORTOLA ST SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92407 ( COUNTY OF PRINCI-
PAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN 
BERNARDINO); JAUNFERNANDO 
MAYTORENA 2377 PORTOLA ST 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92407 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JUANFERNANDO 
MAYTORENA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/02/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/11/2021, 06/18/2021, 
06/25/2021, 07/02/2021          CNB-
B23202102IR 

FBN 20210005962     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: WE BUY HOUSESE “AS-IS” 
18108 SAN JACINTO AVE FON-
TANA, CA 92336 ( COUNTY OF 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); KING DA-
VID EMPIRE, LLC. 18108 SAN JA-
CINTO AVE FONTANA, CA 92336 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY 
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ HADALY KHOUM, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/04/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/11/2021, 06/18/2021, 
06/25/2021, 07/02/2021          CN-
BB23202103MT 

FBN 20210005964     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: JG BULLIES 1076 N H ST 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410 ( 
COUNT OF PRINCIPAL PLACE OF 

BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO 
); JAMIE F GONZALEZ 1076 N H 
ST SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement 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 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JAMIE F. GONZALEZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/04/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/11/2021, 06/18/2021, 
06/25/2021, 07/02/2021          CN-
BB23202104MT

 
FBN 20210006058     

The following person is doing 
business as: CHERRY EX-
PRESS 790 E. FRUITVALE 
HEMET, CA 92543 ( COUN-
TY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS ); NIGEL A 
CHERRY 790 E. FRUITVALE 
AVE. HEMET, CA 92543 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement 
is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true 

information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of 
a crime (B&P Code 179130. I 
am also aware that all informa-
tion on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing. 
s/ NIGEL A. CHERRY, OWNER 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: 06/08/2021 
I hereby certify that this 
copy is a correct copy of the 
original statement on file in 
my office San Bernardino 
County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years 
from the date it was filed in the 
office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name state-
ment must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the 
use in this state of a fictitious 
business name in violation of 
the rights of another under fed-
eral, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Busi-
ness and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 06/18/2021, 
06/25/2021, 07/02/2021, 
07/09/2021          CNB-
B24202101IR 

FBN 20210006057     
The following person is doing 
business as: BRUTE SERVICES 
201 S. PENNSYLVANIA AVE. 
SP 78 SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92410 (COUNTY OF PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
); YESENIA D VALLEJO 
GARCIA 201 S. PENNSYL-
VANIA AVE. SP 78 SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92410 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement 
is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true 
information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of 
a crime (B&P Code 179130. I 
am also aware that all informa-
tion on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing. 
s/ YESENIA D. VALLE-
JO GARCIA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: 06/08/2021 
I hereby certify that this 
copy is a correct copy of the 
original statement on file in 
my office San Bernardino 
County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years 
from the date it was filed in the 
office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name state-
ment must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the 
use in this state of a fictitious 
business name in violation of 
the rights of another under fed-
eral, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Busi-
ness and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 06/18/2021, 
06/25/2021, 07/02/2021, 
07/09/2021          CNB-
B24202102IR 

FBN 20210006509     
The following person is do-
ing business as: OPEN DOOR 
REALTY & INVESTMENTS 
8291 UTICA AVE STE A 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91730 ( COUNTY OF PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
); ROSA M ESTRADA 8291 
UTICA AVE STE A RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730 
The business is conduct-

ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement 
is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true 
information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of 
a crime (B&P Code 179130. I 
am also aware that all informa-
tion on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ROSA M. ES-
TRADA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: 06/08/2021 
I hereby certify that this 
copy is a correct copy of the 
original statement on file in 
my office San Bernardino 
County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years 
from the date it was filed in the 
office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name state-
ment must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the 
use in this state of a fictitious 
business name in violation of 
the rights of another under fed-
eral, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Busi-
ness and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel 
06/18/2021, 06/25/2021, 
07/02/2021, 07/09/2021          CN-
BB24202103MT 

FBN 20210005955     
The following person is doing 
business as: MARIA’S HOUSE 
CLEANING SERVICES 1323 
CLAY ST REDLANDS, CA 
92374 ( COUNTY OF PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 

); [ MAILING ADDRESS 
311 W CIVIC CENTER DR 
STE B SANTA ANA, CA 
92701]; MARIA G MEJIA-
GONZALEZ 1323 CLAY 
ST REDLANDS, CA 92374 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement 
is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true 
information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of 
a crime (B&P Code 179130. I 
am also aware that all informa-
tion on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MARIA GUADALUPE 
MEJIA-GONZALEZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: 06/03/2021 
I hereby certify that this 
copy is a correct copy of the 
original statement on file in 
my office San Bernardino 
County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years 
from the date it was filed in the 
office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name state-
ment must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the 
use in this state of a fictitious 
business name in violation of 
the rights of another under fed-
eral, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Busi-
ness and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 06/18/2021, 
06/25/2021, 07/02/2021, 
07/09/2021          CNB-
B24202104CV

pension equal to three per-
cent of his maximum salary 
while employed times the 
number of years he had as 
a law enforcement officer. 
Thus, after reaching the two-
thirds mark in their 34th year 
as a law enforcement officer, 
each was eligible to draw a 
pension equal to 100 percent 
of his salary/pay as sheriff. 
Thereafter, that pension is 
subject to an annual cost of 
living increase capped at 
three percent per year.

At present, Penrod is 
drawing an annual pension 
of $240,563.74.

Hoops is drawing an an-
nual pension of $328,988.18.

McMahon is now receiv-
ing total pay and benefits 
of $490,566.99, of which 
$307,923.78 is salary/pay. 
Thus, McMahon will be 
provided with a $317,161.49 
annual pension next year.

McMahon was generally 
against involving himself in 
politics simply for the sake 
of being involved in politics. 
He was also stung in 2014, 
when some of those whose 
endorsements he claimed in 
his elective effort disavowed 
having endorsed him. Mc-
Mahon would endorse some 
candidates, particularly 
those who had a demon-

strated affinity for him or 
his department, more often 
candidates for state legisla-
tive office than those in local 
government, certain incum-
bents and those in a posi-
tion to help his department 
financially. He considered 
betting on unknowns risky, 
and sought to avoid having 
endorsed the opponent of a 
candidate who won. He was 
sparing of his endorsements 
in local races, with the pri-
mary exceptions being the 
assistance he offered to his 
friends and acquaintances 
on the town council in his 
hometown of Apple Valley 
or for Measure O, a tax mea-
sure to fund public safety 
programs in Apple Valley. 
While he would share his 
presence at certain com-
munity events and public 
forums, he was reluctant to 
raise money for anything 
other than his own races. 
Though he was for the most 
part partisan in his support 
where he did provide it, 
gravitating toward Repub-
licans, he did assist certain 
Democrats, such as James 
Ramos, who had worked 
with him in his first six years 
as sheriff when Ramos was 
on the board of supervisors, 
or Connie Leyva, whose 

California Senate district is 
so thoroughly Democratic 
that a Republican has virtu-
ally no chance of capturing 
it.

Despite his having es-
chewed being caught up in 
politics, action McMahon 
took beginning earlier this 
year was widely considered 
to be political in nature, 
which relates to an issue 
that is to have a bearing on 
his legacy and reputation 
as a major San Bernardino 
County public official.

In 2016, California vot-
ers’ passed Proposition 64, 
the Adult Use of Marijuana 
Act, which legalized the use 
of marijuana for its intoxi-
cative effect throughout the 
Golden State, pursuant to 
local control and yet subject 
to local prohibitions as to the 
drug’s cultivation, process-
ing, alteration and its sale. 
San Bernardino County’s 
governmental structure and 
that of its two incorporated 
towns and seventeen of its 
twenty-two incorporated cit-
ies resisted going along with 
the new trend. Only five cit-
ies made any shift, with San 
Bernardino, Adelanto and 
Needles consenting to allow 
the plant to be commercially 
grown and altered into ed-
ible and otherwise appli-
cable palliatives, liniments 
and salves, and for those to 
be distributed and sold at 
both the retail and wholesale 
levels. Barstow has made 
preparations to permit sales. 
Hesperia has allowed busi-

nesses distributing and de-
livering the product to exist 
within its confines.

The continuing prohibi-
tion of marijuana and its 
commercialization else-
where in San Bernardino 
has resulted in those look-
ing to profit by cultivating 
and selling it, either under 
or outside of the regula-
tory schemes governments 
are permitted to engage in 
under Proposition 64, to 
try their hand at becoming 
marijuana cultivators or en-
trepreneurs. Recognizing 
that there is a tremendous 
appetite for the drug and that 
the collective resolve of San 
Bernardino County officials 
together with officials in the 
towns of Apple Valley and 
Yucca Valley and the cit-
ies of Chino Hills, Chino, 
Montclair, Ontario, Upland, 
Rancho Cucamonga, Fon-
tana, Rialto, Colton, Grand 
Terrace, Loma Linda, 
Highland, Redlands, Yu-
ciapa, Big Bear, Twentynine 
Palms and Victorville to 
prevent its production and 
restrict its availability is ar-
tificially boosting its price, 
daring individuals have 
undertaken to cultivate it 
in small, medium, large 
and gargantuan quantities 
in many places where they 
believe they can do so un-
detected. As a consequence, 
unlicensed marijuana farms 
over the last several years 
have flourished in the more 
remote areas of the county, 
in particular the vast reaches 

of San Bernardino County’s 
Mojave Desert.

Put upon by these opera-
tions, residents in those ar-
eas have made objections to 
them. The sheriff’s depart-
ment, as the law enforce-
ment authority in the coun-
ty’s unincorporated areas, 
made some effort to deal 
with the issue in the 2017 
to 2020 timeframe, but put 
only a small dent in those 
operations, and the illicit 
farms continued to flour-
ish. The sheriff’s depart-
ment, somewhat unfairly, 
was criticized for ignoring 
the problems the cultivation 
operations entailed, which 
involved in many cases ex-
cessive water use, contami-
nation of the desert aquifer 
as a result of the use of pes-
ticides, herbicides and fertil-
izers, trespassing, intimida-
tion, threats of violence and 
actual violence against near-
by property owners or those 
traversing the area near the 
cultivation operations, the 
use of explosive devices and 
bear traps, booby traps and 
the like around the periph-
ery of those farms, and the 
presence of armed individu-
als intended as sentries near, 
around or at the operations.

Beginning earlier this 
year, the sheriff’s depart-
ment stepped up its enforce-
ment and eradication efforts 
against those enterprises. 
While the department has 
succeeded since then in 
raiding dozens of operations 
and uprooting literally tens 

of thousands of plants, the 
sheriff’s department’s en-
ergetic efforts in this regard 
have resulted in few sub-
stantive criminal prosecu-
tions. This has created some 
degree of controversy.

Moreover, the sheriff’s 
department’s enforcement 
efforts was vectored exclu-
sively toward unlicensed 
and unpermitted marijuana 
growing operations, which 
had the effect of benefiting 
businesses that went through 
the permitting processes 
particularly in Needles, 
San Bernardino and Adel-
anto. In Adelanto and San 
Bernardino, those obtain-
ing commercial marijuana 
licenses engaged in several 
rounds of graft – including 
the delivery of bribes and 
kickbacks to the elected de-
cision-makers in those cities. 
Those bribed or otherwise 
corrupted in this process 
included former Adelanto 
Mayor Rich Kerr, former 
Adelanto City Councilman 
Jermaine Wright, former 
Adelanto City Councilman 
John Woodard and current 
San Bernardino Mayor John 
Valdivia. Wright in 2017 
was arrested by the FBI and 
charged by the U.S. Attor-
ney’s Office with accepting 
bribes in exchange for assist-
ing marijuana entrepreneurs 
in setting up operations in 
his city. He was removed 
as a councilman as a con-
sequence of his arrest. In 
2018, both Kerr and Wood-

After A Three-Decade Career Of Busting 
Marijuana Offenders, Events Reduced Mc-
Mahon To Upholding Government Licensing 
& Drawing Tax Revenue From Cannabis 
Industry Operators Willing To Pay Off The 
County’s Politicians  from page 4
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Upland Community First 
dropping its demand for a 
comprehensive environ-
mental impact report and 
accepting an environmental 
review that would allow the 
project to proceed, with-
out any of the changes that 
would typically be required 
by an environmental impact 
report. Upland Community 
First spurned those offers, 
insisting that the matter be 
resolved though the writ of 
mandate proceeding,

On June 7, Judge Cohn 
delivered his preliminary 
ruling on the writ of man-
date petition. While he re-
jected outright fifteen of the 
points that Upland Commu-
nity First raised in its peti-
tion, and placed a third issue 
in an unresolved category, 
he made a finding against 
the city on two points, those 
being that the city had used 
an erroneous greenhouse 
gas threshold meant for 
stationary sources and did 
not include mobile sources 
such as delivery vans in its 
analysis of what would be 
permissible emissions at the 
facility, and that the miti-
gated negative declaration 
was therefore flawed and 
an unacceptable means of 
providing the project with its 
environmental certification.

Cohn sided with the city 
in rejecting Upland Com-
munity First’s contention 
that the mitigated negative 
declaration underestimated 
traffic counts anticipated 
from the distribution center 
and that the anticipated ve-
hicle trips to the distribution 
center were understated, and 
he took issue with the citizen 
group’s assertion that there is 
a difference between a high-
cube parcel hub warehouse 
and a fulfillment center, and 
that the project should have 
been classified as a fulfill-
ment center.

Cohn further considered 
Upland Community First’s 
contention that there is a fair 
argument the project will 
have significant land use and 
planning impacts because 
the project conflicts with 
the Upland’s general plan 
and zoning code. Specifi-
cally, Upland Community 
First argued that distribution 
centers are not allowed in an 
area zoned for commercial/ 
industrial mixed-use, and 
are only allowed in indus-
trial zones.

Judge Cohn rejected that 
assertion.

“Upland Community 
First’s consistency argument 
amounts to a contention 
that any zoning ordinance 

or general plan violation 
results in an environmen-
tal impact because of these 
general purpose statements 
about the intent to support 
environmentally responsible 
development and reduce 
greenhouse gases,” Judge 
Cohn wrote in his tentative 
decision. “But the California 
Environmental Quality Act 
does not provide that ‘any 
inconsistencies necessarily 
constitute significant envi-
ronmental impacts.’ Non-
compliance with an existing 
general plan or a zoning or-
dinance is not itself substan-
tial evidence in support of 
a fair argument the project 
may have a significant im-
pact on the environment.”

Judge Cohn ruled that 
any conclusions Upland 
Community First’s mem-
bers may have drawn based 
on the number of parking 
spaces included in the proj-
ect plans were speculative.

Even if Upland Commu-
nity First were to establish 
that the project is inconsis-
tent with the zoning of the 
property upon which it is to 
be built, that did not in and of 
itself establish a violation of 
the California Environmen-
tal Quality Act, he found. 
“[T]hat the project is not a 
permitted use is not sub-
stantial evidence in support 
of a fair argument of envi-
ronmental impacts,” Judge 
Cohn wrote.

At any rate, Judge Cohn 
tentatively ruled that ac-
cording to city documents 
“Allowable uses within this 
land use category include 
commercial and industrial” 
development.

He rejected Upland 
Community First’s assertion 
that the zoning issues relat-
ing to the project invalidated 
the project’s approval and 
entered “an express finding 
the project is consistent with 
the general plan and zoning 
ordinances as a permissible 
use.”

Judge Cohn in his tenta-
tive decision ruled Upland 
Community First did not 
have adequate grounds 
or authority to dispute the 
terms of the development 
agreement the city entered 
into with Bridge Develop-
ment Partners and he said 
the city council had the au-
thority and discretion to en-
ter into that arrangement.

Furthermore, Judge 
Cohn found, Upland Com-
munity First’s contention 
that the city had failed to 
adequately define the proj-
ect was unsupportable, and 
he ruled that the project as 

truly defined by the city – a 
“warehouse/parcel delivery 
service building” – was an 
allowed use.

“The city’s conclusion 
that the project is allowed as 
warehousing is reasonable 
and entitled to deference,” 
Judge Cohn wrote.

Judge Cohn also found 
unpersuasive Upland Com-
munity First’s argument 
that the mitigated negative 
declaration should be re-
scinded because the April 1, 
2020 city council meeting at 
which the project was given 
go-ahead was conducted in 
an electronic and remotely-
held forum that did not give 
Upland residents adequate 
opportunity to provide input 
with regard to the project.

Nevertheless, Judge 
Cohn was driven to the 
conclusion that the city had 
wrongfully used a green-
house gas threshold of ten 
thousand metric tons of car-
bon dioxide equivalent in 
calculating emissions from 
the distribution facility on 
a yearly basis as a maxi-
mum allowable limit. Since 
the city had sought to use 
an inoperative maximum 
threshold for emissions, he 
said, the mitigated negative 
declaration was flawed, and 
had to be done over.

“The failure to provide 
substantial evidence to 
justify the single quantita-
tive method used as the 
greenhouse gas threshold 
of significance constitutes a 
prejudicial abuse of discre-
tion,” Judge Cohn ruled. 
“The public and decision-
makers have not been pro-
vided sufficient information 
necessary to understand the 
threshold or the data used 
in the analysis establishing 
the threshold and reason 
for the significant change 
in baseline emissions in the 
subsequent greenhouse gas 
analysis. Accordingly, the 
city’s approval of the miti-
gated negative declaration is 
set aside.”

Cohn did not, however, 
accept Upland Community 
First’s contention that the 
maximum emission level 
should be set at three thou-
sand metric tons of carbon 
dioxide equivalent.

“While Upland Commu-
nity First has presented suffi-
cient argument and evidence 
to conclude that substantial 
evidence does not support 
the 10,000 MTCO2e used, 
it fails to provide substantial 
evidence supporting the use 
of a 3,000 MTCO2e thresh-
old,” Cohn wrote.

Upland Community First 
and the project’s opponents 
indicated that if Judge Cohn 
abides by his determination 
in the tentative decision in 
his final ruling, they will 
consider that to be a victory.

Still, the terms of the 
victory might be relatively 
narrow, as the full-fledged 
environmental impact re-
port Upland Community 
First has been gunning for 
all along might not be forth-
coming.

“The court grants Up-
land Community First’s pe-
tition on the sole ground that 
substantial evidence does 
not support the ‘threshold 
of significance’ chosen for 
greenhouse gas emissions,” 
Judge Cohn wrote. “As a 
result, the city’s finding that 
there will be no significant 
effect on the environment 
with respect to greenhouse 
gas emissions is without 
adequate support. This does 
not mean, necessarily, that 
an EIR [environmental im-
pact report] is required. The 
city has discretion to choose 
an appropriate “threshold 
of significance” and to de-
termine under that standard 
whether an EIR is required.”

On June 14, Judge 
Cohn listened to Ginetta 
Giovinco, the attorney rep-
resenting the city, Amanda 
Monchamp, the attorney 
representing Bridge Devel-
opment Partners, and Cory 
Briggs, the attorney repre-
senting Upland Commu-

nity First. Giovinco deferred 
primarily to Monchamp in 
letting her seek to dissuade 
Judge Cohn from finaliz-
ing his tentative findings. 
Briggs, while encouraging 
Judge Cohn to stay on track 
with his ruling regarding 
the proper greenhouse gas 
threshold for the project, en-
deavored to move the judge 
away from his conclusions 
denying the grounds for the 
petition with regard to sev-
eral other issues.

Monchamp’s less than 
precisely focused argument 
relating to the greenhouse 
gas threshold left some with 
the impression that Bridge 
Development Partners is 
losing its commitment to 
move forward with the Up-
land warehouse project.

Such a theory has further 
support in the consideration 
that Bridge Development 
Partners is now pursuing 
an entitlement from the City 
of Rancho Cucamonga to 
construct two new contem-
porary warehouse buildings 
with a combined building 
area, including the mez-
zanine space, of approxi-
mately 2,175,000 square 
feet consisting of 2,134,000 
square feet of warehouse 
uses and 41,000 square feet 

of ancillary office space. 
There would be approxi-
mately 2,136,200 square feet 
of ground level floor space 
and approximately 38,800 
square feet of mezzanine in 
the complex, which is to be 
built on 91.4 acres located at 
12434 4th Street in the City 
of Rancho Cucamonga, 
bounded by 4th Street to 
the south, which is also the 
jurisdictional boundary be-
tween the City of Rancho 
Cucamonga and the City of 
Ontario, and 6th Street to the 
north, and generally located 
between Etiwanda Avenue 
to the east and Santa Anita 
Avenue to the west.

While Bridge has not 
identified the tenant that will 
locate into those structures, 
representing ten times the 
square-footage proposed in 
Upland, a logical assump-
tion is the facility is intended 
for Amazon. Initially, when 
Bridge undertook its efforts 
in Upland, it did not identify 
Amazon as the building ten-
ant.

On June 14, Judge Cohn 
took the input from Giovin-
co, Monchamp and Briggs 
under submission, indicat-
ing he will provide his final 
decision in writing shortly.

-Mark Gutglueck

Suit Has Delayed But Not Blocked Upland 
Amazon Project; Question Stands As To 
Whether The Project Proponent Will Pro-
ceed  from page 5

Valdivia had been careful in 
terms of whom he let know 
he was a Republican. Vir-
tually every Republican in 
the city new Valdivia was a 
member of the GOP. But he 
provided different mailers to 
Republicans than he did to 
Democrats in appealing for 
their votes, and he had been 
selective about how his po-
litical mailers were worded 
when he had been running 
for city council as well as 
when he was running for 
mayor. He hid the fact that 
he was a Republican from 
the city’s Democratic voters. 
Meanwhile, it was no secret 
to anyone that Davis was a 
Republican.

In this way, when the 
Democrats that did go to 
the polls made their choices, 
virtually all of them were 
under the impression that the 
race had come down to one 
in which Davis, a Repub-
lican, was running against 
Valdivia, who they figured 
was a Democrat. They were 
wrong, but their votes still 
went to Valdivia.

When the votes were 
counted after the November 
6, 2018 race, Valdivia came 
out on top, with 19,155 votes 

or 52.51 percent to Davis’s 
17,327 votes or 47.49 percent.

Valdivia was sworn in 
as mayor on December 19, 
2018, at which point he had 
control of the city. Though 
the mayor in San Bernardi-
no is not empowered to vote 
except to break a tie or oth-
erwise with regard to certain 
very narrow issues such as 
council appointments and 
city hiring decisions, he does 
have veto power on 4-to-3 
and 3-to-2 votes of the coun-
cil. As the one elected city 
official elected citywide, he 
possesses a certain level of 
moral, practical and politi-
cal authority the individual 
members of the council do 
not. San Bernardino’s mayor 
is also at liberty to unilater-
ally place items before the 
council for discussion or 
action, and he presides over 
the meetings, controlling the 
ebb and flow of debate. As 
the presiding officer of the 
council, he has the authority 
to recognize or ignore mem-
bers of the council as they 
seek to take part in those dis-
cussions and debates.

On the day he was sworn 
in, Valdivia had the support 
of Sixth District Council-
woman Bessine Richard and 
that of Fifth Ward Council-
man Henry Nickel, both of 
whom he had served with 
while he was Third Ward 
Councilman and with whom 
he had an established alli-
ance. He had also support-
ed newcomers First Ward 

Councilman Ted Sanchez 
and Second Ward Council-
woman Sandra Ibarra, who 
were put into office by their 
wards’ voters in the same 
November election in which 
he had been handed the keys 
to the city as mayor. With 
the Third Ward council seat 
he had resigned from to be-
come mayor vacant, Valdiv-
ia had four votes he more or 
less controlled and the op-
position of Fourth District 
Councilman Fred Shorett 
and Seventh Ward Council-
man Jim Mulvihill to con-
tend with.

The very evening of 
the day he was sworn in as 
mayor and both Ibarra and 
Sanchez took their oaths as 
council members, Decem-
ber 19, 2018, Valdivia flexed 
his political muscle. Ibarra 
in one of her first acts as 
councilwoman made a mo-
tion to schedule a special 
session to evaluate then-City 
Manager Andrea Travis-
Miller’s performance as city 
manager. Valdivia had a less 
than positive relationship 
with Travis-Miller, and he 
considered her to be a ves-
tige of Davis’s mayoralty. 
Thereafter for the next three 
months followed a multiplic-
ity of closed sessions, at both 
regularly scheduled and spe-
cially scheduled meetings of 
the council, at which Travis-
Miller’s performance was to 
be evaluated, with “perfor-

To Capture May-
or’s Spot, Valdivia 
Hid From Demo-
crats That He Was 
A Republican  from 
page 5
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ard failed to gain reelection 
after the FBI began a serious 
investigative effort targeting 
the marijuana-related graft 
in Adelanto, including serv-
ing search warrants at City 
Hall and Kerr’s home along 
with raids elsewhere around 
the city and at offices of those 
providing money to city of-
ficials. In San Bernardino, 
there have been recurrent re-
ports and even signed affida-
vits relating that Valdivia, in 
exchange for money, com-
mitted to provide applicants 
for commercial marijuana 
operations with the permits 
and licensing they needed 
to establish their operations 
and get clearance to initiate 
business in the county seat.

Former County Super-
visor Bill Postmus, who 
was chairman of the board 
of supervisors, the chair-
man of the San Bernardino 
County Republican Central 
Committee and later was 
elected county assessor, 
was subsequently arrested, 
forced to resign from office 
and prosecuted for 14 felony 
political corruption charges, 
including conspiracy, fraud, 
bribery, soliciting bribes, ac-
cepting bribes, misappropri-
ation of public funds, con-
flict of interest by a public 
official and perjury. In 2011, 
he pleaded guilty to all 14 
charges and was ultimately 
sentenced to three years in 
state prison for his crimes. 
His conviction on the public 
official conflict of interest 
charge prohibits him from 
ever holding elected public 
office in California again.

Postmus has resolved to 
remain in the political game, 
however, and has created a 
Wyoming-based company, 
Mountain States Consulting 
Group, LLC, which he uses 
to engage in political money 
laundering for California 
elected officials, particu-
larly ones in San Bernardino 
County. Relying on his ex-
perience in being caught, 
prosecuted and convicted 
of bribery as well as taking 
advantage of the lax report-
ing requirements Wyoming 
has for limited liability com-
panies based there, Post-
mus has devised a formula 
by which Mountain States 
Consulting Group takes in 
money from those with an 
interest in decisions to be 
made by elected officials in 
local government and that 
money is then conveyed to 
those elected officials with 
the proviso that the suppliers 
of the money will get their 
projects, licenses, permits, 
contracts or franchises ap-

proved by those elected of-
ficials.

Postmus and his associ-
ates, including John Dino 
De Fazio, who has an in-
terest in a licensed mari-
juana cultivation operation 
in Needles, are working 
through Mountain States 
Consulting Group on behalf 
of those who have obtained 
marijuana-related business 
permits in San Bernardino, 
Adelanto and Needles to en-
sure they are not interfered 
with by any competitors. 
A comprehensive business 
plan Postmus is pursuing 
includes those entities that 
have already established a 
toehold in the San Bernardi-
no County marijuana indus-
try in San Bernardino, Ad-
elanto and Needles to move 
to the next phase, which 
involves opening the rest 
of San Bernardino County 
up for a limited number of 
commercial marijuana op-
erations, which Mountain 
States Consulting Group’s 
clients are given exclusive 
licenses and permits to run.

Postmus, through 
Mountain States Consult-
ing Group, has begun to 
filter money to Chairman 
of the Board of Supervisors 
Curt Hagman, First District 
Supervisor Paul Cook and 
Third District Supervisor 
Dawn Rowe to get them to 
accept the next step in the 
process, which is intended to 
confer a monopoly, or a near 
monopoly, on those who 
have established cannabis-
related operations in San 
Bernardino and Adelanto 
through bribery, as well as 
on De Fazio and his as-
sociates, in the areas of the 
county where commercial 
marijuana activity is now 
prohibited but will later 
be permitted. To this end, 
Postmus has formulated a 
timetable that would have 
the county move to allow 
making commercial can-
nabis activity to take place 
within the unincorporated 
areas of the county, roughly 
94 percent of the 20,105 
square mile jurisdiction by 
2022. The estimated half of 
a billion dollar initial rev-
enue stream this would cre-
ate would be spread around 
to the decision-makers to be 
brought in on the deal, such 
that Hagman, Cook and 
Rowe would be guaranteed 
no less than $1 million each.

In setting the county’s 
budget for 2021-2022, the 
board of supervisors ear-
marked $10.4 million to deal 
with nettlesome land use and 
code enforcement issues in 

the county’s unincorporated 
areas, the most significant of 
which consist of unlicensed 
marijuana farms.

The supervisors’ com-
mitment to fund more 
sheriff’s department efforts 
against unlicensed mari-
juana cultivators served as 
a signal to Postmus that 
county officials are agree-
able to the timetable he has 
worked out with Hagman 
and County Chief Executive 
Officer Leonard Hernandez 
to provide the marijuana-
related business operations 
that are Mountain States’ 
clients with the limited num-
ber of permits the county 
will issue when it under-
takes to legalize marijuana-
related commercial activity 
less than two years hence. 
The arrangements Postmus 
is pursuing in getting his cli-
ents permits to operate at the 
county level will ultimately 
give those entities an inside 
track in establishing canna-
bis-related businesses not 
only in the 18,899-square 
mile expanse of the county’s 
unincorporated territory, it 
will give the cartel Postmus 
represents an advantage in 
obtaining marijuana culti-
vation and cannabis-related 
product commercial en-
titlements in the eleven 
other county municipalities 
besides Adelanto, Hespe-
ria and Needles where the 
sheriff’s department fills the 
role of police department, 
Postmus believes, those be-
ing Chino Hills, Rancho 
Cucamonga, Grand Terrace, 

Loma Linda, Highland, Big 
Bear Lake, Yucaipa, Yucca 
Valley, Twentynine Palms, 
Apple Valley and Victor-
ville.

The timing of the sheriff’s 
department’s stepped-up op-
erations against illicit mari-
juana cultivation operations 
in the desert, corresponding 
as it did with Postmus’s ef-
forts on behalf of the cartel 
that has established itself in 
San Bernardino, Adelanto 
and Needles, was interpret-
ed as a sign that McMahon 
was on board, along with 
Hagman, Cook, Rowe, Su-
pervisor Janice Rutherford, 
Supervisor Joe Baca, Jr., 
Hernandez, County Chief 
Financial Officer Matthew 
Erickson, County Counsel 
Michelle Blakemore and 
Chief Assistant County 
Counsel Penny Alexander-
Kelley, in allowing the cartel 
that has retained Postmus to 
achieve its marijuana culti-
vation and cannabis-product 
related monopoly.

McMahon, who through-
out his professional law en-
forcement career engaged 
in arresting marijuana users 
and traffickers, the Sentinel 
is informed, was angered at 
the insinuations that he was 
involved in any way with 
the effort to marijuanify the 
county and make cultivation 
of marijuana or the produc-
tion and/or sale of cannabis-
related products a significant 
part of San Bernardino 
County’s future economy 
and culture. An individual 
close to the sheriff who did 

not want to be identified or 
quoted verbatim said that 
McMahon’s essentially apo-
litical nature prevented him 
from recognizing the po-
litical manipulation that was 
afoot over the last several 
months, and that he had only 
learned of the deal-cutting 
Postmus was involved in af-
ter public discussion relating 
to his and his department’s 
efforts to clear the decks of 
the competition to the en-
franchised cartel that has 
taken hold in San Bernardi-
no, Adelanto and Needles. 
McMahon was not until re-
cently, McMahon’s contact 
insisted, aware of Postmus’s 
ties to the marijuana indus-
try, and the sheriff further 
had no knowledge of the 
money Postmus is launder-
ing to Hagman, Cook and 
Rowe. McMahon was ap-
palled to learn of the deal 
that Postmus had arranged 
and was “floored” by the 
evidence churned up by the 
detectives attached to the 
sheriff’s department’s ex-
ecutive command indicating 
that Postmus was providing 
money to Hagman, Cook 
and Rowe, said the source, 
who insisted that any sug-
gestion McMahon was a 
recipient of money provided 
through Postmus was pa-
tently untrue.

The damage McMahon 
is likely to sustain to his rep-
utation if he remains as sher-
iff and involved in marijuana 
suppression efforts against 
the unfranchised marijuana 
producers while the cartel 

Postmus represents solidi-
fies its hold on the county, 
the Sentinel was told, was a 
major factor, along with his 
having now maximized his 
pension, that went into Mc-
Mahon’s decision to retire.

In an announcement 
posted to Twitter this af-
ternoon, McMahon said, 
“Today, I’m announcing 
my retirement as sheriff of 
San Bernardino County, ef-
fective July 16th of this year. 
For the last 36 years I’ve 
been blessed to work with 
some of the most dedicated 
and hard-working law en-
forcement professionals. 
The eight-and-a-half years 
serving as your sheriff has 
been an honor and a privi-
lege, a responsibility that I 
have taken very seriously. It 
is now time for me to focus 
on things in my personal life 
that require the attention of 
my wife, Shelly, and I. The 
community support this 
department experiences is 
not taken lightly, and we are 
very grateful for it. We have 
a talented and well-prepared 
executive management 
team that is ready to take our 
department into the future.”

McMahon made no in-
dication of which member 
of that executive manage-
ment team he will recom-
mend to the board of super-
visors as his replacement. 
The obvious candidates are 
Undersheriff Shannon Di-
cus, Assistant Sheriff Rob-
ert Wickum and Assistant 
Sheriff Horace Boatwright.

mance evaluation” being a 
euphemism for considering 
firing her.

Valdivia coaxed the 
council along, and during 
the closed session on April 
3, 2019, the troika of Ibarra, 
Richard and Sanchez voted, 
based upon a motion by 
Sanchez, to suspend Travis-
Miller. Councilmen Jim 
Mulvihill, Henry Nickel and 
Fred Shorett voted to hold off 
on such an action, resulting 
in a 3-to-3 deadlock. Valdiv-
ia, using his tie-breaking au-
thority, tipped the scales into 
a 4-to-3 vote to make that 
suspension.

The following month, an 
election was held to fill the 
Third Ward gap on the coun-
cil. Juan Figueroa, whom 
Valdivia had endorsed 
and supplied with copious 
amounts of money to cam-
paign with, won that contest. 
At that point, Valdivia could 

mile municipality, matched 
by a titanium political vice-
grip.

There was nothing 
Valdivia could not do, or so it 
seemed to him and everyone 
else.

At that point the real 
graftfest, only hinted at be-
fore, began. He was now 
able to assure potential po-
litical donors or those willing 
to slide him money under the 
table or through some other 
creative means that he had 
the wherewithal to ensure 
that city staff would write 
reports and recommenda-
tions favorable relating to 
any service contract, mate-
rials contract, development 
project proposal or franchise 
application he signaled met 
with his approval, and that 
he could deliver sufficient 
votes on the council so that 
any item that came before it 
which he considered to be in 
the city’s best interest would 
pass.

For the rest of 2019, 
Valdivia sold his services to 
anyone who would pay, the 
currency being donations to 
his political fund or retaining 
his company, AAdvantage 
Comm LLC, to provide neb-

ulously described “consult-
ing services.”

Valdivia was feeling his 
oats, filling his mayoral staff 
and making appointments to 
city commissions with those 
he figured would do his bid-
ding. Among those on his 
staff were Mirna Cisneros, 
his constituent service repre-
sentative; Karen Cervantes, 
his special assistant; Jackie 
Aboud, his field representa-
tive; Don Smith, who had 
worked on Valdivia’s cam-
paign for mayor and was sub-
sequently hired by the city to 
serve as Valdivia’s part time 
field representative, and Matt 
Brown, who was brought in 
to serve as Valdivia’s chief of 
staff in August 2019, roughly 
a month after Bilal Essayli, 
Valdivia’s first chief of staff, 
resigned. Valdivia had also 
appointed Alissa Payne to 
the city’s Arts and Histori-
cal Preservation Commis-
sion and the San Bernardino 
Parks, Recreation and Com-
munity Services Commis-
sion.

In January 2020, Cis-
neros and Cervantes went 
public with accounts of how 
Valdivia began pressur-

count on the unquestioning 
support of Sanchez, Ibarra, 
Figueroa and Richard on 
virtually any item that came 
before the council and the 
support of Nickel on most 
issues, including those that 
pertained to development in 
the city. Immediately upon 
Figueroa being installed as 
a member of the council, 
Valdivia finalized the dis-
placement of Travis-Miller, 
establishing in her place the 
city’s 62-year-old assistant 
city manager, Teri Ledoux. 
Promoting Ledoux from as-
sistant city manager to city 
manager zoomed her an-
nual salary before benefits 
from $130,000 to $236,000, 
and set up a guarantee that 
upon Ledoux’s retirement 
a year later at the end of her 
26-year municipal career, 
her pension would increase 
from $120,000 annually for 
the rest of her life to $189,000 
per year.

At that point, with 
Ledoux beholden to him 
for the major windfall of her 
existence, Valdivia was in 
absolute control. His political 
reach in the county seat ex-
tended to every corner and 
scintilla of the 59.65-square 
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The fashionable people 
of the streets were on a 
no-show stance for months 
and months. Finally, a 
street trend, and the word 
on the street is all about 
crocs. Yes, crocs are back! 

Why? Maybe because 
no one can really see you 
wear them, or maybe the 

clog is a colorful fashion 
statement. From my obser-
vation, it’s more of a cool 
thing for the younger gen-
eration.

One feature is they can 
add charm based on inter-
est. I think they were popu-

lar back in 2016. Fast forward to 2021, and the power of 
the croc is back. The main influencers have been celebri-
ties, but now the kids are having their fun, too.

young people get creative 
with their feet and have 
something to decorate so 
they can show their shoes 
off on the streets. If you’re 
into it, get out there and 
have fun personalizing 
your pair of crocs. I’m ex-
cited to see more people on 
the streets and what they 
are wearing.

Some crocs are decorated with various charms like 
religious images, sports team logos, schools, Disney, etc. 
Personalizing a pair of crocs can get pricey depending on 
the amount of charms to add.

They can be fun and funny as well! Its nice to see 

Grace Bernal’s

California Style
Crocs Craze

Summer is going to be 
hot!

“The only shoes that 
look futuristic are Crocs, 
but they would be terrible 
to use in a futuristic mov-
ie.” — Olivier Theyskens

ing them to have sex with 
him. Cisneros related how 
Valdivia had solicited and 
received bribes. She also laid 
out how he used city money 
to travel about nationally and 
internationally on business 
unrelated to the city, which 
included raising money for 
himself or his future politi-
cal campaigns. Aboud then 
came forward to say that 
Valdivia had squeezed her 
to have sexual relations with 
her, and that Valdivia had 
used his influence as mayor 
to provide favorable city 
treatment to his donors and 
supporters, while working 
to prevent city services from 
being rendered to his con-
stituents who were not sup-
porters, in particular those 
in the city’s Fourth and Sev-
enth Wards, represented by 
his two rivals on the coun-
cil, Fred Shorett and Jim 
Mulvihill. Payne surfaced 
publicly with accounts that 
were in some fashion similar 
to those of Cisneros, Cer-
vantes and Aboud with re-
gard to sexual advances the 
mayor had made toward her. 
Smith offered specific ac-
counts of bribetaking by the 
mayor, including an account 
of an envelope stuffed with 
money that had originated 
from holders of the city’s tow 
truck franchises.

Valdivia’s difficulties 

mounted when Brown, who 
as his senior staff member 
had an overview of how 
things were run in Valdiv-
ia’s mayoral office from 
August 2019 until March 
2020, sought representation 
by Tristan Pelayes, the law-
yer who was representing 
Cevantes, Cisneros, Aboud, 
Payne, and Smith.

Aboud, Brown Cer-
vantes, Cisneros and Smith 
sued the city over the or-
deals they experienced with 
Valdivia.

Initially, in the face of 
the complaints and then the 
lawsuits against Valdivia, 
the law firm representing the 
city, Best Best & Krieger, 
functioning on the theory 
that it represented the city 
and that Valdivia, as the duly 
elected mayor, embodied 
the city as its political lead-
er, and further presuming 
that Valdivia had de facto 
control of the city extend-
ing to a comfortable domi-
nance of the city council, 
refrained from making any 
concessions with regard to 
Valdivia’s comportment or 
behavior. The firm, which 
employs Thomas Rice as 
San Bernardino’s chief assis-
tant city attorney and Sonya 
Carvalho as San Bernardino 
City Attorney, asserted that 
making any public admis-
sion with regard to Valdivia’s 

transgressions would subject 
the city to liability, meaning 
monetary judgments.

While Valdivia continued 
to enjoy the undying loyalty 
of Councilwoman Richard 
and Councilman Figueroa, 
by early 2020, Nickel, San-
chez and Ibarra had become 
keenly conscious of the 
manner in which Valdivia 
had been using them to per-
petuate the perception of his 
control of the council and 
thereby the city, by which he 
intensified his bribetaking. 
Wanting to no longer have 
anything to do with him and 
to end the perception of their 
political connection to him 
or condoned his action, they 
began distancing themselves 
from the mayor. This mani-
fested in their no longer sup-
porting him with their votes 
on the council, as well as 
Valdivia’s show of growing 
hostility toward them, at first 
in particular toward Ibarra. 
Valdivia supplied money to 
Richard and Figueroa to as-
sist them in their 2020 elec-
toral campaigns. In 2020, 
Figueroa gained reelection, 
but Richard lost, as did both 
Nickel and Mulvihill, who 
also had to stand for reelec-
tion in 2010.

Despite the fact that the 
council shed both Mulvihill 
and Nickel, who at that point 
were at odds with Valdivia, 
the mayor did not gain po-
litically by that outcome. 
Nickel was replaced by Ben 
Reynoso in the Fifth Ward 

and Mulvihill supplanted in 
the Seventh Ward by Da-
mon Alexander. Though it 
initially seemed that Alexan-
der might align himself with 
Valdivia, by this point, six 
months after he took office, 
Alexander finds himself 
politically estranged from 
Valdivia. Reynoso was out 
of sync with Valdivia from 
the outset. Kimberly Calvin, 
who defeated Richard, was 
likewise at loggerheads with 
Valdivia from the time she 
came into office.

Thus, since December, 
Valdivia’s lone source of 
support on the council was 
Figueroa.

Valdivia’s remaining 
hold on control consisted 
of his tenuous grip on the 
city manager who replaced 
Ledoux last summer, Robert 
Field, and the city’s director 
of community and economic 
development, Michael Hunt-
ley, augmented by the city 
attorney’s office’s unwilling-
ness to challenge him.

This week, a circum-
stance manifested in which 
it appears Valdivia has lost 
the last vestige of his hold 
on the city. He was sched-
uled to deliver the annual 
state of the city address on 
Tuesday, after which he had 
scheduled a VIP reception 
for those who are involved 
in the governance, promo-
tion and advancement of the 
city. That reception was to be 
held at Hilltop Restaurant in 
San Bernardino, the owner-

ship/management of which 
is one of Valdivia’s primary 
campaign donors, having 
most recently provided him 
with $5,000. Valdivia had 
requested from staff, and 
was provided with, several 
thousand dollars to hold that 
reception. When he was 
challenged on the necessity 
of that expenditure, Valdivia 
said it was a continuation of 
a city tradition, and that the 
reception was for “residents 
and stakeholders.” It turned 
out, however, that attendance 
at the reception was limited 
to those who were invited, 
and the only council mem-
ber invited was Figueroa, 
Valdivia’s lone remaining 
ally on the council. Nearly 
all of those invited were 
Valdivia’s campaign donors, 
whom he intended to hit up 
again for more electioneer-
ing funding.

Taking stock of the way 
in which Valdivia had used 
taxpayer money to conduct 
personal fundraising, the 
city council on Tuesday June 
15, unanimously directed the 
city manager to cancel the 
VIP reception, ordered the 
city attorney’s office to look 
into the misuse of public 
funds Valdivia has engaged 
in, recover the money billed 
to the city for the reception 
and asked for an indepen-
dent review of expenditures 
from the mayor’s office since 
January 2019.

Valdivia had his lawyer, 
Rod Pacheco, fire off a let-

ter to the city, accusing City 
Attorney Sonia Carvalho of 
directing the action against 
the mayor and threatening 
legal action against her and 
the city.

This provoked a pointed 
public denial from Carvalho. 
Valdivia’s sally against Carv-
alho appears to have pierced 
the veil of invulnerability 
that Best Best & Krieger had 
formerly wrapped him in.

As significantly, by 
bringing his donors, most 
of whom are are develop-
ers, under a microscope, 
this made it difficult or even 
impossible for Huntley, to 
stand by him and militate on 
behalf of those developers in 
the future.

The action Valdivia pro-
voked the city council into 
taking against him with the 
use of public funds to con-
duct political fundraising 
now involves the city man-
ager, Field, in an inquiry that 
is contrary to the mayor’s 
interest.

Perhaps most telling 
and significant of all is that 
Figueroa, Valdivia’s last link 
to power, joined with his 
council colleagues in order-
ing the city attorney’s office 
and the city manager to 
bring the curtain down on 
Valdivia’s depredations.

At this point Valdivia ap-
pears entirely isolated and 
under siege in the city of 
214,706.

-Mark Gutglueck


