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By Mark Gutglueck
Mayor John Valdivia’s 

graft-ridden administra-
tion of San Bernardino’s 
municipal government 
has resulted in further 
structural changes in the 
way business is being 
conducted at City Hall. 
As a consequence of 
Valdivia’s ploy to enrich 
himself by offering his 
services as a consultant 
to individuals and com-
panies seeking to obtain 
permits to operate mari-

juana/cannabis-related 
businesses under the 
city’s now-liberalized 
policy regarding that 
once-banned substance, 
the city council this 
week voted to require 
that all city officials who 
have contact with or re-
ceive remuneration or 
campaign contributions 
from a commercial can-
nabis license applicant 
make specific disclosure 
of that contact or ex-
change of money prior to 

any official action with 
regard to the granting of 
those permits.

Ironically, the two 
members of the city 
council who have been 
most heavily critical of 
the manner in which 
Valdivia has conducted 
himself – Fourth Ward 
Councilman Fred Sho-
rett and Seventh Ward 
Councilman Jim Mulvi-
hill – were the lone mem-
bers of the panel who 
opposed the reform mea-

sure. Valdivia’s five one-
time allies on the council 
– First Ward Council-
man Ted Sanchez, Sec-
ond Ward Councilwom-
an Sandra Ibarra, Third 
Ward Councilman Juan 
Figueroa, Fifth Ward 
Councilman Henry 
Nickel and Sixth Ward 
Councilwoman Bess-
ine Richard – uniformly 
supported the ordinance. 
This is quite possibly 
because the manner in 
which they associated 

themselves closely with 
Valdivia and supported 
him with their votes on 
the council during his 
first year as mayor, in the 
aftermath of revelations 
of how he has in large 
measure successfully 
sought to personally 
profit by exploiting his 
mayoral power and posi-
tion, is threatening to tar 
their own reputations. 
Valdivia, who from 2012 
until 2018 was the city’s 
Third Ward 

Observing that “Now, 
more than ever, we need 
strong leadership at the 
local, state and national 
levels,” Rancho Cu-
camonga Councilwoman 
Lynne Kennedy said she 
is for that reason seeking 
four more years on the 
city council. 

“I believe I have the 
skill set and experi-
ence to provide strong 
leadership for Rancho 
Cucamonga,” Kennedy 
said. “I have spent my 
entire life in public ser-
vice, whether it is my ca-
reer as an educator for 40 
years or the last six years 
as a Rancho Cucamonga 
council member and cur-
rently as mayor pro tem. 
I have called Rancho 
Cucamonga home for 40 
years. Rancho Cucamon-
ga is a well-planned, safe 
and financially stable 
city that was selected as 
one of the best places 
in California to live and 
raise a family. Addition-
ally, the city was named 
an All-America city 
by the National Civic 
League. I am running 
for another term on the 
city council because I 
have a vision for our city 
for 2020 and beyond. 
That vision includes 
maintaining a balanced 
budget with a healthy re-
serve fund, keeping our 
city one of the safest in 
California and ensur-
ing economic prosper-
ity through strong local 
businesses and strategic 
economic de-

After nearly 8 years 
on the Grand Terrace 
City Council Sylvia 
Robles is seeking reelec-
tion, she said, because 
the financial challenges 
besetting the city de-
mand that a steady hand 
knowledgeable with re-
gard to public agency 
fiscal operations remains 
on the city’s tiller.

After graduating 
from San Gorgonio High 

School in San Bernardi-
no, Robles attended the 
University of Redlands, 

graduating with a bach-
elor of arts degree in 
business. Subsequently, 
she obtained her mas-
ter’s degree in public 
administration from Cal 
State University San 
Bernardino.

She went to work for 
San Bernardino County, 
working as a field rep-
resentative for then-
Supervisor Barbara 
Cram-Riordan, eventu-

ally moving over to the 
county’s special districts 
department as a budget 
analyst.

“My work experi-
ence as a budget ana-
lyst for the department 
of special districts and 
my higher education re-
lating to public policy 
have prepared me to deal 
with a wide scope of mu-
nicipal services, from 
complex fiscal policy to 

parks, sewers, roads, fire 
and sheriff services,” she 
said. “One of my peers 
has said on numerous 
occasions: ‘We don’t 
need folks like this on 
the council. This is why 
we have staff.’ With two 
major deeply structural 
finance issues, I’ve had 
to wrestle staff to extin-
guish bonds that were 
useless. We incurred a 
general fund 

Edward Reyes said “I 
am running for Adelanto 
City Council to bring fi-
nancial accountability to 

the office.”
In making a case for 

his election to the city 
council, Reyes was con-
cise, to the point and 
straightforward.

“I have an honest, up 
front demeanor and en-
joy helping others, work-
ing for free in the sub-
stance abuse field,” he 
said. “I have years of ex-
perience in the substance 
abuse field and started 
two nonprofit substance 
abuse programs.”

He is distinguished 
from his opponents for a 
position on the council, 
Reyes said, by his “hon-
esty and being goal ori-
ented.”

The major issues fac-
ing Adelanto presently, 
Reyes said, are “taxes 
and financial account-
ability from elected pub-
lic officials.”

He said these chal-
lenges can be redressed 
in considerable measure 
“by legislation 

 “Don’t it always seem to go…That you don’t know 
what you’ve got…’Til it’s gone…They paved para-
dise…Put up a parking lot…” Joni Mitchell
By Kenneth Mays

Parklands are a pub-
lic treasure, at the fed-
eral, state, county or city 
level. They are a pre-
cious commodity and of 
limited quantity. Parks 
are the exclusive prop-
erty of the public, and 
are essential to the qual-
ity of life. They provide 
an environment that is 

both healthy and diverse, 
which is critical to the 
physical and emotional 
health of people. In ad-
dition to those benefits 
to humans, parks pro-
vide a sanctuary for a 
wide variety of plant 
and animal life as well. 
The benefits of parks are 
universal and all encom-
passing, from insects to 

birds, from grass blades 
to flower petals, from 
brambly bushes to broad 
leaf trees, and in Up-
land’s case, from rabbits 
to coyotes with a bevy of 
squirrels and raccoons in 
between. All exist in a 
careful balance with hu-
manity.

In 1975, in recogni-
tion of the universal im-
portance of parkland, the 
California State Legisla-
ture enacted California 

Government Code sec-
tion 66477, commonly 
called the “Quimby 
Act.” That provision in 
state law sets a require-
ment that for each 1,000 
people in a city a mini-
mum of three acres of 
parkland be set aside and 
protected and prohibited 
from development for 
other use. The Quimby 
Act also allows a city to 
set its own standard with 
a maximum of up to five 

acres per 1,000 persons 
being required.

Upland’s District 1 
in the city’s northeast-
ern corner has a total of 
23.82 park acres, consist-
ing of 9.51-acre Green-
belt Park and 14.31-acre 
San Antonio Park. Up-
land’s District 2, located 
in the northwest quad-
rant, has three parks to-
taling 19.11 acres: Mag-
nolia Park at 6.89 acres, 
McCarthy Park 

Victorville Planning 
Commissioner Paul 
Marsh, who is seeking 
one of three positions 
on the Victorville City 
Council being contested 
in this year’s election, 
is making his campaign 
synonymous with a call 
for civic engagement.

With 21 hopefuls en-
gaged in the race, Marsh 
said he is making a di-
rect appeal to those ele-
ments of the Victorville 
community who believe 

in the ability of good 
government directed by 
a core of well-meaning, 
dedicated and farseeing 
elected officials to im-
prove the quality of life 
of the local populace 
and transform neighbor-
hoods into living envi-
ronments in which par-
ents can raise children in 
safety and confidence.

“Victorville, the Key 
City of the High Desert, 
offers many opportuni-
ties for busi-
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councilman, in 2018 suc-
cessfully vied for mayor 
against then-incumbent 
Carey Davis. Also elect-
ed that year were politi-
cal newcomers Sanchez 
and Ibarra, both of whom 
were assisted in their 
successful electioneer-
ing efforts to greater and 
lesser extents by Valdiv-
ia or elements of his po-
litical machine. Prior to 
his election as mayor, 
Valdivia had established 
an extremely close alli-
ance with Richard and 
a reliable affinity with 
Nickel on the vast major-
ity of issues that came 
before the council. Thus, 
upon Valdivia’s instal-
lation as mayor in De-
cember 2018, he enjoyed 
control over the city’s 
highest functioning 
decision-making body, 
which was demonstrated 
by a move he made the 
day he, Ibarra and San-
chez were sworn into 
office, to fire then-City 
Manager Andrea Tra-
vis-Miller, with whom 
Valdivia had differences. 
That maneuver was sup-
ported by Sanchez and 
Ibarra from the outset. 
Over the ensuing months 
Richard joined with 
them, giving Valdivia in 
April 2019 the needed 
three votes on the six-
sevenths strength coun-
cil to put Travis-Miller 
on administrative leave.

The following month, 
in a special election to 
fill the vacancy on the 
council brought about 
as a consequence of 
Valdivia’s resignation as 
Third Ward councilman 
to accede to the may-
or’s post, Figueroa, who 
was heavily supported 
by Valdivia in his cam-
paign effort, was elected. 
This gave Valdivia four 
solid votes on the seven-
member panel – those 
of Richard, Figueroa, 
Ibarra and Sanchez – as 
well as the general sup-
port of Nickel, at which 
point Valdivia found 
himself at the pinnacle 
of his apex power. Un-
checked by any effec-
tive opposition, Valdivia 
was in a position to 
make commitments to 

virtually any individu-
als, parties, companies, 
or entities interested in 
doing business with or 
in the city that he could 
deliver the necessary 
votes on the council to 
get those individuals’ 
projects in the city, their 
contracts with the city 
or their permit applica-
tions approved. Having 
established a consulting 
business - AAdvantage 
Comm LLC – Valdivia 
used that entity to en-
gage with those business 
entities and businessmen 
and businesswomen who 
had a dog in the hunt at 
City Hall. As the mayor 
in San Bernardino under 
normal circumstances 
is not empowered to 
vote with the rest of the 
council but rather has the 
authority to veto 4-to-
3 and 3-to-2 outcomes 
and cast a vote to break 
a tie, Valdivia was able 
to, he calculated, avoid 
involvement in a crimi-
nal conflict of interest by 
manipulating his council 
allies to provide the ap-
provals that those who 
had retained him as a 
consultant needed to get 
their projects underway, 
their service or good-
provision contracts with 
the city in place or the 
licensing or permits they 
sought.

So confident was 
Valdivia that he could 
orchestrate things from 
his perch as mayor, he 
routinely absented him-
self from any issues re-
lating to the permitting 
and licensing of mari-
juana/cannabis-related 
businesses seeking to set 
up shop in the city. San 
Bernardino’s municipal 
leaders for years had re-
sisted the societal evolu-
tion that has come to ac-
cept marijuana as both a 
therapeutic drug and one 
which can be used for 
recreational purposes. In 
2016, however, a group 
of San Bernardino resi-
dents qualified for the 
municipal ballot Mea-
sure O, calling for allow-
ing the retail sale of mar-
ijuana and its derivatives 
and byproducts, both for 
medical and recreational 

purposes. The citywide 
vote on Measure O coin-
cided with the statewide 
initiative Proposition 64, 
the Adult Use of Mari-
juana Act, calling for the 
legalization of marijuana 
use for its intoxicative ef-
fect. Both passed. In the 
aftermath of Measure 
O’s passage, city offi-
cials, long philosophi-
cally opposed to having 
marijuana openly avail-
able in the city, dragged 
their feet for more than a 
year in actuating it.

Ultimately, as the Da-
vis administration was 
drawing to a close, the 
city and city council un-
dertook to formulate an 
ordinance that was based 
upon Measure O and 
the refinements of city 
marijuana policy that 
the city claimed were the 
byproduct of litigation it 
was met with in the af-
termath of Measure O’s 
passage. In February 
2018, the San Bernardi-
no City Council passed 
an ordinance of its own 
creation, intended to 
supersede Measure O, 
allowing up to 17 can-
nabis-based commercial 
businesses within the 
city to function on lim-
ited duration permits 
that were to be renewed 
or discontinued annu-
ally, dependent upon 
whether their owners 
and operators complied 
with state and local law. 
The ordinance set a ratio 
of one cannabis-oriented 
business per 12,500 resi-
dents, which translates 
into a maximum of 17 
marijuana concerns. The 
city thereafter began to 
accept applications for 
the licenses, but through-
out the remainder of 
Davis’s term in office, 
the progression toward 
having licensed and per-
mitted cannabis-based 
concerns functioning in 
the city bogged down in 
bureaucratic red tape.

While earlier in his 
political career, Valdivia 
had postured as a con-
servative, mouthing 
along with the majority 
of the city council as it 
was then composed an-
ti-marijuana platitudes, 
upon preparing for his 
2018 mayoral campaign 
he turned on a dime 
when he recognized that 
the marijuaniification of 
California had begun in 
earnest and that Measure 

O’s passage together 
with his position leading 
the city could provide 
him with an opportunity 
to cash in in a big way. 
Using the imperfect per-
mitting/licensing pro-
cess that had been put 
in place under Davis, 
Valdivia even before he 
was sworn in as mayor 
was aggressively reach-
ing out to the applicants 
for city licenses, letting 
them know that he could 
assist them in achieving 
approval for their busi-
ness models for a fee. 
Valdivia did not openly 
reveal to those in the 
city – either staff or the 
council – exactly what 
he was doing. Those who 
had the best window on 
his activity were those 
in the cannabis industry. 
When he would absent 
himself from the council 
dais as cannabis licens-
ing issues came before 
the city council, he of-
fered no explanation. 
Word, however, about 
what was happening be-
gan to emanate around 
the community. And 
while Valdivia delivered 
on many of his commit-
ments to those who had 
retained him, in other 
cases he did not. Indeed, 
it appears that though he 
knew there was to be an 
upward limitation on the 
number of cannabis/mar-
ijuana-related businesses 
in the city altogether as 
well as limitations on the 
number of the differing 
types of these businesses 
– which included retail 
establishments, cultiva-
tion operations, product 
and by-product deriva-
tion and manufacturing 
businesses, packagers, 
deliverers, and research 
operations as well as so-
called microbusinesses, 
which are a combina-
tion of at least three of 
the former – he made 
representations to far 
more than 17 different 
permit applicants that 
he could get them the 
entitlements to operate 
they were seeking. What 
has now become clear 
is that in his interaction 
with at least some of 
those who had retained 
him, he made claims that 
simply were not true. 
When some of those 
who had been promised 
a permit did not get one, 
they began to openly talk 
about the deals Valdivia 

had cut, quid pro quos 
in which he had said he 
would ensure that those 
who paid him would ob-
tain permits.

A case in point is the 
experience of Victor 
Munoz, who on May 5 of 
this year made a sworn 
declaration relating to his 
interaction with Valdivia 
in his efforts to obtain 
permitting/licensing for 
a marijuana based busi-
ness while Valdivia was 
yet a councilman and af-
ter he became mayor.

“I was introduced to 
Mayor John Valdivia by 
a mutual friend around 
2017 for the purpose of 
obtaining a marijuana 
retail license within the 
City of San Bernardino,” 
Munoz’s declaration 
states. “It was explained 
to me by Valdivia that in 
order to get my license, 
the system was set up 
like a lottery point sys-
tem and I had to pay for 
extra points to better my 
chances. Valdivia guar-
anteed me a license as 
long as I did what he told 
me to do and I donated to 
his campaign and to his 
personal needs. Based 
on Valdivia’s represen-
tation, I leased a large 
16-acre commercial lot 
for the purpose of the 
retail marijuana license. 
Thereafter, I met up with 
Valdivia a few times for 
coffee or lunch to discuss 
the license and business 
plans. Valdivia always 
had ways of indirectly 
collecting funds so he 
would not incriminate 
himself.”

According to Munoz, 
on the day of the dead-
line for permit applica-
tions to be filed with the 
city, “Valdivia called me 
on my mobile phone and 
told me he needed by help 

and support and needed 
me to deposit money 
into his campaign fund. 
Based on the request by 
Valdivia, I wired $2,500 
to Valdivia’s campaign 
fund through his web-
site. Nevertheless, I ulti-
mately lost my bid for the 
city license and found 
out that most of the li-
censes went to Valdivia’s 
family and friends.”

Shortly thereaf-
ter, Munoz confronted 
Valdivia about what had 
occurred, only to be re-
buked with a vulgar in-
sult belittling his mascu-
linity.

“Valdivia then pro-
ceeded to tell me we 
were all a bunch of 
‘whining bitches’ be-
cause we did not wait 
our turn for licenses,” 
Munoz’s declaration 
continues. Munoz said 
he told the mayor that he 
had done everything that 
had been asked of him, 
but that “he never kept 
his promise. Instead, 
Valdivia gave licenses to 
people that were not even 
zoned for retail sales of 
marijuana. Valdivia then 
asked me for more mon-
ey to get my license, and 
at that point he brought 
in and introduced me 
to Council Member 
Juan Figueroa. Valdivia 
said everything will go 
through Figueroa, and 
that was the only way 
I was going to get my 
license. Valdivia then 
asked me for more money 
and funding in the pres-
ence of Juan Figueroa if I 
wanted to get my license. 
I got angry and told 
Valdivia and Figueroa I 
was not giving them any 
more money. Valdivia 
told me I was ‘cut off’ 
and ‘done,’ and that he 
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Already In Violation Of California’s 
Parkland-Preserving Quimby Act, Upland 
Officials Are Looking To Reduce Memorial 
Park With The Sale Of 4.631 Acres To San 
Antonio Hospital By Means Of Measure Q   
from front page

comprising 5.41 acres, 
and Sierra Vista Park en-
compassing 6.81 acres. 
District 3, which com-
prises Upland’s south-
west alcove, boasts 29.12 
acres of parks, those be-
ing the five-acre Baldy 
View Dog Park, 18.28-
acre Cabrillo Park and 
5.84-acre Citrus Park. 
District 4, covering Up-
land’s southeast sector, 
features Memorial Park, 
the city’s largest public 
recreational amenity at 
38.5 acres, along with 
Olivedale Park, span-
ning 6.35 acres, entailing 
a combined 44.9 acres.

When considering 
the standard contained 
in the Quimby Act relat-
ing to the three acres per 
1,000 population ratio 
of parkland to people, 
Upland does not meet 
that requirement. To 
meet the minimum cri-
teria, Upland’s 77,000 
population should have 
access to 231 acres of 
parks. The city’s 116.9 
acres represents just 50.6 
percent of the Quimby 
standard. Moreover, not 
even one of of Upland’s 
four districts meets the 
requirement. Each dis-
trict accounts for very 
close to one-quarter of 
the city’s population. 
District 4, which has the 
most park acreage of any 
of the city’s political di-
visions, comes closest to 
the standard, with 77.75 
percent of the minimum. 
Stated another way, Dis-
trict 4 has 2.273 acres 
of parks for every 1,000 
population.

At one time the City 
of Upland was consider-
ing developing a 57-acre 
sports park in District 1 
as part of a large 99-acre 
project which involved 
both the cities of Upland 
and Claremont. That 
project, labeled Syca-
more Hills, never came 
to fruition. Even if that 
never-realized park had 
been added to the city’s 
park roster, it yet would 
have fallen short of the 
3 acres per 1,000-person 
ratio in the Quimby stan-
dard.

Now, Measure Q, 

which is to be decided by 
Upland’s voters as part 
of the ballot in this year’s 
election cycle, is ask-
ing if Upland residents 
are amenable to selling 
4.631 acres of Memo-
rial Park. If Measure Q 
passes, Upland will see 
its area devoted to parks 
drop from 116.9 acres to 
112.3 acres.

While the Quimby 
Act does provide devel-
opers and builders the 
means to relieve them-
selves of the responsibil-
ity to provide parkland 
through the payment of 
an “in-lieu fee,” such 
payments are not an act 
of total “absolution” for 
the city at large. In fact, 
this “payment” has be-
come so commonplace as 
to be considered nearly 
a standard practice. For 
one thing, it is technical-
ly not a fee the developer 
pays at all. The fee is 
simply added to the cost 
to the residential units 
being built and ultimate-
ly paid by the buyer. An 
important consideration 
in deciding what the fate 
of Measure Q should be 
is the continuing prolif-
eration of building that 
has resulted in a higher 
and higher population 
density, with virtually 
little to no yard space for 
the units now being built 
in Upland, including 
those listed as “single 
detached residences.” 
This so-called “stack & 
pack” building trend can 
be seen in construction 
popping up all over the 
city, even in the midst 
of more traditional hous-
ing areas where the den-
sity is not as intense as 
that of the newly added 
neighborhoods. Projects 
such as the displacement 
of the old Upland Tennis 
Club on 15th Street, and 
the apartment project 
at The Colonies at San 
Antonio subdivision are 
examples of this.

Residential projects 
currently in various 
stages of development 
in the City of Upland 
are the Harvest-Arbor 
Square/Sunflower subdi-
vision consisting of 193 

single family detached 
and attached homes; 
the Villa Serena devel-
opment, involving 65 
single-family detached 
residential units; phases 
one and two of the Syca-
more Hills project con-
sisting of 145 detached 
single-family homes, 
to be followed by phase 
three of Sycamore Hills, 
with 176 detached homes 
and attached town-
homes; the Courtyard 
at Upland Hills, which 
will bring into the city 
another 68 residential 
units/condominiums; the 
Mesa Court Apartments, 
described as 60 town-
houses and apartments; 
Ridgecrest Upland, en-
tailing 52 townhomes 
on three acres; the Alta, 
203 apartments at the 
Colonies at San Antonio; 
the Magnolias, 37 con-
dominiums; the Com-
mons, which is to consist 
of 48 dwelling units; the 
Highline, which will be 
comprised of 48 three-
story townhomes; the 
7th Street Apartments, 
64 two-story and three-
story townhouse-style 
apartments; phase two 
of Ridgecrest, consist-
ing of 26 townhomes on 
three acres; the Colony 
Condos, 60 condomini-
ums; Lennar at Harvest, 
a 147-unit single-family 
detached and attached 
home project; College 
Heights, a 192-unit de-
velopment; Tierras At-
las, composed of 61 
units; Citrus Village, 
to provide 199 senior 
citizen crackerbox quar-
ters; and the 6th Avenue 
Apartments, slated for 
88 units. The total num-
ber of units anticipated 
for completion over 
the next two years thus 
stands at 1,932. Cur-
rently there are two legal 
battles brewing over two 
of the aforementioned 
development projects.

It is anticipated that 
the 2020 Census will 
demonstrate that Up-
land’s population has 
zoomed beyond the of-
ficial 77,000 popula-
tion count now credited 
to the City of Gracious 
Living. The eventual 
completion of the 1,932 
units now on the draw-
ing boards or underway 
will likely result in an in-
flux of something on the 
order of another 8,000 
residents, further dis-

tancing Upland from the 
park acreage-to-person 
ratio standard specified 
in the Quimby Act. With 
no additional parkland 
and no yards to speak 
of for children, adults 
and pets to exercise and 
play in, these current and 
many past projects have 
already and in the future 
will only serve to make 
the disparity between 
the acre-to-population 
disparity worse.

Two years ago, a 
“trade” proposal was 
afoot to sell Cabrillo 
Park to Lewis Homes, 
which intended to devel-
op the 18.28-acre park. 
Fortunately, that deal 
was stopped by the out-
cry of Upland residents. 
Representations were 
that the trade would have 
provided the city with 
a net gain in park acre-
age, as Lewis Homes 
indicated it would make 
a 44-acre span of prop-
erty located in an exist-
ing quarry next to the 
210 Freeway available 
to the city, upon which a 
sports complex would be 
developed. That gain in 
park acreage in District 
1 would have meant a 
substantial loss of park-
land in District 3, and 
also would have resulted 
in the loss of 32 acres 
of undeveloped land in 
the Sycamore Hills area 
already owned by the 
city. Previously, the city 
council had deemed that 
open space to be “…not 
appropriate, convenient 
or necessary for park 
purposes.” Like Me-
morial Park, that open 
space was supposed to 
be here for generations 
to come. This cavalier 
attitude toward breaking 
these commitments is 
nothing new in Upland. 
More than a decade ago, 
Mayor John Pomierski 
engineered the sale of 
more than ten acres of 
parkland, known as Pio-
neer Park, located on the 
north side of 18th Street 
between Pioneer Junior 
High School on the east 
and the Chaffey Com-
munities Cultural Center 
on the west. This loss 
of what could have re-
mained as a viable park 
renders what parkland 
Upland still has even 
more precious and valu-
able than it ever was.

As previously stated, 
in-lieu fee payments 

made by a developer do 
not alleviate the oner-
ousness of past behavior 
by the city. Nor do they 
absolve the city of any 
responsibility for the 
parks now. In fact, giv-
en the current status of 
Upland’s parkland, the 
city’s responsibility is 
even greater. A basic ele-
ment of the city’s charter 
is that it preserve park-
land for posterity, not 
just for those residents 
who make use of the mu-
nicipal recreational ame-
nities that, thankfully, 
are here today. In short, 
city officials are both the 
caretakers of the present 
and the guardians of the 
future. In recognition 
of that greater responsi-
bility and to direct and 
regulate the city’s re-
sponsibility in this mat-
ter, the city established a 
general plan, a blueprint 
of what the city’s current 
land uses are and what 
development is to take 
place going forward. 
Dating back at least un-
til 1982, that plan was to 
serve as an…“integrated 
constitution for growth 
and preservation in the 
city.” One of the first 
chapters enunciating the 
city’s professed philoso-
phies, called “elements” 
throughout the general 
plan document, is “The 
Community Character 
and Urban Design Ele-
ment.” The stated pur-
pose of this “element” 
is to “preserve and build 
upon Upland’s sense of 
place and unique iden-
tity” and “to guide the 
character of future de-
velopment, and protect... 
important aspects of the 
natural and built envi-
ronment that define the 
image and spirit of Up-
land.”

The general plan 
states, “This element 
gets to the heart of Up-
land’s vision statement, 
which is to preserve and 
enhance Upland’s small 
town community char-
acter and the attributes 
that evoke a unique 
sense of place…(includ-
ing) beautiful and safe 
neighborhoods…quality 
parks and open spaces, a 
scenic and natural envi-
ronment...”

Perhaps this statement 
is the defining clause for 
Upland’s motto, “The 
City of Gracious Liv-
ing.” This was once ex-

emplified by spacious 
yards and diverse land-
scapes of past residen-
tial projects and was 
anchored in the example 
that is Memorial Park. 
Were one to review vir-
tually all of the 19 proj-
ects involving the 1,932 
units to be developed in 
Upland over the next two 
years and compare them 
to the “elements” in the 
referred section of the 
“development plan,” one 
would find these projects 
to be in direct contra-
diction to the city’s own 
stated goals and objec-
tives. And that standard 
enunciated in 1982 is 
maintained in the city’s 
general plan, which was 
most recently updated in 
2015.

Overall, the city’s 
general plan encompass-
es many topics and ar-
eas. Of the general plan’s 
nine chapters, Chapter 
6 is devoted to “Open 
Space - Conservation 
Element.” Relative to 
the “goals, policies and 
actions” sections of that 
chapter, one finds the 
following areas of con-
cern: open space and 
natural resources; parks 
and recreation; air qual-
ity; greenhouse gas 
emissions; non-renew-
able energy; and mineral 
resources. The “parks 
and recreation” section 
of Chapter 6 of the 2015 
Upland General Plan is 
the most pertinent pas-
sage in that document 
with regard to the matter 
herein under contempla-
tion. In that section, one 
finds a series of state-
ments within the cate-
gory of “open space and 
conservation elements,” 
which were developed 
to regulate and direct the 
city’s actions in each of 
the areas listed. Relative 
to “open space & natural 
resources” the very first 
goal of the city’s Open 
Space and Conserva-
tion-1 statement is thus 
articulated: “Upland’s 
natural resources such 
as open space, wild-
life and vegetation, are 
protected and enjoyed 
as limited and valuable 
resources and integral 
parts of a sustainable 
environment.” Relative 
to the section on “Parks 
& Recreation” one will 
also find the follow-
ing policies in the Open 
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Concerned Valdivia’s Quid Pro Quo Ar-
rangements Could Taint Their Reputations, 
SB Council Members Move To Require 
Public Disclosure Of Officials’ Contact 
With Cannabis-Related Business Appli-
cants  from page 2
was not helping me with 
anything anymore.”

Valdivia’s efforts to 
profit by means of his 
elected position and his 
willingness to impose 
himself as an invisible 
hand guiding the city’s 
approval processes were 
by no means limited to 
shaking down canna-
bis project applicants, 
though because of the 
sheer numbers of those 
competing for those per-
mits, the cannabis indus-
try appears to have been 
the most lucrative source 
of Valdivia’s extracurric-
ular activities while he 
has served in the capac-
ity of an elected official.

Valdivia’s former leg-
islative field represen-
tative, Don Smith, has 
stated in a sworn affida-
vit that he was present 
in 2018 when Valdivia 
was handed an envelope 
full of cash by Danny 
Alcarez, who holds one 
of the franchises for tow 
service with the City of 
San Bernardino. Smith 
characterized the money 
provided to Valdivia as a 
bribe made in exchange 
for Valdivia maintaining 
the status quo with re-
gard to the city’s towing 
franchises.

Mirna Cisneros, who 
worked in the mayor’s 
office as Valdivia’s citi-
zens relations special-
ist, has publicly related 
incidences of Valdivia 
accepting gratuities, tan-
tamount to bribes, from 
individuals and business 
owners, and that he told 
her he routinely did not 

report the reception of 
those, as is required of 
elected officials by state 
law. Cisneros further 
related that Valdivia 
took public agency re-
imbursements for travel 
and other activities he 
was engaged in, such as 
breakfast, lunch and din-
ner meetings at which 
he was making an effort 
to raise political funds 
or take care of personal 
business.

It is of note that in 
2015, while Valdivia was 
yet a councilman and 
during the bidding pro-
cess for the city’s trash 
franchise, corporate of-
ficials with one of the 
competitors, Athens Ser-
vices, reported Valdivia 
solicited a $10,000 do-
nation to his campaign 
fund. When Athens de-
clined, Valdivia opposed 
awarding the contract to 
Athens.

San Bernardino’s 
transition from a juris-
diction in which mari-
juana and its multiple 
byproducts were abso-
lutely prohibited to one 
in which a multitude of 
entrepreneurs were com-
peting for permits and li-
censing to engage in the 
highly lucrative provi-
sion of those substances 
created a situation rife 
with the potential for 
graft. Similar manifesta-
tions occurred elsewhere 
in San Bernardino Coun-
ty, such as in Adelanto 
and Hesperia, where a 
pattern of the applicants 
for cannabis/marijuana 
permits providing the 

elected decision-makers 
in those communities 
with gratuities, gifts and 
bribes had developed.

In recent months, the 
degree to which Valdivia 
is on the take became 
more apparent in the af-
termath of five separate 
claims lodged against 
him and the city by five 
of the former city staff 
members assigned to his 
mayoral office – Smith, 
Cisneros, Valdivia’s ex-
ecutive assistant Karen 
Cervantes, Valdivia’s 
field representative 
Jackie Aboud and Matt 
Brown, Valdivia’s chief 
of staff.

Valdivia’s hold on the 
city council had reached 
its apex around June of 
2019. Thereafter came 
defections from his rul-
ing coalition. The first 
member of the council 
to break with Valdivia 
was Ibarra. Over the 
next several months, as 
both Sanchez and Nickel 
chaffed at the mayor’s 
dictatorial approach and 
his sense of arrogant 
entitlement in assuming 
that the balance of the 
council was in line with 
his agenda in clearing 
the way for those who 
were endowing his po-
litical and personal cof-
fers with capital to move 
forward with their entre-
preneurial, business and 
contractual proposals, 
they too found them-
selves at increasing odds 
with the mayor. The 
claims filed by Cisne-
ros, Cervantes, Aboud, 
Smith and Brown, as 
well as the marshaling of 
evidence to back those 
claims, caused further 
deterioration in the rela-
tionship between Valdiv-
ia and his three former 
political associates.

With the surfacing 
of information which 
brought the integrity of 
the city’s governmental 
processes into question, 
the council, in some 
measure led by Council-
man Sanchez, has cast 
about for some way to 
reassure the public that 
things remain on the up 
and up in San Bernardi-
no.

Accordingly, at the 
council’s direction, city 
staff this week provided 
the council with what 
was entitled “integrity 
standards” pertaining to 
the city’s decision-mak-
ing processes relating 
to the granting of mari-
juana/cannabis-related 
business licenses. One 
of those provisions was 
that “All applicants list-
ed on an application for 
a commercial cannabis 
business permit or any 
persons representing or 
lobbying on their behalf 
shall comply with the 
integrity standards ad-
opted by separate resolu-
tion of the city council. 
Failure to abide by the 
integrity standards may 
result in disqualification 
from a commercial can-
nabis business (CCB) 
permit review process 
or revocation if it is later 
determined that the ap-
plicant or any person 
associated with the ap-
plication or any third 
party lobbying on their 
behalf has violated the 
standards.” A second 
provision was that “Pri-
or to voting on the ap-
proval of an application 
of any kind related to a 
commercial cannabis 
business (CCB) permit, 
all members of the city 
council shall disclose, 
in public, immediately 
before the vote, whether 

they have had any com-
munications directly or 
through an intermedi-
ary with the commercial 
cannabis business ap-
plicant or a representa-
tive of or a lobbyist for a 
CCB applicant.”

These reforms, San-
chez insisted, would 
demonstrate that the city 
is committed to transpar-
ency in the deliberative 
process and simultane-
ously ensure that there is 
no favoritism involved in 
evaluating whether the 
individual applicants are 
qualified for a permit, 
subjecting all applicants 
to a fair process.

“We have had pay-to-
play for too long,” San-
chez said, offering his 
perspective that money 
was tainting the politi-
cal process. He noted 
that in eight of the last 
ten municipal elections, 
the candidate who “has 
raised the most money 
has won the election. 
[That] means special in-
terest money runs the 
politics in this city.”

Ultimately, the in-
tegrity standards were 
endorsed by Ibarra, 
Figueroa, Nickel and 
Richard in addition to 
Sanchez. Voting against 
their adoption were 
councilmen Shorett and 
Mulvihill, who consis-
tently have been critical 
of Valdivia, including 
suggesting that he has 
sold his votes while he 
was a councilman and 
his influence over the 
city council while he has 
been mayor to the high-
est bidder.

A number of city 
residents, including Sho-
rett’s and Mulvihill’s 
supporters, expressed 
surprise at their unwill-
ingness to embrace the 

reforms, particularly 
given the consideration 
that they have been the 
city officials most criti-
cal of the way in which 
Valdivia has evinced a 
willingness to make the 
city’s permitting pro-
cesses conditional upon 
the generosity appli-
cants show toward the 
city’s elected leadership, 
Valdivia in particular.

“It is the bad apple that 
spoils the barrel,” Shorett 
said, acknowledging that 
Valdivia had played fast 
and loose with the rules, 
but he asserted that the 
mayor taking bribes was 
not reason to hamstring 
other officials who do 
not engage in violations 
of the public trust with 
rules that crowded the 
way they function.

“I understand perfect-
ly that if someone gives 
me money, that is fine,” 
Shorett said, “but I’m not 
going to support them 
just because they give 
me money. If what they 
are proposing is good for 
the community and it has 
merit, then I will support 
it. If the council wants to 
have a rule that when a 
project comes before us 
that we have to disclose 
whether the applicant 
has given us money, then 
let’s do that. But this is 
only about the cannabis 
industry. It doesn’t ap-
ply to the building in-
dustry or tire stores or 
restaurants. This is not 
about anything else but 
the cannabis industry. If 
we are about to vote on 
putting in a new devel-
opment at the corner of 
40th Street and Sierra 
Way, I have no problem 
disclosing if I have got-
ten money from that par-
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Robles Details Her Efforts To End 
Grand Terrace’s Squandering Of Gen-
eral Fund & Redevelopment Money In 
Making Pitch To Remain On The City 
Council from front page

Continued on Page  10

velopment.”
For the first four de-

cades of its existence, 
Rancho Cucamonga 
elected its council mem-
bers in at-large elections. 
In 2018, it began the 
transition to by-district 
contests, holding elec-
tions that year in its new-
ly formed districts 2 and 
3. This year, as a resident 
of District 4, Kennedy is 
vying to remain on the 
council, facing challeng-
es from William Smith 
and Roger Wong. 

She can be differenti-
ated from her colleagues 
and her opponents on 
multiple bases, Kennedy 
said.

“Other than the fact 
that I am the only wom-
an, I believe I am distin-
guished from the other 
two candidates as a re-
sult of my broad experi-
ences at all levels within 
the educational structure 
– classroom teacher, 
school-site administra-
tor, district-office ad-
ministrator and super-
intendent,” she said. 
“These experiences cou-
pled with my six years 
of experience as a Ran-
cho Cucamonga council 
member have equipped 
me with the skill set 
needed to engage all 

Kennedy Seek-
ing Third Term As 
Rancho Cucamonga 
Councilwoman  from 
front page

the community. Regard-
ing economic develop-
ment, the city council, 
city manager, and staff 
are utilizing Urban3, a 
private consulting firm 
specializing in land val-
ue economics, property 
tax analysis and commu-
nity design, to identify 
standards and metrics 
for evaluating future 
projects based on the 
economics of land use 
development patterns.”

Kennedy said she be-
lieved her mastery of the 
processes at City Hall 
and her close familiar-
ity with its key person-
nel has positioned her to 
work seamlessly with an 
efficient team that has a 
demonstrated commit-
ment to making Rancho 
Cucamonga’s municipal 
resources responsive to 
the collective and indi-
vidual needs of the city’s 
residents. 

“As a result of the vi-
sion, hard work and fis-
cal responsibility of the 
city manager, staff and 
city council, Rancho Cu-
camonga was financially 
prepared to withstand 
the financial impact of 
the pandemic,” Ken-
nedy said. “Additionally, 
funding for the general 
plan update and econom-
ic development plan was 
included in the annual 
budget.”

She takes pride in be-
ing a resource that her 
constituents can count 
on, Kennedy said.

“I believe my 40 years 
in the K-12 public school 
system has given me 
extensive experience in 
governance and admin-
istration in the areas of 
human resources, budget 
development, facilities, 
transportation and long-
term planning. These ex-
periences have equipped 
me with a robust, diverse 
skill set and the ability 
to make tough decisions. 
Additionally, my work 
with children and fami-
lies gives me insight into 
the components of creat-
ing an environment con-
ducive to strong relation-
ships, collaboration and 
transparency.”

A graduate of San 
Bernardino High School, 
Kennedy attained a 
bachelor’s degree in 
mathematics from the 
University of Redlands, 
her master’s degree in 
school administration 
from Cal State San Ber-
nardino, and a Ph.D. in 
Urban Education from 
Claremont Graduate 
University.  Her disserta-
tion, Selection Criteria 
and Student Access to 
Algebra I, was selected 
for the Urban Leadership 
Achievement award and 
recognition by Phi Delta 
Kappa as the dissertation 
of the year.

  “I moved to Rancho 
Cucamonga in 1980, 
three years after incor-
poration, and have lived 
in this great city for 40 
years,” she said.

   Kennedy was princi-
pal of Rancho Cucamon-
ga Middle School from 
1990 until 1996.  She 
also held multiple other 
positions in the educa-
tional field, including be-
ing a math teacher, junior 
high assistant principal 
and high school assistant 
principal with the Rialto 
Unified School District; 
the director of student 
achievement and assis-
tant superintendent and 
associate superintendent 
with the Baldwin Park 
Unified School District; 
the superintendent of the 
Banning Unified School 
District; and the execu-
tive director of the San 
Bernardino County Su-
perintendent of Schools’ 
Alliance for Education.  
Retired, she is currently 
working as a consultant 
for the Chaffey Joint 
Union High School Dis-
trict, focusing on equity, 
access and inclusion.

Her husband, Mi-
chael, is an attorney and 
senior partner at Estelle 
& Kennedy, A Profes-
sional Law Corporation.

She said, “I want the 
Sentinel’s readers to 
know that serving on 
the Rancho Cucamonga 
City Council has been 
the honor of a lifetime. If 
reelected, I will work to 
build on our past success 
and continue to make 
Rancho Cucamonga a 
safe, prosperous and 
world-class community.”

-M.G.

to assist those seeking 
employment opportuni-
ties. There were no cuts 
to our police and fire 
services, safeguarding 
community safety and 
medical responsiveness. 
Our Rancho Cucamonga 
Chamber of Commerce 
assisted businesses in 
advertising and stay-
ing open for business. 
We utilized CARES, 
Coronavirus Aid, Relief, 
and Economic Security 
funding and grants to 
offer funds for rent for-
giveness and/or assis-
tance for businesses and 
residents. We continued 
to provide meals and 
services for our seniors, 
such as drive-through 
meal pickups, home de-
liveries for home-bound 
seniors and opportuni-
ties to stay connected 
via virtual programs and 
activities. The Healthy 
RC program hosted we-
binars and resources to 
help residents deal with 
isolation, depression, 
and grief.  Our commu-
nity services division de-
livered activity packets 
to families, encouraging 
them to remain physi-
cally active and healthy.  
These are just a few ex-
amples of why Rancho 
Cucamonga will emerge 
from the pandemic with 
strength and unity.”

Kennedy said, “The 
process for updating the 
general plan is currently 
underway and we are ac-
tively seeking input from 

stakeholder groups in 
my community and 
make sound decisions 
for now and the future of 
our city.”

In sizing up the major 
challenges facing the city 
at present, Kennedy said, 
“Currently, the most 
important issue facing 
Rancho Cucamonga is 
to ensure our city – in-
cluding businesses and 
residents – has a strong, 
healthy and speedy re-
covery from the COVID 
pandemic. The other pri-
orities are updating the 
general plan and devel-
oping an economic de-
velopment plan that will 
increase revenue without 
raising taxes.”

With continued sen-
sible direction and man-
agement, Kennedy said, 
the city should be able to 
sustain itself through its 
current difficulties.

“Fortunately, Rancho 
Cucamonga has been 
proactive in position-
ing the city for a strong 
and expedient recovery 
from the pandemic,” she 
said. “City Hall never 
closed, which allowed 
businesses and residents 
to receive support, up-
to-date information and 
essential services.  The 
library remained open 
for curb-side pickup, 
benefiting students, par-
ents, teachers and resi-
dents.  Additionally, the 
library recently added 
JOBNOW, a workforce 
development resource 

deficit and pension li-
ability by spending tax 
money to subsidize the 
child care program for 
middle income fami-
lies. After more than 
$300,000 in cash went 
to a program of free tax-
payer-subsidized support 
not available to any other 
families in need of child 
care, I asked, ‘Why?’ 
The response was stun-
ning. Staff never asked 
for guidance on this proj-
ect because long-term 
staff had advised, ‘Some 
in the city would strong-
ly object.’ I was elected 
to see these issues and 
deliberate with the resi-
dents, not some name-

less phantom group.”
Robles elaborated, 

“Childcare is not a core 
city service. Cities offer-
ing childcare are most 
often providing some 
kind of state-funded ser-
vice to assist low-income 
families. The city got 
into the daycare business 
to drive traffic to a rede-
velopment agency shop-
ping center to make the 
bond issue more appeal-
ing for the bond market 
sale. Unfortunately, the 
childcare center could 
not keep enrollment and 
fees adequate to be self-
supporting. Time after 
time, staff presented the 
council the option of 

increasing fees. After 
more than $300,000 in 
general fund borrowing 
and increased unfunded 
pension liability to a 
staff larger than core city 
staff, I raised the alarm.”

The city needs some-
one who is knowledge-
able about financial is-
sues to remain focused 
on the city’s bottom line, 
Robles said.

“In 2011, the city 
council as it was then 
composed tried to beat 
the clock with the im-
minent termination of 
redevelopment powers 
by the state’s closure of 
redevelopment agencies 
throughout the state by 
passing the issuance of 
$29 million in redevel-
opment agency bonds,” 
she said. “I was able to 
push for the elimination 
of those bonds in 2019. 

Over $1.5 million in in-
terest payments were 
being paid for bonds we 
had no legal authority 
to spend. We now have 
freed up from our city’s 
former redevelopment 
agency $500,000 every 
year going forward for 
the general fund. If not 
for this infusion of cash 
we would be in horrible 
shape. I must stay and 
implement economic de-
velopment projects mov-
ing through the entitle-
ment process.”

Robles said, “I’m 
running for reelection 
because of my deep con-
cern in the aftermath of 
COVID-19 on municipal 
budgets. I have 25 years 
of local government ex-
perience and eight years 
council experience. I ran 
on a platform against the 
foolish spending by re-

development agencies. 
I lost my first campaign 
for city council in 2010. 
Since that time, I be-
lieve the city’s residents 
who are paying attention 
recognize the wisdom of 
what I was saying.”

Under her watch, 
Grand Terrace, the third-
smallest city in San Ber-
nardino County popula-
tion-wise, the smallest 
city in the county in 
terms of geographical 
area and the second-
smallest city in terms of 
its combined tax base, 
has radically reduced its 
staff, dispensing with 
nonessential elements of 
the city’s previous opera-
tions that were not befit-
ting of a city of Grand 
Terrace’s limited means, 
she said.

“We were able to sell 
the childcare center,” she 

said. “The private sector 
was able to provide this 
service. We still have 
some unfunded pension 
liability for past child-
care staff. The sale of the 
childcare facility extin-
guished the general fund 
debt.”

It is a reality that the 
viability of the city in 
many tangible ways 
comes down to dollars 
and cents, Robles said, 
pointing out that among 
the council incumbents 
and those vying in this 
year’s election, “No one 
has the financial exper-
tise I bring to the coun-
cil. I had to fight to get 
our useless bonds ex-
tinguished. My peers 
thought, erroneously, 
the perpetuation of those 
bonds was going to re-
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ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE NUMBER  
CIVDS2018607

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner KELLY 
ANN WILMS filed with this 
court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

KELLY ANN WILMS    to    
KELLI ANN WILMS

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 sched-
uled to be heard and must ap-
pear 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: 11/10/20
Time: 9:00 a.m.
Department: S17
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 Bernardi-
no County California, once a 
week for four successive weeks 
prior to the date set for hearing 
of the petition.

Dated: August 31, 2020
Lynn M. Poncin
Judge of the Superior 

Court.
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
9/18, 9/25, 10/02 & 10/09, 2020.

FBN 20200007447
The following entity is do-

ing business as KORA LEIGH 
PHOTOGRAPHY 933 FAIRWAY 
DRIVE APT. 200 COLTON, CA 
92324:  KORA L CARRASCO    
KORA LEIGH PHOTOGRAPHY 
LLC 933 FAIRWAY DRIVE APT. 
200 COLTON, CA 92324

This Business is Conducted 
By: A LIMITED LIABILITY 
COMPANY 

 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 information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon fil-
ing.

S/ KORA CARRASCO  
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: 08/18/2020

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

Began Transacting Business: 
JUNE 22, 2020 

County Clerk, Deputy I1327
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on   9/11, 
9/18, 9/25, 10/2 & 10/9,  2020.

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME STATEMENT 
FILE NO-20200008561
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: Town & Country 
Real Estate; Steller Realty, 16923 Si-
erra Lakes Pkwy #101, Fontana, CA 
92336, Mailing Address: 3700 Inland 
Empire Blvd Ste #200, Ontario, CA 
91764, TNC Realty, 3700 Inland 
Empire Blvd Ste #200, Ontario, CA 
91764

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/ Nasim Ahmed          
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 9/17/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
08/23/20

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).

9/18/20, 9/25/20, 10/02/20, 
10/09/20

 
ORDER TO SHOW 

CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE NUMBER  
CIVDS2017968

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner: Syn-
claire Dang Nguyen filed 
with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows: 
Synclaire Dang Nguyen to 
Synclaire Jackie Dang

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 sched-
uled to be heard and must ap-
pear 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: 10/20/20
Time: 9:00 a.m.
Department: S17
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 Bernardi-
no County California, once a 
week for four successive weeks 
prior to the date set for hearing 
of the petition.

Dated: August 19, 2020
Lynn M. Poncin
Judge of the Superior 

Court. 
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
9/18/20, 9/25/20, 10/02/20, 
10/09/20

 
                        
NOTICE OF PETITION 

TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: MICHAEL CHARLES 
WILDE  

CASE NO. PROPS 
2000653 

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will or 
estate, or both of  MICHAEL 
CHARLES WILDE

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by ERIN 
ELIZABETH CONNELL 
and MELISSA JOY WILDE-
CAINE in the Superior Court 
of California, County of SAN 
BERNARDINO. 

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that ERIN 
ELIZABETH CONNELL 
and MELISSA JOY WILDE-
CAINE  be appointed as per-
sonal 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 obtain-
ing court approval. Before 

taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
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 petition 
will be held in Dept. No. S-35 
at 1:30 p.m. on 10/27/2020 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 gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code.

Other California statutes 
and legal authority may affect 
your rights as a creditor. You 
may want to consult with an at-
torney knowledgeable in Cali-
fornia law.

YOU MAY EXAMINE 
the file kept by the court. If 
you are a person interested in 
the estate, you may file with the 
court a 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 Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk.

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

1894 COMMERCENTER 
WEST, SUITE 108

SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92408

Telephone No: (909) 890-
2350  

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on 
9/25, 10/02 & 10/09, 2020

APN: 0229-191-06-0-000 
T.S. No.: 2020-1547 Order 
No. 1554299CAD NOTICE 
OF TRUSTEE’S SALE YOU 
ARE IN DEFAULT UNDER 
A DEED OF TRUST DATED 
2/8/2019. UNLESS YOU 
TAKE ACTION TO PRO-
TECT YOUR PROPERTY, IT 
MAY BE SOLD AT A PUB-
LIC SALE. IF YOU NEED 
AN EXPLANATION OF 
THE NATURE OF THE PRO-
CEEDING AGAINST YOU, 
YOU SHOULD CONTACT A 
LAWYER. Will sell at a public 
auction sale to the highest bid-
der, payable at the time of sale 
in lawful money of the united 
states, by a cashier’s check 
drawn on a state of national 
bank, check drawn by a state or 
federal credit union, or a check 
drawn by a state or federal sav-
ings and loan association, or 
savings association, or savings 
bank specified in Section 5102 
of the Financial Code and au-
thorized to do business in this 
state will be held by the duly 
appointed trustee as shown be-
low, of all right, title, and inter-
est conveyed to and now held 
by the trustee in the hereinafter 
described property under and 
pursuant to a Deed of Trust de-
scribed below. The sale will be 
made, but without covenant or 
warranty, express or implied, 
regarding title, possession, or 
encumbrances, to pay the re-
maining principal sum of the 
note(s) secured by the Deed 
of Trust, with interest and late 

charges thereon, as provided 
in the note(s), advances, under 
the terms of the Deed of Trust, 
interest thereon, fees, charges, 
and expenses of the Trustee for 
the total amount (at the time 
of the initial publication of the 
Notice of Sale) reasonably es-
timated to be set forth below. 
The amount may be greater on 
the day of sale. Trustor: Invest-
notic, LLC, A California Lim-
iter Liability Company Duly 
Appointed Trustee: S.B.S. 
TRUST DEED NETWORK, 
A CALIFORNIA CORPORA-
TION Deed of Trust recorded 
2/20/2019 as Instrument No. 
2019-0052969 in book XX, 
page, XX of Official Records 
in the office of the Recorder of 
San Bernardino County, Cali-
fornia. Date of Sale: 10/19/2020 
at 1:00 PM Place of Sale: 
NEAR THE FRONT STEPS 
LEADING UP TO THE CITY 
OF CHINO CIVIC CENTER, 
13220 CENTRAL AVENUE, 
CHINO, CA 91710 Amount 
of unpaid balance and other 
reasonable estimated charges: 
$279,987.47. Street Address or 
other common designation of 
real property: 13112 Whittram 
Avenue Rancho Cucamonga, 
CA 91739 AKA 13112 Whit-
tram Avenue Etiwanda, CA 
92335 A.P.N.: 0229-191-06-0-
000. Exhibit A All that portion 
of the Westerly 1 acre of Lot 
398 of Fontana Arrow Route 
Tract 2102 in said County of 
San Bernardino, State of Cali-
fornia, as per plat recorded in 
Book 31 of Maps, pages 11 to 
15 inclusive, records of said 
County. Commencing at the 
intersection of the center line 
of Whittram Avenue with the 
center line Pecan Avenue, as 
shown on said Map; thence 
running North along the cen-
ter line of said Pecan A venue 
a distance of 120 feet; thence 
East parallel with the South 
line of said Lot 398, a distance 
of 132 feet, more or less, to the 
East line of Westerly 1 acres 
of said Lot 398; thence South 
along Easterly line a distance 
of 120 feet; thence West to 
point of beginning. The area of 
the Westerly 1 acre of said Lot 
398 is computed to the center 
line of the adjoining streets and 
roads. The undersigned Trust-
ee disclaims any liability for 
any incorrectness of the street 
address or other common des-
ignation, if any, shown above. 
If no street address or other 
common designation is shown, 
directions to the location of the 
property may be obtained by 
sending a written request to 
the beneficiary within 10 days 
of the date of first publication 
of this Notice of Sale. NOTICE 
TO POTENTIAL BIDDERS: 
If you are considering bid-
ding on this property lien, you 
should understand that there 
are risks involved in bidding 
at a trustee auction. You will 
be bidding on a lien, not on 
the property itself. Placing the 
highest bid at a trustee auction 
does not automatically entitle 
you to free and clear ownership 
of the property. You should 
also be aware that the lien be-
ing auctioned off may be a ju-
nior lien. If you are the highest 
bidder at the auction, you are or 
may be responsible for paying 
off all liens senior to the lien 
being auctioned off, before you 
can receive clear title to the 
property. You are encouraged 
to investigate the existence, 
priority, and size of outstand-
ing liens that may exist on 
this property by contacting 
the county recorder’s office or 
a title insurance company, ei-
ther of which may charge you a 
fee for this information. If you 
consult either of these resourc-
es, you should be aware that 
the same lender may hold more 
than one mortgage or deed of 
trust on the property. NOTICE 
TO PROPERTY OWNER: The 
sale date shown on this notice 
of sale may be postponed one 
or more times by the mort-
gagee, beneficiary, trustee, or 
a court, pursuant to Section 
2924g of the California Civil 
Code. The law requires that 
information about trustee sale 
postponements be made avail-

able to you and to the public, as 
a courtesy to those not present 
at the sale. If you wish to learn 
whether your sale date has 
been postponed, and, if appli-
cable, the rescheduled time and 
date for the sale of this prop-
erty, you may call FOR SALES 
INFORMATION, PLEASE 
CALL (855)986-9342, or visit 
this Internet Web site www.su-
periordefault.com using the file 
number assigned to this case 
2020-1547. Information about 
postponements that are very 
short in duration or that occur 
close in time to the scheduled 
sale may not immediately be 
reflected in the telephone infor-
mation or on the Internet Web 
site. The best way to verify 
postponement information is 
to attend the scheduled sale. 
Date: 9/10/2020. S.B.S. TRUST 
DEED NETWORK, A CALI-
FORNIA CORPORATION. 
31194 La Baya Drive, Suite 
106, Westlake Village, Cali-
fornia, 91362 (818)991-4600. 
By: Colleen Irby, Trustee Sale 
Officer. WE ARE ATTEMPT-
ING TO COLLECT A DEBT, 
AND ANY INFORMATION 
WE OBTAIN WILL BE 
USED FOR THAT PURPOSE. 
(09/25/20, 10/2/2020, 10/09/20 
TS# 2020-1547 SDI-19469)

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: JOHN BERNARD LE-
MAY   

CASE NO. PROPS 
2000639 

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will or 
estate, or both of  JOHN BER-
NARD LEMAY 

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by EM-
ILY LE MAY GAITAN  in the 
Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDI-
NO. 

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that EM-
ILY LE MAY GAITAN   be ap-
pointed as personal representa-
tive to administer the estate of 
the decedent.

 THE PETITION requests 
that the decedents will and 
codicils, if any, be entered into 
probate. The will and any codi-
cils are available for inspection 
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 obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
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 petition 
will be held in Dept. No. S-37P 
at 1:30 p.m. on 10/19/2020 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 gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 

of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code.

Other California statutes 
and legal authority may affect 
your rights as a creditor. You 
may want to consult with an at-
torney knowledgeable in Cali-
fornia law.

YOU MAY EXAMINE 
the file kept by the court. If 
you are a person interested in 
the estate, you may file with the 
court a 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 Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk.

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

1894 COMMERCENTER 
WEST, SUITE 108

SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92408

Telephone No: (909) 890-
2350  

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on 
9/25, 10/02 & 10/09, 2020

FBN 20200007704
The following entity is doing 

business as NK JEWELERS  2450 
VINEYARD AVE. ONTARIO, CA 
91761    NOELIA K MORENO  17780 
MESA RD  FONTANA, CA 92336

Mailing Address: 17780 MESA 
RD  FONTANA, CA 92336

This Business is Conducted By: 
AN INDIVIDUAL  

 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/ NOELIA MORENO 
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 08/25/2020

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

Began Transacting Business: 
SEPTEMBER 1, 2015

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   9/18, 9/25, 10/2, 
10/9 & 10/16,  2020.

FBN 20200008485
The following entity is doing 

business as LANGA CELLARS  
30082 RED HILL ROAD HIGH-
LAND, CA  92346  LANGA CEL-
LARS LLC  30082 RED HILL 
ROAD HIGHLAND, CA  92346  

Mailing Address:  30082 RED 
HILL ROAD HIGHLAND, CA  
92346

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

 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/ BARTOLOMEO ROSSO  
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 09/15/2020

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

Began Transacting Business: 
FEBRUARY 18, 2015

County Clerk, Deputy M0597
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    9/25, 10/2, 10/9 
& 10/16,  2020.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME   STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200008734

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Penn’s Trucking 
Company, 615 E. Hawthorne St, On-

tario, CA 91764, Jose Pantoja Jr, 615 
E. Hawthorne St, Ontario, CA 91764

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A 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/ Jose Pantoja Jr          
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 9/22/20

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).

9/25/20, 10/02/20, 10/09/20, 
10/16/20

 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME   STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200007979   

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Genesis Khari, 
1315 S Meadow Lane Apt H252, 
Colton, CA 92324, Teairra M. Gen-
esis Khari, 1315 S Meadow Lane Apt 
H252, Colton, CA 92324

Business is Conducted By: A 
Limited Liability Company

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A 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/ Teairra Rouzan
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 9/01/20

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).

9/25/20, 10/02/20, 10/09/20, 
10/16/20

 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME  STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200008352

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Advanced Psy-
chological Associates & Wellness 
Center PC, 10722 Arrow Route, 
Suite 314-316, Rancho Cucamonga, 
CA 91730, Advanced Psychological 
Associates & Wellness Center PC, 
10722 Arrow Route, Suite 314, Ran-
cho Cucamonga, CA 91730

Business is Conducted By: A 
Corporation  

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

s/ Deborah Seffinger PHD
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 9/10/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
4/29/20

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).

9/25/20, 10/02/20, 10/09/20, 
10/16/20

 

STATEMENT of Withdrawal 
From Partnership Operating Under a 
Fictitious Business Name  FILE NO-
20200008473 

Fictitious Business Name of the 
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Partnership: Pacific Shift, 7149 Pow-
ell Pl, Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91739

This statement was filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 04/23/2019

County Clerk File No. 
FBN201190005040

Name of Person Withdrawing: 
Carlos Soriano, 7149 Powell Pl, Ran-
cho Cucamonga, CA 91739

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/ Carlos Soriano
I hereby certify that this is a cor-

rect copy of the original statement on 
file in my office.

County Clerk, s/ I1327
9/25/20, 10/02/20, 10/09/20, 

10/16/20

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200007704

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: NK Jewelers, 
2450 Vineyard Ave, Ontario, CA 
91761, Mailing Address: 17780 Mesa 
Rd, Fontana, CA 92336, Noella K. 
Moreno, 17780 Mesa Rd, 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/ Noella Moreno          
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 8/25/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
09/01/2015

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).

9/25/20, 10/02/20, 10/09/20, 
10/16/20

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE NUMBER 
CIVDS 2018773

TO ALL INTER-
ESTED PERSONS: Peti-
tioner BRETT JONES  filed 
with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows: 
BRETT JONES     to     EEON

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 sched-
uled to be heard and must ap-
pear 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: 11/17/20
Time: 9:00 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 Bernardi-
no County California, once a 
week for four successive weeks 
prior to the date set for hearing 
of the petition.

Dated: SEPTEMBER 9, 
2020

Lynn M. Poncin
Judge of the Superior 

Court. 

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on 
10/02/20, 10/09/20, 10/16 & 
10/23, 2020.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE NUMBER 
CIVDS 2011221

TO ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner ELI-
JAH CALEB RAMDIN filed 
with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows: 
ELIJAH CALEB RAMDIN     
to     ELIJAH ANORUE RAM-
DIN 

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 sched-
uled to be heard and must ap-
pear 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: 11/04/20
Time: 9:00 a.m.
Department: S16
The address of the court is 

Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, San 
Bernardino District - Civil Di-
vision, 247 West Third Street, 
Same as above, San Bernardi-
no, CA 92415-0210, San Ber-
nardino

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

Dated: SEPTEMBER 4, 
2020

Lynn M. Poncin
Judge of the Superior 

Court. 
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
10/02/20, 10/09/20, 10/16 & 
10/23, 2020.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE NUMBER 
CIVDS 2011221

TO ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner ROB-
ERT ANGELO JEFFERS 
aka PETTEGREW filed 
with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows: 
ROBERT ANGELO JEF-
FERS aka PETTEGREW     to     
ROBERT PETTEGREW-
HERNANDEZ  

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 sched-
uled to be heard and must ap-
pear 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: 11/03/20
Time: 9:00 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 Bernardi-
no County California, once a 
week for four successive weeks 
prior to the date set for hearing 
of the petition.

Dated: SEPTEMBER 2, 
2020

Lynn M. Poncin
Judge of the Superior 

Court. 
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
10/02/20, 10/09/20, 10/16 & 
10/23, 2020.

FBN 20200008421
The following entity is doing 

business as TINA’S BARBER & 
BEAUTY SALON   916 N. MOUN-
TAIN AVE STE B1 UPLAND, CA 
91786 

MARTHA MONTES 
104 BROWN DR. CLARE-

MONT, CA 91711 
     [and] ALFONSO RAMOS 
929 E. FOOTHILL BLVD. APC 

. 121UPLAND, CA 91786 
This Business is Conducted By: 

A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP  
 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/ MARTHA MONTES 
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 09/14/2020

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

Began Transacting Business: 
JUNE 20, 2010

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 , 10/2, 10/9, 10/16 
& 10/25  2020.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: JACK ERBE  

CASE NO. PROPS 
2000704 

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will or 
estate, or both of  JACK ERBE 

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by DA-
RYL ROBERT ERBE  in the 
Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDI-
NO. 

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that DA-
RYL ROBERT ERBE  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 obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
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 petition 
will be held in Dept. No. S-36 
at 9:00 A.M. on NOVEMBER 
3, 2020 at 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 gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code.

Other California statutes 
and legal authority may affect 
your rights as a creditor. You 
may want to consult with an at-
torney knowledgeable in Cali-
fornia law.

YOU MAY EXAMINE 
the file kept by the court. If 
you are a person interested in 
the estate, you may file with the 
court a 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 Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk.

Attorney for the Petitioner:
R. SAM PRICE  SBN 

208603
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC
300 E STATE STREET   

SUITE 620
REDLANDS, CA 92373 
(909)  475 8800
sam@pricelawfirm.com
 
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
10/09, 10/16 & 10/23, 2020

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: ROBERT JOHNSON  

CASE NO. PROPS 
2000713 

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of  ROBERT 
JOHNSON 

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by BOB-
BIE JOHNSON ROBERTSON  
in the Superior Court of Cali-
fornia, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO. 

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that BOB-
BIE JOHNSON ROBERTSON  
be appointed as personal rep-
resentative 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 obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
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 petition 
will be held in Dept. No. S-35 
at 9:00 A.M. on NOVEMBER 
23, 2020 at 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 gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 

60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code.

Other California statutes 
and legal authority may affect 
your rights as a creditor. You 
may want to consult with an at-
torney knowledgeable in Cali-
fornia law.

YOU MAY EXAMINE 
the file kept by the court. If 
you are a person interested in 
the estate, you may file with the 
court a 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 Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk.

Attorney for the Petitioner:
R. SAM PRICE  SBN 

208603
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC
300 E STATE STREET   

SUITE 620 
REDLANDS, CA 92373 
(909)  475 8800
sam@pricelawfirm.com
 
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
10/09, 10/16 & 10/23, 2020

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE NUMBER  
CIVDS2018363

TO  ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner 
KATARZYNA DANIELA 
PODLECKI filed with this 
court for a decree chang-
ing names as follows: 
LENA PODLECKI    to     
LENA KAROLINA PI-
ETRZYKOWSKA

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 sched-
uled to be heard and must ap-
pear 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: 11/23/2020
Time: 9:00 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 Bernardi-
no County California, once a 
week for four successive weeks 
prior to the date set for hearing 
of the petition.

Dated: SEPTEMBER 2, 
2020

Lynn M. Poncin
Judge of the Superior 

Court. 
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
10/09, 10/16, 10/23 & 10/30, 
2020

 

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE NUMBER  
CIVDS2018363

TO  ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner 
KATARZYNA DANIELA 
PODLECKI filed with this 
court for a decree chang-
ing names as follows: 
LENA PODLECKI    to     
LENA KAROLINA PI-
ETRZYKOWSKA

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 sched-
uled to be heard and must ap-
pear 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: 11/23/2020
Time: 9:00 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 Bernardi-
no County California, once a 
week for four successive weeks 
prior to the date set for hearing 
of the petition.

Dated: SEPTEMBER 2, 
2020

Lynn M. Poncin
Judge of the Superior 

Court. 
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
10/09, 10/16, 10/23 & 10/30, 
2020

 

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: MARIA MENDOZA 
CORDOVA  

CASE NO. PROPS 
2000695 

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of   MARIA 
MENDOZA CORDOVA

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by MI-
CHEL S. CORDOVA in the 
Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDI-
NO. 

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that MI-
CHEL S. CORDOVA 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 obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
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 petition 
will be held NOVEMBER 
2, 2020 at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. 
No. S-36 at 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 gen-

eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code.

Other California statutes 
and legal authority may affect 
your rights as a creditor. You 
may want to consult with an at-
torney knowledgeable in Cali-
fornia law.

YOU MAY EXAMINE 
the file kept by the court. If 
you are a person interested in 
the estate, you may file with the 
court a 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 Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk.

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

1894 COMMERCENTER 
WEST, SUITE 108

SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92408

Telephone No: (909) 890-
2350  

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on  
10/09, 10/16 & 10/23, 2020

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: LAURIE ANN WAKEL-
ING   

CASE NO. PROPS 
2000723 

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of    LAURIE 
ANN WAKELING

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by RAN-
DY ALLEN WAKELING in 
the Superior Court of Cali-
fornia, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO. 

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that RAN-
DY ALLEN WAKELING be 
appointed as personal repre-
sentative to administer the es-
tate 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 obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
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 petition 
will be held NOVEMBER 
25, 2020 at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. 
No. S-35 at 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 gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code.

Other California statutes 
and legal authority may affect 
your rights as a creditor. You 
may want to consult with an at-
torney knowledgeable in Cali-
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fornia law.
YOU MAY EXAMINE 

the file kept by the court. If 
you are a person interested in 
the estate, you may file with the 
court a 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 Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk.

Filed: OCTOBER 5, 2020
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  
10/09, 10/16 & 10/23, 2020

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: 

PAUL E. McDONALD Jr.
NO. PROPS 2000718
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of PAUL E. 
McDONALD Jr.

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

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that AM-
BER KOIS be appointed as 
personal representative to ad-
minister 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 obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
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 petition 
will be held in Dept. No. S37 
On NOVEMBER 30, 2020 at 
9:00 a.m. at the San Bernardino 
Justice Center, Superior Court 
of California, County of San 
Bernardino, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415, San Bernardino Dis-
trict.

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 gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code.

Other California statutes 
and legal authority may affect 
your rights as a creditor. You 
may want to consult with an at-
torney knowledgeable in Cali-
fornia law.

YOU MAY EXAMINE 
the file kept by the court. If 
you are a person interested in 
the estate, you may file with the 
court a Request for Special No-
tice (form DE-154) of the filing 
of an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk.

Attorney for the Petitioner:
R. SAM PRICE, ESQ. 
SBN 208603
300 E. STATE STREET, 

SUITE 620
REDLANDS, CA 92373
Telephone No: (909) 475-

8800 
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on  
10/09, 10/16 & 10/23, 2020.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME  STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200008966

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Calibeadman, 
6274 S Kingsmill Ct, Fontana, CA 
92336, Mailing Address: 8282 Sierra 
Ave #3336, Fontana, CA 92334, Da-
vid B. Griffith, 6274 S Kingsmill Ct, 
Fontana, CA 92336, Jadat D. Griffith, 
6274 S Kingsmill Ct, Fontana, CA 
92336

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 Griffith           
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 9/30/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
9/01/20

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).

10/02/20, 10/09/20, 10/16/20, 
10/23/20

 

NOTICE OF SALE OF 
AUTOMOBILE  

Notice is hereby given pur-
suant to Sections 3071 of the 
Civil Code of the State of Cali-
fornia the undersigned will sell 
the following vehicle(s) at lien 
sale at said address below on: 
10/16/2020 09:00 AM

Year of Car / Make of Car 
/ Vehicle ID No. / License No. 
(State)

2018 MAZDA 3MZBN-
1V37JM275640  8HHL556 CA

To be sold by Hilo Auto 
Service 10075 Arrow RTE 
Rancho Cucamonga CA 91730

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

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200008987

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: American Check 
Cashing, 8001- Archibald Ave, Ste 
B, Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730, 
S& W, Inc., 8001- Archibald Ave, 
Ste B, Rancho Cucamonga, CA 
91730

Business is Conducted By: A 
Corporation   

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

s/ Wagar Rasul          
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 9/30/20

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).

10/09/20, 10/16/20, 10/23/20, 
10/30/20

 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200008985

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: American Check 
Cashing, 8001- Archibald Ave, Ste 
B, Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730, 
ISWA, Inc., 8001- Archibald Ave, 
Ste B, Rancho Cucamonga, CA 
91730

Business is Conducted By: A 
Corporation   

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

s/ Asma Zahid          
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 9/30/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
01/09/07

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).

10/09/20, 10/16/20, 10/23/20, 
10/30/20

 

FBN 20200007905 The fol-
lowing person is doing business 
as: SPONGEE, 1515 W ARROW 
HWY, #18 UPLAND, CALIF 91786, 
MAILING ADDRESS: 1515 WEST 
ARROW HIGHWAY SPACE 18 UP-
LAND, CA 91786, EFREN C. DY 
AGUILERA, 1515 WEST ARROW 
HIGHWAY SPACE 18 UPLAND, 
CAL 91786 This Business is Con-
ducted By: AN INDIVIDUAL BY 
SIGNING BELOW, I DECLARE 
THAT ALL INFORMATION IN 
THIS STATEMENT IS TRUE 
AND CORRECT. A registrant who 
declares as true information, which 
he or she knows to be false, is guilty 
of a crime. (B&P Code 17913) I am 
also aware that all information on 
this statement becomes Public Re-
cord upon filing. S/ EFREN C. DY 
AGUILERA This statement was 
filed with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: 8/28/2020 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 l1327 
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 9/4, 9/11, 9/18 & 
9/25, 2020 Corrected on: 10/09/20, 
10/16/20, 10/23/20, 10/30/20

 

NOTICE OF SALE OF 
AUTOMOBILE

Notice is hereby given pur-
suant to  Sections 3071 of the 
Civil Code of the State of Cali-
fornia the undersigned will sell 
the following vehicle(s) at lien 
sale at 

said address below on: 
10/23/2020 09:00 AM 

Year of Car / Make of Car 
/ Vehicle ID No. / License No. 
(State)

1998 PETERBILT 1XPC-
DR9X8WN462418  UP09106 
CA

To be sold by LUIS TOW-
ING 15995 CERES AVE FON-
TANA CA 92335

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

Published on: 10/9/20

FBN 20200007000
The following entity is doing 

business as CREPAS Y MAS  
8538 TAMARIND AVENUE  

SUITE 1 FONTANA, CALIF  92335 

CESAR DIAZ 8538 TAMA-
RIND AVENUE  SUITE 1 FON-
TANA, CALIFO  92335 [and] 
LAURA DIAZ 8538 TAMARIND 
AVENUE  SUITE 1 FONTANA, 
CA  92335   

This Business is Conducted By: 
A MARRIED COUPLE  

 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 information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

S/ MARTHA MONTES 
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 08/6/2020

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

County Clerk, Deputy 
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).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on , 9/4, 9/11, 
9/18 & 9/25, 2020.

CORRECTED: 10/2, 10/9, 
10/16 & 10/25  2020.

FBN 20200008165    The fol-
lowing person is doing business as: 
SAYER’S MARKET 1459 WEST 
MISSION BOULEVARD ONTAR-
IO, CA 91762; SAYER’S LLC 1459 
WEST MISSION BOULEVARD 
ONTARIO, CA 91762The business is 
conducted by: A LIMITED LIABIL-
ITY COMPANY The registrant com-
menced to transact business under 
the fictitious business name or names 
listed above on: N/ABy signing, I de-
clare 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 179130. 
I am also aware that all information 
on this statement becomes Public Re-
cord upon filing.s/ NORMA VILLA-
FUERTE, MANAGING MEMBER                                                                                                                                    
Statement filed with the County 
Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
09/03/2020I hereby certify that this 
copy is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office San 
Bernardino County Clerk By:/Dep-
utyNotice-This fictitious name state-
ment 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 business name 
in violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common law 
(see Section 14400 et seq., Business 
and Professions Code).Published in 
the San Bernardino County Sentinel 
09/25/2020, 10/02/2020, 10/09/2020, 
10/16/2020          CNBB37202001MT

 FBN 20200008254    The fol-
lowing person is doing business 
as: MD MEDICAL TRANSPORT 
275 WEST HOSPITALITY LANE, 
SUITE 322 SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92408; MD MEDICAL 
TRANSPORT 1992 N KENWOOD 
AVE. SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92404The business is conducted by: 
A CORPORATION The registrant 
commenced to transact business 
under the fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/ABy sign-
ing, I declare that all information in 
this statement is true and correct. A 
registrant who declares as true infor-
mation which he or she knows to be 
false is guilty of a crime (B&P Code 
179130. I am also aware that all in-
formation on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.s/ MEDIE 
PIZARRO VALDEZ, PRESIDENT                                                                                                                                        
          Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
09/08/2020I hereby certify that this 
copy is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office San 
Bernardino County Clerk By:/Dep-
utyNotice-This fictitious name state-
ment 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 business name 
in violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common law 
(see Section 14400 et seq., Business 
and Professions Code).Published in 
the San Bernardino County Sentinel 
09/25/2020, 10/02/2020, 10/09/2020, 
10/16/2020          CNBB37202002MT

 FBN 20200008328    The fol-
lowing person is doing business as: 
GOT PLUMBING 14721 CHOKE 
CHERRY DR VICTORVILLE, CA 
92392; RYAN S MITCHELL 14721 
CHOKE CHERRY DR VICTOR-
VILLE, CA 92392The business is 
conducted by: AN INDIVIDUAL 
The registrant commenced to trans-
act business under the fictitious busi-
ness name or names listed above on: 
N/ABy signing, I declare that all in-
formation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.s/ 
RYAN S. MITCHELL, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                         Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
09/10/2020I hereby certify that this 
copy is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office San 
Bernardino County Clerk By:/Dep-
utyNotice-This fictitious name state-
ment 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 business name 
in violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common law 
(see Section 14400 et seq., Business 
and Professions Code).Published in 
the San Bernardino County Sentinel 
09/25/2020, 10/02/2020, 10/09/2020, 
10/16/2020          CNBB37202003IR 

FBN 20200008169    The fol-
lowing person is doing business as: 

LIZ TRANSPORT 1855 E. RIVER-
SIDE DR. #87 ONTARIO, CA 91761; 
GERARDO A MARTINEZ 1855 E. 
RIVERSIDE DR. #87 ONTARIO, 
CA 91761The business is conducted 
by: AN INDIVIDUAL The registrant 
commenced to transact business un-
der the fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: 06/25/2009By 
signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A 
registrant who declares as true infor-
mation which he or she knows to be 
false is guilty of a crime (B&P Code 
179130. I am also aware that all in-
formation on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.s/ GE-
RARDO A. MARTINEZ, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
09/03/2020I hereby certify that this 
copy is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office San 
Bernardino County Clerk By:/Dep-
utyNotice-This fictitious name state-
ment 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 business name 
in violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common law 
(see Section 14400 et seq., Business 
and Professions Code).Published in 
the San Bernardino County Sentinel 
09/25/2020, 10/02/2020, 10/09/2020, 
10/16/2020          CNBB37202004IR

 FBN 20200008327    The fol-
lowing person is doing business as: 
DIVERSITY BY DESIGN 16843 
VALLEY BLVD UNIT E #511 FON-
TANA, CA 92335;[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 7426 CHERRY AVE. BLDG 
210 #138 FONTANA, CA 92336]; 
DIVERISTY BY DESIGN ENTER-
PRISE, 

LLC 16843 VALLEY BLVD 
UNIT E #511 FONTANA, CA 
92335The business is conducted by: 
A LIMITED LIABILITY COM-
PANY The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: N/ABy signing, I declare 
that all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant who 
declares as true information which 
he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am 
also aware that all information on 
this statement becomes Public Re-
cord upon filing.s/ DOLLY D. MED-
LOCK, MANAGING MEMBER                                                                                                                                        
Statement filed with the County 
Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
09/10/2020I hereby certify that this 
copy is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office San 
Bernardino County Clerk By:/Dep-
utyNotice-This fictitious name state-
ment 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 business name 
in violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common law 
(see Section 14400 et seq., Business 
and Professions Code).Published in 
the San Bernardino County Sentinel 
09/25/2020, 10/02/2020, 10/09/2020, 
10/16/2020          CNBB37202005MT

 FBN 20200008326    The fol-
lowing person is doing business as: 
GENESIS HOMES 16843 VALLEY 

BLVD UNIT E #511 FONTANA, 
CA 92335; GENESIS HOME FOR 
HOPE, LLC 16843 VALLEY BLVD 
UNIT E #511 FONTANA, CA 
92335The business is conducted by: 
A LIMITED LIABILITY COM-
PANY The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: N/ABy signing, I declare 
that all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant who 
declares as true information which 
he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am 
also aware that all information on 
this statement becomes Public Re-
cord upon filing.s/ DOLLY D. MED-
LOCK, MANAGING MEMBER                                                                                                                                        
Statement filed with the County 
Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
09/10/2020I hereby certify that this 
copy is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office San 
Bernardino County Clerk By:/Dep-
utyNotice-This fictitious name state-
ment 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 business name 
in violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common law 
(see Section 14400 et seq., Business 
and Professions Code).Published in 
the San Bernardino County Sentinel 
09/25/2020, 10/02/2020, 10/09/2020, 
10/16/2020          CNBB37202006

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200008421

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Tina’s Barber & 
Beauty Salon, 916 N. Mountain Ave. 
STE B1, Upland, CA 91786, Martha 
Montes, 104 Brown Dr., Claremont, 
CA 91711, Alfonso Ramos, 929 E. 
Foothill Blvd SPC. 221, Upland, CA 
91786

Business is Conducted By: A 
General Partnership  

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/ Martha Montes          
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 9/14/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
06/20/2010

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).

10/02/20, 10/09/20, 10/16/20, 
10/23/20

to require public bidding 
on large financial disburse-
ments/contracts.”

Reyes said, “Financial 
accountability does not re-
quire taxpayer investments. 
It requires a strong investi-
gation into what is wrong 
and how to correct it, so that 
we don’t keep making the 
same mistakes over and over 
again.”

Reyes possesses sub-
stantial previous experi-
ence relating to government, 
he said, as a result of “my 
previous employment as a 
building inspector for the 
City of Los Angeles dealing 

with the public and solving/
resolving code issues.”

Reyes has lived in Ad-
elanto for twenty years. He 
attended Benjamin Franklin 
High School in Los Angeles, 
graduating in the summer of 
1962. He subsequently ob-
tained an associate of arts 
degree from Citrus College 
in Azusa. He then earned 
a bachelor’s degree in be-
havioral science and crimi-
nal justice from California 
Polytechnic University, Po-
mona. He also attended Los 
Angeles Trade Technical 
College in Los Angeles and 
Mount San Antonio College 
in Walnut.

In addition to his work 
as a public agency building 
inspector, Reyes has worked 
as an interpreter and as an 
entrepreneur with his Reyes 
Interpretation Services, 

which he owned and oper-
ated.

Reyes is married with 
four grown children. He 
has suffered the loss of one 
daughter, who is deceased 
from cancer. He has eight 
grandchildren.

A polio survivor, at the 
age of three-and-a-half he 
spent a considerable amount 
of time in an iron lung. “I 
recently raised over $21,000 
for the Shriners Hospital, 
which helped me with brac-
es, medical rehab, and coun-
seling as a child.”

As a military veteran, 
Reyes said, “I have never 
backed down from fight-
ing for that which is right 
or helping my fellow man, 
either here in America, or in 
foreign lands.”

-M.G.
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ness, E-commerce and 
families,” Marsh said. 
“With I-15 Freeway ac-
cess, railway spurs and 
approved transporta-
tion routes, Victorville 
should be a sought-after 
location for businesses to 
locate in.”

In addition to Marsh, 
this year’s Victorville 
City Council contest 
features incumbents 
Blanca Gomez and Glo-
ria Garcia, as well as 
Lionel Dew, Terrance 
Stone, Robert Bowen, 
Frank Kelly, Elizabeth 
Becerra, Lizet Angulo, 
Roger LaPlante, Adam 
Verduzco Jr., Craig Tim-
chak, Webster Thomas, 
Ashiko Newman, Mike 
Stevens, Kimberly 
Mesen, Eric Negrete, 
Kareema Abdul, Ryan 
McEachron, Valentin 
Godina and Jerry Laws. 

Incumbent Councilman 
Jim Cox, whose term 
will elapse in December, 
is not seeking reelection.

Marsh said he be-
lieved that “Our city 
can do better. With the 
increase in crime, traf-
fic accidents, and home-
lessness, Victorville 
does not have adequate 
law enforcement cover-
age. Vacant commercial 
buildings, poorly main-
tained parking lots and 
some neighborhoods 
have become eyesores.”

Two remedies to that 
dilemma exist on this 
year’s ballot, Marsh said, 
consisting of his candi-
dacy for the city council 
and Measure P, which 
would impose an ad-
ditional 1 percent sales 
tax on all purchases 
made in the city which 
are already subject to 
the statewide California 
sales tax. Marsh encour-
aged Victorville’s resi-
dents to support both. 

Measure P will give the 
city adequate means to 
deal with the issues it 
faces and his presence 
on the council will en-
sure that the money the 

along with the revenue 
that will be generated 
by the new homes that 
are being built will boost 
the city’s financial posi-
tion. Hiring more police 
to address rising crime 
and enable more traf-
fic control will expand 
and extend public safety. 
Additional code enforce-
ment officers will permit 
our city to address blight 
in Victorville. Home-
lessness, a huge problem 
with Victorville hav-
ing the second highest 
number of those living 
on the streets among all 
the cities in the county, 
is in the process of be-
ing addressed. We’ve 
all seen the devastation 
caused by the homeless, 
including the destruc-
tion and serious damage 
to historical landmarks 
in our city. The Victor-
ville City Council has 
approved a plan that 
will provide necessary 
services once funding/

resource money for it is 
approved. After that as-
sistance is in place, the 
city will be allowed to 
enforce our ordinances 
which will eliminate the 
encampments that exist 
all over our city for those 
who choose not to par-
ticipate in a recognized 
program.”

Marsh offered a brief 
biographical overview.

“I moved to Victor-
ville in 1962 when my 
father was assigned to 
George Air Force Base,” 
he said. “My mother 
taught at Park View 
School. I graduated 
from Victor Valley High 
School. My wife Lenita 
and I have been mar-
ried 40 years. We have 
three children and four 
grandchildren. Being a 
self-employed loan offi-
cer affiliated with Home 
Funding Corporation, 
I originate home, com-
mercial and hard money 
loans. Currently, I’m the 

vice-chair of the Victor-
ville Planning Commis-
sion.”

He is the candidate 
for those who see local 
government as the most 
direct way to make a 
positive change in their 
environment and cali-
brate public services to 
meet everyday citizens’ 
needs, he said.

“The Victorville City 
Council needs mem-
bers who can evaluate 
issues logically and of-
fer commonsense solu-
tions,” Marsh said. “I 
am running because I 
understand this election 
is pivotal. I will bring 
decorum and civility 
with consistency to the 
council. I am commit-
ted to make Victorville a 
safe and family-friendly 
city. My commitment is 
to return the tradition of 
vision and planning to 
Victorville.”

-M.G.

city’s residents entrust to 
City Hall will be spent 
wisely and on those pro-
grams which will best 
address the community’s 
shortcomings, he said.

“In order for the city 
to address its challenges, 
more personnel must 
be added,” he said. “I 
support Measure P on 
Victorville’s November 
ballot that would add 
revenue to the city. This 

Paul Marsh

Marsh Running In 
Victorville  from 
front page 

By Mark Gutglueck
More than four years 

after the Barstow City 
Council originally 
cleared the way for the 
Los Coyotes Band of 
Cahuilla and Cupeno 
Indians to proceed with 
a casino and resort near 
The Outlets mall at the 
south end of Barstow, 
the council this week ap-
proved a revised munici-
pal services agreement 
with the tribe, which 
has renewed its plans for 
the undertaking after a 
seemingly interminable 
delay. 

First proposed in 2001 
and then tentatively ac-
cepted by the city in 
2006 as a joint venture 
with BarWest Gaming 
LLC and its principals 
Marian llitch, and Mi-
chael Malik, the project 
was stymied by protests 
from other tribes which 
contended that the Los 
Coyotes, whose aborigi-
nal tribal lands are in 
San Diego County, did 
not have standing to lo-
cate a casino in Barstow, 
geographically removed 
from the boundaries of 
their reservation. The 
Chemehuevi Indian 
Tribe had proven most 
adamant in arguing that 
the Los Coyotes did not 
have ancestral right to 

the property where that 
casino was to be con-
structed. 

BarWest, L.L.C. a 
decade-and-a-half ago 
had acquired 23 acres of 
ground in Lenwood upon 
which it had designs for 
developing a $160 mil-
lion gaming house, hotel 
and spa. It invited the 
Cahuilla and Cupeno 
tribes to participate with 

the MotorCity Casino in 
Detroit.

Once the intentions 
of BarWest and the Los 
Coyotes became known, 
it was noted that the 
property in question 
actually fell within the 
aboriginal and historical 
territories of the Serrano 
Indians and San Manuel 
Indians. The Los Coy-
otes Reservation is lo-

When BarWest and the 
Los Coyotes proceeded 
with the request, the U.S. 
Department of Interior 
asked for a special dis-
pensation involving the 
application be provided. 
That entailed both the 
Cahuilla and Cupeno 
tribes filing an applica-
tion with the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs to place 
the land in a public trust 

ancestral roots in the 
Barstow area, where it 
or they had an historical 
relationship to the prop-
erty in question by vir-
tue of aboriginal activity, 
including hunting, forag-
ing and trading in par-
ticular. That application 
was to have entailed an 
anthropological study to 
demonstrate the tribes’ 
ancestors ranged into 
Barstow. 

The application also 
included obligations 
inserted into the Los 
Coyotes’ title policy for 
the installation of infra-
structure to accompany 
the development of prop-
erty falling under the 
City of Barstow’s land 
use authority. In June 
2016, the City of Bar-
stow gave its approval 
contingent upon the Los 
Coyotes providing infra-
structure in accordance 
with the Barstow Mu-
nicipal Code. BarWest, 
as the land owner, was 
bound by the agreement. 

In the intervening 
time, however, BarWest 
withdrew as a partici-
pant in the venture and 
the tribes that had con-
tested the Los Coyotes’ 
plans ceased their oppo-
sition. 

On Monday, October 
5, the tribes’ representa-

tives were on hand when 
the Barstow City Coun-
cil was presented with 
an amended agreement 
with the Los Coyotes 
Band of Cahuilla and 
Cupeno Indians which 
removed BarWest from 
the previous agreement.

That agreement spells 
out that upon acquiring 
the property in order to 
proceed, the tribes must 
dedicate to the City of 
Barstow two acres for 
construction of a new 
fire station and a new po-
lice station. 

According to Bar-
stow City Manager Dr. 
Nikki Salas, the tribes 
have once again taken up 
the task of completing 
the earlier-interrupted 
application to the U.S. 
Department of Interior. 
Indications were that the 
fully redrafted applica-
tion will be undergoing 
federal review no later 
than February 2021. 

City officials, long 
inured of the delays be-
setting the project, are 
not putting any pressure 
on any of the parties in-
volved, but are looking 
toward seeing the prop-
erty for the police and 
fire stations coming into 
the city’s possession.

The Los Coyotes are 

it on that venture, us-
ing the liberalized fed-
eral regulations relating 
to Indian gaming as a 
means of facilitating the 
plan. BarWest developed 

cated approximately 70 
miles from San Diego, 
between the Cleveland 
National Forest and the 
Anza-Borrego Des-
ert, far from Barstow.  

and transfer the tribes’ 
rights from their tribal 
property to the Lenwood 
site. That involved mak-
ing a case that at least 
one of the tribes had 

Los Coyotes Band Of Cahuilla And Cupeno Indians Seeking Revival Of Barstow Casino Project
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sult in a one-time con-
tribution of $500,000 to 
our general fund. I read 
through the red tape, and 
sidestepping bureaucra-
cy-speak, handed off 
to the private sector a 
childcare program they 
could best provide to 
middle income families 
well suited to pay the 
fees. Families got needed 
daycare and taxpayers 
got back general fund 
cash to pay for sheriff 
services.”

While working to 

end the squandering of 
city funds and the ex-
penditure of money the 
city simply does not 
have, Robles has taken 
part in efforts to spur 
economic development 
in the 3.5-square mile, 
12,600-population mu-
nicipality.

“We have two major 
development projects in 
the pipeline,” she said, 
“potentially a hotel, an 
upscale apartment com-
plex, and some restau-
rants and retail space. 
We must work to in-
crease our tax base by 
putting idle empty lots 
to work. Improving the 
land will increase the 

property tax base. Cali-
fornia is suffering from a 
severe housing shortage. 
If we can usher through 
more quality develop-
ment projects, we can 
help ease that. The sales 
tax generated by res-
taurants and retail are a 
help.”

Robles said, “The 
council must sell any 
development to the resi-
dents while providing 
the most transparent in-
formation surrounding 
any such projects and 
getting and incorporat-
ing our residents’ vision 
for Grand Terrace. These 
projects pay for them-
selves. We do have some 
residual redevelopment 
funds, but plans to revisit 
how to best spend these 
funds were crowded out 
by the COVID crisis. I 
yet hope we can still get 
this done immediately 
after the election.”

Robles has lived in 
Grand Terrace since 
June 1977. She was em-
ployed five years with 

a county community 
services agency, seven 
years as field represen-
tative for a member of 
the board of supervisors, 
and 13 years as a bud-

get analyst in San Ber-
nardino County’s special 
districts division, over-
seeing the provision of 
services to the county’s 
unincorporated areas.

She and her husband, 
Bob, have three adult 
children and several 
grandchildren.

-M.G.

Robles In Bid To 
Remain On Grand 
Terrace Council
from page 5 

ticular developer, and if 
it is a good project I will 
support it and if it does 
nothing for the commu-
nity, I will vote against 
it. What you should do 
is go through the process 
and get approval based 
upon the merit of what 
you propose. If staff pro-
vides a recommendation 
in the applicant’s favor 
and he has done every-
thing he is supposed to 
do according to the rules 
and I think the project 
adds to the community, 
it doesn’t matter if the 
proponent has given me 
ten cents or $10,000, I 
will vote to approve the 
project. If it is not in my 
judgment good for the 
community, I will vote 
against it. I am against 
the idea that somebody 
can’t talk to me.”

Shorett said, “I voted 
against this integrity 
standard because I don’t 
think I should have to 
estimate about whether 
in the future who might 
give me money and who 
might not give me mon-
ey. I don’t think I should 
have to say to someone, 
‘You might give me 

money so I can’t talk to 
you’ or ‘You gave me 
money in the past, so I 
can’t talk to you.’ That is 
what I am against. I am 
against people not be-
ing able to talk. This has 
come up because [May-
or] Valdivia had a can-
nabis project consulting 
company. At least that 
was what it seemed to 
be when he wasn’t par-
ticipating in the coun-
cil’s discussions about 
cannabis operations in 
the city. And then one 
day he stood up and said 
he had no conflicts any-
more. But there were all 
sorts of people who said 
he made promises to 
the cannabis project ap-
plicants and got money 
from them. I understand 
that it is against the law 
if someone says ‘I’ll give 
you a thousand dollars 
if you vote for my proj-
ect,’ and then I vote for 
that project. But that is 
already against the law. 
It would be foolishness 
for someone to do that, 
because I am just one of 
seven votes. I think it is 
a really bad idea to put 
all of these restrictions 

on us because of that one 
bad apple.”

Shorett added, “I don’t 
think it fair that we sin-
gle out one industry. We 
don’t do that to someone 
who will open a 7-11 or 
a store that is going to 
sell liquor or what have 
you. To do that, the ap-
plicant must go through 
a CUP [conditional use 
permit] process. That is 
the American way. Peo-
ple have a right to talk to 
their representatives.”

The council’s action 
on Wednesday gave the 
ordinance what is called 
a “first reading” and ini-
tial approval. After it is 
given a second and final 
reading and presumably 
a second vote of approv-
al, it will go into effect 
30 days later.

“Right now there is 
not a law that we can’t 
talk to cannabis ap-
plicants,” Shorett said. 
“Right now there is not a 
law that we can’t talk to 
any project applicants. I 
want to be able to talk to 
all business applicants in 
the city. I want to be able 
to know about the proj-
ects I am going to vote 
on. That’s why there is 
a city council, so we can 
make decisions that are 
informed and are based 
on our judgment of what 
is good for the city and 

what isn’t. I want to be 
able to talk to business 
applicants in the city. 
That said, there is soon 
to be a law that we can’t 
talk to cannabis appli-
cants, and I didn’t vote 
to support that being the 
law. But if that is the law, 
I will abide by it.”

Shorett asked, “Why 
is Ted [Sanchez] bring-
ing transparency forward 
at this time?” He then 
answered his own ques-
tion. “Because the pub-
lic won’t elect qualified 
people,” he said. “I un-
derstand why Theodore 
is going after Valdivia at 
this point, because after 
he [Sanchez] went along 
with him [Valdivia] for 
so long, he [Sanchez] 
sees now that he [Valdiv-
ia] is dishonest. I am not 
against transparency. I 
fill out 460s every six 
months, like every other 
elected official. You can 
go look at them.”

Form 460s are the 
State of California’s doc-
uments that elected offi-
cials are required to fill 
out and file to show from 
whom they are receiving 
political donations.

“I can’t be bought 
and I can’t be bossed,” 
Shorett said. “I am not 
against transparency. I 
am not against disclo-
sure. I’m not against be-

ing up front and honest. 
If something comes up 
where I have a conflict, 
or I have an interest in 
what we are voting on, 
I will recuse myself. If 
you have a project, you 
should be able to call 
me any time you want 
and give me money, 
but there is not enough 
money on this earth to 
buy my vote. If you have 
a decent project, I will 
support it. If not, I am 
not going to support it. 
I want to do what is best 
for the community. I rep-
resent the people and I 
want the businessmen 
who are looking to do 
business here to be able 
to communicate with me 
and I want to be trusted 
by the public that I am 
not engaging in pay-to-
play or graft or bribes 
We should not be mak-
ing laws to take care of 
a few bad apples. What 
we need is the people of 
this city to wake up and 
vote those bad apples 
out of office. If someone 
is doing a bad job, or if 
that person is dishonest, 
or that person is corrupt, 
then he should be tossed 
out of office. But if some-
one has been elected, we 
have to, and everybody 
else has to, live by that. 
I wish he [Valdivia] 
wasn’t in office. I wish he 

wasn’t the mayor, I really 
do. But as a city council, 
we can’t change that. We 
shouldn’t be passing an 
ordinance because the 
voters of the city didn’t 
get engaged. The public 
got what it voted for. The 
people of this city don’t 
necessarily deserve 
someone like Valdivia, 
but they let this situation 
come about where he is 
mayor. A majority voted 
him into office. The pub-
lic needs to get engaged. 
There has not been a let-
ter to the editor in the 
[San Bernardino] Sun 
that I can recall about 
Valdivia. There have 
been some editorials that 
show the news reporters 
and their editors know 
what is going on, but 
the public is not going 
against him [Valdivia]. 
There are some residents 
who have called the city 
council and asked, ‘Why 
don’t you censure him?’ 
A censure means noth-
ing. It is saying, ‘We 
are really disappointed 
in your behavior and 
you shouldn’t have done 
those things you are do-
ing.’ A censure has no 
teeth in it. As a council, 
we have no jurisdiction 
over Valdivia. Censuring 
him would be meaning-
less. It would be window 
dressing.”

Hamstringing All Of San Bernardino’s 
Elected Leaders Because Of The Mayor’s 
Transgressions Is Not True Nor Effective 
Reform, Shorett Contends  from page 4 

currently negotiating 
with a potential develop-
ment partner to replace 
BarWest. Tribal officials 
have not disclosed with 

whom they are negotiat-
ing.

 Reportedly, the acre-
age to be involved in the 
project has increased 
from the 23 acres that 
was tied up by BarWest 
to a site covering 40 
acres. 

-Mark Gutglueck 

Los Coyotes Re-
doubling Casino 
Development Ef-
fort from page 9 
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Sawtooth Goldenbush
County Wildlife Corner
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Sawtooth goldenbush 

is a species of shrub in 
the asteraceae or sun-
flower family known by 
the scientific name haz-
ardia squarrosa.  It is 
native to California and 
Baja California, where it 
grows in coastal and in-
land scrub and chaparral 
habitats from Monterey 
County southward. A 
shrub of variable size, 
from low and clumpy to 
sprawling over six feet 
tall, it is covered in thick, 
sharply toothed leaves a 
few centimeters long 
and is generally not very 
hairy or woolly other 
than at the bottom of its 
outside leaves. It bears 
discoid flower heads cov-
ered in greenish, pointed 
phyllaries and opening 
into an array of long yel-

low to slightly reddish 
disc florets

There are three rec-
ognized varieties of the 
sawtooth goldenbush 
with largely overlap-
ping ranges. It provides 
long lasting summer 
color and is popular with 
many insects includ-
ing butterflies. Butter-
flies and moths hosted 
by hazardia squarrosa 
native to California in-
clude isophrictis mag-
nella; Cucullia incresa; 
and Gabb's checkerspot, 
chlosyne gabbii. 

There are three main 

varieties of the saw-
tooth goldenbrush, two 
of which are extant in 
San Bernardino Coun-
ty. Those two are the 

hazardia squarrosa var. 
grindelioides, which 
proliferates from Mon-
terey County to Baja 
California and  hazardia 
squarrosa var. squar-
rosa, which ranges from 
San Benito County to 
San Diego County. An-
other variety, hazardia 
squarrosa var. obtusa, is 
cataloged as existing in 
Santa Barbara, Ventura, 
Los Angeles and Kern 
counties. 

Its leaves are leathery 
or stiffly papery, oblong 
to obobate, obtuse and 
tooted, approximately 
two-thirds of an inch to 
two inches long. Each 
leaf is smoother on top, 
and the bottom may have 
a superfluidity of white 
hairs. The flowers are 
a series of overlapping 
phyllaries, consisting of 
individual bracts, which 
is why the haradia squar-
rosa resembles in some 
respects a pine cone, 
with a flower poking out 
of the top. The flower is 
a composite but lacks ray 

florets.  These florets are 
corralled into a common 
base, making it appear to 
be a single flower. Many 
plants with clusters of 
flowers will bloom at the 
same time and provide a 
splash of color. Blooms 
are scattered through-
out the plant at differ-
ing times. The sawtooth 
goldenbrush sports a 
red-brown to white fruit 
of roughly five to eight 
millimeters. As the flow-
er dries out, the seeds 
contained therein are 
dispersed by the wind. 

Blooming in the sum-
mer and fall generally 
from June until October, 
the sawtooth goldenbush 
has tiny yellow flowers 
that resemble flowering 

pine cones complement-
ed by its sharply pointed, 
holly-like leaves. The 
flowers serve as a sig-
nificant nectar source for 
pollinators. Its preferred 
habitat is dry, open chap-
arral, below 4,000 feet, 
while doing almost as 
well, occasionally, in 
sage scrub and grass-
lands. 

Sawtooth goldenbush 
can take different forms, 
upright or spreading, as 
a multi-branched sub-
shrub. Typically, these 
plants are less than three 
feet high. 

Plants that bloom in 
the late summer or early 
fall have less competi-
tion for pollinators but 
also have limited access 
to water. Water loss from 
photosynthesis occurs 
during the exchange of 
carbon dioxide and oxy-
gen; less transpiration 
reduces the amount of 
conversion to oxygen 
and organic compounds 
that feed the plant. Na-
ture has provided for the 

continuation of this spe-
cies following an evlou-
tionary formula which 
has traded faster growth 
and seed production for 
drought tolerance and 
the chance of more suc-

cessful pollination. 
 Ancestral native Cali-

fornians boiled sawtooth 
goldenbush in water to 
use for bathing, which 
was thought to be a cure 
for general bodily aches 
and pains.

From the Santa Mon-
ica Mountains Trails 
Council website, www.
calflora.org, calscape.
org and  Wikipedia.
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City Of Upland Ac-
commodating San 
Antonio Hospital 
With Measure Q 
Ballot Initiative 
Asking Residents 
To Sell Off Park-
land  from page 3

Fall Maxi Dresses? 
Why not? No longer are 
they exclusive to spring 
and summer, and it looks 
like they’ve taken over 
autumn fashion. There’s 
something simple yet 
showy about the maxi 
and you can do so much 

with it. You can add a 
jacket, shawl, boots, 
and even wear the dress 
with denim. With so 
many styles that come 
with this dress, it’s hard 
to overlook it. From slip 
maxis, to wrap maxis to 

various lengths, you can 
bet the dress is going to 
be in high demand this 
season. Try the layered 
look with your maxi and 
add a leather jacket, hat, 
and scarf. The maxi is 
super stylish and it looks 

therefore creativity is 
key. This being said, get 
your max on and get cre-
ative.

“A woman has no 
need to be perfect or 
even beautiful to wear 
my dresses. The dress 
will do all that for her.” 
-Cristobal Balenciaga

sophisticated, no mat-
ter how it’s put together. 
Give max a chance and 

Grace Bernal’s

California Style
Take It To The Max

Space and Conserva-
tion-3.1 statement: “Park 
Preservation. Preserve 
existing park space and 
discourage the use of 
parkland for non-park 
related uses or facilities.” 
The Open Space and 
Conservation-3.2 state-
ment holds: “Existing 
Parks. Upgrade and re-
habilitate existing parks 
as necessary to meet the 
changing needs of the 
community.” The Open 
Space and Conserva-
tion-3.3 statement main-
tains “New Parks and 
Recreational Facilities. 
Ensure that the provision 
of parks and recreational 
facilities and services 

keep pace with popula-
tion growth...” The Open 
Space and Conserva-
tion-3.4 statement relates 
to “Underserved Areas. 
Prioritize the develop-
ment of new parks in un-
derserved areas and low-
income neighborhoods.” 
The Open Space and 
Conservation-3.5 state-
ment cites the “Quimby 
Act. Continue to require 
residential subdivisions 
to provide at least 3 acres 
of parkland per 1,000 
residents or pay an in-
lieu fee or some combi-
nation thereof, pursuant 
to Section 66477 of the 
California Government 
Code (the Quimby Act).”

It thus follows that 
the current state of mu-
nicipal parks in Upland 
puts the city in violation 
of every single one of the 
city’s own stated poli-
cies. It is more than past 
time for city officials 
to practice what they 
preach.

However one defines 

“progress,” going back-
ward is not it. For several 
decades now, park acre-
age and the land avail-
able for park use has 
steadily declined. The 
imbalance between park-
acreage and population 
is already at a critical 
level, indeed approach-
ing the point of no re-
turn. It is highly unlikely 
this situation will resolve 
itself, and the prospect is 
that crisis will only be-
come more certain with 
developers gobbling up 
more and more of the 
available land and the 
proposed sale of park-
land Upland already 
owns. As for that “par-
cel” in Memorial Park – 
the 4.631 acres that is the 
subject of Measure Q – 
being “discontinued and 
abandoned,”questions re-
main. Is the term “aban-
doned” being used as 
an underhanded ploy to 
get the people of Upland 
to “legally” relinquish 
ownership and control 

of that parcel to city of-
ficials so that it can then 
be sold to whomever 
they want? Already we 
are experiencing a sort of 
“seller’s remorse” with 
how the sale of parkland 
just a few short decades 
ago has contributed to 
a steady erosion in the 
park acreage-per-person 
ratio. And why a sale to 
begin with? The city al-
ready leases out some ar-
eas of the park now. Why 
hasn’t a lease agreement 
been explored with this 
parcel? How about a 
long-term lease with 
the hospital building 
a shared underground 
parking facility with a 
“splashpad” on top for 
residents to enjoy? None 
of those options can be 
explored, however, un-
less the people of Upland 
retain ownership of that 
property.

As for San Anto-
nio Regional Hospital’s 
“plea” for a “yes” vote; 
the hospital has alter-

native land holdings in 
the immediate area on 
which it can develop 
parking and/or anything 
else it may need. The 
hospital is not solely de-
pendent on this chunk of 
Memorial Park. In fact, 
as recently as July 2020, 
in an open session city 
council meeting, a repre-
sentative of the hospital 
revealed that the hospi-
tal’s board and manage-
ment are already talking 
about using the parcel 
for purposes other than 
the previously promised 
parking lot. They want 
it because it’s the least 
expensive and easiest 
way for them to do what 
they want. As for park 
improvements, the City 
of Upland is not as “des-
perate” for San Anto-
nio Hospital’s money as 
the hospital and others 
make it sound. In fact, 
as stated in Upland’s 
budget for 2020-2021, on 
line 421 listed as “park 
acquisition & develop-

ment fund,” the city has 
a balance of $10,400,370. 
Besides, an upfront lease 
fee with a monthly lease 
payment and park im-
provement stipulations 
can all be part of a nego-
tiated deal, and not some 
ballot ultimatum. So, 
the money that San An-
tonio Regional Hospital 
and others claim to be 
a “critical” issue, is not 
actually all that critical. 
Parkland is the critical 
issue.

Ken Mays, a retired 
correctional officer, has 
lived with his wife Mary, 
a retired Upland Police 
Department dispatcher, 
in District 1 of Upland 
since 1988. Mays also 
served on the 2018-19 
San Bernardino County 
Civil Grand Jury and 
was instrumental in the 
grand jury’s investiga-
tion of the San Bernardi-
no County Regional 
Parks Department.

let it see you through 
the autumn season. The 
possibilities are endless; 


