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Less than three 
months after the Red 
Brennan Group, a citi-
zens advocacy coalition, 
qualified a ballot mea-
sure in San Bernardino 
County that would, if 
passed in November, 
transform the members 
of the county board of 
supervisors into part-
time rather than full-
time local legislators, the 
current board members 

By Mark Gutglueck
The repeated, exag-

gerated and progres-
sively more monstrous 
portrayals of Mayor John 
Valdivia as a victimizer 
are a gross perversion 
of the truth, one that is 
depriving the City of 
San Bernardino of what 
is perhaps its last hope 
of achieving recovery 
rather than slipping into 
bankruptcy for the sec-
ond time in a decade and 
from which the once-

Over a thousand peo-
ple, hundreds of whom 
no longer live in Vic-
torville or California, 
embarked on a course 
of action last month that 
carries with it the pros-
pect of forcing a long-
in-the-coming reckoning 
of the cavalier comport-
ment of the U.S. Depart-
ment of Defense and in 
particular the U.S. Air 
Force in their steward-
ship of a now-discarded 
relic of the Cold War lo-
cated in San Bernardino 
County’s High Desert. 
That action also carries 
with it the possibility that 
the City of Victorville, 
which in the 1990s com-
peted so hard against the 
City of Adelanto to suc-
cessfully obtain from the 
Department of Defense 
annexation and civilian 
use conversion rights to 
long-shuttered George 
Air Force Base to cre-
ate what is now known 
as Southern California 
Logistics Airport, may 
come to rue its bureau-
cratic victory over its 
neighboring munici-
pality as the ecological 
nightmare it has inherit-
ed becomes ever clearer.

The Military Ac-
countability and Trans-
parency Alliance, known 
by its acronym MAATA 
and which numbers 
among its members 
more than 1,500 Air 
Force veterans or their 
spouses who once served 
or resided at George Air 
Force Base, on June 30 
lodged an administrative 
claim against the federal 
government relating to 
its members’ exposure 
to toxic chemicals, sub-
stances and radiation 
while at the 

have used their own au-
thority in an effort to 
sidetrack that referen-
dum by placing before 
voters a county charter 
revision package that 
will obviate the citizen 
group’s measure even if 
it manages to pass.

At stake for each of 
the supervisors is rough-
ly $200,000 per year, the 
difference between the 
approximately $260,000 

in salary and benefits 
they are currently paid 
by the taxpayers in their 
elected capacity and the 
$60,000 in total com-
pensation they would 
receive if the voters ap-
prove the Red Brennan 
Group’s ballot proposal.

Unwilling to see their 
pay cut, the supervisors 
this week struck back, 
beginning the arrange-
ments to put onto the 

November ballot what 
they are representing as 
a county charter reform 
measure which would 
have the practical effect 
of locking into place a 
salary and benefit level 
that is comparable to that 
which they are already 
receiving.

The diversionary ploy 
the board of supervisors 
in conjunction with the 
top county staff are em-

ploying mirrors in mul-
tiple respects the same 
tactic the board utilized 
in 2012 when tax reform 
advocate Kiernan “Red” 
Brennan, for whom the 
Red Brennan Group is 
named, qualified what 
was designated as Mea-
sure R for the ballot that 
year.

Measure R sought 
to make the San Ber-
nardino Coun-

grand county seat will 
likely see itself disin-
corporated, the mayor’s 
lawyer this week told the 
Sentinel.

Valdivia, who was 
first elected to the city 
council representing the 
Third Ward in 2011, in 
2018 successfully chal-
lenged incumbent Mayor 
Carey Davis. Valdivia, 
upon acceding to the 
position of mayor in De-
cember 2018, appeared 
to have transitioned 

into the central political 
personage in the city, 
and indeed for the next 
year headed the ruling 
coalition on the coun-
cil which consisted, at 
least initially, of First 
Ward Councilman Ted 
Sanchez, Second Ward 
Councilwoman Sandra 
Ibarra, Fifth Ward Coun-
cilman Henry Nickel, 
Sixth Ward Council-
woman Bessine Richard 
and, after he was elected 
to replace Valdivia in 

the Third Ward council 
position in a specially-
held election in May 
2019, Juan Figueroa. 
The only consistent op-
position Valdivia faced 
during his first year as 
mayor was that offered 
by Fourth Ward Coun-
cilman Fred Shorett and 
Seventh Ward Council-
man Jim Mulvihill, who 
did not possess sufficient 
political muscle with 
their two votes to resist 
the agenda that Valdivia 

was pursuing.
Early this year, how-

ever, Valdivia’s platform 
of political primacy was 
yanked out from under 
him when two of the six 
staff members at City 
Hall assigned exclusive-
ly to the mayor’s office, 
senior customer service 
representative Mirna 
Cisneros, 30, and Karen 
Cervantes, 24, who was 
Valdivia’s mayoral as-
sistant, simultaneously 
and abruptly 

While it is not yet offi-
cial, it appears that Chris 
Robles, who has domi-
nated the Democratic 
Party in San Bernardino 
County as the chairman 
of the county central 
committee since he wan-
gled election to the posi-
tion of local party leader 
in 2012, is about to be 
deposed.

The results of an in-
formal poll of San Ber-
nardino County Central 
Committee members 
taken over the last sev-

eral days indicates suffi-
cient support for Kristin 
Washington throughout 
the central committee 
has manifested to virtu-
ally ensure that she will 
outdistance Robles for 
chairmanship of the lo-
cal party when the com-
mittee holds a Zoom 
meeting tomorrow, July 
18, at which its election 
of officers, which takes 
place every four years in 
July, is to be held.

Robles was elected 
by the central commit-

tee to serve as chairman 
in 2012, largely on the 
strength of his profes-
sional experience as a 
campaign consultant. 
The belief was that he 
would bring his exper-
tise to bear in the service 
of all Democratic can-
didates across the spec-
trum in San Bernardino 
County, from those run-
ning for Congress, to 
those seeking legislative 
posts in Sacramento to 
county and city candi-
dates, even

As of today, there 
is limited information 
available as to who will 
be vying in San Ber-
nardino County’s mu-
nicipal elections in No-
vember.

The City of Loma 
Linda already held its 
city council election on 
March 3, correspond-
ing with the California 
Presidential Primary 
Election. San Bernardi-
no held an election that 
day in four of its wards, 

as well, where as a result 
there will be runoffs in 
two wards in the election 
to be held on November 
3. In the Fifth Ward, in-
cumbent Henry Nickel is 
being challenged by Ben 
Reynoso. In the Sev-
enth Ward, incumbent 
Jim Mulvihill is vying 
against Damon Alexan-
der. 

The filing period for  
council positions to be 
contested this year in the 
county’s 20 remaining 

cities and its two incor-
porated towns opened 
on July 13 and will run 
through August 7. Phone 
calls were placed this 
morning to get an up-
to-date list of those who 
had taken out candidacy 
papers thus far. 

As the city halls in 
Upland, Rancho Cu-
camonga, Adelanto, 
Twentynine Palms, Fon-
tana, Colton, Montclair, 
Rialto, Victorville and 
Highland are closed on 

Fridays, no information 
on those cities’ races was 
obtained. 

In the cities of Hes-
peria, Grand Terrace, 
Yucaipa, Chino Hills 
and Barstow, the Senti-
nel failed to make use-
ful contact with the cus-
todians of those cities’ 
electoral rosters. Big 
Bear has a policy of not 
releasing the names of 
those taking out candi-
dacy papers until those 
papers are returned. 

In Needles, no one 
has taken out papers as 
of this morning. 

In the Town of Yucca 
Valley’s District 2, in-
cumbent Jeff Drozd has 
taken out papers as has 
Melvin Costa. In Dis-
trict 4, incumbent Rob-
ert Lombardo has pulled 
papers along with Jeff 
Brady and Myra Ken-
nedy.

In Redlands’ District 
2, incumbent Eddie Teje-
da has taken 

The COVID-19 pan-
demic this week con-
tinued its intensifica-
tion throughout San 
Bernardino County, 
as the total number of 
confirmed cases since 
the tracking of the vi-
rus began in March hit 
23,238, with 315 deaths 
attributed to the disease. 
Known cases increased 
by 4,963 since July 10, 
the highest single week 
jump in the disease yet, 
surpassing the previous 
county record of 4,599 

set last week, between 
July 3 and July 10. There 
is concern that those al-
ready dire numbers are 
even worse, as a shortage 
of testing supplies that 
commenced last week 
resulted in the cancel-
lation of tests that were 
to take place on July 8, 
July 9 and July 10. As 
there is a several day lag 
between the time of test-
ing and the reporting of 
results, it is possible that 
the increase in the infec-
tion numbers re-
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resigned on January 29. 
Their dual departures 
from the city were fol-
lowed with their public 
statements, offered at a 
press conference held 
in front of City Hall, as 
to why they felt leaving 
the city’s employ was 
necessary. Cisneros and 
Cervantes had retained 
attorney Tristan Pelayes, 
a former San Bernardino 
County sheriff’s deputy 
and one-time mayor of 
Adelanto who is now a 
principal in the law firm 
of Pelayes & Yu, to rep-
resent them prior to their 
resignations. While they 
were working for the city 
in roles that were directly 
answerable to Valdivia, 
they said, the mayor had 
subjected them to un-
wanted sexual advances, 
innuendo and crude re-
marks, sought to press 
them into compromising 
circumstances, insisted 
that they perform tasks 
outside their job assign-
ments, and either sought 
to involve them in or ac-
knowledged to them his 
skirting of the law per-
taining to the use of pub-
lic funds as well as his 
violation of the report-
ing requirements im-
posed on public officials 
relating to the reception 
of donations, money 
or services. Cisneros 
said that Valdivia had 
pressured her to work 
on political campaigns 
while she was serving 
in her capacity as a city 
employee, and that the 
mayor suggested that she 
should use the vacation 
time she had accrued to 
work on the now-con-
cluded campaigns of two 
of the candidates in this 
year’s city council races 
Valdivia had endorsed, 
Juan Figueroa and Bes-
sine Richard. According 
to Cisneros, Valdivia ac-
cepted gratuities from 
individuals with busi-
ness before the city that 
verged on or crossed the 
line into bribetaking.

On February 27 at 
another press confer-
ence called before San 
Bernardino City Hall, 
Pelayes announced that 
four others, including a 

city commissioner and 
three other employees 
of the mayor’s office 
had been mistreated by 
Valdivia. Three of those, 
Jackie Aboud, a 23-year-
old part-time field rep-
resentative for Valdivia, 
Don Smith, a 25-year-
old part-time legislative 
aid and field representa-
tive, and Alissa Payne, 
36, who in October 
2019 was nominated by 
Valdivia and then ap-
pointed to both the Arts 
and Historical Preserva-
tion Commission and the 
San Bernardino Parks, 
Recreation and Commu-
nity Services Commis-
sion, were featured at the 
press conference. The 
fourth individual who 
was not identified or in 
attendance at the Febru-
ary 27 press conference, 
was Valdivia’s chief of 
staff, Matt Brown.

Aboud, who had 
worked as a field rep-
resentative for Valdivia 
from April 2019 until 
she was fired on January 
6, said she had been pro-
vided with no training 
and was subjected to a 
circumstance which sug-
gested that she was not 
hired for legitimate work 
in serving as a liaison 
between Valdivia and his 
constituents but rather 
as Valdivia’s courtesan. 
“He told me I needed to 
spend time with him af-
ter hours and invest in a 
friendship with him if I 
wanted to reach my ca-
reer goals,” Aboud said. 
“He also told me that my 
job was not to serve the 
community but to serve 
him and meet his per-
sonal needs.”

According to Aboud, 
Valdivia was self-cen-
tered and abrasive, and 
his ego-driven ambition 
prevented him from be-
ing of service to his con-
stituents. She said the 
mayor slighted the city’s 
residents in the Fourth 
and Seventh Ward be-
cause they were repre-
sented by his two rivals 
on the council, Shorett 
and Mulvihill. Valdiv-
ia was vindictive and 
mean, Aboud said, tak-
ing recourse in threaten-
ing her with termination, 
belittling her in front of 
others and constant bul-
lying.

Smith, in his capacity 
as Valdivia’s legislative 
aid and field representa-
tive, claimed that Valdiv-
ia ordered him to work 
extra hours while not 
paying him overtime, 

and dangling before him 
promises of promotion 
that never manifested. 
He claimed Valdivia had 
employed him to engage 
in running personal er-
rands that had nothing to 
do with serving the resi-
dents of San Bernardino.

Smith said, “He 
[Valdivia] routinely 
threatened my job as a 
means to bully me” and 
“told me my job was on 
the line if I didn’t do 
what he wanted. Even 
though I was not on call, 
he would call me and 
tell me to immediately 
report to work on days/
times I wasn’t scheduled. 
Anytime I questioned 
him, he again would tell 
me that I needed to do 
what I was told because 
he gave me the opportu-
nity.”

Smith signed an affi-
davit in which he stated 
that he had accompa-
nied Valdivia to a 1 a.m. 
meeting at a restaurant 
with Danny Alcarez 
during which Alcarez 
delivered to Valdivia an 
envelope stuffed with 
cash, made in exchange 
for Valdivia’s assistance 
in securing for Alcarez 
and other tow truck busi-
ness operators placement 
on the city’s tow service 
franchise.

Payne stated, “I was 
subjected to inappropri-
ate conduct and manipu-
lation by the mayor. He 
went as far as offering 
to provide me an apart-
ment, would tell me how 
to vote and what to say 
or do at the commission 
meetings, asked me to 
meet him alone in the 
evening after hours, and 
promised – guaranteed 
– me a seat on the city 
dais as the Second Ward 
council member.”

Payne said Valdivia 
made inappropriate sex-
ist comments, subjected 
her to unwanted physi-
cal touching, and had 
“invited me to attend a 
dinner event as his per-
sonal guest where he was 
persistently trying to get 
me intoxicated, which I 
declined, and put his arm 
around me several times, 
touching my lower back 
and making me extreme-
ly uncomfortable. The 
mayor was preying on 
me.”

Payne claimed that 
“council members were 
not only aware but en-
abled his behavior.”

A week after the Feb-
ruary 27 press confer-
ence Matt Brown was re-

vealed as Pelayes’ sixth 
client lodging accusa-
tions against the may-
or. Brown hired on as 
Valdivia’s chief of staff 
in August 2019. Brown 
was less vocal than the 
other five, but accord-
ing to Pelayes, Brown 
had retained his firm 
after he grew concerned 
that Valdivia would re-
taliate against him for 
having sought to shield 
Cisneros, Cervantes and 
Aboud from Valdivia 
by encouraging them to 
file grievances over their 
treatment by Valdivia 
with the city’s human re-
sources division.

The accusations first 
leveled by Cisneros and 
Cervantes and reinforced 
by Aboud, Smith, Payne 
and Brown precipi-
tated Valdivia’s decline 
in authority. Whereas 
throughout much of 2019 
Valdivia was able to con-
sistently rally at least 
four votes of support for 
the items that came be-
fore the council which 
he championed, by this 
spring it became clear 
that Sanchez, Ibarra and 
Nickel had defected from 
the Valdivia camp, and 
on major issues of im-
port to the mayor, they 
would join with Shorett 
and Mulvihill in frus-
trating Valdivia’s plan of 
action or intended direc-
tion.

Shortly after the accu-
sations against Valdivia 
by Cisneros and Cer-
vantes surfaced, the city 
through the firm of Best 
Best & Krieger, which 
employs the two lawyers 
who serve in the capac-
ity of city attorney and 
deputy city attorney, 
Thomas Rice and Sonia 
Carvalho respectively, 
sought to initiate an in-
vestigation of the accu-
sations. There were sug-
gestions, however, that 
Best Best & Krieger, 
the employees of which 
represent Valdivia as do 
they represent the entire-
ty of the council, were 
ill-suited to carry out the 
investigation, so Carv-
alho arranged to have 
the law firm of Liebert 
Cassidy Whitmore over-
see the investigation. For 
reasons that were not 
clear, however, Liebert 
Cassidy and Whitmore 
begged off from hav-
ing to carry out the in-
vestigation directly, as 
J. Scott Tiedemann, a 
managing partner with 
the firm, directed the 
city to hire Los Ange-

les-based attorney Carla 
Barboza to do that work. 
Barboza, who was to re-
ceive $350 per hour, was 
initially contracted to 
investigate the Cisneros 
and Cervantes claims, 
at a not-to-exceed cost 
of $50,000. That inves-
tigation bogged down, 
however, when Pelayes 
asked and then insisted 
that one of his investiga-
tors or his firm’s lawyers 
be granted access to the 
interviews with both 
claimants and witnesses. 
When the city refused, 
Pelayes instructed his 
clients not to submit to 
the questioning by Bar-
boza. This had the effect 
of shortcircuiting the in-
vestigation, as those with 
the information most 
pertinent to the issues 
being investigated were 
not interviewed.

In the meantime, in 
April, the city council 
considered Valdivia’s 
request that the city, in 
addition to conducting 
what it claimed was an 
“independent” investi-
gation of Valdivia’s con-
duct, pay for his legal 
defense in the face of the 
claims made against him 
and whatever findings 
against him the city’s 
investigation might turn 
up. Deputy City Attor-
ney Sonia Carvalho sug-
gested that the council 
could authorize Valdivia 
to select an attorney at 
his own discretion for 
whose work representing 
the mayor the city might 
then defray an initial 
maximum expenditure of 
$50,000. In the alterna-
tive, Carvalho said, she 
could select an attorney 
for Valdivia who would 
likewise be provided 
with an initial $50,000 
retainer. Carvalho then 
provided the city council 
with a list of four attor-
neys she thought might 

be suitable for structur-
ing Valdivia’s defense, 
one being Patrick “Kit” 
Bobko, who had agreed 
to work on the mayor’s 
behalf at a rate of $250 
to $330 per hour; Mi-
chael Zweiback, who 
committed to working 
on the case in conjunc-
tion with other members 
of his firm at a “blended” 
rate of $400 per hour; 
Gerald Sauer, who was 
willing to work the case 
at a cost of $495 per 
hour; and Sonya Good-
win, who stood ready to 
go to bat for Valdivia for 
$450 per hour. Valdivia, 
who had been provided 
with an early preview of 
the attorneys Carvalho 
had suggested, commu-
nicated with Zweiback 
directly, informing him 
that he was intent on 
having Zweiback’s firm 
represent him, as was 
indicated in an engage-
ment letter sent to him 
at his city office from the 
firm of Zweiback, Fiset 
& Coleman dated March 
11, 2020.

When the city council 
on April 15 considered 
the request that the city 
pay for Valdivia’s legal 
representation, council-
members Figueroa and 
Richard were in favor 
of having the city defray 
Valdivia’s defense costs 
and Councilman Shorett 
indicated that he would 
support having Valdivia 
represented by the city 
attorney’s office with-
out any outside counsel 
being paid for. Council-
woman Ibarra wanted 
the council to outright 
refuse to have the city 
pay for Valdivia’s de-
fense. Ultimately howev-
er, a motion to table, that 
is suspend, a decision on 
having the city pay for 
Valdivia’s legal defense 
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Eight Years Ago 
Board Of Supervi-
sors Outmaneu-
vered Government 
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With Lookalike Bal-
lot Initiative  from 
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ty Board of Supervisors 
a part-time governing 
body, reducing board 
members’ salary and 
benefit packages from 
what was for some of the 
board members as high 
as $308,000 in 2012 to 
$60,000 annually, while 
simultaneously reducing 
the budget for the staff of 
each of the supervisors 
to $300,000. Kiernan 
and his associates man-
aged a very successful 
promotional campaign 
for Measure R, which 
prompted the board of 
supervisors, acting at 
the last minute in July 
2012, to qualify what 
was designated as Mea-
sure Q for the November 
2012 ballot. In practical 
terms, Q was a compet-
ing measure to R, one 
which called for a five 
percent reduction in the 
annual salary of board 
supervisors, but did not 
impact their benefit and 
retirement packages 
or their staffing levels. 
Adapting the Measure 
R advocates’ calls for 
reform, the proponents 
of Measure Q did not in 
any overt fashion cam-
paign against Measure 
R, but rather expounded 
in generic terms what 
they represented as Mea-
sure Q’s “sensible” and 
“moderate” approach 
for achieving salary re-
duction for the super-
visors, dropping what 
at that time was their 
$158,000 annual salaries 
to $151,100. Measure R 
passed overwhelmingly 
in November 2012, gar-
nering 326,939 or 64.25 
percent of the 508,846 
total votes cast with re-
gard to the initiative. 
Meanwhile, Measure 
Q passed as well, with 
344,226 votes or 67.28 
percent of the 511,595 
votes cast relating to it. 
As they covered the same 
topic, with the passage 
of both Measure Q and 
Measure R, the measure 
receiving the most votes 
was the one enacted. In 
this way, county officials 

succeeded in keeping the 
terms of the reform pro-
posed by Kiernan Bren-
nan from being put into 
place.

Brennan died in 2013. 
Those involved with 
him in his government 
reform efforts founded 
the Red Brennan Group 
shortly thereafter, dedi-
cating it to reducing the 
depth, breadth and cost 
of government while 
aiming at improving its 
efficiency.

In 2017, the Red Bren-
nan Group undertook 
petition drives to qualify 
two countywide initia-
tives, one aimed at re-
ducing members of the 
San Bernardino County 
Board of Supervisors to 
part time status and im-
posing on that panel’s 
members a commensu-
rate reduction in pay, and 
another more compre-
hensive measure dubbed 
the “Leadership Ac-
countability Initiative.”

That measure called 
for reversing the coun-
ty’s 2010 move which 
changed the title and 
authority of the county 
chief administrative of-
ficer to the county chief 
executive officer, which 
had also conferred on 
the post higher pay. The 
Leadership Accountabil-
ity Initiative eliminated 
the chief executive of-
ficer post and reestab-
lished the county admin-
istrator position, pegged 
compensation of elected 
officials – supervisors, 
sheriff, district attorney, 
t reasurer/auditor/con-
troller and assessor – to 
a multiple of the median 
family income in the re-
gion, and eliminated in-
creased accrual of retire-
ment benefits by elected 
officials. The initiative 
further sought to restrict 
bloat within the county’s 
governmental structure 
by placing a per capita 
limit on the number of 
county employees. It also 
required the supervisors 
to use every legal means 
available to ensure coun-
ty government employee 
pay and benefits were 
equal to private industry 
pay and benefits in the 
San Bernardino County 
jurisdiction.

After the initiative 
proposals were submit-
ted in 2017 to the coun-
ty’s stable of in-house 
lawyers, known as the 

office of county coun-
sel, the county sued the 
initiatives’ proponents, 
claiming the initiatives 
violated the California 
Constitution, the cur-
rent legal authority of 
the supervisors, and the 
single subject rule for 
initiatives. In its lawsuit, 
the county contended it 
therefore should not be 
required to complete its 
ministerial duty of pro-
viding a ballot title and 
summary for the initia-
tive proposals.

At that point, the 
Red Brennan Group 
postponed its efforts, 
consulting with legal 
authorities before pro-
ceeding. Following that 
legal guidance and a de-
lay of nearly two years, it 
resumed its efforts, and 
began circulating a pe-
tition last year to force 
a referendum on a mea-
sure to reduce the total 
compensation of each of 
the members of the board 
of supervisors to $5,000 
per month. The group 
gathered 75,132 signa-
tures, which were affixed 
to copies of the petition. 
Those documents, con-
sisting of 10,121 pages, 
were handed over to the 
San Bernardino County 
Registrar of Voters Of-
fice on March 20.

According to Regis-
trar of Voters Bob Page, 
a “3% random sample,” 
of the signatures, con-
sisting of 2,255, were 
examined. Of those, 
1,840 were found to be 
the valid signatures of 
registered county voters 
and 415 were what Page 
deemed “insufficient.” 
He found among the val-
id signatures one dupli-
cate. Thus, he projected, 
were the full 75,132 sig-
natures to be examined, 
60,228 would be deter-
mined to be valid. The 
three percent sampling 
standard can be used to 
certify an initiative peti-
tion drive, Page indicat-
ed, if the sampling pro-
jection shows that more 
than 110 percent of the 
required number of voter 
signatures have been at-
tained. The 60,228 sig-
natures is equal to 112.1 
percent of the 53,725 sig-
natures needed to quali-
fy a countywide initia-
tive. “Therefore,” Page 
said, “the petition has 
been signed by the req-
uisite number of quali-

fied electors needed and 
based thereon is deemed 
sufficient.”

The language of the 
Red Brennan Group’s 
initiative states: “The to-
tal compensation of each 
member of the board 
of supervisors shall be 
five thousand dollars 
($5,000.00) per month, 
which amount shall in-
clude the actual cost to 
the county of all ben-
efits of whatever kind 
or nature including but 
not limited to salary, al-
lowances, credit cards, 
health insurance, life 
insurance, leave, retire-
ment, memberships, por-
table communications 
devices, and vehicle al-
lowances. This compen-
sation shall be in full 
compensation for all ser-
vices by the respective 
member of the board of 
supervisors.”

Furthermore, the ini-
tiative, if passed, would 
limit board members 
from serving more than 
six years on the board al-
together, allowing them 
one elected term of four 
years, while permitting 
them to also serve an ad-
ditional half term of up 
to two years if the office-
holder is appointed or 
elected to the unexpired 
term of another office-
holder who left office.

In the meantime, at 
the behest of the board of 
supervisors, the county’s 
top-ranking  person-
nel, including County 
Chief Executive Officer 
Gary McBride, County 
Chief Operating Officer 
Leonard Hernandez and 
County Counsel Mi-
chelle Blakemore and 
their staffs cast about to 
find some administra-
tive flaw or legal fault in 
the process that the Red 
Brennan Group pursued 
in qualifying the mea-
sure for the November 
election to justify dis-
qualifying the measure 
from appearing on the 
ballot. Similarly, county 
staff sought to summon 
up sufficient facts to 
support a determination 
that the measure might 
adversely impact the 
county’s operations or 
have a fiscal impact on 
the county which could 
be used as a pretext to 
prevent the voters from 
considering it.

The board of supervi-
sors declined to certify it 
for the ballot at its meet-

ing on May 19, initiat-
ing that process at the 
board’s June 9 meeting 
after county staff could 
not find legally adequate 
grounds to keep it off the 
ballot.

Their body language 
indicated the supervi-
sors were not enthusias-
tic about placing a mea-
sure before the voters 
that would potentially 
reduce by roughly three-
quarters the remunera-
tion they are to receive in 
their elected capacities 
in the future. Still, most 
of the board members 
were content to allow 
senior county staff mem-
bers bad-mouth the pro-
posal by mentioning the 
drawbacks passage of 
the measure might have. 
Supervisor Dawn Rowe 
on May 19 groused that, 
given the $60,000 cap on 
both salary and benefits/
expenses, if the measure 
passes, she would be re-
duced to nearly “mini-
mum wage,” when her 
costs for commuting 
from her home in Yucca 
Valley to San Bernardi-
no on a weekly basis 
were factored in.

Supervisor Josie Gon-
zales, who is to leave of-
fice at the end of the year 
after four terms in office, 
on June 9 made the most 
pointed criticism of the 
measure, personalizing 
her statement to suggest 
that those wanting to re-
duce the amount of mon-
ey the supervisors were 
paid lacked decency.

“I would welcome 
anyone who would like 
to come and join me and 
shadow me on a day to 
demonstrate the depth, 
the intensity, the great 
responsibility that this 
job brings,” Gonzales 
said. “It’s not just a fancy 
title. It is an extremely 
difficult job that chal-
lenges the very charac-
ter, the integrity, the will 
to serve to the max. I 
am appalled, and I will 
say this because I will 
not be around when all 
this is happening, at the 
cheapness, at the crass 
way, the lack of respect 
that this office is being 
treated by the group that 
is behind this issue. This 
is wrong. If you do not 
like your electeds, if you 
don’t like your govern-
mental representatives, 
I’ve said it once and I’ve 
said it a hundred times 
and I’ll say it again, then 

vote them out of office.”
In reference to that 

element of the Red Bren-
nan Group’s proposed 
measure which called 
for reducing the supervi-
sors to part-time status, 
Board Chairman Curt 
Hagman said, “This is 
not a part-time position 
if you are going to be 
engaged in and serve the 
people that you have the 
honor to represent.”

Though they acceded 
to putting the Red Bren-
nan Group’s proposed 
measure before the vot-
ers, the board members 
were not willing to sur-
render to the measure’s 
proponents the momen-
tum relating to the strug-
gle over determining 
how much supervisors 
are to be paid. When 
the item relating to the 
Red Brennan Group’s 
initiative came back to 
the board this week, on 
Tuesday, July 14, for the 
second requisite ratifica-
tion of it being placed 
on the November ballot, 
the board had a “reform” 
proposal of its own to put 
before the voters. That 
item was represented on 
the agenda as “a study 
session regarding the 
proposed revised county 
charter.” One of the op-
tions the agenda gave the 
board was “to replace 
the current county char-
ter with the proposed re-
vised county charter and 
place the revised county 
charter on the ballot for 
the November 3, 2020 
election.”

The board, indeed, 
did just that, maintain-
ing that putting the pro-
posed new charter in 
front of the voters in 
November was the natu-
ral outgrowth of a long 
process. In doing so, 
Board Chairman Hag-
man made a handful of 
material misrepresenta-
tions, including stating 
that the county had held 
multiple “workshops” on 
revising the charter. In 
actuality, the county had 
not held any such work-
shops in which the pub-
lic participated in fram-
ing the discussion. More 
accurately, the board of 
supervisors held a sin-
gle “study session” with 
regard to the proposed 
charter alteration on Oc-
tober 29, 2019. No mem-
bers of the public partici-
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Mayor Compliment-
ing His Assistant On 
Her Shoes Was In-
flated Into Charges 
Of Sexual Harass-
ment, His Lawyer 
Says  from page 2
was made by Council-
man Nickel, which was 
passed with the support 
of councilmen Sanchez, 
Shorett, Nickel and Mul-
vihill.

In May, after some 
three months of investi-
gation, Barboza had yet 
to provide any written 
report to the city that had 
been passed along to the 
council, but was request-
ing another $30,000 to 
complete the investiga-
tion. Having nothing by 
which to gauge the pro-
cess of the investigation, 
the city council declined 
to authorize the payment 
of the requested $30,000. 
By June, however, at 
which point both Aboud 
and Smith had officially 
filed claims against the 
city and were thus sig-
naling their intent to file 
lawsuits, the city coun-
cil signed off on paying 
Barboza another $18,000 
to move forward with 
her investigation.

Reports and insinu-
ations from all quarters 
pertaining to Valdivia 
have in recent weeks 
and months intensified 
to include accusations 
that he has been taking 
bribes and payoffs relat-
ing to a number of is-
sues pertaining to busi-
ness licensing, project 
approvals and franchise 
contracts before the city. 
Moreover, there are sug-
gestions that Valdivia 
is raging out of control 
with regard to his per-
sonal comportment, ex-
acerbated by his descent 
into alcoholism and il-
licit drug use.

Since the city coun-
cil’s non-action in April 
which denied Valdivia 
legal indemnification, a 
legal fund on Valdivia’s 
behalf has been set up, 
into which reportedly 
some $45,000 had been 
collected by the end of 
June, said to have come 

from sources that have 
likewise contributed to 
his political campaigns 
in the past.

Valdivia used that 
money to retain not 
Zweiback and Zwei-
back’s firm as had been 
his previous intent, but 
rather Rod Pacheco.

The choice of Pacheco 
as his legal representa-
tive is a rather apt one in 
Valdivia’s case on sev-
eral score.

Like Valdivia, Pa-
checo is a Republican, 
which is a relative rarity 
among Hispanic politi-
cians in California. A 
half of a generation be-
fore Valdivia, Pacheco 
made his entry into poli-
tics in a rather spectacu-
lar fashion. After having 
acceded to a position of 
high rank within the Riv-
erside County District 
Attorney’s Office under 
then-Riverside County 
District Attorney Grover 
Trask, Pacheco in 1996 
made a successful run 
for the California As-
sembly, becoming the 
first Latino Republican 
elected to the Assembly 
in more than a century. 
He was elected leader of 
the Republican caucus, 
marking the first time in 
the state’s history that a 
Hispanic legislator had 
risen to that position. 
Because the Republicans 
surrendered their major-
ity hold on the Assembly 
in the 1996 election, Pa-
checo narrowly missed 
out on becoming the first 
Hispanic California As-
sembly speaker. After 
being termed out of the 
legislature, he returned 
to the Riverside County 
District Attorney’s Of-
fice, where in 2006, he 
was elected district at-
torney, serving a single 
four-year term. He is 
now in private practice.

More than sharing 
with Valdivia being a 
Latino Republican poli-
tician who cuts across 
the grain by function-
ing in an environment 
wherein most Hispanic 
politicians are main-
streamed into the Dem-
ocratic Party, Pacheco 
spent his formative years 

in San Bernardino, and 
is intimately familiar 
with its institutions, its 
lay of the land, its resi-
dents, its body politic 
and its movers and shak-
ers. This, perhaps, leaves 
him uniquely qualified 
to serve as Valdivia’s ad-
vocate.

Pacheco told the Sen-
tinel, “I have read the 
newspaper accounts and 
I have gone over the 
complaints very closely 
and I would say the ma-
jority of this, I would say 
95 percent of the allega-
tions, certainly a lot of 
them, are what the city’s 
own investigator, Ms. 
Barboza, said were ‘bad 
boss allegations,’ and 
when she said that she 
laughed. I would con-
cur with that conclusion. 
What the people who are 
complaining are saying 
is that they were told to 
do their jobs and made to 
work hard.”

According to Pa-
checo, “The one employ-
ee who at the beginning 
started this [Cisneros] 
and inspired the rest 
of the allegations said 
it came down to ‘He 
[Valdivia] expected me 
to work hard.’ That’s the 
overwhelming majority 
of the accusations. Of 
course he expected the 
people who worked for 
him and for the city to 
work hard.”

Pacheco said the sex-
ual harassment accusa-
tions do not hold up.

“I don’t know why 
the rest of the accusa-
tions are being made, 
but of course, those are 
the statements that really 
stirred things up,” Pa-
checo said. “He [Mayor 
Valdivia] commented 
on her [Cisneros’s] shoes 
and asked if they were 
Jimmy Choo shoes, 
which are very expensive 
and are famous for being 
fashionable with women. 
I didn’t know that my-
self, but had to ask my 
wife. Apparently, Mayor 
Valdivia is ahead of the 
rest of us men there. So 
he asked her about her 
shoes and, oh my gosh, 
he was sexually harass-
ing her. Well, that is not 

sexual harassment, nei-
ther factually nor legally. 
When I was with the 
district attorney’s office, 
I handled sexual assault 
cases. I was a founding 
member of the Riverside 
County District Attor-
ney’s Office Sexual As-
sault Team. I know that 
area of the law. I know 
what sexual assault looks 
like. I know what sexual 
harassment looks like, 
and these allegations do 
not encompass anything 
close to that.”

Mayor Valdivia is be-
ing pilloried for intrep-
idly going where most 
politicians would shy 
away from, taking on 
a political assignment 
that is fraught with risk, 
Pacheco said. Pacheco 
pointed out that San Ber-
nardino is in what many 
people consider to be a 
municipal death spiral. 
In 2012, the city filed for 
Chapter Nine bankrupt-
cy protection, emerging 
from that status in 2017. 
Things remain touch and 
go in the 218,000 popu-
lation city, as it is being 
dogged by deficit spend-
ing that is rapidly eating 
up the reserves it man-
aged to salt away during 
the 2012-to-2017 period 
while it was under the 
umbrella of bankruptcy 
protection.

“I grew up in San 
Bernardino,” Pacheco 
said. “I was raised there. 
I moved there when I 
was six. My father was 
in the Air Force and he 
was stationed at Norton 
Air Force Base. I went 
to college in San Di-
ego, but I remained very 
close to San Bernardino. 
It was a wonderful city. 
It was called ‘A City On 
The Move.’ There was a 
lot going on in San Ber-
nardino. It was the first 
city to have two malls. It 
was, then, a much better 
city than the one I live 
in now, Riverside. Now, 
they’ve flipped. That 
great city of my child-
hood has gone into the 
tank. It is very differ-
ent now. Now you have 
a mayor, John Valdivia, 
who like former Mayor 
Valles is trying to save 

it.”
Judith Valles was San 

Bernardino Mayor from 
1998 until 2006.

“Mayor Valles made 
efforts and had what 
I would call modest 
gains,” said Pacheco. 
“But the city has fallen 
into an abyss, and it is 
not a regular effort that 
is going to fix things. 
You are not going to turn 
things around working 
nine to five. It is going 
to require a Herculean 
effort. This is not the 
time for half measures 
any more. Public safety 
has become a real prob-
lem. For years, San Ber-
nardino was the murder 
capital of California. San 
Bernardino has a lot of 
problems and this mayor 
is ready to make a lot of 
extra effort. As mayor, 
John Valdivia has the 
desire to put forth that 
effort. He is a Type A 
person who wants to run 
the city right and he is 
demanding that people 
who work for him or 
work in the city do what 
they are being asked to 
do. That is the only way 
that things are going to 
be turned around. The 
hardest hit cities are the 
poorest cities. Rich peo-
ple can sustain it or walk 
away and start over. The 
poor have the greatest 
difficulty, and San Ber-
nardino is filled with the 
poor. It is really unfortu-
nate that the one person 
in the city working hard-
est to make a change is 
now being subjected to 
this. The city has really 
fallen apart and these 

people who have filed 
the complaints about 
having to work hard 
shouldn’t be working for 
the city. They should go 
get a job where they can 
take it easy. What John 
Valdivia has taken on 
is a massive amount of 
work.”

The reports that 
Valdivia is on the take 
and receiving bribes and 
kickbacks do not hold 
up, Pacheco said.

“I am familiar with 
those false allegations,” 
Pacheco said. “They are 
abjectly false. Don Smith 
signed an affidavit. Don 
Smith doesn’t provide 
any evidence, and I am 
not familiar with any 
other evidence to that ef-
fect.”

The demonization of 
John Valdivia at the lo-
cal level is a reflection of 
the contentious nature of 
political discourse at the 
national level, in which 
all elements along the 
political spectrum are 
engaged in a scorched 
earth strategy of leveling 
anyone or anything seen 
as being out of step with 
one faction’s or the oth-
er’s immediate goal of 
taking absolute control 
of the office or the posi-
tion of power being vied 
over, Pacheco said.

“What is of concern 
to me is there is a mob 
mentality not just in 
San Bernardino but in 
the United States that is 
feasting on people,” Pa-
checo said. “It has noth-
ing to do with underlying 
philosophy or politics. 

ported this week would 
have been far higher if 
the tests that were can-
celled late last week had 
been carried out. 

A further indication 
of how serious the situ-
ation has become is re-
flected in San Bernardi-
no County’s inclusion in 
an order issued today by 
Governor Gavin New-
som curtailing plans by 

virtually all of San Ber-
nardino County’s school 
districts to conduct 
classroom instruction on 
a rotating basis involving 
all or most students with 
the onset of the 2020-21 
school year. 

Newsom ordered 
schools in San Bernardi-
no County and 29 other 
counties in the state to 
switch to remote learn-
ing, meaning instruction 
will take place on-line, 
with the schools closed 
and students remaining 
at home.

Escalating County 
COVID Spread from  
front page 
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Board Of Supervi-
sors’ Charter Re-
vision Package Is 
A Wolf In Sheep’s 
Clothing,  Govern-
ment Reform Activ-
ist Says  from page 3

pated in that discussion.
On Tuesday, Hagman 

said, “Back in July of ‘19, 
almost a year ago, this 
board established an ad 
hoc committee, assign-
ing myself and Super-
visor Rutherford to ex-
plore revising the county 
charter. Basically, I said 
it back then, this is a liv-
ing document that needs 
to be updated on a regu-
lar basis, especially with 
all the state codes and 
stuff. What we try to do 
is work with the different 
groups to try to make a 
flexible living document, 
‘cause there’s so many 
mandates from both the 
federal and state govern-
ment. What the county 
does for the most part 
is we’re the operators 
of what the federal gov-
ernment and/or the state 
government tells us to do 
and the funding streams 
that comes with this. I 
know there’s been a lot 
of misconception about 
the growth of county 
government. That is di-
rectly due to the jobs that 
were given to us by both 
the state and the federal 
government, with the 
funding sources to say, 
‘Do this.’ Most of - the 
majority of - our budget 
is considered to be that 
special funding stream. 
Soon after the July 2019 
meeting, county counsel, 
human resources, the 
registrar of voters start-
ed research of various 
options. I know, Janice 
[Rutherford], that you 
have taken the lead on 
this for many years, even 
prior to when I got on the 
board, so it’s more like a 
five or six year quest than 
a year quest on this. Af-
terward, county counsel, 
human resources, ROV 
[the registrar of voters] 
reviewed the input from 
our workshops we had 
[on] this, and the public 
continued to work on the 
advised county charter. 
We have been meeting, 
county staff and the se-
lect committee, at least 
monthly if not multiple 
times a month, espe-

cially these attorneys up 
here have been working 
diligently on it. So, thank 
you for your efforts on it. 
We circulated the draft 
back to the board on 
June 30th. July 10th we 
circulated another draft 
with the input that we 
got, and we’re back up to 
this meeting. I know this 
has been a passion for 
open government.”

Rutherford likewise 
sought to assure the pub-
lic that the sudden place-
ment of the new charter 
proposal on the ballot for 
November had organi-
cally grown out of prior 
discussions, obliquely 
implying the charter re-
form measure had noth-
ing to do with the Red 
Brennan Group’s initia-
tive.

“Since last year the 
board has had a renewed 
interest,” Rutherford 
said, in the form of the 
charter, which she said 
is “a century old and did 
not reflect how we county 
governments operate in 
modern California.” She 
said the current charter 
contains “outdated lan-
guage about how we do 
[a] budget and the courts, 
to the sexism inherent in 
a lot of the language.”

Of the newly drafted 
charter, Rutherford said, 
“The changes you are 
looking at today reflect 
several things. They 
bring up those modern-
izations, take out the lan-
guage that isn’t needed 
anymore in California 
because no counties do 
those things anymore, 
corrects the sexism, al-
lows for how modern 
counties function, but 
also increases transpar-
ency, opportunities for 
public involvement and 
oversight and the flex-
ibility for the board to 
change things by or-
dinance that the vot-
ers might wish just to 
acquire that [we] have 
a law about without 
locking it into the char-
ter that a hundred years 
from now the board at 
that time doesn’t say, 
‘Why did these people 
do this?’ So, it really is 
a completely revised and 
modern document, with 
the goals. I think those of 
you who follow my col-
leagues and I understand 
that we are committed to 
transparency and good 
governance, and that’s 

what we are trying to 
embody in this docu-
ment. So, I’ve been talk-
ing to folks about it and 
taking feedback for the 
better part of my time as 
a supervisor.”

In their statements 
with regard to the new 
charter, neither Ruther-
ford nor Hagman men-
tioned the provision that 
would lock in the super-
visors’ salaries at 80 per-
cent of that of a Superior 
Court Judge, which in 
practical terms would 
preserve the roughly 
$260,000 per year in sal-
ary and benefits they are 
now receiving.

Rutherford sought to 
diffuse any criticism that 
the board was rushing 
forward with the charter 
change without having 
first obtained the input 
of county residents.

“We had certainly 
intended as the subcom-
mittee and as this board 
to have greater opportu-
nity for public involve-
ment, and that is some-
thing that COVID [the 
coronavirus pandemic 
and its accompanying 
restrictions on public fo-
rums] has stolen from us. 
Nonetheless, we’ve had 
the information available 
on-line, and I know the 
chairman and I have both 
taken lots of emails, had 
phone calls, and folks 
who have had questions 
and that we have worked 
with. I look forward to 
the discussion today and 
hearing what the public 
brings to share with us 
today.”

During his presenta-
tion detailing the chang-
es to the charter, Super-
vising Deputy County 
Counsel Kenneth C. 
Hardy explained that 
currently the members 
of the board of supervi-
sors each receive total 
compensation equal to 
the average of the total 
compensation paid to the 
supervisors in Orange, 
San Diego and Riverside 
counties. The supervi-
sors in Orange and Riv-
erside Counties receive 
compensation equal to 
80 percent of a Superior 
Court Judge, while su-
pervisors in San Diego 
County receive compen-
sation equal to 90 per-
cent of a Superior Court 
judge.

The new charter 
would give the San Ber-

nardino County Supervi-
sors a salary that stands 
at 80 percent of that pro-
vided to a Superior Court 
judge and benefits equal 
to what San Bernardino 
County pays its depart-
ment heads, Hardy said. 
Hardy also said the new 
charter would limit the 
supervisors from serv-
ing more than three full 
four-year terms with the 
proviso that they could 
additionally serve up to 
half of a four-year term 
in a case in which the 
board member was ap-
pointed or elected to re-
place a predecessor who 
resigned from the board.

Unspoken through 
most of Hardy’s presen-
tation but hanging over it 
was the suggestion that 
the board had rushed 
him and other members 
of county staff to present 
the newly drafted charter 
this week so the county 
could meet the deadline 
to have the county regis-
trar of voters, who serves 
as the county’s elections 
officer, place the char-
ter change measure on 
the ballot as an alterna-
tive to the Red Bren-
nan Group’s proposal. 
Despite himself, Hardy 
made a Freudian slip at a 
point between 2 hours 30 
minutes and 37 seconds 
and 2 hours 30 minutes 
and 40 seconds into the 
meeting video which 
demonstrated the degree 
to which the charter re-
vision measure had been 
driven by the Red Bren-
nan Group’s proposal. 
After having referenced 
how a supervisor might 
have his or her salary re-
duced if he or she were 
to take a larger benefit 
package or were to in-
clude his or her family 
members into the provi-
sion of benefits offered 
by the county, Hardy, 
through his use of lan-
guage inadvertently re-
vealed that the charter 
revision is being under-
taken to prevent the su-
pervisors’ salaries from 
being reduced.

“I think this is one of 
those unintended conse-
quences situations here. 
The...” Hardy said, at 
which point he caught 
himself as he recog-
nized that his use of the 
term “unintended conse-
quences” was a reference 
to the proposal to reduce 
the supervisors’ total 

compensation to $60,000 
per year as opposed to 
the total compensation 
of more than a quarter of 
a million dollars per year 
contained in the charter 
version he was preview-
ing. There followed a 
four second awkward 
silence as he sought to 
refocus the sense of his 
presentation away from 
any reference to the Red 
Brennan Group’s reform 
initiative.

Speaking to the board 
of supervisors on Tues-
day were Natalie Zuk 
and Tom Murphy of the 
Red Brennan Group.

Zuk said, “The char-
ter rewrite proposed by 
the board is bad history 
repeating itself. Voters 
should not fall for it. In 
2010, the board on its 
own authority and in 
violation of the county 
charter off-loaded ex-
ecutive responsibility 
for running the county. 
These duties were del-
egated to a non-elected 
chief executive officer. 
The board also reduced 
its meeting schedule to 
nearly half the available 
opportunities.”

Zuk continued, “In 
2012, via initiative, Mr. 
Red Brennan asked a 
simple question – if su-
pervisors are no longer 
responsible for day-to-
day management of the 
county, why are they still 
compensated at a full-
time rate? The result was 
Measure R, a small gov-
ernment proposal signed 
by 73,000 registered 
voters by which elected 
supervisors would be 
designated as part-time 
with commensurate pay. 
327,000 citizens cast a 
vote in favor of this mea-
sure – 64 percent of the 
voters in the county. So 
why was it never imple-
mented?”

Zuk answered her 
question, “Because also 
in 2012, this board placed 
a competing measure 
on the ballot. Measure 
Q was decidedly not a 
small government effort. 
Marketed as a ‘transpar-
ency’ measure, the pro-
posal claimed to reduce 
the board’s annual sal-
ary but had no impact 
on benefit and retirement 
packages, and did noth-
ing to restrict staffing 
levels. This board’s ac-
tion muddied the waters 
for voters. Measure Q 

also passed and was con-
trolling after the elec-
tion. The small govern-
ment proposal was never 
implemented.”

Zuk said the board 
was seeking to do this 
year what had been done 
in 2012.

“As I mentioned, to-
day’s proposal is bad 
history repeating itself,” 
Zuk said. “A small gov-
ernment initiative is 
again already approved 
for the November bal-
lot. Over 70,000 county 
voters signed a petition 
setting elected supervi-
sor pay roughly equal 
to what normal county 
households earn. This 
small government initia-
tive also sets term limits 
at one four-year term of 
service. A one-term su-
pervisor compensated 
the same as most house-
holds in the county will 
have different incentives 
to govern. This approach 
will allow elected repre-
sentatives freedom to ex-
ercise courage to restrain 
government’s ever-ex-
panding appetite for the 
citizens’ tax dollars.”

Zuk told the board, 
“Rather than coura-
geously acknowledging 
that proponents have a 
legitimate political posi-
tion, and allowing a clear 
and straightforward vote 
on the small government 
proposal, this board 
once again stirs its self-
interest into the mix and 
muddies the waters for 
voters.”

At that point Zuk was 
cut off. The Red Brennan 
Group subsequently told 
the Sentinel that the final 
two sentences to Zuk’s 
presentation ran along 
the lines of, “By plac-
ing a ‘charter rewrite’ 
on the ballot, this board 
again proposes to retain 
a compensation package 
that will exceed normal 
county households by 
nearly four times, and al-
low supervisors to serve 
for 12 long years. If the 
board today does not re-
ject this proposed revi-
sion measure, the voters 
will in November.”

Murphy, the presi-
dent of the Red Brennan 
Group, then addressed 
the board.

“Quickly passing 
through the draft charter 
indicates there is really 

Continued on Page  12
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Reports Of 
Valdivia’s Alco-
holism & Drug 
Use Are Laugh-
able, His Lawyer 
Asserts  from page 4

Continued on Page 10

You will see it happen to 
people, no matter what 
side they are on political-
ly. It is a mob mentality. 
You have members of the 
city council – some, not 
all of them – who have 
been very aggressive in 
attacking the mayor. I’m 
not sure what their mo-
tivation is. Maybe they 
think that this will make 
them look better in com-
parison to him. It may be 
political or it may be per-
sonal, but they are pub-
licly stoking the flames 
based on falsehoods, 
saying the mayor should 
resign, trying to drive 
him out of office. It is ug-
liness. It is unfortunate. 
The city must be saved, 
and they are going after 
the one person who is 
committed to saving the 
city. I have watched the 
city’s leadership since I 
was a kid. The one other 
mayor that was trying 
hard was Mayor Valles. 
And now the city has 
John Valdivia. They 
have not had true leader-
ship in the city for a long, 
long time. Mayor [Rob-
ert] Holcomb presided 
over the glory days. 
When he left the city be-
gan to deteriorate slowly 
but surely over time.”

Pacheco said, “In 
San Bernardino, public 
safety is in a shambles. 
You have severe under-
employment. Sixty per-
cent of the people are 
on unemployment or are 
receiving public assis-
tance. The city is falling 
apart. It is not just on the 
west side anymore, like 
it was when I was a kid, 
but everywhere.”

Pacheco continued, 
“What is going on is the 
city council members are 
grabbing a hold of a false 
claim and running their 
mouths, saying, ‘Well, 
the mayor needs to re-
sign.’ How dare they? 
Why don’t they do their 
jobs for the people in the 
city?”

Pacheco dismissed 
accusations that Valdivia 
has a problem with al-
cohol and with other in-
toxicants, and is an illicit 
drug user.

“That is laughable,” 
Pacheco said. “It is 
weird. I can I read in the 

claims where he went 
here and then we went 
there. He mention shoes. 
It’s ‘One time, he men-
tioned my shoes.’ They 
say that is sexual ha-
rassment. They say they 
were somewhere and 
that he had a drink, so 
that means he was obvi-
ously intoxicated.”

The goal is to discred-
it the mayor using in-
nuendo and suggestion, 
none of which is steeped 
in fact or evidence, Pa-
checo said. Valdivia’s ac-
cusers are making a case 
against him because that 
is their way to riches, he 
said. “They are trying 
to drive the city to pay 
them off,” Pacheco said. 
“What was their motive 
in having a sequence of 
press conferences? Why 
not just have one press 
conference where they 
have their say? Why did 
they have four? Why 
were people who were 
not even government 
employees taking part?”

Pacheco took issue 
with Payne, who changed 
her story, he said.

“She was at the first 
press conference and 
the San Bernardino Sun 
talked to her. She was 
quoted as saying ‘I’m 
here to be supportive of 
the person in the press 
conference, even though 
I have never been ha-
rassed myself.’ A month 
later, she filed a claim 
saying she had been 
sexually harassed. How 
is that credible? There 
could not be a greater 
contradiction. Some 
people will do anything 
for money.”

Those gunning for 
Valdivia have ulterior 
motives, Pacheco said.

“They are trying 
to drive him out of of-
fice,” Pacheco said. “I 
was hired to make sure 
he was treated fairly. 
There have been efforts 
to hamstring him from 
the beginning. He tried 
to hire an attorney, and 
the city wouldn’t hire an 
attorney for him. They 
have not done anything 
to investigate this. Mr. 
Pelayes has not let them 
interview anyone who 
filed the claims. The 
only one interviewed 
was Don Smith. Mr. 
Pelayes previously de-
nied them access to him 
and would not allow him 
to be interviewed, but he 
was a city employee and 
the city told him he had 
to cooperate, and then 
Mr. Pelayes gave in and 

had him interviewed.”
Pacheco pointed out 

that the city is paying 
Barboza $350 an hour to 
serve as an investigator 
and paying J. Scott Tie-
demann of Liebert Cas-
sidy and Whitmore $600 
an hour to oversee what 
is going on when no real 
investigation is possible.

“The city keeps 
throwing money at this,” 
Pacheco said. “The city 
should spend its time 
and money elsewhere. 
The accusers don’t want 
to be cooperative. If they 
want to sue the city and 
mayor, they will have 
to go to court and I can 
cross examine people 
and find out if what is 
in the complaint is true. 
This does not resemble a 
court proceeding in the 
least. I don’t get to cross 
examine people. I can’t 
put anyone on the stand. 
If I were the city, I would 
say to Mr. Pelayes, ‘If 
someone wants to inter-
view your client, you are 
supposed to allow inqui-
ries to be made. That is 
called discovery.’ He re-
fuses absolutely for the 
people who are making 
these accusations to be 
questioned. There is a 
fundamental issue of 
fairness there. Mr. Tie-
demann hired an inves-
tigator named Barboza. 
We asked Tiedemann 
in writing for the docu-
ments he has. He has re-
fused. He said this is just 
an interim report that is 
going to go to the city 
council, which means it 
is a public document. We 
have a right to the inter-
views they have before 
we go down the road. 
This is unfair and it is 
designed to be an am-
bush.”

The city has no sub-
stance to hang its hat on 
when it comes to know-
ing what is true and what 
is false with regard to 
the accusations made 
by Pelayes’s clients, Pa-
checo said.

“They have no one 
to interview, but Tiede-
mann and Barboza got 
extra money from the 
council. I don’t know 
why they did that. You’d 
have to ask them. This 
is an investigation that 
does not have to be done. 
Why do you need more 
money? That money 
would be better spent 
on parks or job training. 
They need to revive the 
city and its economy, 
like the mayor is trying 
to do. I go to courthouses 

all over Southern Cali-
fornia. In Santa Ana, in 
San Diego, in Riverside, 
I have to park four blocks 
away. In Los Angeles, I 
have to park in a parking 
lot eight blocks away and 
it costs me $40. The San 
Bernardino Courthouse 
is the only courthouse 
I can park right in front 
of. There is no business 
there. Nothing is going 
on around the court-
house. It is sad. The only 
one trying to do any-
thing about that is Mayor 
Valdivia, and they are 
trying to run him out of 
office. The others say 
they are working on it 
and that they have the 
same good intent. This 
isn’t about intent. It is 
about results. San Ber-
nardino is a mess. The 
city needs to be saved.”

The matter has been 
playing out for too long, 
Pacheco said. “We’re 
now moving toward 
eight months after this 
first came up,” he said. 
“These claims were 
made in January. During 
that time, Mr. Pelayes 
said you are not inter-
viewing my client. The 
city has no one to inter-
view.”

Pacheco said, “John 
Valdivia is the mayor 
of a city that has huge 
problems. When I was 
a younger man, before I 
was district attorney but 
was with the prosecu-
tor’s office, I was trying 
murder cases, death pen-
alty cases. That is seri-
ous work. It is hard work. 
You can’t do an average 
amount of work when 
you are working a death 

penalty case. You can’t 
come in at nine and leave 
at five. Not everybody is 
up to that. A lot of pros-
ecutors never try a death 
penalty case. They can 
try misdemeanors. They 
can try some felonies. 
But a murder case is dif-
ferent. It is the same in 
working for a city. Some 
cities, like San Bernardi-
no, are a challenge. And 
in those cities there are 
people who just should 
not be there. They may 
not be up to it. They may 
not be willing to do the 
work for other reasons. 
People were asked to 
work by the mayor and 
they couldn’t do it. And 
he gave them a hard time 
about it. This isn’t Bev-
erly Hills or Pasadena or 
Santa Barbara. This is 
San Bernardino.”

base. The federal gov-
ernment has the option 
of responding positively 
to the claim and seeking 
to redress to the satis-
faction of the claimants 
the issues and problems 
raised and referenced in 
the complaint or reject-
ing the claim. Upon the 
claim being rejected, the 
claimants then have the 
legal right to sue the gov-
ernment.

The reports of nuclear 
contamination at the for-
mer George Air Force 
Base near Victorville are 
legion.

In late August 1973, 
Frank Vera, a then-
20-year-old airman 
stationed at the base, 
was motorcycling at 
an extreme corner of 
what was then the base 
grounds, in an autho-
rized recreational area 
for the base’s personnel, 
when he came across a 
mostly-buried metal bar-
rel in what was known 
as the base’s “southeast 
disposal area.” Curious, 
Vera pried the top off the 
barrel, which appeared 
to be filled with a sub-
stance Vera would later 
describe as roughly the 
consistency of powdered 
porcelain that was a light 
brownish red or tan in 
color. Shortly after he 
began digging into the 
barrel using his hands 
and a stick, he passed 

out.
Vera awoke in the 

base’s infirmary, bleed-
ing from every orifice in 
his body. His heartbeat 
would race for minutes 
at a time, exceeding 200 
beats per minute, and 
then precipitously drop, 
to as few as 30 per min-
ute. Likewise, his blood 
pressure was librating 
radically, at one minute 
ranging into the neigh-
borhood of 200/170 and 
then dropping, reaching 
standard systolic and di-
astolic pressure and con-
tinuing to decline as low 
as 60/40 before zooming 
upward again.

Vera has had extreme 
health challenges ever 
since. He had reached 
what was considered his 
full adult height, 5 foot 
11 inches, more than a 
year previously, at the 
age of 19. After his en-
counter with the barrel, 
however, he began to ex-
perience further growth, 
reaching a height of 6 
foot 3 inches, although 
his growth was not even, 
such that one leg grew 
significantly longer than 
the other, causing a pro-
nounced unevenness in 
his pelvic region that 
would make walking dif-
ficult for him.

Furthermore, Vera 
experienced a variety 
of physical ailments in-
cluding hematological 
damage, neurological 
damage, further skel-
etal damage, pulmonary 
emphysema and chronic 
lymphatic conditions.

As early as 1975, 
female personnel at 
George and the wives 
of airmen serving at the 

base were being advised 
that they should not be-
come pregnant while liv-
ing on the base grounds.

In a June 2018 Mili-
tary Times article by 
Tara Copp, female Air-
man Kate Kelly, who 
was stationed at George 
in 1975 and worked on 
the George flight line, re-
lated that she “fell ill al-
most immediately upon 
arriving at George,” 
experiencing chronic 
vaginal and urinary tract 
infections, which base 
medical personnel treat-
ed with antibiotics. Ac-
cording to Copp, Kelly 
“ultimately had three 
miscarriages and was 
never able to have chil-
dren.”

Additionally, accord-
ing to Copp, Kelly met 
her former husband, 
Ronald Holdren, who 
was stationed at George. 
Holdren died in 2008, 
according to Copp, of 
multiple myeloma, a can-
cer that forms in plasma 
cells.

Copp’s June 2018 
Military Times article 
further related the unfor-
tunate experience of Lisa 
McCrea, a military wife, 
who resided on George 
Air Force Base with her 
husband while he was 
stationed there from 
1987 to 1991. According 
to Copp’s Military Times 
article, when McCrea 
was 19, she was preg-
nant and “in her second 
trimester began to bleed. 
She’d miscarried. By the 
time her husband got her 
to the base emergency 
room, he had to carry 

Air Force Was 
Loathe To Ac-
knowledge Nucle-
ar Contamination 
At George Air 
Force Base  from 
front page
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Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
FBN 20200005391 

The following entity is doing busi-
ness as: GRIFFIN FITNESS    1900 
PROFORMA AVENUE, UNIT G-2   
ONTARIO, CA  91761    PARAL-
LEL VENTURES LLC    1900 
PROFORMA AVENUE, UNIT G-2   
ONTARIO, CA  91761

This Business is Conducted By: 
A LIMITED LIABILITY COM-
PANY

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A reg-
istrant who declares as true infor-
mation, which he or she knows to 
be false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
S/ NANCY LI   
This statement was filed 
with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: 6/15/2020 
I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. 
Began Transacting Business: N/A

County Clerk, Deputy 
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 au-
thorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious name in violation of the rights 
of another under federal, state, or 
common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on  6/26, 7/3, 7/10 
& 7/17,  2020.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME  STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200005444

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Side by Side Ser-
vices, 5505 Moreno St. Unit #100, 
Montclair, CA 91763, Lawrence C. 
Beggs, 5505 Moreno St. Unit #100, 
Montclair, CA 91763

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

s/ Lawrence Beggs     
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 6/17/20

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, s/ D5511
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

6/26/20, 7/3/20, 7/10/20, 7/17/20

 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200005574

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Careone Plumb-
ing, 1433 South Jasmine Ave, Ontar-
io, CA 91762, Paul Robert Ramirez, 
1433 South Jasmine Ave, Ontario, 
CA 91762

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

s/ Paul Robert Ramirez     
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 6/18/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
6/22/14

County Clerk, s/ D5511
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

6/26/20, 7/3/20, 7/10/20, 7/17/20

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: 

JOANNE BOLTON 
NO. PROPS 1901197 
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of JOANNE 
BOLTON 

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

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that JAMES 
PAUL PRIOR be appointed as 
personal representative to ad-
minister the estate of the dece-
dent. 

THE PETITION requests 
the decedent’s wills and codi-
cils, if any, be admitted to pro-
bate. The wills and codicils are 
available for examination in the 
file kept by the court.

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 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority.

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in Dept. No. S-37 
at 1:30 P.M. on AUGUST 11, 
2020 at the San Bernardino Jus-
tice Center, Superior Court of 
California, County of San Ber-
nardino, 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 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 es-
tate, you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of an 
inventory and appraisal of es-
tate assets or of any petition or 
account as provided in Probate 
Code section 1250. A Request 
for Special Notice form is avail-
able 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  

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on 7/3/, 
7/10, 7/17, 2020.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: 

LORENCE RAY HUBLER 
NO. PROPS 2000364
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may otherwise 
be interested in the will or es-

tate, or both of LORENCE RAY 
HUBLER 

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by HEI-
KI ANGELA KEALOHA 
KAWAII, in the Superior Court 
of California, County of SAN 
BERNARDINO. 

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that HEIKI AN-
GELA KEALOHA KAWAII be 
appointed as personal represen-
tative to administer the estate of 
the decedent. 

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 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority.

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in Dept. No. S-36 
at 1:30 P.M. on AUGUST 6, 
2020 at the San Bernardino Jus-
tice Center, Superior Court of 
California, County of San Ber-
nardino, 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 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 es-
tate, you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of an 
inventory and appraisal of es-
tate assets or of any petition or 
account as provided in Probate 
Code section 1250. A Request 
for Special Notice form is avail-
able 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  

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on 7/3/, 
7/10, 7/17, 2020.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF BETTY L. CORY

Case No. PROPS2000352
To all heirs, benefi-ciaries, 

creditors, con-tingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both, of BETTY L. 
CORY

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by Frank 
Butske in the Superior Court 
of Cali-fornia, County of SAN 
BERNARDINO.

 THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that Frank 
Butske be ap-pointed as person-
al representative to admin-ister 
the estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
the decedent’s will and codicils, 
if any, be admitted to probate. 

The will and any codicils are 
available for exami-nation in 
the file kept by the court.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal rep-resentative to 
take many actions without ob-
taining court approval. Before 
taking certain very im-portant 
actions, however, the personal 
representa-tive will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The in-dependent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an interested 
person files an objection to the 
petition and shows good cause 
why the court should not grant 
the authority.

A HEARING on the peti-
tion will be held on August 4, 
2020 at 1:30 PM in Dept. No. 
S35 located at 247 W. Third St., 
San Bernardino, CA 92415.

IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the peti-tion, 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 CREDI-
TOR or a contin-gent 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 au-thority may affect 
your rights as a creditor. You 
may want to consult with an at-
torney knowledge-able in Cali-
fornia law.

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

Attorney for petitioner:
JAMES B CHURCH ESQ
SBN 170772
JAMES B CHURCH &
ASSOCIATES
PO BOX 9030
REDLANDS CA 92375
CN970399 CORY Pub-

lished in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on  July 
3,10,17, 2020

SUMMONS – (CIT-
ACION JUDICIAL) 
CASE NUMBER (NUMERO 
DEL CASO) CIVDS 1923157 
NOTICE TO DEFEN-
DANT (AVISO DEMAN-
DADO): JOHN SULLIVAN 
YOU ARE BEING SUED 
BY PLAINTIFF: (LO ESTA 
DEMANDANDO EL CON-
T R A D E M A N D A N T E ) : 
NAVY FEDER-
AL CREDIT UNION 
NOTICE! You have been sued. 
The court may decide against 
you without your being heard un-
less you respond within 30 days. 
Read the information below. 
You have 30 CALENDAR 
DAYS after this summons and 
legal papers are served on you 
to file a written response at this 
court and have a copy served on 
the plaintiff. A letter or phone 
call will not protect you. Your 
written response must be in 
proper legal form if you want 
the court to hear your case. 
There may be a court form that 
you can use for your response. 
You can find these court forms 
and more information at the 
California Courts Online Self-
Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), your county 
law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay 

the filing fee, ask the court clerk 
for a fee waiver form. If you do 
not file your response on time, 
you may lose the case by default, 
and your wages, money, and 
property may be taken without 
further warning from the court. 
There are other legal require-
ments. You may want to call an 
attorney right away. If you do 
not know an attorney, you may 
want to call an attorney referral 
service. If you cannot afford an 
attorney, you may be eligible for 
free legal services from a non-
profit legal services program. 
You can locate these nonprofit 
groups at the California Le-
gal Services Web site (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), the Cali-
fornia Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/
selfhelp), or by contacting your 
local court or county bar asso-
ciation. NOTE: The court has 
a statutory lien for waived fees 
and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 
or more in a civil case. The 
court’s lien must be paid before 
the court will dismiss the case. 
¡AVISO! Lo han demandado. Si 
no responde dentro de 30 dias, 
la corte puede decidir en su con-
tra sin escuchar su version. Lea 
la informacion a continuacion 
Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALEN-
DARIO después de que le ent-
reguen esta citación y papeles 
legales para presentar una 
repuesta por escrito en esta 
corte y hacer que se entreque 
una copia al demandante. Una 
carta o una llamada telefonica 
no le protegen. Su respuesta 
por escrito tiene que estar on 
formato legal correcto si de-
sea que procesen su caso en 
la corte. Es posible que haya 
un formulano que usted puede 
usar para su respuesta. Puede 
encontrar estos formularios 
de la corte y mas información 
en el Centro de Ayuda de las 
Cortes de California (www.su-
corte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca 
de leyes de su condado o en la 
corte que le quede mas cerca. Si 
no puede pagar la cuota de pre-
sentación, pida si secretario de 
la corta que le de un formulario 
de exencion de pago de cuotas. 
Si no presenta su respuesta a 
tiempo, puede perder el caso 
por incumplimiento y la corta 
le podrá quitar su sueldo, dinero 
y bienes sin mas advertencia. 
Hay otros requisitos legales. Es 
recomendable que llame a un 
abogado inmediatamente. Si no 
conace a un abogado, puede lla-
mar a un servicio de referencia 
a abogados. Si no peude pagar a 
un a un abogado, es posible que 
cumpia con los requisitos para 
obtener servicios legales gratu 
de un programa de servicios 
legales sin fines de lucro. Puede 
encontrar estos grupos sin fines 
de lucro en el sitio web de Cali-
fornia Legal Services, (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), en el 
Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes 
de California, (www.sucorte.
ca.gov), o poniendoso en con-
tacto con la corte o el colegio de 
abogados locales. AVISO: Por 
ley, la corte tiene derecho a rec-
lamar las cuotas y los costos ex-
entos gravamen sobre cualquier 
recuperación da $10,000 o mas 
de vaior recibida mediante un 
aceurdo o una concesión de ar-
bitraje en un caso de derecho 
civil. Tiene que pagar el grava-
men de la corta antes de que la 
corta pueda desechar el caso. 
The name and address of 
the court is: (El nombre y 
la direccion de la corte es): 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 
San Bernardino Civil Divi-
sion 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, 
San Bernardino Justice Center. 
The name, address and tele-
phone number of plaintiff’s  
attorney, or plaintiff without 
an attorney, is: (El nombre, la 
direccion y el numero de tele-
fono del abogado del contrade-
mandante, o del contrademan-
dante que no tiene abogado, es): 
REA STELMACH, Esq., 
(State Bar No. 296671) 
SILVERMAN THE-
OLOGOU, LLP 
11630 CHAYOTE STREET, 
SUITE 3, LOS ANGELES, 
CA 90049  213-226-6922 
DATE (Fecha): AUGUST 2, 2019 

Clerk (Secretario), by Me-
lissa Perez, Deputy (Adjunto) 
Published in San Bernardino 
County Sentinel: 7/3, 7/10, 7/17 
& 7/24, 2020 

SUMMONS
(CITACION JUDICIAL)
CASE NUMBER (Número 

del Caso):
CIVDS1928059
NOTICE TO DEFEN-

DANT (AVISO AL DEMAN-
DADO): GWAY INVEST-
MENTS, a partnership; JEFF J 
GWAY, an individual and part-
ner of GWAY INVESTMENTS; 
LILLIAN GWAY, an individual 
and partner of GWAY INVEST-
MENTS AND DOES 1 TO 10, 
INCLUSIVE

YOU ARE BEING SUED 
BY PLAINTIFF (LO ESTÁ 
DEMANDANDO EL DEMAN-
DANTE): PAC-VAN, INC.

NOTICE! You have been 
sued. The court may decide 
against you without your being 
heard unless you respond within 
30 days. Read the information 
below.

You have 30 CALENDAR 
DAYS after this summons and 
legal papers are served on you 
to file a written response at this 
court and have a copy served on 
the plaintiff. A letter or phone 
call will not protect you. Your 
written response must be in 
proper legal form if you want 
the court to hear your case. 
There may be a court form that 
you can use for your response. 
You can find these court forms 
and more information at the 
California Courts Online Self-
Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), your county 
law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay 
the filing fee, ask the court clerk 
for a fee waiver form. If you do 
not file your response on time, 
you may lose the case by de-
fault, and your wages, money, 
and property may be taken 
without further warning from 
the court.

There are other legal re-
quirements. You may want to 
call an attorney right away. If 
you do not know an attorney, 
you may want to call an at-
torney referral service. If you 
cannot afford an attorney, you 
may be eligible for free legal 
services from a nonprofit legal 
services program. You can lo-
cate these nonprofit groups at 
the California Legal Services 
Web site (www.lawhelpcalifor-
nia.org), the California Courts 
Online Self-Help Center (www.
courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), or by 
contacting your local court or 
county bar association. NOTE: 
The court has a statutory lien 
for waived fees and costs on any 
settlement or arbitration award 
of $10,000 or more in a civil 
case. The court’s lien must be 
paid before the court will dis-
miss the case.

¡AVISO! Lo han deman-
dado. Si no responde dentro de 
30 días, la corte puede decidir 
en su contra sin escuchar su 
versión. Lea la información a 
continuación.

Tiene 30 DÍAS DE CAL-
ENDARIO después de que le 
entreguen esta citación y pa-
peles legales para presentar una 
respuesta por escrito en esta 
corte y hacer que se entregue 
una copia al demandante. Una 
carta o una llamada telefónica 
no lo protegen. Su respuesta 
por escrito tiene que estar en 
formato legal correcto si de-
sea que procesen su caso en la 
corte. Es posible que haya un 
formulario que usted pueda 
usar para su respuesta. Puede 
encontrar estos formularios 
de la corte y más información 
en el Centro de Ayuda de las 
Cortes de California (www.su-
corte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca 
de leyes de su condado o en la 
corte que le quede más cerca. Si 
no puede pagar la cuota de pre-
sentación, pida al secretario de 
la corte que le dé un formulario 
de exención de pago de cuotas. 
Si no presenta su respuesta a 
tiempo, puede perder el caso 
por incumplimiento y la corte le 
podrá quitar su sueldo, dinero y 

bienes sin más advertencia.
Hay otros requisitos legales. 

Es recomendable que llame a un 
abogado inmediatamente. Si 
no conoce a un abogado, puede 
llamar a un servicio de remisión 
a abogados. Si no puede pagar 
a un abogado, es posible que 
cumpla con los requisitos para 
obtener servicios legales gratui-
tos de un programa de servicios 
legales sin fines de lucro. Puede 
encontrar estos grupos sin fines 
de lucro en el sitio web de Cali-
fornia Legal Services, (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), en el 
Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes 
de California, (www.sucorte.
ca.gov) o poniéndose en con-
tacto con la corte o el colegio de 
abogados locales. AVISO: Por 
ley, la corte tiene derecho a rec-
lamar las cuotas y los costos ex-
entos por imponer un gravamen 
sobre cualquier recuperación de 
$10,000 ó más de valor recibida 
mediante un acuerdo o una con-
cesión de arbitraje en un caso de 
derecho civil. Tiene que pagar 
el gravamen de la corte antes 
de que la corte pueda desechar 
el caso.

The name and address of 
the court is (El nombre y direc-
ción de la corte es): SUPERIOR 
COURT OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF San Bernardino, 
SAN BERNARDINO, CEN-
TRAL, 247 West 3rd Street, San 
Bernardino, CA 92415-0210

The name, address, and 
telephone number of plaintiff’s 
attorney, or plaintiff without an 
attorney, is (El nombre, la direc-
ción y el número de teléfono del 
abogado del demandante, o del 
demandante que no tiene abo-
gado, es): Law Offices of Gary 
A. Bemis APC, Gary A. Bemis 
92508, 3870 La Sierra Ave., 
Suite 239, Riverside, CA 92505

DATE (Fecha): SEP 18 2019
Debra Pedrosa, Clerk (Sec-

retario)
(SEAL)
7/3, 7/10, 7/17, 7/24/20
CNS-3375598#
Published in the SAN BER-

NARDINO COUNTY SENTI-
NEL July 3, 10, 17 & 24.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE NUMBER  
CIVDS2010780

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner: Leoni-
das Norca Gomero Zeval-
los filed with this court for a de-
cree changing names as follows: 
Leonidas Norca Gomero Zeval-
los to Norca Gomero

THE COURT ORDERS 
that all persons interested in 
this matter 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 objection 
that includes the reasons for the 
objection at least two court days 
before the matter is scheduled 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 
petition without a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 08/05/2020
Time: 10:30 a.m.
Department: S16
The address of the 

court is Superior Court of 
California,County of San Ber-
nardino, San Bernardino Dis-
trict - Civil Division, 247 West 
Third Street, Same as above, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-
0210, San Bernardino

IT IS FURTHER OR-
DERED that a copy of this 
order be published in the SAN 
BERNARDINO COUNTY 
SENTINEL in San Bernardino 
County California, once a week 
for four successive weeks prior 
to the date set for hearing of the 
petition.

Dated: June 10, 2020
Lynn M. Poncin
Judge of the Superior Court.
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
7/3/20, 7/10/20, 7/17/20, 7/24/20
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Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME  STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200005724  

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Quick Call No-
tary, 919 W H St, Ontario, CA 91762, 
David M. Coronado, 919 W H St, On-
tario, CA 91762, Denise A. Vega, 919 
W H St, Ontario, CA 91762

Business is Conducted By: A 
Married Couple

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

s/ David Matthew Coronado     
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 6/25/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

County Clerk, s/ D5511
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

7/3/20, 7/10/20, 7/17/20, 7/24/20

FBN 20200005769
The following person is doing 

business as: NEEDLES PIONEER 
CEMETERY MUSEUM [and] 
AHA   417 F STREET  (AKA NO 
1 GRANDVIEW)  NEEDLES, CA 
92363     ARCHAEOLOGICAL 
HERITAGE ASSOCIATION  - AHA 
417 F ST  NEEDLES, CA  92363 

DLN: 26053745001669 CCN:
Mailing Address:  420 E ST  

NEEDLES, CALIF 92363 
This Business is Conducted By: 

A CORPORATION
 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-

CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant 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 infor-
mation on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

S/ RUTH MUSSER LOPEZ
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 06/26/2020

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

County Clerk, Deputy D5511
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on  7/03, 7/10, 7/17 
& 7/24, 2020.

FBN 20200005185
The following person is doing 

business as: DRUM SYNC ACAD-
EMY  9559 CENTER AVE  STE 
A  RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91730   KYLE M SCHWEIKHARD 
10350  BASELINE RD  SPC 25  
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA  
90701 

This Business is Conducted 
By: AN INDIVIDUAL Signed: BY 
SIGNING BELOW, I DECLARE 
THAT ALL INFORMATION IN 
THIS STATEMENT IS TRUE AND 
CORRECT. A registrant who de-
clares 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/ KYLE SCHWEIKHARD
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 06/09/2020

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

Began Transacting Business: 
1/06/2011

County Clerk, Deputy D5
511
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on  7/03, 7/10, 7/17 

& 7/24, 2020.

FBN20200004994  
The following person is do-

ing business as: INLAND PHYSI-
CIANS MEDICAL GROUP, 9655 
MONTE VISTA AVENUE, SUITE 
402, MONTACLAIR 91763; EL-
BERT CHANG M.D. INC; 1131 
COOKE AVENUE, CLAREMONT, 
CA 91711; JOSE A.M. SANTIAGO 
MD INC , 2772 ARBOR LANE, 
ONTARIO, CA 91762, GENE S. 
HONG, M.D .,INC, 794 VIA ES-
PIRITO SANTOS, CLAREMONT, 
CA 91711; ALI SALEM MD INC. 
JOHN KIM D.O. INC., 9043 SALEM 
MD INC., 9043 SYCAMORE AVE., 
MONTACLARE, CA 91763; RICK 
SIRIRATSIVAWONG MD INC, 
9043 SYCAMORE AVE., MONTA-
CLARE, CA 91763; NICOLAAS 
GROBLER, JR., M.D., INC; 7833 SI-
ERRA VISTA STREET, RANCHO, 
CA 91730; SHAHRAM KHOR-
RAMI, M.D. INC, 3219 SILVER 
MAPLE DRIVE, YORBA LINDA, 
CA 92886; ATIF QADEER, MD 
INC, 5554 ALMADA ST., CHINO 
HILLS, CA 91709, JOHN KIM D.O., 
INC. 3196 MARIGOLD CIR., DIA-
MOND BAR, CA, 91765

The business is conducted by: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP   

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: JAN. 21, 2020 

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares 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/ ELBERT CHANG, GENER-
AL PARTNER 

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
06/01/2020

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 busi-
ness 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 
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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 06/19/2020, 
06/26/2020, 07/03/2020 & 
07/10/2020    CNBB25202001MT

FBN20200004994 
The following person is doing 

business as: TM ROOFING, 26405 
APACNETL TRAIL, RIM ROREST, 
CA 92378; P.O. BOX 4176, BLUE 
JAY, CA 92317 LUIS A. MARTI-
NEZ, 26405 APACETL TRAIL, 
RIM ROREST, CA 92378

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: NOT APPLICABLE 

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares 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/ LUIS A. MARTINEZ, OWN-
ER 

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
06/04/2020

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 busi-
ness 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 
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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 06/19/2020, 
06/26/2020, 07/03/2020 & 
07/10/2020    CNBB25202001MT

FBN20200004994 
The following person is doing 

business as FLIP MASTER; 6315 
COMPTON AVE., RIALTO, CA 
92377; HIGH HORIZONZ, LLC. 
6315 COMPTON AVE., RIALTO, 
CA 92377

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: NOT APPLICABLE 

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares 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/ ALEXANDER AYALA, 
MANAGING MEMBER 

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
06/08/2020

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 busi-
ness 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 
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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 06/19/2020, 
06/26/2020, 07/03/2020 & 
07/10/2020    CNBB25202003MT

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME  STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200005383

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Lexi Global, 1770 
N Laurel Ave, Upland, CA, 91784, 
Lexi Global Corporation, 1770 N 
Laurel Ave, Upland, CA, 91784

Business is Conducted By: A 
Corporation  

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

s/ Raul Saldana     
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 6/15/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
May 25, 2020

County Clerk, s/ D5511
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 7/3/20, 7/10/20, 
7/17/20, 7/24/20. 

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF AVA RUTH CROWELL

Case No. PROPS2000346
                To all heirs, benefi-

ciaries, creditors, con-tingent 
creditors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in the 
will or estate, or both, of AVA 
RUTH CROWELL

                A PETITION FOR 
PROBATE has been filed by 
Kenith Crowell in the Superior 
Court of California, County of 
SAN BERNARDINO.

                THE PETITION 
FOR PROBATE requests that 
Kenith Crowell be appointed 
as personal representative to 
admin-ister the estate of the 
decedent.

                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-
ta-tive will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the pro-posed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority.

     A HEARING on the 
petition will be held on August 
4, 2020 at 1:30 PM in Dept. No. 
S36 located at 247 W. Third St., 
San Bernardino, CA 92415.

       IF YOU OBJECT to 
the granting of the petition, 
you should appear at the hear-
ing 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 contin-gent 
creditor of the decedent, you 
must file your claim with the 
court and mail a copy to the per-
sonal 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 representa-
tive, 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 EXAM-
INE the file kept by the court. If 
you are a person interested in 
the estate, you may file with the 
court a Request for Special No-
tice (form DE-154) of the filing 
of an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition or 
account as provided in Probate 
Code section 1250. A Request 
for Special Notice form is avail-
able from the court clerk.

Attorney for petitioner:
ROMBOUD S. RAH-

MANIAN ESQ SBN 264707
LAW OFFICE OF
ROMY S RAHMANIAN 

APLC
33 E HUNTINGTON DR
ARCADIA CA 91006
CN970620 CROWELL 

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on July 
10,17 & 24, 2020.

                       

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF JOSE VELAZCO RODRI-
GUEZ aka JOSE VELASCO

Case No. PROPS2000387
                To all heirs, 

beneficiaries, creditors, con-
tingent creditors, and persons 
who may otherwise be inter-
ested in the will or estate, or 
both, of JOSE VELAZCO RO-
DRIGUEZ; JOSE VELAZCO; 
JOSE VELASCO

                A PETITION FOR 
PROBATE has been filed by 
JOSE VELASCO JAUREQUI 
aka JOSE VELASCO in the 
Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDI-
NO.

                THE PETITION 
FOR PROBATE requests that 
JOSE VELASCO JAUREQUI 
aka JOSE VELASCO be ap-
pointed as personal representa-
tive to administer the estate of 
the decedent.

                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-
ta-tive will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the pro-posed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority.

     A HEARING on the peti-
tion will be held on August 18, 
2020 at 1:30 PM in Dept. No. 
S-37 located at 247 W. Third St., 
San Bernardino, CA 92415.

       IF YOU OBJECT to 
the granting of the petition, 
you should appear at the hear-
ing 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 contin-gent 
creditor of the decedent, you 
must file your claim with the 
court and mail a copy to the per-
sonal 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 representa-
tive, 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 EXAM-
INE the file kept by the court. If 
you are a person interested in 
the estate, you may file with the 
court a Request for Special No-
tice (form DE-154) of the filing 
of an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition or 
account as provided in Probate 
Code section 1250. A Request 
for Special Notice form is avail-
able from the court clerk.

Attorney for petitioner:
JOSEPH R. DONNINI, ES-

QUIRE  SBN 184644
LEGAL VALUE FIRM, 

APLC 
4641 TORRANCE BLVD. 
TORRANCE, CA 90503
(320) 499-9535
team@legalvaluefirm.com
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on July 
10, 17 & 24, 2020.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF JOSE VELAZCO RODRI-
GUEZ aka JOSE VELASCO

Case No. PROPS2000387
                To all heirs, 

beneficiaries, creditors, con-
tingent creditors, and persons 
who may otherwise be inter-
ested in the will or estate, or 
both, of JOSE VELAZCO RO-
DRIGUEZ; JOSE VELAZCO; 
JOSE VELASCO

                A PETITION FOR 
PROBATE has been filed by 
JOSE VELASCO JAUREQUI 
aka JOSE VELASCO in the 
Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDI-
NO.

                THE PETITION 
FOR PROBATE requests that 
JOSE VELASCO JAUREQUI 
aka JOSE VELASCO be ap-
pointed as personal representa-
tive to administer the estate of 
the decedent.

                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-
ta-tive will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the pro-posed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority.

     A HEARING on the peti-
tion will be held on August 18, 
2020 at 1:30 PM in Dept. No. 
S-37 located at 247 W. Third St., 
San Bernardino, CA 92415.

       IF YOU OBJECT to 
the granting of the petition, 
you should appear at the hear-
ing 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 contin-gent 
creditor of the decedent, you 
must file your claim with the 
court and mail a copy to the per-
sonal 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 representa-
tive, 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 EXAM-
INE the file kept by the court. If 
you are a person interested in 
the estate, you may file with the 
court a Request for Special No-
tice (form DE-154) of the filing 
of an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition or 
account as provided in Probate 
Code section 1250. A Request 
for Special Notice form is avail-
able from the court clerk.

Attorney for petitioner:
JOSEPH R. DONNINI, ES-

QUIRE  SBN 184644
LEGAL VALUE FIRM, 

APLC 
4641 TORRANCE BLVD. 
TORRANCE, CA 90503
(310) 499-9534
team@legalvaluefirm.com
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on July 
10, 17 & 24, 2020.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: 

LA CHERRY     
NO. PROPS 2000378
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will or 
estate, or both of LA CHERRY 
aka LA CULBERSON CHER-
RY 

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

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that LIL-
LIE MAE KEEL  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 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority.

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in Dept. No. S-37 
at 9 a.m. on JULY 28, 2020 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino 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 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 es-
tate, you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 

(form DE-154) of the filing of an 
inventory and appraisal of es-
tate assets or of any petition or 
account as provided in Probate 
Code section 1250. A Request 
for Special Notice form is avail-
able 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  

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on 
7/10, 7/17 & 7/24, 2020

FBN 20200005597
The following person is doing 

business as OAK TREE LEGAL 
SERVICES 5861 PINE AVE, SUITE 
B-10  CHINO HILLS, CA 91709:    
ALEJANDRO MARRERO   5861 
PINE AVE, SUITE B-10  CHINO 
HILLS, CA 91709 

This Business is Conducted 
By: AN INDIVIDUAL Signed: BY 
SIGNING BELOW, I DECLARE 
THAT ALL INFORMATION IN 
THIS STATEMENT IS TRUE AND 
CORRECT. A registrant who de-
clares 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/ ALEJANDRO MARRERO
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 06/19/2020

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

County Clerk, Deputy 
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on   7/10, 7/17, 7/24 
& 7/31, 2020.

FBN 20200005446
The following person is doing 

business as ELITE TRANSPORTA-
TION SERVICE 1619 E OAK HILL  
CT   ONTARIO, CA 91761:    MOSES 
VENEGAS  1619 E OAK HILL  CT   
ONTARIO, CA 91761

This Business is Conducted 
By: AN INDIVIDUAL Signed: BY 
SIGNING BELOW, I DECLARE 
THAT ALL INFORMATION IN 
THIS STATEMENT IS TRUE AND 
CORRECT. A registrant who de-
clares 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/ MOSES VENEGAS 
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 06/17/2020

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

County Clerk, Deputy D5511
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on   7/10, 7/17, 7/24 
& 7/31, 2020.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200005353 

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: The Auto Nest, 
869 E. Foothill Blvd., Suite O, Up-
land, CA 91786, Mailing Address: 
46338 Durango Dr., Temecula, CA 
92592, YMH Inc., 46338 Durango 
Dr., Temecula, CA 92592

Business is Conducted By: A 
Corporation

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

s/ Yasir Tunuli      
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 6/12/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
6/8/20

County Clerk, s/ D5511
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

7/10/20, 7/17/20, 7/24/20, 
7/31/20

 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200005349

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Full Spectrum 
Home Savers, 6673 Logan Ave, Fon-
tana, CA 92336, Steven A. Campos, 
6673 Logan Ave, Fontana, CA 92336

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

s/ Steven Campos
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 6/12/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

County Clerk, s/ D5511
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

7/10/20, 7/17/20, 7/24/20, 
7/31/20

 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME  STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200005365

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Highway Bum-
pers, 15172 Macadamia Ct, Fontana, 
CA 92335, Edgar Guerra, 15172 Mac-
adamia Ct, Fontana, CA 92335

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

s/ Edgar Guerra
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 6/12/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

County Clerk, s/ D5511
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

7/10/20, 7/17/20, 7/24/20, 
7/31/20

 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME     STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200005870

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Goosehead Insur-
ance, 473 E Carnegie Dr Ste 200, San 
Bernardino, CA 92408, Maria Mon-

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
toya, 2997 Aztec Drive, Riverside, 
CA 92509-1980

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

s/ Maria Montoya
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 7/01/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
09/20/19

County Clerk, s/ H7178
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

7/10/20, 7/17/20, 7/24/20, 
7/31/20

 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME    STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200005383

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Lexi Global, 1770 
N Laurel Ave, Upland, CA, 91784, 
Lexi Global Corporation, 1770 N 
Laurel Ave, Upland, CA, 91784

Business is Conducted By: A 
Corporation  

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

s/ Raul Saldana     
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 6/15/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
May 25, 2020

County Clerk, s/ D5511
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

7/10/20, 7/17/20, 7/24/20, 
7/31/20

 
FBN 20200002833 The fol-

lowing person is doing business 
as: NEW ENGLAND DWELL-
ING 711 S DATE AVE RIALTO, 
CA KADESHA P ENGLAND 711 
S DATE AVE RIALTO, CA This 
Business is Conducted By: AN IN-
DIVIDUAL Signed: BY SIGNING 
BELOW, I DECLARE THAT ALL 
INFORMATION IN THIS STATE-
MENT IS TRUE AND CORRECT. 
A registrant who declares as true 
information, which he or she knows 
to be false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that all 
information on this statement be-
comes Public Record upon filing. S/ 
Kadeshaa England This statement 
was filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: 03/03/2020 I 
hereby certify that this is a correct 
copy of the original statement on 
file in my office. Began Transacting 
Business: 03/01/2020 County Clerk, 
Deputy 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 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 name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on 3/20/20, 3/27/20, 
4/3/20, & 4/10/20 Corrected: 4/17/20, 
4/24/20, 5/01/20 & 5/08/20 Correct-
ed: 7/10/20, 7/17/20, 7/24/20, 7/31/20

FBN20200005758  
The following person is doing 

business as: GONZALEZ CON-
STRUCTION, 7461 LYNWOOD 
WAY, HIGHLAND, CA 92346; 
GONZALEZ CONSRUCTION, INC. 
7461 LYNWOOD WAY, HIGH-
LAND, CA 92346 

The business is conducted by: A 
CORPORATION   

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: NOT APPLICABLE 

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares 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/ LOURDES GUTIERREZ-
PELAYO, PRESIDENT 

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
06/25/2020

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 busi-
ness 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 
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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 07/10/2020, 
07/17/2020, 07/24/2020 & 
07/24/2020    CNBB28202001MT

FBN20200005757 
The following person is do-

ing business as: LOYALTY INK; 
17264 FOOTHILL BLVD. UNIT 
C, FONTANA, CA 92335; ADRI-
ANA RENOVA; 17264 FOOTHILL 
BLVD. UNIT C, FONTANA, CA 
92335

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: NOT APPLICABLE 

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares 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/ ADRIANA RENOVA 
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
06/25/2020

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 busi-
ness 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 
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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 07/10/2020, 
07/17/2020, 07/24/2020 & 
07/24/2020    CNBB28202002MT

FBN20200005825
The following person is do-

ing business as: BENSON METAL 
POLISH & RESTORATION; 936 
MONTE VISTA AVE., UPLAND, 
CA 91786; ELVIS MARTINEZ; 936 
MONTE VISTA AVE., UPLAND, 
CA 91786

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: NOT APPLICABLE 

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares 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/ ELVIS MARTINEZ, OWN-
ER 

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
06/30/2020

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 busi-
ness 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 
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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 07/10/2020, 
07/17/2020, 07/24/2020 & 
07/24/2020    CNBB28202003MT

FBN20200005823
The following person is doing 

business as: A.P.M.; 1515 ARROW 
SPACE #55, UPLAND, CA 91786; 
ASAEL PINTO MEJIA; 18308 

GHEN ST., AZUSA, CA 91702
The business is conducted by: 

AN INDIVIDUAL 
The registrant commenced to 

transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: NOT APPLICABLE 

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares 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/ ASAEL PINTO MEJIA, 
OWNER 

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
06/30/2020

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 busi-
ness 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 
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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 07/10/2020, 
07/17/2020, 07/24/2020 & 
07/24/2020    CNBB28202004MT

FBN20200005821
The following person is doing 

business as: OPERATION PATROL 
SERVICES; 2575 PLEASANT WAY, 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410; 
JOSE Z MEDINA, 2575 PLEAS-
ANT WAY, SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92410; JUAN M. MEDINA, 
2575 PLEASANT WAY, SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92410

The business is conducted by: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: NOT APPLICABLE 

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares 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 Z. MEDINA, GENER-
AL PARTNER 

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
06/30/2020

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 busi-
ness 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 
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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 07/10/2020, 
07/17/2020, 07/24/2020 & 
07/24/2020    CNBB28202005MT

SUMMONS – (CIT-
ACION JUDICIAL) 
CASE NUMBER (NUMERO 
DEL CASO) CIVDS 1933574 
NOTICE TO DEFEN-
DANT (AVISO DEMAN-
DADO): SHARON VODEN 
YOU ARE BEING SUED 
BY PLAINTIFF: (LO ESTA 
DEMANDANDO EL CON-
T R A D E M A N D A N T E ) : 
NAVY FEDER-
AL CREDIT UNION 
NOTICE! You have been 
sued. The court may decide 
against you without your 
being heard unless you re-
spond within 30 days. Read 
the information below. 
You have 30 CALENDAR 
DAYS after this summons and 
legal papers are served on you 
to file a written response at this 
court and have a copy served on 
the plaintiff. A letter or phone 
call will not protect you. Your 
written response must be in 
proper legal form if you want 
the court to hear your case. 
There may be a court form that 
you can use for your response. 
You can find these court forms 
and more information at the 
California Courts Online Self-
Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), your county 
law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay 
the filing fee, ask the court clerk 
for a fee waiver form. If you do 
not file your response on time, 

you may lose the case by default, 
and your wages, money, and 
property may be taken without 
further warning from the court. 
There are other legal require-
ments. You may want to call an 
attorney right away. If you do 
not know an attorney, you may 
want to call an attorney referral 
service. If you cannot afford an 
attorney, you may be eligible 
for free legal services from a 
nonprofit legal services pro-
gram. You can locate these non-
profit groups at the California 
Legal Services Web site (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), the Cal-
ifornia Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/
selfhelp), or by contacting your 
local court or county bar asso-
ciation. NOTE: The court has 
a statutory lien for waived fees 
and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 
or more in a civil case. The 
court’s lien must be paid before 
the court will dismiss the case. 
¡AVISO! Lo han demandado. Si 
no responde dentro de 30 dias, 
la corte puede decidir en su con-
tra sin escuchar su version. Lea 
la informacion a continuacion 
Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALEN-
DARIO después de que le ent-
reguen esta citación y papeles 
legales para presentar una 
repuesta por escrito en esta 
corte y hacer que se entreque 
una copia al demandante. Una 
carta o una llamada telefonica 
no le protegen. Su respuesta 
por escrito tiene que estar on 
formato legal correcto si de-
sea que procesen su caso en 
la corte. Es posible que haya 
un formulano que usted puede 
usar para su respuesta. Puede 
encontrar estos formularios 
de la corte y mas información 
en el Centro de Ayuda de las 
Cortes de California (www.su-
corte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca 
de leyes de su condado o en la 
corte que le quede mas cerca. Si 
no puede pagar la cuota de pre-
sentación, pida si secretario de 
la corta que le de un formulario 
de exencion de pago de cuotas. 
Si no presenta su respuesta a 
tiempo, puede perder el caso 
por incumplimiento y la corta 
le podrá quitar su sueldo, dine-
ro y bienes sin mas advertencia. 
Hay otros requisitos legales. Es 
recomendable que llame a un 
abogado inmediatamente. Si no 
conace a un abogado, puede lla-
mar a un servicio de referencia 
a abogados. Si no peude pagar a 
un a un abogado, es posible que 
cumpia con los requisitos para 
obtener servicios legales gratu 
de un programa de servicios 
legales sin fines de lucro. Puede 
encontrar estos grupos sin fines 
de lucro en el sitio web de Cali-
fornia Legal Services, (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), en el 
Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes 
de California, (www.sucorte.
ca.gov), o poniendoso en con-
tacto con la corte o el colegio de 
abogados locales. AVISO: Por 
ley, la corte tiene derecho a rec-
lamar las cuotas y los costos ex-
entos gravamen sobre cualquier 
recuperación da $10,000 o mas 
de vaior recibida mediante un 
aceurdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho 
civil. Tiene que pagar el grava-
men de la corta antes de que la 
corta pueda desechar el caso. 
The name and address of 
the court is: (El nombre y 
la direccion de la corte es): 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 
San Bernardino Civil Divi-
sion 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, 
San Bernardino Justice Center. 
The name, address and tele-
phone number of plaintiff’s  
attorney, or plaintiff without 
an attorney, is: (El nombre, la 
direccion y el numero de tele-
fono del abogado del contrade-
mandante, o del contrademan-
dante que no tiene abogado, es): 
MORANI STELMACH, 
Esq., (State Bar No. 296670) 
SILVERMAN THE-
OLOGOU, LLP 
11630 CHAYOTE STREET, 
SUITE 3, LOS ANGELES, 
CA 90049  213-226-6922 
DATE (Fecha): NO-
VEMBER 6, 2019 
Clerk (Secretario), by Ange-
line Garcia, Deputy (Adjunto) 
Published in San Bernardino 

County Sentinel:   7/17, 7/24, 
7/31 & 8/7, 2020

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME    STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200006061

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Cozy Penguin 
Creations, 14191 Redondo Court, 
Fontana, CA 92336, Mailing Ad-
dress: P.O. Box 3594, Rancho Cu-
camonga, CA 91729, Dawnae B. 
Maldonado, 14191 Redondo Court, 
Fontana, CA 92336

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual  

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

s/ Dawnae B. Maldonado       
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 7/9/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

County Clerk, s/ 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 statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code).

7/17/20, 7/24/20, 7/31/20, 8/7/20

 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200006093

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: San Bernardino 
County Sentinel, 22797 Barton 
Road, Grand Terrace, CA 92313, 
City News Group, Inc., 22797 Barton 
Road, Grand Terrace, CA 92313

Business is Conducted By: A 
Corporation

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

s/ Margie Miller       
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 7/10/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

County Clerk, s/ D5511
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

7/17/20, 7/24/20, 7/31/20, 8/7/20

 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME  STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200006125

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Bashe Beauty; 
Topthrd, 250 N College Park Dr, Apt 
E18, Upland, CA 91786, Mailing Ad-
dress: 17309 Crocker Ave, Carson, 
CA 90746, Jessica Jaiyeola, 17309 
Crocker Ave, Carson, CA 90746

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

s/ Jessica Jaiyeola       
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 7/13/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
5/20/20

County Clerk, s/ D5511
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

7/17/20, 7/24/20, 7/31/20, 8/7/20

 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200005826

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Fine Art Advi-
sory, 404 New York Street, #8338, 
Redlands, CA 92375, Sharon Klotz, 
404 New York Street #8338, Red-
lands, CA 92375

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

s/ Sharon Klotz       
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 6/30/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

County Clerk, s/
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

7/17/20, 7/24/20, 7/31/20, 8/7/20

out papers as did Jonathan Grau. In District 
4, Joshua Hall has taken out papers. 

In the Town of Apple Valley, District 1 
incumbent Larry Cusack and District 2 in-
cumbent Art Bishop have taken out papers 
to run again. 

In Chino, incumbent Mayor Eunice 
M. Ulloa and challenger Christopher E. 
Hutchinson have taken out mayoral nomina-
tion papers, incumbent Paul A. Rodriguez 
and Christopher A. Flores have pulled papers 
for District 1 and in District 4 former Police 
Chief Karen C. Comstock and Anthony M. 
Honore have retrieved nomination papers. 

In Ontario, incumbent Debra Porada and 
challengers Elvia Rivas and Celina Lopez 
have obtained nomination papers for the city 
council. Incumbent Jim Milhiser and chal-
lenger Michael Fillpot have in their posses-
sion nomination papers for treasurer, and in-
cumbent City Clerk Sheila Mautz has pulled 
papers, as well.

Partial List Tentative Applicants For  
Municipal Office   from front page



Friday, July 17, 2020 Page 10San Bernardino County Sentinel

her in, she’d lost so much 
blood.”

Over the years, after 
a host of doctors diag-
nosed Vera as suffering 
from radiation exposure, 
the Air Force engaged in 
a curious round of denial 
with regard to the former 
airman’s efforts to actu-
ate the provision of care 
the Pentagon had desig-
nated as appropriate for 
what were designated as 
“atomic veterans.” When 
Vera’s physicians sought 
to verify that Vera had 
absorbed nuclear mate-
rial by means of a body 
radioactive content anal-
ysis, the Department of 
Defense refused autho-
rization of the tests on 
the grounds of national 
security. When Vera 
pushed beyond that, at 
one point the Air Force 
directly maintained that 
no weapons grade mate-
rials were ever present at 
George Air Force Base.

That claim was prob-
lematic.

Built as the Victor-
ville Army Airfield in 
1941, just prior to the 
United States’ entrance 
into World War II, what 
would later become 
George Air Force Base 
was utilized for training 
Army Air Corps pilots 
during the war. It was 
placed on standby sta-
tus in September 1945, 
shortly after hostilities in 
that conflict concluded. 
In 1950, three years af-
ter the Army Air Corps 
was reconstituted as the 
Air Force, the base was 
reactivated in June of 
that year and renamed 
in honor of Brigadier 
General Harold Huston 
George.

Over the years George 
was a key component for 
the training of fighter 
pilots sent into aerial 
combat during the Ko-
rean War and the Viet-
nam War, as well as be-
ing a primary base for 
the Western Air Defense 
Force. As such it was 
home to the 1st Fighter-
Interceptor Wing, the 
94th Fighter-Interceptor 
Squadron, the 27th Fight-
er-Interceptor Squadron, 

the 71st Fighter-Inter-
ceptor Squadron, the 
94th Fighter-Interceptor 
Squadron, the 452nd 

Light Bombardment 
Wing, the 116th Fight-
er-Bomber Wing, 131st 
Fighter-Bomber Wing, 
the 21st Fighter-Bomber 
Wing, the 456th Fighter-
Interceptor Squadron, 
the 518th Fighter-Inter-
ceptor Squadron, the 
327th Fighter-Intercep-
tor Squadron, the 329th 
Fig h t e r- I n t e r c e p t o r 
Squadron, the 413th 
Tactical Fighter Wing, 
the 831st Air Division, 
the 31st Tactical Fighter 
Wing, the 355th Tactical 
Fighter Wing, the 431st 
Tactical Fighter Training 
Squadron, the 32nd Tacti-
cal Fighter Wing, the 32nd 
Tactical Fighter Squad-
ron, the 479th Tactical 
Fighter Wing, the 479th 
Fighter-Bomber Wing, 
the 479th Fighter-Day 
Wing, the 479th Tactical 
Fighter Wing, the 131st 
Fighter-Bomber Wing, 
the 35th Tactical Fighter 
Wing, the 434th Tacti-
cal Fighter Squadron, 
the 434th Tactical Fight-
er Training Squadron, 
the 435th Combat Crew 
Training Squadron, the 
4435th Tactical Fighter 
Replacement Squadron, 
the 4452nd Combat Crew 
Training Squadron, the 
20th Tactical Fighter 
Squadron, the 21st Tac-
tical Fighter Training 
Squadron, the 21st Tac-
tical Fighter Squadron, 
the 4535th Combat Crew 
Training Squadron, the 
561st Tactical Fighter 
Squadron, the 563rd Tac-
tical Fighter Training 
Squadron, the 563rd Tac-
tical Fighter Squadron, 
the 39th Tactical Fighter 
Squadron, the 35th Tac-
tical Training Wing, the 
35th Tactical Wing, the 
37th Tactical Training 
Wing, the 32rd/8th Tacti-
cal Fighter Wing, the 37th 
Tactical Fighter Wing, 
the 562nd Tactical Fighter 
Training Squadron, and 
the 561st Tactical Fighter 
Squadron.

Among the aircraft 
deployed at the base 
were F-51 Mustangs, 
Douglas B-26 Invaders, 
North American F-86 
Sabres, Republic F-84 
Thunderjets, F-102s, A 
F-106s, F-4 Phantoms 
and F-105s.

George Air Force 
Base was officially de-
commissioned in De-
cember 1992.

Throughout the Cold 
War between the United 

States and the Soviet 
Union, George Air Force 
Base was a key element 
of the strategy and fa-
cilities intended to pro-
vide an umbrella over 
Central and Southern 
California, Arizona and 
Southern Nevada to pre-
vent the Soviet Union’s 
atomic and nuclear 
weaponry from raining 
down onto American 
soil. Planes such as the 
F-102 Delta Dagger, the 
F-105 Thunderchief, the 
F-106 Delta Dart and the 
F-4 Phantom, with ord-
nance such as the Genie 
nuclear air-to-air missile 
affixed to their undercar-
riages, would take off 
from George, and fly in 
a patrol pattern at 30,000 
feet or higher, from 
which perch they could 
be vectored into position 
by ground-based radar 
control with access to 
the distant early warning 
radar system or satellite-
based radar profiles of 
any incoming aircraft 
or missiles to attempt 
to launch their intercep-
tor missiles to prevent a 
successful attack on the 
U.S. mainland.

Ultimately, with the 
political ascendancy of 
Mikhail Gorbachev in 
the Soviet Union in the 
1980s and the Glasnost 
which he espoused even-
tually reaching fruition, 
a thaw in the Cold War 
occurred, bringing with 
it the de-erection of the 
Berlin Wall, the reunifi-
cation of Germany and 
ultimately the fragment-
ing of the Soviet Union. 
In 1992, the Department 
of Defense made good on 
the tentative plans that 
had been floated as early 
as 1987 to decommission 
George Air Force Base.

In short order, the two 
cities closest to it, Vic-
torville and Adelanto, 
engaged each other in 
what turned into a sev-
en-year-running battle, 
costing Adelanto over 
$25 million in admin-
istrative and legal fees 
and expenses, and Vic-
torville more than $30 
million, to take control 
of the base property. 
Victorville, adroitly led 
by then-Mayor Terry 
Caldwell, an attorney, 
and Jim Cox, who had 
been city manager since 
1969, networked with the 
County of San Bernardi-
no, the Town of Apple 
Valley and the City of 
Hesperia in the guise of 
the Victor Valley Eco-
nomic Development 

Authority, a joint pow-
ers agency, to draw up a 
competing reuse plan to 
what Adelanto was pro-
posing. Equally impor-
tantly, Victorville, where 
the city council was com-
posed of a majority of 
Republicans, cultivated 
a close relationship with 
the area’s Congressman, 
Republican Jerry Lewis, 
outmaneuvering Adelan-
to, which had leadership 
that was predominant-
ly associated with the 
Democratic Party. Ulti-
mately, the Department 
of Defense awarded the 
lion’s share of the base – 
about 75 percent – to the 
Victor Valley Economic 
Development Authority, 
which then deferred to 
Victorville in allowing it 
to annex the base prop-
erty. The federal govern-
ment maintained title to 
what was variously re-
ferred to as “strategic” or 
“problematic” land.

Along the way, the 
Air Force and the De-
partment of Defense ac-
knowledged that the base 
was beset with a host of 
contamination issues. 
Most prominent among 
the chemicals the federal 
government said perme-
ated the base’s tarmac, 
the soil and the ground-
water below it was a sol-
vent used in servicing 
the planes throughout 
the 1940s, 1950s, 1960s, 
1970s, 1980s and into 
the early 1990s – trichlo-
roethylene, known by its 
acronym, TCE. In addi-
tion, the Air Force read-
ily admitted, there were 
other heavy industrial 
solvents that had been 
used at the base along 
with jet fuel ingredients 
such as ethylene dibro-
mide, benzene and naph-
thalene, as well as chlo-
rinated pesticides like 
dieldrin and aldrin. Even 
prior to the base being 
decommissioned, the 
Department of Defense 
in conjunction with the 
Environmental Protec-
tion Agency in 1990 
had the base property 
declared an EPA Super-
fund site.

By the Spring of 2016, 
the Department of De-
fense/Air Force had had 
spent $101 million in 
Superfund money aug-
mented by funding from 
the Pentagon’s base clo-
sure budget to engage 
in soil and water table 
remediation on and be-
neath the former base 
grounds. Since that time, 
at least $22 million of 

the remaining budgeted 
$53 million projected 
to complete the job has 
been expended.

Nevertheless, the Air 
Force and the Pentagon, 
even after the Cold War 
had drawn to a close, 
were reluctant to make 
full disclosure of the nu-
clear policy and military 
strategy and tactics that 
had been employed by 
the U.S. military. Denise 
Caron, the civilian Air 
Force employee who in 
1993 was overseeing the 
clean-up of George, pub-
licly stated that no ra-
dioactive materials had 
been present on the base. 
“We didn’t have a nucle-
ar mission at George,” 
she asserted. “We didn’t 
use nukes. We didn’t use 
tactical nukes.”

Caron’s assertions 
resulted in a number of 
former airmen at the 
base coming forward 
to contradict her state-
ments, including some 
who offered documen-
tary and photographic 
evidence to back up their 
claims.

Vera, rebuffed by the 
Air Force, utilized the 
Freedom of Information 
Act to obtain internal Air 
Force documents disclos-
ing a nuclear weapons 
testing decontamination 
center, referred to in Air 
Force parlance as a “hot 
washdown” facility, had 
been in place at George 
in the 1960s. The decon-
tamination center was an 
inherent element of the 
Department of Defense’s 
efforts to obtain data by 
having planes purpose-
fully fly into the mush-
room clouds produced 
by thermonuclear explo-
sions during atomic and 
nuclear weapons tests to 
photograph the internal 
environment of and area 
in the aftermath of an 
explosion and to collect 
samples of radioactive 
debris. The information 
Vera obtained pertained 
to, according to the doc-
umentation, “Nevada 
Test Site (NTS) training 
operations,” with cloud 
debris sampling flights 
staged from George Air 
Force Base.

Vera further obtained 
information gener-
ated during an Office of 
Special Investigations 
(O.S.I.) investigation un-
dertaken at the base in 
1989 and 1990, which 
was aimed at determin-
ing if weapons-grade 
materials had been dis-
posed of at the base. The 

investigator heading that 
inquiry was Christian 
Filipiak. The standards 
applied in that inves-
tigation required that 
findings of radioactive 
contamination not be re-
ported until radioactive 
contamination readings 
from a single well were 
confirmed by two sub-
sequent readings. Ac-
cording to Filipiak, who 
retired shortly after the 
investigation at George 
was completed, the wells 
at George that showed 
the presence of radia-
tion were capped in each 
case after a second sam-
pling showing radioac-
tive contamination was 
drawn, thus circumvent-
ing any mandated report 
of that contamination.

In December 1993, 
Caron asserted that the 
O.S.I. investigation had 
determined no weapons 
grade materials had ever 
been disposed of at the 
base. Filipiak, however, 
contradicted Caron, stat-
ing publicly that the pa-
rameters of the report, as 
dictated by the Air Force 
and the Department of 
Defense, had steered 
the investigation away 
from such a conclusion 
by limiting the scope 
and content of both the 
investigation and its re-
port.

In 1994, then-Hespe-
ria Councilman/Mayor 
Theron Honeycutt relat-
ed to the publisher of the 
Sentinel who was then 
working as a reporter 
with the Desert Moun-
tain Express that his 
company had been hired 
by the Air Force to go 
onto George and “cap,” 
i.e., fill with gravel and 
then cover with concrete, 
several existing wells.

Caron’s claims were 
discredited under an 
avalanche of data, in-
cluding lab tests ordered 
by then-congressmen 
George Brown and Jerry 
Lewis and performed by 
Helgeson Scientific Ser-
vices, which involved 
gamma radiation counts 
showing enriched ura-
nium-235 and other un-
identified radionuclides, 
believed to be Ameri-
cium and strontium, had 
been present on the base. 
Also surfacing were 
surveys of water drawn 
from test wells showing 
the presence of radionu-
clides in the water table 
below the base.

The Air Force has 
continued to avoid pub-

Air Force Used 
National Security 
Claims & Then 
Denials To Stand  
Down Reports Of 
Nuclear Contami-
nation In Victor-
ville  from page 6

Continued on Page 11
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Internal Air Force 
Documents Con-
tradicted Public 
Assertions Deny-
ing Nuclear Con-
tamination 
from page 10 

The variable check-
erspot, also known as the 
chalcedon checkerspot is 
a butterfly in the mym-
phalidae family with the 
scientific name Euphy-
dryas chalcedona. 

The variable check-
erspot is usually brown-
black with extensive yel-
low, red and white spots 
on the dorsal wing. Their 
underside usually con-
tains yellow and orange 
bands. However, as its 
name suggests, the but-
terfly is highly variable 
in appearance. Dorsal 
color can range from a 
brick-red background 
with brown and yel-
low markings in Sierra 
populations to yellow 
and black in northern 
Californian populations. 
Adult wingspan is 1.3 
inches-to-2.2 inches.

The variable check-

licly and directly ad-
dressing the issue of ra-
dioactive contamination 
at the base. Evidence has 
emerged over time that 
indicates both its mili-
tary and civilian leaders 
have known for decades 
that nuclear contamina-
tion on the base property 
is a realty. That evidence 
is most stark in those 
areas where the Depart-
ment of Defense has had 
to cooperate with state 
government agencies in-
volved in certifying the 
livability of the former 
base property.

Nearly five years ago, 
Linda Stone of the La-
hontan Regional Water 
Quality Control Board 
told the Sentinel, “The 
water board has infor-
mation regarding ra-
diological waste at Site 
RW009, located in the 
covered portion of the 
southeast disposal area 
of the former facility on 

County Wildlife Corner

erspot is found in west-
ern North America, 
where its range stretches 
from Alaska in the north 
to Baja California in 
the south and extends 
east through the Rocky 
Mountains into Colora-
do, Montana, New Mex-
ico and Wyoming. 

 Adult butterflies feed 
on nectar from flow-
ers while larvae feed 
on a variety of plants 
including snowberry,  
symphoricarpos; purple 
owl’s clover, castilleja 
exserta; paintbrush, cas-
tilleja; chaparral honey-
suckle, lonicera subspi-
cata; buddleja; diplacus 
aurantiacus and scroph-
ularia californica. 

The butterfly's habi-
tat encompasses a large 
variety of environments, 
including sagebrush 
flats, desert hills, prai-
ries, open forests and al-
pine tundra

During the breeding 
period, males congre-
gate around larval host 
plants to encounter fe-
males.  Males both perch 
near food plants and fly 
around them in order to 

look for females. Male 
butterflies do not stay 
in one encounter site 
for long and do not typi-
cally defend the territory 
of their encounter site. 
Males depend on visual 
rather than chemical 
cues to locate females. 

Males court virgin 
female butterflies via 
physical displays. Fe-
males can play hard to 
get by flying away. Once 
a female moves to the 
ground or to vegetation, 
the male will persist in 
following her, succeed-
ing only when the female 
remains motionless long 
enough for the male to 
effectuate coupling. The 
physical union between 
a male and female vari-

able checkerspot typi-
cally lasts an hour but 
may continue for as long 
as six hours. The male 
provides unto the female 
during this encounter a 
nutrient-rich spermato-
phore as well as a mat-
ing plug that hinders 

the ability of females to 
mate with other males. 
This spermatophore left 
within the female's bursa 
copulatrix, on average 
represents 7 percent of 
the male’s body weight.

Pregnant females look 
for host plants like Dip-
lacus aurantiacus that 
are close to nectar sourc-
es when they lay their 
eggs in clusters. The 
larvae that emerge from 
the eggs feed and live on 

these host plants, some 
of which have developed 
strategies to deter larvae 
from eating their leaves.

 Pre-diapause larvae 
often move to fresher 
parts of the plant in 
which they are laid to 
secure a better food 
source. Before they en-
ter diapause, the larvae 
leave the food plant to 
seek better dormancy 
sites such as under the 
bark of dead branches, in 
the hollow stems of dried 
weeds and in rock crev-
ices. During diapause, 
some larvae are able to 
wake up and feed before 
re-entering dormancy

 After diapause, the 
larvae emerge between 
January and March with 
pupation usually begin-
ning in April. However, 
in high elevations, lar-
vae can hibernate for 
several years. After pu-
pation, the adult flight 
season begins between 
mid-April and May and 
continues into June. The 
adult variable check-
erspot has a life span of 
around 15 days.

The variable check-
erspot's main predators 
are birds. In their evolu-
tion, the variable check-
erspot has adopted a 
larval diet rich in iridoid 
compounds. Iridoids are 
chemicals produced by 
plants that bond to the 
plants glucose or sugar. 
Iridoids are bitter. Thus, 
scientists stuudying the 
variable checkerspot 
have observed birds 
quite often exhibiting 
head-shaking and beak-
wiping behavior after 
killing a variable check-
erspot, characteristic of 
tasting unpalatable prey.

In contrast to the 
herbivorous diet of the 
larva, the adult variable 
checkerspot's main food 
source is the nectar it ob-
tains from flowers. 

From Wikipedia 

The Variable Checkerspot

land currently owned 
by the Federal Bureau 
of Prisons, south of Air 
Expressway Blvd. The 
Air Force issued a final 
remedial action comple-
tion report [for] Radio-
active Disposal Site 
RW009 in November 
2013. The water board 
deferred review of the 
radiological issues to the 
Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (EPA) based 
on EPA’s expertise on 
human health risks. The 
EPA accepted the docu-
ment and the Air Force’s 
request for no further ac-
tion at RW009.”

In the body of the 
text for the remedial ac-
tion completion report, 
the Air Force sought to 
downplay the serious-
ness of the contamina-
tion issue at the south-
east disposal area. Page 
2-4 of that document 
states “Site character-
ization activities were 
performed in 1994 and 
served to investigate the 
potential for the pres-
ence of low-level radio-
active wastes. These 
activities determined 
background levels of to-
tal gamma radiation and 
quantified radionuclide 
concentrations. All exca-

vated materials were ra-
diologically screened via 
a material sorting plant 
and sampled for analy-
sis where necessary. All 
soils which represented 
background were back-
filled. This investigation 
thoroughly explored Site 
RW009 areas suspected 
of containing radioac-
tive materials, and two 
radioactive sources were 
identified, a 2.3-micro-
curie cesium-137 source 
and an electron tube 
(vacuum tube) contain-
ing thorium and ura-
nium. These items were 
disposed via destructive 
testing at an off-site ana-
lytical laboratory. The 
identification of very few 
radioactive materials in-
dicated that large-scale 
disposal of radioactive 
waste did not occur at 
IRP Site RW009. This 
work demonstrated that 
no known radiological 
contamination remained 
and that the IRP Site 
RW009 disposal site was 
suitable for removal as 
an impacted site from 
the southeast disposal 
area.”

Stone further told 
the Sentinel, “The re-
port also described two 
groundwater sampling 

events for radiologic 
constituents. The first 
event (1986) found gross 
alpha activities exceeded 
the maximum contami-
nant levels for drinking 
water in two of five wells 
at the site. The second 
event (1987) found all 
radiologic samples were 
below maximum con-
taminant levels in all five 
wells. Based on the data 
showing that the ground-
water met drinking wa-
ter standards, the water 
board did not require 
additional groundwater 
investigations for radio-
logical constituents.”

More recently, docu-
mentation long buried 
by the Air Force has sur-
faced, including a secre-
tive 1979 investigation 
by Dr. John Sabol, then 
the Air Force chief of en-
vironmental and contract 
programming. Sabol’s 
findings demonstrated 
that larger quantities of 
radioactive waste were 
dumped in the disposal 
area than the Air Force 
has officially document-
ed or acknowledged 
and that the intensity of 
radiation exceeds that 
which would have been 
a product of discarded 
x-ray machines or 1950s 

and 1960s era electronic 
vacuum tubes.

In 2015, when the 
Sentinel approached 
Don Gronstal, then the 
environmental coordi-
nator with the Air Force 
Civil Engineer Center 
overseeing the Air Force 
remediation effort at 
George whose office is 
at McClellan Air Force 
Base in Northern Cali-
fornia, Gronstal agreed 
to field any questions 
put to him relating to 
the environmental cir-
cumstance at the former 
George Air Force Base, 
but requested that those 
questions be put in writ-
ing. After the Sentinel 
did as requested, Gron-
stal broke off all further 
contact with the Senti-
nel, and never responded 
to the questions.

In publicly avail-
able documents, the Air 
Force has acknowledged 
groundwater at, around 
or below the base is “con-
taminated with jet fuel, 
trichloroethylene, pesti-
cides and nitrates. Soil is 
contaminated with total 
petroleum hydrocarbons, 
dioxins, construction 
debris, medical wastes, 
pesticides, semi-volatile 
organic compounds and 

various inorganic com-
pounds.”

One telling indication 
is that the Air Force has 
closed off six spots on 
the former base grounds 
that will be inaccessible 
even after the bulk of 
the rest of the base has 
been fully transferred to 
Victorville. It is believed 
at least two of those are 
“hot spots” where ra-
dioactive materials were 
discarded and where ra-
dioactivity is still pres-
ent in the soil and water. 
There have been uncon-
firmed reports that con-
tractors working for the 
federal government have 
done extensive excava-
tion in those areas that 
are to remain as federal 
property.

In 2016, in an article 
authored by Dan Ross 
which was published by 
both the Sentinel and 
Truthout, an independent 
reporting organization, 
the experience of Terrine 
Crooks, originally from 
New Hampshire, who 
had joined the Air Force 
and was stationed at 
George Air Force Base 
beginning in the summer 
of 1980, was related.

Continued on Page 12
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Collection Of Former Servicemen, Ser-
vicewomen & Their Spouses Are On The 
Brink Of Forcing The Issue With Regard 
To  Radioactive Contamination On Shut-
tered Air Force Base Now Operated As 
An Airport In Victorville  from page 11

drome, for so long con-
sidered a desirable asset 
that Victorville was will-
ing to spend more than 
$30 million to secure, 
might become a liability.

Multiple municipal 
water supply wells are 
threatened by the con-
tamination at George, in-
cluding wells supplying 
water to a federal prison 
facility built on land that 
was formerly part of the 
base, and which is to re-
main as federal property. 
It is unclear who – the 
federal government or 
the City of Victorville – 
will need to defray the 
cost of any remediation 
of the airport property 
to which the city has al-
ready taken title.

-Mark Gutglueck

the devastation wrought 
by toxic chemical and 
radiation exposure 
while they were living at 
George Air Force Base, 
the alliance’s members 
filed their claim on June 
30.

Much is riding on 
whether the Department 
of Defense/Air Force 
will recognize the claim 
or whether it will be re-
jected, necessitating that 
the matter go to trial. A 
trial would very likely 
entail much of the hidden 
documentation of what 
was buried at George Air 
Force Base – physically, 
literally and figuratively 
– being unearthed. That 
will have implications 
for more than just those 
former airmen and their 
spouses and children. A 
revelation of the true ex-
tent of the contamination 
at Southern California 
Logistics Airport could 
mean that the aero-

Board Wraps 
Salary Preserva-
tion Effort In New 
Charter Measure  
from page 5

Crooks met her hus-
band at George. Toward 
the end of 1981, she 
became pregnant. Her 
son, Brian, was born 13 
weeks prematurely in 
April 1982. Within three 
months of his birth, Brian 
sustained multiple brain 
hemorrhages, thereafter 
developing, according to 
Ross’s report, an array 
of ongoing health con-
ditions and disabilities, 
including cerebral palsy. 
Upon reaching the age of 
30, Terrine Crooks’ own 
health deteriorated, and 
she endured endometrio-
sis, uterine fibroids and 
heavy bleeding during 
menstruation, necessi-
tating she have a hyster-

ectomy at the age of 31. 
At the age of 40, she had 
a bilateral mastectomy.

Ross reported how 
Terrine Crooks eventu-
ally related her health 
challenges to her toxic 
exposure while in the 
military, whereupon she 
made a claim to the Vet-
eran’s Administration. In 
2014, Crooks prevailed, 
with the Veteran’s Ad-
ministration making a 
finding that her medical 
conditions were “at least 
as likely as not” caused 
by her military service. 
George Air Force Base 
was mentioned in the 
ruling. In 2016, Crooks 
and her husband were yet 
caring for their 34-year-

old son at their home in 
Florida, according to 
Ross.

It has turned out that 
well over a thousand 
servicemen and service-
women who were sta-
tioned at George, along 
with their wives and 
husbands and offspring, 
have had similar experi-
ences. A catalyst for that 
realization was when 
former Air Force per-
sonnel once stationed at 
George and their spous-
es, ones who had moved 
to far-flung locations all 
over the country after 
leaving the military, in 
an effort to preserve their 
friendships created an 
informal and loosely knit 
internet and telephone 
social club. The more 
they interacted in this fo-
rum, the more they came 
to learn that many, in-
deed most of them, were 
bedeviled with what they 
eventually came to be-

lieve or recognized were 
the aftereffects of their 
shared experience in the 
military, in particular at 
George Air Force Base. 
Many of the women suf-
fered from a plethora of 
conditions that included 
ovarian cysts and uterine 
tumors, had undergone 
hysterectomies, and had 
experienced miscar-
riages at a rate ten times 
higher than the national 
average. Their children 
had an inordinate num-
ber of birth defects. 
Those women and their 
husbands were dealing 
with multiple maladies 
of a similar nature, in-
cluding leukemia and 
multiple lymphomas, 
rare cancers and periph-
eral neuropathy.

Born of their interac-
tion was the Military Ac-
countability and Trans-
parency Alliance. Based 
on their collective belief 
that they are living with 

much ado about nothing 
for the citizens of San 
Bernardino County,” 
Murphy said. “Term 
limits are still 12 years. 
Elected official compen-
sation remains largely 
out of balance when 
compared to most people 
living in the county. The 
CEO position is codified 
in the charter, so taxpay-
ers are now obligated by 
the charter to pay for a 
pretty high-paying job 
that the current charter 
requires the chair of the 

board to do. Interested 
voters when they read 
quickly through this 
thing will probably say, 
‘It’s kind of the same old 
stuff. It removes some of 
the offensive language, 
so yeah, let’s just sign 
off on it.’ We think that’s 
a bad idea because we 
believe this document 
contains a wolf dressed 
in sheep’s clothing. The 
operative phrase is a 
simple sentence in Sec-
tion 102. To quote ‘The 
powers mentioned in the 
preceding section can 
be exercised only by the 
board of supervisors.’ 
Here’s what that looks 
like in practice: Under 
your rights as a Califor-
nia citizen, let’s say you 
want to submit an initia-

tive requiring the county 
to control its budget. 
‘Sorry,’ the county says, 
‘the budget is under the 
exclusive power of the 
board of supervisors.’ 
And rather than grant-
ing you your ballot title 
and summary so you can 
then try to go out and 
convince 70,000 voters 
to sign your petition, 
you get sued. You go to 
court.”

Murphy said, “Ask 
Dave Gates and Gage 
Bruce, county residents 
who were sued because 
they submitted a petition 
that the county deemed 
unconstitutional, be-
cause it was under the 
exclusive power of the 
board. Ask Eli White-
ly. Eli believed county 

employees ought to fill 
out a time-card and the 
information should be 
readily available on-line. 
His right to submit this 
initiative is still in court 
a year-and-a-half later. 
I believe it is at the ap-
peals court level now.”

Murphy said, “We ap-
preciate the effort to redo 
the charter, but at some 
level we believe the draft 
charter is about power 
and more power for the 
expanding county gov-
ernment and less for its 
citizens.”

The Sentinel’s re-
quest that the clerk of the 
board provide the email 
communications relat-
ing to the charter change 
proposal that Rutherford 
referenced as having 

been submitted to the 
board were not forth-
coming from the county 
by press time.

Queried by the Sen-
tinel with regard to his 
misrepresentation that 
the county had held 
workshops relating to the 
proposed charter change, 
Hagman declined to 
respond. The Sentinel 
further offered all five 
members of the board 
an opportunity to speak 
to the perception that the 
charter revision was a 
ploy to forestall the Red 
Brennan Group’s effort 
to reduce their pay. All 
five spurned that offer.

Supervisor Ruther-
ford did provide a re-
turn email to the Senti-
nel in which she stated, 

though local races are 
not considered to be par-
tisan ones.

In 2009, the number 
of registered Demo-
crats in San Bernardino 
County eclipsed the 
number of registered Re-
publicans, and the gulf 
between the parties has 
widened in favor of the 
Democrats ever since, 
until at present they hold 
a commanding lead over 
the GOP in terms of 

“I’ve been thinking 
about reforming our 
outdated county charter 
since shortly after I was 
elected in 2010.” Ruther-
ford in the return email 
bypassed all inquiries 
about the element in the 
charter revision relating 
to setting the supervi-
sors’ pay level.

None of the supervi-
sors responded to ques-
tions asking their re-
action to a suggestion 
at compromise which 
consisted of incorporat-
ing into the new charter 
a provision setting their 
compensation at 40 per-
cent of that provided to a 
Superior Court judge.

-Mark Gutglueck

registration. At present, 
428,643 of the county’s 
1,042,158 registered vot-
ers, or 41.1 percent are 
Democrats, and 308,721 
or 29.6 percent are Re-
publicans. Nevertheless, 
San Bernardino County 
remains one of the last 
bastions of Republican-
ism in the State of Cali-
fornia, as the Party of 
Lincoln claims the lion’s 
share of San Bernardino 
County’s seats in the 
California Legislature 
as well as four of five 
positions on the county 
board of supervisors. In 
17 of the county’s 24 mu-
nicipalities, the Republi-
cans represent a majority 
of the those holding posi-

tions on the city or town 
councils.

Robles was reelected 
to the central commit-
tee chairman’s spot in 
2016, but within a year, 
a number of the central 
committee members 
had grown disenchanted 
with him, and an effort 
to remove him as chair-
man ensued. That effort 
failed, as Robles made 
skillful use of parliamen-
tary procedure and the 
alliances he had made 
among the committee’s 
executive board to stave 
off that coup attempt.

At this point, how-
ever, Washington, who 
is the chairwoman of the 
Redlands Area Demo-

cratic Club, has gained 
the trust of a solid major-
ity of the central com-
mittee’s members. She 
has campaigned for the 
central committee chair 
post by asserting that she 
intends to endorse and 
elect Democrats through 
coordinated grassroots 
efforts, increase party 
transparency by improv-
ing communications in-
ternally and with voters, 
build coalitions through-
out the county to amplify 
the party’s efforts and 
enhance party visibility 
throughout the county.

Two important strides 
made by Washington 
in her ongoing effort 
to take control of the 

county party have been 
the defection from the 
Robles camp by Jim Gal-
lagher, whom Robles 
had installed years ago 
as a member of the com-
mittee’s executive board, 
and the defeat of Mark 
Westwood in March in 
his race to remain as a 
member of the the central 
committee. Westwood, 
whom Robles had also 
installed onto the execu-
tive board, was very ac-
tive and determined in 
his previous efforts to 
keep Robles in charge of 
the county party.

Washington is run-
ning for chair as a part 
of a slate, which also fea-
tures Stacey Ramos as a 

candidate for first vice 
chair, Gallagher as sec-
ond vice chair, Leslie Ir-
ving as third vice chair, 
Nancy Glenn for secre-
tary, Martina Ortega as 
treasurer, and Nicholas 
Christensen as corre-
sponding secretary.

Adding to Washing-
ton’s advantage is that 
she is endorsed by As-
semblyman James Ra-
mos and former San 
Bernardino County 
Democratic Central 
Committee Chairwoman 
Nancy Ruth White.

The meeting at which 
the selection of the chair 
is to occur is scheduled 
for tomorrow at 1 p.m.

-Mark Gutglueck


