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By Mark Gutglueck
The San Bernardino 

County Board of Su-
pervisors’ legal effort to 
overturn county voters’ 
November 3 passage of 
Measure K, which cut 
the board’s compensa-
tion by three-fourths go-
ing forward, has opened 
up a can of worms that is 
likely to complicate the 
function of the county’s 
governmental structure 
and its attendant politi-
cal, administrative and 
legal circumstance for 
the next several years.

Incidental to the 
board’s action is the po-
tential that it will trig-
ger a requirement that 
all of the members of 
the board of supervisors 
who were in office  since 
2006 refund the county 
and its taxpayers sev-
eral million dollars they 
have received in salary 
overpayments since that 
time.

The battle royale over 
the remuneration of San 
Bernardino County’s 
highest elected authori-
ties has been brewing 

for more than a decade. 
In the early 2000s, the 
members of the board of 
supervisors were indi-
vidually paid a salary of 
$99,000, what was wide-
ly considered among the 
general population to be 
sufficient. At that time, 
the board also received 
yearly pay add-ons of 
as much as $15,000 
to $20,000, together 
with annual benefits of 
$50,000 to $55,000 that 
put the the supervisors’ 
individual total annual 
compensation in the 

$164,000 to $174,000 
range.

Among the supervi-
sors themselves, how-
ever, there was a belief 
that given the duties and 
prestige of the positions 
they held, their remu-
neration was inadequate 
and, indeed, might be 
considered an insult. In 
2006, at the behest of 
then-Supervisor Paul Bi-
ane, the board of super-
visors placed before the 
county’s voters what was 
designated as Measure P, 
which called for upping 

the board members’ sala-
ries to $151,000 per year 
before benefits and any 
add-ons, while simulta-
neously imposing on the 
members a limitation of 
three four-year terms. In 
pitching Measure P to 
their constituents, the su-
pervisors and the initia-
tive’s other backers em-
phasized the measure’s 
term limit element. 
Ultimately, Measure 
P passed with 182,892 
votes or 56.49 percent in 
favor and 140,887 votes 
or 53.51 percent 

The Upland Planning 
Commission, faced with 
growing discontent over 
the city development 
services director’s insen-
sitivity to the quality of 
life implications of the 
juxtaposition of incom-
patible land uses at vari-
ous locations around the 
City of Gracious Living, 
Wednesday night denied 
a proposal by Yellow Iron 
Development to con-
struct a 92,275-square 

foot warehouse on 11th 
Street.

That was a dramatic 
change from the previ-
ous planning commis-
sion meeting on No-
vember 18, when the 
planning commission 
had approved, on a 5-to-
2 vote, making a miti-
gated negative declara-
tion with regard to the 
project. That vote was 
seen as an indication that 
the project was on a tra-

jectory toward final ap-
proval. At the November 
18 meeting, the commis-
sion’s consensus was that 
the only issue preventing 
acceptance of the project 
and its site plan was the 
need for a greater defini-
tion of the nature of the 
operation that would be 
run out of the facility 
once the building was 
erected.

There were, however, 
issues that complicated 

the matter.
In April, the city 

council had consid-
ered and then ap-
proved two controver-
sial projects – Bridge 
Development Partner’s 
201,096 -squa re -foot 
distribution center for 
on-line retail behemoth 
Amazon located on 50 
acres north of Foothill 
Boulevard and south of 
Cable Airport and Fron-
tier Homes’ 65 single 

family detached resi-
dential unit Villa Serena 
subdivision on 9.2 acres 
within a 20.3-acre site at 
the juncture of 15th Street 
and 13th Avenue with-
in the Foothill Knolls 
neighborhood.

Both the Bridge/Ama-
zon and the Villa Serena 
projects had been given 
go-ahead in a process 
that did not require com-
prehensive environmen-
tal impact re-

Moving swiftly to fill 
the gap amongst them as 
a result of Joe Baca, Jr.’s 
election as Fifth District 
supervisor on November 
3, Rialto City Councilors 
this week appointed Kar-
la Perez to the city coun-
cil position Baca vacated 
to move up the political 
totem pole. 

Instead of seeking 
applicants or holding 
a special election that 
would cost the city as 
much as $700,000, the 
council opted to make a 
selection from those who 

have evinced an interest 
in leading the city. 

Mayor Deborah Rob-
ertson suggested and 
nominated Stacy Augus-
tine, who was the first 
runner-up in this year’s 
election behind re-elect-
ed council incumbents 
Rafael Trujillo and Andy 
Carrizales. Ultimately, 
however, the council 
came to a consensus on 
Perez, who in 2018 was 
the third place finisher 
behind Baca and Coun-
cilman Ed Scott.

-Mark Gutglueck

Barely four years af-
ter she was first elected, 
Blanca Gomez has be-
come the dean of the 
Victorville City Council. 

And after years of 
the Republicans being 
on top in the High Des-
ert’s largest city, the 
Democrats are in ascen-
dancy there, in no small 
measure because of the 
inroad Gomez made in 
2016, and which other 
members of the party 
built upon in 2018 and in 
this year’s election. 

Nevertheless, Gomez 
yet finds herself an out-
cast from the political 
feast, a byproduct of her 
self-styled iconoclasm. 
Moreover, there is evi-
dence that her political 
rivals vectored all of 
their force this week to 
disenfranchise her from 
her allies and potential 
allies on the council.

For decades – more 
than a generation-and-
a-half beginning with 
its 1962 incorporation – 
Victorville was either the 

most stable city in San 
Bernardino County or 
among the most stable. 
The city was initially led 
by Joseph Campbell, the 
scion of one of Victor-
ville’s premier families, 
in the 1960s and early 
1970s. Upon Campbell 
being appointed to a 
judgeship by then-Gov-
ernor Ronald Reagan in 
1972, Terry Caldwell, 
an attorney who was a 
Campbell protégé, was 
moved onto the city 
council from the plan-

ning commission. After 
an interim of acclimat-
ing himself to the role, 
Caldwell became the po-
litical leader of the city, 
working in tandem with 
the city’s administrative 
leader, Jim Cox, who as 
a young man in 1969 had 
taken on the post of city 
manager. Throughout 
the 1970s, 1980s, 1990s 
and into the first decade 
of the Third Millen-
nium, Caldwell and Cox 
through their sophistica-
tion and Republican Par-

ty connections, kept Vic-
torville at the forefront 
among the Victor Val-
ley’s municipalities, out-
maneuvering Hesperia 
to annex prime commer-
cial and sales tax-pro-
ducing property fronting 
along the 215 Freeway 
corridor, Highway 395 
and Bear Valley Road. 
Caldwell and Cox then 
bested the Democratic 
Party-affiliated political 
leadership of Adelanto 
in capturing annexa-
tion rights to 

Outgoing San Ber-
nardino Councilman 
Henry Nickel will not 
seek a recount of the bal-
lots cast in the November 
3 election, despite earlier 
indicating he would do 
so. 

Nickel, who in March 
finished first with 1,802 
votes for 35.45 percent 
in a six-candidate race in 
San Bernardino’s Fifth 
Ward, was nevertheless 
forced into a run-off 
against the second place 
finisher, Ben Reynoso, 
with 1,295 votes or 25.48 
percent, because neither 
captured a majority of 
the vote. Last month, 
according to the final 
certified results from 
the registrar of voters of-
fice, Reynoso, with 5,772 
votes or 52.74 percent, 
bested the incumbent 
Nickel, with 5,172 votes 
or 47.26 percent. 

Nickel was ahead on 
election night, when 11 
of 12 precincts had re-
ported, 2,494 votes or 
50.25 percent to 2,469 
votes or 49.75 percent. 
The next morning, with 
all 12 precincts in Ward 
5 reporting, Reynoso 
had pulled ahead, 3,016 
or 50.65 percent to 2,935 
or 49.29 percent. Over 
the next several weeks, 
as more and more ab-
sentee, mail-in and pro-
visional ballots were 
counted, Reynoso’s lead 
increased. 

Nickel suspects elec-
tion fraud, stating that 
Reynoso was endorsed 
by the union represent-
ing the county’s em-
ployees, including elec-
tion workers. He said he 
wanted a recount, but 
after learning that car-
rying out such a tally 
precinct-by-precinct will 
cost $192,000, he said he 
could not afford to pro-
ceed. He yet maintains 
that the election was sto-
len from him.

Trees in the Angeles 
National Forest and the 
San Bernardino National 
Forest within San Ber-
nardino County are still 
at risk from the goldspot-
ted oak borer.

The insect, known 
scientifically as agrilus 
auroguttatus, is an in-
vasive beetle native to 
southeastern Arizona 
that can kill oaks native 
to California.

The goldspotted 
oak borer produces D-
shaped exit holes on in-

fested trees. 
The first discovery of 

goldspotted oak borer in 
San Bernardino County 
was in the Oak Glen area 
in the fall of 2018. In Oc-
tober 2018, it was detect-
ed in recently-killed Cal-
ifornia black oak trees, 
quercus kelloggii, in the 
unincorporated San Ber-
nardino County com-
munity of Wrightwood, 
very close to the border 
with Los Angeles Coun-
ty. There was a subse-
quent infestation found 

in the Sugarloaf area of 
Big Bear in the summer 
of 2019, followed by one 
in the nearby environs of 
Moonridge. It is believed 
that the spread of the 
goldspotted oak borer to 
this area resulted from 
borer-infested oak fire-
wood being brought into 
the forest. 

Officials are urging 
the public to take criti-
cal precautions to avoid 
transporting infested 
oak firewood to other 
uninfested areas.
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in opposition.
In 2012, government 

reform advocates Kier-
nan “Red” Brennan and 
Eric Steinmann gathered 
the signatures of 73,672 
county voters to qualify 
a countywide ballot ini-
tiative intended to bring 
the remuneration of the 
county government’s ul-
timate decision-makers 
into line with the resi-
dents they govern, and to 
discourage career politi-
cians fixated on money 
and thereby influenced 
by political donations 
from monopolizing the 
positions on the San Ber-
nardino County Board of 
Supervisors.

Brennan’s and Stein-
man’s initiative, desig-
nated as Measure R on 
the November 2012 bal-
lot, called for downscal-
ing the five individual 
San Bernardino County 
supervisors’ then-yearly 
$151,971 salaries and 
$67,500 in benefits to 
$50,000 in salary and 
$10,000 in benefits annu-
ally, a drop in total com-
pensation from $219,471 
per year to $60,000.

The members of the 
board of supervisors, 
alarmed at the prospect 
that they would be sub-

ject to seeing their pay 
reduced by more than 
two-thirds but simul-
taneously recognizing 
that the public’s appetite 
for reform was intense, 
used their authority as 
government officials to 
place what they said was 
a “substitute reform” ini-
tiative onto the ballot. 
That initiative, Measure 
Q, called for instituting 
reform by allowing the 
supervisors’ individual 
salaries of $151,971 to 
remain in place, while 
reducing their annual 
benefits then valued at 
$67,500 by $5,000 to 
$62,500. Because of 
their status as supervi-
sors, they did not need to 
gather any signatures to 
put the Measure Q “re-
form” initiative reducing 
their total annual com-
pensation to $214,471 on 
the ballot.

Adopting the Mea-
sure R advocates’ calls 
for reform, the supervi-
sors and their support-
ers, as the proponents 
of Measure Q, did not in 
any overt fashion cam-
paign against Measure 
R, but rather expounded 
in generic terms what 
they represented as Mea-
sure Q’s “sensible” and 
“moderate” approach for 
achieving compensation 
reduction for the super-
visors.

In the November 2012 
election, Measure R 
passed by a convincing 
64.25 percent to 35.75 
percent, with 326,939 
voters in favor of it and 

181,907 opposed. Mea-
sure Q passed as well, 
by a 67.28 percent to 
32.72 percent margin, 
344,226 votes in sup-
port to 157,369 against it. 
Because Measure Q gar-
nered more votes than 
Measure R, the former 
went into effect rather 
than the latter. Instead 
of the supervisors seeing 
their $219,471 per year 
total compensation pack-
ages reduced to $60,000, 
they were instead cut 
back to $214,202.

Brennan died in 2013, 
a year after his and 
Steinmann’s measure 
came up short. Those in-
volved in the 2012 Mea-
sure R and other gov-
ernment reform efforts 
Brennan had led founded 
the Red Brennan Group 
shortly thereafter, dedi-
cating it to reducing the 
depth, breadth and cost 
of county government 
while aiming at improv-
ing its efficiency.

For many in the Red 
Brennan Group, there 
was lingering resent-
ment over the manner 
in which the board of 
supervisors in 2012 had 
diverted what they con-
sidered to be a legitimate 
reform effort that was 
aimed at breaking the 
hold that money has on 
politics and elected of-
ficials.

In 2017, the Red Bren-
nan Group undertook 
petition drives to qualify 
two countywide initia-
tives, one aimed at re-
ducing members of the 

San Bernardino County 
Board of Supervisors to 
part time status and im-
posing on that panel’s 
members a commensu-
rate reduction in pay, and 
another more compre-
hensive measure dubbed 
the “Leadership Ac-
countability Initiative.”

The latter measure 
called for reversing the 
county’s 2010 move 
which changed the title 
and authority of the 
county chief administra-
tive officer to the county 
chief executive officer, 
which had also con-
ferred on the post higher 
pay. The Leadership Ac-
countability Initiative 
eliminated the chief ex-
ecutive officer post and 
reestablished the county 
administrator position, 
pegged compensation of 
elected officials – super-
visors, sheriff, district 
attorney, treasurer/audi-
tor/controller and asses-
sor – to a multiple of the 
median family income 
in the region, and elimi-
nated increased accrual 
of retirement benefits by 
elected officials. The ini-
tiative further sought to 
restrict bloat within the 
county’s governmental 
structure by placing a per 
capita limit on the num-
ber of county employees. 
It was also intended to 
require the supervisors 
use every legal means 
available to ensure coun-
ty government employee 
pay and benefits were 
equal to private industry 
pay and benefits in the 

San Bernardino County 
jurisdiction.

After the initiative 
proposals were submit-
ted in 2017 to the coun-
ty’s stable of in-house 
lawyers, known as the 
office of county coun-
sel, the county sued the 
initiatives’ proponents, 
claiming the initiatives 
violated the California 
Constitution, the cur-
rent legal authority of 
the supervisors, and the 
single subject rule for 
initiatives. In its lawsuit, 
the county contended it 
therefore should not be 
required to complete its 
ministerial duty of pro-
viding a ballot title and 
summary for the initia-
tive proposals.

At that point, the Red 
Brennan Group post-
poned its efforts, consult-
ing with legal authorities 
before proceeding.

Following that legal 

guidance and a delay of 
more than a year-and-a-
half, it resumed its ef-
forts, and began circu-
lating a petition last year 
to force a referendum 
on a measure to reduce 
the total compensation 
of each of the members 
of the board of super-
visors to $5,000 per 
month and limit them to 
a single four-year term. 
The group gathered 
75,132 signatures, which 
were affixed to copies 
of the petition. Those 
documents, consisting 
of 10,121 pages, were 
handed over to the San 
Bernardino County Reg-
istrar of Voters Office on 
March 20, 2020.

Registrar of Voters 
Bob Page thereafter car-
ried out an exacting “3% 
random sample” exami-
nation of the signatures, 
in which 2,255 were 
scrutinized. Of those, 

George Air Force Base 
after it was shuttered in 
1992. 

When Caldwell re-
tired from the city coun-
cil in 2010, he did so as 
one of the longest serv-
ing continuously elected 
officials in California at 
that time. The councils 
he led were cohesive ones 
that had little turnover 
among their member-
ships, and he maintained 
that easy camaraderie 
among its members by 
the formation of political 
alliances that kept those 
members in office for 
term after term. He also 
pursued a policy of rotat-
ing the mayoralty among 
council members on a 
constant basis, satisfying 
the egos and personal 
ambition of all involved. 

The first fissure in 
Victorville’s solid Re-

publican political edifice 
manifested in 2008 when 
Robert Hunter, a member 
of Caldwell’s coalition, 
was challenged by an-
other Republican, Ryan 
McEachron. Funded by 
major Republican Party 
contributor William F. 
“Buck” Johns, the forces 
supporting Hunter en-
gaged in a vicious at-
tack upon McEachron 
in an effort to prevent 
his election. Ultimate-
ly, however, the high-
ly negative campaign 
against McEachron 
failed, and he ousted 
Hunter. Thereafter, even 
though Johns came to 
accept McEachron into 
the Victorville Republi-
can Party establishment, 
the conviviality among 
Republicans on the city 
council began to wane. 
The 2010 election of An-
gela Valles, a Republican 
who developed an en-
mity toward McEachron 
and Rudy Cabralles, 
another member of the 
Republican establish-
ment who was a long-
time member of the city 

council, led to a further 
degradation of the politi-
cal atmosphere in Vic-
torville, and served as an 
object demonstration to 
the Democrats that Re-
publicans there were not 
invulnerable. In 2012, 
Cox, who had retired as 
city manager in 1999 and 
then came back to serve 
as city manager for two 
years in 2008 to 2010, 
ran successfully for the 
council, and was imme-
diately elevated into the 
mayoral position, from 
which he attempted, 
sometimes successfully 
and sometimes not, to re-
store civility to the city’s 
governance. 

In 2016, Gomez was 
elected to the council, 
ousting McEachron in 
doing so. A Democrat 
among Republicans and 
unfamiliar with parlia-
mentary protocol and 
less than deferential to 
the political hierarchy, 
Gomez immediately 
clashed with her coun-
cil colleagues as well as 
senior staff, developing 
a prickly relationship 

with virtually everyone 
at City Hall in a way that 
made Valles, who had 
left the council in 2014, 
seem as if she had been 
Miss Congeniality. Go-
mez found herself sharp-
ly at odds with Council-
man Eric Negrete and 
Gloria Garcia, who had 
succeeded Cox as mayor 
in 2014. On occasions, 
the contretemps between 
Garcia and Gomez had 
grown so acute that Go-
mez was removed from 
the council meetings. 
Gomez had run-ins with 
Councilman Jim Kenne-
dy as well, and on occa-
sion tested the patience 
of Cox, whose lifelong 
approach to governance 
was a study in civil-
ity and propriety. When 
Kennedy was succeeded 
by Councilwoman Debra 
Jones, Gomez had a se-
ries of dust-ups with her.

Along with Jones in 
2018, Rita Ramirez, a 
Democrat, was elected 
to the council, displac-
ing Negrete, a sign that 
the Republican grip on 
Victorville was slipping. 

Despite another mem-
ber of her party join-
ing the council, Gomez 
made little headway in 
being able to influence 
her colleagues, and vir-
tually every cause she 
championed during her 
first two years and then 
her second two years on 
the council was met with 
stony silence. Rarely 
did her motions receive 
a second, and virtually 
never did her sugges-
tions of action receive 
majority support. From 
2014 until this year, Gar-
cia maintained posses-
sion of the mayor’s gav-
el, and there was never 
any serious discussion of 
rotating Gomez into the 
ceremonial chairwom-
anship of the council. 

In this year’s election, 
Cox opted out of seek-
ing reelection. Both Go-
mez and Garcia vied in 
the race, which featured 
a whopping 19 other 
candidates, such that 21 
hopefuls were seeking 
three positions on the 
council. Among those 
competing in the race 

were the Republicans 
Negrete and McEachron. 
Despite the hostility felt 
toward Gomez by the 
Victorville political and 
governmental establish-
ment, she was returned 
to the council in con-
vincing fashion, finish-
ing second and well 
ahead of the third place 
finisher, Leslie Irving, 
while Garcia, a Republi-
can, lost, as did Negrete 
and McEachron. Taking 
first place was Elizabeth 
Becerra. In this way, Go-
mez, first elected in 2016, 
is now the longest-serv-
ing member on the coun-
cil, having been there 
for two more years than 
Jones and Ramirez. Of 
note is that the council, 
which is now composed 
of Leslie Irving, Debra 
Jones, Liz Becerra, Rita 
Ramirez and Gomez, 
is entirely composed of 
women. Furthermore, it 
now, for the first time in 
two generations, consists 
of a majority of Demo-
crats. 
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Upland Establishing 
Pattern Of Avoid-
ing Environmental 
Impact Reports On 
Development Proj-
ects  from front page

ports to certify that the 
California Environmen-
tal Quality Act would be 
adhered to in their con-
struction. Instead, those 
projects were subject 
to the mitigated nega-
tive declaration process. 
A mitigated negative 
declaration utilizes the 
city’s elected officials 
in the form of the city 
council or the appointed 
members of the plan-
ning commission to sign 
off on an assurance that 
the consequences of the 
project will not adverse-
ly impact the district 
wherein those projects 
are to be placed, nearby 
neighborhoods or the 
city overall, nor over-
whelm the infrastructure 
and utilities serving the 
area.

In the cases of both 
the Bridge/Amazon and 
Villa Serena projects, 
there were significant 
numbers of Upland resi-
dents who believed those 
undertakings repre-
sented potential and real 
untoward impacts on 
the surrounding neigh-
borhoods, districts and 
city as a whole. They 
formed citizens com-
mittees – Upland Com-
munity First and Friends 
of Upland Wetlands, re-
spectively – which sued 
the city over the project 
approvals, seeking re-
scission of the project 
approvals until such time 
as the city carried out a 
full-blown environmen-
tal impact report with re-
gard to each before again 
considering them and 
granting them an entitle-
ment to proceed. Both 
projects remain tied up 
in the courts.

Of note was that both 
the Bridge/Amazon and 
Villa Serena projects had 
been processed by the 
city’s development ser-
vices/planning division, 
under the leadership of 
Upland Development 
Services Director Robert 
Dalquest. Dalquest has 
cultivated a reputation 
for indulging the devel-
opment community in its 
efforts to obtain project 
approval through allow-
ing proposed projects to 
proceed using the least 
exacting methods of ob-
taining environmental 
certification, such as a 
mitigated negative decla-
ration, rather than a full-
fledged environmental 

impact report, which 
is much more compre-
hensive and much more 
expensive for the propo-
nent. Many Upland resi-
dents had, accordingly, 
developed concerns that 
the city was in this way 
allowing builders and the 
development commu-
nity to cut corners with 
regard to incorporating 
into their projects ele-
ments that would elimi-
nate, decrease, lessen or 
offset the impacts those 
developments would 
have on already exist-
ing and future nearby 
homes, businesses and 
properties as well as the 
infrastructure in the im-
mediate area of where 
the new development 
was to occur. This in-
cluded impacts on streets 
and traffic, air and water 
quality, use of utilities, 
and other ambient condi-
tions.

When the city plan-
ning and development 
services divisions took 
up the application by Yel-
low Iron Development to 
construct what was de-
scribed as a warehouse 
on the south side of 11th 

Street between Central 
Avenue and Monte Vista 
Avenue, a cross section 
of residents already had 
misgivings that city offi-
cials with discretion over 
the matter would evince 
greater concern for the 
developer and the senti-
ments of a decidedly pro-
development city council 
headed by Mayor Debbie 
Stone than for the resi-
dents of the area. When 
the approval of the proj-
ect was delegated to the 
planning commission, 
an appointed rather than 
an elected body, the dis-
trust of city officials and 
Dalquest heightened.

At issue was that 
across 11th Street to the 
north and slightly to the 
west was the existing 
and nearly completed 
Harvest residential sub-
division with 318 dwell-
ing units, while across 
the street slightly to the 
east was the site for the 
approved-but-yet-to-be-
initiated Enclave de-
velopment, which is to 
consist of 192 condomin-
iums and townhomes.

City officials had done 
little to notify or alarm 
the existing residents 
within the Harvest neigh-
borhood that a ware-
house facility, which 
could involve, variously, 
light industrial manufac-
turing activity or ware-
housing and distribution 
operations or some other 
type of industrial func-
tions, was on the verge 

of being permitted to set 
up shop within shouting 
distance of their homes.

An issue that was not 
fully addressed by Dal-
quest and the remainder 
of city staff in its prepa-
ration for the documen-
tation for the proposed 
project’s consideration at 
the November 18 meet-
ing was the intensity of 
use that will take place 
in, at and around the 
facility once it is built. 
Based on the city staff 
report and Yellow Iron 
Development’s repre-
sentations, the eventual 
use was to relate to some 
order of a distribution 
operation rather than a 
manufacturing one.

An analysis of known 
and indefinite factors 
relating to the project 
and the property upon 
which it is proposed to 
stand indicated that the 
eventual tenant would 
be called upon to spend 
roughly $92,000 in basic 
rent per month or $1.1 
million per year to oc-
cupy the proposed build-
ing, based upon a $1 per 
square foot per month 
rental cost, which falls 
within the average rate 
in Southern California. 
Leasing would only be 
a percentage of a ware-
house’s operating costs. 
In addition, other cost 
elements to open the 
doors of a warehouse 
or distribution facility 
and make it operational 
would be involved, in-
cluding but not limited to 
the provision of utilities, 
purchase of and debt ser-
vice for the acquisition 
of equipment, vehicles 
and furnishings, plant 
maintenance, insurance, 
taxes and personnel. 
These combined costs 
could zoom to as much 
as $500,000 per month. 
In order to meet this fi-
nancial burden, an ener-
getic and intensive ware-
house operation would 
be required, entailing 
trucks flowing in and out 
all day long, perhaps in 
three shifts per day. Yet, 
based upon what was 
said at the November 18 
meeting, the eventual 
tenant was to be prevent-
ed, from the outstart, 
from operating more 
than a very small num-
ber of trucks, including 
those engaged in bring-
ing merchandise into the 
warehouse and vehicles 
loaded with merchan-
dise being dispatched 
from the warehouse for 
either wholesale or retail 
delivery. This limitation 
seemed as if it was going 
to reduce considerably 
the number of entities 

that would be willing to 
locate on the property, 
since the ability to gener-
ate sufficient income as a 
going concern involved 
in warehousing and de-
livery would likewise be 
diminished, perhaps to 
below that which would 
be profitable.

During the November 
18 public hearing for the 
warehouse project, none 
of the residents of the 
Harvest neighborhood 
were present to provide 
input or offer their reac-
tion to the project pro-
posal, either as a show 
of protest or reservation 
with regard to its poten-
tial impacts or support 
for its placement less 
than one-fortieth of a 
mile from the entrance 
into their gated commu-
nity.

The November 18 
meeting agenda entailed 
staff’s presentation of 
the project, including 
its recommendation that 
the project be given go-
ahead, a public hearing 
in which city residents 
and any others could be 
heard with regard to the 
issue, a vote which was 
to be joined in by mem-
bers of the Airport Land 
Use Committee with re-
gard to a finding that the 
project is consistent with 
the Cable Airport Land 
Use Compatibility Plan, 
a vote to make a miti-
gated negative declara-
tion that the project is in 
compliance with the Cal-
ifornia Environmental 
Quality Act, and a vote 
to approve the develop-
ment plan for the project.

Entirely foreclosed 
was the possibility that 
a comprehensive envi-
ronmental impact report 
for the project would be 
completed. Indeed, dur-
ing the public hearing, 
Yellow Iron Develop-
ment’s principal, Tony 
Spinrad, asserted his 
initial position that no 
environmental study of 
any sort was needed for 
the project.

“This is not a 50-
acre site,” Spinrad said. 
“There are not 1,400 
parking spots on here. 
There are 11 truck posi-
tions, and so this isn’t 
going to be thousands of 
vehicles on the streets. 
This is going to be what 
we’ve studied. It’s a rela-
tively small site. It’s un-
der five acres. The build-
ing is less than a hundred 
thousand square feet. 
So initially, we came in 
and we were hoping to 
do a CEQA [California 
Environmental Qual-
ity Act] exemption, and 
[Upland Associate Plan-

ner] Joshua Winter, Bob 
[Dalquest] and the city, 
they felt it was important 
to do the studies, and so, 
I think they’ve done a 
great job, and I appreci-
ated working with them 
this year.”

In Spinrad’s parlance, 
the term “studies” meant 
data assembled for the 
planning commission to 
make its mitigated nega-
tive declaration, rather 
than an actual environ-
mental impact report.

After Upland Land 
Use Committee Mem-
ber Ronald Campbell 
joined with the planning 
commission in making a 
finding that the proposed 
project is consistent with 
the Cable Airport Land 
Use Compatibility Plan, 
the commission moved 
its focus to whether mak-
ing a mitigated negative 
declaration was suffi-
cient to give the project 
environmental certifica-
tion.

The planning com-
mission as a whole on 
November 18 came 
across as relatively cav-
alier with regard to its 
role of looking after the 
interests of the nearby 
residents who would, 
upon the completion of 
the project, have to live 
with its impact, though 
a two-member minor-
ity of that panel – Gary 
Schwary and Christine 
Caldwell – gave indica-
tion they were sensitive 
to the land use incompat-
ibility represented by a 
warehouse being located 
close to more than 500 
homes. Both Schwary 
and Caldwell opposed 
providing the project 
with a negative declara-
tion. In her comments, 
Caldwell voiced the 
view that a warehouse 
proximate to the exist-
ing Harvest subdivision 
with its 318 dwelling 
units and the approved-
but-yet-to-be-initiated 
Enclave development, 
with 192 condominiums 
and townhomes, was 
an incompatible use. 
The commission, with 
commissioners Robin 
Aspinall, Carolyn An-
derson, Thomas Grahn, 
Serge Mayer and Patrick 
Shim prevailing, voted 
to make the mitigated 
negative declaration for 
the project.

After that vote, the 
discussion on November 
18 turned to the approval 
of the development plan 
review for the project, 
which would be tanta-
mount to approval of the 
project itself and per-
mission for Yellow Iron 
Development to pro-

ceed. It was during his 
interchange with Spin-
rad that Schwary locked 
onto what for many was 
a troubling aspect of the 
warehouse project, that 
being the lack of defini-
tion with regard to the 
project itself.

“We don’t know ex-
actly who our tenant is 
going to be yet,” Spin-
rad said. “We have been 
talking to [prospective] 
tenants.”

The inexactitude of 
the eventual use had 
proven disconcerting 
for more than a smat-
tering of civic activists. 
The zoning on the prop-
erty is light industrial, 
which, according to city 
officials, would allow 
the warehouse, once it is 
completed, to house var-
ious types of operations, 
including manufactur-
ing and a distribution 
facility, although some 
city residents dispute 
the latter. There was an 
incident earlier this year 
in which a conversation 
between Dalquest and 
the current city attorney, 
Steven Flower, that took 
place during a break at a 
council meeting was cap-
tured on the audio por-
tion of the video of that 
meeting. The exchange 
between Dalquest and 
Flower demonstrated 
that neither of them were 
fully convinced that a 
distribution facility is al-
lowable under the city’s 
light industrial designa-
tion. During the Novem-
ber 18 meeting, Steve 
Bierbaum, an Upland 
resident, suggested that 
the city’s light industrial 
zoning did not square 
with that of a warehouse 
facility, from which doz-
ens, scores or even hun-
dreds of vehicles might 
be dispatched on a dai-
ly basis, and to which 
large trucks, including 
18-wheelers, would be 
making frequent deliv-
eries. Dalquest offered a 
statement to indicate that 
the city’s light industrial 
zoning description could 
be stretched or be inter-
preted to permit ware-
house uses.

Despite his acknowl-
edgment that the facil-
ity was going to be some 
order of distribution 
warehouse, Spinrad at-
tempted to downplay the 
intensity of vehicle traf-
fic that use would gen-
erate. Indeed, so intent 
was he in minimalizing 
that aspect of the opera-
tions that were to even-
tually take place at the 
site, he may have inad-
vertently triggered scru-
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The Trick Supervi-
sors Used In 2012 
To Maintain Their 
Pay Grade Did Not 
Work In 2020  from  
page 2
1,840 were found to be 
the valid signatures of 
registered county voters 
and 415 were what Page 
deemed “insufficient.” 
He found among the valid 
signatures one duplicate. 
Thus, Page projected, 
were the full 75,132 sig-
natures to be examined, 
60,228 would be deter-
mined to be valid. The 
three percent sampling 
standard can be used to 
certify an initiative peti-
tion drive, Page indicat-
ed, if the sampling pro-
jection shows that more 
than 110 percent of the 
required number of vot-
er signatures have been 
attained. The 60,228 
signatures was equal 
to 112.1 percent of the 
53,725 signatures needed 
to qualify a countywide 
initiative. On that basis, 
Page certified the initia-
tive the Red Brennan 
Group was sponsoring to 
be eligible for placement 
on the November 3, 2020 
ballot. The board of su-
pervisors temporized 
for two months there-
after, throughout much 
of April, all of May and 
well into June, doing so 
in order to provide then-
County Chief Executive 
Officer Gary McBride, 
then-Chief County Op-
erating Officer Leonard 
Hernandez, their staffs 
and the office of county 
counsel time to research 
and come up with some 
grounds upon which 
to prevent the measure 
from being placed be-
fore the county’s voters. 
When no such basis for 
keeping the measure off 
the ballot emerged, the 
board on June 23, 2020, 
openly expressing their 
beliefs that Measure K’s 
reduction in salary and 
one term restriction on 
the time a member of the 
board can serve is con-

trary to the principles 
of good governance and 
the interests of San Ber-
nardino County’s resi-
dents, reluctantly voted 
to have the registrar of 
voters process its place-
ment on the ballot. Then, 
seeking to replicate the 
success the board had in 
2012 in stymieing Red 
Brennan and Eric Stein-
man in their effort to re-
duce the pay of the board 
members, the board used 
its authority as a sitting 
elected body to offer 
the voters an alternative 
“charter reform mea-
sure,” which was aimed 
at preventing the gist of 
Measure K – the pay re-
duction to $60,000 per 
year and the limitation of 
supervisors to one term 
– from taking effect.

Having come to a 
determination that the 
county’s existing char-
ter is antiquated and in 
need of revamping, the 
supervisors placed a 
measure aimed at what 
was called the redraft-
ing of the county charter 
on the ballot, voting on 
July 14 and again on July 
28 to place their charter 
reform initiative on the 
November 3 ballot, just 
in time to meet the  coun-
ty registrar of voters of-
fice’s August 7 deadline 
for the submission of 
items to be placed before 
the voters. Though there 
had been scant discus-
sion of charter changes 
previously and no ex-
pression of a public con-
sensus on what elements 
of the charter should be 
redressed, the office of 
county counsel virtually 
overnight delivered the 
language for the charter 
reform initiative for the 
board to approve on July 
14.

Of tremendous impor-
tance, the board said, was 
modernizing the charter 
to eliminate what is now 
considered outdated and 
genderist language, such 
as the charter’s reference 
to the board’s designated 
leader as “chairman” 
and what “his” duties 

consist of. Further, since 
the current charter did 
not directly address the 
compensation the super-
visors receive, their level 
of pay was deemed an 
important issue for the 
redraft. There was no 
public discussion of an 
appropriate remunera-
tion level. Rather, the 
office of county coun-
sel, working from the 
premise that the super-
visors current salary of 
$163,000, augmentation/
add-on pay of roughly 
$17,000 and benefits of 
$77,000 for a total an-
nual compensation of 
$257,000 is what the 
supervisors deserve, 
hit upon setting the su-
pervisors’ salaries at 80 
percent of the salary of 
a Superior Court judge 
and making their ben-
efits equal to that pro-
vided to county depart-
ment heads. In this way, 
the board of supervisors’ 
charter reform measure 
called for having the su-
pervisors pulling down 
$260,000 to $290,000 per 
year in total annual com-
pensation, depending 
upon the amount of fur-
ther/add-on pay they are 
provided with. In addi-
tion, Measure J clarified 
an ambiguity contained 
in Measure P, which set 
a three-term limit. Those 
looking at the language 
of Measure P said it left 
open the possibility that 
a supervisor serving in 
one district for the three 
term limit could there-
after relocate his or her 
residence to another dis-
trict and seek election to 
the board there. Measure 
J clarified that a single 
individual was limited to 
three terms total on the 
board, no matter which 
district he or she repre-
sented.

Just as was the case 
in 2012 when the coun-
ty’s alternative reform 
measure was given the 
designation of Measure 
Q, placing it on a high-
er position on the bal-
lot than Red Brennan’s 
Measure R despite the 

consideration that Bren-
nan’s initiative was sub-
mitted first, this year the 
registrar of voters desig-
nated the county board 
of supervisors’ petition 
Measure J, placing it 
above the Red Brennan 
Group’s Measure K.

Analysis of voter be-
havior demonstrates 
that when casting their 
ballots with regard to 
competing candidates or 
initiatives, voters statis-
tically favor the candi-
date or measure higher 
up on the ballot.

Under state law, in a 
circumstance in which 
two measures that have 
conflicting provisions 
pass, that which obtains 
the most votes goes into 
effect with regard to 
those conflicts the mea-
sures involve. It was the 
county board of super-
visors’ hope that if both 
Measure J and Measure 
K were given approval 
by the voters, Measure 
J would garner more 
votes, and thus it would 
be the controlling deter-
minant pertaining to the 
supervisors’ pay level.

As it turned out, Mea-
sure K passed by such 
an overwhelming mar-
gin that its one-term 
restriction and $60,000 
total compensation 
provision trumped the 
three-term and $260,000 
to $290,000 per year in 
total annual compensa-
tion elements of Mea-
sure J. According to the 
final certified results of 
the November 3 vote 
provided by the San 
Bernardino County Reg-
istrar of Voters, voters 
approved Measure J by a 
10,640 vote margin with 
378,964 or 50.72 per-
cent of the 747,188 votes 
counted in favor of the 
initiative versus 368,224 
votes or 49.28 percent 
cast against it. Measure 
K, meanwhile, was fa-
vored by better than a 
two-to-one margin of 
the 772,282 votes cast, 
as 516,184 votes or 66.84 
percent endorsed the ini-
tiative and 256,098 votes 

or 33.16 percent were re-
corded in opposition.

Unwilling to accept 
the prospect that their 
pay was to be reduced 
to less than one-fourth 
of what they were at 
that point receiving, the 
board of supervisors the 
day after the election re-
sults were certified took 
legal action to prevent 
Measure K from being 
implemented. Of note 
was that the board of su-
pervisors did not sue the 
Red Brennan Group nor 
Nadia Renner, who was 
the individual who had 
sponsored Measure K 
and signed the applica-
tion to take it to a vote, but 
rather their own employ-
ee, Clerk of the Board 
of Supervisors Lynna 
Monell. Represented by 
attorneys Bradley Hertz, 
James Sutton and Nicho-
las Sanders, the board 
filed a petition for a writ 
of mandate in San Ber-
nardino County Superior 
Court on December 2 
seeking an order of the 
court that Monell not 
take any action which 
would implement Mea-
sure K’s provisions.

According to the 
petition for a writ of 
mandate, Measure K is 
fatally flawed because 
it “violates California 
Constitution Article XI, 
Section l(b) by seeking 
to set supervisor com-
pensation via citizen 
initiative.” The peti-
tion for a writ of man-
date further states that 
“Measure K must not 
be implemented because 
it exceeds the initiative 
power of the electorate 
by intruding on matters 
that are exclusively del-
egated to the governing 
body, in this case the 
San Bernardino County 
Board of Supervisors.” 
The petition for a writ 
of mandate asserts that 
Measure K must not be 
implemented because its 
“term limit provision for 
members of the county 
board of supervisors vio-
lates the First and Four-
teenth Amendments to 

the United States Consti-
tution” and “impermis-
sibly infringes on voters’ 
and incumbents’ First 
and Fourteenth Amend-
ment rights.” Addition-
ally, the writ of mandate 
maintains Measure K 
violates what Hertz, Sut-
ton and Sanders termed 
“the single subject rule” 
pertaining to voter initia-
tives and that “Measure 
K must not be imple-
mented because it does 
not embrace a single 
subject.” The petition for 
a writ of mandate quotes 
California Constitution, 
Article II, Section 8(d), 
stating, “Ballot initia-
tives are prohibited from 
‘embracing more than a 
single subject.’”

Citing the 1976 case 
of Meldrim v. Board 
of Supervisors of Con-
tra Costa County and 
the 1999 case of Jahr v. 
Casebeer, Hertz, Sutton 
and Sanders asserted, 
“Courts have recognized 
that [California Constitu-
tion] Article XI, Section 
1 (b) provides that only 
county boards of super-
visors have the right to 
set supervisor salaries, 
and that such salaries 
may not be set by citizen 
initiative. Section 4(b) 
affirms Section l(b)’s 
limited grant of power, 
and both of these sec-
tions were amended in 
the State Constitution in 
1970 via Proposition 12, 
entitled ‘Compensation 
of County Supervisors.’ 
Proposition 12 removed 
the power to set county 
supervisors’ salaries 
from the California State 
Legislature and vested 
such power in the boards 
of supervisors. Section 
4(b) provides that if a 
county charter includes 
a provision that compen-
sation is to be set by leg-
islative action, then only 
the county’s governing 
body may do so. Section 
4(b) does not modify or 
otherwise affect Sec-
tion l(b)’s provision that 
supervisor compensa-
tion may be set only by 
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Schwary Smokes 
Out The Truth 
About Intensity Of 
Use At Warehouse 
By Focusing On 
Hours Of Operation  
from  page 3

Continued on Page 11

tiny of the project that 
would ultimately lead to 
its rejection by the plan-
ning commission this 
week, on December 9. 
A representation made 
by both Spinrad and city 
staff at the November 18 
planning commission 
hearing was that the to-
tal vehicle trips into and 
out of the facility per day 
would be limited to no 
more than 250. Accord-
ing to statements made 
during the course of the 
meeting, the “equivalent 
total” of vehicles antici-
pated at the warehouse is 
214 daily, including 130 
involving passenger cars 
and 34 involving trucks, 
specifically six two-axle 
trucks, eight three axle 
trucks and a quantity of 
20 four-axle trucks, the 
last of these presumed to 
be 18-wheelers. That en-
tailed what was for many 
observers a glaring para-
dox: How could Spin-
rad, who said he had no 
idea of who the eventual 
tenant at the warehouse 
would be, they asked, 
know how little or how 
much truck and delivery 
vehicle traffic into and 
out of the warehouse fa-
cility would take place?

During the November 
18 planning commission 
hearing, Spinrad evinced 
a willingness to reassure 
the members of the plan-
ning commission that the 
eventual operation at the 
warehouse, whatever it 
entailed, would not be an 
onerous one and would 
not impinge on the near-
by properties. In this 
way, the 214-vehicle/34-
truck limitation claim 
seemed to have evolved 
out of an apparent con-
cern with regard to the 
facility’s proximity to 
the Harvest and Enclave 
subdivisions. In a clever 
ploy at deflection, Spin-
rad offered that proposed 
limitation with the cave-
at that if the operations 
at the warehouse could 
not confine themselves 
to the 250 vehicle trips 
per day limit, either Yel-
low Iron Development 
or the tenant would be 
willing to be bound by 
a requirement to return 
to the planning com-
mission to seek clear-
ance, which might not 
necessarily be granted, 

to increase that truck ac-
tivity. This immediately 
struck many of those in 
attendance at the meet-
ing as implausible, and a 
manipulation of the ap-
proval process that was 
intended to allow a far 
more onerous degree of 
activity that would be 
incompatible with the 
project’s surroundings 
than was being openly 
acknowledged at the 
meeting. The developer 
was seeking approval of 
a project in which the 
exact nature of the op-
eration and the precise or 
even approximate num-
ber of vehicles it would 
entail was unknown. 
The apparent plan was 
to get the planning com-
mission’s assent for Yel-
low Iron Development to 
proceed with the project 
on the basis of the repre-
sentation that the even-
tual operations at the 
facility would involve 
only a modest degree 
of added truck traffic, 
with a clause built into 
the project approval that 
would allow the truck 
travel into and out of 
the facility to dramati-
cally escalate once the 
building was built and 
the warehouse/delivery 
operations were in place. 
The calculation was that 
the planning commission 
or city council in the fu-
ture would not be likely 
to deny that request for 
an increase in vehicular 
intensity if that meant 
shutting down an op-
eration that was up and 
running and employing 
hundreds of drivers and 
warehouse workers.

While few in the Up-
land community were fo-
cused on the warehouse 
proposal, the relative 
handful of people who 
were had come to the 
conclusion that Yellow 
Iron Development and 
Spinrad were purpose-
fully under-representing 
the intensity of the future 
use of the property in an 
effort to obtain an en-
titlement for Yellow Iron 
Development to proceed. 
Given Dalquest’s experi-
ence and level of sophis-
tication, it was highly 
unlikely that he could 
have misunderstood the 
situation or that the ne-
cessity of Yellow Iron 
Development’s tenant 
engaging in a very inten-
sive use of the property 
could have escaped him. 
The circumstance im-
plied that Dalquest and 
city staff were know-
ingly going along with 
the misrepresentation as 
to the intensity of use at 
the proposed warehouse, 

knowing that once oper-
ations were at full swing 
there, vehicle trips into 
and out of the facility 
will approach or exceed 
a thousand per day.

Among those address-
ing the planning com-
mission on November 18 
with regard to the Yellow 
Iron warehouse proposal 
was Carlos Garcia, who 
was elected on Novem-
ber 3 to fill the vacant 
position on the city coun-
cil representing Upland’s 
Third District, in which 
the proposed Yellow 
Iron Development ware-
house project site and 
the Harvest and Enclave 
subdivisions are located. 
Speaking as an Upland 
resident rather than in 
his role as councilman-
elect, Garcia told the 
planning commission he 
believed the warehouse 
would have an impact 
on the neighborhood, 
and he expressed the 
view that the warehouse 
as proposed does not fit 
the light industrial busi-
ness park description 
contained in the city’s 
zoning code and, as 
such, is an incompatible 
use adjacent to a resi-
dential neighborhood. 
Of the truck traffic the 
warehouse will gener-
ate, Garcia said, “There 
is one way in and one 
way out,” noting, “We 
have already seen 18 
wheelers on 11th Street.” 
Garcia further alluded 
to the mystery relating 
to who will actually oc-
cupy the warehouse once 
it is built, saying Yellow 
Iron Development was 
“creating a project there, 
but do we have a tenant? 
There is nothing solid or 
concrete. There is noth-
ing to tell us what is ac-
tually moving in there, 
so we can know the im-
pact.”

On November 18, 
Planning Commissioner 
Schwary alluded to the 
disconnect between what 
Spinrad was saying he 
was proposing and how 
the project would even-
tually prove out once it 
was built. In this respect, 
Dalquest appeared to be 
providing Yellow Iron a 
certain degree of wiggle 
room by saying that if it 
turned out in the future 
that the eventual ten-
ant needed to utilize the 
property with a greater 
degree of intensity than 
was being conceded 
that evening, the ten-
ant would be obliged to 
return to the planning 
commission to seek per-
mission to intensify the 
use.

Schwary dryly stated 

that such under-rep-
resentations had been 
made to the planning 
commission in the past. 
“We’ve kind of had a 
crash course on this re-
cently,” Schwary said. 
He then gave indication 
that there was, for him, 
too much vagary in what 
Spinrad and Yellow Iron 
were offering, which the 
eventual tenant at the 
warehouse would be able 
to drive, literally, scores 
or even hundreds of 
Mack trucks through on 
a daily basis.

“I think that what 
needs to be done is to 
give a clearer, more de-
finitive number for the 
residents on how many 
trucks are going to come 
in,” Schwary said.

Politely, Schwary ref-
erenced the somewhat 
absurd suggestion Spin-
rad had made in seek-
ing to minimize the 
intensity of use at the 
92,275-square foot ware-
house building by refer-
ring to it as a “mom and 
pop” operation, oblique-
ly indicating his skepti-
cism.

“I understand when 
you don’t have a ten-
ant you don’t know that, 
but then I hear mom and 
pop,” Schwary said. “We 
need to go beyond that.”

Schwary reacted to 
Spinrad’s statement that 
he would be able to get 
the eventual tenant to 
erect signs near or at the 
exit from the warehouse 
property instructing 
truck drivers not to tran-
sit through the nearby 
residential neighbor-
hoods or the streets adja-
cent to them.

“You can put ups signs 
all you want, but we 
know that truck drivers 
will just want to get to 
where they go quickly,” 
he said. Schwary then 
asked of the city’s legal 
counsel, “Can we fine 
the tenant if these trucks 
don’t go the route?” That 
did not provoke a defini-
tive response. Schwary 
then said, “There is no 
need for any residents to 
have trucks go through 
their neighborhood. I 
want to see a limit on 
the amount of trucks, but 
we can’t do that until we 
know what kind of ten-
ant you have.”

Though the com-
mission did sign off on 
the mitigated negative 
declaration for the proj-
ect earlier in the meet-
ing, the commission, at 
Schwary’s prompting, 
postponed until the De-
cember 9 planning com-
mission meeting voting 
with regard to the devel-

opment plan review for 
the project. Still, based 
upon the comments of 
the commissioners, in-
cluding Schwary, ap-
proval of the project at 
the December 9 meet-
ing seemed virtually 
assured, with Spinrad 
needing only to flesh out 
a few particulars with re-
gard to the nature of the 
operations that would 
eventually be housed in 
the warehouse, and pro-
vide definite numbers 
in terms of the trucks 
bringing material in and 
delivery vans being dis-
patched from the ware-
house.

The December 9 
meeting was held re-
motely by means of a 
video/audio hook-up 
rather than at City Hall, 
in deference to the recent 
coronavirus pandemic 
flare-up. It appeared 
the project was rapidly 
advancing toward ap-
proval. It was reported 
that no definite tenant to 
occupy the warehouse 
had yet been found, but 
it was claimed that an as-
surance could be given 
to the community with 
regard to a reduction in 
truck traffic emanating 
from the warehouse. The 
estimation of 214-vehi-
cles, of which 34 would 
be trucks, operating out 
of the facility had been 
scaled back, the com-
mission was told, such 
that “the project would 
generate a total of 164 
vehicle trips, inclusive of 
130 passenger cars and 
34 truck trips,” accord-
ing to a visual display 
provided by Associate 
Planner Joshua Winter.  
According to that same 
graphic, “Actual peak 
hour trips [would consist 
of] ten passenger vehi-
cles and one truck trips” 
in the morning and “14 
passenger vehicles, three 
four-axle trucks and one 
three-axle truck trips” in 
the afternoon or evening. 
Staff again recommend-
ed that the development 
plan be approved.

Schwary at once 
raised the issue of the 
hours of operation at the 
facility. The conditions 
of project approval put 
forth by staff stated that 
the hours of operation 
were not limited.

“It’s not something 
they were willing or 
wanting to implement 
on this project because 
they don’t want to limit 
any future tenant,” Josh-
ua Winter, the associate 
planner for the city who 
had shepherded Yellow 
Iron through the applica-
tion process said of the 

request that operational 
hours be limited. “I 
didn’t want to add that as 
a burden in getting ten-
ants into the building.”

For observers, the ap-
plicant’s unwillingness 
to specify the hours of 
operation was an indi-
cation that Spinrad had 
been prevaricating about 
the intensity of use the 
project would entail.

Schwary said some 
order of binding restric-
tions had to be placed on 
the trucks.  “It’s not fair 
to the residents to have 
trucks going through 
their neighborhood,” he 
said.

Momentarily divert-
ing the focus from the 
hours of operation, Dal-
quest suggested the city 
could specify a truck 
route using instructions 
to the truck drivers and 
signage, and employ the 
city’s code enforcement 
division and fines to en-
sure compliance. Winter 
said that the fines could 
be imposed on the opera-
tor and property owner 
in addition to the drivers. 
Schwary countered that 
it was unrealistic to think 
that an already thinly 
staffed and overwhelmed 
code enforcement divi-
sion could ride herd on 
all of the truck traffic 
emanating form the site. 
“I want to make sure we 
do everything possible 
to make it less of a bur-
den on the residents,” 
Schwary said. “ So, I 
want to make sure on the 
front end the applicant is 
aware that there is going 
to have to be some kind 
of compromising opera-
tions to make sure the 
residents are protected to 
a degree.”

Upon the public hear-
ing portion of the meet-
ing being initiated, there 
was some interchange 
between the members 
of the commission and 
Spinrad that dwelt for 
the most part on the ad-
justments to the building 
design and landscap-
ing in which the general 
tenor of Sprinrad’s coop-
erative attitude with re-
gard to the commission’s 
suggestions seemed to 
presage approval of the 
project.

The proponent’s pros-
pects turned, however, 
when Spinrad made the 
assertion that “The proj-
ect is a CEQA [California 
Environmental Quality 
Act] exempt site,” stating 
that the project was con-
sistent with the general 
plan and the city’s zon-
ing code, was contained 
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FBN 20200009414    
The following person is doing 

business as: DUARTE’S MITIGA-
TION 777 S. TEMESCAL ST. SPC. 
13 CORONA, CA 92879; VANESSA 
DUARTE 777 S. TEMESCAL ST. 
SPC. 13 CORONA, CA 92879

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ VANESSA DU-
ARTE, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 Statement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 10/13/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 10/16/2020, 
10/23/2020, 10/30/2020, 11/06/2020          
CNBB41202007IR 

FBN 20200010079    
The following person is doing 

business as: BEAUTEBYVEE 829 
W FOOTHILL BLVD, SUITE B 
UPLAND, CA 91786;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 1155 SOUTH RIVER-
SIDE AVENUE, SPACE 97 RIAL-
TO, CA 92376; VIANDA C LOPEZ 
1155 SOUTH RIVERSIDE AVE 
SPACE 97 RIALTO, CA 92376

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ VIANDA C LOPEZ, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 Statement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 10/28/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/20/2020, 
11/27/2020, 12/04/2020, 12/11/2020          
CNBB46202001MT 

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF: BAR-
BARA GILL HOOPER

CASE NO. PROPS 2000831
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be inter-
ested in the will or estate, or both of 
BARBARA GILL HOOPER

A PETITION FOR PROBATE 
has been filed by LINDA DENS-
MORE in the Superior Court of 
California, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO.

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that LINDA DENS-
MORE be appointed as personal 
representative to administer the es-
tate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests au-
thority to administer the estate un-
der 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, how-
ever, the personal representative will 
be required to give notice to interest-
ed persons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the proposed 
action.) The independent admin-
istration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files an 
objection to the petition and shows 

good cause why the court should not 
grant the authority.

A hearing on the petition will be 
held DECEMBER 17, 2020 at 9:00 
a.m. in Dept. No. S-35 at Superior 
Court of California, County of San 
Bernardino, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

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

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

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

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

Filed: NOVEMBER 3, 2020
Attorney for the Petitioner: 

JENNIFER DANIEL
The Law Offices of Jennifer 

Daniel, APC
220 Nordina Street
Redlands, CA 92373
Telephone No: (909) 792-9244
Fax: No: (909) 235-4733
team@lawofficeofjenniferdan-

iel.com
Attorney for Linda Densmore 
Published in the San Bernardi-

no County Sentinel on 11/06, 11/13 
& 11/20, 2020

FBN 20200009878    
The following person is doing 

business as: F&V MOBILE FIBER-
GLASS REPAIR 53161 TWEN-
TYNINE PALMS HIGHWAY 
MORONGO VALLEY, CA 92256; 
FRANCISCO VALENZUELA 
53161 TWENTYNINE PALMS 
HIGHWAY MORONGO VALLEY, 
CA 92256

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ FRANCISCO VA-
LENZUELA, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 Statement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 10/23/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/20/2020, 
11/27/2020, 12/04/2020, 12/11/2020          
CNBB46202002MT 

FBN 20200009876    
The following person is doing 

business as: BIG WEST TOWING 
AND RECOVERY INC. 17316 EL 
MOLINO ST BLOOMINGTON, CA 
92316; BIG WEST TOWING AND 
RECOVERY INC. 17316 EL MOLI-
NO ST BLOOMINGTON, CA 92316

The business is conducted by: A 
CORPORATION 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 

statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ ALEJAN-
DRO J. AVINA, C.E.O                                                                                                                                            
                                 Statement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 10/23/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/20/2020, 
11/27/2020, 12/04/2020, 12/11/2020          
CNBB46202003MT 

FBN 20200009789    
The following person is doing 

business as: GARCIA’S TRENCH 
LESS SOLUTIONS 4265 N F ST 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92407; 
VICTOR H GARCIA ESPINOZA 
4265 N F ST SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92407; HUMBERTO GARCIA 
FLORES JR 4265 N F ST SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 9407

The business is conducted by: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ VICTOR H. GARCIA ES-
PINOZA, GENERAL PARTNER                                                                                                                                          
                                   Statement 
filed with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: 10/21/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/20/2020, 
11/27/2020, 12/04/2020, 12/11/2020          
CNBB46202004MT 

FBN 20200010134    
The following person is doing 

business as: CW & CM TRUCK-
ING LLC 24853 6TH ST SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92410;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS P.O BOX 3208 SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92413]; CW & 
CM TRUCKING LLC 24853 6TH 
ST SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410

The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ MARGIA F. CASTEL-
LON, MANAGING MEMBER                                                                                                                                           
                                  Statement 
filed with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: N/A

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name statement must be 
filed before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself au-
thorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/20/2020, 
11/27/2020, 12/04/2020, 12/11/2020          
CNBB46202006MT 

FBN 20200010113    
The following person is do-

ing business as: TWIST CUTZ 191 
N PLYMOUTH WAY SAN BER-
NARDINP, CA 92408; ANTHONY 

D LOWE 191 N PLYMOUTH WAY 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92408

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ ANTHONY 
D. LOWE, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 Statement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 10/28/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/20/2020, 
11/27/2020, 12/04/2020, 12/11/2020          
CNBB46202007MT 

FBN 20200010466    
The following person is doing 

business as: VM TRUCKING 551 E 
RIVERSIDE DR. APT. 44 ONTAR-
IO, CA 91761; VALENTIN HERRE-
RA BALTAZAR 551 E RIVERSIDE 
DR. APT. 44 ONTARIO, CA 91761

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ VALENTIN HER-
RERA BALTAZAR, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 Statement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/04/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/20/2020, 
11/27/2020, 12/04/2020, 12/11/2020          
CNBB46202008IF 

FBN 20200010479    
The following person is doing 

business as: LAKE ARROWHEAD 
VILLAGE DENTAL GROUP 
28200 HIWAY 189 SUITE 01-250 
LAKE ARROWHEAD, CA 92352;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 292 E 40TH 
STREET, SUITE B SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92404]; ASH M 
DASON, DDS, A PROFESSIONAL 
DENTAL CORPORATION 292 
E 40TH STREET, SUITE B SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92404

The business is conducted by: A 
CORPORATION 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: 06/30/2020

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ ASH MOSES DA-
SON, PRESIDENT                                                                                                                                        
                                     Statement 
filed with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: 11/13/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/20/2020, 
11/27/2020, 12/04/2020, 12/11/2020          
CNBB4620209MT 

FBN 20200010222    
The following person is doing 

business as: L&E MOBILE SER-
VICES 243 N MERIDIAN AVE 
SPC #118 SAN BERNARDINP, CA 
92410; ENGLLEL I ULLOA MAR-
TINEZ 243 N MERIDIAN AVE 
SPC #118 SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92410

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ ENGLLEL I. ULLOA 
MARTINEZ, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 Statement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/03/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/20/2020, 
11/27/2020, 12/04/2020, 12/11/2020          
CNBB46202010MT 

FBN 20200010219    
The following person is doing 

business as: TOP RANK TURF 
22597 BARTON RD SUITE D 
GRAND TERRACE, CA 92313;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 1111 VAL-
LEY SPRING LANE COLTON, CA 
92324]; TOP RANK BUILDING 
MATERIALS INC 22597 BARTON 
RD SUITE A GRAND TERRACE, 
CA 92313

The business is conducted by: A 
CORPORATION 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ ABIE GAR-
CIA JR, PRESIDENT                                                                                                                                        
                                     Statement 
filed with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: 11/03/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/20/2020, 
11/27/2020, 12/04/2020, 12/11/2020          
CNBB46202011MT 

FBN 20200009803   STATE-
MENT OF ABANDONMENT OF 
USE OF FICTICIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME  

The following person is doing 
business as: CASILLAS TRANS-
PORT 1057 ½ W 7TH ST SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92411; DAVID 
CASILLAS 1057 ½ W 7TH ST SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92411

The business is conducted 
by: AN INDIVIDUAL This 
statement was filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
County on 03/12/2018. Original 
File#FBN20180002838

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 

and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ DAVID CASILLAS, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 Statement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 10/21/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/20/2020, 
11/27/2020, 12/04/2020, 12/11/2020          
CNBB46202012MT 

FBN 20200010403    
The following person is doing 

business as: AXLE’S MACHINE 
SHOP 10803 FREMONT AVE STE 
A&B ONTARIO, CA 91761; POR-
TABLE SPINDLE REPAIR SPE-
CIALIST, INC. 10803 FREMONT 
AVE STE A&B ONTARIO, CA 
91761

The business is conducted by: A 
CORPORATION 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ MARK A. TWO-
GOOD, PRESIDENT                                                                                                                                        
                                     Statement 
filed with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: 11/10/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/20/2020, 
11/27/2020, 12/04/2020, 12/11/2020          
CNBB46202013MT 

FBN 20200010312    
The following person is do-

ing business as: LUCIAN’S PIZZA 
33946 YUCAIPA BLVD STE B YU-
CAIPA, CA 92399; MAYALACOB 
LLC 33946 YUCAIPA BLVD STE 
B YUCAIPA, CA 92399

The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ CARLOS I. HERRE-
RA, MANAGING MEMBER                                                                                                                                           
                                  Statement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/05/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/20/2020, 
11/27/2020, 12/04/2020, 12/11/2020          
CNBB46202014MT 

FBN 20200010402    
The following person is doing 

business as: FLOYD TAXI SER-
VICES 43033 HAMPTON DRIVE 

NEWBERRY SPRINGS, CA 
92365;[ MAILING ADDRESS P.O 
BOX #99 NEWBERRY SPRINGS, 
CA 92365]; FLOYD G MISASA 
43033 HAMPTON DRIVE NEW-
BERRY SPRINGS, CA 92365

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ FLOYD G. MISASA, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 Statement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/10/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/20/2020, 
11/27/2020, 12/04/2020, 12/11/2020          
CNBB46202015MT 

FBN 20200010162    
The following person is doing 

business as: EQUITY LG 5861 PINE 
AVE SUITE A-5 CHINO HILLS, 
CA 91709   ROMY CHAVES  5861 
PINE AVE SUITE A-5 CHINO 
HILLS, CA 91709 [and]  LUCAS F 
BARRIOS  5861 PINE AVE SUITE 
A-5 CHINO HILLS, CA 91709

The business is conducted by: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ ROMMY CHAVES                                                                                                                                           
                                  Statement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 10/29/2020 

D5511
I hereby certify that this copy is 

a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name statement must be 
filed before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself au-
thorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/27/2020,  
12/04/2020, 12/11/2020 & 
12/18/2020

FBN 20200010198    
The following person is do-

ing business as: SHORELINE 
MG  5861 PINE AVE SUITE A-5 
CHINO HILLS, CA 91709   ROMY 
CHAVES  5861 PINE AVE SUITE 
A-5 CHINO HILLS, CA 91709 [and]  
LUCAS F BARRIOS  5861 PINE 
AVE SUITE A-5 CHINO HILLS, 
CA 91709

The business is conducted by: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ ROMMY CHAVES
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
10/30/2020 

D5511
I hereby certify that this copy is 

a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
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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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/27/2020,  
12/04/2020, 12/11/2020 & 
12/18/2020

FBN 20200010191    
The following person is do-

ing business as: BRIDGEPOINT 
PG 5861 PINE AVE SUITE A-5 
CHINO HILLS, CA 91709   ROMY 
CHAVES  5861 PINE AVE SUITE 
A-5 CHINO HILLS, CA 91709 [and]  
LUCAS F BARRIOS  5861 PINE 
AVE SUITE A-5 CHINO HILLS, 
CA 91709

The business is conducted by: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ ROMMY CHAVES
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
10/30/2020 

D5511
I hereby certify that this copy is 

a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name statement must be 
filed before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself au-
thorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/27/2020,  
12/04/2020, 12/11/2020 & 
12/18/2020

FBN 20200010102    
The following person is do-

ing business as: FONTANA SMOG 
CHECK TEST ONLY   8171 SI-
ERRA AVE UNIT R FONTANA, 
CA 92335  S MARTINEZ LLC    A 
CA CORPORATION 202028310330  

  8171 SIERRA AVE UNIT R 
FONTANA, CA 92335

The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY  

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ SERGIO MARTINEZ
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
10/28/2020 

D5511
I hereby certify that this copy is 

a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name statement must be 
filed before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself au-
thorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/27/2020,  
12/04/2020, 12/11/2020 & 
12/18/2020

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF VIO-
LET MARION PERRY

CASE NO. PROPS2000896
 To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, and contingent creditors 
of VIOLET MARION PERRY, and 
persons who may be otherwise inter-
ested in the will or estate, or both: A 
petition has been filed by JOHN DA-
VID PERRY in the Superior Court 
of California, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO, requesting that JOHN 
DAVID PERRY be appointed as 
personal representative to adminis-
ter the estate of VIOLET MARION 

PERRY. 
(The petition requests authority 

to administer the estate under the In-
dependent Administration of Estates 
Act. This will avoid the need to ob-
tain court approval for many actions 
taken in connection with the estate. 
However, before taking certain ac-
tions, the personal representative 
will be required to give notice to 
interested persons unless they have 
waived notice or have consented to 
the proposed action. The petition 
will be granted unless good cause is 
shown why it should not be.)

 The petition is set for hear-
ing in Dept. No. S36 at SUPE-
RIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
SAN BERNARDINO DISTRICT – 
PROBATE DIVISION 247 W. 3rd 
STREET SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92415-0212 on December 30, 2020 
at 09:00 AM

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

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

 YOU MAY EXAMINE the 
file kept by the court. If you are in-
terested in the estate, you may re-
quest special notice of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of estate 
assets or of any petition or account 
as provided in Section 1250 of the 
California Probate Code.

The Attorney for Petitioner  
JOHN DAVID PERRY is:

LAUREN FYFE  SB 292606
FYFE LAW FIRM
13250 KIRKHAM WAY 

SUITE 109
POWAY, CA  92064
Telephone: 858-412 -7714
Lauren@FyfeLaw.com
Published in the San Bernardi-

no County Sentinel on 12/04, 12/11 
& 12/18, 2020

FBN 20200009949
 The following person is doing 

business as: HOMETOWN RE-
ALTY   23570 KNAPPS CUTOFF 
CRESTLINE, CA  92404    ROSE-
MARIE LABADIE 23570 KNAPPS 
CUTOFF CRESTLINE, CA  92325 

Mailing Address: PO BOX 
3046 CRESTLINE, CA 92325 

  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 information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ Rosemarie Labadie 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 10/27/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. Began 
Transacting Business: OCTOBER 
21, 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 state-
ment must be filed before that time. 
The filing of this statement does not 
of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious name in viola-
tion 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 10/30/20, 11/06/20, 11/13/20 & 
11/20/20.  Corrected on 12/4, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25.

FBN 20200010510
 The following entity is doing 

business as GAMESTOP 837   9015 
CENTRAL AVENUE, SUITE B   
MONTCLAIR, CA 91763:   GAME-
STOP, INC  625 WESTPORT 
PARKWAY GRAPEVINE, TEXAS  
76051    State of Incorporation: MN  
Reg. No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 

all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. Began 
Transacting Business: AUGUST 8, 
2000

 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FBN 20200010512
 The following entity is doing 

business as GAMESTOP 917   12602 
AMARGOSA AVENUE, SUITE 
B   VICTORVILLE, CA 92392:   
GAMESTOP, INC  625 WESTPORT 
PARKWAY GRAPEVINE, TEXAS  
76051    State of Incorporation: MN  
Reg. No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office.

 Began Transacting Business: 
JULY 18, 2000

 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FBN 20200010514
 The following entity is do-

ing business as GAMESTOP 1183   
14400 BEAR VALLEY ROAD 
SUITE 225   VICTORVILLE, CA 
92392:   GAMESTOP, INC  625 
WESTPORT PARKWAY GRAPE-
VINE, TEXAS  76051    State of In-
corporation: MN  Reg. No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office.

 Began Transacting Business: 
JUNE 5, 1996

 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FBN 20200010515
 The following entity is do-

ing business as GAMESTOP 1296   

222 INLAND CENTER DRIVE  
SAN BERNARDINO  CA 92408:   
GAMESTOP, INC  625 WESTPORT 
PARKWAY GRAPEVINE, TEXAS  
76051    State of Incorporation: MN  
Reg. No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. Began 
Transacting Business: JUNE 4, 1996

 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FBN 20200010517
 The following entity is do-

ing business as GAMESTOP 2661       
120 W. BASELINE ROAD, SUITE 
D   RIALTO, CA 92376:   GAME-
STOP, INC  625 WESTPORT 
PARKWAY GRAPEVINE, TEXAS  
76051    State of Incorporation: MN  
Reg. No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office.

 Began Transacting Business: 
MARCH 4, 2004

 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FBN 20200010518
 The following entity is do-

ing business as GAMESTOP 2662   
27512 LUGONIA AVENUE, SUITE 
B2F   REDLANDS, CA  92374:   
GAMESTOP, INC  625 WESTPORT 
PARKWAY GRAPEVINE, TEXAS  
76051    State of Incorporation: MN  
Reg. No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office.

 Began Transacting Business: 
FEBRUARY 24, 2005

 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FBN 20200010519
 The following entity is doing 

business as GAMESTOP 3536   1883 
N. CAMPUS AVENUE, SUITE 
B   UPLAND, CA 91784:   GAME-
STOP, INC  625 WESTPORT 
PARKWAY GRAPEVINE, TEXAS  
76051    State of Incorporation: MN  
Reg. No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. 

Began Transacting Business: 
DECEMBER 15, 2005

 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FBN 20200010520
 The following entity is do-

ing business as GAMESTOP 3763   
19201 BEAR VALLEY, SUITE 
H102  APPLE VALLEY, CA 92308:   
GAMESTOP, INC  625 WESTPORT 
PARKWAY GRAPEVINE, TEXAS  
76051    State of Incorporation: MN  
Reg. No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office.

 Began Transacting Business: 
JULY 13, 2007

 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FBN 20200010522
 The following entity is do-

ing business as GAMESTOP 3897   
16232 FOOTHILL BOULEVARD   
FONTANA, CA  92335:   GAME-
STOP, INC  625 WESTPORT 
PARKWAY GRAPEVINE, TEXAS  
76051    State of Incorporation: MN  
Reg. No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 

Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. 

Began Transacting Business: 
MAY 10, 2007

 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FBN 20200010524
 The following entity is doing 

business as GAMESTOP 4322   1 
MILL CIRCLE, SUITE 234  ON-
TARIO, CA 91764:   GAMESTOP, 
INC  625 WESTPORT PARKWAY 
GRAPEVINE, TEXAS  76051    
State of Incorporation: MN  Reg. 
No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. 

Began Transacting Business: 
NOVEMBER 11, 1998

 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FBN 20200010527
 The following entity is do-

ing business as GAMESTOP 4624   
12586 N. MAIN STREET, SUITE 
3917   RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91739:   GAMESTOP, INC  625 
WESTPORT PARKWAY GRAPE-
VINE, TEXAS  76051    State of In-
corporation: MN  Reg. No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. 

Began Transacting Business: 
NOVEMBER 20, 2004

 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FBN 20200010532
 The following entity is do-

ing business as GAMESTOP 4994   
3935 GRAND AVENUE, SUITE C1   
CHINO, CA 91710:   GAMESTOP, 
INC  625 WESTPORT PARKWAY 
GRAPEVINE, TEXAS  76051    
State of Incorporation: MN  Reg. 
No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. Began 
Transacting Business: AUGUST 7, 
2003

 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FBN 20200010533
 The following entity is doing 

business as GAMESTOP 5047   2094 
W, REDLANDS BOULEVAED, 
SUITE K  REDLANDS, CA 92373:   
GAMESTOP, INC  625 WESTPORT 
PARKWAY GRAPEVINE, TEXAS  
76051    State of Incorporation: MN  
Reg. No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. 

Began Transacting Business: 
September 25, 2003

 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FBN 20200010534
 The following entity is do-

ing business as GAMESTOP 
5116   15270 SUMMIT AVENUE, 
SUITE 300  FONTANA, CA 92336:   
GAMESTOP, INC  625 WESTPORT 
PARKWAY GRAPEVINE, TEXAS  
76051    State of Incorporation: MN  
Reg. No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. 

Began Transacting Business: 
MARCH 2, 2005
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 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FBN 20200010535
 The following entity is doing 

business as GAMESTOP 5128   378 
S. MOUNTAIN AVENUE   UP-
LAND, CA 91786:   GAMESTOP, 
INC  625 WESTPORT PARKWAY 
GRAPEVINE, TEXAS  76051    
State of Incorporation: MN  Reg. 
No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. 

Began Transacting Business: 
SEPTEMBER 28, 2003

 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FBN 20200010537
 The following entity is do-

ing business as GAMESTOP 5196   
14190 BEAR VALLEY ROAD, 
SUITE C   VICTORVILLE, CA 
92392:   GAMESTOP, INC  625 
WESTPORT PARKWAY GRAPE-
VINE, TEXAS  76051    State of In-
corporation: MN  Reg. No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. 

Began Transacting Business: 
JUNE 11, 2005

 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FBN 20200010538
 The following entity is do-

ing business as GAMESTOP 5403   
4160  HIGHLAND AVENUE, 
SUITE H    HIGHLAND, CA 92346:   
GAMESTOP, INC  625 WESTPORT 
PARKWAY GRAPEVINE, TEXAS  
76051    State of Incorporation: MN  
Reg. No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
 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/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. 

Began Transacting Business: 
NOVEMBER 22, 2004

 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FBN 20200010539
 The following entity is do-

ing business as GAMESTOP 5404   
16989 VALLEY BOULEVARD, 
SUITE A   FONTANA, CA 92335:   
GAMESTOP, INC  625 WESTPORT 
PARKWAY GRAPEVINE, TEXAS  
76051    State of Incorporation: MN  
Reg. No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office.

 Began Transacting Business: 
JULY 11, 2004

 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FBN 20200010540
 The following entity is do-

ing business as GAMESTOP 5435   
5250 UNIVERSITY PARKWAY, 
SUITE F    SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA  92407:   GAMESTOP, INC  625 
WESTPORT PARKWAY GRAPE-
VINE, TEXAS  76051    State of In-
corporation: MN  Reg. No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. 

Began Transacting Business: 
March 11, 2005

 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 

12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FBN 20200010542
 The following entity is do-

ing business as GAMESTOP 6968   
58132  29 PALMS HIGHWAY, 
SUITE D     YUCCA VALLEY, CA   
92284:   GAMESTOP, INC  625 
WESTPORT PARKWAY GRAPE-
VINE, TEXAS  76051    State of In-
corporation: MN  Reg. No.: 1969245 

Mailing Address: 625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY  GRAPEVINE, 
TX 76051 

  This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  

 BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

 S/ GEORGE E. SHERMAN 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office.

 Began Transacting Business: 
APRIL 21, 2011

 County Clerk, Deputy E4004
 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 12/04, 12/11, 
12/18 & 12/25, 2020

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF DENNIS WAYNE RUBLE 

CASE NO. PROPS2000936
 To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, and contingent credi-
tors of DENNIS WAYNE RU-
BLE, aka DENNIS W. RUBLE, 
aka DENNIS RUBLE, aka 
WAYNE RUBLE and persons 
who may be otherwise inter-
ested in the will or estate, or 
both: A petition has been filed 
by BARBARA BOUTWELL 
in the Superior Court of Cali-
fornia, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO, requesting that 
BARBARA BOUTWELL be 
appointed as personal represen-
tative to administer the estate 
of DENNIS WAYNE RUBLE, 
aka DENNIS W. RUBLE, 
aka DENNIS RUBLE, aka 
WAYNE RUBLE. 

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

The petition requests au-
thority to administer the estate 
under the Independent Admin-
istration of Estates Act. (This 
will avoid the need to obtain 
court approval for many actions 
taken in connection with the 
estate. However, before taking 
certain actions, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or have consented to the 
proposed action. The petition 
will be granted unless good 
cause is shown why it should 
not be.)

 The petition is set for 
hearing in Dept. No. S36P at 
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALI-
FORNIA, COUNTY OF SAN 
BERNARDINO SAN BER-
NARDINO DISTRICT – PRO-
BATE DIVISION 247 W. 3rd 
STREET SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92415-0212 on January 
20, 2021 at 09:00 AM

 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 deceased, you must file 
your claim with the court and 
mail a copy to the personal 

representative appointed by the 
court within the later of either 
(1) four months from the date 
of first issuance of letters to a 
general personal representa-
tive, as defined in subdivision 
(b) of Section 58 of the Califor-
nia Probate Code, or (2) 60 days 
from the date of mailing or per-
sonal delivery of the notice to 
you under Section 9052 of the 
California Probate Code.

 YOU MAY EXAMINE 
the file kept by the court. If you 
are interested in the estate, you 
may request special notice of 
the filing of an inventory and 
appraisal of estate assets or of 
any petition or account as pro-
vided in Section 1250 of the 
California Probate Code.

The Attorney for Petitioner 
BARBARA BOUTWELL is:

LEAH LARKIN SB 
231329 

LAW OFFICES OF LEAH 
LARKIN, A PROFESSIONAL 
LEGAL CORPORATION

873 BEAUMONT AV-
ENUE

BEAUMONT,  CA 92223
Telephone: (951) 845-5930
FAX: (951) 845-5407
leah@inlandlaw.com
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
12/11, 12/18 & 12/25, 2020

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
20200010731

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Royal Culture 
Attire, 4750 Lakewood Dr, San 
Bernardino, CA 92407, Leshaun N. 
Cousin, 4750 Lakewood Dr, San 
Bernardino, CA 92407

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

s/ Leshaun Cousin
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/23/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
11/22/20

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 & Profes-
sions Code).

12/11/20, 12/18/20, 12/25/20, 
01/01/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20200010911
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: Felli House-
wares, 11256 Jersey Blvd, Rancho 
Cucamonga, CA 91730, Mailing 
Address: 11256 Jersey Blvd, Ran-
cho Cucamonga, CA 91730, Mon H. 
Chen, Free-Free (USA) Inc., 11256 
Jersey Blvd, 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/ Mon Hsin Chen
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 12/01/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
06/03/2015

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 & Profes-
sions Code).

12/11/20, 12/18/20, 12/25/20, 
01/01/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20200010490
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: Colton Cleaners, 
294 N. La Cadena Drive, Colton, CA 
92324, Young J. Kim, 5071 St. Al-
bert Drive, Fontana, CA 92336

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

s/ Young J. Kim
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/16/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
01/06/2011

County Clerk, s/ 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 & Profes-
sions Code).

12/11/20, 12/18/20, 12/25/20, 
01/01/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME STATEMENT FILE 
NO20200010172 The following 
person(s) is(are) doing business 
as: AZQ Photobooth; AZQ MIR-
ROR PHOTOBOOTH, 17631 Val-
ley Blvd Suit A, Fontana, CALIF 
92316, Mailing Address: 13214 
Kochi Dr, Moreno Valley, CALIF 
92553, Antoni Z. Quebec, 13214 
Kochi Dr, Moreno Valley, CALIFO 
92553 Business is Conducted By: 
An Individual Signed: BY SIGNING 
BELOW, I DECLARE THAT ALL 
INFORMATION IN THIS STATE-
MENT IS TRUE AND CORRECT. 
A registrant who declares as true 
information, which he or she knows 
to be false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that all 
information on this statement be-
comes Public Record upon filing. s/ 
Antoni Quebec This statement was 
filed with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: 10/30/20 I hereby 
certify that this is a correct copy of 
the original statement on file in my 
office. Began Transacting Business: 
10/29/20 County Clerk, s/ D5511 
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). 11/06/20, 11/13/20, 11/20/20, 
11/27/20 & Corrected on: 12/11/20, 
12/18/20, 12/25/20, 01/01/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME STATEMENT
 FILE NO-20200010458
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: Tati Martique 
Boutique, 1980 E Main St Spc 38, 
Barstow, Ca 92311, Tatiana M. 
Hall, 1980 E Main St Spc 38, Bar-
stow, Ca 92311

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

s/ Tatiana M. Hall
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/12/20

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

Began Transacting Business: 
11/09/20

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 & Profes-
sions Code).

12/11/20, 12/18/20, 12/25/20, 
01/01/21

FBN 20200010908    
The following person is doing 

business as: QUICK SHOP MAR-
KET 481 W. BASE LINE RD RIAL-
TO, CA 92376; SALEH QARYOUTI 
AHMAD 11041 SANTA MONICA 
BLVD325 LOS AANGELES, CA 
90025

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: 08/10/2020

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ AHMAD SALEH 
QARYOUTI, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 Statement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/03/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 12/04/2020, 
12/11/2020, 12/18/2020, 12/25/2020          
CNBB48202001DC 

FBN 20200010659    
The following person is do-

ing business as: HAMILTON EN-
TERPRISES 1310 S. RIVERSIDE 
AVE #3F-314 RIALTO, CA 92376;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 311 W CIV-
IC CENTER DR SANTA ANA, CA 
92701]; LADELL T HAMILTON 
1310 S. RIVERSIDE AVE #3F-314 
RIALTO, CA 92376

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: 11/11/2020

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ LADELL TREV-
ON HAMILTON, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 Statement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/19/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 12/04/2020, 
12/11/2020, 12/18/2020, 12/25/2020          
CNBB48202002CV 

FBN 20200010695    STATE-
MENT OF ABANDONMENT OF 
USE OF FICTICIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT

The following person is do-
ing business as: STRATTON BAIL 
BONDS 6844 TIARA AVE HIGH-
LAND, CA 92346;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 311 W CIVIC CENTER 
DR SANTA ANA, CA 92701]; MI-
CHAEL GUTIERREZ 6844 TI-
ARA AVE HIGHLAND, CA 92346; 
NANCY LOZANO 6844 TIARA 
AVE HIGHLAND, CA 92346; DA-
VID GALINDO JR 6844 TIARA 
AVE HIGHLAND, CA 92346

The business is conducted by: 
A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP 
This statement was filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
County on 05/06/2020 Original 
File#20200004294

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: 04/28/2020

By signing, I declare that all 

information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ MICHAEL GUTI-
ERREZ, PARTNER                                                                                                                                          
                                   Statement 
filed with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: 11/20/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 12/04/2020, 
12/11/2020, 12/18/2020, 12/25/2020          
CNBB48202003CV 

FBN 20200010218    
The following person is do-

ing business as: ZENPUBLICA 
1752 E. LUGONIA AVE #11714 
REDLANDS, CA 92374; EVOXI-
TOR LLC 1752 E. LUGONIA AVE. 
#11714 REDLANDS, CA 92374

The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: 10/29/2020

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ DAVID PAT-
TERSON, MANAGER                                                                                                                                          
                                   Statement 
filed with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: 11/03/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 12/04/2020, 
12/11/2020, 12/18/2020, 12/25/2020          
CNBB48202004MT 

FBN 20200010707    
The following person is doing 

business as: DEALERS DIRECT 
AUTO BROKERS 4959 PALO 
VERDE ST SIITE 208-C7 MONT-
CLAIR, CA 91763; JOSEPH ARIAS 
4959 PALO VERDE ST SUITE 208-
C7 MONTCLAIR, CA 91763

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ JOSEPH ARIAS, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 Statement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/23/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 12/04/2020, 
12/11/2020, 12/18/2020, 12/25/2020          
CNBB48202005CH

FBN 20200010687   
The following person is doing 

business as: 7-NEW CARRILLO 
MARKET 635 E. HOLT BLVD. 
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cess  from page 4
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UNIT A ONTARIO, CA 91761;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 12839 12TH 
ST. APT 3 CHINO, CA 91710]; 
PARBATI SAUD THAPA 635 E. 
HOLT BLVD. UNIT A ONTARIO, 
CA 91761

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ PARBATI SAUD 
THAPA, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 Statement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/20/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 12/04/2020, 
12/11/2020, 12/18/2020, 12/25/2020          
CNBB48202006IR 

FBN 20200010751    
The following person is do-

ing business as: STERLING MINI 
MART 2352 STERLING AVE 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92404;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 2185 W. 
COLLEGE AVE. APT 3065 SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92407]; 
RIGOBERTO AVILA MURRIETA 
2352 STERLING AVE SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92404

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ RIGOBERTO AVI-
LA MURRIETA, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 Statement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/23/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 

statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 12/04/2020, 
12/11/2020, 12/18/2020, 12/25/2020          
CNBB48202007MT 

FBN 20200010656    
The following person is doing 

business as: FONTANA SUSPEN-
TION AND AUTO REPAIR 17890 
FOOTHILL BLVD FONTANA, CA 
92335-8537;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
1150 N MULBERRY AVE RIAL-
TO, CA 92376]; OMAR RAMIREZ 
17890 FOOTHILL BLVD FON-
TANA, CA 92335-8537

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ OMAR RAMIREZ, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 Statement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/19/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 12/04/2020, 
12/11/2020, 12/18/2020, 12/25/2020          
CNBB48202008MT 

FBN 20200010775    
The following person is doing 

business as: CAP’SOULS BY GIGI 
BOOKS 1483 E LYNWOOD RD 
APT #12 SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92404; JUSTIN O BAYNE 1483 
E LYNWOOD RD APT #12 SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92404

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 

information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ JUSTIN O. BAYNE, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 Statement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/23/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 12/04/2020, 
12/11/2020, 12/18/2020, 12/25/2020          
CNBB48202009MT 

FBN 20200010661    
The following person is doing 

business as: LUNA’S PET SPAW 
26914 CA-189 BLUE JAY, CA 
92317;[ MAILING ADDRESS P.O. 
BOX 52 TWIN PEAKS, CA 92391]; 
TELIA B SECHRIST 26914 CA-189 
BLUE JAY, CA 92317; RYAN S SE-
CHRIST 26914 CA-189 BLUE JAY, 
CA 92317

The business is conducted by: A 
MARRIED COUPLE 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: N/A

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ TELIA B. SECHRIST, WIFE                                                                                                                                             
                                Statement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 11/19/2020

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
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 business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 12/04/2020, 
12/11/2020, 12/18/2020, 12/25/2020          
CNBB48202010MT 

FBN 20200011025     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: MINT CONDITION TAT-
TOO, BODY PIERCING, ART 
GALLERY 560 N. MOUNTAIN 
AVE. SUITE E UPLAND, CA 
91786;[ MAILING ADDRESS 257 
N LAUREL AVE UPLAND, CA 
91786]; JOHN M SUNSERI 5357 
TENDERFOOT DR. FONTANA, 
CA 92336; MIKE RAMOS 520 N. 
2ND AVE. UPLAND, CA 91786 
The business is conducted by: 
A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MIKE RAMOS, GEN-
ERAL PARTNER                                                                                                                                          
                                   State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/03/2020 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 12/11/2020, 
12/18/2020, 12/25/2020, 01/01/2021          
CNBB49202001MT 

FBN 20200010726     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: STREET PEACE 3578 
SUGARBERRY CT. SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92407; GUSTAVO 
GONZALEZ 3578 SUGARBERRY 
CT. SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92407 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: 10/31/2020 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ GUSTAVO GONZALEZ, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/23/2020 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 12/11/2020, 
12/18/2020, 12/25/2020, 01/01/2021          
CNBB49202002MT 

FBN 20200010662     
The following person is doing 
business as: FONTANA SUS-
PENSION AND AUTO REPAIR 
17474 FOOTHILL BLVD. UNIT 
A FONTANA, CA 92335;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 5923 ARDEN 
AVE HIGHLAND, CA 92346]; 
ISMAEL PEREZ DIAZ 5923 AR-
DEN AVE HIGHLAND, CA 92346 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ISMAEL PEREZ DIAZ, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
        Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: 11/19/2020 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 12/11/2020, 
12/18/2020, 12/25/2020, 01/01/2021          
CNBB49202003IR 

FBN 20200011037     
The following person is doing 
business as: PRINT N THINGS 
INC 633 STATE ST BUILDING 
A ONTARIO, CA 91762; PRINT 
N THINGS INC 633 STATE ST 
BUILDING A ONTARIO, CA 91762 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 

that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ FELIPE M.POZOZ, PRESIDENT                                                                                                                                        
                                     State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/03/2020 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 12/11/2020, 
12/18/2020, 12/25/2020, 01/01/2021          
CNBB49202004MT 

FBN 20200011038     
The following person is do-
ing business as: START ‘N’ GO 
AUTO SALES CORP. 937 N. E 
ST SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92410; START ‘N’ GO AUTP 
SALES CORP. 937 N. E ST 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JOSE M. GARCIA, PRESIDENT                                                                                                                                        
       Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: 12/03/2020 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 12/11/2020, 
12/18/2020, 12/25/2020, 01/01/2021          
CNBB49202005MT 

FBN 20200011039     
The following person is doing 
business as: K9 ENFORCEMENT 
PATROL, INC 519 W FOOT-
HILL BLVD #E RIALTO, CA 
92376; K9 ENFORCEMENT PA-
TROL, INC 519 W FOOTHILL 
BLVD #E RIALTO, CA 92376 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION  

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ TIFFANY A. BER-
RELLEZ, PRESIDENT                                                                                                                                        
                                     State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/03/2020 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 12/11/2020, 
12/18/2020, 12/25/2020, 01/01/2021          
CNBB49202006MT 

FBN 20200010554     
The following person is doing 
business as: J BUILDER CON-
STRUCTION 11866 STOCKTON 
ST ADELANTO, CA 92301; JE-
SUS URRUTIA 11866 STOCK-
TON ST ADELANTO, CA 92301 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JESUS URRUTIA, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/17/2020 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 12/11/2020, 
12/18/2020, 12/25/2020, 01/01/2021          
CNBB49202007SN                  

                    

the county’s legislative 
body. To find otherwise 
is plainly inconsistent 
with the Constitution, 
and is inconsistent with 
the general scheme of 
county government.”

Just because the coun-
ty had allowed Measure 
K onto the ballot and 
the voters had voted by 
a margin of more than 
two-to-one to approve 
it does not mean that its 
provisions are binding, 
Hertz, Sutton and Sand-
ers maintain in the peti-
tion.

“Although boards of 

supervisors are required 
to place county charter 
amendments on the bal-
lot for approval or re-
jection by the county’s 
voters, such action is dis-
tinguishable from mea-
sures such as Measure 
K, which are placed on 
the ballot via the citizen 
initiative process, as op-
posed to the governing 
body via an ordinance,” 
the petition reads. “Ac-
cordingly, Measure K 
violates California Con-
stitution Article XI, Sec-
tion l(b) by seeking to 
set supervisor compen-
sation via citizen initia-
tive. Measure K must not 
be implemented because 
it exceeds the initiative 
power of the electorate 
by intruding on matters 
that are exclusively del-
egated to the governing 
body, in this case the 
San Bernardino County 
Board of Supervisors.”

In a letter sent on De-

cember 4 to Aaron Bur-
den, a lawyer for the Red 
Brennan Group, Hertz 
said, “The petition/com-
plaint is being brought 
pursuant to California 
Code of Civil Proce-
dure Sections 1085, 525 
and 1060, et seq., on the 
grounds that Measure K 
is unconstitutional, le-
gally invalid, and other-
wise unenforceable, and 
that Ms. Monell, among 
others, must not take any 
actions that would cause 
the implementation of 
Measure K. We intend to 
demonstrate to the court, 
via our ex parte papers 
and when the matter is 
fully briefed and heard 
on its merits, that Mea-
sure K is invalid and 
unenforceable, that im-
minent and irreparable 
harm will occur if Mea-
sure K is implemented, 
and that therefore good 
cause exists to warrant 
the granting of immedi-

ate interim relief, and 
ultimately, preliminary 
and permanent relief, 
preventing the imple-
mentation of Measure 
K.”

A hearing on the peti-
tion for a writ of mandate 
was held on December 4 
before San Bernardino 
Superior Court Judge 
David Cohn.

Hertz, Sutton and 
Sanders came to that 
hearing armed with a 
motion that a tempo-
rary restraining order be 
granted to halt the imple-
mentation of Measure K 
while the petition for a 
writ of mandate is being 
litigated.

The Red Brennan 
Group, which has been 
authorized by the peti-
tion’s proponent, Nadia 
Renner, to defend her 
interests, was present at 
the hearing in the form 
of its attorney Aaron 
Burden. Also in atten-

dance was attorney Cory 
Briggs, representing the 
Inland Oversight Com-
mittee. Both Burden and 
Briggs, on behalf of their 
clients, had drafted and 
submitted motions to 
intervene as defendants 
in the case. Judge Cohn, 
at the outset of the De-
cember 4 hearing, told 
Burden and Briggs that 
they were welcome to 
observe the proceedings, 
but the Red Brennan 
Group and the Inland 
Oversight Committee 
were not parties involved 
in the matter, and as such 
they did not have status 
to involve themselves in 
the proceedings.

Judge Cohn, by his in-
teraction with the Hertz, 
appeared poised to rule 
in favor of the board of 
supervisors and grant 
the temporary restrain-
ing order. When, how-
ever, Briggs asserted 
there was a question as 

to whether the court had 
jurisdiction in interfer-
ing with a matter already 
decided by a vote of the 
people, this deterred 
Judge Cohn, who there-
after delayed his deci-
sion, giving both Burden 
and Briggs an opportu-
nity to file by today, Fri-
day, December 11, briefs 
supporting why the Red 
Brennan Group’s and the 
Inland Oversight Com-
mittee’s motions to inter-
vene should be granted, 
which would essentially 
allow them a seat at the 
table to argue the case 
against the petition for 
a writ of mandate’s re-
quest that Measure K 
be prevented from going 
into effect. Judge Cohn 
gave Hertz, Sutton and 
Sanders until Monday, 
December 14 to submit a 
brief as to why Measure 
K is to be stayed. There-
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after, on December 18, 
Judge Cohn is to revisit 
the question of whether 
a temporary restraining 
order to block the imple-
mentation of Measure K 
should be given.

Judge Cohn further 
granted permission for 
Burden and Briggs to 
file preliminary opposi-
tion papers to the board 
of supervisors’ ex parte 
application to stay the 
application of Measure 
K. If, on December 18, 
Judge Cohn grants either 
or both the Red Brennan 
Group’s and the Inland 
Oversight Committee’s 
motions for intervention, 
he will then consider the 
board of supervisors’ 
motion together with 
the opposition papers 
against it. In the case that 
the Red Brennan Group 
and the Inland Oversight 
Committee are not grant-
ed intervention, there is 
an overwhelming pros-
pect that the board of 
supervisors’ temporary 
restraining order will be 
granted, since the county 
– meaning Monell in her 
capacity as the clerk of 
the board of supervisors 
– is not opposing the le-
gal filing against her by 
her political masters, the 
board of supervisors.

Technically, the of-
fice of county counsel 
– the county’s in-house 
stable of attorneys, is 
tasked with defending 
both Measure K, as a 
citizen-passed initiative 
which upon passage has 
the status of a county 
ordinance, and county 
employees faced with a 
legal challenge, such as 
Monell. County Coun-
sel Michelle Blakemore, 
who serves at the plea-
sure of the board of su-
pervisors, however, has 
apparently made a deci-
sion to not provide a ro-
bust defense of Measure 
K, or indeed, any de-
fense of Measure K. This 
decision could have a 
momentous impact upon 
the county and the board 
of supervisors as well as 
upon Blakemore’s status 
as an attorney.

In their rush to put 
the petition for the writ 
of mandate together to 
achieve the board of su-
pervisors’ goal of head-
ing off the impacts of 

Measure K, Hertz, Sut-
ton and Sanders may 
have opened the door to 
a host of what may prove 
to be highly untoward 
unintended consequenc-
es not just for the current 
members of the board 
of supervisors but all of 
those who have served 
in the capacity of county 
supervisor since Decem-
ber 2006. At the very 
least, Hertz, Sutton and 
Sanders, who apparently 
lack and have no access 
to an institutional memo-
ry of issues and events in 
San Bernardino County 
going back a decade-
and-a-half, have raised 
with the petition for a 
writ of mandate some 
obvious questions that 
bring into doubt whether 
the county and both the 
current and past board of 
supervisors have acted 
appropriately, legally, in 
accordance with the U.S. 
Constitution, the Cali-
fornia Constitution, and 
the California Govern-
ment Code. Moreover, 
Hertz, Sutton and Sand-
ers may have inadver-
tently revealed that their 
clients – the board of su-
pervisors as it was com-
posed on December 2, 
2020 – engaged in a con-
spiracy and a criminal 
public agency conflict of 
interest that could render 
them and, possibly, past 
members of the board of 
supervisors ineligible to 
ever again hold elected 
public office in Califor-
nia.

At issue is that if it 
proves out that all of 
Hertz’s, Sutton’s and 
Sanders’ contentions 
with regard to Measure 
K are accurate, those 
assertions also appear 
to be equally applicable 
to Measure P, which, 
upon its passage in 2006, 
boosted the supervi-
sors’ salaries by $52,000 
yearly from that time 
forward. The salary pro-
vision of Measure P re-
mains in effect. Thus, by 
the extension of the logic 
applied in the petition for 
the writ of mandate filed 
by Hertz, Sutton and 
Sanders on December 2, 
the members of the board 
of supervisors have over 
the last 14 years received 
$3,640,000 in pay to 
which they were not le-

gally entitled.
The writ of mandate’s 

language pertaining to 
Measure K seems equal-
ly applicable to Measure 
Q, which was placed on 
the ballot by the board 
of supervisors and sup-
ported by them in 2012, 
and which passed and re-
mains in effect.

The writ of mandate’s 
language pertaining to 
Measure K’s illegality 
likewise is equally ap-
plicable to Measure J, 
which was placed on the 
ballot by the San Ber-
nardino County Board 
of Supervisors this year, 
and which was passed by 
the voters.

According to the legal 
standard enunciated by 
Hertz, Sutton and Sand-
ers in their petition for a 
writ of mandate on be-
half of the board of su-
pervisors, Measure P vi-
olated “the single subject 
rule” for initiatives; its 
term limit provision for 
members of the county 
board of supervisors vio-
lated, no less than Mea-
sure K does, the First and 
Fourteenth Amendments 
to the United States Con-
stitution by “impermissi-
bly infringing on voters’ 
and incumbents’ First 
and Fourteenth Amend-
ment rights.” Just as 
Measure K did, Measure 
P violates the California 
Government Code’s pro-
hibition on the adjust-
ment of sitting officials’ 
salaries by any entity 
other than the board of 
supervisors by exceed-
ing the initiative power 
of the electorate through 
intruding on matters that 
are exclusively delegated 
to the governing body, in 
this case determining the 
compensation the super-
visors are to receive.

In like fashion, ac-
cording to the standard 
which Hertz, Sutton and 
Sanders said is appli-
cable to Measure K, the 
county board of supervi-
sors’ Measure Q in 2012, 
which turned over to the 
voters a choice on what 
the board’s salary and 
benefits are to be, intrud-
ed on the board of super-
visors’ ability to set the 
compensation level for 
themselves.

Measure J, which the 
board placed on the bal-
lot this year, violated the 
California Government 
Code’s restriction against 
anyone other than the 
board of supervisors be-
ing able to set their own 
pay, was further out of 
compliance with the “the 
single subject rule” for 
initiatives; and its term 

limit provision for mem-
bers of the county board 
of supervisors violates, 
just as Measure K does, 
the First and Fourteenth 
Amendments to the 
United States Constitu-
tion, if the legal standard 
spelled out by Hertz, 
Sutton and Sanders in 
the petition for a writ of 
mandate they filed on 
behalf of the board of su-
pervisors on December 2 
is adhered to.

When Hertz, Sutton 
and Sanders this week 
were individually que-
ried by the Sentinel if 
they contested that mea-
sures P, Q and J are or 
were fatally flawed in 
the same way that Mea-
sure K is flawed, they 
declined to respond.

Significantly, Hertz, 
Sutton and Sanders did 
not dispute that the logi-
cal extension of their ar-
gument against Measure 
K is that both Measure P, 
which raised the super-
visors’ individual annual 
salaries from $99,000 
to $151,000 in 2006 and 
Measure Q, which in 
2012 set the supervisors’ 
individual total compen-
sation at $214,471 before 
add-ons, consisting of 
$151,971 in salary aug-
mented by benefits of 
$62,500, were improper, 
illegal, unconstitutional, 
improperly approved by 
the county’s voters and 
therefore inapplicable. 
Specifically and directly 
asked to expound on 
what distinguishes both 
Measure P and Measure 
Q from Measure K in 
terms of their consti-
tutionality and adher-
ence to the government 
code and compliance 
with “the one subject 
rule” pertaining to ini-
tiatives, neither Hertz, 
Sutton nor Sanders was 
able or willing to do so. 
Furthermore, Hertz, Sut-
ton and Sanders did not 
dispute that their writ 
of mandate on behalf of 
the board of supervisors 
implies measures P and 
Q were unconstitutional, 
improperly voted upon, 
improperly passed, im-
properly imposed and 
illegal, and they did not 
contest that the mea-
sures’ unconstitionality, 
the impropriety of their 
submission to the vot-
ers, improper passage 
and adoption and their 
inconsistency with the 
law constituted grounds 
upon which to vacate 
their terms, retroactively 
to 2006 and 2012, a con-
cession that this reverted 
the board of supervisors 
into a situation in which 

their annual salaries are 
under the law properly 
set at $99,000 per year. 
Nor did Hertz, Sutton 
and Sanders dispute that 
the three four-year term 
limits imposed on all 
of the members of the 
board of supervisors in 
the years going forward 
from 2006 are void and 
that past and current 
members of the board 
of supervisors are free 
to run for reelection as 
many times as they wish.

In this way, it ap-
pears that the late former 
Third District Supervi-
sor Dennis Hansberger, 
who served on the board 
from 1972 until 1980 and 
then again from 1996 
until 2008, was overpaid 
by $104,000 during his 
final two years on the 
board; Brad Mitzelfelt, 
who served on the board 
as both appointed and 
elected First District su-
pervisor from early 2007 
until 2012, was overpaid 
roughly $307,666.67 
during his five year-and-
eleven-month tenure on 
the board of supervisors; 
Second District Super-
visor Paul Biane, who 
served on the board of 
supervisors from 2002 
until 2010, was overpaid 
$208,000 during his last 
four years on the board; 
Third District Super-
visor Neil Derry, who 
served on the board of 
supervisors from 2008 
until 2012, was overpaid 
$208,000 during his en-
tire tenure on the board; 
Fourth District Super-
visor Gary Ovitt, who 
served on the board from 
2004 until 2014, was 
overpaid $416,000 dur-
ing his last eight years 
on the board; Fifth Dis-
trict Supervisor Josie 
Gonzales, who served 
on the board from 2004 
until earlier this week, 
was overpaid $728,000 
during her last 14 years 
on the board; incumbent 
Second District Super-
visor Janice Rutherford, 
who was elected to the 
board in 2010, has been 
overpaid $520,000 dur-
ing her tenure on the 
board so far; former 
Third District Supervi-
sor James Ramos, who 
served on the board from 
2012 to 2018, was over-
paid $312,000 during 
his tenure on the board; 
former First District Su-
pervisor Robert Lovin-
good, who served on the 
board from 2012 until 
this week, was overpaid 
$416,000 the entire time 
he was on the board; in-
cumbent Fourth District 
Supervisor Curt Hag-

man, who has been on 
the board since 2014, 
has been overpaid by 
$312,000 during his ten-
ure on the board to date; 
and incumbent Third 
District Supervisor 
Dawn Rowe, who has 
been on the board since 
2018, has been overpaid 
$104,000 during her time 
thus far on the board.

Hertz, Sutton and 
Sanders gave no indica-
tion as to whether they 
would advocate that 
Mitzelfelt, Biane, Derry, 
Ovitt, Gonzales, Ruth-
erford, Ramos, Lovin-
good, Hagman, Rowe 
and Hansberger’s estate 
refund the overpayments 
that have been paid out 
since 2006. It has not 
been announced wheth-
er the five incumbents 
– Rutherford, Hagman 
and Rowe, as well as 
Paul Cook and Joe Baca, 
Jr., both of whom were 
sworn in this week on 
Monday, December 7 as 
First District supervisor 
and Fifth District super-
visor respectively, have 
had their remuneration 
cut back to reflect the 
reduction of their sala-
ries to $99,000 per year. 
Nor was it made clear if 
any or all of the supervi-
sors would be allowed 
to claim cost of living 
increases with regard to 
those salaries with each 
succeeding year they 
have been in office. This 
is complicated by the 
consideration that from 
2007 until 2014, during 
which there was a mas-
sive downturn in the na-
tional economy, that the 
consumer price index, 
upon which cost of liv-
ing increases are based, 
inched up only slightly 
during those seven years.

What methodology 
will be used in having 
the current and former 
supervisors refund the 
money they have been 
overpaid has not been 
spelled out. For Ruth-
erford, Hagman and 
Rowe, the potential of 
garnishing their wages 
is a possibility. In the 
case of Rutherford, the 
$520,000 she owes the 
county’s taxpayers is 
roughly equivalent to 
the combined salary, 
add-ons and benefits she 
would have made during 
the next two years if she 
was receiving the slight-
ly more than $168,000 in 
salary she was provided 
with this year. With her 
salary now reduced to 
$99,000 or thereabouts, 
that equivalency no lon-

In Constructing Legal Argument To 
Prevent Supervisors From Seeing Their 
$160,000 Salaries From Being Reduced 
To $50,000, Board’s Legal Team Unwit-
tingly Crafted Justificaation For Retro-
actively Reducing Supervisors’ Pay To 
$99,000  from page 9

Continued on Page 12



Friday, December 11, 2020 Page 11San Bernardino County Sentinel

Warehouse Devel-
oper Blindsided 
When Nearby Resi-
dents, Who Were 
Not Given Notice Of 
Hearing On Project 
Approval, Showed 
Up To Object  from 
page 5 

within a five-acre site, 
was not a habitat for any 
endangered species, that 
approval of the project 
would not result in any 
significant effects relat-
ing to traffic, noise, air 
quality or water quality; 
and that the site would 
be adequately served by 
all required utilities and 
public services. Spinrad 
expressed his belief that 
Yellow Iron Develop-
ment had gone beyond 
what was required in 
terms of subjecting the 
project proposal to the 
mitigated negative decla-
ration process, which he 
suggested was superflu-
ous since the project was 
exempt from the Califor-
nia Environmental Qual-
ity Act. This ran counter 
to the overarching atti-
tude of many of the city’s 
residents who had taken 
an interest in the proj-
ect. Spinrad’s faux pas 
in making that assertion 
appeared to trigger an 
attitudinal change on the 
part of the commission.

 Inadvertently, Spin-
rad in referencing the 
project impacts with re-
gard to traffic and noise, 
while confidently as-
suming those issues had 
been safely put to bed, 
stepped on a landmine. 
Somewhat arrogantly, 
Sprinard said, “Out of an 
abundance of caution the 
MND [mitigated nega-
tive declaration] was put 
together and there are no 
significant environmen-
tal impacts.”

Spinrad was at some-
thing of a disadvantage. 
In providing noticing 
for the project applica-
tion and the November 
18 planning commission 
hearing on the project, 
according to Winter, be-
tween 15 and 20 homes 
in the Harvest subdivi-
sion had been provided 
with an alert that the 
discussion and possible 
action with regard to the 
approval of a warehouse 
proposal was to take 
place. When no residents 
from the Harvest neigh-
borhood had shown up 
on November 18, the 
proponents for Yellow 
Iron’s project took that 
as an indication that 

there was no opposition 
to the project to speak of, 
which Spinrad this week 
bootstrapped up into his 
assertion that there were 
of no significant envi-
ronmental impacts from 
the project as proposed. 
No further official notic-
ing of the pending ap-
proval of the project at 
the December 9 meeting 
was given, and Spinrad 
anticipated that once 
more there would be no 
reaction from nearby 
residents. What Spinrad 
did not know was that 
between the November 
18 meeting and the De-
cember 9 meeting, flyers 
and other informational 
materials relating to the 
project proposal had 
been distributed to 228 
households within the 
Harvest neighborhood, 
accounting for virtually 
all of the completed and 
occupied single family 
units there.

While Spinrad said 
Yellow Iron was amena-
ble to inserting restric-
tions into the leases for 
the warehouse notifying 
operators of the penalties 
to be imposed on those 
operators, trucking com-
panies or truck drivers 
for utilizing any other 
immediate routes to the 
warehouse other than 11th 
Street or for idling their 
engines, he drew the line 
at imposing restrictions 
on the facility’s hours of 
operation.

“What are your pro-
posed hours of opera-
tion?” Schwary asked.

“We intend to follow 
the required hours of op-
eration during construc-
tion and once complete, 
you know, and opera-
tional, we need to main-
tain the ability to have 
24/7 operations,” Spin-
rad replied.

“The problem I have 
with that is that we can’t 
have trucks coming in at 
two or three in the morn-
ing, with lifts going on 
and off, and I don’t care 
what the decibels are, 
there’s got to be some 
kind of deterrent to [pro-
tect] the residents of the 
area,” Schwary said. 
“Are you telling me that 
if you don’t get a 24/7 
applicant instruction, 
a 24/7 window, that’s a 
deal-breaker for you?”

“Yeah,” Spinrad said. 
“I think the city through 
code enforcement has 
the ability to address any 
noise issues, and I don’t 
think there will be any. 
So, that’s important to 
us.”

“So, if you were living 
in one of those houses, 

and a truck came down 
that street at 2 a.m., re-
gardless of whether it 
was within the noise lev-
els or not, you wouldn’t 
be upset?” Schwary 
asked. “You wouldn’t be 
frustrated?”

“If it was within the 
noise level, I don’t think 
I would,” Spinrad re-
sponded. “I think I’d be 
asleep.”

“Okay,” Schwary 
said.

Commissioner Serge 
Mayer took up the issue 
of nighttime operations.

“When we look at 
the total number of trip 
generations in the sum-
mary, you’re able to say 
specifically that you’re 
only going to have one 
truck at the a.m. peak 
hour, and you’re only go-
ing to have three trucks 
at the p.m. peak hours, 
and you’ve got a total of 
34 for the day,” Mayer 
said. “So that’s going to 
be 29 more trucks com-
ing during the day. If 
we approve this as it its, 
you could have 29 trucks 
coming at midnight and 
be fully operating within 
the basis of what we’re 
approving here, and I 
don’t feel good about 
that. Are you at least 
able to give us some-
thing like, you know, 20 
percent or ten percent of 
these may be in the eve-
ning, but no more than 
that?”

“I think we’ve made 
a pretty good faith effort 
on all of these condi-
tions, and hours of op-
erations is not something 
we are really prepared to 
limit,” Spinrad said. “It’s 
too limiting.”

Schwary jumped in 
once more. “With all 
respect to you guys, 
you don’t even know 
who your tenant is yet, 
so you don’t know, like 
Commissioner Mayer 
pointed out, they could 
be coming, the majority 
of them, between ten and 
twelve at night or ten and 
2 in the morning, and 
whether it be one truck 
or two, you have no way 
of knowing, unless you 
already know who the 
tenant is. But if you don’t 
know who the tenant is, 
you have no way of be-
ing able to address that. 
We have a responsibility 
to look at that. I am of the 
opinion that because of 
the residential proximity, 
we have to have hours of 
operations limited.”

Asked by Chairwom-
an Aspinall if Yellow 
Iron Development would 
“walk away” from the 
project if it were sub-

jected to a limitation of 
the tenant’s hours of op-
eration, Spinrad said, “I 
think that what we did 
is a conservative study, 
based on the square foot-
age of the building and 
the anticipated use, and I 
don’t think it is uncom-
mon to build a building 
without knowing who 
the tenant is. I don’t 
know who the tenant is, 
but I really want to push 
against limiting who that 
tenant could be based 
on cutting operational 
hours. We have a limit on 
our trips already. So, 34 
truck trips – 17 in and 17 
out – so, we’re not talk-
ing about a big impact. 
Typically, these types of 
tenants, they don’t want 
to be travelling during 
the peak hours, and so 
they will want to avoid 
the peak hours.”

Aspinall sought to 
forge some order of com-
promise. “If we were 
limiting this as a condi-
tion to, let’s say, I think 
Commissioner Mayer 
threw out 20 percent, 
between the hours of 10 
p.m. and 7 a.m., you find 
that unreasonable?” she 
asked.

“I just find it un-
necessary,” Spinrad re-
sponded. “I think there’s 
already a mechanism to 
address this.”

“Okay,’ said Aspinall.
Statements from the 

public were then heard. 
Thirteen individuals ex-
pressed objections to or 
opposition to the project. 
Five construction union 
members expressed sup-
port for the project.

One resident of the 
Harvest neighborhood 
whose name phonetical-
ly approximated Kevin 
Salvacoeur, asked the 
commission, “Would 
you want this warehouse 
across the street from 
your home?”

Harvest resident Viv-
ian Rusk said “I’m very 
concerned about... the 
increase in the truck 
traffic, truck usage, the 
times of the truck usage, 
the congestion, the noise, 
the air pollution, and now 
the applicant wants the 
trucks to come in 24/7. 
I’m concerned about us 
as a community and how 
it will affect our quality 
of life. I’m concerned 
about our children when 
school starts again, and 
the trucks going by.”

The union members 
said that Yellow Iron was 
a “responsible” compa-
ny, and that the project 
would provide local jobs 
for construction workers, 
give apprentices on the 

job training, and would 
boost the economy. They 
encouraged the commis-
sion to approve the proj-
ect.

Harvest resident Bob 
Wagner, said, “Based on 
what I have heard so so 
far from tonight’s meet-
ing, I am totally opposed 
to this project, and I can-
not believe that the City 
of Upland would grant 
residential permits to 
build 220 or 300 homes 
and then later permit 
something like this right 
next door.”

Lois Sicking Dieter 
suggested to the com-
mission that using a 
mitigated negative dec-
laration rather than an 
environmental impact 
report for the project was 
improper.

Timothy Cotran, a 
homeowner at the Har-
vest subdivision, said, “I 
believe that when these 
residential communities 
were approved and built, 
the minute those were 
approved, the zoning 
of the surrounding area 
should have been recon-
sidered to prevent devel-
opers from coming in 
and building incompat-
ible structures alongside 
the residential. We’re fit-
ting a square peg into a 
round hole over here. It’s 
just not the right spot for 
this project.”

Christina Cotran said, 
“Children will use this 
street - 11th Street - to 
walk to Cabrillo Ele-
mentary [School], which 
is less than a mile away, 
To have trucks 24/7, real-
ly with no regulation, up 
and down this street is a 
safety hazard that hasn’t 
been discussed. It would 
be ideal to consider mov-
ing this development to 
an area where there are 
not residents so close in 
proximity that they suf-
fer the consequences.”

Harvest resident Kar-
ina Jane Scribner said, 
“I was under the impres-
sion that we were devel-
oping this area to make 
this area to be residential 
and we are moving to-
ward an industrial set-
ting. This is where we 
live. Our quality of life 
will be greatly affected. I 
think this is just not the 
right location for a ware-
house.”

After the proponent 
and resident input was 
concluded, a discussion 
between the commis-
sioners took place.

Commissioner Mayer 
indicated he would be 
able to approve the proj-
ect only if it were subject 
to conditions the ap-

plicant was at this time 
not willing to accept. “I 
would be more favor-
able to a condition that 
would limit the amount 
of trucks during the 
evening,” Mayer said. 
“I understand there are 
emergencies that hap-
pen, maybe a couple here 
or there. But I want to be 
assured it’s not a com-
plete night operation.”

C o m m i s s i o n e r 
Caldwell said, “I have 
serious concerns with 
this project. I believe it is 
not compatible with the 
existing housing and the 
future housing.” She said 
the “intensification” of 
the industrial/warehouse 
operations in the area 
with the development of 
new housing “is unac-
ceptable.”

Chairwoman Aspi-
nall made a motion to 
approve the project as it 
was submitted in the res-
olution presented in the 
agenda for the meeting. 
No second of the motion 
ensued, and the motion 
died.

A motion by Com-
missioner Anderson was 
made and seconded by 
Commissioner Grahn 
to approve the project 
as proposed with condi-
tions of approval, includ-
ing a wrought iron fence 
and enhanced landscap-
ing around the facility, 
no idling of the trucks 
at the facility and no 
more than 20 percent of 
the truck traffic coming 
into or going out of the 
warehouse in the hours 
between 11 p.m to 5 a.m. 
That motion failed, with 
Anderson and Grahn in 
favor and commission-
ers Aspinall, Schwary, 
Caldwell, Shim and 
Mayer in opposition.

Schwary then made 
a motion to deny ap-
proval to the develop-
ment plan for the project. 
It was seconded by An-
derson, with Commis-
sioner Caldwell adding 
a declaration that “The 
proposed design will be 
materially detrimental to 
the public health, safety 
or welfare or be injurious 
to the property improve-
ments in the vicinity of 
the proposed project.” 
She further referenced 
“traffic, a dangerous 
situation  with conflicts 
between pedestrians and 
trucks, the noise, hours 
of operation.”

The commission vot-
ed 6-to-1, with Grahn 
dissenting, to deny the 
project approval.

-Mark Gutglueck
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Funds & Conspiracy  from page 10
ger exists. Moreover, 
her benefits cannot be 
garnished. It is not pos-
sible, either, for Hag-
man to fully make up 
the $312,000 he is now 
in arrears to the county’s 
taxpayers by devoting 
his salary for the next 
two years to canceling 
that debt which he has 
accrued by taking a sal-
ary that was a third again 
more than he was legally 
entitled to the last half 
dozen years. For Rowe, 
whose debt to the coun-
ty’s taxpayers runs to 
$104,000, the possibility 
exists that by surrender-
ing her salary over the 
period of one year, she 
can pay down very near-
ly all of the money she il-
legally received over the 
last two years.

Precisely how six of 
the seven former mem-
bers of the board – Mit-
zelfelt, Biane, Derry, 
Ovitt, Gonzales and 
Lovingood – will make 
the county whole re-
mains to be determined. 
Ramos is independently 
wealthy, and should be 
able to retire his debt in 
short order. Lovingood 
is relatively well fixed, 
so should be able to tap 
into the money he makes 
from his business, an 
employment agency, to 
cover the $416,000 he 
was paid which he did 
not earn. In the case of 
Gonzales, as is the cir-
cumstance with Hag-
man, Rutherford and 
Rowe, she has a sizable 
electioneering fund. If it 
is legal for Gonzales to 
do so, she may tap into 
the more than $750,000 
she has in her politi-
cal war chest to retire 
her now personal debt 
to the county. Likewise, 
Hagman and Rowe have 
money in their campaign 
accounts, although theirs 
are not as substantial as 
that of Gonzales, who is 
contemplating a run for 
county assessor in 2022.

There are other com-
plications for at least 
some of the current and 
former members of the 
board of supervisors as 
well as current County 
Counsel Michelle Blake-
more that are radiating 
from the petition for a 
writ of mandate filed on 
December 2. Those may 
be more serious than 
all of the other consid-
erations combined, as 
these carry criminal im-

plications for five of the 
current and former board 
members and career 
threatening implication 
for Blakemore.

The petition for a writ 
of mandate on behalf of 
the board of supervisors 
was filed on December 
2, at which point Hag-
man, Rutherford, Lovin-
good, Gonzales and 
Rowe were members of 
the board. The petition 
maintains, by logical ex-
tension, that Measure P 
was invalid, rendering 
its provision that boosted 
the board of supervisors’ 
individual salaries from 
$99,000 annually to 
$151,000 annually inval-
id. This at the very least 
implies that Hagman, 
Rutherford, Lovingood, 
Gonzales and Rowe 
knew that they were not 
entitled to the salaries 
– equal to $151,000 per 
year or more – that they 
accepted over the course 
of their tenures in office. 
That action constituted 
a potential variety of 
crimes, including theft, 
fraud, misappropriating 
public funds and public 
office conflict of interest. 
An elected officeholder 
convicted of a violation 
of the law pertaining 
to public office conflict 
of interest – Califor-
nia Government Code 
Section 1090 – can re-
sult in the individual so 
convicted being banned 
from holding public of-
fice thereafter. Theft, 
fraud and misappropria-
tion involving money in 
the amounts that Hag-
man. Rutherford, Lovin-
good, Gonzales and 
Rowe accepted to which 
they were not legally en-
titled are prosecutable 
as felonies. Hagman’s, 
Rutherford’s, Lovin-
good’s, Gonzales’ and 
Rowe’s status as plain-
tiffs in a civil case in 
which they maintain the 
means they utilized to 
obtain money to which 
they were not entitled 
was illegal constitutes 
a prima facie case that 
each had knowledge they 
were engaging in an ille-
gal act or series of illegal 
acts, constituting fraud, 
theft, misappropriation 
of public funds, public 
office conflict of inter-
est and conspiracy when 
they accepted, year after 
year, some $52,000 more 
than their actual $99,000 
per year salary.

Making a criminal 
case against Mitzelfelt, 
Biane, Derry, Ovitt and 
Ramos would be more 
difficult, as there is no 
immediately available 
indication or evidence to 
prove they understood or 
knew Measure P’s provi-
sions with regard to their 
salaries to be illegal. 
Nevertheless, any asser-
tion or argument they 
might make that they 
did not know they were 
not entitled to the money 
they received that was 
not legally theirs does 
not absolve them of the 
requirement under the 
law that they return that 
which does not belong 
to them to its rightful 
owner.

Similarly, any claims 
members of the board 
of supervisors might 
make that the statute of 
limitations has elapsed 
on their responsibility 
to disgorge the money 
to which they were not 
entitled would not suf-
fice since the illegal dis-
bursement of the money 
they are receiving has 
continued up to the pres-
ent, either directly as a 
salary or in the form of 
enhancements to their 
public pensions.

For Blakemore, her 
entanglement with the 
board of supervisors and 
the petition for writ of 
mandate has all the mak-
ings of a legal and pro-
fessional nightmare. As 
county counsel, she has 
an ethical and profes-
sional duty to serve her 
clients, which include 
the board of supervisors, 
the residents of San Ber-
nardino County, the vot-
ers of San Bernardino 
County, who by initia-
tive have passed a mea-
sure that takes on the 
status of an ordinance, 
and county employees, 
including the clerk of 
the board of supervi-
sors. She also has a duty 
to defend any ordinance 
of the county, including 
ones passed by initia-
tive by the voters of the 
county. While the board 
of supervisors in the case 
of the petition for a writ 
of mandate is not rep-
resented by Blakemore, 
she still represents them 
in scores, indeed hun-
dreds or even thousands, 
of other matters. Simul-
taneously, she is duty 
bound to defend Monell 
as well as Measure K, 
which upon passage by 
the voters of the county 
and the certification of 
the election by the county 
registrar of voters office, 
automatically became a 
county ordinance. At the 

insistence of the board 
of supervisors, however, 
Blakemore and her office 
are standing down in the 
defense of Monell and 
Measure K, and by ex-
tension, the registrar of 
votes and San Bernardi-
no County’s voters, who 
passed Measure K by a 
two-to-one margin on 
November 3. In this way, 
Blakemore has shirked 
her responsibility to 
Monell, the county’s 
residents, the county’s 
voters and Measure K. 
Indeed, it appears that 
Blakemore is attempt-
ing to throw the case by 
refusing altogether to 
mount a defense of Mea-
sure K in the face of the 
board of supervisors’ pe-
tition for a writ of man-
date.

So far, there has been 
no indication that Blake-
more is going to recuse 
herself and the rest of the 
office of county counsel 
in favor of bringing in an 
outside law firm to have 
it defend Measure K.

Where conflicts such 
as the one that Blakemore 
is caught up in manifest, 
they can be cured by the 
several parties represent-
ed by the attorney or at-
torneys with just such a 
conflict signing a waiver. 
The Sentinel’s inquiry of 
the county as to whether 
such a waiver was com-
posed and signed in this 
instance was not given 
a response. The Senti-
nel further asked who 
had signed on behalf of 
the board of supervisors 
if such a waiver was in-
deed made, specifically 
if all five supervisors or 
just Chairman Hagman 
signed it. Similarly, the 
county did not respond 
as to who had signed any 
such waiver on behalf of 
the voters, and specifi-
cally if that person mak-
ing the waiver on behalf 

of the voters was Monell 
or Bob Page, the regis-
trar of voters. The coun-
ty did not indicate at all 
whether Monell or Page 
had been a signatory to 
any such waiver.

David Wert, the coun-
ty’s official spokesman, 
did, however, respond 
to the Sentinel’s inquiry 
on that point, albeit with 
questions in return.

“Why would county 
counsel defend a voter-
approved ballot mea-
sure, unless specifically 
directed to do so by the 
board of supervisors?” 
Wert asked. “Are you 
saying it is county coun-
sel’s role independent 
of the board and board 
direction to defend any 
voter-approved ballot 
measure against legal 
challenges?”

Whether some indi-
vidual with standing – 
consisting of a county 
voter or a member of the 
Red Brennan Group or 
perhaps the Inland Over-
sight Committee, if one 
of those entities is grant-
ed permission by Judge 
Cohn to to intervene as 
a defendant in the case – 
will pursue a complaint 
against Blakemore is un-
known at this point.

Current members of 
the board of supervi-
sors were not willing to 
discuss Measure K, pre-
ferring to let Hertz, Sut-
ton and Sanders do their 
talking for them – in a 
court of law. Hertz, Sut-
ton and Sanders are not 
talking to the press.

Paul Biane, whose 
sponsorship of Measure 
P in 2006 was a major 
contributory factor to its 
passage, was willing to 
weigh in on Measure K 
and its stark limitation 
on the remuneration pro-
vided to the members of 
the board of supervisors.

“I would say what I 

said in 2006, which is 
that it is not advisable to 
have amateurs or volun-
teers serving in the role 
of county supervisor,” 
Biane said. “You don’t 
want people in important 
decision-making roles 
like that who are pur-
suing being in elected 
office as a hobby. You 
need talented profession-
als to fill that job, which 
is very demanding, and 
you need to offer them 
pay that is competitive.”

Former Supervisor 
Neil Derry told the Sen-
tinel, “No one who is 
qualified to hold an of-
fice in which you serve 
400,000 constituents 
will go through the grief 
of running for election 
to make less money than 
that person could make 
in the private sector. The 
lowest level planners in 
the county make more 
than $50,000 in salary, 
along with benefits and 
retirement. A supervi-
sor’s chief of staff will 
make more than twice 
what a board member 
makes. That is not sensi-
ble. It is bad governmen-
tal policy and it is bad 
public policy. I am not 
surprised that the voters 
passed Measure K. The 
voters are unhappy with 
politicians, and I don’t 
have an argument with 
that. There are too many 
elected officials who 
have become fat and hap-
py and don’t work. That 
is unfortunate, because 
they have a job to do. I 
am not attacking any of 
the current members of 
the board. If you want 
to run for office just to 
have a title, then a salary 
of $50,000 a year is ex-
orbitant. If you are run-
ning for office to truly 
serve your constituents, 
a $50,000 salary is not 
enough money. It is not 
feasible to live on that.”

In a development that 
was nothing short of ex-
traordinary, however, 
and contrary to the tradi-
tion in Victorville going 
back to the beginning of 
the Caldwell era, no ef-
fort at all was made to 
rotate Gomez into the 
mayoral slot. When the 
newly composed council 
met on Tuesday, not as is 
the case traditionally in 
the council chamber at 
City Hall but by means 
of an electronic hook-up 
as a precaution in the 
face of the worsening 
coronavirus pandemic, 
Gomez was locked out 

of the meeting and could 
not participate. Thus, 
when the council took 
on the task of appointing 
council officers, includ-
ing mayor and mayor 
pro tem, Gomez did not 
take part in the nomina-
tion process nor in the 
vote. The upshot was 
that Jones was selected 
as mayor and Ramirez 
was designated as mayor 
pro tem. 

One report had it 
that city staff, which 
was responsible for the 
arrangements for the 
electronic forum for the 
council meeting, pur-
posefully prevented Go-
mez from connecting 
from her remote location 
to the software program 

that conducted the meet-
ing. 

When the Sentinel 
contacted Gomez after 
the meeting by phone, 
she steadfastly refused 
to discuss what had oc-
curred, did not explain 
why she did not partici-
pate in the meeting, nor 
would she confirm that 
city staff had blocked her 
from participating. She 
instead referred all ques-
tions to Bobby Borisov, 
whom she referred to as 
her attorney. Borisov, 
however, is not a mem-
ber of the California Bar, 
and does not appear to 
be a practicing attorney. 
Phone calls to Borisov 
went unanswered.

-Mark Gutglueck


