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By Amanda Frye
Nestlé, a Swiss cor-

poration which has been 
extracting water from 
an environmentally sen-
sitive area in the San 
Bernardino Mountains 
without the properly-es-
tablished water rights to 
do so for more than three 
decades and bottling it 
under the Arrowhead 
brand name, is on the 
brink of selling its water-
related corporate hold-
ings to another investor.

Nestlé has been re-

ported to be in nego-
tiations with One Rock 
Capital Partners, LLC 
, a private equity firm 
heavily funded by Asian 
investors, over the sale 
of Nestlé’s North Ameri-
can bottled water busi-
ness, which includes the 
local Arrowhead Water 
bottling operation. In 
June 2020, Nestlé Wa-
ters of North America, 
Inc. announced it was 
going to sell its bottled 
water business in a push 
toward sustain-

Victorville Council-
woman Leslie Irving on 
February 8 resigned as a 
member of the San Ber-

nardino County Demo-
cratic Central Commit-
tee, characterizing at 
least some of her fellow 
and sister Democrats and 
the county’s party struc-
ture as “racist.”

Irving’s resignation is 
significant on multiple 
levels. She stood in the 
fourth position among 
the county party’s hier-
archy as the third vice 
chair of the central com-
mittee. She was among a 
wave of African Ameri-
can women who came 

into prominence in the 
party during a substan-
tial reorganization and 
realignment last summer 
that saw the county par-
ty’s leadership change. 
Her election to the Vic-
torville City Council in 
November, in a contest 
which one incumbent 
Republican lost, one in-
cumbent Republican did 
not seek reelection and 
one incumbent Democrat 
was reelected, resulted 
in Victorville transform-
ing from a mu-

By Mark Gutglueck
San Bernardino May-

or John Valdivia’s actions 
in promoting certain 
developers over others, 
most recently with re-
gard to the rejuvenation 
of the embattled county 
seat’s downtown core, 
has raised allegations 
and manifested evidence 
that he has been engaged 
in influence peddling in-
volving bribes and kick-
backs while engaged in 
his elected and official 
capacity.

The questions and 
suspicions about Valdiv-
ia’s connections to spe-
cific developmental in-
terests come after what 

was represented as being 
an unbiased competition 
between eleven propo-
nents to reclaim what 
was once the heart of the 
city’s commercial dis-
trict.

Using his author-
ity to coerce city staff, 
Valdivia arranged for 
no fewer than six of the 
competitors for the right 
to redevelop the now-
defunct Carousel Mall 
to be eliminated from 
consideration, while si-
multaneously ensuring 

that the foreign-owned 
corporate entity which 
has entered into a re-
ciprocally beneficial ar-
rangement with him is 
provided with the inside 
track in the sweepstakes 
to reinvigorate the shut-
tered 43-acre site. A fur-
ther evaluation process 
of the remaining five de-
velopment teams offer-
ing their concepts of the 
future development of 
the property, following 
Valdivia’s interference, 
resulted in two of those 

companies being elimi-
nated, and two merging 
their efforts in an effort 
to go toe-to-toe with the 
company Valdivia has 
formed a political alli-
ance with.

On January 27, the 
city council, in a spe-
cially-scheduled study 
session Valdivia chaired, 
considered the make-
over proposals for the 
mall being presented by 
the two remaining prop-
erty development teams. 
During that 

This week, the pro-
ponents of a reform 
measure passed over-
whelmingly by voters 
in November made an 
appeal to the members 
of the county board of 
supervisors to desist in 
their effort to thwart the 
will of the county resi-
dents who approved the 
ballot initiative. 

Measure K called for 
reducing the supervisors’ 
nearly $300,000 yearly 
compensation packages 
and was given approval 
by more than twice the 
number of the county’s 
voters who opposed it. 
Now, as the county’s ul-
timate decision-making 
body whose generous 
salaries and benefits are 
being threatened by that 
reform measure, the su-
pervisors have taken le-
gal action to block the 
initiative from taking 
effect. 

The Red Brennan 
Group last year quali-
fied Measure K for the 
November 2020 ballot. 
Measure K called for 
reducing the members 
of the San Bernardino 
County Board of Super-
visors to part time status, 
setting their combined 
annual compensation at 
$60,000 per year, con-
sisting of $50,000 in sal-
ary and $10,000 in ben-
efits, and limiting them 
to one four-year term in 
office.

The Red Brennan 
Group, formed and 
named in honor of the 
late government reform 
activist Kiernan Bren-
nan, asserted that the 
$170,000 in salaries 
the supervisors receive 
augmented by as much 
as $120,000 in benefits 
and supplementary or 
add-on pay elevates the 
board members 

A seven-ninths 
strength San Bernardino 
Planning Commission 
on Tuesday gave the San 
Manuel Band of Mission 
Indians a green light to 
proceed with a 1.1-mil-
lion-square-foot ware-
house to be located just 
north of San Bernardino 
International Airport. 

Having bagged the 
endorsement of the plan-
ning commission, it ap-
pears a certainty that the 
tribe will within the next 

60 days get go-ahead 
from the San Bernardino 
City Council to proceed 
with the project. 

Known as “San Man-
uel Landing,” the proj-
ect will be located on a 
53-acre parcel south of 
Third Street between 
Victoria and Central av-
enues. The property is 
owned by the tribe, the 
San Bernardino Interna-
tional Airport Authority 
(SBIAA) and the Inland 
Valley Development 

Agency (IVDA). SBIAA 
is a joint powers author-
ity involving the cities of 
San Bernardino, High-
land, Loma Linda and 
Colton as well as the 
County of San Bernardi-
no, devoted to the civil-
ian conversion of former 
Norton Air Force Base 
into a publicly-owned 
and operated airport. 
IVDA is a joint powers 
authority involving the 
cities of San Bernardino, 
Loma Linda and Colton 

and the County of San 
Bernardino, dedicated to 
the development of the 
property surrounding 
the airport.   

According to docu-
ments relating to the 
project application, San 
Manuel Landing would 
be a massive warehouse/
distribution center that 
is to feature 113 truck 
docking stations/rolling 
doors on the north side 
of the building and 105 
docking stations with 

rolling doors into the fa-
cility on the south side. 
When functioning at 
full capacity, the ware-
house will entail activity 
involving nearly 2,500 
daily vehicle trips into 
and out of the site. 

The project’s propo-
nents said the project 
will be an environmen-
tally sound and sensitive 
one in that it will exceed 
so-called Leadership in 
Energy and Environ-
mental De-

A power play by 
recently-elected and 
newly-installed Upland 
Mayor Bill Velto was 
at least temporarily set 
back this week, as his 
effort to appoint himself 
and one of his political 
backers to the board of 
a water company that is 
slightly more than two-
thirds owned by the city 
was delayed.

The unanticipated 
snag betrayed what some 

perceived as a fissure in 
the ruling coalition that 
Velto has been laboring 
with some degree of in-
tensity and a less mea-
sure of success to assem-
ble since his election. He 
will need that governing 
majority to remain intact 
if he is to push through 
with his political agenda 
for the next two years. 

The contretemps over 
the appointment pro-
voked a show of temper 

and egotism Velto in his 
two years on the council 
has, with general suc-
cess, sought to mask.

 Nevertheless, at one 
point on Monday night 
an outburst he engaged 
in appeared to threaten a 
rupturing with the senior 
member of the council to 
whom he owes, at least in 
part, his presence on the 
council which provided 
him with the platform to 
achieve the mayoralty in 

last year’s election.
Made clear by the 

confrontation was that 
at present Velto does not 
possess sufficient coun-
cil alliances that will al-
low him to achieve the 
leverage of dominance 
he indicated he felt he is 
entitled to as mayor.

On Monday night, the 
council was scheduled 
to make four appoint-
ments to the board of 
the San Antonio Water 

Company. The City of 
Upland has a 93 percent 
shareholder in-

Bill Velto
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Philip Harris

study session recorded 
on video, Valdivia, aided 
by City Manager Robert 
Field, made misrepre-
sentations about past city 
council action intended 
to confer the contract for 
the development project 
upon the foreign-owned 
firm that has provided 
him and his political ma-
chine with political as-
sistance.

The January 27 study 

tantamount to bribes is 
the same company for 
which Valdivia is front-
ending in the competi-
tion to renovate the Car-
ousel Mall site.

The similarities 
between Huizar and 
Valdivia are striking. In 
Los Angeles, the larg-
est city in California, 
the second largest city 
in the United States and 
the 23rd largest city in 
the world, Huizar was 
shaking down develop-
mental interests or had 
otherwise involved him-
self in circumstances 
through which real es-
tate developers plied 
him with cash bribes and 
campaign donations in 
exchange for his making 
use of the influence and 
power he had at City Hall 
to manipulate the land 
use process to obtain ap-
proval for those donors’ 
high-rise development 
projects downtown.

In San Bernardino, 
the seat of and largest 
city in San Bernardino 
County, Valdivia has re-
peatedly used his official 
position and his influ-
ence over both the city 
council and city staff to 
orchestrate action that 
has directly benefited 
his political benefactors, 
who likewise find them-
selves in the position of 
needing the approval of 
the panel Valdivia heads 
– the San Bernardino 

and adjunct governmen-
tal agencies he leads, a 
comparison of the charg-
es filed against Huizar 
by federal prosecutors 
and state campaign and 
personal economic inter-
est statements filed on 
Valdivia’s behalf with 
the State of California 
show.

This is not the first 
time that attention has 
been drawn to Valdivia 
involving himself in 
selling his services as an 
elected official to those 
willing pay him. Still, 
the blatant manner in 
which the mayor is cur-
rently militating for the 
company in question, 
Shanghai Construction 
Group, and his his non-
chalant reliance upon 
City Manager Robert 

Valdivia made a misrep-
resentation in the course 
of the public study ses-
sion last month that was 
at a variance to what 
had occurred at a previ-
ous public study session 
in October and which is 
clearly contradicted by 
the public record.

The questions now re-
maining are whether the 
city council as it is now 
composed will vote in 
the manner Valdivia is 
ushering them toward on 
March 3, when that pan-
el is to vote on whether 
the city will accept the 
Shanghai Development 
Group’s proposal or that 
of its last two remaining 
and now-merged com-
petitors in the Carousel 
Mall reclamation project 
and, if Shanghai Devel-
opment Group does get 
the nod, whether the FBI 
and U.S. Justice Depart-
ment, which have been 
sensitized to and are on 
the lookout for just such 
violations of the pub-
lic trust that Valdivia is 
engaged in, will step in 
to hold Valdivia as ac-
countable for his actions 
as they did in bringing 
Huizar to the bar of jus-
tice for his actions.

The Carousel Mall 
and its primary historic 
constituent, the Harris 
Building, are iconic San 
Bernardino landmarks.

In November 1927, 
when San Bernardino’s 
population was little 
more than 22,000, Phil-
lip, Herman and Arthur 
Harris, opened what was 
then the model of an ul-
tramodern department 
store at the corner of 
Third and E streets.

The trio were the 
nephews of Leopold Har-
ris, the founder of what 
was once the large Los 
Angeles-based clothing 
retail chain Harris & 
Frank.

The Harris brothers, 
beginning in 1905, had 
run a mercantile estab-
lishment in San Ber-
nardino’s old Armory 
Building at 462 Third 
Street, between D and 
E Streets. In 1906, they 
relocated across Third 
Street near the same lo-
cation. The first floor 
sold all hardware and 
groceries and the sec-
ond floor was devoted to 
the store’s millinery and 
clothing departments. A 
store the Harris Brothers 
opened in Colton failed 
after an interim, but they 
had succeeded with a 
store built in Redlands in 
1908.

The Harrises acquired 

property on Third Street 
east of E Street upon 
which they intended to 
construct the eventual 

a second floor restaurant, 
the Café Madrid.

The store involved a 
layaway department and 
a gift wrapping window.

The Harris Broth-
ers, were determined to 
make the department 
store, which went by the 
logo Harris’, the fashion 
center of the Inland Em-
pire, and they became 
known as curators of 
fine clothing, shoes, hats 
and accessories. In ad-
dition to fitting rooms, 
the store had quarters 
for a seamstress to do 
alterations, and the final 
product would be picked 
up at the Dutch door to 
the seamstress’s shop or 
at the gift-wrapping win-
dow.

Fashion shows were a 
part of the store’s opera-
tions.

As the store matured, 
it was augmented with a 
fourth floor.

In the store’s lower or 
basement level was what 
was known as the Har-
ris’ Budget Store.

On the first or street 
floor were departments 
for jewelry, costume 
jewelry, silverware, 
handbags, gloves, dress 
accessories, neckwear, 
hats, hosiery, cosmetics, 
notions, basic sports-
wear, campus debutante 
sportswear, women’s 
shoes, luggage, cameras 
and stationary, along 
with a luncheonette. The 
first floor also housed 
“The Men’s Store,” con-
sisting of a men’s gift 
shop, men’s furnishings, 
men’s sport furnishings, 
men’s sportswear, men’s 
shoes, men’s clothing, 
boys’ furnishings, sport-
ing goods, and a varsity 
shop with a university 
club.

In addition to the Café 
Madrid and the seam-
stress’s shop, the Mez-
zanine offered a book 

authorities of Los An-
geles City Councilman 
Jose Huizar on political 
corruption and rack-
eteering charges relat-
ing to pay-to-play and 
bribery arrangements 
nearly indistinguishable 
to the activity engaged 
in by Valdivia. Of note is 
that a Chinese company 
which provided Huizar 
with gifts, accommoda-
tions and favors the U.S. 
Attorney maintains were 

City Council – to ob-
tain official go-ahead 
for projects which they 
have millions of dollars 
invested in and from 
which they intend to turn 
profits in the tens of mil-
lions, or even scores of 
millions of dollars.

Moreover, Valdivia, 
just like Huizar, was 
provided with travel and 
lavish accommodations 
by businesses engaged 
with the municipality 

Inexplicably or perhaps 
because he has grown 
overconfident in his be-
lief that local, state and 
federal law enforcement 
agencies are indifferent 
to nonviolent and less 
than clear-cut fringe 
criminality involving 
judgment calls by elect-
ed and public officials 
which may or may not 
involve subtle and nu-
anced conflicts of inter-
est done out in the open, 

Herman Harris
Arthur Harrissession during which 

Valdivia’s action took 
place came more than 
seven months after the 
indictment by federal 

Field in doing so seems 
to have made a deeper 
impression on the public 
consciousness than his 
earlier transgressions. 

flagship of their depart-
ment store chain in 1919. 
It took several years for 
the building, known as 
the Harris Company, to 
be completed. It was in-
tended to be, and was, an 
impressive edifice.

The 29-foot high main 
entrance archway was 
composed of Italian mar-
ble. The building’s doors 
were made of hammered 
copper. The exterior 
had alternating intricate 
stone and wrought iron 
ornamental grillwork, 
with the Harris coat-of-
arms molded into the 
stonework.

The building itself was 
fireproof and comprised 
of a basement, first floor, 
mezzanine level, second 
floor, third floor and roof 
garden. It included all of 
the features of what was 
then a modern depart-
ment store, including a 
tea room, lunch counter, 
beauty parlor and barber 
shop, a sit-down soda 
fountain, candies, sta-
tionery, and on the south 
side of the building on 
the ground floor, a gro-
cery store called Sage’s 
Market. The southeast 
corner of the building 
had a staircase of color-
ful tiles, which led up to 
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Up Front, Upland Mayor Seemed To Sense 
The Public & Council Were Skeptical Of 
His Motives In Appointing Himself And 
Controversial Developer To Water Com-
pany’s Board  from front page

ability.
In 2015, Nestlé’s Ar-

rowhead water with-
drawals from the San 
Bernardino National 
Forest came under re-
view and its expired per-
mit questioned. Nestle 
takes groundwater from 
the headwaters of Straw-
berry Creek near Red 
Rock Wall and High-
way 18 at the 5,000 foot 
level within the San Ber-
nardino National Forest. 
Nestlé’s has a series of 
horizontal wells bored 
hundreds of feet into the 
mountainside draining 
millions of gallons of 
forest groundwater each 
year. A stainless steel 
pipeline system con-
veys the extracted forest 
groundwater southward 
to the 2,000-foot eleva-
tion level at the moun-
tain’s foothills, where it 
is picked up by trucks 
near the site of the his-

toric Arrowhead Springs 
resort and then taken to 
Nestlé’s water bottling 
operations and is sold 
as “Arrowhead 100% 
Mountain Spring Water.”

Since 2015, Nestlé’s 
water diversion and 
water rights in the San 
Bernardino National 
Forest have been under 
investigation by the Cal-
ifornia Water Resources 
Board, which has over-
sight on all California 
water rights and diver-
sions, including those 
on federal lands within 
the state. Pending is the 
board’s final report of 
its investigation. In De-
cember 2017, the water 
board’s initial review of 
its investigation limited 
Nestlé’s taking of water 
to 26 acre feet annually, 
but Nestlé has refused 
to comply, continuing 
to take 144 acre feet in 
2017, 141 acre feet in 
2018 and 210 acre feet in 
2019, with no indication 
of compliance in 2020 or 
2021.

An acre foot equals 
325,851.4 gallons or 
43,560 cubic feet, the 

amount of water that 
would cover one acre, 
43,560 square feet, to the 
depth of one foot.

The streambed of up-
per Strawberry Creek is 
dry as Nestlé’s nearby 
stainless steel pipeline 
drains millions of gal-
lons of forest groundwa-
ter. The national forest 
water was reserved upon 
its founding in 1894 for 
nearby communities and 
irrigation. Forest waters 
are essential for supply-
ing water to the Santa 
Ana River and for local 
groundwater recharge. 
Nestlé, which has inten-
sified the deterioration 
of the ecology in Straw-
berry Canyon and the 
national forest by its wa-
ter extraction for years, 
is seeking to negate its 
responsibility and liabil-
ity by selling the water 
bottling operation and 
walking away with $4 
billion.

Elsewhere in San Ber-
nardino County, in Deer 
Canyon above Rancho 
Cucamonga, Nestlé ex-
tracts roughly 76 million 
gallons annually from 

springs at that location.
A review of the his-

torical record indicates 
that Nestlé has no water 
rights within the San 
Bernardino National 
Forest at the 5,000 foot 
level, but has conflated 
Strawberry Canyon with 
the original 1910 Arrow-
head water bottling op-
eration at a natural water 
source on the grounds of 
the privately-owned Ar-
rowhead Springs Hotel 
at the 2,000-foot eleva-
tion level in the foothills 
of the San Bernardino 
Mountains, where one 
of its corporate prede-
cessors had established 
water rights, which were 
not passed on to the Ar-
rowhead water bottling 
successors.

The Forest Service 
has not resolved this dis-
crepancy, but is waiting 
on the California State 
Water Resources Board’s 
final report of its investi-
gation into the matter. A 
new permit for Nestlé’s 
pipeline was issued in 
June 2018, with minimal 
mitigation measures de-
spite an initial ruling by 

the state water board to 
reduce the water taken 
out of Strawberry Can-
yon while the investiga-
tion is pending.

Decades ago, Nestlé’s 
corporate predecessor 
Arrowhead Puritas was 
extracting water from 
Strawberry Canyon 
based on a ten-year per-
mit issued by the Nation-
al Forest Service in 1978 
and renewed annually at 
a cost of $524 per year. 
Arrowhead Puritas was 
bought out by Beatrice 
Foods and then morphed 
into the BCI-Arrowhead 
Drinking Water Com-
pany, which acquired 
the still-active permit. 
The BCI-Arrowhead 
Drinking Water Com-
pany applied to extend 
that permit and, in 1987, 
while that application 
was still pending, Per-
rier purchased the BCI-
Arrowhead Drinking 
Water Company. The 
then-pending water ex-
traction permit renewal 
required a U.S. Forest 
Service review of the 
water drafting arrange-
ment and its environ-

mental/ecological im-
pact, which at that point 
the U.S. Forest Service 
did not have the immedi-
ately available resources 
to carry out. In a gesture 
of compromise, Perrier 
was allowed, pending 
the eventual Forest Ser-
vice review, to continue 
to operate in Strawberry 
Canyon by simply con-
tinuing to pay the $524-
per year fee to perpetu-
ate the water extraction 
under the terms of the 
expired permit. In 1992, 
when Nestlé acquired 
the Arrowhead brand 
from Perrier, it inherited 
the Strawberry Canyon 
operation and continued 
to pay the $524 annual 
fee without renewing 
the permit, which at that 
time existed under the 
name of the “Arrowhead 
Mountain Spring Water 
Co,” one that was never 
listed legally in corpo-
rate filings, but which 
is currently operating 
under Nestle Waters of 
North America, Inc.

Nestlé Divesting 
Itself Of Arrowhead 
H2O Operation  
from front page

terest in the West End 
Consolidated Water 
Company and a 68 per-
cent shareholder interest 
in the larger San Antonio 
Water Company. Both 
those companies, along 
with wells owned by the 
city, are the source of the 
water the city provides 
to residences and busi-
ness through its water 
department. As a conse-
quence of its better than 
two-thirds ownership of 
the San Antonio Water 
Company, known by its 
acronym SAWCO, the 
city has essential con-
trol of its seven-member 
board of directors.

Because the San 
Antonio Heights Wa-
ter Company supplies 
domestic water to San 
Antonio Heights, the 
unincorporated county 
community north of 
Upland and south of the 
Angeles National Forest, 
a tradition of reserving 
two of the seats on the 
water company board 
has been established. 
Given the city’s control 
of the water company, 
in making its selection 
of the company’s board 
members over the years, 
the Upland City Council 
has sought to designate 

individuals who are ame-
nable to carrying out the 
city’s will with regard to 
the Upland community’s 
overarching water policy 
as is formulated by the 
staff within the munici-
pal water department, 
which is a division with-
in the city’s public works 
department.

The city in recent de-
cades has had a pattern 
of appointing a single 
member of the city coun-
cil to serve on the San 
Antonio Water Company 
board, and that individu-
al has been charged with 
keeping the city council 
and top city administra-
tors informed of how the 
water company is being 
managed and run. While 
there was at one time dis-
cussion of appointing all 
four city council mem-
bers and the mayor to 
five of the water compa-
ny’s board positions, that 
was never carried out 
because of concern that 
in rare instances where a 
conflict existed between 
the water company and 
the city, restrictions in 
California State Law 
with regard to conflicts 
of interest could create 
a situation in which all 
five of the city’s elected 

decision-makers and 
five-sevenths of the wa-
ter company’s panel 
entrusted with making 
its corporate determina-
tions would be unable 
to vote, paralyzing both 
entities. Indeed, a poli-
cy against placing even 
as many as two council 
members on the compa-
ny board was adhered to 
because of concerns that 
in such instances where 
a conflict existed, the 
city would be reduced to 
having a bare quorum – 
three members – render-
ing a decision and the 
water company board 
would be in a position 
of seeing the number of 
its board members par-
ticipating in hashing out 
such matters reduced 
to five. Moreover, be-
cause of the potential for 
such conflicts existing 
on a constant basis, the 
city would need to be 
on a continual lookout 
for such legal entangle-
ments, and would need 
to go to the not inconsid-
erable expense of having 
the Upland city attorney 
monitor city council and 
company board action 
with an eye to warding 
off such conflicts. For 
that reason, there has 
long been an informal 
policy of appointing 
just one current mem-
ber of the city council 
to the San Antonio Wa-
ter Company Board of 
Directors, though there 

has been no reluctance 
on the part of the city to 
allow former city coun-
cil members to serve on 
the company board after 
their affiliation with the 
city as elected officials 
has ended.

Under Upland’s proto-
col, as with most assign-
ments and appointments 
made by the city to mu-
nicipal commissions and 
its adjunct committees as 
well as to regional, inter-
governmental and joint 
powers authorities, the 
mayor is entrusted with 
making nominations 
which are then subject 
to ratification by the full 
city council. On Monday 
night, February 8, the 
council was set to take 
up Mayor Velto’s nomi-
nations of Cable Airport 
owner and San Antonio 
Heights resident Bob Ca-
ble and former Upland 
City Councilman Tom 
Thomas to be retained 
on the San Antonio Wa-
ter Company Board, as 
their current terms are 
coming to an end, along 
with the mayor’s nomi-
nations of himself and 
Dan Richards to replace 
former Upland Council-
man Gino Filippi and 
Jose Sanchez, as their 
terms on the San Anto-
nio Water Board are also 
drawing to a close.

Routinely, in Upland, 
substantial deference is 
shown to the mayor, such 
that his nominations, 

with very few exceptions 
historically, are honored 
and confirmed by the 
city council.

While half of the 
four nominations Velto 
made this week were ac-
corded respect and ulti-
mately given unfettered 
passage, two of them 
ground to an intractable 
halt, each tripped up 
over somewhat differing 
principles, both of which 
nevertheless had trou-
bling implications. The 
mayor’s initial attempt 
to bull through with all 
four nominations re-
vealed a lack of sensitiv-
ity on his part that dem-
onstrated him as being 
in a real and substantive 
fashion out of sync with 
a majority of the council. 
It further exposed the 
degree to which Velto 
is testing the waters or 
otherwise attempting to 
make headway toward 
the ethos that prevailed 
in the first decade of the 
Third Millennium/21st 
Century under the rule 
of Mayor John Pomier-
ski, whose political ca-
reer ended in 2011 with 
a political corruption 
indictment that fetched 
him a two-year term in 
federal prison.

At the center of the 
contretemps Monday 
night was the confluence 
of the profit motive and 
the developmental im-
perative involved in the 
real estate industry, in 

which both Velto and his 
nominee, Dan Richards, 
are heavily involved to 
the tune of hundreds of 
millions or billions of 
dollars, and the act of 
governance, city policy 
and public control over a 
resource that is crucial to 
both Upland’s citizenry 
and the ability to devel-
op real estate: the elixir 
of life, water. Thus, com-
ing into Monday night’s 
meeting, Velto was al-
ready up against the 
widespread public per-
ception that he was em-
barking on a course that 
would potentially profit 
himself, Richards and 
others similarly engaged 
in real estate develop-
ment and sales to the 
detriment of the Upland 
residents he represents.

Immediately upon 
taking up the appoint-
ment item at the meet-
ing, which was not held 
in one physical location 
but rather conducted by 
means of a teleconfer-
ence in compliance with 
Governor Gavin New-
som’s restriction on large 
public gatherings as a 
means of limiting the 
spread of the coronavi-
rus, Velto initiated his 
presentation by defend-
ing his appointment of 
himself and Richards, 
and asserting what he 
was attempting to do 
was on the up and up.
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shop, record shop, candy 
counter, a service desk, 
beauty salon, optical de-
partment, hearing aids, 
a photographer’s studio 

In 1947, the San Ber-
nardino Harris Company 
store was the first build-
ing to incorporate what is 
today referred to generi-

joining mid-rise build-
ings, eventual fourth, 
fifth and sixth anchors, 
as well as an urban park 
and an aerial tram.

While more mod-
est improvements to the 
mall were made, and at 

In 1981, Spanish re-
tailer El Corte Inglés, 
S.A. acquired the Har-
ris Company and its nine 
stores.

Harris’ Department 
Store in San Bernardino 
by that point was yet 
stately but old fashioned 
rather than at the cutting 
edge of the retail indus-
try. It was that adherence 
to the old ways that gave 
it its cachet.

In 1997, the Harris 
Company undertook a 
$27 million effort to up-
date its nine-store chain. 
The City of San Ber-
nardino, yet committed 
to keeping its downtown 
core alive, put up some 
money toward that reno-
vation effort.

Upon the completion 
of those chainwide im-
provements, the Harris 
Company merged with 
Gottschalks in 1998, 
and the stores were ini-
tially renamed Harris-
Gottschalks. Most of the 
original Harris’ stores 
eventually dropped the 
name Harris’, except 
the Bakersfield, Indio 
and Moreno Valley lo-
cations, which contin-
ued to operate under 
the Harris-Gottschalks 
name. The original Har-
ris’ in downtown San 
Bernardino, which was 

closure of its San Ber-
nardino store. JC Pen-
ney was left as the only 
anchor at the Carousel 
Mall, and it too closed 
out at the San Bernardi-
no location in 2003. Still, 
gunning for survival, the 
mall’s owners at the time 
sought to apply a mixed-
use concept to fill va-
cated retail space near-
est the mall’s 3rd Street 
entrance.

On March 29, 2005 the 
San Bernardino County 
Board of Supervisors ap-
proved a ten-year lease 
agreement with two five-
year options to extend 
for 28,892 square feet of 
office space at the Car-
ousel Mall for use by its 
children and family ser-
vices division. The origi-
nal term of the lease was 
from September 1, 2005 
through August 31, 2015. 
Other portions of the 
mall’s cavernous interior 
were filled with San Ber-
nardino City School Dis-
trict offices.

LNR Property Corp. 
purchased the property 
in February 2006, declar-
ing an intention to con-
vert the existing struc-
ture into a high density 
residential and commer-
cial project through ten-
ant improvements. That 
effort stalled out, and 

Placo expressed serious 
designs on reinvigorat-
ing the mall and obtain-
ing short-term financing 
to undertake improve-
ments, signaling it was 
on a crash schedule to do 
just that. But that same 
year, CinemaStar shut-
tered its theater on the 
mall’s grounds.

Placo remained com-
mitted, however, refi-
nancing its early short-
term financing, with a 
$16.5 million loan from 
Center Bank.

In May 2010, with its 
plan stalled, Placo was 
failing to make its pay-
ments to Center Bank. 
The City of San Ber-
nardino’s economic 
development agency 
swooped in and bought 
the property’s note and 
deed of trust from Cen-
ter Bank for slightly over 
$13.1 million. The city, 
based on backroom dis-
cussions with county 
officials, had visions of 
filling large portions of 
the mall with county of-
fices.

Relations between 
Placo and the city had 
entirely broken down by 
that point. Placo, which 
claimed it was still intent 
on making a go of revi-
talizing the mall, said 
it was being undercut 

and art needlework.
On the second floor 

were sportswear, dresses 
and a dress collection, 
formals, custom casuals, 
clothes for the individu-
alist and young sophisti-
cates, a designer’s room, 
a fur salon, a bridal sa-
lon, a showcase, coats, 
suits, popular dresses, a 
pin shop, millinery, lin-
gerie, foundations, ma-
ternity shop, uniforms, a 
teen shop, junior dresses, 
junior sportswear, junior 
coats and junior suits.

On the third floor 
were domestics, bed-
ding, curtains, draperies, 
lamps, furniture, din-
nerware, China, glass-
ware, giftware, flowers, 
housewares, appliances 
and small electrics along 
with a little girls’ shop, 
girls’ shop, little gents’ 
shop, toddlers’ wear, 
infants’ ware and chil-
dren’s shoes.

The fourth floor was 
devoted to toys and 
games. It featured an au-
ditorium and the person-
nel and executive offices.

In the separate but 
adjoining south build-
ing at 226 North E Street 
was the home furnish-
ings center, furniture, 
carpets, rugs, appliances 
with a section devoted 
to Hoover appliances, 
a home planning center 
and television repair.

The Harris Company 
store provided lavish 
Christmas and Easter 
promotional displays, in 
some cases involving au-
tomation.

cally as an escalator, one 
designed and built by the 
Smithtown, New York-
based Peelle Company, 
which called its creation 
“the Motorstair,” as the 
Otis Elevator Company 
at that time held the pat-
ent on its own product, 
which was known by its 
copyrighted name esca-
lator.

The company eventu-
ally grew to nine large 
department stores, which 
included stores in Ba-
kersfield, Hemet, Indio, 
Moreno Valley, Palm-
dale, Redlands, River-
side and Victorville.

In 1966 the advent of 
the Inland Center Mall 
began to draw the city’s 
and the outlying com-
munity’s customers 
away from downtown 
San Bernardino. In 1969, 
city officials gave go-
ahead to the concept of 
rejuvenating the down-
town area with a shop-
ping mall, one which 
was to be fleshed out 
with three anchors – JC 
Penney, Montgomery 
Wards and the existing 
Harris’. In 1972, the two-
floor Central City Mall 
opened with 52 stores. In 
1973 an addition directly 
linked the mall to the 
Harris Company. That 
improvement involved 
tiles and wrought iron 
from Portugal to create a 
resplendent stairway and 
landing.

The intent was for the 
mall to expand in incre-
ments over the years, 
involving nearby or ad-

one point the number of 
stores and shops it con-
tained grew to 117, the 
mall never reached the 
heights once envisaged 
for it.

By the late 1970s, 
the mall was facing the 
challenge of local gangs 
having settled upon it as 
a hangout, particularly 
during the peak shopping 
hours of Friday night 
until Sunday. Manage-
ment of the mall twice 
changed hands, and over 
the next decade city of-
ficials differed over how 
to go about rescuing the 
facility. In the late 1980s, 
a concerted effort by 
city officials, the mall’s 
owners, developers and 
outside investors was 
made to revitalize it. The 
resultant makeover in-
cluded outfitting it with a 
36-foot colorful carousel 
near one of the entrances 
at the bottom floor, artis-
tic façades and trendy in-
terior decoration, efforts 
to appeal to families, 
particularly with young 
children, and strategies 
to discourage gang ac-
tivity in, at and around 
the mall and its parking 
lot. Rechristened the 
Carousel Mall, it expe-
rienced something of a 
resurgence, but that was 
only temporary. In 1994, 
the mall was dealt an 
irreparable blow when 
the U.S. Department of 
Defense closed Norton 
Air Force Base, which 
severely hampered San 
Bernardino economi-
cally.

in direct competition 
with the Gottschalks at 
the Inland Center Mall, 
was closed on January 
31, 1999.

After the closure, 
ownership of the down-
town San Bernardino 
Harris’ building re-
mained with El Corte 
Inglés, S.A.

In 2001, Montgomery 
Ward went out of busi-
ness, which entailed the 

in January 2008, LNR 
Corp sold all of the Car-
ousel Mall property, mi-
nus the Harris Company 
building which remained 
in the possession of El 
Corte Inglés, S.A. and 
the JC Penney’s build-
ing which was owned by 
the San Manuel Band of 
Mission Indians, to Lyn-
wood-based developer 
Placo San Bernardino 
LLC, for $23.5 million. 

by the city, which was 
militating to tenantize it 
with county government 
offices. The city pressed 
Placo to pay it the $5 
million difference be-
tween the amount it had 
paid for the mall and the 
amount of money loaned 
it by Center Bank with 
interest.

In 2011, there were 33 

Harris’ Department Store’s link to the Central City Mall
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nicipality governed by a 
Republican majority city 
council to one ruled by 
a Democratic majority 
council as well as one 
which is composed en-
tirely of women.

Irving, who had a 
mixed political career in 
Los Angeles County be-
fore she relocated to Vic-
torville, unsuccessfully 
vied for the Victorville 
City Council in 2018. 
Her win in last year’s 
election was seen as a 
breakthrough in minor-
ity and women empow-
erment. Her elevation to 
the Democratic Central 
Committee’s third vice 
chairwoman position ap-
peared to advance her 
into an enviable spot po-
litically, as she held the 
bully pulpit of being an 
elected official in what 
is San Bernardino Coun-
ty’s fifth largest city and 
the High Desert’s larg-
est city, while exercis-
ing a not inconsiderable 
degree of influence over 
the local Democratic 
Party’s application of 
its electioneering influ-
ence, even as the Demo-
crats have taken a com-
manding 460,387 or 
40.9 percent to 334,233 
or 29.7 percent lead 
over the Republicans in 
terms of voter registra-
tion countywide. Thus, 
Irving’s prospect for 
remaining in munici-
pal office in Victorville 
beyond 2024, when she 
is scheduled to seek re-
election to the council, 
appeared to be solid, and 
she was well positioned 
to seek election to higher 
office such as the Cali-
fornia Assembly or the 
California State Senate 
as early as 2022 or per-
haps beyond that.

For that reason, what 
from the outside looked 
like an abrupt decision 
early this week to leave 
the Democratic Central 
Committee was surpris-
ing.

Last year, in the elec-
tion corresponding to the 
March 3, 2020 Presiden-
tial Primary, voting to 
fill positions on both the 
Republican and Demo-
cratic central commit-
tees for San Bernardino 
County took place. Re-

publicans compete for 
the central committee 
posts in districts that 
match the boundaries 
for the county’s super-
visorial districts while 
the Democrats choose 
their central committee 
members in districts that 
are either indistinguish-
able from the entirety 
of the assembly districts 
fully contained within 
the county or encom-
pass those portions of 
the assembly districts ly-
ing within the county’s 
borders when those dis-
tricts straddle both San 
Bernardino County and 
a neighboring county. 
As a resident of the 33rd 
Assembly District, Ir-
ving competed against 
13 vying for six posi-
tions representing that 
jurisdiction on the cen-
tral committee, finish-
ing sixth, thus earning 
a berth among those en-
trusted to lead the Dem-
ocratic Party in Cali-
fornia’s largest county 
geographically and fifth 
largest population-wise.

Since 2012, the San 
Bernardino County 
Democratic Central 
Committee had consis-
tently elected Chris Ro-
bles to serve as county 
party chairman. There 
was growing discontent 
among the central com-
mittee’s members with 
Robles’ leadership, in 
that during his tenure, 
despite voter registration 
numbers trending con-
sistently in favor of the 
Democratic Party in San 
Bernardino County, the 
Republican Party and 
its candidates have con-
sistently outhustled the 
Democratic Party and 
its candidates such that 
greater Republican voter 
turnout has occurred, 
leaving the Democrats 
neck and neck with the 
Republicans in terms of 
the numbers of elected 
officials representing 
San Bernardino County 
at the state and federal 
legislative level in Sacra-
mento and Washington, 
D.C., and the Republi-
cans holding the lion’s 
share of the elected po-
sitions at the county and 
municipal levels as well 
as on school districts and 
water districts around 
the county. After Robles 
was reelected as county 
party chairman after 
the 2016 election, a con-
certed effort to displace 
him formed among what 
was at first a minority of 
the central committee’s 
members. No fewer than 
three moves to depose 

him as chairman oc-
curred in 2017 and 2018. 
Last summer, after four 
election cycles of con-
tinuous dysfunction by 
the Democratic Party in 
San Bernardino County, 
a move to oust Robles 
in favor Kristin Wash-
ington, who was previ-
ously active with the 
Redlands Democratic 
Club in outgunning the 
Republicans in her neck 
of the woods, took hold. 
A support network co-
alesced around her, and 
in July Washington was 
chosen as party chair-
woman. Thereafter, most 
of the cabal that had kept 
Robles in power over the 
previous several years 
that yet exists within 
the central committee, 
which includes Ralph 
Trujillo, Wendy Eccles, 
Mary Feeney, Christina 
Marquez, Mark West-
wood, Nancy Glenn, 
Sean Houle and Robles 
himself, was marginal-
ized, and a new set of 
party functionaries were 
given positions of pres-
tige within the central 
committee.

With Washington’s 
ascendancy, individu-
als in the party aligned 
with her captured most 
of the key posts in the 
committee as members 
of the executive board. 
These included Stacey 
Ramos as a candidate for 
first vice chair, Irving as 
third vice chair, Nancy 
Glenn as secretary, Mar-
tina Ortega as treasurer, 
and Nicholas Chris-
tensen as corresponding 
secretary. The lone ex-
ception to that was Jim 
Gallagher, whom Robles 
had installed years ago 
as a member of the com-
mittee’s executive board 
and who remained loyal 
to him on and off in more 
recent years, who has 
taken up the position of 
second vice chair.

With Washington in 
place, Irving saw her 
political reach increase. 
As the November 2020 
election approached, Ir-
ving and Lizet Angulo, 
Gallagher, Christina 
Marquez, Scott Brown, 
Curt Lewis, Aaron Brat-
ton and Nancy Glenn 
were named to the cen-
tral committee’s panel to 
evaluate the candidates 
for office in the upcom-
ing election to determine 
who would get the coun-
ty party’s endorsements. 
This provoked some 
degree of controversy, 
since Angulo and Irving 
were candidates for city 
council in Victorville in 

that election as was Gal-
lagher for city council in 
Chino Hills. An effort 
to attenuate this conflict 
was instituted by which 
the candidates were not 
allowed any say in the 
evaluation of their own 
candidacies.

On February 8, Irving 
tendered her resigna-
tion as a member of the 
San Bernardino County 
Democratic Central 
Committee, stating there 
was a “pervasive stream 
of racist acts” ongoing 
in the local Democratic 
Party that had prompted 
her to leave.

Sources within the 
San Bernardino Coun-
ty Democratic Party 
viewed Irving’s depar-
ture from the county 
central committee with 
alarm, saying it may 
presage a crippling split 
between the party’s 
Hispanic and African 
American members.

Irving’s resignation 
came in the immediate 
aftermath of a statewide 
vote held by the Demo-
cratic Party in which 
representatives to the 
California Central Com-
mittee were selected. In 
the Democratic Party, 
state central commit-
tee members are elected 
from within their respec-
tive Assembly district 
boundaries to represent 
the Assembly district in 
which they reside.

The Democratic Party 
further conditions its 
selections to the state 
central committee in a 
way intended to derive a 
gender balance, with the 
same number of men as 
women being chosen to 
serve on the committee 
from each district. Thus, 
under the Democratic 
rules, “self identified fe-
males” compete against 
one another and “other 
than self identified fe-
males” run against one 
another in the contests 
for the California Cen-
tral Committee.

Irwin is a resident of 
Assembly District 33 
and was competing in 
this year’s race for the 
California Central Com-
mittee. While all Demo-
crats residing in the 33rd 
District were eligible to 
run to represent the 33rd 

District on the state cen-
tral committee and vote 
in the election, those 
seeking a position had to 
register as a candidate by 
December 15 and those 
wanting to vote had to 
mail in a request for a 
ballot by January 11. 
There were 21 women – 

or those self identifying 
as women – running for 
the California Demo-
cratic Central Commit-
tee to represent Assem-
bly District 33, and 16 
men – or other than self 
identifying females – 
running to represent the 
33rd Assembly District 
on the California Demo-
cratic Central Commit-
tee. The top seven fin-
ishers in either gender 
category received a berth 
on the state central com-
mittee.

According to Demo-
cratic Party sources, a 
group of Hispanic Dem-
ocratic Party members in 
San Bernardino County 
undertook a concerted 
and highly energetic ef-
fort to elect a slate of 
what was described as 
exclusively Latino and 
Latina candidates.

“The race for the 
state central commit-
tee requires a highly 
specialized campaign,” 
a party insider told the 
Sentinel. “To win, you 
need to work hard to get 
people to register to vote 
in the election and then 
get them out to vote for 
you. Just like last time, a 
relatively small group of 
Hispanic candidates and 
their people outhustled 
everyone else. Their slate 
was not balanced. It was 
not equally proportioned 
with Hispanic, white and 
black candidates. The 
campaign was organized 
so Latinos and Latinas 
would win.”

The seven top vote-
getters on the female 
side were Sabrina Cisne-
ros, Angela Mayo, Lesia 
Oneido Louro, Stepha-
nie “Vida” Pazarin, Val-
erie Little, Yvonne M. 
Molles and Alexis Ileen 
DeJesus. The seven top 
finishers on the male side 
were Fernando Hernan-
dez, Harold Hines, Mi-
chael Brian Mayo, Mar-
tin Gerardo Gonzalez, 
Valentin Godina, Mark 
Andrew Melendez and 
Brian Conley.

Several African 
American candidates 
finished out of the run-
ning in both races. On 
the distaff side, Leslie 
Irving, her sister Kellie 
Irving, Adelanto Coun-
cilwoman Stevevonna 
Evans, Apple Valley 
Unified School District 
Board Member Maria 
Okpara and Ramla Kim-
brew, all of whom are 
African American, were 
unsuccessful in their 
state central committee 
candidacies. Also los-
ing in the contest were a 

few Hispanic politicians 
who currently hold of-
fice, such as Victorville 
Councilwoman Blanca 
Gomez and Victorville 
Councilwoman Rita 
Ramirez.

Several of those run-
ning, including Leslie 
Irving, had hoped to 
get onto the California 
Central Committee to 
enhance their chances in 
vying against the current 
33rd District Assembly-
man, Thurston Smith, a 
Republican, who must 
stand for reelection to 
the Assembly in 2022.

The state central com-
mittee by-mail voting 
deadline had originally 
been set for January 27, 
but was extended one 
week to February 3. 
There was a several day 
delay while late-posted 
ballots were received 
and counted. It was in 
the immediate aftermath 
of the announcement of 
those voting results, in 
which Irving finished 
tenth among the women, 
that Irving made her res-
ignation announcement.

“Leslie was being re-
actionary to losing,” the 
Democratic Party insid-
er told the Sentinel.

The development of 
a schism between Afri-
can American and His-
panic members of the 
San Bernardino County 
Democratic Party could 
have dire consequences 
for the Democrats, as 
they are up against the 
San Bernardino County 
Republican Party, which 
has historically been co-
hesive and well-coordi-
nated in its electioneer-
ing efforts.

Word spread quickly, 
and the following day, 
Tuesday, February 9, 
Washington sent out an 
email to the central com-
mittee’s members, many 
of whom were shocked 
at the resignation and Ir-
ving’s contention about 
what had driven her to it.

“As you may have 
heard, our 3rd vice chair, 
Leslie Irving, resigned 
her seat on the central 
committee on Monday, 
February 8,” Washing-
ton wrote. “I wanted to 
update you and let you 
know that her resigna-
tion has been accepted. 
We thank Council Mem-
ber Irving for her work 
on the executive board, 
most notably with our 
candidate endorsement 
process in August. We 
wish her much success in 
her new seat on the Vic-
torville City Council.”
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sign (LEED) standards. 
LEED is an environmen-
tally-friendly building 
certification program 
used worldwide that was 
developed by the non-
profit U.S. Green Build-
ing Council. It includes 
rating systems for the 
design, construction, op-

eration, and maintenance 
of buildings, homes, and 
neighborhoods aimed to 
assist building owners 
and business operators 
in being environmental-
ly responsible and in us-
ing resources efficiently.

Solar panels are to 
be incorporated into the 
structure’s design, and 
there will be electric ve-
hicle charging stations 
on the grounds of the 
facility. The landscap-
ing for the project is to 
be drought-tolerant in 
nature.

Despite those ele-
ments of the project and 
other precautions taken, 
the environmental im-
pact report for the project 
states that all mitigation 
measures to be applied 

to the project will not 
fully offset the impacts 
of the project. According 
to that environmental 
impact report, there will 
be “significant and un-
avoidable environmental 
effects” in the areas of 
traffic, air quality, green-
house gas emissions and 
sound. 

Some nearby resi-
dents expressed concern 
that the project will have 
downsides that will im-
pact them. 

Kathryn Lopez, not-
ing that “San Bernardino 
Valley already has a sig-
nificant air quality prob-
lem,” said “Our com-
munity deserves better 
policies and a communi-
ty benefits agreement for 
quality development to 

be created in our neigh-
borhood. We need sus-
tainable development in 
our city.”

A community benefits 
agreement is a commit-
ment or contract signed 
by community groups 
and a real estate devel-
oper stipulating that the 
developer will provide 
specific amenities and/or 
mitigations to the local 
community or neighbor-
hood where the project 
in question is to be con-
structed. In exchange, 
the community groups 
agree to either publicly 
support the project or de-
sist from opposing it. 

Ultimately, the major-
ity of the commissioners 
present were persuaded 
by the project itself and 

advocates touting it that 
it should proceed. One of 
those in favor of it was 
Inland Empire Regional 
Chamber of Commerce 
President Edward Orne-
las, who said the project 
will complement “the 
recent growth at San 
Bernardino International 
Airport.” 

On-line retail behe-
moth Amazon has estab-
lished a 660,000-square 
foot regional air hub on 
101 acres south of the 
airport, west of Victo-
ria Avenue and south of 
Third Street. 

San Manuel Landing 
is within San Bernardi-
no’s city limits but abuts 
the city’s boundary with 
Highland.  

David Drake, a devel-

opment consultant with 
Trammell Crow Co. who 
is working with the tribe, 
said no specific tenant or 
tenants to occupy the 
warehouse has or have 
been signed up to occupy 
the building. 

With commissioners 
Elizabeth Sanchez and 
Larry Quiel absent, the 
commission voted 6-to1, 
with Monique Guerrero, 
Amelia Lopez, Anthony 
Jones, Edward Woolbert, 
Helen Chang and Har-
moni Morales  prevailing 
and Jesus Flores in op-
position to recommend 
the project’s approval to 
the city council.

-Mark Gutglueck

Washington contin-
ued, “In her resignation 
letter, Council Member 
Irving referenced a ‘per-
vasive stream of racist 
acts within the San Ber-
nardino County Demo-
cratic Party.’ Since she 
did not share any other 
details with us about 
those acts, I have no fur-
ther information to offer 
you.”

Washington, who is 
herself African-Ameri-
can, stated, “I want to be 
clear, though, that I take 
accusations of racism se-
riously and have zero tol-
erance for racist behavior 
in any form by any mem-
ber. Meetings and events 
by the San Bernardino 
County Democratic 
Central Committee 
and our chartered clubs 
should always provide a 
welcome and inclusive 
space for political work 
by Democrats of every 
race. We must all work 
together if we expect 
to elect more Demo-
crats in our county. So, 
if you have seen, heard 
or been subject to racist 
acts within this county 
party since our reorga-
nizational meeting on 
July 18, 2020, please let 
me know, so that those 
acts can be properly ad-
dressed.”

The Sentinel today, 
Friday, February 12, 
emailed Irving in an ef-
fort to obtain clarifica-
tion from her with regard 

to the circumstances she 
referenced in making 
her exit from the central 
committee.

In asking Irving 
to elucidate what she 
meant, the Sentinel in-
quired if her statement 
was intended to apply 
generally to the Demo-
cratic Party on a national 
or statewide level or 
specifically to the party 
within San Bernardino 
County, and whether 
she was still a registered 
Democrat.

The Sentinel asked Ir-
ving to delineate the spe-
cific acts of racism she 
referenced in taking her 
leave of the central com-
mittee.

The Sentinel asked Ir-
ving if she intended her 
action and announce-
ment to serve as an in-
dictment of the entirety 
of the county party, in-
cluding its leadership, or 
if her statement applied 
to only a specific indi-
vidual or set of individu-
als.

The Sentinel sought 
from Irving why, if the 
racism she referenced 
was indeed limited to a 
relative handful of peo-
ple in the central com-
mittee, it would not have 
been better for her to re-
main in the organization 
to guide it around the pit-
falls those members and 
their actions represent.

Irving had not re-
sponded to the email by 
press time.

There has been some 
degree of controversy in 
Irving’s political career 
previously, to the point 
of raising in at least one 
case, extremely com-
plicated if not unique 
questions with regard to 
the legal and electoral 
actions of a candidate 

who becomes an elected 
official under a circum-
stance deemed improp-
er or through electoral 
means held to be illegal.

As a politician in Los 
Angeles County before 
her move to Victorville, 
Irving held the distinc-
tion of being elected but 
then being denied the 
right or ability to take of-
fice.

In 2001, as a resident 
of Compton, Irving suc-
cessfully vied for a po-
sition on the Compton 
City Council, posting a 
victory over her oppo-
nent, Melanie Andrews. 
Before Irving was sworn 
in to that office, how-
ever, accusations of 
voter fraud against her 
surfaced. A challenge 
to the outcome of the 
race, as well as that one 
for Compton mayor in 
the same election, was 
lodged in Los Angeles 
Superior Court.

The matter was heard 
by Superior Court Judge 
Judith C. Chirlin. Af-
ter weighing all of the 
evidence and based upon 
what Chirlin and the Cal-
ifornia Second District 
Court of Appeal called 
substantial and credible 
testimony, a conclusion 
was reached that Irving 
had engaged in election 
fraud. Nine witnesses, at 
least six of whom did not 
speak English, testified 
against Irving, stating 
that she or her campaign 
had registered them to 
vote, even though they 
were not citizens. The 
most devastating witness 
against Irving was Elvita 
Andrade, whose testi-
mony replicated in many 
respects that of the other 
eight witnesses. Andrade 
testified that although 
she had spoken with Ir-

ving through a transla-
tor, she had also spoken 
directly with Irving in 
English. Andrade stated 
she had told Irving, in 
English, that she was not 
a United States citizen. 
Andrade claimed that 
Irving’s response was 
“that citizenship had 
nothing to do with it, 
that it had nothing to do 
with the government, so 
that it would not [a]ffect 
my citizenship.” An-
drade said she had been 
told to sign an absentee 
ballot application, which 
she did, and that either 
Irving or the translator 
would pick up the ab-
sentee ballot from her 
when it arrived. Andrade 
stated that when the 
translator came to pick 
up the absentee ballot, 
she had signed the ballot 
and gave it to the trans-
lator without marking 
or punching it. Someone 
other than Andrade, after 
she had given it to one of 
Irving’s campaign work-
ers, marked and submit-
ted Andrade’s absentee 
ballot, which was dem-
onstrated to the court to 
have been counted in the 
election, according to 
evidence and testimony 
in the case.

Judge Chirlin found, 
and the Second Dis-
trict Division 1 Cali-
fornia Court of Appeal 
confirmed, that Irving 
“either personally or 
through her agents, (1) 
knowingly solicit[ed] 
nine non-citizens to reg-
ister for absentee bal-
lots in violation of sec-
tion 18100, subdivision 
(a);  (2) [was] present in 
the nine absentee voters’ 
homes while they were 
voting and telling them 
how to vote, in violation 
of section 18371, subdivi-
sion (a);  (3) fraudulently 
register[ed] nine non-cit-
izens and assist[ed] them 
to vote or complet[e] 
their absentee ballots 
for them, in violation of 
section 18500;  and (4) 
solicit[ed] illegal votes 
from the nine nonquali-
fied voters, in violation 
of section 18561.”

The trial court also 
disqualified Irving, un-
der the provisions of 
section 18501, from ever 
holding office in Califor-
nia.

Irving appealed Judge 
Chirlin’s ruling to the 
Second District Court of 
Appeal, which in March 
2003 ruled that Irving 
had indeed engaged in 

the “commission of of-
fenses against the elec-
tive franchise” Chirlin 
had adjudged Irving to 
have been involved in 
and that Irving’s 2001 
Compton City Council 
election was properly 
annulled. The Court of 
Appeal, while finding 
that Irving was disquali-
fied from seeking or fill-
ing the council seat she 
had sought in the 2001 
election for the remain-
der of that 2001 term, 
determined that because 
the case Chirlin was ad-
judicating was an elec-
toral challenge rather 
than a criminal matter, 
the lifetime ban on Ir-
ving ever holding office 
again in California was 
improperly imposed. 
The Second District 
Court of Appeal ruling 
allowed Irving to run for 
and hold elective office 
thereafter.

Washington in her 
February 9 email to the 
members of the central 
committee said, “I will 
announce the steps for 
filling the vacant 3rd vice 
chair seat at the Febru-
ary general meeting on 
Thursday, February 25.”

-Mark Gutglueck

His first gesture that 
direction was to inform 
the council and the pub-
lic that he would make 
no money – directly – by 
serving in the capacity 
of a San Antonio Water 
Company board mem-
ber.

“I’m waiving any sti-
pend or compensation I 
receive and contributing 
it to a charity,” he said of 
the pay provided to the 
members of the San An-
tonio Water Department 
Board of Directors. “I’m 
not taking any compen-
sation for my role.”

He then couched his 
appointment of himself 
and Richards as part of 
an effort to protect the 
city and the water com-
pany by merging their 
oversight as much as 

possible, and lauding 
Richards as an asset to 
the community.

“I reached out to 
community members 
I thought had some in-
terest in this,” he said. 
“I wanted to make sure 
that council members 
are part of the water 
company and Mayor Pro 
Tem [Rudy] Zuniga is 
there. I felt that myself 
being there and that Dan 
Richards, whose compa-
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to a social and financial 
status that puts them out 
of step with the vast ma-
jority of the county citi-
zens they represent, and 
further leaves the super-
visors so determined to 
hang onto their lucra-
tive positions that they 
are willing to take in 
hundreds of thousands 
of dollars from political 
donors with business be-
fore the county so they 
can conduct aggressive 
campaigns to convince 
the voters to keep them 
in office. In return for 
those donations, the Red 
Brennan Group main-
tains, the supervisors 
over the years have dem-
onstrated a willingness 
to do favors for those do-
nors by approving their 
development projects or 
approving their contracts 
or franchises with the 
county in a way that is 
beneficial to the donors 
but detrimental to the 
constituents the supervi-
sors represent.

Measure K, the Red 
Brennan Group main-
tains, by substantially 
reducing the pay the su-
pervisors are to receive, 
would leave them less 
desperate to remain in 
office and less vulner-
able to being influenced 
by deep-pocketed inter-
ests willing to provide 
them with money to re-
main in office. Moreover, 
reducing the county’s 
ruling class’s pay to a 
level in line with the av-
erage amount of money 
made by county resi-
dents would make the 
county’s political leaders 
sensitive to the reality 
the average person must 
deal with, the measure’s 
sponsors believe. The 
measure’s one-term limit 
would doubly ensure that 
the supervisors would 
not be beholden to those 
seeking to corrupt them 
through offering them 
political money, the Red 
Brennan Group asserts, 
since the supervisors in 
office would not be in 
the position of having to 
raise money to stay in of-
fice. 

Last spring, faced with 
the consideration that the 

Red Brennan Group had 
gathered the signatures 
of 75,132 county voters 
to qualify Measure K 
for the November ballot, 
the supervisors detailed 
the county’s senior staff 
members and the coun-
ty’s stable of in-house 
attorneys, known as the 
office of county coun-
sel, to see if there was 
some procedural or le-
gal grounds to keep the 
pay reduction and term 
limit measure from go-
ing before the county’s 
voters. When that gam-
bit came up empty, they 
speedily cobbled to-
gether what they called 
a county charter reform 
measure of their own 
which called for setting 
their pay at a level which 
would allow them to 
continue to make no less 
than $240,000 per year 
in total compensation 
and as much as $310,000 
in total compensation, 
and which solidified the 
already existing three 
term limit imposed on 
the supervisors.  The 
supervisors needed to 
gather no signatures to 
qualify their initiative 
for a vote, and were able 
to use their own author-
ity to place it on the bal-
lot. That measure was 
dubbed Measure J, and 
put on the November 
ballot above Measure K, 
which was a ploy to have 
the voters pass Measure J 
instead of Measure K, as 
historic voting patterns 
show that a measure or 
candidate that appears 
higher on the ballot is 
statistically more likely 
to prevail or pass. 

When the vote was 
held on November 3 in 
conjunction with the 
2020 General Presiden-
tial Election, Measure K 
passed overwhelmingly, 
with 516,184 or 66.84 
percent of the 772,282 
voters participating sup-
porting it, and 256,098 
voters or 33.16 percent 
opposed. 

Simultaneously Mea-
sure J passed as well, but 
by a far thinner margin, 
378,964 votes or 50.72 
percent to 368,224 or 
49.28 percent.

Because Measure K 
had garnered more votes 
and passed by a greater 
percentage, the elements 
in it that were in conflict 
with Measure J, namely 
the reduction of the su-
pervisors’ individual 
total compensation to 
$60,000 rather than the 
roughly $280,000 on av-
erage they would be per-
mitted under Measure 

J and the reduction of 
the number of terms the 
supervisors could serve 
from three to one, the 
compensation level and 
term reductions in Mea-
sure K were to go into 
effect. 

The board of supervi-
sors, bypassing the office 
of county counsel, hired 
the Los Angeles-based 
Sutton Law Firm and 
three of its attorneys, 
Bradley Hertz, James 
Sutton and Nicholas 
Sanders, who on Decem-
ber 2, 2020 filed on the 
supervisors’ behalf a pe-
tition for a writ of man-
date naming the super-
visors’ own employee, 
San Bernardino County 
Clerk of the Board of Su-
pervisors Lynna Monell, 
as a defendant, asking 
the court to order Monell 
not to take any action 
that would put Measure 
K into effect. 

Though the Red 
Brennan Group was not 
named in the petition, 
the suit brought by the 
board of supervisors 
named Does 1 through 
100, inclusive, among 
whom the Sentinel is in-
formed, will be any and 
all members of the Red 
Brennan Group to even-
tually be identified by 
the county.

In the petition, Hertz, 
Sutton and Sanders 
maintain on the board of 
supervisors’ behalf that 
only the board of super-
visors can determine its 
members’ pay; that the 
supervisors have a con-
stitutional right to serve 
as many terms as they 
personally wish as long 
as they can maintain 
the support of the vot-
ers in doing so; that the 
Red Brennan Group, as 
Measure K’s proponents, 
packed too many provi-
sions into the measure; 
and that Measure K in-
terferes with the opera-
tion of county govern-
ment.

According to the 
board’s writ of man-
date petition, “Measure 
K suffers from... fatal 
flaws, which make it 
unconstitutional, legally 
invalid, and/or otherwise 
unenforceable.” 

The suit maintains 
that throughout Califor-
nia, only county boards 
of supervisors, and not 
the voters via the ini-
tiative process, can set 
the level of superviso-
rial pay; that Measure 
K’s single lifetime term 
limit provision violates 
the First and Fourteenth 
Amendments to the 

United States Constitu-
tion; that Measure K ille-
gally intruded on matters 
exclusively delegated 
to the board of supervi-
sors; that Measure K vi-
olated the single subject 
rule for ballot measures; 
that Measure K inhib-
its or impairs essential 
government functions; 
that Measure K violates 
California’s prohibi-
tion on retroactive term 
limits; that Measure K 
illegally adjusts sitting 
officials’ salaries; and 
that Measure K wrongly 
combined a term limit 
provision with a com-
pensation provision.

In addition to seek-
ing from the court an or-
der preventing Monnell 
from taking any action 
that would implement 
Measure K’s provisions, 
the petition for a writ 
of mandate seeks a ju-
dicial declaration that 
Measure K is invalid and 
unenforceable or, in the 
alternative if the court 
determines Measure K 
is valid and enforceable, 
a declaration the mea-
sure’s provisions do not 
take effect until 2022 at 
the earliest. The petition 
further seeks that “this 
court award petitioner 
[i.e., the board of super-
visors] the costs of this 
proceeding,” but does 
not make clear whether 
it is Monell or the Red 
Brennan Group who 
should bear the cost of 
paying the Sutton Law 
Firm as well as Hertz, 
Sutton and Sanders their 
legal fees.

This week, at the 
board of supervisors 
meeting on Tuesday, 
February 9,  Tom Mur-
phy, one of the princi-
pals in the Red Bren-
nan Group addressed 
the supervisors. “The 
Red Brennan Group has 
been concerned about 
the growing size scope 
and performance of San 
Bernardino County gov-
ernment,” Murphy said, 
noting that Measure K 
had delved head on into 
“supervisor compensa-
tion and term limits. On 
the strength of 70,000 
signatures Measure K 
was presented to county 
voters and approved by 
a supermajority of those 
voters. Measure K with 
its limit of one term and 
cap compensation was 
the only option for re-
form.”

Rhetorically, Murphy 
asked, “How did this 
board respond to the suc-
cess of Measure K?” An-
swering, he said, “Rather 

than acknowledge the 
supermajority vote and 
take a leadership role to 
implement Measure K, 
this board chose to go to 
[court], effectively using 
the taxpayers’ resources 
against them. This is 
both bad leadership and 
bad politics from the 
perspective of the vot-
ers. This board is simply 
rubberstamping the di-
rection given to them by 
county bureaucrats.” 

Chad Keel, another 
Red Brennan Group 
member, told the super-
visors, “On the strength 
of just five politicians’ 
signatures, Measure J 
was placed on the last 
November’s ballot to 
compete with Measure 
K. It lost by a huge mar-
gin and none of this 
measure is valid and 
your attorneys know 
this. Continuing to pay 
yourselves in accordance 
with Measure J amounts 
to theft of funds belong-
ing to the citizens of this 
county.”

Keel said, “We invite 
you to reset your goals 
in moving forward, stop-
ping the county’s con-
tinued abuse of the legal 
system to stop the ex-
pressed will of the coun-
ty voters and stopping 
the unconstrained and 
overexpanding growth 
in the size of compen-
sation of the county bu-
reaucracy.” 

Natalie Zuk, who 
functions as the Red 
Brennan Group’s chief 
spokesperson, said, “I 
am here on behalf of 
the 516,000 county vot-
ers who voted in favor 
of Measure K and want 
to see it through. The 
Red Brennan Group will 
work with anyone for the 
benefit of this county in 
good faith, but you can 
expect an absence of a 
showing of good faith 
and cooperation from 
yourselves. We invite 
you to vigorously defend 
Measure K on behalf of 
the 66 percent of county 

voters who approved this 
measure. In accordance 
with the California Elec-
tions Code, Measure K 
won. Therefore Measure 
J should have no effect, 
and we will aggressively 
defend that position in 
court.”

Zuk told the board, 
“The Red Brennan 
Group will support any 
candidates for the 2022 
county supervisors elec-
tion willing to serve 
in accordance with the 
terms set forth under 
Measure K and to for-
swear contributions 
from special interests in 
an effort to build trust 
in the political system 
within the county shown 
by actions rather words. 
We seek to deliver the 
best government to the 
county citizens for no 
more than the true cost 
of providing that prod-
uct, with the leftover 
balance being used cre-
atively to benefit this 
county’s citizens rather 
than its governing elite.”

Because Murphy, 
Keel and Zuk were ad-
dressing the board during 
its open citizen comment 
forum and the subject of 
Measure K was not on 
the board’s agenda, its 
members present in the 
county board chamber 
– Fourth District Super-
visor and Board Chair-
man Curt Hagman, Sec-
ond District Supervisor 
Janice Rutherford and 
Fifth District Supervi-
sor Joe Baca, Jr. - and 
the two other members 
of the board participat-
ing remotely from their 
respective locations in 
the desert region of the 
county – First District 
Supervisor Paul Cook 
and Third District Su-
pervisor Dawn Rowe 
– were not at liberty to 
respond. 

The lawsuit is being 
litigated in the court-
room of San Bernardino 
County Superior Court 
Judge Donald Alvarez. 

-Mark Gutglueck

Sponsors Of Gov-
ernment Reform 
Measure Passed By 
Voters Want Coun-
ty Supervisors To 
End Their Lawsuit 
Blocking Its Imple-
mentation  from front 
page 

Continued on Page 8

nies have invested half 
of a billion dollars in our 
city, was a qualified can-
didate with an extremely 
beneficial business back-
ground.”

To Velto, Richards’ 
success in the business 
world recommended him 

to the position. There are 
others who have drawn 
the opposite conclusion.

In his mid-20s in the 
1970s, Richards worked 
as a haberdasher. By the 
early 1980s, he embarked 
on a career in real estate 
and real estate manage-
ment, having gone to 
work for Jim Smirl and 
Smirl’s Vanguard Build-
ers. A resident of Rancho 
Cucamonga, Richards 
ran successfully for a po-
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sition on the Foothill Fire 
District Board of Direc-
tors. With his fellow 
board member, Steve 
Wheatley, he formed 
Stephen Daniels Com-
mercial Brokerage, Inc. 
in 1983. In this capacity, 
he became involved in 
the upkeep, selling, buy-
ing and leasing of prop-
erty. His experience as 
an elected official with 
the Foothill Fire District, 
which oversaw the fire 
department in Rancho 
Cucamonga until the 
district was subsumed 
by the city in 1989, gave 
him practical lessons in 
the function of govern-
ment, and brought him 
into close contact with 
other elected officehold-
ers as well as city of-
ficials, including city 
managers, planning di-
rectors, community de-
velopment directors and 
public works directors, 
and an ease-of-presence 
among political op-
erators and the region’s 
movers and shakers.

Richards became 
heavily involved politi-
cally, eventually becom-
ing a member of both the 
San Bernardino County 
and California Republi-
can Central Committees.

With Jeff Burum, An-
drew Wright, Ray Crebs 
and 19 other investors, 
Richards created the 
Colonies Partners. In 
1997, the Colonies Part-
ners purchased from the 
San Antonio Water Com-
pany Liquidation Trust 
489 acres of surplus 
water-settling property 
in what is now northeast 
Upland for $16 million. 
The Colonies Partners 
sold 40 of those acres to 
the California Depart-
ment of Transportation 
for $17 million. Caltrans 
then used those 40 acres 
to construct a span of the 
210 Freeway.

Thereafter, the Colo-
nies Partners, with Rich-
ards and Burum as its 
managing principals, set 
about in earnest getting 
clearance from the City 
of Upland to develop 
the remaining acreage 
acquired from the San 
Antonio Water Compa-
ny Liquidation Trust for 
what were dubbed the 
Colonies at San Antonio 
residential and Colonies 

Crossroads commercial 
subdivisions.

Using his political 
connections and know-
how, Richards utilized 
the money available to 
him and his associates 
to take political charge 
of Upland by support-
ing – indeed sponsor-
ing and promoting – the 
election of John Pom-
ierski as mayor in 2000. 
Because Upland had 
gutted its community 
development, planning, 
engineering and public 
works departments in 
1998, Richards and Bu-
rum found themselves 
asking the city to wel-
come within its munici-
pal limits development 
projects it was complete-
ly unequipped to oversee 
or regulate. Richards 
and Burum arranged for 
the city to hire contract 
planners and engineers 
to carry out the city’s 
accommodation of the 
development scheme, 
with the Colonies Part-
ners reimbursing the city 
for those expenses. This 
created a circumstance 
in which the city’s devel-
opment regulators found 
themselves in the posi-
tion of being paid by the 
development company 
they were overseeing.

A major issue with 
regard to the develop-
ment were the drainage 
issues that pertained to 
the project site, ones that 
were complicated by the 
simultaneous advent of 
the 210 Freeway, which 
created, during rain-
storms, sheet flow and 
water runoff that could 
inundate the properties 
involved and those im-
mediately adjacent to 
them. As the land where 
the Colonies Partners’ 
projects were being built 
was previously used for 
flood control purposes 
and was subject to four 
flood control easements 
that the San Bernardino 
County Flood Control 
District had recorded 
on the property in 1933, 
1934, 1939 and 1962, the 
Colonies Partners under-
took to create floodwater 
holding facilities on the 
property to ensure the 
homes and commercial 
structures to be built 
would not be submerged 
during a deluge.

Because the Colonies 
Partners’ political sup-
port of Pomierski had 
left him favorably dis-
posed toward the com-
pany’s development pro-
gram and because the 
city’s land use, planning, 
community develop-
ment, engineering and 
public works officials 
were being paid indirect-
ly by the Colonies Part-
ners, there came about 
a lack of clarity with 
regard to which entity 
– the city, the Colonies 
Partners, the County of 
San Bernardino and its 
flood control district or 
the California Depart-
ment of Transportation 
– was to be responsible 
for the flood control in-
frastructure that would 
need to be created as a 
consequence of the de-
velopment of the Colo-
nies Partners’ residential 
and commercial subdivi-
sions and the construc-
tion of the 210 Freeway. 
San Bernardino County 
and its flood control dis-
trict sued the Colonies 
Partners over that issue.

At that time, Jon 
Mikels was San Ber-
nardino County’s Sec-
ond District supervisor, 
and his jurisdiction in-
cluded Upland. Mikels 
was insistent that any 
infrastructure built to 
accommodate the Colo-
nies at San Antonio and 
Colonies Crossroads de-
velopments be defrayed 
by the developers who 
would profit from those 
projects rather than the 
county and its taxpayers. 
In 2002, the Colonies 
Partners, in a strategy 
directed by Richards, 
infused then-Rancho 
Cucamonga City Coun-
cilman Paul Biane’s 
campaign for Second 
District supervisor with 
$70,000. Biane defeated 
Mikels in that election.

When the county 
flood control district di-
verted floodwater runoff 
that originated from the 
210 Freeway as well as 
from land west of the 
Colonies Partners’ proj-
ects into a huge pipeline 
that had its terminus on 
the property owned by 
the Colonies Partners 
and spilled that water 
into a 61-acre floodwater 
basin the Colonies Part-
ners were constructing 
to hold the stormwater 
generated on the Colo-
nies at San Antonio and 
Colonies Crossroads 
projects, the Colonies 
Partners countersued the 
county and its flood con-
trol district. After four 
years of litigation, in No-

vember 2006, the board 
of supervisors voted 
3-to-2, with supervisors 
Bill Postmus, Paul Biane 
and Gary Ovitt prevail-
ing, to settle the suit with 
a $102 million payout to 
the Colonies Partners.

The Colonies Partners 
in March 2007 made a 
$100,000 donation to the 
Committee For Effective 
Government political ac-
tion committee that had 
been set up by James 
Erwin; in May 2007 a 
donation of $100,000 to 
the Alliance for Ethi-
cal Government, a po-
litical action committee 
set up by Mark Kirk; 
a $100,000 contribu-
tion in June 2007 to the 
San Bernardino County 
Young Republicans po-
litical action committee, 
which was controlled by 
Paul Biane and his chief 
of staff Matt Brown; a 
$50,000 contribution in 
June 2007 to the Conser-
vatives for a Republican 
Majority political action 
committee controlled 
by Bill Postmus; and a 
$50,000 contribution in 
July 2007 to the Inland 
Empire political action 
committee controlled by 
Postmus.

Erwin, the one-time 
president of the union 
representing San Ber-
nardino County’s sher-
iff’s deputies, was one of 
Postmus’s political asso-
ciates who in 2007 was 
hired to serve as assis-
tant assessor when Post-
mus moved into the of-
fice of county assessor in 
2007 after being elected 
to that position in 2006. 
Between 2004 and 2006, 
Erwin was working for 
the Colonies Partners as 
a consultant to assist the 
company in settling the 
litigation it had with the 
county and its flood con-
trol district.

Mark Kirk was Gary 
Ovitt’s chief of staff.

Biane’s chief of staff, 
Matt Brown, testi-
fied that in 2007, some 
months after the super-
visors had voted to con-
fer the $102 million set-
tlement on the Colonies 
Partners, he had received 
a telephone call from 
Dan Richards offering to 
make the $100,000 con-
tribution to the San Ber-
nardino County Young 
Republicans political ac-
tion committee, and that 
Richards said he wanted 
to personally inform Bi-
ane about the contribu-
tion.

In February 2010 the 
San Bernardino County 
District Attorney’s Of-
fice in tandem with the 

California Attorney 
General’s Office charged 
Postmus and Erwin with 
involvement in an extor-
tion and bribery con-
spiracy relating to the 
board of supervisors’ 
November 2006 vote to 
settle the litigation be-
tween the county and 
the Colonies Partners by 
conferring the $102 mil-
lion settlement on the 
company. In the criminal 
complaint, Dan Rich-
ards and Jeff Burum as 
the Colonies Partners 
co-managing principals, 
Colonies Partners public 
relations consultant Pat-
rick O’Reilly, Supervisor 
Biane, and Mark Kirk in 
his capacity as Supervi-
sor Gary Ovitt’s chief 
of staff were referenced 
as unidentified and un-
charged co-conspirators. 
Both Postmus and Erwin 
pleaded not guilty to 
those charges.

During the first de-
cade of the 21st Century, 
the Colonies Partners, 
led by Richards and Bu-
rum, proved to be the 
most prolific donors to 
the political funds of San 
Bernardino County’s 
elected officials. The 
money originating with 
the Colonies Partners 
and its major and minor 
principals was provided 
to those elected officials 
and candidates both di-
rectly to their campaigns 
as well as indirectly 
through intermediar-
ies such as political ac-
tion committees and 
independent expendi-
ture vehicles. Postmus 
was provided with over 
$400,000 by the Colo-
nies Partners and the 
individuals it counted as 
its participants and in-
vestors. Biane received 
some $180,000 from 
Richards’ and Burums’ 
company. Gary Ovitt 
and his political team re-
ceived at least $140,000 
from the Colonies Part-
ners and those who com-
posed it.

In March 2011, Up-
land Mayor Pomier-
ski was indicted by a 
federal grand jury on 
bribery charges. Later 
that month, 13 months 
after Postmus and Er-
win were charged in the 
bribery and conspiracy 
case, Postmus entered 
guilty pleas on all 14 of 
the felony counts against 
him relating to corrup-
tion on his part while he 
was in office along with 
a single drug possession 
count. An element of his 
plea agreement was that 
he would cooperate with 
prosecutors in their ef-

forts to bring to justice 
others involved in the 
conspiracy and criminal 
wrongdoing he was ad-
mitting to.

A month later, in 
April 2011, Postmus was 
the star witness before a 
grand jury. In some mea-
sure upon the testimony 
that Postmus provided, 
in May 2011 that grand 
jury issued a 29-count 
indictment of Burum, 
Erwin, Biane, and Kirk.

The charges in the 
indictment superseded 
the charges filed against 
Erwin the previous year. 
Whereas in the Febru-
ary 2010 criminal fil-
ing against Postmus and 
Erwin, prosecutors had 
listed Richards, Burum, 
O’Reilly, Biane and 
Kirk as involved in the 
criminality that Postmus 
admitted to, the indict-
ment handed down in 
May 2011 did not include 
Richards or O’Reilly.

Immediately after the 
indictment was unsealed 
and Burum, Erwin, Kirk 
and Biane were taken 
into custody, booked and 
eventually released on 
bail, the Colonies Part-
ners and its constituent 
members, advised by 
their lawyers, discon-
tinued making political 
donations, surrendering 
the company’s position 
as the most generous 
underwriter of political 
campaigns in the county 
to another developer, 
Reggie King.

The Colonies Part-
ners spared no expense 
in assembling for Bu-
rum a legal dream team, 
composed of some of 
California’s most skilled 
and competent defense 
attorneys. Pretrial skir-
mishing was intense, 
with defense motions to 
dismiss the case being 
heard by Judge Brian 
McCarville. Judge Mc-
Carville granted some 
of those motions, while 
leaving other elements 
of the prosecution’s 
case intact. Thereupon. 
there were appeals to the 
Fourth District Court of 
Appeal in Riverside by 
the prosecution to rein-
state the charges that had 
been dismissed, along 
with appeals by the de-
fense to have charges up-
held by McCarville dis-
missed. After more than 
a five-and-a-half-year 
delay during which there 
were two such rounds 
of appeals to the Fourth 
Appellate District and 
another to the California 
Supreme Court, the mat-

Continued on Page 12

Richards Escaped Indictment While His 
Business Partner And Those Government 
Officials His Company Handomely Re-
warded After Receiving A $102 Million 
Settlement From The County Were Con-
victed On Bribery Charges Or Had To 
Stand Trial  from page 3



Friday, February 12, 2021 Page 9San Bernardino County Sentinel

FBN 20210000227 
The following person is do-

ing business as PROTECTION 1 
FIREARMS 7262 CUMBERLAND 
PL RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91739:  JESSE EMBREY   J7262 
CUMBERLAND PL RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91739

Mailing Address: 7262 CUM-
BERLAND PL RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91739

This Business is Conducted 
By: AN INDIVIDUAL Signed: BY 
SIGNING BELOW, I DECLARE 
THAT ALL INFORMATION IN 
THIS STATEMENT IS TRUE AND 
CORRECT. A registrant who de-
clares as true information, which he 
or she knows to be false, is guilty of 
a crime. (B&P Code 17913) I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

S/ JESSE EMBREY 
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 1/08/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

County Clerk, Deputy D511
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on  1/15, 1/22, 1/29,  
2/05 & 2/12, 2021.

FBN 20200011781 
The following person is doing 

business as JASON’S ELECTRIC   
770 WEST ORANGE STREET  SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92410: JASON  
R ORTIZ      770 WEST ORANGE 
STREET  SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92410

This Business is Conducted 
By: AN INDIVIDUAL Signed: BY 
SIGNING BELOW, I DECLARE 
THAT ALL INFORMATION IN 
THIS STATEMENT IS TRUE AND 
CORRECT. A registrant who de-
clares as true information, which he 
or she knows to be false, is guilty of 
a crime. (B&P Code 17913) I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

S/ JASON R. ORTIZ
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 12/29/2020

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

Began Transacting Business: 
1/01/2005

County Clerk, Deputy D511
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on  1/15, 1/22, 1/29,  
2/05 & 2/12, 2021.

  FBN 20210000336
The following person is doing 

business as: DANK WAYZ  2800 
E RIVERSIDE DR. APT 356  ON-
TARIO, CA 91761  BRIAN J PATTI-
SON  2800 E RIVERSIDE DR. APT 
356  ONTARIO, CA 91761

  This Business is Conducted 
By: AN INDIVIDUAL 

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

 S/ BRIAN J. PATTISON
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 1/14/2021 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. Began 
Transacting Business: JANUARY 8, 
2021

 County Clerk, Deputy I2443
 NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

County Sentinel on 1/22, 1/29, 2/5 & 
2/12, 2021.

     FBN 20210000075
The following person is doing 

business as AH, LOVE  7174 BO-
DEGA ST FONTANA, CA 92336:  
HELEN HONG  7174 BODEGA ST 
FONTANA, CA 92336

  This Business is Conducted 
By: AN INDIVIDUAL 

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

 S/ HELEN HONG 
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 1/5/2021 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. Began 
Transacting Business: AUGUST 17, 
2017

 County Clerk, Deputy I1327
 NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on 1/22, 1/29, 2/5, 
2/12, 2021.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME  STATEMENT FILE NO-
20210000035

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Qualis Life, 4847 
Arrow Highway, #418, Montclair, 
CA 91763, Mailing Address: 16125 
Upland Ave, Fontana, CA 92335, 
Bryan A. Esquivel, 16125 Upland 
Ave, Fontana, CA 92335

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

s/ Bryan A. Esquivel           
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 1/4/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 
12/29/20

County Clerk, s/ DD5511
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

01/22/21, 01/29/21, 02/05/21, 
02/12/21

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT FILE NO-
20210000418

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Foothill Motel, 
2512 W. Foothill Blvd, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92410, Foothill Motel 
LLC, 2512 W. Foothill Blvd, San 
Bernardino, CA 92410

Business is Conducted By: A 
Limited Liability Company

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

s/ Jagdish Patel            
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 1/15/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 
01/01/21

County Clerk, s/ I1327
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

01/22/21, 01/29/21, 02/05/21, 
02/12/21

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT FILE 

NO20200011028 The following 
person(s) is(are) doing business as: 
Orthopedic Sport & Spine Medical 
Group, 330 E. 7th St 2nd Floor, Up-
land, CA 91786, Hamid U. Rahman 
M.D. a Medical Corp., 781 N. Redo 
Cir, Orange, CA 92869 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 be-
comes Public Record upon filing. s/ 
Hamid U. Rahman M.D. This state-
ment was filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/03/20 I 
hereby certify that this is a correct 
copy of the original statement on 
file in my office. Began Transacting 
Business: 04/01/2010 County Clerk, 
s/E4004 NOTICE- This fictitious 
business name statement expires 
five years from the date it was filed 
in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name state-
ment must be filed before that time. 
The filing of this statement does not 
of itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see section 14400 
et. Seq. Business & Professions 
Code). 12/25/20, 01/01/21, 01/08/21, 
01/15/21 & Corrected on: 01/22/21, 
01/29/21, 02/05/21, 02/12/21

 

FBN 20200010183 The follow-
ing person is doing business as: JO-
SEPH W. BRADY, INC. [and] AL-
LIANCE MANAGEMENT GROUP 
[and] BARSTOW REAL ESTATE 
GROUP 240 E WILLIAMS ST 
BARSTOW, CA 92311 JOSEPH 
BRADY, INC., 12138 INDUSTRI-
AL BLVD., SUITE 250 VICTOR-
VILLE, CA 92395 Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 2710 VICTORVILLE, CA 
92311 This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION BY SIGN-
ING BELOW, I DECLARE THAT 
ALL INFORMATION IN THIS 
STATEMENT IS TRUE AND COR-
RECT. A registrant who declares 
as true information, which he or 
she knows to be false, is guilty of a 
crime. (B&P Code 17913) I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing. S/ JOSEPH W. BRADY 
This statement was filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 10/30/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. Began 
Transacting Business: DECEM-
BER 4, 1989 County Clerk, Deputy 
A9730 NOTICE- This fictitious 
business name statement expires 
five years from the date it was filed 
in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name state-
ment must be filed before that time. 
The filing of this statement does 
not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious name in 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 11/13/20, 11/20/20, 11/27/20 & 
12/04/20. Corrected on 12/25/20 and 
1/1, 1/8 & 1/15, 2021 & 01/22/21, 
01/29/21, 02/05/21, 02/12/21

 

FBN 20200010182 The fol-
lowing person is doing business as: 
JOSEPH W. BRADY, INC. [and] 
THE BRADCO COMPANIES [and] 
BRADCO HIGH DESERT REPORT 
[and] THE SHOPS AT SPANISH 
TRAIL [and] THE SHOPPES AT 
SPANISH TRAIL [and] MOJAVE 
RIVER VALLEY REAL ESTATE 
GROUP [and] BRADCO COM-
MERCIAL LEASING GROUP 
[and] BRADCO DEVELOPMENT 
[and] MOJAVE RIVER VALLEY 
COMMERCIAL REAL ESTATE 
[and] BRADCO MOJAVE RIVER 
VALLEY ECONOMIC REPORT 
[and] HIGH DESERT ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL [and] 
MOJAVE RIVER VALLEY ECO-
NOMIC DEVELOPMENT [and] 
MOJAVE RIVER VALLEY ECO-
NOMIC GROUP [and] HIGH DES-
ERT SURVEY (which began trans-
acting business 08/01/2019) [and] 
MOJAVE RIVER VALLEY SUR-
VEY (for which no date for com-
mencing service is provided) 12138 
INDUSTRIAL BLVD., SUITE 250 
VICTORVILLE, CA 92395 JOSEPH 
BRADY, INC., 12138 INDUSTRI-
AL BLVD., SUITE 250 VICTOR-
VILLE, CA 92395 Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 2710 VICTORVILLE, CA 
92393-2710 This Business is Con-
ducted By: A CORPORATION BY 
SIGNING BELOW, I DECLARE 
THAT ALL INFORMATION IN 
THIS STATEMENT IS TRUE 
AND CORRECT. A registrant who 
declares as true information, which 
he or she knows to be false, is guilty 
of a crime. (B&P Code 17913) I am 
also aware that all information on 
this statement becomes Public Re-
cord upon filing. S/ JOSEPH W. 
BRADY This statement was filed 
with the County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: 10/30/2020 I hereby 
certify that this is a correct copy of 
the original statement on file in my 
office. Began Transacting Business: 
DECEMBER 4, 1989 County Clerk, 

Deputy A9730 NOTICE- This fic-
titious business name statement 
expires five years from the date it 
was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common law 
(see section 14400 et. Seq. Business 
& Professions Code). Published in 
the San Bernardino County Senti-
nel on 11/13/20, 11/20/20, 11/27/20 
& 12/04/20. Corrected on 12/25/20 
and 1/1, 1/8 & 1/15, 2021 & 01/22/21, 
01/29/21, 02/05/21, 02/12/21

 

CITATION -- PROBATE *
Case Number: 

TRUPS2000076
Superior Court of Califor-

nia, County of San Bernardino, 
247 W. 3rd Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino Justice Center

ESTATE OR TRUST OF 
(Name): BOBBIE JEAN DA-
VIS LIVING TRUST, estab-
lished April 10, 2019 Other

1. TO: CHRISTIAN RAD-
LEY NICHOLSON, an indi-
vidual

2. You are hereby cited and 
required to appear at a hearing 
in this court on:

a. Date: 05/13/2021, Time: 
9:00 A.M., Dept.: S56

b. Address of court: same as 
noted above

3. At this hearing you are 
required to give any legal rea-
son why the relief re-quested in 
the verified petition attached to 
and served with this citation, 
and filed with this court, should 
not be granted.

Assistive listening systems, 
computer-assisted real-time 
captioning, or sign language 
interpreter services are avail-
able upon request if at least 5 
days notice is provided. Contact 
the clerk’s office for Request for 
Accommodations by Persons 
With Disabilities and Order 
(form MC-410). (Civil Code 
section 54.8.)

Date: JAN 11, 2021 (SEAL)
NANCY CS EBER-

HARDT, Clerk
By: AMY GAMEZ-

REYES, Deputy
CN974959 DAVIS Jan 

22,29,
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
January 22, 29 and February  5 
& 12, 2021

FBN 20210000613
The following person is doing 

business as THE PRINTWORX  
1160 DEWEY WAY, STE B   UP-
LAND, CA 91786:   MANNING & 
MANNING LITHOGRAPHY, INC  
2528 LAKE AVE   ALTA DENA, 
CA 91001    

 This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION       

Registered with the State of 
California CI275199

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/ SEAN MANNING
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 1/22/2021 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office.

 Began Transacting Business: 
JANUARY 1, 2021

 County Clerk, Deputy D5511
 NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see section 
14400 et. Seq. Business & Profes-
sions Code). Published in the San 
Bernardino County Sentinel on 1/29, 
2/5, 2/12 & 2/19, 2021.

  FBN 20210000017
The following person is doing 

business as BEL AIR BLVD  14762 
SHADOW DRIVE FONTANA, 
CA  92337   JASMINE HENDER-
SON [and] JANAYA HENDERSON  
14762 SHADOW DRIVE FON-

TANA, CA  92337  
 This Business is Conducted 

By: A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP       
BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-

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

 S/ JASMINE HENDERSON
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 1/22/2021 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office.

 Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

 County Clerk, Deputy 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). Published in the San 
Bernardino County Sentinel on 1/29, 
2/5, 2/12 & 2/19, 2021.

FBN 20200011671
The following person is doing 

business as GLOBAL TRANS-
PORTERS INC  786 N GAREY 
AVE POMONA, CA 91767:    GLOB-
AL TRANSPORTERS INC  786 N 
GAREY AVE POMONA, CA 91767 

 This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION       

Registered with the State of 
California C3732557

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/ TERRENCE OSBORNE 
MORRIS 

 This statement was filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 12/23/2020 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office.

 Began Transacting Business: 
OCTOBER 15, 2018

 County Clerk, Deputy D5511
 NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see section 
14400 et. Seq. Business & Profes-
sions Code). Published in the San 
Bernardino County Sentinel on 
1/22, 1/29, 2/5, & 2/12, 2021.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT FILE NO-
20210000417

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Tres Art Co; Tres 
Co, 5728 Newcomb Ct, Fontana, CA 
92336, Mailing Address: 5728 New-
comb Ct, Fontana, CA 92336, Nelly 
Avila Porras, 5728 Newcomb Ct, 
Fontana, CA 92336

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

s/ Nelly Avila Porras           
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 1/15/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 
01/05/21

County Clerk, s/ I1327
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

01/29/21, 02/05/21, 02/12/21, 
02/19/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME   STATEMENT FILE NO-
20210000506

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Prestige Account-
ing & Tax Services, 14043 El Cami-
no Pl C, Fontana, CA 92337, Norma 
Y. Hernandez, 14043 El Camino Pl, 
Fontana, CA 92337

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/ Norma Hernandez           
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 01/19/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 
06/03/20

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).

01/29/21, 02/05/21, 02/12/21, 
02/19/21

 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT FILE NO-
20210000120

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: The Sheet Metal 
Works, 491 Wildrose Ave., Unit J, 
Colton, CA 92324, Helen M. Wit-
tman, 491 Wildrose Ave., Unit J, 
Colton, CA 92324

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/ Helen M Wittman           
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 01/06/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

County Clerk, s/ I1327
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

01/29/21, 02/05/21, 02/12/21, 
02/19/21

 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME   STATEMENT FILE NO-
20210000604

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Diordash, 13002 
High Vista St., Victorville, CA 
92395, Marcus S. Medina, 13002 
High Vista St., Victorville, CA 
92395

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/ Marcus S. Medina
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 01/22/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 
01/05/21

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).

01/29/21, 02/05/21, 02/12/21, 
02/19/21

 

FBN 20200010102 The fol-
lowing person is doing business as: 
FONTANA SMOG CHECK TEST 
ONLY 8171 SIERRA AVE UNIT 
R FONTANA, CA 92335 S MAR-
TINEZ LLC, 8171 SIERRA AVE 
UNIT R FONTANA, CA 92335 The 
business is conducted by: A LIM-
ITED LIABILITY COMPANY The 
registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ SERGIO MARTINEZ Statement 
filed with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: 10/28/2020 D5511 I 
hereby certify that this copy is a cor-
rect copy of the original statement 
on file in my office San Bernardino 
County Clerk By:/Deputy Notice 
This fictitious name statement ex-
pires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. 
A new fictitious business name state-
ment must be filed before that time. 
The filing of this statement does not 
of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name 
in violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common law 
(see Section 14400 et seq., Business 
and Professions Code). Published 
in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel 11/27/2020, 12/04/2020, 
12/11/2020, 12/18/2020 & Corrected 
on: 01/01/21, 01/08/21, 01/15/21, 
01/22/21 & 01/29/21, 02/05/21, 
02/12/21, 02/19/21

 

ABANDONMENT OF USE OF 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS NAME

Your registered FBN No. 
is 20200008985 and was filed 
in San Bernardino County on 
09/30/20. Your related FBN No. is 
20170000154 and was filed in San 
Bernardino County on 01/05/2017. 
The following person(s) has (have) 
abandoned the business name(s) of:

AMERICAN CHECK CASH-
ING, 8001- ARCHIBALD AVE. 
STE B, RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730, ISWA, INC., 8001- AR-
CHIBALD AVE. STE B, RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730

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 misdemeanor 
punishable by a fine not to exceed 
one thousand ($1,000) (B&P Code 
17913). I am also aware that all in-
formation of this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing pursuant 
to the California Public Records Act 
(Gov. Code 6250-6277).

s/ASMA ZAHID
This business was conducted 

by: A CORPORATION
Began transacting business on: 

01/09/07
County Clerk/s: D5511
Published: 10/09/20, 10/16/20, 

10/23/20, 10/30/20 & Corrected 
on: 01/29/21, 02/05/21, 02/12/21, 
02/19/21

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: 

SANDRA D. DEBIASI   
NO. PROPS 2000975
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will or 
estate, or both of SANDRA D. 
DEBIASI 

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

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that 
ADELE SCHULTE be appoint-
ed as personal representative 
to administer the estate of the 
decedent. 

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

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
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Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an interested 
person files an objection to the 
petition and shows good cause 
why the court should not grant 
the authority.

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in Dept. No. S36 
at 9 a.m. on March 3, 2021 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

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

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

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

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

Attorney for the Petitioner: 
Jennifer M. Daniel, Esquire

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

9244    Fax No: (909) 235-4733
Email address: jennifer@

lawofficeofjenniferdaniel.com
Attorney for  Adele Schulte 
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel Feb-
ruary 5, 12 & 19, 2021.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: 

RONALD DEBIASI   
NO. PROPS 2100049
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

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

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

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that 
ADELE SCHULTE be appoint-
ed as personal representative 
to administer the estate of the 
decedent. 

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

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 

representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an interested 
person files an objection to the 
petition and shows good cause 
why the court should not grant 
the authority.

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in Dept. No. S37 
at 9 a.m. on March 3, 2021 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

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

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

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

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

Attorney for the Petitioner: 
Jennifer M. Daniel, Esquire

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

9244    Fax No: (909) 235-4733
Email address: jennifer@

lawofficeofjenniferdaniel.com
Attorney for  Adele Schulte 
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel Feb-
ruary 5, 12 & 19, 2021.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: DONALD JOHN MITCH-
ELL 

CASE NO. PROPS 2100091
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of DONALD 
JOHN MITCHELL

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by JON 
MICHAEL MOCHERMAN, II   
in the Superior Court of Cali-
fornia, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO. 

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that JON 
MICHAEL MOCHERMAN, 
II   be appointed as personal 
representative to administer the 
estate of the decedent. 

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 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 

be granted unless an interested 
person files an objection to the 
petition and shows good cause 
why the court should not grant 
the authority.

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in Dept. No. S-35 at 
9:00 a.m. on MARCH 18, 2021 
at Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

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

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

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

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

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

1894 COMMERCENTER 
WEST, SUITE 108

SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92408

Telephone No: (909) 890-
2350  

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on 
February 5, 12 & 19, 2021.

FBN 20210001125 
The following entity is doing busi-
ness as THE BUNNY LASS 1012 
W 7TH ST. APT 100 UPLAND, CA 
91786  JENNIFER CIACCIO    1012 
W 7TH ST. APT 100 UPLAND, CA 
91786

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/ JENNIFER CIACCIO   
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 2/04/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
JANUARY 31, 2021 

County Clerk, Deputy D5511
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on February 5, 
12, 19 & 26, 2021.

FBN 20210001125 
The following entity is doing busi-
ness as THE BUNNY LASS 1012 
W 7TH ST. APT 100 UPLAND, CA 
91786  JENNIFER CIACCIO    1012 
W 7TH ST. APT 100 UPLAND, CA 
91786

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/ JENNIFER CIACCIO   
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 2/04/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
JANUARY 31, 2021 

County Clerk, Deputy D5511
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on February 5, 
12, 19 & 26, 2021.

T.S. No. 19-21246-SP-CA 
Title No. 191210102-CA-VOI 
A.P.N. 0108-601-12-0-000 
NOTICE OF TRUSTEE’S 
SALE. YOU ARE IN DE-
FAULT UNDER A DEED OF 
TRUST DATED 10/18/2007. 
UNLESS YOU TAKE AC-
TION TO PROTECT YOUR 
PROPERTY, IT MAY BE 
SOLD AT A PUBLIC SALE. 
IF YOU NEED AN EX-
PLANATION OF THE NA-
TURE OF THE PROCEED-
ING AGAINST YOU, YOU 
SHOULD CONTACT A LAW-
YER. A public auction sale to 
the highest bidder for cash, (ca-
shier’s check(s) must be made 
payable to National Default 
Servicing Corporation), drawn 
on a state or national bank, a 
check drawn by a state or fed-
eral credit union, or a check 
drawn by a state or federal 
savings and loan association, 
savings association, or savings 
bank specified in Section 5102 
of the Financial Code and au-
thorized to do business in this 
state; will be held by the duly 
appointed trustee as shown 
below, of all right, title, and 
interest conveyed to and now 
held by the trustee in the here-
inafter described property un-
der and pursuant to a Deed of 
Trust described below. The sale 
will be made in an “as is” con-
dition, but without covenant 
or warranty, expressed or im-
plied, regarding title, posses-
sion, or encumbrances, to pay 
the remaining principal sum of 
the note(s) secured by the Deed 
of Trust, with interest and late 
charges thereon, as provided 
in the note(s), advances, under 
the terms of the Deed of Trust, 
interest thereon, fees, charges 
and expenses of the Trustee for 
the total amount (at the time 
of the initial publication of the 
Notice of Sale) reasonably es-
timated to be set forth below. 
The amount may be greater on 
the day of sale. Trustor: Guill-
ermina Martinez, a married 
woman as her sole and sepa-
rate property Duly Appointed 
Trustee: National Default Ser-
vicing Corporation Recorded 
10/25/2007 as Instrument No. 
2007-0600551 (or Book, Page) 
of the Official Records of San 
Bernardino County, CA. Date 
of Sale: 03/11/2021 at 1:00 
PM Place of Sale: At the Main 
(South) Entrance to the City 
of Chino Civic Center, 13220 
Central Avenue, Chino, CA. 
91710 Estimated amount of un-
paid balance and other charges: 
$438,466.58 Street Address 
or other common designation 
of real property: 1510 North 
Lake Avenue Ontario, CA 
91764 A.P.N.: 0108-601-12-0-
000 The undersigned Trustee 
disclaims any liability for any 
incorrectness of the street ad-
dress or other common desig-
nation, if any, shown above. 
If no street address or other 
common designation is shown, 
directions to the location of the 
property may be obtained by 
sending a written request to the 
beneficiary within 10 days of 
the date of first publication of 
this Notice of Sale. If the Trust-
ee is unable to convey title for 
any reason, the successful bid-
der’s sole and exclusive remedy 
shall be the return of monies 
paid to the Trustee, and the 
successful bidder shall have no 
further recourse. The require-
ments of California Civil Code 
Section 2923.5(b)/2923.55(c) 
were fulfilled when the No-
tice of Default was recorded. 
NOTICE TO POTENTIAL 

BIDDERS: If you are consid-
ering bidding on this property 
lien, you should understand 
that there are risks involved 
in bidding at a trustee auction. 
You will be bidding on a lien, 
not on the property itself. Plac-
ing the highest bid at a trustee 
auction does not automatically 
entitle you to free and clear 
ownership of the property. You 
should also be aware that the 
lien being auctioned off may 
be a junior lien. If you are the 
highest bidder at the auction, 
you are or may be responsible 
for paying off all liens senior 
to the lien being auctioned off, 
before you can receive clear 
title to the property. You are 
encouraged to investigate the 
existence, priority, and size of 
outstanding liens that may ex-
ist on this property by contact-
ing the county recorder’s office 
or a title insurance company, 
either of which may charge 
you a fee for this informa-
tion. If you consult either of 
these resources, you should be 
aware that the same lender may 
hold more than one mortgage 
or deed of trust on the prop-
erty. NOTICE TO PROPERTY 
OWNER: The sale date shown 
on this notice of sale may be 
postponed one or more times 
by the mortgagee, beneficiary, 
trustee, or a court, pursuant to 
Section 2924g of the California 
Civil Code. The law requires 
that information about trustee 
sale postponements be made 
available to you and to the pub-
lic, as a courtesy to those not 
present at the sale. If you wish 
to learn whether your sale date 
has been postponed, and, if ap-
plicable, the rescheduled time 
and date for the sale of this 
property, you may call or visit 
this Internet Web site www.
ndscorp.com/sales, using the 
file number assigned to this 
case 19-21246-SP-CA. Infor-
mation about postponements 
that are very short in duration 
or that occur close in time to 
the scheduled sale may not im-
mediately be reflected in the 
telephone information or on the 
Internet Web site. The best way 
to verify postponement infor-
mation is to attend the sched-
uled sale. Date: 01/26/2021 
National Default Servicing 
Corporation c/o Tiffany & Bos-
co, P.A., its agent, 1455 Frazee 
Road, Suite 820 San Diego, CA 
92108 Toll Free Phone: 888-
264-4010 Sales Line 855-219-
8501; Sales Website: www.
ndscorp.com By: Rachael 
Hamilton, Trustee Sales Rep-
resentative Published in the 
San Bernardino County Senti-
nel on 02/12/2021,  02/19/2021 
& 02/26/2021 CPP350886

 

T.S. No. 19-21335-SP-CA 
Title No. 191260552-CA-VOI 
A.P.N. 0218-741-36-0-000 NO-
TICE OF TRUSTEE’S SALE. 
YOU ARE IN DEFAULT 
UNDER A DEED OF TRUST 
DATED 11/17/2006. UNLESS 
YOU TAKE ACTION TO 
PROTECT YOUR PROPER-
TY, IT MAY BE SOLD AT A 
PUBLIC SALE. IF YOU NEED 
AN EXPLANATION OF THE 
NATURE OF THE PRO-
CEEDING AGAINST YOU, 
YOU SHOULD CONTACT A 
LAWYER. A public auction 
sale to the highest bidder for 
cash, (cashier’s check(s) must 
be made payable to National 
Default Servicing Corpora-
tion), drawn on a state or na-
tional bank, a check drawn by 
a state or federal credit union, 
or a check drawn by a state or 
federal savings and loan asso-
ciation, savings association, or 
savings bank specified in Sec-
tion 5102 of the Financial Code 
and authorized to do business 
in this state; will be held by 
the duly appointed trustee as 
shown below, of all right, title, 
and interest conveyed to and 
now held by the trustee in the 
hereinafter described property 
under and pursuant to a Deed 
of Trust described below. The 
sale will be made in an “as is” 
condition, but without cov-
enant or warranty, expressed 
or implied, regarding title, 
possession, or encumbrances, 
to pay the remaining principal 
sum of the note(s) secured by 
the Deed of Trust, with inter-
est and late charges thereon, 
as provided in the note(s), ad-
vances, under the terms of the 
Deed of Trust, interest thereon, 
fees, charges and expenses of 
the Trustee for the total amount 
(at the time of the initial pub-
lication of the Notice of Sale) 
reasonably estimated to be set 
forth below. The amount may 
be greater on the day of sale. 

Trustor: Kenneth Gabriel, an 
unmarried man Duly Appoint-
ed Trustee: National Default 
Servicing Corporation Record-
ed 11/28/2006 as Instrument 
No. 2006-0803327 (or Book, 
Page) of the Official Records 
of San Bernardino County, 
CA. Date of Sale: 03/11/2021 
at 12:00 PM Place of Sale: At 
the North Arrowhead Avenue 
entrance to the County Court-
house, 351 North Arrowhead 
Avenue, San Bernardino, CA 
92401 Estimated amount of un-
paid balance and other charges: 
$560,049.12 Street Address or 
other common designation of 
real property: 3471 Arcadian 
Shores Avenue Ontario, CA 
91761 A.P.N.: 0218-741-36-0-
000 The undersigned Trustee 
disclaims any liability for any 
incorrectness of the street ad-
dress or other common desig-
nation, if any, shown above. 
If no street address or other 
common designation is shown, 
directions to the location of the 
property may be obtained by 
sending a written request to the 
beneficiary within 10 days of 
the date of first publication of 
this Notice of Sale. If the Trust-
ee is unable to convey title for 
any reason, the successful bid-
der’s sole and exclusive remedy 
shall be the return of monies 
paid to the Trustee, and the 
successful bidder shall have no 
further recourse. The require-
ments of California Civil Code 
Section 2923.5(b)/2923.55(c) 
were fulfilled when the No-
tice of Default was recorded. 
NOTICE TO POTENTIAL 
BIDDERS: If you are consid-
ering bidding on this property 
lien, you should understand 
that there are risks involved 
in bidding at a trustee auction. 
You will be bidding on a lien, 
not on the property itself. Plac-
ing the highest bid at a trustee 
auction does not automatically 
entitle you to free and clear 
ownership of the property. You 
should also be aware that the 
lien being auctioned off may 
be a junior lien. If you are the 
highest bidder at the auction, 
you are or may be responsible 
for paying off all liens senior 
to the lien being auctioned off, 
before you can receive clear 
title to the property. You are 
encouraged to investigate the 
existence, priority, and size of 
outstanding liens that may ex-
ist on this property by contact-
ing the county recorder’s office 
or a title insurance company, 
either of which may charge 
you a fee for this informa-
tion. If you consult either of 
these resources, you should be 
aware that the same lender may 
hold more than one mortgage 
or deed of trust on the prop-
erty. NOTICE TO PROPERTY 
OWNER: The sale date shown 
on this notice of sale may be 
postponed one or more times 
by the mortgagee, beneficiary, 
trustee, or a court, pursuant to 
Section 2924g of the California 
Civil Code. The law requires 
that information about trustee 
sale postponements be made 
available to you and to the pub-
lic, as a courtesy to those not 
present at the sale. If you wish 
to learn whether your sale date 
has been postponed, and, if ap-
plicable, the rescheduled time 
and date for the sale of this 
property, you may call or visit 
this Internet Web site www.
ndscorp.com/sales, using the 
file number assigned to this 
case 19-21335-SP-CA. Infor-
mation about postponements 
that are very short in duration 
or that occur close in time to 
the scheduled sale may not im-
mediately be reflected in the 
telephone information or on the 
Internet Web site. The best way 
to verify postponement infor-
mation is to attend the sched-
uled sale. Date: 01/26/2021 
National Default Servicing 
Corporation c/o Tiffany & Bos-
co, P.A., its agent, 1455 Frazee 
Road, Suite 820 San Diego, CA 
92108 Toll Free Phone: 888-
264-4010 Sales Line 855-219-
8501; Sales Website: www.
ndscorp.com By: Rachael 
Hamilton, Trustee Sales Rep-
resentative Published in the 
San Bernardino County Senti-
nel on 02/12/2021,  02/19/2021 
& 02/26/2021 CPP350885

FBN 20210001168 
The following entity is doing busi-
ness as ALLWISE RESIDENTIAL 
HOME II   9995 GENEVA AVE   
MONTCLAIR, CA 91763   ALL-
WISE COMPANION CARE INC  
14299 POINTER LOOP   EAST-
VALE, CA 92880

This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION  registered 
with the STATE OF CALIFORNIA  
C4167976     

 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/ WENDELL USON   
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 2/05/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A 

County Clerk, Deputy 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).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on February 12, 
19, 26 & March 5, 2021.

FBN 20210000553 
The following entity is doing 
business as NOTARY EAGLE: 
EMIGDIA’S NOTARY SERVICES 
990 W BELLEVIEW ST  SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92410  EMIGDIA 
MEJIA URIBE  990 W BEL-
LEVIEW ST  SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92410 

Mailing Address:  990 W BEL-
LEVIEW ST  SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92410

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/ EMIGDIA MEJIA URIBE   
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 1/20/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
JANUARY 16, 2021 

County Clerk, Deputy D5511
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on February 12, 
19, 26 & March 5, 2021.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
20210000959

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Lucifer’s Garage; 
Satan’s Henchmen; Heathen, 8816 
Foothill Blvd #103-403, Rancho Cu-
camonga, CA 91730, Heathen Nation 
LLC, 8816 Foothill Blvd #103-403, 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730

Business is Conducted By: A 
Limited Liability Company  

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

s/ David A. Lancaster           
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 01/29/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
01/01/2021

County Clerk, s/ I1327
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

02/12/21, 02/19/21, 02/26/21, 
03/05/21
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FBN 20210000227     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: PROTECTION 1 FIRE-
ARMS 7262 CUMBERLAND PL 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91739;[ MAILING ADDRESS 7262 
CUMBERLAND PL RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91739]; JESSE 
EMBRY 7262 CUMBERLAND PL 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91739 
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/ JESSE EMBRY, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/08/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202101IR 

FBN 20210000089     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: IGOR LAPIN ENTER-
PRISES 15904 STRATHERN ST 
STE #20 VAN NUYS, CA 91406; 
IGOR LAPIN 15904 STRATHEN 
ST STE #20 VAN NUYS, CA 91406 
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/ IGOR LAPIN, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/06/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202102MT 

FBN 20210000101     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: BODY SHAPEZZZ 2550 
S ARCHIBALD AVE #F ON-
TARIO, CA 91761; YASMEEN G 
CHOUDRY 2550 S ARCHIBALD 
AVE #F ONTARIO, CA 91761 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ YASMEEN G. 
CHOUDRY, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/06/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202103MT 

FBN 20210000156     
The following person is do-
ing business as: GEM’S 1200 E 
WASHINGTON ST SUITE F4 
COLTON, CA 92324; MARIA F 
OSORIO-LOPEZ 1200 E WASH-

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
INGTON ST COLTON, CA 92324 
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: 02/08/2016 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MARIA D. OSO-
RIO-LOPEZ, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/07/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202104MT 

FBN 20210000272     
The following person is doing 
business as: CUTS OF RUBY 
BARBER AND BEAUTY 8901 
FONTANA AVE UNIT B FON-
TANA, CA 92335; ARISBE L 
CORRALES 8901 FONTANA AVE 
UNIT B FONTANA, CA 92335 
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/ ARISBE L. CORRALES, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/11/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202105MT 

FBN 20210000271     
The following person is doing 
business as: AK-PLUMBING 
923 CREST FIELD DR DU-
ARTE, CA 91010; MATTHEW 
R FRACASSO 923 CREST 
FIELD DR DUARTE, CA 91010 
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/ MATTHEW R. FRA-
CASSO, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/11/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202106MT 

FBN 20210000220     
The following person is doing 
business as: YEYO’S SMOG & 
TIRE 607 W 9TH ST SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92410; REDLANDS 
SMOG INC 24565 REDLANDS 
BLVD LOMA LINDA, CA 92354 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 

correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ HECTOR CHAVEZ, PRESIDENT                                                                                                                                        
                                     State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/08/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202107MT 

FBN 20210000273     
The following person is doing 
business as: ROYAL CROWNS 
CLEANING SERVICES 7860 SAN 
BENITO ST HIGHLAND, CA 
92346; ROYAL CROWNS CLEAN-
ING SERVICES 7860 SAN BENI-
TO ST HIGHLAND, CA 92346 
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/ ROBERTO LARA, PRESIDENT                                                                                                                                        
                                     State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/11/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202108MT 

FBN 20210000221     
The following person is doing 
business as: ARTISTRY IN MO-
TION DANCE & FIT 10557 JU-
NIPER AVE UNIT J FONTANA, 
CA 92337; MIGUEL A LIMON-
RODARTE 10557 JUNIPER AVE 
UNIT J FONTANA, CA 92337 
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/ MIGUEL A. LIMON-
RODARTE, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/08/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202109MT 

FBN 20210000313     
The following person is do-
ing business as: HIGH LIMITZ 
TOWING 519 S. CYPRESS AVE 
ONTARIO, CA 91762; HIGH 
LIMITZ LLC 13657 LUNA 
RD VICTORVILLE, CA 92392 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: 01/31/2019 
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/ FERNANDO VIZCAR-
RA, MANAGING MEMBER                                                                                                                                           

                                  State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/13/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202110IR 

FBN 20210000431     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: EL BOTANERO LOCO 1371 
W. 2ND ST. SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92410; MICHELE J HERNAN-
DEZ ALVARADO 1371 W. 2ND 
ST. SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MICHELE J. HERNAN-
DEZ ALVARADO, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/15/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202111IR 

FBN 20210000452    STATE-
MENT OF ABANDONMENT 
OF USE OF FICTICIOUS BUSI-
NESS NAME STATEMENT 
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: 909 TOWING 6183 SIERRA 
AVE FONTANA, CA 92354;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 1634 ROGERS LN 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92404]; 
BRYAN A BOQUIN 6183 SIER-
RA AVE FONTANA, CA 92336 
The business is conducted by: AN 
INDIVIDUAL 

This statement was filed with 
the County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino County on 03/20/2019. 
Original File# 20190003444 
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: 03/20/2019 
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/ BRYAN A. BOQUIN, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/15/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202112IR 

FBN 20210000463     
The following person is doing 
business as: WWW.LEGALPRO-
CESSSERVICES.COM 1266 N 
MT VERNON AVE COLTON, 
CA 92324; CREATIVE PRIVA-
TEEYE LLC 1266 N MT VER-
NON AVE COLTON, CA 92324 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ABEL SILVA, MAN-
AGING MEMBER                                                                                                                                           

                                  State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/15/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202113IR 

FBN 20210000398     
The following person is doing 
business as: MARIBEL’S CA-
TERING 12754 COBALT RD 
VICTORVILLE, CA 92392; MA-
RIBEL SOLARES 12754 COBALT 
RD VICTORVILLE, CA 92392 
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/ MARIBEL SOLARES, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/14/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202114IR 

FBN 20210000518     
The following person is do-
ing business as: REAPER OF-
FROAD 9908 PRADERA AVE 
MONTCLAIR, CA 91763; JOHN 
C GARCIA 9908 PRADERA 
AVE MONTCLAIR, CA 91763 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JOHN C. GARCIA, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/19/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202115IR 

FBN 20210000269     
The following person is doing 
business as: GREASKULL TAT-
TOO ALLEY 130 S MOUN-
TAIN AVE UNIT F UPLAND, 
CA 91786; GREASKULL TAT-
TOO ALLEY 723 S HARBOR 
BLVD FULLERTON, CA 92832 
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/ LUIS E. OLIVO, PRESIDENT                                                                                                                                        
                                     State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/11/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202116IR 

FBN 20210000218     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: DIVERSIFIED TRANS-
PORT 305 N 2ND AVE #399 
UPLAND, CA 91786; THREE 
POINT ENTERPRISES, INC., 
WHICH WILL DO BUSINESS 
IN CALIFORNIA AS THE T.P. 
COMPANY 1500 E TROPICANA 
AVE #132 LAS VEGAS, NV 89119 
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/ TADD G. WYATT, PRESIDENT                                                                                                                                        
                                     State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/08/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202117IR 

FBN 20210000222     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: KECKI CLEANING SER-
VICES 16689 FOOTHILL BLVD 
#108 FONTANA, CA 92335; ELIZA-
BETH GONZALEZ 16689 FOTHILL 
BLVD #108 FONTANA, CA 92335 
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/ ELIZABETH GON-
ZALEZ , OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/08/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202118IR 

FBN 20210000503     
The following person is doing 
business as: PURE & DRINK-
ING WATER 1640 E. HIGHLAND 
AVE. SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92404;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
2185 W. COLLEGE VIEW AVE. 
APT 3065 SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92404]; FRANCISCO L GAR-
CIA 1640 E. HIGHLAND AVE. 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92404 
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/ FRANCISCO L. 
GARCIA, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/19/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202119IR 

FBN 20210000504     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: TAZ.GURU2315 STATE 
LN BIG BEAR CITY, CA 92314;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS P.O BOX 
416 BIG BEAR CITY, CA 92314]; 
KYLER J BULLOCK 2315 STATE 
LN BIG BEAR CITY, CA 92314 
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: 06/03/2019 
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/ KYLER J. BULLOCK, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/19/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202120IR 

FBN 20210000516     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: MALU CREPES 600 S. RIV-
ERSIDE AVE. APT 204 RIALTO, 
CA 92376; MAYRA P REYNA 600 
S. RIVERSIDE AVE. APT 204 RI-
ALTO, CA 92376; LUIS F SUAREZ 
JIMENEZ 600 S. RIVERSIDE 
AVE. APT 204 RIALTO, CA 92376 
The business is conducted 
by: A MARRIED COUPLE  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MAYRA P. REYNA, WIFE                                                                                                                                             
                                Statement 
filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: 01/19/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
01/29/2021, 02/05/2021, 02/12/2021           
CNBB03202121IR 

FBN 20210000431     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: SOLYART BARBERSHOP 
800 E. LUGONIA AVE. SUITE D 
REDLANDS, CA 92374; SLEIMAN 
I MOUSSA 800 E. LUGONIA AVE. 
SUITE D REDLANDS, CA 92374 
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: SEP. 11, 2015 
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/ SLEIMAN I. MOUSSA OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/21/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/22/2021, 
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FBN 20210000640     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: FR BUILDERS 4617 PIL-
GRIM CT CHINO, CA 91710; FR 
GENERAL CONTRACTOR INC 
4617 PILGRIM CT CHINO, CA 91710 
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/ ISRAEL RAVELO, CEO                                                                                                                                              
                               Statement 
filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: 01/22/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/29/2021, 
02/05/2021, 02/12/2021, 02/19/2021           
CNBB04202101IR 

FBN 20210000555     
The following person is doing 
business as: THE BIRRIA FAC-
TORY 2294 BRADFORD AVE 
HIGHLAND, CA 92346; MARCI 
A CHAVEZ 2294 BRADFORD 
AVE HIGHLAND, CA 92346 
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: JAN 01, 2021 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MARCO A CHAVEZ                                                                                                                                           
                                  State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/20/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/29/2021, 
02/05/2021, 02/12/2021, 02/19/2021           
CNBB04202102IR 

FBN 20210000561     
The following person is doing 
business as: MG HOME GROUP 
10535 FOOTHILL BLVD STE 
460 RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730; HOUSEKEY REAL 
ESTATE GROUP CORP. 10535 
FOOTHILL BLVD STE 460 RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730 
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/ ELVIS A. ORTIZ-WAYLAND                                                                                                                                    
                                         State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/20/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 01/29/2021, 
02/05/2021, 02/12/2021, 02/19/2021           
CNBB04202102IR 

FBN 20210000375     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ANDRE AKOPYAN TILE 
15904 STRATHERN ST STE#20 
VAN NUYS, CA 91406; ANDRE 
AKOPYAN 15904 STRATHERN 
ST STE#20 VAN NUYS, CA 91406 
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/ ANDRE AKOPYAN, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                Statement 
filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: 01/14/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 02/05/2021, 
02/12/2021, 02/19/2021, 02/26/2021           
CNBB05202101MT 

FBN 20210000433     

The following person is doing 
business as: M&Z TRANSPORT 
1253 W. LOMITA RD SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92405; MIGUEL 
ANGEL MARTIN REYES SAN-
CHEZ 1253 W. LOMITA RD 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92405 
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/ MIGUEL ANGEL MARTIN 
REYES SANCHEZ, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/25/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 02/05/2021, 
02/12/2021, 02/19/2021, 02/26/2021           
CNBB05202102MT 

FBN 20210000434     

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: 1 STOP HARDWARE 
CO 16000 VALLEY BLVD FON-
TANA, CA 92335; FREDDY  J 
VELASQUEZ 16000 VALLEY 
BLVD FONTANA, CA 92335 
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/ FREDDY J. VELA-
SUQEZ, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/15/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 02/05/2021, 
02/12/2021, 02/19/2021, 02/26/2021           
CNBB05202103MT 

FBN 20210000437     
The following person is doing busi-

ness as: DIVINE’S BODY ART 
PAINTING 1642 E WASHINGTON 
ST COLTON, CA 92324; MARIA 
O OSORIO-LOPEZ 1642 E WASH-
INGTON ST COLTON, CA 92324 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION 
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MARIA D. OSO-
RIO-LOPEZ, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                 State-
ment filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/15/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 02/05/2021, 
02/12/2021, 02/19/2021, 02/26/2021           
CNBB05202104MT

                        

ter went to trial in Janu-
ary 2017 before San Ber-
nardino County Superior 
Court Judge Michael A. 
Smith and two separate 
juries, one panel hearing 
the case against Burum, 
Biane and Kirk and the 
other impaneled to try 
Erwin.

Handling the prosecu-
tion in the main were Su-
pervising Assistant Cali-
fornia Attorney General 
Melissa Mandel and Se-
nior Supervising Deputy 
District Attorney Lewis 
Cope.

In May 2017, Postmus 
was brought in as a key 
witness for the prosecu-
tion, testifying over the 
course of two weeks. 
Under direct examina-
tion by Cope, Postmus 
testified that Erwin, who 
was then working as a 
consultant to the Colo-
nies Partners, had black-
mailed and extorted him 
into voting in support of 
the settlement by threat-
ening to expose, while 
he was at that time serv-
ing as the chairman of 
the board of supervisors 
and chairman of the San 
Bernardino County Re-
publican Central Com-
mittee, his homosexu-
ality and drug use. He 
further testified that over 
the course of the slightly 
more than seven months 
after the settlement was 
made, he, Erwin, Biane 
and Kirk had been re-
warded with $100,000 
each in the form of do-

nations made to them 
by the Colonies Partners 
through political action 
committees each of the 
four had set up for them-
selves and controlled. 
However, under cross 
examination by Jen-
nifer Keller, one of the 
attorneys representing 
Burum, Postmus went 
sideways, and yielded to 
Keller’s suggestion that 
he might have been led 
into implicating himself, 
Burum and the others in 
the scheme after he was 
pressured by aggressive 
investigators with the 
district attorney’s office 
who had exploited his 
vulnerabilities, in par-
ticular his drug-addled 
and highly suggestible 
state, to plant false ideas 
in his mind that he had 
then recounted to them 
during further interroga-
tions, before the grand 
jury and under Cope’s 
direct examination.

With the Colonies 
Partners defraying 
the reported $22 mil-
lion cost of the defense 
for all four defendants 
which involved no fewer 
than nine attorneys, the 
trial lasted nearly eight 
months.

Ultimately, Burum, 
Biane and Kirk were 
acquitted of the charges 
against them and the 
jury hearing the case 
against Erwin dead-
locked and was unable to 
return a unanimous ver-
dict. Subsequently, the 
district attorney’s office 
dismissed the charges 
against Erwin.

Postmus, whose sen-
tencing was delayed 
until after he provided 
testimony in the case 

against the others, was 
ultimately sentenced 
by Judge Smith to three 
years in state prison.

After the acquittals 
and the charges were dis-
missed against Erwin, 
the Colonies Partners 
and its investors/prin-
cipals have once again 
begun making politi-
cal contributions, such 
that they are now again 
among the most prolific 
of political donors in the 
county.

Last year, after the 
Colonies Partners had 
made direct political do-
nations to three of the 
members of the board 
of supervisors and indi-
rect political donations 
to another supervisor, 
the board of supervi-
sors in November 2020 
voted behind closed 
doors to settle for $65 
million another lawsuit 
the Colonies Partners 
and Burum had brought 
against the county over 
the criminal prosecu-
tion and trial Burum had 
been subjected to. That 
$65 million wrung from 
the county was in addi-
tion to the $102 million 
the Colonies Partners 
had obtained in the 2006 
settlement.

On Monday night, 
Velto told his council 
colleagues, “I have never 
done business with Dan 
Richards. I’ve never 
done business with the 
Colonies Group. The 
company I work for rents 
space in the Colonies 
[Crossroads commercial 
subdivision]. I’ve never 
done business with the 
Lewis Companies. I’ve 
never done business with 
any developer in this 

city. My role as mayor 
is one of integrity and 
honesty, and I hold this 
role in very, very high 
regard, and I know my 
obligation is to protect 
the [city’s] investments. 
I have a fiduciary duty 
to our residents and that 
is why I felt that I could 
maintain that role serv-
ing on the board of direc-
tors for the water compa-
ny, of which the City of 
Upland is a supermajor-
ity stock holder.”

Without referenc-
ing former Councilman 
Filippi, whom Richards’ 
business partner Burum 
has differences with 
and whom Velto has ac-
cordingly decided not 
to reappoint to the San 
Antonio Water Com-
pany Board, and Board 
Member Jose Sanchez 
whose term is drawing 
to a close and who is in 
the process of moving 
out of state, Velto said he 
wanted to reappoint both 
Thomas and Cable.

“That left two posi-
tions open,” he said. 
“That is why I nominat-
ed myself as mayor and 
Dan Richards. I feel that 
we’re both very qualified 
as businessmen in the 
community to provide 
proper direction and to 
make sure it’s fiscally 
prudent and conservative 
in any investments in 
the future. I believe that 
Councilman Zuniga will 
make an excellent proxy 
for the city and that’s to 
continue the path I felt 
was in the best interest of 
this city. Everything I’m 
doing is in the best inter-
est of the City of Upland. 
There is no control of the 
water company by any 

developer in our city.”
First District Council-

woman Shannan Maust, 
while indicating she had 
a comfort level with both 
Thomas and Cable be-
cause of their experience 
on the board and proven 
track records, said she 
wanted more informa-
tion about Richards, re-
marking that she did not 
want to “vote blindly. 
Once on the board, it’s 
extremely hard to re-
move a member. It’s a 
pretty lengthy process.”

Third District Coun-
cilman Carlos Garcia 
indicated he, too, wanted 
more information, say-
ing the council “did not 
have much of a chance 
to discuss this. It is such 
a specialty field. I don’t 
know Dan Richards at 
all.”

Velto’s nominations 
were revealed on Febru-
ary 4, four days before 
Monday night’s meet-
ing. On Friday, City Hall 
was closed, as well as 
over the weekend. No 
background material on 
Richards was provided.

Garcia said he wanted 
someone with expertise 
relating to water on the 
board.

He indicated he was 
reluctant to push ahead 
with appointing Rich-
ards.

“In a lot of our cam-
paigns we talked about 
transparency,” Garcia 
said. “I think opening 
this up to more appli-
cants, at least for other 
folks who are very well 
qualified to submit an 
application, would fall in 
line with that transpar-
ency.”

Second District Coun-

cilwoman Janice Elliott 
said she had concerns 
about the appointive 
“process and conflicts 
of interest. I don’t like 
going into this without 
more information about 
somebody, particularly 
because of the fact that 
Mr. Richards does own 
so much property in Up-
land [and] because he is 
significantly politically 
influential. That in and 
of itself has raised ad-
ditional questions as far 
as whether or not an ap-
pointment of him would 
make the community 
more trusting of us as a 
government. In addition, 
the difference between 
a government entity and 
the water company is the 
water company does not 
require form 700s [i.e., 
statements of economic 
interest required by the 
State of California of 
every elected public offi-
cial and public employee 
who makes or influences 
governmental decisions]. 
You can tell if they 
[elected officials who do 
file statements of eco-
nomic interest that are 
publicly available] have 
a conflict of interest. 
With Mr. Richards, the 
water company does not 
require that. They just 
use the honor system. 
If you’ve got a conflict 
of interest, you’re duty 
bound to declare it and 
recuse yourself on that, 
and I’m just not sure our 
residents are really com-
fortable with that. It is 
really important that we 
make a good decision.”

When it was sug-
gested that his four 

“What I’m Doing 
Is In The Best In-
terest Of Upland,” 
Velto Asserts  from 
page 8
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shops in the mall.
In April 2014, San 

Bernardino County sig-
naled that it would not 
renew its lease on the 
space within the mall, 
and its children and 
family services division 
would leave the premises 
when its ten-year lease 
expired the following 
year.

In November 2014, 
its bridges burned with 
Placo, the city began 
looking for another op-
erator of the mall which 
might lure tenants to 
locate there. Then-San 
Bernardino Mayor Car-
ey Davis and then-San 
Bernardino City Man-
ager Allen Parker sent 
a letter to more than 80 
“development concerns” 
soliciting return letters 
of interest to the city re-
lating to the mall. Those 
letters sought the devel-
opers’ vision of what 
could be done with the 
mall. Purposefully, city 
officials avoided provid-
ing any description of its 
own dictates or limita-
tions with regard to the 
property, wanting to see 
what the development 
community’s conception 
of the potential of the 
property was. Fourteen 
developers responded 
to the proposal, all of 
whom presented ideas 
which then-Deputy City 
Manager Bill Manis said 

there were 17 businesses 
remaining at the Carou-
sel Mall, including four 
restaurants. Whatever 
prospect the city once 
felt it had of luring the 
county into locating its 
offices there had by that 
point faded. The pros-
pect of having a pub-
lic/private partnership 
loomed larger as a solu-
tion to the makeover of 
the mall property.

In November 2015, 
the City of San Ber-
nardino, in a move sanc-
tioned by its city council, 
entered into an exclusive 
negotiation agreement 
with AECOM, the Fran-
sen Company and KB 
Homes to redevelop the 
Carousel Mall commer-
cially, simultaneously 
intensifying the adjacent 
Theater Square and cap-
ping the effort with town 
homes/condominiums 
to be intersticed with 
the shopping opportu-
nities. The aggressive 
step toward rejuvena-
tion of the county seat 
appeared to be moving 
ahead rapidly. The fol-
lowing month, Decem-
ber 2015, the city council 
as it was then composed 
signed off on AECOM, 
the Fransen Company 
and KB Homes pushing 
full steam ahead with 
bringing in restaurant 
and third party devel-
opers and establishing 
town square street lights, 
utilities, signage and the 
extension of Third Street 
as a paseo, i.e. walkway 
by 2017, constructing 60 
units of apartments that 

AECOM, the existing 
parking structure at the 
mall would remain in-
tact. From the synergy 
that would be created 
by the development to 
be achieved by 2020 and 
the cultural draw of the 
adjacent Regal Cinemas 
and California Theatre 
in the downtown area, 
further development of 
the mall property would 
take on a life of its own 
and continue over the 
next decade until the 
area would a thriving ex-
ample of a postmodern 
urban landscape, Davies 
prognosticated.

To facilitate the re-
development plans for 
the mall, in November 
2017 city officials ar-
ranged for, and the city 
council assented to, the 
exchange of 115 acres 
of vacant land in the 
foothills of the San Ber-
nardino Mountains at the 
city’s extreme northeast 
end for the 2.48-acres JC 
Penney site on the mall 
property.

Despite the scintillat-
ing predictions by AE-
COM, the Fransen Com-
pany and KB Homes 
for the rejuvenation of 
downtown San Ber-
nardino, none of what 
was spoken about in such 
glowing terms in No-
vember and December 
2015 ever came about. 
A major hindrance was 
that given San Bernardi-
no’s impoverished de-
mographics, financing to 
undertake an effort of the 
magnitude envisioned 
by the city, AECOM, 
the Fransen Company 
and KB Homes was sim-
ply not forthcoming, as 
lending institutions were 
not willing to engage in 
that sort of risk.

In 2018, John Valdiv-
ia, who had been San 
Bernardino Third Ward 
Councilman since 2012, 
defeated Carey Davis in 
that year’s mayoral race.

Valdivia’s adminis-
tration picked up where 
Davis’s had left off, pur-
suing the retransforma-
tion of the Carousel Mall 
property.

Of difficulty, however, 
is Valdivia’s propensity 
for seeking to convert 
matters that he deals 
with as a public official 
to his own financial ad-
vantage. It went without 
saying that any company 
or consortium willing to 
take on a project of the 
scale the Carousel Mall 
property redevelopment 
represented would need 
to have an immense cash 
flow, a portion of which 

could be used as po-
litical grease of the sort 
that could be diverted 
Valdivia’s way. Even 
before he had become 
mayor, as the City of San 
Bernardino was adopt-
ing to the reality of the 
2016 passage of Proposi-
tion 64, which legalized 
the use and sale of mari-
juana for its intoxicative 
effect taken together 
with the passage the 
same year of Measure O, 
a city voter initiative al-
lowing marijuana to be 
sold in the city, Valdivia 
began shaking down ap-
plicants for city business 
licenses and permits to 
operate cannabis-related 
shops or cultivation con-
cerns. Upon his becom-
ing mayor in December 

shortly after the time 
he was elected mayor, 
Valdivia was appointed 
the chairman or presi-
dent or vice president 
of the two joint powers 
authorities. In addition 
to using his elected and 
appointed status to ob-
tain lucrative consulting 
or representational work 
with companies, entities 
or individuals, Valdivia 
has engaged, using tax-
payer funds, in extensive 
travel around California, 
the United States and in-
ternationally to interact 
with business interests. 
These junkets, which 
are ostensible efforts to 
interest companies in 
setting up operations in 
San Bernardino or in one 
fashion or another invest 

of the eleven companies 
or consortia that re-
sponded to that request. 
When the city dismissed 
six of those parties inter-
ested in undertaking the 
redevelopment project 
without specifying how 
those half dozen propos-
als came up short, SCG 
America was one of the 
five remaining compa-
nies in the running. Af-
ter three of those five 
were informed that their 
bids to oversee the mall 
site conversion did not 
meet the city’s expecta-
tions, again with no ex-
planation of the rationale 
for their exclusion from 
further consideration, 
SCG America was still 
standing.

On January 27, the 
San Bernardino City 
Council held a special 
study session, one that 
was not physically con-
vened in one location but 
which was instead con-
ducted electronically in 
keeping with Governor 
Gavin Newsom’s man-
dated orders to avoid 
large public gatherings 
as a precaution against 
the spread of the corona-
virus.

Representatives of 
SCG America previewed 
their vision for how the 
former mall property 
should be developed. 
Their plan called for a 
mixed-use development 
with 1,875 residential 
units, including studio 
apartments, larger apart-
ments and townhomes, 
along with offices, a ho-
tel, a food hall, restau-
rants with outdoor din-
ing, a fitness center with 
yoga facilities, retail and 
professional shops, and 
open space. The only 
element of the existing 
mall that would be re-
tained under the project, 
which is to be given the 
name “Galand,” would 
be what the presenters 
said was to be an open-
air community hub.

The other proposal 
heard was from the con-
sortium of New York 
City-based Renaissance 
Downtowns and Los 
Angeles-based ICO Real 
Estate, each of which was 
originally one the eleven 
separate competitors, but 
which are now working 
jointly. They offered an 
assurance that their plan 
is financially feasible in 
a way that SCG Amer-
ica’s is not. Their ap-
proach was one built in 
large measure on upping 
the size of the downtown 
makeover area from the 

“had legs and could real-
ly run with this project.” 
Further evaluation con-
tinued and Manis said 
three of those, AECOM/
Fransen, Tishman and 
Hunt and were deemed 
serious enough for him 
and then-Community 
Development Director 
Mark Persico to engage 
them in substantial dia-
logue.

By January 2015, 

would “wrap” the exist-
ing mall building and 
be placed in front of the 
existing garage by 2018, 
begin filling tenant-
improved spaces at the 
mall with neighborhood 
retail stores by 2019 and 
adding 35,000 square 
feet of retail operations, 
275 townhomes and a 
charter school by 2020. 
According to Vaughan 
Davies, a principal in 

2018, a much higher pro-
file position than that of 
councilman, the degree 
to which he had merged 
his own personal finan-
cial and professional 
function with that of his 
status as an elected of-
ficial became apparent. 
Thrown in stark relief 
was his company, AAd-
vantage Comm LLC, 
through which he served 
as a consultant to busi-
nesses looking to obtain 
project approval or ob-
tain contracts or fran-
chises with the govern-
mental entities he heads, 
which include the City 
of San Bernardino and 
the San Bernardino In-
ternational Airport Au-
thority, a joint powers 
authority involving the 
cities of San Bernardi-
no, Highland, Loma 
Linda, Colton and San 
Bernardino County en-
gaged in managing the 
civilian use conversion 
of the former Norton 
Air Force Base into a 
publicly owned and op-
erated aerodrome, as 
well as the Inland Valley 
Development Authority, 
a joint powers authority 
involving the cities of 
San Bernardino, Loma 
Linda, Colton and San 
Bernardino County de-
voted to the improve-
ment of the property 
around the airport. From 

or participate in the local 
economy, have also been 
used by Valdivia to gen-
erate money or donations 
for himself, or make in-
vestments in his political 
future, as it were.

One area of the globe 
in which Valdivia has 
shown a particular inter-
est is China. One Chi-
nese company in particu-
lar that Valdivia has had 
considerable interaction 
with is SCG America.

SCG America is a 
subsidiary wholly owned 
by Shanghai Construc-
tion Group. SCG Amer-
ica, headquartered in 
New York City and with 
a California office in 
Garden Grove, has been 
involved for more than 
three decades in devel-
oping real estate in the 
United States. Shanghai 
Construction Group was 
the general contractor 
for the Chinese Embassy 
building in Washing-
ton, D.C. that opened 
in 2008. The company 
currently has billions of 
dollars invested in devel-
oped real estate, unde-
veloped real estate, on-
going development and 
asset management in the 
United States.

In 2019, when San 
Bernardino asked for re-
development proposals 
for the Carousel Mall, 
SCG America was one 

The conversion of the Central City Mall to the 
Carousel Mall in the early 1990s went a consider-
able way toward restoring the shopping venue to 
its former state of grandeur.

Even though it offered a pleasant and even re-
splendent ambience, the Carousel Mall was un-
able to attract enough customers to survive. 

SB’s Financial 
Decline Undid 
The Carousel Mall   
from page 3
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43 acres currently under 
consideration at the Car-
ousel Mall site to closer 
to 300 acres and creating 
a waterway through the 
downtown area, accom-
panied by a riverwalk. 
An upscale residential 
and commercial zone 
would branch off of that 
centerpiece. The Renais-
sance Downtowns/ICO 
plan was less detailed 
with regard to the types 
of commercial and resi-
dential uses that would 
articulate with the plan, 
with the proviso that 
those eventually will be 
derived through resi-
dent input as the project 
proceeds. As presented, 
there appeared to be a 
possibility that the ex-
isting Harris Company 
edifice might be pre-
served and incorporated 
into the modernization 
effort throughout the en-
tire downtown area. The 
plan called for seeking 
federal grants and a pro-
liferation of rooftop gar-
dens where produce for 
local restaurants would 
be cultivated, a close if 
not precise throwback 
to the rooftop garden 
the Harris brothers had 
included on the Harris 
building.

The city council held 
off on hearing input 
from the city’s residents 
until after the presenta-
tions from SCG America 
and Renaissance Down-
towns/ICO were com-
pleted. Thereafter public 
input was heard. A total 
of 76 people weighed in 
with regard to the make-
over project, with two 
hours ten minutes and 35 
seconds devoted to pub-
lic comments. City Clerk 
Geneva Rocha began 
playing recorded tele-
phone messages from 
the public recorded prior 
to the meeting at three 
hours 19 minutes and ten 
seconds into the meet-
ing. The final speaker 
concluded at the 5 hour 
29 minute and 45 second 
point of the study ses-
sion.

Shortly prior to the 
public input, three hours 
11 minutes and 35 sec-
onds into the workshop, 
City Manager Robert 
Field offered what he 
said was “a brief update 
on the demolition pro-

cess.
“We have basically 

completed the solicita-
tion document to hire an 
architect to do what is 
called a bridging docu-
ment,” Field said. “We’re 
going to treat the demo-
lition project essentially 
- kind of sounds coun-
terintuitive – but like a 
design build. We will 
hire a team that will be 
charged with designing 
the demolition process 
and completing and con-
cluding it. So, that will 
be coming back to the 
council shortly. If any-
one on the city council 
has any questions of 
me…”

At that point, 3 hours, 
12 minutes and 11 sec-
onds into the video of the 
study session, the mayor 
broke in. “Mr. City Man-
ager, the demolition was 
so ordered beginning on 
or about the latter part of 
October 2020,” Valdivia 
stated. “Does that con-
clude your remarks re-
garding the demolition 
phase?”

“It does, yes,” Field 
responded.

That discussion re-
lated to the demolition 
of the structures on the 
Carousel Mall property.

In actuality, in Octo-
ber 2020 no such order 
by the council was made.

Indeed, Valdivia was 
militating on behalf of 
SCG America by at-
tempting to slip into the 
public record an insinu-
ation he knew to be un-
true.

Valdivia’s reference 
was to a previous study 
session held by the city 
council on October 28, 
2020. At that meeting, 
no order or direction to 
demolish the structures 
on the mall property was 
made.

Six days after that, on 
November 3, a munici-
pal election correspond-
ing with the Presidential 
General Election was 
held in which two of 
the then-serving council 
members, Henry Nickel 
and Jim Mulvihill, were 
defeated, respectively, by 
Ben Christmas-Reynoso 
and Damon Alexander. 
Eight months previously, 
in the March 3 municipal 
election corresponding 
to the California Presi-
dential Primary elec-
tion, another city coun-
cil member whose term 
did not expire until De-
cember, Councilwoman 
Bessine Richard, was 
defeated by Kimberly 
Calvin. Thus, serving 
on the council on Janu-

ary 27 were three new 
members of the council 
– Christmas-Reynoso, 
Alexander and Calvin 
– who were not in atten-
dance at the October 28 
study session. Valdivia’s 
statement on January 
27 that the demolition 
of the structures on the 
Carousel Mall property 

his personal and finan-
cial ties to SCG America 
and another major devel-
oper who was involved 
in the bribery scheme 
of LA Councilman Jose 
Huizar.”

Ortiz continued, “At 
the end of the presen-
tation portion of the 
meeting on January 27, 
2021, the mayor and city 
manager blatantly lied 
and tried to deceive the 
council about the $10 
million demolition of the 
Carousel Mall. This was 
not a misspeak, accident 
or just getting ahead of 
ourselves. This was an 
attempt to misappropri-
ate $10 million in public 
funds. Mayor Valdivia 
presented the demoli-
tion as ‘so ordered’ on 
or about the latter part of 
October 2020 and Rob-
ert Field agreed, but that 
is absolutely false. The 
meeting Valdivia was 
referring to was actually 
a study session held on 
October 28, 2020.”

Ortiz said “Valdivia 
stated during the Octo-
ber 28 recorded study 
session discussion was 
only to take place and no 
action was going to be 
taken; and no vote was 
taken. The city man-
ager did note that after 
the new year he would 
come back with infor-
mation on grant funding 
that may help offset the 
cost of demolition if the 
council was to go in that 
direction. There was no 
agreement for a bridging 
document or request for 
proposals [for the demo-
lition]. Since October 28, 
no discussion of demoli-
tion has been agenized.”

Ortiz continued, “It is 
my understanding that 
the city manager has yet 
to correct what was said 
and state the demolition 
was not ‘so ordered.’ Nor 
has he tried to clarify 
why he did not tell the 
truth. The city manager’s 
willingness to collude 
with the mayor and de-
ceive the council and the 
public in order to move 
forward an unapproved 
taxpayer funded project 
is illegal and will not be 
tolerated.”

Ortiz opined that 
Field’s action in backing 
Valdivia in the attempt 
to load the dice in favor 
SCG America is as seri-
ous of a violation of the 
public trust as that of the 
mayor.

“When a city man-
ager goes out of his way 
to perpetrate this level 
of dishonesty and illegal 
activity, he has shown 

he cannot be trusted to 
manage the city any fur-
ther,” she said.

More pointedly, Ortiz 
said, “SCG America and 
their representative, Ms. 
Jennifer Pang, willingly 
and openly lied about 
never soliciting an elect-
ed official from our city. 
The mayor and Coun-
cilman Juan Figueroa 
went and met with SCG 
America at their main of-
fice in October 2019. We 
know this because the 
mayor posted a picture 
of himself and Juan with 
the SCG America team, 
consisting of Winfred 
Zhang, Qi Zang & Jen-
nifer Pang, to his social 
media accounts. The 
mayor’s post states that 
they were talking about 
development in our city.”

Ortiz referenced the 
indictment of Los An-
geles Councilman Joe 
Huizar, comparing 
his actions to those of 
Valdivia. 

SCG America was 
the developer of Perla 
on Broadway, a 450 unit 
luxury condominium 
project in Downtown 
Los Angeles completed 
in 2020 that was men-
tioned in Huizar’s in-
dictment. SCG America 
Vice President Qi Wang, 
with whom, despite 
Pang’s denials, Valdivia 
and Figueroa met in 
2019, was also the execu-
tive vice president of the 
SCG America subsidiary 
company called Broad-
way Elite LLC, which 
managed the Perla on 
Broadway project. In the 
FBI’s investigation into 
Jose Huizer, it was found 
that Huizar used what 
the U.S. Department 
of Justice referred to 
as “corruption political 
action committees” to 
launder his larger bribes.

“One of these so-
called corruption po-
litical action committees 
was ‘Families for a Bet-
ter Los Angeles,’” Ortiz 
said. “In that commit-
tee’s campaign disclo-
sure 460 Form filing on 
May 9, 2019, it shows 
a $25,000 contribution 
from Broadway Elite 
LLC. Qi Wang and other 
employees of Broadway 
Elite LLC also donated 
directly to the campaigns 
of Jose Huizar and his 
wife Richelle Huizar.”

Huizar regularly was 
provided accommoda-
tions at several Chinese-
owned hotels in the Los 
Angeles/Southern Cali-
fornia area. In October 
2020, Jia Yuan USA 
Co., Inc. the Arcadia-

based subsidiary of the 
Chinese company Shen-
zhen Hazens, agreed to 
pay $1,050,000 as part 
of a non-prosecution 
agreement with the U.S, 
Department of Justice 
to resolve an investiga-
tion into the company’s 
conduct with public of-
ficials in the City of Los 
Angeles, which included 
bribery, honest services 
fraud, and foreign and 
conduit campaign con-
tributions violations. Jia 
Yuan USA Co., Inc. was 
created by Shenzhen 
Hazens to acquire, op-
erate and redevelop the 
Los Angeles Luxe City 
Center Hotel, which it 
purchased in 2014 for 
more than $100 million. 
Illegal activity involving 
Jia Yuan USA Co., Inc. 
and several U.S. politi-
cians was uncovered by 
the FBI as a part of the 
investigation into Hui-
zar. That activity in-
cluded Jia Yuan employ-
ees making campaign 
contributions to several 
U.S. political candidates, 
some of whom were later 
reimbursed by the com-
pany at the direction of 
a foreign national, who 
was prohibited from par-
ticipating in U.S. elec-
tions; Jia Yuan USA Co., 
Inc.’s providing in-kind 
contributions to several 
U.S. political candidates 
by hosting reduced-cost 
fundraising events at 
the Luxe Hotel, some of 
which took place at the 
direction of a foreign na-
tional who was prohibit-
ed from participating in 
U.S. elections; Jia Yuan 
USA Co., Inc.’s payment 
of indirect bribe pay-
ments to politicians; Jia 
Yuan USA Co., Inc.’s 
coordination or orches-
tration of trips by U.S. 
politicians to China, the 
expenses for which were 
wholly or partially de-
frayed or subsidized by 
Shenzhen Hazens.

Valdivia is one of 
those U.S. politicians Jia 
Yuan USA Co., Inc. was 
illicitly influencing.

Valdivia’s California 
Form 460s, i.e., his cam-
paign fund disclosure 
documents, obtained by 
the Sentinel show that on 
at least two occasions in 
2019, Valdiva made use 
of the Luxe City Cen-
ter Hotel for meetings 
or fundraising activity, 
with his campaign pay-
ing what looked to be 
drastically reduced rates 
for those accommoda-
tions.

Documentation also 

had been authorized in 
October was a prevarica-
tion intended to mislead 
the council’s three new-
est members into believ-
ing the city had already 
made a commitment to 
action that would ben-
efit SCG America in its 
competition with Re-
naissance Downtowns/
ICO.

Field, who implic-
itly and explicitly un-
derstood that what the 
mayor said was not ac-
curate, neglected to set 
the record straight, going 
along with Valdivia’s at-
tempt at deception.

Dr. Treasure Ortiz, 
a San Bernardino resi-
dent who ran for Third 
Ward councilwoman in 
a special election held 
in 2019 and who is be-
ing pushed by some resi-
dents toward a run for 
mayor in 2022, said she 
has “concerns about the 
misrepresentations that 
were made by the mayor, 
the city manager and 
SCG America to perpe-
trate misappropriation 
of funds and pay-to-play 
corruption during the 
January 27 study ses-
sion. I know that numer-
ous residents throughout 
all wards have expressed 
their concerns about the 
lies, attempt to misap-
propriate and the cor-
ruption, and have asked 
for a special meeting to 
be called so everything 
can be addressed pub-
licly before the council’s 
March 3 vote on who is 
to get the mall redevel-
opment contract. More 
information has come to 
light regarding the may-
or’s inappropriate behav-
ior/promotion of SCG 
America to members of 
the community, city staff 
and council prior to the 
January 27 meeting and 

Robert Field

City Manager 
Abetted Valdivia In 
His Misrepresenta-
tion About Demoli-
tion Authorization   
from page 3

Continued on Page 15
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shows that Valdivia’s 
campaign covered the 
$904.45 cost of using 
Intercontinental Hotel 
Group’s hotel accommo-
dations on at least five 
occasions, for meetings 
and fundraising events, 
well below what would 
normally be charged to a 
member of the public or a 
company for using those 
facilities. Further docu-
mentation obtained by 
the Sentinel shows that 
DKN Hotels on Decem-
ber 29, 2020 defrayed 
for Valdivia the $3,000 
cost of holding a pre-
New Year’s Eve 2020/21 
fundraiser gala at one 
of its hotels. At that li-
quor-lubricated event, 

Valdivia brought in tens 
of thousands of dollars 
to finance his future 
campaigns. DKN Ho-
tels and Intercontinental 
Hotel Group, through a 
multitude of cutouts, are 
linked to SCG America.

The apparent effort by 
SCG America to laun-
der money to Valdivia 
through his campaign 
while he is attempting 
to manipulate the city 
council to approve giv-
ing SCG America go-
ahead to redevelop the 
Carousel Mall property, 
Oriz said, “is extremely 
disconcerting to see.” 
Pointing to “the case of 
Jose Huizar that is ongo-
ing with companies and 
people that our mayor 
is involved with” Or-
tiz said, “Any connec-
tion to corruption must 
be looked at and ad-
dressed.”

In addition to regular-
ly filing California Form 
460s delineating politi-

cal contributions and the 
spending of that money, 
elected officials in Cali-
fornia are required to 
fill out Form 700 docu-
ments, statements of 
economic interest, show-
ing income and assets 
those officials are receiv-
ing and possess.

Like all politicians, 
Valdivia is supposed to 
list the sources of in-
come he is receiving. In 
a clever use of sleight of 
hand, Valdivia lists his 
business, AAdvantage 
Comm LLC, for which 
he gives “consulting” as 
the general description 
of the business, without 
specifying whence AAd-
vantage Comm draws its 
income. On the docu-
ment he indicates an an-
nual income of between 
$10,001 and $100,000 
into AAdvntage Comm 
LLC, but does not dis-
close from whom the 
money originated. It is 
therefore impossible to 

know whether Valdivia 
received any income or 
payments from Shanghai 
Construction Group or 
SCE America.

Valdivia, in filling out 
his most recently posted 
annual Form 700 docu-
ment, which was filed 
with the city clerk at 
58 seconds after 10:56 
am on May 29, 2020, 
acknowledged having 
traveled to Zhenjiang 
Jiangsu, China on July 
19, 2019 and having re-
turned on July 27, 2019, 
with $2,361 the cost of 
the trip having been de-
frayed by “Zhenjiang 
People’s Government of 
the Overseas Chinese 
Affairs Office.” The 
Form 700 describes the 
$2,361 as a gift covering 
“travel expenses during 
official government trav-
el” and that the “Trip to 
China consisted of rep-
resentation of the City 
of San Bernardino and 
San Bernardino Interna-

tional Airport Authority. 
Events attributed in this 
schedule were in atten-
dance in the official ca-
pacity as mayor of City 
of San Bernardino and/
or president of the SBI-
AA [the San Bernardino 
International Airport 
Authority].”

Of note is that in De-
cember 2019, in two in-
stallments of $10,000 
each on December 17 
and December 31, some 
two months after Valdiv-
ia’s and Figueroa’s meet-
ing with Winfred Zhang, 
Qi Zang & Jennifer 
Pang of SCG America 
which Pang during the 
January 27 study ses-
sion falsely denied took 
place, Valdivia’s elec-
tioneering fund was 
provided with $20,000 
by Alexandria Zagha of 
Corona. On November 7, 
2019, Figueroa received 
$5,000 from Zagha. In 
Valdivia’s Form 460, 
Zagha is described as an 

“underwriter” with “Old 
Republic.” In Figueroa’s 
Form 460, she is de-
scribed as a “recruiter” 
with “Hire On.” Sources 
have suggested that Za-
gha is a cutout or laun-
dering vehicle for funds 
originating with SCG 
America.

Ortiz said, “When 
looking at the Mayor’s 
460s, his hotel lodg-
ings and visits, connec-
tion to developers from 
China, trips to China 
and the Department of 
Justice’s report on the 
type of bribes and non-
reported gifts Huizar 
received, one could eas-
ily interchange the name 
Jose Huizar with John 
Valdivia in the report 
findings. He is staying 
and visiting the same ho-
tels that the Department 
of Justice reported were 
used by Shenzen Hazen 
to bribe Huizar and oth-

nominations be voted on 
separately, Velto became 
defensive, in particular 
with regard to his nomi-
nation of Richards.

“I want to be very 
clear about this,” he said. 
“There is no political 
powerhouse with Dan 
Richards. Number one, 
he’s a resident of San 
Antonio Heights. He’s 
not a political power-
house. There are other 
people in this commu-
nity who are much more 
political powerhouses, if 
you might want to use 
that term.”

That came across as 
something of a prevari-
cation, given Richards’ 
status as being a manag-
ing partner of the com-
pany that has demon-
strated itself to be among 
the top two or three most 
generous contributors to 
San Bernardino County 
politicians historically. 
Velto was also being par-
simonious with informa-
tion pertaining to the po-
litical support Richards 
has provided him. Rich-
ards donated to Velto’s 
2020 mayoral campaign 
$1,000, the maximum 
amount of money a do-
nor can give to a city can-
didate under Upland’s 
campaign donations 
limitation ordinance. 
Velto made no mention 
of Richards’ support of 
his campaign, nor of the 

$1,000 provided to him 
by Richards’ business 
partner, Jeff Burum, nor 
the $1,000 provided to 
him by Burum’s wife, 
Kellie Burum, nor the 
$1,000 provided to him 
by James Previti, who is 
currently attempting to 
develop property in Up-
land owned by the Colo-
nies Partners.

At that point, Council-
man Rudy Zuniga, who 
has emerged as Velto’s 
firmest ally on the coun-
cil, sought to reassure 
the other three members 
of the council that Rich-
ards would have far less 
pull than what others are 
crediting him as possess-
ing.

“It’s a board of seven 
members,” Zuniga said 
of the San Antonio Wa-
ter District Board of Di-
rectors, “and one person 
cannot make a change or 
do something by them-
selves. It’s a higher num-
ber of members than the 
city council, so, if they 
have ulterior motives, 
it’s not very easy for 
them to do that. I don’t 
see that any wrongdoing 
could be done by Dan 
Richards.”

Garcia reiterated his 
earlier statement, ask-
ing, “In the spirit of 
transparency, would it be 
possible to table this and 
have some opportuni-
ties for other applicants 

to submit applicants 
and then come back and 
make a decision? Obvi-
ously, if Dan Richards is 
the most qualified, then 
by all means [we should 
appoint him]. I think it 
would resonate really 
well with all of our resi-
dents if we provided this 
process.”

Velto, sensing that the 
council was usurping 
his role and authority in 
making the nominations 
in the appointment pro-
cess, asserted himself 
by trying to rally City 
Manager Rosemary Ho-
erning to his defense, 
asking her who made the 
recommendations with 
regard to municipal ap-
pointments.

“The mayor typically 
makes the recommen-
dations to the council, 
and it’s ratified by [the] 
council,” Hoerning re-
sponded.

From there, Velto 
pushed to make a case 
that he was being stepped 
over by his council col-
leagues.

“So, I want you to just 
be fair and understand-
ing about that role right 
there,” he said. Having 
the council suggest other 
candidates for the ap-
pointment, Velto said, 
was tantamount to “di-
minishing [the mayor’s] 
role.”

C o u n c i l w o m a n 
Maust, without com-
menting on the nomina-
tion of Richards, took up 
the issue of having more 
than a single member of 
the council on the wa-

ter department board, 
pointing out that former 
City Attorney James 
Markman had warned 
of the peril of conflicts 
between the city and the 
water company, which, if 
compounded by multiple 
council members be-
ing on the water board, 
would result in excess 
costs to the city of hav-
ing to pay attorneys to 
monitor both city and 
company actions.

“What I’m looking 
at is a risk management 
subject in the sense that 
if we can try to insulate 
ourselves form a conflict 
interest, that is what I’d 
like to do,” Maust said.

Maust told Velto, 
“My suggestion is if the 
mayor pro tem [Zuniga] 
would like to come off 
the board and you go on 
as council representa-
tion, then we only have 
one of you still on the 
board and full represen-
tation. But I can’t sup-
port having both of you 
on the board and leaving 
the three of us to decide 
for the city and possibly 
be paying more money 
because of that monitor-
ing.”

Maust expressed her 
belief that the field of 
candidates Velto had giv-
en the council to choose 
from was too limited.

“I think we need to be 
more diligent in trying 
to bring in… others, so 
to speak, into the arena,” 
Maust said. “I think if 
we had a better process 
already instilled, maybe 
it would have made for 

better people coming 
forward. I’m going to 
motion that Tom Thom-
as and Bob Cable are 
appointed to the water 
board,” she said, point-
edly excluding Velto and 
Richards from her mo-
tion.

Zuniga leapt to the de-
fense of the mayor.

“This is a mayor’s ap-
pointment,” Zuniga said. 
“So, I understand the 
transparency part, but 
now are we going to ask 
for each one of us to ex-
plain why we’re picking 
certain people to serve 
on our committees? This 
is Bill’s appointment. All 
mayors have made these 
appointments, so I don’t 
feel comfortable taking 
that away from him or 
any other future mayor.”

Velto tiraded against 
those who were object-
ing to Richards, calling 
them ‘individuals [who] 
want to be highly critical 
of people in our commu-
nity who have stepped 
up, not only thorough 
business, but through 
charitable organizations 
and through groups of 
people who they know 
who have made substan-
tial contributions to this 
community. To vilify, 
to make them out to be 
a villain of some kind 
because of their involve-
ment in the community, 
[to say] they would not 
do what’s in the best in-
terest of the city is very 
petty, as far as I’m con-
cerned.”

He then defended the 
idea of appointing two 

members of the council 
to the water company 
board.

“I disagree with the 
city attorney saying it’s a 
conflict of interest,” Vel-
to said. “I call it a pro-
tection of interest. I’m 
speaking from my role 
only. I want to protect 
the water company and I 
believe if we could have 
all the council members 
on the water company 
[board], I would have 
liked to see something 
like that. And that’s what 
I want to look at in the 
future, which I will have 
an opportunity to do if 
we delay this vote.”

He then warmed to the 
idea of delaying the vote 
on the appointments, in-
cluding those of Thomas 
and Cable, suggesting 
that the concept of hav-
ing all of the members of 
the council or four of the 
members of the coun-
cil appointed to the wa-
ter company board was 
worth pursuing.

“If the council wanted 
to delay the appointment 
of anyone until we get 
further legal advice as to 
whether or not we could 
seat more council mem-
bers, I would be willing 
to do that to get more 
information for the pro-
cess.”

Councilwoman Elliott 
said, “We’re not hav-
ing a conversation as to 
whether or not the mayor 
has the right to make the 
appointment. He does, 
but it is also in our mu-

Asserting That Richards Is “No Political 
Powerhouse,” Velto Did Not Mention That 
Richards Was One Of His Primary Politi-
cal Sponsors   from page 12

SCG America 
Laundered Political 
Contributions To 
Valdivia Through 
Cutouts & Subsid-
iaries  from page 14
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er elected officials. The 
hotels offered a place to 
hold meetings, fundrais-
ers, and enjoy stays, all 
at discounted rates or no 
cost. Some of these ho-
tels are also owned by 
partners of SCG Amer-
ica.”

She continued, “May-
or Valdivia has been 
known for his pay-to-

play antics and has dem-
onstrated his willingness 
to intercede on a politi-
cal contributor’s behalf 
with his influence on 
certain council members 
and his power to veto. A 
letter from the city at-
torney’s office was read 
during a January 2019 
council meeting stating 
that the actions of John 
Valdivia put the city in 
the position of potential 
litigation. We are now 
facing multiple lawsuits 
because of his behavior 
and not addressing his 
connection and Coun-

cilman Figueroa’s to 
SCG America may bring 
about another.”

Saying “It was my un-
derstanding that no one 
in the city was to show 
support for any devel-
oper under consideration 
for the downtown rede-
velopment project, nor 
were the two developers 
to promote their proj-
ect publicly prior to the 
January 27 presentation 
to the council,” Ortiz 
observed, “It has been 
revealed that the mayor 
was openly sharing the 
promo video of SCG 

America to anyone who 
had the misfortune of 
passing by his office, in-
cluding city staff, council 
members and residents. 
Why was this allowed? 
Why hasn’t this been dis-
closed? If the mayor had 
no ties to SCG America, 
why is he out publicly 
promoting that company 
on city time, in his offi-
cial capacity as mayor? 
Why didn’t he speak up 
and say that he and Juan 
Figueroa have a relation-
ship with SCG America? 
What is he hiding? And 
more importantly, what 

is he set to personally 
gain with this relation-
ship and a potential $800 
million dollar project up 
for bid in his city?”

The Sentinel through 
multiple phone calls 
to both Valdivia’s and 
Field’s offices at City 
Hall and emails sent to 
both sought responses 
to Ortiz’s statements 
regarding their action 
on January 27, and an 
explanation as to why 
Valdivia misrepresented 
that the city council last 
October had authorized 
the demolition of the 

structures at the Carou-
sel Mall. The Sentinel 
sought from Field why 
he did not correct the 
mayor’s misrepresenta-
tion to prevent the three 
new members of the city 
council from assuming 
the city is committed to 
the complete removal of 
the structures on the for-
mer mall grounds. Nei-
ther the mayor nor the 
city manager responded 
to those inquiries and 
Valdivia spurned a re-
quest from the Sentinel 
to explain his relation-
ship to SCG America.

nicipal code that the city 
council ratifies the deci-
sion. So, I’m not going 
to ratify an appointment 
without seeing informa-
tion on that individual, 
and if two other city 
council members want 
to see more information 
on an appointment, then 
I think that would be 
a direction to go.” She 
then seconded Maust’s 
motion to appoint Tom 
Thomas and Bob Cable. 
That provoked Velto, 
who said they should 
consider ratifying all 
four of his suggested ap-
pointments. “We should 
look at all four,” he said.

It all went to hell from 
there.

Elliott said she had 
sufficient information 
about Thomas and Cable 
to vote on them.

“Neither of these peo-
ple are new,” she said. 
“I have watched them. 
I don’t need to see any-
more background be-
cause I know them. She 
said Thomas in particu-
lar had an understanding 
of water issues.

Velto suggested that 
expertise with regard 
to water issues was not 
an absolute necessity in 
board members, since 
they would be supplied 
with information from 
the water company’s 
“trustworthy staff” and 
would merely vote on 
recommendations pre-
sented to them.

Velto again sought to 
broaden the discussion 
to the council consider-
ing and ultimately ac-
cepting his four recom-
mendations.

Elliott insisted on vot-
ing on Maust’s motion.

Velto about whether he 
wanted a city takeover 
or buyout of the water 
company. Velto said he 
wanted to look into the 
possibility of bypass-
ing the redundancies in 
the functions of both the 
city’s water department 
and the water company, 
and to have staff look 
into the advisability of a 
consolidation of the two.

With that, Velto was 
unable to mask his irrita-
tion.

“We don’t just side-
line something because 
of personal interest, and 
it appears you have a 
personal interest in me 
not serving on the SAW-
CO [San Antonio Water 
Company] board,” Velto 
said.

When Elliott said she 
was not personalizing 
the discussion, Velto 
thundered, “You are 
making it personal. You 
want to know my educa-
tion.”

Elliott responded, 
“I want to know your 
qualifications. Education 
is part of your qualifica-
tions.”

“I’m the mayor of the 
City of Upland, num-
ber one,” Velto retorted. 
“This is a role that I’m 
allowed to do, to take 
on. I’ve been in business 
for many, many years. 
These are business de-
cisions based on staff 
recommendations. I’m 
not going to go out and 
test water. I’m not going 
to go out and measure 
depths. I’m not going to 
go out and make sure 
that the systems are all 
operational. That’s not 
the role of the board of 
directors, just like it is 
not the role of the city 
council to manage the 
city. That’s not what our 
role is. Our role is to vote 
for, vote against or make 
recommendations and 
that’s all that I do.”

The heat in the ex-
change between Elliott 
and Velto was of some 

Zuniga, in attempt-
ing to broker a compro-
mise, opened Pandora’s 
box when he said, “Well, 
I know you want to see 
Dan Richards’ qualifica-
tions, but are you okay 
with Bill’s qualifications 
as a businessman?”

Elliott ducked the 
question by saying 
“We’re not on that one 
right now. We’re on Bob 
Cable and we’re on Tom 
Thomas.”

“Well you’re splitting 
it,” Velto said. “I don’t 
know if that’s how it’s 
done.”

“Well, we just did it,” 
Elliot said. “We’ve got a 
motion and we’ve got a 
second.”

That visibly riled 
Velto, who as the mayor 
directs the proceedings.

He delayed the vote 
by asking if there were 
further comments from 
the council

Elliot called for the 
vote and Velto again de-
layed, asking for com-
ments.

The vote to appoint 
Thomas and Cable then 
went forward, with all 
five approving that duo’s 
reappointment.

Thereafter, Zuniga 
immediately made a mo-
tion to approve Velto. 
Garcia seconded it.

That prompted Maust 
to inquire directly of 
Zuniga if he was pre-
pared to leave the water 
company board if a vote 
went forward and Velto 
was appointed.

The question seemed 
to anger Zuniga, which 
betrayed that he was 
determined to remain 
on the water company 
board. “I’ll have that 
discussion with Bill,” he 
said.

Elliott at that point in-
terjected, “I’m not ready 
to make this decision. 
With all respect, May-
or Velto, I really don’t 
know that much about 
your background.”

Velto’s nostrils flared.

“Do you have a bach-
elor’s degree?” Elliott 
asked.

“That’s not the dis-
cussion here, Velto said, 
bridling. “The discus-
sion here is I’m a busi-
nessman. I’m a mayor of 
Upland. The residents of 
Upland voted for me for 
mayor. I think they put 
their trust in my deci-
sion-making.”

“Well, I’m not going 
to vote for you on this 
board without more in-
formation,” Elliott said. 
“I’d like to know about 
your education. What’s 
your educational back-
ground?”

“I’ve had some col-
lege,” Velto said. “How’s 
that? I was in the mili-
tary. I’ve been in busi-
ness for over 30 years. 
Actually, from the time 
I was ten years old I ran 
my own businesses. I’m 
a businessman. I make 
sound fundamental busi-
ness decisions every sin-
gle day. I’ve managed a 
real estate company with 
3,500 agents, a multibil-
lion dollar company. I 
was an executive vice 
president and general 
manager of that compa-
ny. I’m now with Berk-
shire Hathaway. So, I’m 
fairly qualified to make 
business decisions, and 
that’s what these are. 
These are business deci-
sions.”

Councilman Garcia 
inquired as to whether it 
was advisable for Velto 
to recuse himself from 
the discussion of, and 
vote on, his own ap-
pointment.

City Attorney Steven 
Flower said, “If Mayor 
Velto has announced 
that he will be waiving 
any salary or stipend 
from any position on 
the board, that waiver 
means he wouldn’t have 
a financial interest in the 
position. Therefore he 
wouldn’t have a conflict 
on this vote.”

Elliot then questioned 

moment and even his-
toric significance. In 
January 2019, Velto was 
a member of the Upland 
Planning Commission. 
His previous efforts to 
be elected to the city 
council had been un-
successful. At that time, 
the council had been re-
duced to four, the mayor 
and three council mem-
bers. Fifteen residents 
had applied to fill the va-
cancy, including Velto. 
The field was reduced 
to seven, at which point 
the selection process had 
stalled out when no sin-
gle candidate was able 
to garner more than two 
votes. Ultimately, Elliott 
joined with then-Mayor 
Debbie Stone and then-
Councilman Ricky Felix 
in supporting Velto. In 
this way, Elliott played 
a crucial role in boosting 
Velto’s political career. 
The enmity that was 
brewing between the two 
over the water company 
appointments on Mon-
day night was palpable.

Councilman Garcia 
broke in. “We’re still 
having an issue,” he said. 
“I know that Mayor Pro 
Tem [Zuniga] and the 
mayor are going to talk 
about having one per-
son or another on there, 
so that leaves a little 
question mark.” Garcia 
suggested that voting 
Velto onto the board was 
“something we could 
come back to after that 
discussion… to have one 
councilperson to repre-
sent us there”

“We can postpone this 
thing, Velto said, resign-
edly.

“If we’re still up for 
that, I would like to 
come back to that,” Gar-
cia said.

Zuniga said, “Mayor, 
if you want to wait, I will 
pull my motion.”

Velto said, “I don’t 
have a problem waiting, 
This is about making 
sure we are representing 
the majority interest of 

this city. Much like any 
other committees that 
I have appointed all of 
you to, I didn’t sit back 
and say what were your 
qualifications to serve on 
this commission, what 
was your qualification to 
serve on that committee. 
I didn’t do that because 
your role is to vote for, 
vote either to approve or 
deny, the recommenda-
tions on every commit-
tee or commission we 
serve on. None of us have 
extensive backgrounds 
in all of the committees 
we’ve been assigned to 
by me. So, keep that in 
mind.”

Maust attempted at 
that point to assure Velto 
she was not questioning 
his qualifications.

“When I shared my 
concern, [it was] not on 
qualifications,” she said. 
“It is that I disagree 
[with] having two coun-
cil on the SAWCO board 
because of having to 
recuse yourself and be-
cause it does then take 
money to have to man-
age that.”

A clearly perturbed 
Velto said, “We’re going 
to delay this.”

Thus, with the Cable 
and Thomas appoint-
ments ratified, the Velto 
and Richards nomina-
tions remain in limbo. 
Further, the other vote 
that was scheduled to 
take place Monday 
night pertaining to the 
water company, to ap-
point Zuniga as the city’s 
proxy to vote all shares 
at the annual stockhold-
er’s meeting of the San 
Antonio Water Company 
for the slate of directors, 
did not take place.

“We’re going to delay 
this to the next coun-
cil meeting until we get 
further information from 
[legal] counsel,” Velto 
said.

The council is next 
scheduled to meet on 
February 22.
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