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The Colton Joint Uni-
fied School District has 
sued the County of San 
Bernardino over the board 
of supervisors’ April 6 ap-
proval of Chandi Group 
USA’s truck stop to be 
located at 10951 Cedar 
Avenue, at the southeast 
corner of Cedar and Santa 
Ana Avenue in the unin-
corporated county com-
munity of Bloomington, 
three-quarters of a mile 
south of the I-10 Freeway.

The 8.9-acre site where 

Chandi Group USA in-
tends to locate the truck 
terminal is immediately 
adjacent to 28 acres of 
property owned by the 
district upon which it had 
future intentions of build-
ing a junior high school. 
The character and intensi-
ty of Chandi Group USA’s 
Bloomington Commer-
cial Center has signifi-
cantly changed since it 
was formerly presented as 
a proposal to the county 
in October 2019. At that 

time, Chandi Group USA 
said it wanted a zone 
change and general plan 
amendment so it could 
undertake a commercial 
development that was to 
have a large restaurant as 
its centerpiece and which 
would involve some retail 
units, two fast food out-
lets and a gas station. The 
Bloomington community 
was generally supportive 
of that concept.

Multiple versions and 
plan redrafts followed, in 

the midst of which opposi-
tion to the project formed. 
According to those project 
opponents, the facility is 
most accurately described 
as a truck stop.

On April 6, 2021, the 
San Bernardino County 
Board of Supervisors 
gave unanimous ap-
proval to the project. 
Under the configuration 
approved, the project is 
to consist of 260 parking 
spaces including 149 for 
cars, 36 to accommodate 

trucks, and 75 for recre-
ational vehicles or small-
er or mid-size trucks, a 
9,900-square-foot con-
venience market, two 
fast-food drive-thru res-
taurants, a 2,400-square-
foot office and storage 
building, a guard shack, 
a 4,800-square-foot main-
tenance building with four 
repair bays, truck scales, 
seven diesel fuel pumps, 
eight gasoline pumps and 
above-ground fuel tanks. 
In the project’s 

The San Bernardino 
County Sheriff’s Depart-
ment’s effort to eradicate 
large-scale marijuana 
farms continued unabated 
last week, with deputies 
and detectives carrying 
out at least eight raids on 
unlicensed cultivation 
operations in the Eastern 
Mojave desert region.

That effort, involving 
more than a dozen sworn 
law enforcement officers, 
resulted in the uprooting 

of over 4,400 marijuana 
plants, which in their un-
cured state totaled over 
eight tons of marijuana.

Since 1999, the San 
Bernardino County Sher-
iff’s Department has been 
participating in and re-
ceiving federal money for 
the Domestic Cannabis 
Eradication/Suppression 
Program. Even in the 
aftermath of the voters’ 
2016 passage of the Adult 
Use of Marijuana Act, 

Sheriff John McMahon, 
with the consent of the 
San Bernardino County 
Board of Supervisors, ap-
plied for and continued 
to receive those grants, 
which he then used to 
offset some, though not 
all, of his department’s 
costs in going after mari-
juana cultivators. At pres-
ent, the department is 
using $151,000 obtained 
through a Domestic Can-
nabis Eradica-

For the second time in 
four months, a sexual as-
sault has been made on a 
female customer seeking 
massage services from 
therapists plying their 
trade in the Chino Valley, 
according to law enforce-
ment authorities.

The May 3 incident in-
volving Omar De Soto in 
Chino Hills and the Janu-
ary 17 matter in Chino 
in which Edgar Uriel Es-
trada was implicated have 

multiple similarities.
On January 17, 2021, 

a woman went to Mas-
sage Green Spa at 3926 
Grand Avenue in Chino 
for a Sunday massage. 
According to the woman, 
her massage therapist at-
tempted to rape her.

Thereafter she drove to 
the Chino Police Depart-
ment headquarters, arriv-
ing at 1:49 p.m., where 
she reported the assault. 
Officers with the 

David Eshleman, the 
hard-driving grandson of 
German immigrants to 
Fontana, who grew up in 
the steel town and came 
to embody its blue collar 
spirit as much as anyone 
and then served two terms 
as its top political leader, 
has passed into eternity.

The palette from which 
Eshleman’s 74 years of 
life was painted was a 
variegated one, and while 
each of the multiple labels 
he wore are apt definitions 
– entrepreneur, builder, 
landowner, developer, 
wrestler, meatmarketer, 
father, husband, race car 
driver, race team owner, 
activist and politician  – 
no single description suf-
fices in capturing his es-
sence.

A Fontana native, 
Eshleman was born 
on February 20, 1947, 
one of seven of Albert 
“Whitey” Eshleman and 
Dorothy Eshleman’s chil-
dren. Eshleman’s mater-
nal grandparents were 
Ross and Violet Gesler, 
who after immigrating to 
America had settled in 
Fontana. They were hor-
ticulturalists and in their 
greenhouses on Arrow 
Highway they crossbred 
flowers, the most notable 
creation of which was the 
Ross Gesler orchid.

Eshleman grew up on 
the family ranch property 
in South Fontana with 
brothers Albert, Jim, Bill 
and Richard and sisters 
Sally and Donna.

What started as one of 
Whitey Eshleman’s sec-
ondary or even tertiary 
pursuits was the 

By Mark Gutglueck
 San Bernardino Supe-

rior Court Judge Donald 
Alvarez on May 7 made a 
tentative ruling scheduled 
to become final on May 
22 that shuts the door on 
the Town of Apple Val-
ley’s effort to use eminent 
domain to seize owner-
ship of the town’a prima-
ry water utility.

The town had assert-
ed in litigation first filed 
more than five years ago 
and propounded during a 
67-day trial that began in 

October 2019 and which 
was interrupted by the 
COVID-19 pandemic 
from March 2020 until 
June 2020 before testimo-
ny and the presentation 
of evidence concluded in 
July 2020, that the town 
taking possession of the 
local water supply and 
the means of delivering it 
to Apple Valley’s 73,000-
plus residents and its busi-
nesses was both necessary 
and in the public interest. 
Judge Alvarez rejected 
that assertion, noting 

dryly and in some detail 
that the town repeatedly 
engaged in misstatements 
of fact to make its case.

At stake in the matter 
was the successor to the 
Apple Valley Ranchos 
Water Company, which 
was created by Newt Bass 
and B.J. Westland in 1945 
when they founded the 
town on 6,500 acres they 
had acquired from the 
Southern Pacific Rail-
road. The town’s ulti-
mately unsuccessful bid 
is only the second such ef-

fort in California history 
where the matter was de-
cided in the forum of a tri-
al by which a court served 
as the arbiter of whether a 
local government can use 
condemnation procedure 
to take possession of a 
water utility.

Apple Valley’s use of 
the eminent domain op-
tion came after what were 
two previously missed 
opportunities – one in 
1988 and another in 2011 
– to make a public take-
over of the water system 

at costs that would have 
been far below what the 
town would have needed 
to pay had Judge Alva-
rez ruled that the eminent 
domain request should be 
granted.

In 1945, Bass and 
Westlund created the Ap-
ple Valley Ranchos Water 
Company, which was in 
part constructed using sal-
vaged oil pipelines from a 
nearby failed petroleum 
mining operation. The 
water system expanded 
in fits and starts 

Judge David Cohn has 
postponed once again the 
hearing he is to conduct 
for oral arguments fol-
lowing the submission of 
briefs relating to multiple 
points in a citizen group’s 
lawsuit contesting the 
Upland City Council’s 
approval of Bridge De-
velopment Partners’ dis-
tribution center for online 
retail behemoth Amazon.

It is anticipated that fol-
lowing those arguments, 

either immediately or 
sometime thereafter if he 
chooses to take the matter 
under submission, Judge 
Cohn will make a deter-
mination of whether the 
plaintiffs’ request for the 
vacation of the project ap-
proval will be granted, de-
nied or whether the matter 
will be considered at trial.

Cohn was initially 
scheduled to hold the 
much-delayed hearing 
on March 12, 2021. Just 

prior to that date, the 
hearing was rescheduled 
for April 23. Thereafter, 
Judge Cohn rescheduled 
the hearing for May 7. An 
unspecified emergency 
required that Judge Cohn 
postpone the hearing 
again until next Monday, 
May 17. Word now has 
come that the hearing has 
been extended once more, 
and is to be held on Mon-
day June 14, 2021 at 1:30 
p.m. in the San Bernardi-

no Justice Center at 247 
West Third Street in San 
Bernardino.

The project has now 
been on hold for more 
than 13 months. In giv-
ing Bridge Development 
Partners go-ahead on the 
project by a 4-to-1 margin 
on April 1, 2020, the Up-
land City Council used a 
less exacting mode of en-
vironmental certification, 
referred to as a mitigated 
negative declaration, than 

a comprehensive environ-
mental impact report for 
the 201,096-square foot 
building to be located 
north of Foothill Blvd. 
south of Cable Airport.

A citizens group call-
ing itself Upland Com-
munity First formed and 
sued, seeking to have the 
project approval rescind-
ed, and an EIR, an envi-
ronmental impact report, 
the most comprehensive 
type of environ-

Despite Lack Of Prosecutorial Backing, Sheriff Yet 
 Intent On Uprooting Marijuana Wherever It Grows
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as the town grew and its 
population swelled in the 
1950s, 1960s, 1970s and 
1980s, by which time Ap-
ple Valley Ranchos was 
owned and operated by 
the Wheeler Family.

In 1988, the town was 
incorporated. Shortly af-
ter the town was estab-
lished as a municipal en-
tity, the Wheelers offered 
to sell the Apple Valley 
Ranchos Water Company 
– then consisting of 18 
medium and deep wells, 
pipes, reservoirs, pump-
ing units and appurte-
nances – to Town Hall for 
$2.5 million. The maiden 
town council – consisting 
of Nick DePrisco, Heidi 
Larkin, Dick Pearson, 
Carl Coleman and Jack 
Collingsworth – spurned 
that offer. Town officials 
thought the cost of main-
taining the wells, reser-
voirs, pipes and hookups 
to be beyond the town’s 
means.

In 2011, the Carlyle 
Group, an American/mul-
tinational private equity 
and asset management 
corporation, acquired 
from the Wheeler Family 
at a cost of $102.2 mil-
lion the Park Water Com-
pany, which in addition 
to its water system assets 
in Apple Valley included 
the water system serv-
ing Compton, Downey 
and Bellflower in Los 
Angeles County, as well 
as the Mountain Water 
Company, serving Mis-
soula, Montana. Upon the 
Carlyle Group assuming 
ownership of Park Water, 
the town of Apple Val-
ley impaneled a so-called 
blue ribbon committee 
to consider acquiring 
Apple Valley Ranchos. 
That committee advised 
against the acquisition.

In 2012, Park Water, at 
the direction of the Carlyle 
Group, obtained from the 
California Public Utilities 
Commission permission 
to institute 19 percent rate 
increases on Apple Val-
ley Ranchos customers to 
carry out what was said to 
be necessary upgrades to 
the aging equipment and 
facilities that delivered 
water to the then-74.99-
square mile town’s then-
70,000 residents.

In 2010, Park Water 

made $2.4 million in up-
grades to Apple Valley’s 
water system. In 2011 the 
Carlyle Group undertook 
and completed $3.4 mil-
lion in capital improve-
ments to the Apple Valley 
Ranchos Water Compa-
ny; another $5.7 million 
in work on the system in 
2012; $7.5 million in up-
grades in 2013; $8.1 mil-
lion in improvements in 
2014; and $7.8 million in 
maintenance and addi-
tions in 2015. The Carlyle 
Group obtained from the 
California Public Utilities 
Commission clearance to 
institute another 30 per-
cent rate hike on Apple 
Valley Ranchos custom-
ers to be implemented 
from 2015 until 2017. The 
previous 19 percent hike 
followed by the 30 per-
cent increase caught the 
attention of town officials, 
who radically changed 
their collective position 
with regard to the advis-
ability of the town taking 
possession of the utility.

Simultaneously, the 
City of Claremont in Los 
Angeles County was at-
tempting to utilize the 
eminent domain process 
to wrest from the Golden 
State Water Company the 
water system that sup-
plied water to that city.

Some 1,128 miles 
away, in Missoula, Mon-
tana, city officials there, 
who were likewise chaff-
ing under the higher rates 
that Park had imposed 
on the Mountain Water 
Company’s customers, 
had initiated what in time 
would prove to be a suc-
cessful effort to take pos-
session of the water utility 
from its private owner by 
means of an eminent do-
main proceeding.

Apple Valley’s town 
attorney was and is an as-
sociate with the same law 
firm, Best Best & Krieg-
er, with which the City of 
Claremont’s city attorney 
at that time is a partner. A 
discussion of the potential 
efficacy of the town us-
ing the eminent domain 
process to commandeer 
the Apple Valley Ranchos 
Water Company ensued 
at that point, together with 
Apple Valley town offi-
cials trading notes with 
Missoula city officials.

The town was a bit 
tardy in moving toward 
the eminent domain solu-
tion, as the Carlyle Group 
in the summer of 2015 
purchased for $300,000 
the water system serving 
some 900 residents in the 
desert community of Yer-

mo, which lies roughly 36 
miles from Apple Valley. 
The Carlyle Group then 
packaged a sale of the en-
tirety of the water utilities 
it owned in California and 
Montana, which it labeled 
Western Water Holdings, 
to a Canadian company, 
Algonquin Power/Liberty 
Utilities, for $327 million.

While Algonquin/
Liberty was before the 
California Public Utili-
ties Commission in 2015 
to get permission to pro-
ceed with the Apple Val-
ley Ranchos acquisition, 
Apple Valley officials 
voiced opposition to the 
sale in an effort to block 
it. An element of that pro-
test was that the town was 
interested in acquiring the 
water company, if neces-
sary by condemnation.

Simultaneously, the 
town obtained from what 
it referred to as “an inde-
pendent appraisal firm” 
the rather wishful “fair 
purchase price” of $45.54 
million for Apple Valley 
Ranchos, and thereafter 
indicated it would be wil-
ing to pay Park Water the 
somewhat unrealistic fig-
ure of $50.3 million for 
the Apple Valley Ranchos 
water system lock, stock 
and barrel.

A more pragmatic as-
sessment was that the Ap-
ple Valley Rancho Water 
Company, representing 
roughly one third of the 
entirety of Western Wa-
ter’s assets at the time of 
Algonquin/Liberty’s $327 
million purchase, was 
worth, roughly, $109 mil-
lion. Another calculation, 
one in which the $88.6 
million fair market value 
for Mountain Water Com-
pany component upheld 
by the Missouri District 
Court in Missoula in June 
2015 was subtracted from 
$327 million purchase 
price for Western Water, 
indicated that the Bell-
flower-Compton-Downey 
and the Apple Valley 
components of Western 
Water were worth $238.4 
million in 2016 dollars. 
Assuming Apple Valley 
Ranchos, with its 24 deep 
wells throughout Apple 
Valley and three wells 
in Yermo, represented 
roughly one half of the 
remaining Western Water 
assets now in the posses-
sion of Algonquin/Lib-
erty, its fair market value 
would have been, in 2016 
dollars, approximately 
$119 million.

With California in the 
203rd week of the 376-
week drought that began 

on December 27, 2011, 
and ended on March 5, 
2019, the town council on 
November 17, 2015 ad-
opted two resolutions of 
necessity, precursors to an 
eminent domain action, 
declaring that the town 
takeover of the water sys-
tem was both necessary 
and in the public interest.

Ultimately, the Cali-
fornia Public Utilities 
Commission in Decem-
ber 2015 voted to allow 
Liberty to proceed with 
the acquisition of Park 
Water Company.

With Apple Valley un-
willing to offer anything 
approaching $109 or $119 
million for the water sys-
tem, and Liberty disin-
clined to sell its Apple 
Valley holdings in any 
event, Apple Valley offi-
cials moved forward with 
the eminent domain ac-
tion aimed at seizing the 
water company, filing its 
eminent domain action in 
San Bernardino Superior 
Court on January 7, 2016. 
After more than three 
years and nine months of 
legal sparring, the matter 
came to trial before Judge 
Donald Alvarez on Octo-
ber 23, 2019.

After the 67-day trial, 
the parties engaged in an 
extensive post trial brief-
ing schedule followed by 
closing oral arguments. 
The matter was taken un-
der submission, and on 
Friday, May 7, Judge Al-
varez entered his tentative 
decision. Unless the town 
manages to convince him 
to reverse himself, the de-
cision will be locked in on 
May 22.

The town was seek-
ing by its action to “pro-
vide water to the town 
and some areas outside 
its borders,” Judge Al-
varez wrote in that de-
cision. “The assets the 
town seeks to acquire 
from Liberty include such 
things as water wells, 
water rights, reservoirs, 
tanks, pumps, under-
ground pipelines, other 
infrastructure, real prop-
erty and systems used to 
deliver water. If the town 
is successful in acquiring 
the Liberty water assets, 
it intends to use the assets 
to operate a municipally-
owned water system to 
sell water from the same 
sources and infrastructure 
to subscribers in the same 
service area. The town 
itself does not have any 
experience in operating a 
water system and would 
initially seek to hire the 
same Liberty employees 

to continue to operate the 
system, assuming such 
employees would be will-
ing to stay on with a new 
owner, which at best is 
uncertain and speculative 
at this time.

“The town alleges it 
began exploring acquisi-
tion in response to a num-
ber of factors including 
but not limited to such 
things as public concern 
about escalating water 
rates and the lack of local 
control and decision-mak-
ing over water rates, ser-
vice and expenditures, al-
though curiously, at trial, 
the town’s own evidence 
acknowledged it was un-
likely water rates would 
be reduced even if the 
taking was successful,” 
Judge Alvarez’s analy-
sis of the case continued. 
“Under the applicable em-
inent domain statutes, the 
court must decide four is-
sues to determine wheth-
er the town is permitted 
to take the water system: 
First. Do the public inter-
est and necessity require 
the town’s project? Sec-
ond. Is the town’s project 
planned in the manner 
that will be most com-
patible with the greatest 
public good and the least 
private injury? Third. Is 
the property sought to 
be acquired by the town 
necessary for the town’s 
project? Fourth. Is the use 
for which the town seeks 
to take Liberty’s property 
a more necessary public 
use than the use to which 
Liberty’s property is pres-
ently devoted?”

By project, Judge Al-
varez was referring to 
the town’s takeover of the 
entirety of the water com-
pany.

“In its opening post-
trial brief, Liberty stated 
that it does not contest the 
third item; only the first, 
second, and fourth issues 
are contested,” Judge Al-

varez wrote. “Liberty 
challenges the first and 
second issues by objec-
tions under Code of Civil 
Procedure §§1250.370(b) 
and (c), and it challenges 
the fourth issue by objec-
tion under Code of Civil 
Procedure presumption in 
Code of Civil Procedure 
§1250.360(f).”

Judge Alvarez then 
noted that prior to 1992, 
the town could have es-
sentially used its own 
authority to declare and 
thereby establish both the 
necessity and public ben-
efit of its takeover of a lo-
cal utility.

“On the three public 
necessity elements that 
must be established under 
Section 1240.030, the pre-
sumption in Code of Civil 
Procedure §1245.250(a) 
usually applies: ‘Except 
as otherwise provided 
by statute, a resolution 
of necessity adopted by 
the governing body of the 
public entity pursuant to 
this article conclusively 
establishes the matters 
referred to in Section 
1240.030.’ On the ‘more 
necessary public use’ 
question, the presumption 
in Code of Civil Proce-
dure §1240.650(a) usually 
applies: ‘Where property 
has been appropriated to 
public use by any person 
other than a public entity, 
the use thereof by a pub-
lic entity for the same use 
or any other public use 
is a more necessary use 
than the use to which such 
property has already 
been appropriated.’”

Since 1992, however, 
Judge Alvarez said, mu-
nicipalities, agencies and 
governmental entities can 
no longer presume that 
their authority is para-
mount and that they will 
automatically prevail over 
the interests of the private 
sector.
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California GOP Congressional Delegation Calls On U.S Attorney 
General To Pursue Aggressive Marijuana Cultivation Prosecutions 

tion/Suppression Program 
grant to offset the sheriff’s 
department’s costs in the 
anti-marijuana crusade.

Simultaneously, at 
least five cities in San 
Bernardino County – Ad-
elanto, Barstow, Hesperia, 
Needles and San Ber-
nardino – are allowing or 
are making preparations 
to allow the sale of mari-
juana or marijuana-based 
products within their 
boundaries. At least eight 
other cities are allowing 
or at least tolerating the 
sale of a cannabis-based 
product – CBD oil – with-
in their jurisdictions.

That is just one ele-
ment of the schizophrenic 
approach governmen-
tal officials are taking to 
marijuana at present. For 
nearly a century, from 
1907 until 1996, the use, 
possession, sale, cultiva-
tion, distribution or re-
finement of marijuana 
was strictly illegal in Cali-
fornia. Marijuana remains 
classified by the federal 
government as a Schedule 
1 Narcotic, considered in 
the same class as heroin, 
cocaine and methamphet-
amine. In 1996, the pas-
sage of Proposition 215, 
the Compassionate Use of 
Marijuana Act, by Cali-
fornia’s voters made the 
sale and use of marijuana 
for medical purposes legal 
in the state, pursuant to 
the user having a medical 
prescription for it. Until 
Needles in 2012 became 
the lone exception, San 
Bernardino County’s cit-
ies steadfastly refused to 
allow medical marijuana 
dispensaries to operate 
within their jurisdictions. 
The passage of the Adult 
Use of Marijuana Act 
four-and-a-half years ago, 

allowing those over 21 to 
use the drug for its intoxi-
cative effect, has spurred 
some cities in the county 
to seek to cash in on the 
sale of the drug by allow-
ing, in some cases, the 
retail sale of the plant, in 
other cases the cultivation 
of the plant, in other cases 
the refinement of marijua-
na and in the case of Hes-
peria, the distribution of 
the drug. Most San Ber-

perpetuated the marijuana 
ban.

Hence, Sheriff John 
McMahon has continued 
with the eradication/sup-
pression effort. In doing 
so, he has ostensibly had 
substantial success. His 
department is in posses-
sion of helicopters outfit-
ted with visual scanners 
that employ spectropho-
tometers that can immedi-
ately detect the highly dis-

and electricity use by the 
customers of the county’s 
various utility companies 
to detect the telltale signs 
of a marijuana-growing 
enterprise. Still, the more 
sophisticated operators 
of unlicensed marijuana 
farms, in particular the 
ones who were function-
ing a decade, two decades, 
three decades and four 
decades ago when mari-
juana was outright illegal 

those caught are not ar-
rested. Some are cited. 
Where arrests do take 
place, it is most often for 
another crime unrelated to 
marijuana that was noted 
during the operation. The 
district attorney’s office, 
which functions under 
the aegis of state law, has 
apparently lost its stom-
ach for prosecuting those 
caught engaged in mari-
juana-related activity.

Covela Avenue and Sespe 
Street, at a site proximate 
to Kelsey Boulevard and 
Presswood Drive, all  in 
Landers; as well as on 
property at Kachina Drive 
and Shoshone Valley 
Road in Desert Heights 
and at a facility located on 
property in the 1200 block 
of Sunrise Avenue in Des-
ert Heights.

It is unclear how many 
citations were issued by 
the task force to those be-
lieved involved in the cul-
tivation activity.

Five arrests were made, 
two of which related to ac-
tivity that could be estab-
lished as exceeding that of 
unlicensed cultivation of 
marijuana.

Carlos Avila, 40, of 
Sinaloa, Mexico, and Oc-
tavio Perez, 25, of Gua-
najuanto, Mexico, who 
were at the Napa Road/
Alta Avenue operation in 
Landers, were in posses-
sion of handguns and ana-
bolic steroids. They were 
arrested on charges of cul-
tivation of marijuana and 
possession of a controlled 
substance while armed.

Carlos Pulido, 23 of 
Michoacan, Mexico, was 
arrested at the Kachina 
Drive and Shoshone Val-
ley Road operation.

Fernando Gonzalez, 
36, and Christian Lopez, 
25, both of Michoacan, 
Mexico, were arrested at 
the Sunrise Avenue farm.

Pulido, Gonzalez and 
Lopez are being charged 
with marijuana cultiva-
tion. It is not clear why 
they were taken into cus-
tody rather than being cite 
released as has lately been 
the case of those involved 
in unlicensed marijuana 
growing.

The previous week, 
within a single six-hour 
span on Thursday April 
29, the sheriff’s depart-
ment marijuana eradica-
tion task force engaged 
in raids on five separate 
agricultural operations, 
seizing over 2,300 mari-
juana plants from a lo-
cation within the 73500 
block of Two Mile Road, 
property at Emerald 
Street and Pine Springs 
Avenue, one property at 
the intersection of Dun-
lap Road and Canyon 
Road, another prop-
erty proximate to Dun-
lap Road and Canyon 
Road, and a site at the 
corner of Redhill Road 
and Bermuda Avenue, 
all of which fall within 
Twentynine Palms and 
nearby Desert Heights.

-Mark Gutglueck

Representatives Mike 
Garcia (CA-25), Kevin 
McCarthy (CA-23), Jay 
Obernolte (CA-08), and 
Ken Calvert (CA-42) were 
the primary signatories of 
a letter from the California 
Republican Congressional 
Delegation to the U.S. De-
partment of Justice (DOJ) 
and Attorney General 
Merrick Garland regard-
ing the dangerous increase 
of illegal marijuana grow-
ing operations  in South-
ern California. 

The letter comes due to 
what the congressmem-
bers said was an alarming 
escalation in dangerous 
criminal activity across 
Southern California re-
lated to illegal marijuana 
cultivation activity. 

“We have heard from 
our constituents of hei-
nous incidents of intimi-
dation, coercion, and vio-
lence being used by illegal 
growers to ensure that 
their operations continue 
unimpeded,” the lawmak-

ers wrote. “There have 
also been multiple homi-
cides at these grow sites as 
opposing criminal syndi-
cates engage in turf wars. 
In September of 2020, sev-
en bodies were discovered 
at an illegal grow in Riv-
erside County, and, just 
recently, two bodies were 
discovered at another site.”

In addition to men-
acing Californians, the 
criminals operating the  
unlicensed farms are 
damaging public lands 
and stealing resources 
from residents, the letter 
states.  

“It’s estimated that at 
the end of 2020, illegal 
marijuana grows were 
illegally consuming be-
tween 11 and 36 million 
liters of water daily,” the 
lawmakers wrote. “Water 
is already a precious re-
source in California, we 
cannot allow these illegal 
operations to exacerbate 
the problem further.”

The vast majority of the 

illicit farms are operated 
by illegal immigrants who 
have either entered the 
country illegally or have 
overstayed visas. Many of 
the individuals arrested at 
these operations have been 
discovered to be victims of 
human trafficking, forced 
into servitude at these 
grow sites. The sharp in-
crease in illegal grow op-
erations, which swelled 
as much as 300% in some 
areas over the last year, is 
a result of the dangerous 
combination of lack of law 
enforcement and lack of 
border security, the con-
gressmembers maintain. 

“The growth is fueled 
in part by the knowledge 
that criminals who are 
arrested will ultimately 
face no consequences,” 
the lawmakers wrote. 
“We have heard from lo-
cal, state, and federal law 
enforcement who are 
frustrated that their hard 
work is routinely rendered 
pointless by prosecutors 

who refuse to charge of-
fenders unless they com-
mit additional, ‘more 
serious’ crimes as well. 
When prosecutors wait 
for violent or other seri-
ous crimes to occur before 
charging these criminals, 
our constituents pay the 
price.”

The lawmakers re-
quested that the U.S. At-
torney General utilize 
whatever authority is 
available to address the 
growing crisis, including 
prosecuting these crimi-
nals to the fullest extent 
allowable under the law, to 
cut off the escalating fear 
and violence in their dis-
tricts. 

Reps. Doug LaMalfa 
(CA-01), Tom McClintock 
(CA-04), David Valadao 
(CA-21), Devin Nunes 
(CA-22), Young Kim (CA-
39), Michelle Steel (CA-
48), and Darrell Issa (CA-
50) also signed on to the 
letter requesting answers 
from DOJ.

nardino County munici-
palities are yet resisting 
allowing marijuana to be 
commercially available.

The county board of su-
pervisors, which oversees 
the unincorporated por-
tion of the 20,105-square 
mile county outside its 
22 incorporated cities and 
two incorporated towns 
– roughly 94 percent of 
the county land mass or 
19,099 square miles – has 

tinctive color of marijuana 
plants. This tool alone has 
enabled the department 
to search for needle upon 
needle in the haystack that 
is the largest county geo-
graphically in the lower 
48 states, a land mass 
larger than Rhode Island, 
Connecticut, Delaware 
and New Jersey com-
bined. The department 
is also able to make a 
digitized analysis of water 

and who were not get-
ting caught then, remain, 
with only rare exceptions, 
a step or two or three or 
four ahead of those on the 
lookout for them.

What is for many ob-
servers the most amusing 
or most enraging – de-
pending on one’s attitude 
and point of view – ele-
ment of the bureaucratic 
schizophrenia surround-
ing the marijuana issue in 
San Bernardino County is 
the general lack of pros-
ecution that ensues from 
the suppression/eradica-
tion effort. In scores of 
cases in San Bernardino 
County over the last few 
years, individuals have 
been caught growing 
quantities of marijuana 
that would have virtu-
ally ensured a perpetra-
tor caught doing the same 
thing one, two, three, four, 
five or six decades ago get 
a 20-year or longer prison 
sentence.

In most cases now, 

For reasons that have 
not been explained, de-
spite the consideration 
that the sheriff’s depart-
ment is using federal 
money in the form of 
grants from the Domes-
tic Cannabis Eradication/
Suppression Program, 
the U.S. Attorney’s Office 
does not seem interested, 
particularly, in prosecut-
ing those who have been 
caught, in most cases red-
handed, growing mari-
juana in contravention to 
federal law.

During operations 
in the greater Twenty-
nine Palms area, Desert 
Heights and Landers on 
May 5 and May 7, raids 
were carried out on mari-
juana cultivation facilities 
on property near Sespe 
Street and Alta Avenue,  
Covela Avenue and Napa 
Road, property adjacent 
to Napa Road and Alta 
Avenue, at Covela Av-
enue and Sespe Street,  
at another site close to 

mental impact evaluation, 
carried out in conjunction 
with the city council’s re-
consideration of the proj-
ect.

The city, supported 
by Bridge Development 
Partners, has asserted that 
the city and the developer 
fulfilled all of the require-
ments for project approval 
under the law, and that 
the project complies with 

all environmental regula-
tions.

Upland Community 
First contends the testi-
mony of several experts 
with regard to land use 
and environmental im-
pacts put into the record 
at the April 1, 2020 meet-
ing and previous planning 
commission meetings 
made it incumbent upon 
the city to consider specif-
ic elements of the project 
proposal and undertake 
a more comprehensive 
evaluation of the project Continued on Page 4

Amazon Warehouse 
Lawsuit  from front 
page

or deny it outright.
Upland Community 

First wants Judge Cohn 
to consider in particular 
statements made by four 
people considered to be 
land use or environmental 
issue experts.

One of those, Roger 
Stephenson, a civil engi-
neer, said the city had not 
put into the record all of 
the correspondence relat-
ed to the project submit-
ted by the public and that 
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“However, these ordi-
nary presumptions do not 
apply in this case,” Judge 
Alvarez wrote. “Sen-
ate Bill 1757, which was 
signed into law by Gov-
ernor Pete Wilson on Sep-
tember 21,1992, amended 
the prior versions of both 
Section 1245.250 and Sec-
tion 1240.650. SB 1757 
changed the law by grant-
ing the owner of ‘electric, 
gas or water public utility 
property’ (Code of Civil 
Procedure §1235.193) 
the right to rebut the pre-
sumptions that formerly 
were ‘conclusively estab-
lished’ in favor of the pub-
lic entity. Here, Liberty’s 
property is ‘water public 
utility property’ because 
it is appropriated to a pub-
lic use by a water corpo-
ration as defined in Public 
Utility Code §241.”

There is no doubt, 
Judge Alvarez said, that 
“Liberty’s property is ap-
propriated to public use,” 
but the judge said, that 
does not alone make the 
town eligible to seize the 
company and its assets.

“The town cites au-
thority on what consti-
tutes a public use, which 
would be relevant if pub-
lic use were contested,” 
Judge Alvarez wrote. 
“Here, however, there is 
no dispute that providing 
water to Apple Valley’s 
customers is a public use, 
regardless of whether the 
water were to be provided 
by Liberty or by the town. 
The question is not the ex-
istence of a public use, but 
whether provision by the 
town is a ‘more necessary 

public use’ than contin-
ued provision by Liberty. 
Where property which 
has been appropriated to 
a public use is electric, 
gas, or water public utility 
property which the public 
entity intends to put to the 
same use, the presump-
tion of a more necessary 
use... is a rebuttable pre-
sumption affecting the 
burden of proof, unless 
the acquiring public en-
tity is a sanitary district 
exercising the powers of a 
county water district pur-
suant to Section 6512.7 
of the Health and Safety 
Code. As the court pre-
viously explained in its 
October 31, 2018 ruling: 
‘As a result of the 1992 
amendments to sections 
1240.650 and 1245.250, 
in an eminent domain 
proceeding initiated by 
a public entity to obtain 
a public utility from a 
non-public utility, such as 
here, the conclusion that 
the use by a public entity 
is a more necessary use 
is rebuttable. Similarly, 
the resolution of necessity 
creates a rebuttable pre-
sumption that the three 
necessity elements of sec-
tion 1240.030 are true.”

Judge Alvarez said that 
the town misrepresented 
elements of Liberty’s case 
in its post trial brief, and 
that it changed its position 
as the trial progressed.

“At trial, the town in-
troduced extensive expert 
testimony by Craig Close 
about the condition of the 
water system,” Judge Al-
varez wrote. “Mr. Close 
inspected the system over 
Labor Day weekend 2019 
- less than two months 
before the start of trial – 
and presented a series of 
‘inspection reports’ and 
testimony highly criti-
cal of the water system. 

By way of example, ac-
cording to Mr. Close, 
the Bell Mountain Tank 
is ‘in poor/severe condi-
tion’ and needs to be re-
habilitated or replaced; 
Wells 7R, 34, and 25 are 
all in ‘poor condition’ and 
should be replaced; and 
the Jess Ranch Booster 
Station is also in ‘ex-
tremely poor condition 
and needs to be replaced.’ 
Mr. Close also showed a 
multitude of photographs 
of peeling paint and criti-
cized the appearance of 
several components of 
the water system. Mr. 
Close’s opinions regard-
ing supposed defects or 
shortcomings in the sys-
tem are diametrically op-
posed to the town’s proj-
ect as reviewed above - to 
acquire the water system 
and make no changes to it. 
Not only was Mr. Close’s 
testimony inconsistent 
with the town’s project, 
he also made no effort to 
determine how much it 
would cost the town to 
make any of the changes 
he opined were needed. 
The town argues that Mr. 
Close’s testimony may be 
considered to rebut Lib-
erty’s evidence that the 
system is well-run opera-
tionally. The court agrees, 
and has considered Mr. 
Close’s testimony for this 
purpose. However, Mr. 
Close’s myriad criticisms 
of the water system can-
not be used to affirma-
tively support the town’s 
right to take the system 
because the town’s proj-
ect does not include any 
changes to the system 
or its operation, and the 
town cannot modify its 
project based on Mr. 
Close’s eve-of-trial sys-
tem inspection. The town 
could have undertaken 
a thorough inspection of 

the Apple Valley water 
system and compiled a 
list of any system changes 
it believed were needed 
before it filed this action. 
The eminent domain law 
includes extensive pro-
cedures for a condemnor 
like the town to ‘enter 
upon property to make 
photographs, studies, 
surveys, examinations, 
tests, soundings, borings, 
samplings, or appraisals 
or to engage in similar 
activities’ before filing an 
eminent domain lawsuit. 
See Code of Civil Proce-
dure §§1245.010 et sequi-
tur. The town did retain 
an engineering consulting 
firm before it adopted its 
resolutions of necessity in 
November 2015. Every-
thing Mr. Close did over 
Labor Day weekend 2019 
could have been done by 
the town before it filed its 
complaint more than three 
years earlier. Then, if it 
chose to, the town could 
have included the repair 
of any alleged system de-
ficiencies in its ‘project’ 
and analyzed them in its 
environmental impact 
report. Having eschewed 
that opportunity, the town 
cannot engage in a post-
hoc attempt to change its 
project. The town also 
cannot justify its right to 
take the system based on 
the possibility of a future 
plan to modify the system 
or its operations.”

According to Judge Al-
varez, “Liberty has rebut-
ted the presumptions that 
the public interest and 
necessity require the proj-
ect and that the project is 
a more necessary public 
use of liberty’s property. 
The court sustains Lib-
erty’s objections. The 
preponderant evidence at 
trial shows that the public 
interest and necessity do 

not ‘require’ the town’s 
project – i.e., the acquisi-
tion and operation of the 
Apple Valley Water Sys-
tem, with no changes to 
it.”

Judge Alvarez said, 
“The nonexistence of the 
first public necessity ele-
ment is demonstrated by 
evidence in three broad 
areas: (1) Liberty has op-
erated a safe and reliable 
water system, while the 
town has no experience, 
but only a hope, of do-
ing so; (2) the regulatory 
oversight provided by the 
California Public Utili-
ties Commission is more 
stringent than the over-
sight that would apply to 
town ownership of the 
system; and (3) there is a 
substantial risk that the 
water system will be im-
periled and the ratepay-
ers will be harmed if the 
town were permitted to 
take over the system and 
supplant regulation by the 
Public Utilities Commis-
sion.”

To this end, Judge Al-
varez said, “Liberty has 
operated a safe and reli-
able water system; allow-
ing the town to acquire it 
would create substantial 
risks to continued effec-
tive operations. Liberty 
has a highly skilled work 
force that has operated the 
system with a perfect wa-
ter quality record. Over 
the past 30 years, the Ap-
ple Valley Water System 
has had zero water quality 
violations. This achieve-
ment differs markedly 
from many of the water 
systems that serve adja-
cent communities.”

Furthermore, accord-
ing to Judge Alvarez, 
“The town’s plan for op-
erating the water system 
presents potential risks to 
public health and safety. 

Town Manager [Doug] 
Robertson conceded that 
he ‘can’t imagine’ that 
anyone could run the sys-
tem better than the Lib-
erty employees are cur-
rently operating it. The 
town tacitly concedes the 
high quality of the sys-
tem’s current operations 
by its ‘plan’ to hire all of 
Liberty’s current staff to 
run the system. But there 
is a substantial risk that 
the town’s plan will not 
be successful, which cre-
ates a consequent risk to 
public health and safety 
and to the ongoing reli-
able delivery of water to 
the system’s customers. 
Mr. [Michael] Molinari, a 
14½ year employee in the 
town’s public works de-
partment, acknowledged 
there is no one at the town 
competent to operate a 
water system, and Mr. 
Robertson admitted that 
it is ‘undetermined’ who 
would run the system if 
the town were to acquire 
it. Mr. Close, the town’s 
expert, prepared a docu-
ment that actually listed 
Liberty’s Greg Miles as 
‘town engineer,’ but Mr. 
Miles testified he ‘would 
not work for the town.’

Judge Alvarez contin-
ued, “In sum, the court 
finds that a skilled and ex-
perienced workforce has 
operated the water sys-
tem in a manner that has 
protected public health 
and safety for many de-
cades. Liberty proved that 
the town has no in-house 
capability to run a com-
plex water system, and is 
banking on the unlikely 
scenario that it will be able 
to hire nearly all of Lib-
erty’s Apple Valley em-
ployees to continue to run 
the system successfully. 
Liberty has operated and 

the development agree-
ment considered by the 
city council was different 
from the one recommend-
ed to the planning com-
mission.

Stephenson said at the 
April 1, 2020 hearing that 
the development agree-
ment left “too much open 
for interpretation or mis-
interpretation” and that 
“revisions incorporated 
this late in the approval 
process indicate the city 
realizes that the mitigated 

negative declaration and 
supporting documents 
are inadequate. The terms 
within the city approval 
documents are not mitiga-
tion measures under the 
California Environmental 
Quality Act.”

Another of those ex-
perts, Dr. Brinda Sarathy, 
a professor of environ-
mental science at Pitzer 
College, said a full envi-
ronmental impact report 
was essential to maintain 
the integrity of the city’s 

planning process.
“The city’s claim that 

the project is a warehouse 
permissible under the 
commercial/industrial 
mixed-use zoning is a 
significant misrepresenta-
tion of the actual opera-
tions of the project, which 
is not a mere warehouse 
for the primary storage 
of commercial goods but 
rather a soon-to-be node 
in a delivery station net-
work characterized by the 
ongoing and continuous 
sorting and distribution 
of goods on a 24/7 basis,” 
Sarathy stated. “It is not a 
currently permitted land 
use under the existing 
general plan.”

A third expert, Lois 

Sicking Dieter, an engi-
neer with the California 
Environmental Protection 
Agency, decried the “in-
complete hydrology and 
incomplete water quality 
analysis in the mitigated 
negative declaration,” 
saying its “findings are 
inaccurate because the 
city relied upon a flawed 
methodology, outdated 
software, generalized 
conclusions based on er-
roneous data, undefined 
calculations causing mis-
leading results and anal-
ysis, lack of detail and 
inaccuracies in the city’s 
data input.” She assert-
ed that the analysis and 
conclusions of the entire 
declaration are mislead-

ing, as they understate the 
environmental impact of 
the proposed project. She 
said the city’s claim to 
having obtained similar 
data and to have arrived at 
the same conclusion after 
downdating the software 
from a 1999 version to a 
2016 version was “physi-
cally impossible.”

The stormwater sys-
tem at the site would not 
be able to capture or con-
tain water flow from rain 
events, Sicking-Dieter 
said, after the project is 
completed. She said the 
city was further ignoring 
the historic nature and 
features of Route 66 – 
Foothill Boulevard – in its 
consideration of the place-

ment of the project at that 
location.

A fourth expert, Cali-
fornia State University at 
San Bernardino econom-
ics professor Eric Nilsson, 
said “I took a close look at 
the air quality assessment 
and a close look at the 
greenhouse gas emissions 
assessment, and frankly 
I did not like what I saw. 
To not mince words, the 
studies are so poorly done 
they need to be set aside 
as inadequate. There 
needs to be a full scale 
environmental impact 
study performed. There 
are mathematical errors 
in some of the tables. The 

Continued on Page 5

Town’s Supposition 
Its Ownership Of 
Water Assets Will 
Be Beneficial Reject-
ed   from page 3
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Continued on Page 11

final form, the restaurant, 
the project’s original sell-
ing point, was dispensed 
with altogether.

The property was 
zoned for low density 
residential use, in which 
the minimum density is to 
be no greater than a single 
unit per acre, with agri-
cultural uses permitted on 
the property. The project 
proposal called for a zon-
ing amendment altering 
the residential land use to 
commercial. In approving 
the project, the board of 
supervisors granted that 
zoning amendment and a 
general plan amendment. 
In carrying out that action, 
the board signed off on the 
project’s environmental 
certification as well. De-
velopment projects of any 
significance in California 
must be processed for 
approval in accordance 
with the California Envi-
ronmental Quality Act. 
While the board of super-
visors under the Califor-
nia Environmental Qual-
ity Act had the option of 
requiring any of a series 
of environmental reviews, 
with the most compre-
hensive of those being a 
full-blown environmental 
impact report in which a 
thorough analysis of the 
project would have been 
carried out accompa-
nied by an exacting set 
of measures to offset any 
untoward environmental 
consequences, the board 
of supervisors chose in-
stead to utilize the least 
intensive form of environ-
mental certification, that 
being a mitigated negative 
declaration, which was 
simply a finding by the 
board that there would be 
no adverse environmental 
aftermath to the project 
being built or that if there 
was, that negative impact 
would be adequately ad-
dressed by the conditions 
of approval.

Even before the project 
was approved, there were 
residents of Bloomington 
and others who were as-
serting that the impacts 
of the project, including 
its deleterious effects with 
regard to air quality, wa-
ter quality and its burden 
upon infrastructure in the 
area, particularly roads, 
as well as the increase in 
vehicular and truck traffic 
it would create rendered 
the project, if not inadvis-
able, then one for which 

the project proponent 
should have been required 
to do a full environmental 
impact report.

The owner of Chandi 
Group USA, Nachattar 
Singh Chandi, has made 
substantial contributions 
to the political war chests 
of supervisors Paul Cook, 
Dawn Rowe and Joe 
Baca, Jr., and has made a 
commitment to back the 
future political endeavors 
of Board of Supervisors 
Chairman Curt Hagman. 
Baca’s acceptance of the 
project was considered 
key because Bloomington 
falls within the county’s 
Fifth Supervisorial Dis-
trict. Baca is the Fifth Dis-
trict supervisor.

In return for Chandi’s 
generosity toward them 
and the assistance he has 
provided in perpetuat-
ing their political careers, 
members of the board of 
supervisors pressured the 
county’s land use staff, 
including Heidi Duron, 
the county’s planning di-
rector, to gloss over the 
project’s environmental 
drawbacks, and provide 
the project with a staff en-
dorsement before it was 
considered by the county 
planning commission at 
its February 18 meeting 
and before the board of su-
pervisors considered it on 
April 6. The land use ser-
vices department acceded 
to that pressure, such that 
its report on the project 
convinced the planning 
commission, at its Febru-
ary 18 meeting, to vote 
4-to-0 to recommend to 
the board of supervisors 
that it approve the project, 
over the objections of six 
Bloomington residents 
who at that time spoke in 
opposition to the project. 
Kareem Gongora, Baca’s 
appointment to the com-
mission, abstained.

Substantial opposition 
to the project by Bloom-
ington residents was 
registered at the April 6 
board meeting, but the 
expression of those sen-
timents did not dissuade 
the board from approving 
the project.

In its lawsuit filed in 
San Bernardino County 
Superior Court on May 5, 
30 days after the board’s 
vote to approve the proj-
ect, the Colton Joint Uni-
fied School District calls 
into question the thor-
oughness of the county’s 
evaluation and consider-
ation of the project pro-
posal, and the suit seeks a 
court order that the county 
rescind the approval given 

to the project so that a full 
environmental impact re-
port is prepared before it 
is reconsidered.

In addition to owning 
the property abutting the 
truck stop site, the school 
district has two elemen-
tary schools — Crestmore 
and Walter Zimmerman 
— within a quarter-mile 
of the project site, and op-
erates Slover Mountain 
High School, which is 
roughly a half-mile north.

According to the suit, 
the county failed “egre-
giously by not providing 
any analysis or mitigation 
pertinent to school uses,” 
in a way that “the coun-
ty ignored the district’s 
schools altogether,” by en-
gaging in “scant analysis 
and fig leaf mitigation.”

County land use staff, 
in preparing the docu-
mentation for the Chandi 
Group USA’s truck stop, 
and the board of super-
visors, by approving the 
project, which entailed 
an alteration of the long-
existing zoning at the site, 
the lawsuit states, ignored 
entirely the incompatibili-
ty of uses between a truck 
stop and schools where 
hundreds, indeed thou-
sands, of students will be 
in attendance on a daily 
basis during weekdays 
while school is in session. 
The county, according to 
the lawsuit, “is laying the 
groundwork to transform 
significant quantities of 
land in the immediate vi-
cinity of several schools 
into a trucking, commer-
cial, and logistics hub.”

A central element to 
the lawsuit is the district’s 
request for an environ-
mental impact report re-
lating to the project before 
it is allowed to proceed.

During the April 6 
hearing, Board Chairman 
Curt Hagman went out of 
his way to prevent Colton 
Joint Unified School Dis-
trict Superintendent Dr. 
Frank Miranda from get-
ting into the record prior 
to the board’s vote on the 
project the district’s re-
quest that Chandi Group 
USA be required to carry 
out an environmental im-
pact report.

Miranda spoke to the 
board of supervisors dur-
ing the hearing on the 
project on April 6 about 
what he said was his “con-
cern for students attend-
ing schools operating near 
the proposed project.”

Before Miranda made 
his remarks, Terry Tao, an 
attorney representing the 
district with regard to real 

estate issues, obtained in-
formation to speak before 
the board and then ceded 
his time to Dr. Miranda. 
Miranda said the prox-
imity of the truck stop to 
Crestmore Elementary 
School, a quarter of a mile 
away, Walter Zimmer-
man Elementary School, 
a quarter of a mile away, 
and Slover Mountain 
High School, a half mile 
away, presented safety 
issues. Miranda noted 
the district also owned 
the 28 acres immediately 
adjoining the project site. 
Miranda said the district 
had reviewed the project 
proposal and submitted in 
“good faith” input with re-
gard to the project’s plans, 
expecting a substantive 
reply. Chandi Enterpris-
es did not respond until 
March 1, he said, and he 
indicated the district’s 
“concerns still have not 
been addressed adequate-
ly.” Those concerns ex-
tended to, Miranda said, 
traffic, the physical en-
dangerment of students, 
as well as air quality im-
pacts and above-ground 
diesel tanks at the site.

Just as Miranda was 
getting to a request that 

Chandi Enterprises be 
required to do a complete 
environmental impact 
report for the project, he 
was cut off by Clerk of the 
Board Lynna Monell be-
cause his remarks at that 
point exceeded three min-
utes. Despite the consid-
eration that Tao had con-
ceded his speaking time 
to Miranda, Hagman, as 
board chairman, did not 
allow Miranda to contin-
ue, keeping Miranda from 
getting his request that an 
environmental impact re-
port be completed for the 
project on the record.

Legal experts are di-
vided as to whether Hag-
man’s gambit to get the 
request for a full environ-
mental impact report onto 
the record prior to the 
vote will assist the county 
in staving off the school 
district’s legal challenge 
or not.

Under one legal theory, 
a governmental entity’s 
action in making a land 
use decision cannot be 
challenged after the fact 
if prior to the approval, at 
the time and place desig-
nated for a public hear-
ing relating to the project 
approved, as in this case 

the Chandi Group USA 
Bloomington Commer-
cial Center truck stop on 
April 6, the issue relat-
ing to the challenge is not 
raised. Thus, under this 
legal interpretation, the 
county can claim “Kings 
X,” by telling the court 
that the school district 
failed to make clear on 
the record its objection to 
the county’s use of a miti-
gated negative declaration 
rather than a complete 
environmental impact re-
port to provide the envi-
ronmental certification of 
the project.

A different interpreta-
tion, however, is that Hag-
man and Monell actively 
prevented Miranda from 
making the request by 
purposefully abbreviating 
and foreclosing his com-
ments. Under this inter-
pretation, Hagman having 
disregarded Tao’s request 
that his time to speak be 
provided to Miranda, 
would further establish 
that the county had pur-
posefully precluded the 
request for a full envi-
ronmental impact report 
from being lodged.

-Mark Gutglueck

department set about try-
ing to identify and locate 
the perpetrator.

Ultimately, the thera-
pist was identified as Ed-
gar Uriel Estrada, 27 of 
Moreno Valley. Estrada 
was summoned to the 
police station by a detec-
tive. When he arrived at 
the headquarters around 9 
p.m. on the evening of Jan-
uary 17, a further investi-
gation including question-
ing of Estrada took place. 
He was arrested at 9:29 
p.m. and booked on suspi-
cion of sexual penetration 
with force at 1:08 a.m. 

Monday, January 18 on 
$200,000 bail at the West 
Valley Detention Center 
in Rancho Cucamonga.

This week, county 
court records are not 
available to allow a deter-
mination of whether Es-
trada is yet in custody.

On May 2 another 
massage therapist from 
Riverside County forced 
himself sexually upon 
one of his customers in a 
fashion reminiscent of the 
previous assault.

In that case, a 49-year-
old Chino Hills woman 
arranged to have a Sun-
day massage through an 
online company, Soothe, 
which sets up such servic-
es. Soothe sent 38-year-
old Omar De Soto to the 
location specified by the 

woman.
After De Soto initiated 

the massage treatment, 
he sexually assaulted the 
woman.

Subsequently, the 
woman contacted the 
San Bernardino County 
Sheriff’s Department, 
which serves as the po-
lice department for Chino 
Hills. She told detectives 
she had been sexually as-
saulted in the course of 
the treatment.

The following day, 
Monday May 3, De Soto 
was taken into custody 
and jailed at the West Val-
ley Detention Center, on 
suspicion of sexual as-
sault. Initially held in lieu 
of $100,000, De Soto has 
been released after a bond 
was posted for him.

tables refer to appendices 
that do not have material 
that is supposed to sup-
port the material in the 
tables. So, someone re-
vised these reports and 
failed to actually make 
things synchronize. It is 
pretty shoddy work. As 
one example of question-

able assumptions that are 
included in the air quality 
assessment and the green-
house gas assessment: 
Built into the model that 
the consultants gener-
ated was the assumption 
that when a vehicle leaves 
the warehouse to deliver 
something, the average 
number of miles they go 
is going to be 6.9 miles. 
6.9 miles for an Amazon 
delivery? It takes that long 
to get to La Verne, but 
then once the truck gets to 
La Verne, it drives around 

for a couple of hours de-
livering packages, rack-
ing up sixty miles more 
above the 6.9. That is just 
one error out of many, 
or one questionable as-
sumption of many. The 
implication of that is the 
air quality assessment re-
ports and the greenhouse 
gas assessment reports 
grossly underestimate the 
number of miles that will 
be driven by vehicles as-
sociated with their ware-
house. By grossly under-

Judge Consider-
ing Administrative 
Record On Amazon 
Warehouse Approv-
al   from page 4 
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Transitioning 
From Citizen To 
Elected Official, 
Eshleman Was 
Greeted With A 
Dysfunctional 
Culture Of Greed 
& Corruption  from 
front page 
provision of Thanksgiv-
ing and Christmas tur-
keys to the local populace, 
and it was on this turkey 
farm that young David 
Eshleman was instilled 
with much of his work 
ethic and an understand-
ing of the rudiments of a 
consolidated business op-
eration.

At Fontana High 
School, Eshleman was a 
member of the wrestling 
team, competing with-
in the 115, 123 and 130 
pound weight classes.

Fontana, the home of 
the Kaiser Steel Mill, was 
also the birthplace of the 
Hells Angels, and in the 
early to mid-1960s, Fon-
tana was host to a drag 
racing strip, referred 
to variously as Mickey 
Thompson’s Fontana In-
ternational Dragway or 
as Fontana Drag City. The 
Fontana Drag Strip was a 
venue in the National Hot 
Road Association circuit. 
In addition, there were 
several remote and more 
obscure streets in Fontana 
that served as a venue 
of unlicensed and illicit 
street racing. While Esh-
leman did not participate 
in those races, he was an 
occasional spectator.

Upon graduating from 
high school, Eshleman 
worked a series of jobs for 
about a year, and there-
after enrolled at Chaffey 
College, pursuing his di-
ploma in general educa-
tion. Eshleman wrestled 
on the Chaffey College 
Team, in the 138 pound 
weight class.

While at Chaffey’s Alta 
Loma campus, he took a 
few courses in automotive 
technology.

One of the automo-
tive technology instruc-
tors at Chaffey was Sam 
Contino. Contino and 
the students in his orbit 
at that point were pick-
ing up enthusiasm for the 
advent of the California 
Motor Speedway in On-
tario, which shortly after 
its completion in 1969 
would host the inaugural 
California 500. Contino 
successfully prevailed 
upon the Chaffey Col-
lege administration to go 

along with the creation 
of a racecar technology 
program within the au-
tomotive technology de-
partment. Eshleman was 
among those students 
caught up in the frenzy. 
He began racing in 1968.

A major project un-
dertaken by the Racecar 
Technology Program at 
Chaffey College was the 
modification of a factory 
Ford Mustang, which was 
destined for a Sports Car 
Club of America compe-
tition at Ontario Motor 
Speedway in 1971. The 
Ford Motor Company was 
so impressed with what 
the Chaffey team had 
accomplished with the 
Mustang that it sponsored 
the team’s further efforts. 
While driving the Mus-
tang, Eshleman set the 
world speed record for a 
modified street car, reach-
ing 185 miles per hour.

On a relatively consis-
tent basis, over the next 
13 years, Eshleman raced 
at Riverside Speedway 
and other venues, chalk-
ing up a sting of regional 
championships in both the 
sports car and Formula A 
classes.

Involved in the racing 
world, Eshleman found 
employment with Hooker 
Headers, an Ontario-
based company that spe-
cialized in the produc-
tion of exhaust systems 
intended for high perfor-
mance vehicles

While Dave Eshleman 
was at Chaffey College, 
embarking on his own 
professional career and 
starting a family, at the 
Eshleman Ranch, Whitey 
Eshleman’s turkey farm 
grew in popularity year 
after year. This necessi-
tated that he obtain a pro-
visional slaughtering and 
dressing license to pack-
age turkeys, which were 
then sold out the door to 
local buyers and moved to 
market. In 1973, Whitey 
was electrocuted in a mis-
hap at the packing house. 
His widow, Dorothy, 
pressed on. Operations at 
the ranch were overseen 
by Dave. A few years lat-
er, Eshleman bought the 
ranch from his mother, 
who moved to Oak Hills.

In 1983, the Califor-
nia Department of Food 
& Agriculture and the 
San Bernardino County 
Department of Health 
gave Eshleman a permit 
and license to operate the 
slaughterhouse on a per-
manent basis. Thereafter, 
his operation became a 
primary outlet for beef 

brought in from the Chino 
Agricultural Preserve.

With his center of op-
erations now at the ranch, 
which technically lay just 
south of the Fontana City 
Limits in the unincorpo-
rated county area that was 
considered to be part of 
Fontana’s sphere of influ-
ence north of the River-
side County boundary, 
Eshleman began buying 
property nearby, picking 
up a parcel here and a par-
cel there, becoming one 
of the primary landown-
ers in the unincorporated 
county area as well as 
south Fontana.

By 1985, both the On-
tario Motor Speedway 
and the Riverside Speed-
way had been shuttered. 
With legal venues for rac-
ing locally limited, Eshle-
man, at the age of 38, was 
unwilling to participate 
in illegal street races at 
his age. Focused more on 
raising his family and his 
business interests, Eshle-
man pretty much stopped 
racing at that point.

In the 1980s, the City of 
Fontana was on the ropes 
structurally and finan-
cially. The Kaiser Steel 
Mill, which had been the 
major financial engine of 
the city for some time but 
which had been an eco-
logical curse because of 
the pollutants that belched 
from its smokestacks and 
coke ovens, closed in 
1983. Jack Ratelle, who 
had begun as Fontana 
city manager in 1973, 
aided and abetted by sev-
eral self-serving and cor-
rupt members of the city 
council over the years, 
had engaged in a series of 
depredations by which de-
velopmental interests had 
been given a free rein to 
build both residential and 
commercial and some-
times industrial subdivi-
sions without providing 
corresponding infrastruc-
ture improvements. In re-
turn for being allowed to 
skip out on providing the 
infrastructure to accom-
modate their construction 
activity in the city, devel-
opers  plied Ratelle with 
bribes and kickbacks. 
Sales tax and property 
tax springbacks to de-
velopers and the political 
cronies of the city council 
and the mayor had nearly 
bankrupted the city trea-
sury. The city found itself 
bound by commitments 
that hamstrung municipal 
operations financially, in-
deed to the point that City 
Hall was on the brink of 
being  crippled altogether. 

In 1987, the city council, 
members of which were 
yet beholden to Ratelle, 
were nevertheless forced 
by the events overtaking 
the city to fire the incor-
rigibly corrupt city man-
ager, at which point the 
reformist team of John 
O’Sullivan. Ratelle’s re-
placement as city man-
ager, and Finance Man-
ager Jim Grissom were 
brought in to stabilize 
the situation, stem the 
giveaways and stanch the 
hemorrhaging of red ink 
into the city’s books.

Then-Mayor Nat Si-
mon, whose first run on 
the Fontana City Coun-
cil had ended in scandal 
in 1968 but who made 
a political comeback by 
defeating Frank Horzen 
in the 1982 Fontana may-
oral election, had come to 
an accommodation with 
Ratelle during his lat-
ter two terms as mayor 
in the 1980s. In his final 
two years in office, Si-
mon looked on in dis-
may as O’Sullivan and 
Grissom were disman-
tling the graft-encrusted 
arrangements that had 
enabled Simon’s cronies 
and the business interests 
who had been paying off 
Ratelle for years in their 
exploitation of the city to 
prosper.

Though many as-
sumed, because of his 
entrepreneurial orienta-
tion, that Eshleman was a 
Republican, he was in fact 
a Democrat, and a serious 
Democrat at that. In 1989, 
while in contact with the 
Democratic Party, Es-
hleman began making 
preparations to run for the 
Fontana City Council the 
following year. In close 
consultation with Simon, 
a Democrat, and aided 
by Democratic political 
consultants Richard Ro-
driquez and Bill Green-
berg, Eshleman emerged 
victorious in the Novem-
ber 1990 election. In the 
same election, however, 
Simon was ousted by Bill 
Kragness, an incumbent 
member of the city coun-
cil.

At that stage, Fontana 
was yet seeking to come 
to terms with the legacy 
of Ratelle’s 14 years as 
city manager. One of 
those burdens was the 
way in which Ratelle had 
cleared the way for the 
Ten Ninety Corporation 
to proceed with its devel-
opment of the 9,100-unit 
Southridge Project in the 
early 1980s without that 
company having to pay 

for the infrastructure at 
that massive subdivision. 
Ratelle had set up for 
himself a credit line at the 
MGM Hotel in Las Vegas. 
The Ten Ninety Corpora-
tion then endowed that 
credit line with periodic 
payments. Ratelle made 
weekly or bimonthly trips 
to Las Vegas, checking 
into the MGM Grand, 
where he would collect 
the most recent install-
ment of money put into 
his credit line, then make 
himself visible in MGM 
Casino, generally at the 
roulette and dice tables. 
Back in Fontana on week-
days, he would regale 
those throughout City 
Hall with tales of how he 
had won so much money 
or had lost so much mon-
ey over the weekend. In 
tandem with Neil Stone, 
then the city’s redevel-
opment agency director, 
Ratelle arranged for the 
redevelopment agency to 
underwrite the full cost 
of infrastructure at the 
Southridge project, which 
ran to a $120 million price 
tag in 1982 dollars. This 
entailed the redevelop-
ment agency securing $55 
million in loans from the 
Glaziers Union and $65 
million in bond financ-
ing in the form of “cer-
tificates of participation” 
not approved in a vote 
of Fontana citizens but 
rather through a vote of 
the city council. Prior to 
that vote, Ratelle, either 
by having the city hire the 
inveterately unemployed 
son-in-law of one council-
man or ensuring that the 
welding business owned 
by another councilman 
was given plenty of work 
or by spreading around 
some of the money he 
brought back from Las 
Vegas to Mayor Simon or 
another councilmember, 
Ratelle ensured that the 
council voted to approve 
having the redevelopment 
agency pay for the streets, 
curbs, gutters, sidewalks, 
sewers, strormdrains, cul-
verts, streetlights and oth-
er improvements needed 
for the Southridge project 
to be built. To service this 
indebtedness to the Gla-
ziers’ Union and the hold-
ers of the certificates of 
participation, the city of 
Fontana was committed 
for 30 years – until 2013 
– to make $3.12 million 
in bond payments every 
quarter, that is $1.04 mil-
lion per month or $12.48 
million per year. This 
deal and others like it 
made O’Sullivan’s task 

extremely difficult, and 
in three years on the job 
he encountered a depth 
of challenges most city 
managers do not see in a 
decade. By the time Es-
hleman was sworn in, 
O’Sullivan was a sham-
bles of a man.

During his first term 
in elected office, Eshle-
man found himself iso-
lated on the city council, 
as Kragness led the panel, 
and another incumbent, 
Gary Boyles, was part 
of the bulwark that had 
been part of the move to 
shed Ratelle. This had put 
Boyles in direct conflict 
with Simon, and Boyles’ 
enmity toward Simon 
carried over toward Esh-
leman, who was being ad-
vised by Simon through-
out much of his first term 
on the council. Eshleman, 
a newcomer to political 
office, was unaware of the 
degree to which Ratelle 
had looted the city cof-
fers during his tenure as 
city manager, and he did 
not appreciate the degree 
to which Kragness and 
Boyles at that point had 
come to recognize that 
Ratelle had duped them 
while they were relying 
on his guidance of the 
city. Nor was Eshleman 
aware of Simon’s conniv-
ance with Ratelle during 
the first five years of Si-
mon’s last eight years as 
mayor. This put Eshleman 
at severe odds with his 
council colleagues at that 
time, and his difficulty 
in this regard deepened 
when John Roberts, who 
worked with Boyles as a 
county firefighter in Fon-
tana, was elected to the 
city council 1992.

An important develop-
ment during Eshleman’s 
first term in elected office 
was the hiring of Greg 
Devereaux as redevelop-
ment agency and housing 
director in 1991.

Ultimately, O’Sullivan 
was forced out by the 
city council major-
ity, including Eshleman, 
which pleased Simon. 
O’Sullivan was succeed-
ed by Russ Carlsen, who 
endeavored to come to 
terms with the city’s in-
tractable financial issues, 
but was as overwhelmed 
by them as was his prede-
cessor. Carlsen lasted for 
only a brief span. In turn, 
he was replaced by Jay 
Corey, who likewise had 
a short tenure in the city 
manager’s post. Thereaf-
ter, in 1993, the council 
elevated Devereaux to the 
Continued on Page 11
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Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
NOTICE OF CONSERVA-

TORSHIP OF THE ESTATE 
OF VERONICA WEBER  aka 
VERONICA STONE 

Case Number 
CONPS2000324

To any and all persons 
interested in the ESTATE of 
VERONICA WEBER aka VE-
RONICA STONE; 

Notice is hereby given that 
JENIFER FEJZIC, proposed 
conservator, has filed a PETI-
TION FOR APPOINTMENT 
of PROBATE CONSERVATOR 
of the ESTATE of VERONICA 
WEBER aka VERONICA 
STONE, proposed conservatee

This notice is required by 
law. This notice does not require 
you to appear in court but you 
may attend the hearing if you 
wish. 

A hearing on the matter will 
be held as follows: 

June 8, 2021   10 a.m.  De-
partment S-36

The address of the court is 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

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  JENIFER FE-

JZIC
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel April 
16, 23, and 30 & May 7 and 14, 
2021. 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT FILE NO-
20210003902

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: CJRL Capital Corp, 
10535 E Foothill Blvd #460, Rancho 
Cucamonga, CA 91730, CJRL Capi-
tal Corp, 10535 E Foothill Blvd #460, 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual                                               

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

s/Jubilee Figueroa-Acosta
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
04/14/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 
03/01/2021

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).

04/16/2021, 04/23/21, 04/30/21, 
05/07/21

 
 

FBN 20210004235
The following entity is doing 

business as RESILIENT MARTIAL 
ARTS AND FITNESS 8654 BAY 
LAUREL STREET  CHINO, CAL 
91708: EXCELLENT ENGLISH EX-
PERIENCE, INC. 8654 BAY LAU-
REL STREET  CHINO, CAL 91708   

This Business is Conducted By: 
A CORPORATION 

BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A 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/  GYANGDI LIU 
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
4/22/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
APRIL 16, 2021 

County Clerk, Deputy I1327
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five years 
from the date it was filed in the office 

of the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this 
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 4/23, 4/30, 5/7 & 
5/14, 2021

FBN 202100044494
The following entity is doing 

business as RESILIENT MARTIAL 
ARTS AND FITNESS 8654 BAY 
LAUREL STREET  CHINO, CAL 
91708: EXCELLENT ENGLISH EX-
PERIENCE, INC. 8654 BAY LAU-
REL STREET  CHINO, CAL 91708   

This Business is Conducted By: 
A CORPORATION 

BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A 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/  GYANGDI LIU 
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
4/29/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
APRIL 23, 2021 

County Clerk, Deputy I1327
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five years 
from the date it was filed in the office 
of the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this 
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  4/30, 5/7, 5/14 & 
5/21, 2021

FBN 20210003107
The following entity is doing 

business as RUSTIC ROOT DESIGNS 
10259 DORSET STREET RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730: BRI-
ANDA MEEWIS MENDOZA 10259 
DORSET STREET RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91730

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 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/  BRIANDA MEEWIS MEN-
DOZA 

This statement was filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
3/25/2021

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 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 4/23, 4/30, 5/7 & 
5/14, 2021

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE NUMBER  
CIVSB2107348

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner: YILDA 
MARLENA CASTILLO filed 
with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

YILDA MARLENA CAS-
TILLO to HILDA CASTILLO 

THE COURT ORDERS 
that all persons interested in this 
matter appear before this court 
at the hearing indicated below to 
show cause, if any, why the peti-
tion for change of name should 
not be granted. Any person 
objecting to the name changes 
described above must file a 
written objection that includes 
the reasons for the objection at 
least two court days before the 
matter is scheduled to be heard 
and must appear at the hearing 
to show cause why the petition 

should not be granted. If no 
written objection is timely filed, 
the court may grant the petition 
without a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 05/24/21
Time: 9:00 a.m.
Department: S17
The address of the 

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

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

Dated: April 12, 2021
Lynn M. Poncin
Judge of the Superior Court.
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
4/23, 4/30, 5/7 & 5/14, 2021

T.S. No.: NR-51507-CA 
Loan No. *****7224 APN: 
0227-193-03-0-000 NOTICE 
OF TRUSTEE’S SALE YOU 
ARE IN DEFAULT UNDER 
A DEED OF TRUST DATED 
5/4/2018.  UNLESS YOU TAKE 
ACTION TO PROTECT YOUR 
PROPERTY, 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, ca-
shier’s check drawn on a state or 
national bank, check drawn by a 
state or federal credit union, or a 
check drawn by a state or federal 
savings and loan association, or 
savings association, or savings 
bank specified in Section 5102 
of the Financial Code and autho-
rized to do business in this state 
will be held by the duly appoint-
ed 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 be-
low.  The sale will be made, but 
without covenant or warranty, 
expressed or implied, regard-
ing title, possession, or encum-
brances, to pay the remaining 
principal sum of the note(s) se-
cured by the Deed of Trust, with 
interest and late charges thereon, 
as provided in the note(s), ad-
vances, under the terms of the 
Deed of Trust, interest thereon, 
fees, charges and expenses of the 
Trustee for the total amount (at 
the time of the initial publication 
of the Notice of Sale) reasonably 
estimated to be set forth below.  
The amount may be greater on 
the day of sale. Trustor: Bryan 
Bradshaw and Lauren Brad-
shaw, husband and wife Duly 
Appointed Trustee: Nationwide 
Reconveyance, LLC Recorded 
5/8/2018 as Instrument No. 
2018-0165816 in book XX, page 
XX    of Official Records in the 
office of the Recorder of San 
Bernardino County, California, 
Date of Sale: 5/24/2021 at 1:00 
PM Place of Sale: NEAR THE 
FRONT STEPS LEADING 
UP TO THE CITY OF CHINO 
CIVIC CENTER, 13220 CEN-
TRAL AVENUE, CHINO, CA 
91710 Amount of unpaid balance 
and other charges: $795,045.94 
Street Address or other common 
designation of real property: 
13345 Rogue River Dr. Rancho 
Cucamonga, CA 91739 A.P.N.: 
0227-193-03-0-000 The under-
signed Trustee disclaims any 
liability for any incorrectness of 
the street address or other com-
mon designation, if any, shown 
above.   If no street address or 
other common designation is 
shown, directions to the location 
of the property may be obtained 
by sending a written request to 
the beneficiary within 10 days 
of the date of first publication 
of this Notice of Sale. NOTICE 
TO POTENTIAL BIDDERS: If 
you are considering bidding on 
this property lien, you should 
understand that there are risks 

involved in bidding at a trustee 
auction. You will be bidding 
on a lien, not on the property 
itself. Placing the highest bid at 
a trustee auction does not auto-
matically 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 exist 
on this property by contacting 
the county recorder’s office or 
a title insurance company, ei-
ther of which may charge you a 
fee for this information. If you 
consult either of these resources, 
you should be aware that the 
same lender may hold more 
than one mortgage or deed of 
trust on the property.   NOTICE 
TO PROPERTY OWNER: The 
sale date shown on this notice 
of sale may be postponed one 
or more times by the 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 
public, as a courtesy to those not 
present at the sale. If you wish to 
learn whether your sale date has 
been postponed, and, if appli-
cable, the rescheduled time and 
date for the sale of this property, 
you may call (714) 986-9342 or 
visit this Internet Web site www.
superiordefault.com, using the 
file number assigned to this 
case NR-51507-CA. Informa-
tion about postponements that 
are very short in duration or that 
occur close in time to the sched-
uled sale may not immediately 
be reflected in the telephone in-
formation or on the Internet Web 
site. The best way to verify post-
ponement information is to at-
tend the scheduled sale. For sales 
conducted after January 1, 2021: 
NOTICE TO TENANT: You 
may have a right to purchase this 
property after the trustee auction 
pursuant to Section 2924m of the 
California Civil Code. If you are 
an “eligible tenant buyer,” you 
can purchase the property if 
you match the last and highest 
bid placed at the trustee auction. 
If you are an “eligible bidder,” 
you may be able to purchase the 
property if you exceed the last 
and highest bid placed at the 
trustee auction. There are three 
steps to exercising this right of 
purchase. First, 48 hours after 
the date of the trustee sale, you 
can call (714) 986-9342, or visit 
this internet website www.su-
periordefault.com using the file 
number assigned to this case 
NR-51507-CA to find the date 
on which the trustee’s sale was 
held, the amount of the last and 
highest bid, and the address of 
the trustee. Second, you must 
send a written notice of intent 
to place a bid so that the trustee 
receives it no more than 15 days 
after the trustee’s sale. Third, 
you must submit a bid so that the 
trustee receives it no more than 
45 days after the trustee’s sale. 
If you think you may qualify 
as an “eligible tenant buyer” or 
“eligible bidder,” you should 
consider contacting an attorney 
or appropriate real estate profes-
sional immediately for advice 
regarding this potential right to 
purchase. Date: 4/19/2021 Na-
tionwide Reconveyance, LLC 
5677 Oberlin Drive, Suite 210 
San Diego, California 92121 
Sale Line: (714) 986-9342 By: 
Rhonda Rorie, Trustee (4/30/21, 
5/7/21, 5/14/21 TS# NR-51507-
ca SDI-20865)   Published in the 
San Bernardino County Sentinel 
on April 30, May 7 & May 14, 
2021

 
T.S. No. 18-20970-SP-CA 

Title No. 180549201-CA-VOI 
A.P.N. 1011-415-27-0-000 NO-
TICE OF TRUSTEE’S SALE. 
YOU ARE IN DEFAULT UN-
DER A DEED OF TRUST DAT-
ED 11/17/2005. UNLESS YOU 
TAKE ACTION TO PROTECT 
YOUR PROPERTY, IT MAY 

BE SOLD AT A PUBLIC SALE. 
IF YOU NEED AN EXPLANA-
TION OF THE NATURE OF 
THE PROCEEDING AGAINST 
YOU, YOU SHOULD CON-
TACT A LAWYER. A public 
auction sale to the highest bidder 
for cash, (cashier’s check(s) must 
be made payable to National 
Default Servicing Corporation), 
drawn on a state or national 
bank, a check drawn by a state or 
federal credit union, or a check 
drawn by a state or federal sav-
ings and loan association, sav-
ings association, or savings bank 
specified in Section 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 prop-
erty 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, 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, in-
terest thereon, fees, charges and 
expenses of the Trustee for the 
total amount (at the time of the 
initial publication of the Notice 
of Sale) reasonably estimated to 
be set forth below. The amount 
may be greater on the day of 
sale. Trustor: Junel J. Noriega 
and Claudia Noriega, husband 
and wife as joint tenants Duly 
Appointed Trustee: National 
Default Servicing Corporation 
Recorded 11/29/2005 as Instru-
ment No. 2005-0889600 (or 
Book, Page) of the Official Re-
cords of San Bernardino County, 
CA. Date of Sale: 05/18/2021 at 
1:00 PM Place of Sale: At the 
Main (South) Entrance to the 
City of Chino Civic Center, 
13220 Central Avenue, Chino, 
CA. 91710 Estimated amount 
of unpaid balance and other 
charges: $275,445.73 Street Ad-
dress or other common designa-
tion of real property: 957 South 
Mountain Avenue #61 Ontario, 
CA 91762 A.P.N.: 1011-415-27-
0-000 The undersigned Trustee 
disclaims any liability for any in-
correctness of the street address 
or other common designation, if 
any, shown above. If no street 
address or other common des-
ignation 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 publi-
cation of this Notice of Sale. If 
the Trustee is unable to convey 
title for any reason, the success-
ful bidder’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 Notice of 
Default was recorded. NOTICE 
TO POTENTIAL BIDDERS: If 
you are considering bidding on 
this property lien, you should 
understand that there are risks 
involved in bidding at a trustee 
auction. You will be bidding on 
a lien, not on the property itself. 
Placing the highest bid at a trust-
ee auction does not automati-
cally entitle you to free and clear 
ownership of the property. You 
should also be aware that the 
lien being auctioned off may be 
a junior lien. If you are the high-
est bidder at the auction, you are 
or may be responsible for paying 
off all liens senior to the lien be-
ing auctioned off, before you can 
receive clear title to the property. 
You are encouraged to investi-
gate the existence, priority, and 
size of outstanding liens that 
may exist on this property by 
contacting the county recorder’s 
office or a title insurance com-
pany, either of which may charge 
you a fee for this information. If 
you consult either of these re-
sources, you should be aware 
that the same lender may hold 
more than one mortgage or deed 
of trust on the property. NO-
TICE TO PROPERTY OWN-

ER: The sale date shown on this 
notice of sale may be postponed 
one or more times by the mort-
gagee, beneficiary, trustee, or a 
court, pursuant to Section 2924g 
of the California Civil Code. 
The law requires that informa-
tion about trustee sale postpone-
ments be made available to you 
and to the public, as a courtesy 
to those not present at the sale. If 
you wish to learn whether your 
sale date has been postponed, 
and, if applicable, the resched-
uled time and date for the sale 
of this property, you may call or 
visit this Internet Web site www.
ndscorp.com/sales, using the 
file number assigned to this 
case 18-20970-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 scheduled 
sale. Date: 04/16/2021 National 
Default Servicing Corpora-
tion c/o Tiffany & Bosco, P.A., 
its agent, 1455 Frazee Road, 
Suite 820 San Diego, CA 92108 
Toll Free Phone: 888-264-4010 
Sales Line 855-219-8501; Sales 
Website: www.ndscorp.com By: 
Rachael Hamilton, Trustee Sales 
Representative CPP351027 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on April 30, 
May 7 & May 14, 2021.

 

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF: 
RICHARD SILVA HERNAN-
DEZ   

CASE NO. PROPS 2100387 
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may otherwise 
be interested in the will or estate, 
or both of    RICHARD SILVA 
HERNANDEZ has been filed 
by SHAWNA HERNANDEZ  
in the Superior Court of Cali-
fornia, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO. 

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

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtaining 
court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal represen-
tative will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority.

A hearing on the petition 
will be held MAY 25, 2021 at 
9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S37 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

Kimberly Tilley, Deputy 
APRIL 1, 2021
IF YOU OBJECT to the 

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

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

Other California statutes 
and legal authority may affect 

your rights as a creditor. You 
may want to consult with an at-
torney knowledgeable in Cali-
fornia law.

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

Filed: APRIL 1, 2021
Attorney for the Shawna 

Hernandez:
R. SAM PRICE  SBN 

208603
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC
300 E STATE STREET   

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

nardino County Sentinel on 
4/23, 4/30 & 5/7, 2021.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
20210004013

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Bravo Burgers-
Redlands, 1911 Redlands Blvd., Red-
lands, CA 92373, Mailing Address: 
41847 Via Balderama, Temecula, CA 
92592, Vnat Restaurants, Inc., 1911 
Redlands Blvd, Redlands, CA 92373

Business is Conducted By: A 
Corporation

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

s/Emmanuel Vitakis  
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
04/19/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
01/01/2005

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).

04/30/21, 05/07/21, 05/14/21, 
05/21/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210004082
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: Mason Notary 
Excellence, 11369 Marfa St, Fontana, 
CA 92337, Mailing Address: 11369 
Marfa St, Fontana, CA 92337, Darri-
ell Mason, 11369 Marfa St, 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 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/Darriell Mason  
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
04/20/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
11/20/2020

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).

04/30/21, 05/07/21, 05/14/21, 
05/21/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210003903
The following person(s) is(are) 
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doing business as: S&S Digital Con-
versions, 7211 Haven Ave., Suite 
E122, Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91701, 
Sheldon S Smith, 5613 Carmello 
Court, Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91739

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual                                               

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

s/Sheldon S Smith
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
04/14/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
04/04/2021

County Clerk, s/
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

04/30/21, 05/07/21, 05/14/21, 
05/21/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210003284
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: Perkins Moving 
Company, 9353 19TH St, Rancho Cu-
camonga, CA 91701, John D. Perkins, 
9353 19TH  St, Rancho Cucamonga, 
CA 91701

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual                                               

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

s/John D Perkins
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
03/30/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
03/23/2021

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).

04/30/21, 05/07/21, 05/14/21, 
05/21/21

 

T.S. No. 18-20970-SP-CA 
Title No. 180549201-CA-VOI 
A.P.N. 1011-415-27-0-000 NO-
TICE OF TRUSTEE’S SALE. 
YOU ARE IN DEFAULT UN-
DER A DEED OF TRUST DAT-
ED 11/17/2005. UNLESS YOU 
TAKE ACTION TO PROTECT 
YOUR PROPERTY, IT MAY 
BE SOLD AT A PUBLIC SALE. 
IF YOU NEED AN EXPLANA-
TION OF THE NATURE OF 
THE PROCEEDING AGAINST 
YOU, YOU SHOULD CON-
TACT A LAWYER. A public 
auction sale to the highest bidder 
for cash, (cashier’s check(s) must 
be made payable to National 
Default Servicing Corporation), 
drawn on a state or national 
bank, a check drawn by a state or 
federal credit union, or a check 
drawn by a state or federal sav-
ings and loan association, sav-
ings association, or savings bank 
specified in Section 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 prop-
erty 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, 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, in-
terest thereon, fees, charges and 
expenses of the Trustee for the 
total amount (at the time of the 
initial publication of the Notice 
of Sale) reasonably estimated to 
be set forth below. The amount 
may be greater on the day of 
sale. Trustor: Junel J. Noriega 
and Claudia Noriega, husband 
and wife as joint tenants Duly 
Appointed Trustee: National 
Default Servicing Corporation 
Recorded 11/29/2005 as Instru-
ment No. 2005-0889600 (or 
Book, Page) of the Official Re-
cords of San Bernardino County, 
CA. Date of Sale: 05/18/2021 at 
1:00 PM Place of Sale: At the 
Main (South) Entrance to the 
City of Chino Civic Center, 
13220 Central Avenue, Chino, 
CA. 91710 Estimated amount 
of unpaid balance and other 
charges: $275,445.73 Street Ad-
dress or other common designa-
tion of real property: 957 South 
Mountain Avenue #61 Ontario, 
CA 91762 A.P.N.: 1011-415-27-
0-000 The undersigned Trustee 
disclaims any liability for any in-
correctness of the street address 
or other common designation, if 
any, shown above. If no street 
address or other common des-
ignation 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 publi-
cation of this Notice of Sale. If 
the Trustee is unable to convey 
title for any reason, the success-
ful bidder’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 Notice of 
Default was recorded. NOTICE 
TO POTENTIAL BIDDERS: If 
you are considering bidding on 
this property lien, you should 
understand that there are risks 
involved in bidding at a trustee 
auction. You will be bidding on 
a lien, not on the property itself. 
Placing the highest bid at a trust-
ee auction does not automati-
cally entitle you to free and clear 
ownership of the property. You 
should also be aware that the 
lien being auctioned off may be 
a junior lien. If you are the high-
est bidder at the auction, you are 
or may be responsible for paying 
off all liens senior to the lien be-
ing auctioned off, before you can 
receive clear title to the property. 
You are encouraged to investi-
gate the existence, priority, and 
size of outstanding liens that 
may exist on this property by 
contacting the county recorder’s 
office or a title insurance com-
pany, either of which may charge 
you a fee for this information. If 
you consult either of these re-
sources, you should be aware 
that the same lender may hold 
more than one mortgage or deed 
of trust on the property. NO-
TICE TO PROPERTY OWN-
ER: The sale date shown on this 
notice of sale may be postponed 
one or more times by the mort-
gagee, beneficiary, trustee, or a 
court, pursuant to Section 2924g 
of the California Civil Code. 
The law requires that informa-
tion about trustee sale postpone-
ments be made available to you 
and to the public, as a courtesy 
to those not present at the sale. If 
you wish to learn whether your 
sale date has been postponed, 
and, if applicable, the resched-
uled time and date for the sale 
of this property, you may call or 
visit this Internet Web site www.
ndscorp.com/sales, using the file 
number assigned to this case 
18-20970-SP-CA. Information 
about postponements that are 
very short in duration or that 
occur close in time to the sched-
uled sale may not immediately 
be reflected in the telephone 
information or on the Internet 
Web site. The best way to verify 
postponement information is to 
attend the scheduled sale. Date: 
04/16/2021 National Default 
Servicing Corporation c/o Tiffa-
ny & Bosco, P.A., its agent, 1455 
Frazee Road, Suite 820 San Di-
ego, CA 92108 Toll Free Phone: 

888-264-4010 Sales Line 855-
219-8501; Sales Website:  www.
ndscorp.com By: Rachael Ham-
ilton, Trustee Sales Representa-
tive CPP351027

 

CASE NUMBER: (Numero 
del Caso): 37-2020-00000926

ON FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT SUMMONS

(CITACION JUDICIAL)
                               NOTICE TO 

DEFENDANT: (AVISO AL 
DEMANDADO): CHU-
JAN CHENG, an individual, 
HSIANG-MAN CHENG, an 
individual, PAUL CHENG, an 
individual, and DOES 1 - 10, 
inclusive.

                YOU ARE BEING 
SUED BY PLAINTIFF: (LO 
ESTA DEMANDANDO EL 
DEMANDANTE): TAN-HUI 
LIN A.K.A. KATY LIN, an in-
dividual.

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

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

                There are other le-
gal requirements. You may want 
to call an attorney right away. 
If you do not know an attorney, 
you may want to call an attorney 
referral service. If you cannot af-
ford an attorney, you may be eli-
gible for free legal services from 
a nonprofit legal services pro-
gram. You can locate these non-
profit groups at the California 
Legal Services Web site (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), the Cali-
fornia Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/
selfhelp), or by contacting your 
local court or county bar asso-
ciation. NOTE: The court has 
a statutory lien for waived fees 
and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 
or more in a civil case. The 
court’s lien must be paid before 
the court will dismiss the case. 
AVISO! Lo han demandado. Si 
no responde dentro de 30 dias, la 
corte puede decidir en su contra 
sin escuchar su version. Lea la 
informacion a continuacion.

                Tiene 30 DIAS 
DE CALENDARIO despues de 
que le entreguen esta citacion y 
papeles legales para presentar 
una respuesta por escrito en esta 
corte y hacer que se entregue 
una copia al demandante. Una 
carta o una llamada telefonica 
no lo protegen. Su respuesta 
por escrito tiene que estar en 
formato legal correcto si desea 
que procesen su caso en la corte. 
Es posible que haya un formu-
lario que usted pueda usar para 
su respuesta. Puede encontrar 
estos formularios de la corte y 
mas informacion en el Centro 
de Ayuda de las Cortes de Cali-
fornia (www.sucorte.ca.gov) en 
la biblioteca de leyes de su con-
dado o en la corte que le quede 
mas cerca. Si no puede pagar la 
cuota de presentacion, pida al 
secretario de la corte que le de 
un formulario de exencion de 
pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su 
respuesta a tiempo, puede perder 
el caso por incumplimiento y la 
corte le podra quitar su sueldo, 
dinero y bienes sin mas adver-
tencia.

                               Hay otros req-
uisitos legales. Es recomend-
able que llame a un abogado 

inmediatamente. Si no conoce 
a un abogado, puede llamar a un 
servicio de remision a abogados. 
Si no puede pagar a un abogado, 
es posible que cumpla con los 
requisitos para obtener servicios 
legales gratuitos de un programa 
de servicios legales sin fines de 
lucro. Puede encontrar estos 
grupos sin fines de lucro en el si-
tio web de California Legal Ser-
vices, (www.lawhelpcalifornia.
org), en el Centro de Ayuda de 
las Cortes de California, (www.
sucorte.ca.gov) o poniendose en 
contacto con la corte o el cole-
gio de abogados locales. AVISO: 
Por ley, la corte tiene derecho a 
reclamar las cuotas y los costos 
exentos por imponer un grava-
men sobre cualquier recupera-
cion de $10,000 o mas de valor 
recibida mediante un acuerdo 
o una concesion de arbitraje en 
un caso de derecho civil. Tiene 
que pagar el gravamen de la 
corte antes de que la corte pueda 
desechar el caso.

                               The name and 
address of the court is: (El 
nombre y direccion de la corte 
es): SUPERIOR COURT OF 
CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF 
SAN DIEGO - CENTRAL DIS-
TRICT, 330 West Broadway, 
San Diego, California 92101

                              The name, ad-
dress and telephone number of 
plaintiff’s attorney, or plaintiff 
without an attorney is: (El nom-
bre, la direccion y el numero de 
telefono del abogado del deman-
dante, o del demandante que no 
tiene abogado, es): MONISHA 
A. COELHO, ALVARADOS-
MITH, APC, 633 West Fifth 
St., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 
90071 (213) 229-2400

                Date: (Fecha) OCT 
15, 2020

Clerk (Secretario)
By: M. MC CLURE, Depu-

ty (Adjunto)
CN976760 CHENG Pub-

lished in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on  4/30, 5/7, 
5/14 & 5/21, 2021

CASE NUMBER: (Numero 
del Caso): CIVDS2000458

ON FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT SUMMONS

(CITACION JUDICIAL)
                               NOTICE TO 

DEFENDANT: (AVISO AL 
DEMANDADO): CHU-
JAN CHENG, an individual, 
HSIANG-MAN CHENG, an 
individual, PAUL CHENG, an 
individual, and DOES 1 - 10, 
inclusive.

                YOU ARE BE-
ING SUED BY PLAINTIFF: 
(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO 
EL DEMANDANTE): YTS 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Cali-
fornia Limited Liability Corpo-
ration.

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

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

                There are other le-
gal requirements. You may want 
to call an attorney right away. 
If you do not know an attorney, 
you may want to call an attorney 
referral service. If you cannot af-
ford an attorney, you may be eli-
gible for free legal services from 
a nonprofit legal services pro-

gram. You can locate these non-
profit groups at the California 
Legal Services Web site (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), the Cali-
fornia Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/
selfhelp), or by contacting your 
local court or county bar asso-
ciation. NOTE: The court has 
a statutory lien for waived fees 
and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 
or more in a civil case. The 
court’s lien must be paid before 
the court will dismiss the case. 
AVISO! Lo han demandado. Si 
no responde dentro de 30 dias, la 
corte puede decidir en su contra 
sin escuchar su version. Lea la 
informacion a continuacion.

                Tiene 30 DIAS 
DE CALENDARIO despues de 
que le entreguen esta citacion y 
papeles legales para presentar 
una respuesta por escrito en esta 
corte y hacer que se entregue 
una copia al demandante. Una 
carta o una llamada telefonica 
no lo protegen. Su respuesta 
por escrito tiene que estar en 
formato legal correcto si desea 
que procesen su caso en la corte. 
Es posible que haya un formu-
lario que usted pueda usar para 
su respuesta. Puede encontrar 
estos formularios de la corte y 
mas informacion en el Centro 
de Ayuda de las Cortes de Cali-
fornia (www.sucorte.ca.gov) en 
la biblioteca de leyes de su con-
dado o en la corte que le quede 
mas cerca. Si no puede pagar la 
cuota de presentacion, pida al 
secretario de la corte que le de 
un formulario de exencion de 
pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su 
respuesta a tiempo, puede perder 
el caso por incumplimiento y la 
corte le podra quitar su sueldo, 
dinero y bienes sin mas adver-
tencia.

                               Hay otros req-
uisitos legales. Es recomend-
able que llame a un abogado 
inmediatamente. Si no conoce 
a un abogado, puede llamar a un 
servicio de remision a abogados. 
Si no puede pagar a un abogado, 
es posible que cumpla con los 
requisitos para obtener servicios 
legales gratuitos de un programa 
de servicios legales sin fines de 
lucro. Puede encontrar estos 
grupos sin fines de lucro en el si-
tio web de California Legal Ser-
vices, (www.lawhelpcalifornia.
org), en el Centro de Ayuda de 
las Cortes de California, (www.
sucorte.ca.gov) o poniendose en 
contacto con la corte o el cole-
gio de abogados locales. AVISO: 
Por ley, la corte tiene derecho a 
reclamar las cuotas y los costos 
exentos por imponer un grava-
men sobre cualquier recupera-
cion de $10,000 o mas de valor 
recibida mediante un acuerdo 
o una concesion de arbitraje en 
un caso de derecho civil. Tiene 
que pagar el gravamen de la 
corte antes de que la corte pueda 
desechar el caso.

                               The name and 
address of the court is: (El nom-
bre y direccion de la corte es): 
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALI-
FORNIA, COUNTY OF SAN 
BERNARDINO - CIVIL DIVI-
SION, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0210

                              The name, ad-
dress and telephone number of 
plaintiff’s attorney, or plaintiff 
without an attorney is: (El nom-
bre, la direccion y el numero de 
telefono del abogado del deman-
dante, o del demandante que no 
tiene abogado, es): MONISHA 
A. COELHO, ALVARADOS-
MITH, APC, 633 West Fifth 
St., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 
90071 (213) 229-2400

                Date: (Fecha) OCT 
28, 2020

Clerk (Secretario)
By: SANDRA ORTEGA, 

Deputy (Adjunto)
CN976759 LMXC3
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on  
4/30, 5/7, 5/14 & 5/21, 2021

 
 
ORDER TO SHOW 

CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE NUMBER  
CIVSB2108532

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner: JAMES 
FLANNIGAN IV filed with 
this court for a decree changing 

names as follows:
JAMES FLANNIGAN IV 

to Flannigan IV, James
THE COURT ORDERS that 

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

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 06/03/21
Time: 9:00 a.m.
Department: S16
The address of the 

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

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

Dated: April 20, 2021
Lynn M. Poncin
Judge of the Superior Court.
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
04/30/21, 05/07/21, 05/14/21 & 
05/21/21

FBN 20210004194
The following entity is do-

ing business as MONTCLAIR 
PLAZA DENTAL GROUP  
8660 CENTRAL AVE. STE A,   
MONTCLAIR, CA  91763:     S. 
DAVE SRIKUREJA, DDS, A 
PROFESSIONAL CORPORA-
TION 25802 HUDSON CT. 
LOMA LINDA, CA 92354   

A California Corpora-
tion   C4258718

This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION 

BY SIGNING BELOW, I 
DECLARE THAT ALL IN-
FORMATION IN THIS STATE-
MENT IS TRUE AND COR-
RECT. A registrant who declares 
as true information, which he or 
she knows to be false, is guilty of 
a crime. (B&P Code 17913) I am 
also aware that all information 
on this statement becomes Public 
Record upon filing.

SUTHEEP DAVE SRI-
KUREJA 

This statement was filed 
with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: 4/22/2021

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

Began Transacting Busi-
ness: N/A

County Clerk, Deputy I1327
NOTICE- This fictitious 

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

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on 
04/30/21, 05/07/21, 05/14/21 & 
05/21/21

FBN 20210004013
The following entity is doing 

business as BRAVO BURGERS-
REDLANDS 1911 REDLANDS 
BLVD. REDLANDS, CA 92373:  
VNAT RESTAURANTS,  INC.     
1911 REDLANDS BLVD. RED-
LANDS, CA 92373

Mailing Address:  41847 
BALDERAMA    TEMECULA, 
CA   92952

This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION     A Cal-
ifornia Corporation   C2455163

BY SIGNING BELOW, I 
DECLARE THAT ALL IN-
FORMATION IN THIS STATE-
MENT IS TRUE AND COR-
RECT. A registrant who declares 
as true information, which he or 
she knows to be false, is guilty of 
a crime. (B&P Code 17913) I am 
also aware that all information 
on this statement becomes Public 
Record upon filing.

EMMANUEL VITAKIS 
This statement was filed 

with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: 4/19/2021

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

Began Transacting Busi-
ness: N/A

County Clerk, Deputy I1327
NOTICE- This fictitious 

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

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on 
04/30/21, 05/07/21, 05/14/21 & 
05/21/21

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF:

JAMES CARRITUE
NO. PROPS 2100519
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons

who may otherwise be inter-
ested in the will or estate, or both 
of JAMES  CARRITUE

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

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that MARC E. 
GROSSMAN be appointed as 
personal representative to ad-
minister the estate of the dece-
dent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the estate 
under the Independent Adlnin-
istration of Estates Act. (This 
authority will allow the personal 
representative to take many ac-
tions without obtaining court 
approval. Before taking certain 
very important actions, how-
ever, the personal representative 
will be required to give notice 
to interested   persons unless 
they have waived notice or con-
sented to the proposed  action.) 
The independent administration 
authority will be granted unless  
an interested person files an ob-
jection to the petition and shows 
good  cause why the court should 
not grant the authority.

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in Dept. No. S37 at 9 
a.m. on JUNE 16, 2021 at Superi-
or Court of California, County of 
San Bernardino, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415, San Bernardino District. 

Filed: MARCH 10, 2021
IF YOU OBJECT to the 

granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing and 
state your objections or file writ-
ten objections with the

court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in per-
son or by your attorney.

IF YOU ARE A CREDI-
TOR or a contingent creditor 
of the decedent, you must file 
your claim with the court and 
mail a copy to the personal rep-
resentative appointed by the 
court within the later of either 
(1) four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 5 8(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mailing 
or personal delivery to you of a 
notice under Section 9052 of the 
California Probate Code.

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

California law.
YOU MAY EXAMINE the 

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

Attorney for the Petitioner: 
James Lee, Esquire

100 N. Euclid Avenue, Sec-
ond Floor

Upland, CA 91786
Telephone No: (909) 608-

7426
Email address: mail@we-

fight4you.com
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel May 7, 
May 14 & May  21, 2021. 

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF: 

BARBARA J. SUMMER-
VILLE  

NO. PROPS 2100557
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may otherwise 
be interested in the will or estate, 
or both of BARBARA J. SUM-
MERVILLE

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by BERL G. 
SUMMERVILLE in the Superi-
or Court of California, County of 
SAN BERNARDINO. 

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

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the estate 
under the Independent Admin-
istration of Estates Act. (This 
authority will allow the personal 
representative to take many ac-
tions without obtaining court 
approval. Before taking certain 
very important actions, however, 
the personal representative will 
be required to give notice to in-
terested persons unless they have 
waived notice or consented to the 
proposed action.) The indepen-
dent administration authority 
will be granted unless an inter-
ested person files an objection 
to the petition and shows good 
cause why the court should not 
grant the authority.

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in Dept. No. S37 at 9 
a.m. on JUNE 24, 2021 at Supe-
rior Court of California, County 
of San Bernardino, 247 West 
Third Street, San Bernardino, 
CA 92415, San Bernardino Dis-
trict.

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

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

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

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

Filed: April 26, 2021
Attorney for the Petitioner: 

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

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
9244    Fax No: (909) 235-4733

Email address: jennifer@
lawofficeofjenniferdaniel.com

Attorney for  Berl Summer-
ville

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel May 7, 
14 & 21, 2021.

SUMMONS – (CITACION 
JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER (NUME-
RO DEL CASO) CIVDS2022567

NOTICE TO DEFEN-
DANTS (AVISO DEMAN-
DADO): F.S.G.M. MEDICAL 
CLINIC, INC.,  a California 
corporation; COUNTY OF OR-
ANGE,  a local public entity; 
ARTURO RUIZ, an individual; 
JOHN. H. BUCKNER, an in-
dividual; CITY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO, a local public en-
tity; STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FRANCHISE TAX BOARD, 
an agency of the state of Cali-
fornia; COUNTY OF SAN 
BERNARDINO, a local public 
entity; PORTFOLIO RECOV-
ERY ASSOCIATES, L.L.C, a 
Delaware limited liability com-
pany;  ALL PERSONS UN-
KNOWN CLAIMING ANY 
LEGAL OR EQUITABLE 
RIGHT, TITLE, ESTATE, LIEN 
OR INTEREST IN THE PROP-
ERTY DESCRIBED IN THE 
COMPLAINT ADVERSE TO 
PLAINTIFF’S TITLE, OR ANY 
CLOUD UPON PLAINTIFF’S 
TILE THERETO  and DOES 1 
-20, INCLUSIVE. 

YOU ARE BEING SUED 
BY PLAINTIFF (LO ESTA 
DEMANDANDO EL DEMAN-
DANTE):

GILBERT SANDOVAL 
NOTICE! You have been 

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

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

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

 ¡AVISO! Lo han deman-
dado. Si no responde dentro de 
30 dias, la corte puede decidir en 
su contra sin escuchar su version. 
Lea la informacion a continu-
acion

   Tiene 30 DIAS DE CAL-
ENDARIO después de que le 
entreguen esta citación y papeles 
legales para presentar una repu-
esta por escrito en esta corte y 
hacer que se entreque una copia 
al demandante. Una carta o una 
llamada telefonica no le prote-
gen. Su respuesta por escrito 
tiene que estar on formato legal 
correcto si desea que procesen su 
caso en la corte. Es posible que 
haya un formulano que usted pu-

ede usar para su respuesta. Puede 
encontrar estos formularios de 
la corte y mas información en 
el Centro de Ayuda de las Cor-
tes de California (www.sucorte.
ca.gov), en la biblioteca de leyes 
de su condado o en la corte que 
le quede mas cerca. Si no puede 
pagar la cuota de presentación, 
pida si secretario de la corta que 
le de un formulario de exencion 
de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta 
su respuesta a tiempo, puede 
perder el caso por incumplimien-
to y la corta le podrá quitar su 
sueldo, dinero y bienes sin mas 
advertencia.

Hay otros requisitos legales. 
Es recomendable que llame a un 
abogado inmediatamente. Si no 
conace a un abogado, puede lla-
mar a un servicio de referencia 
a abogados. Si no peude pagar a 
un a un abogado, es posible que 
cumpia con los requisitos para 
obtener servicios legales gratu de 
un programa de servicios legales 
sin fines de lucro. Puede encon-
trar estos grupos sin fines de lu-
cro en el sitio web de California 
Legal Services, (www.lawhelp-
california.org), en el Centro de 
Ayuda de las Cortes de Califor-
nia, (www.sucorte.ca.gov), o po-
niendoso en contacto con la corte 
o el colegio de abogados locales. 
AVISO: Por ley, la corte tiene 
derecho a reclamar las cuotas 
y los costos exentos gravamen 
sobre cualquier recuperación da 
$10,000 o mas de vaior recibida 
mediante un aceurdo o una con-
cesión de arbitraje en un caso de 
derecho civil. Tiene que pagar 
el gravamen de la corta antes 
de que la corta pueda desechar 
el caso.

The name and address of the 
court is: (El nombre y la direc-
cion de la corte es):

SAN BERNARDINO JUS-
TICE CENTER

247 West 3rd Street
San Bernardino, CA 92415-

0210
The name, address and 

telephone number of plaintiff’s 
attorney, or plaintiff without an 
attorney, is: (El nombre, la direc-
cion y el numero de telefono del 
abogado del demandante, o del 
demendante que no tiene abo-
gado, es):

R. SAM PRICE  SBN 
208603

PRICE LAW FIRM, APC
300 E STATE STREET   

SUITE 620
REDLANDS, CA 92373 
(909) 328-7000
sam@pricelawfirm.com
DATE (Fecha): 10/13/2020
Clerk (Secretario), by Sylvia 

Guajardo, Deputy (Adjunto)
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on: 
5/07, 5/14, 5/21 & 5/28, 2021.

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF 
BARBARA A. GILLESPIE

Case No. PROPS2100476
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may otherwise 
be interested in the will or estate, 
or both, of BARBARA A. GIL-
LESPIE

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by Patricia 
Ybarra in the Superior Court of 
California, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO.

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that Patricia 
Ybarra be appointed as personal 
representative to administer the 
estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the estate 
under the Independent Admin-
istration of Estates Act. (This 
authority will allow the personal 
representative to take many ac-
tions without obtaining court 
approval. Before taking certain 
very important actions, however, 
the personal representative will 
be required to give notice to in-
terested persons unless they have 
waived notice or consented to the 
proposed action.) The indepen-
dent administration authority 
will be granted unless an inter-
ested person files an objection 
to the petition and shows good 
cause why the court should not 
grant the authority.

A HEARING on the peti-
tion will be held on June 1, 2021 
at 9:00 AM in Dept. No. S36 
located at 247 W. Third St., San 

Bernardino, CA 92415.
                IF YOU OBJECT 

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

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

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

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

Attorney for petitioner:
MAUREEN MURATORE 

ESQ SBN 155156
LAW OFFICE OF
MAUREEN MURATORE
10700 CIVIC CENTER DR
STE 200
RANCHO CUCAMONGA 

CA 91730
CN977531 GILLESPIE May 

7,14,21, 2021
 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210004058
The following person(s) 

is(are) doing business as: 101 
Cinema Club, 15101 Fairfield 
Ranch Rd, 7111, Chino Hills, 
CA 91709, Mailing Address: 
15101 Fairfield Ranch Rd, 7111, 
Chino Hills, CA 91709, Skyler A. 
Malone, 15101 Fairfield Ranch 
Rd, 7111, Chino Hills, CA 91709, 
Jessica A. Dixon, 15101 Fairfield 
Ranch Rd, 7111, Chino Hills, CA 
91709

Business is Conducted By: 
A General Partnership

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 be-
comes Public Record upon filing.

s/Jessica A. Dixon  
This statement was filed 

with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: 04/20/21

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

Began Transacting Busi-
ness: 04/11/2021

County Clerk, s/ I1327
NOTICE- This fictitious 

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

05/07/21, 05/14/21, 05/21/21, 
05/27/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210004416
The following person(s) 

is(are) doing business as: Hungry 
Dog, 11462 Vale Dr, Fontana, 
CA 92337, Jesus M. Veloz, 11462 
Vale Dr, Fontana, CA 92337

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 be-
comes Public Record upon filing.

s/Jesus M Veloz
This statement was filed 

with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: 04/28/21

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

Began Transacting Busi-
ness: N/A

County Clerk, s/ I1327
NOTICE- This fictitious 

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

05/07/21, 05/14/21, 05/21/21, 
05/27/21

 
   

FBN 20210004468
The following entity is doing 

business as CAFE WANG  2316 D 
STREET LA VERNE, CA  91750  
F.W. MINGLI, INC  2316 D STREET 
LA VERNE, CA  91750

A California Corpora-
tion   3620494

This Business is Conducted By: 
A CORPORATION

BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A 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.

FANG WANG
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
4/29/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
JULY 1, 2016

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 ficti-
tious business name statement must 
be filed before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself autho-
rize the use in this state of a fictitious 
name in violation of the rights of an-
other under federal, state, or common 
law (see section 14400 et. Seq. Busi-
ness & Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on  05/07/21, 
05/14/21, 05/21/21 & 05/28/21

T.S. No. 19-21335-SP-CA Title 
No. 191260552-CA-VOI A.P.N. 
0218-741-36-0-000 NOTICE OF 
TRUSTEE’S SALE. YOU ARE IN 
DEFAULT UNDER A DEED OF 
TRUST DATED 11/17/2006. UN-
LESS YOU TAKE ACTION TO 
PROTECT YOUR PROPERTY, 
IT MAY BE SOLD AT A PUBLIC 
SALE. IF YOU NEED AN EX-
PLANATION OF THE NATURE 
OF THE PROCEEDING 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 Corpo-
ration), drawn on a state or national 
bank, a check drawn by a state or 
federal credit union, or a check drawn 
by a state or federal savings and loan 
association, savings association, or 
savings bank specified in 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 under and 
pursuant to a Deed of Trust described 
below. The sale will be made in an “as 
is” condition, but without covenant 
or warranty, expressed or implied, 
regarding title, possession, or en-
cumbrances, 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 
estimated to be set forth below. The 
amount may be greater on the day 

of sale. Trustor: Kenneth Gabriel, 
an unmarried man Duly Appointed 
Trustee: National Default Servicing 
Corporation Recorded 11/28/2006 
as Instrument No. 2006-0803327 (or 
Book, Page) of the Official Records 
of San Bernardino County, CA. Date 
of Sale: 06/10/2021 at 12:00 PM Place 
of Sale: At the North Arrowhead Av-
enue entrance to the County Court-
house, 351 North Arrowhead Avenue, 
San Bernardino, CA 92401 Estimated 
amount of unpaid balance and other 
charges: $566,489.47 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 designation, 
if any, shown above. If no street ad-
dress or other common designation 
is shown, directions to the location 
of the property may be obtained by 
sending a written request to the ben-
eficiary within 10 days of the date of 
first publication of this Notice of Sale. 
If the Trustee is unable to convey 
title for any reason, the successful 
bidder’s sole and exclusive remedy 
shall be the return of monies paid to 
the Trustee, and the successful bid-
der shall have no further recourse. 
The requirements of California Civil 
Code Section 2923.5(b)/2923.55(c) 
were fulfilled when the Notice of 
Default was recorded. NOTICE TO 
POTENTIAL BIDDERS: If you are 
considering bidding on this property 
lien, you should understand that there 
are risks involved in bidding at a 
trustee auction. You will be bidding 
on a lien, not on the property itself. 
Placing the highest bid at a 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 
exist on this property by contacting 
the county recorder’s office or a title 
insurance company, either of which 
may charge you a fee for this infor-
mation. If you consult either of these 
resources, you should be aware that 
the same lender may hold more than 
one mortgage or deed of trust on the 
property. NOTICE TO 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, pur-
suant to Section 2924g of the Cali-
fornia Civil Code. The law requires 
that information about trustee sale 
postponements be made available 
to you and to the public, as a cour-
tesy 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. Information about 
postponements that are very short in 
duration or that occur close in time to 
the scheduled sale may not immedi-
ately be reflected in the telephone in-
formation or on the Internet Web site. 
The best way to verify postponement 
information is to attend the sched-
uled sale. Date: 05/10/2021 National 
Default Servicing Corporation c/o 
Tiffany & Bosco, P.A., its agent, 1455 
Frazee Road, Suite 820 San Diego, 
CA 92108 Toll Free Phone: 888-264-
4010 Sales Line 855-219-8501; Sales 
Website: www.ndscorp.com By: Ra-
chael Hamilton, Trustee Sales Rep-
resentative 05/14/2021, 05/21/2021, 
05/28/2021 CPP351083

CASE NUMBER: (Numero del 
Caso): 20STCV00632

SUMMONS ON FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT

(CITACION JUDICIAL)
 NOTICE TO DEFENDANT: 

(AVISO AL DEMANDADO): CHU-
JAN CHENG, an individual, 
HSIANG-MAN CHENG, an indi-
vidual, PAUL CHENG, an individu-
al, and DOES 1-10 Inclusive.

YOU ARE BEING SUED BY 
PLAINTIFF: (LO ESTA DEMAN-
DANDO EL DEMANDANTE): 
TAN-HUI LIN A.K.A. KATY LIN, 
an individual.

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

 You have 30 CALENDAR 
DAYS after this summons and le-
gal papers are served on you to file 
a written response at this court and 
have a copy served on the plaintiff. 
A letter or phone call will not protect 
you. Your written response must be 
in proper legal form if you want the 
court to hear your case. There may be 
a court form that you can use for your 
response. You can find these court 
forms and more infor-mation at the 
California Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/self-

help), your county law library, or the 
courthouse nearest you. If you cannot 
pay the filing fee, ask the court clerk 
for a fee waiver form. If you do not 
file your response on time, you may 
lose the case by default, and your 
wages, money, and property may be 
taken without further warning from 
the court.

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

AVISO!  Lo han demandado. 
Si no responde dentro de 30 dias, la 
corte puede decidir en su contra sin 
escuchar su version. Lea la informa-
cion a continuacion.

 Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALEN-
DARIO despues de que le entreguen 
esta citacion y papeles legales para 
presentar una respuesta por escrito en 
esta corte y hacer que se entregue una 
copia al demandante. Una carta o una 
llamada telefonica no lo protegen. Su 
respuesta por escrito tiene que estar 
en formato legal correcto si desea que 
procesen su caso en la corte. Es posi-
ble que haya un formulario que usted 
pueda usar para su respuesta. Puede 
encontrar estos formularios de la 
corte y mas informacion en el Centro 
de Ayuda de las Cortes de California 
(www.sucorte.ca.gov) en la biblioteca 
de leyes de su condado o en la corte 
que le quede mas cerca. Si no puede 
pagar la cuota de presentacion, pida 
al secretario de la corte que le de un 
formulario de exencion de pago de 
cuotas. Si no presenta su respuesta 
a tiempo, puede perder el caso por 
incumplimiento y la corte le podra 
quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin 
mas advertencia.

 Hay otros requisitos legales. Es 
recomendable que llame a un abo-
gado inmediatamente. Si no conoce 
a un abogado, puede llamar a un ser-
vicio de remision a abogados. Si no 
puede pagar a un abogado, es posible 
que cumpla con los requisitos para 
obtener servicios legales gratuitos de 
un programa de servicios legales sin 
fines de lucro. Puede encontrar estos 
grupos sin fines de lucro en el sitio 
web de California Legal Services, 
(www.lawhelpcalifornia.org), en el 
Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de 
California, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o 
poniendose en contacto con la corte 
o el colegio de abogados locales. 
AVISO: Por ley, la corte tiene derecho 
a reclamar las cuotas y los costos ex-
entos por imponer un gravamen sobre 
cualquier recuperacion de $10,000 o 
mas de valor recibida mediante un 
acuerdo o una concesion de arbitraje 
en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene que 
pagar el gravamen de la corte antes de 
que la corte pueda desechar el caso.

The name and address of the 
court is: (El nombre y direccion de la 
corte es): Superior Court of Califor-
nia, County of Los Angeles-Stanley 
Mosk Courthouse, 111 North Hill 
Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

The name, address and tele-
phone number of plaintiff’s attorney, 
or plaintiff without an attorney is: (El 
nombre, la direccion y el numero de 
telefono del abogado del demandante, 
o del demandante que no tiene abo-
gado, es): MONISHA A. COELHO, 
SBN: 219233, ALVARADOSMITH, 
APC, 633 West Fifth St., Suite 900, 
Los Angeles, California 90071, 213-
229-2400

Date: (Fecha) 09/25/2020
SHERRI R. CARTER, Execu-

tive Officer / Clerk of Court (Secre-
tario)

By: V. DELGADILLO, Deputy 
(Adjunto)

CN977506 CHENG Published 
in the San Bernardino County Sen-
tinel May 14, 21, 28, & June 4, 2021

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
FOR CHANGE OF NAME CASE 
NUMBER  CIVSB2108812

TO  ALL INTERESTED PER-
SONS: Petitioner: JAMES FLANNI-
GAN filed with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

JAMES **** FLANNIGAN III 
to Flannigan III, James

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

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 06/15/21
Time: 9:00 a.m.
Department: S16
The address of the court is Su-

perior Court of California,County of 
San Bernardino, San Bernardino Dis-
trict - Civil Division, 247 West Third 
Street, Same as above, San Bernardi-
no, CA 92415, San Bernardino

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED 
that a copy of this order be pub-
lished in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel in San Bernardino County 
California, once a week for four suc-
cessive weeks prior to the date set for 
hearing of the petition.

Dated: May 4, 2021
Lynn M. Poncin
Judge of the Superior Court.
Published in the San Bernardi-

no County Sentinel on  05/14/21,  
05/21/21, 05/28/21 & 06/04/21

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT FILE NO-
20210004090

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Industrious En-
gineering; Florista Flowers, 1083 N 
7th  St, Colton, CA 92324, Matthew 
A. Romero, 1083 N 7th St, 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 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/Matthew A Romero  
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
04/20/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
04/07/2021

County Clerk, s/ I1327
NOTICE- This fictitious business 

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

05/14/21, 05/21/21, 05/28/21, 
06/04/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME STATEMENT FILE NO-
20210004031

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: JNT Property 
Service,18056 Pokeroot Lane, San 
Bernardino, CA 92407, Joe Gutierrez, 
18056 Pokeroot Lane, San Bernardino, 
CA 92407, Christina L. Ceballos-
Gutierrez, 18056 Pokeroot Lane, San 
Bernardino, CA 92407

Business is Conducted By: A 
General Partnership   

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

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
04/19/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
09/20/2017

County Clerk, s/ I1327
NOTICE- This fictitious business 

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

05/14/21, 05/21/21, 05/28/21, 
06/04/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210004278
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: Posey Rosie; Posey 
Rosie Lashes; Posey Rosie Beauty, 
1078 Mountain Crest Dr, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92407, Shanyle D. Jones, 
1078 Mountain Crest Dr, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92407

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual  

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

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
04/26/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
01/30/2020

County Clerk, s/ D5511
NOTICE- This fictitious business 

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

05/14/21, 05/21/21, 05/28/21, 
06/04/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME STATEMENT FILE NO-
20210004762

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Campus Smoke 
Shop, 659 E. 15th St #A, Upland, CA 
91786, Brian Younan, 16161 Carmine 
St, 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 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/Brian Younan  
This statement was filed with the 

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

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

Began Transacting Business: 
04/01/2021

County Clerk, s/ I1327
NOTICE- This fictitious business 

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

05/14/21, 05/21/21, 05/28/21, 
06/04/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME STATEMENT FILE NO-
20210002449

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: La Bella Salon 
Suites, 5541 Arrow Hwy Suite A, 
Montclair, CA 91763, Toni Cummings, 
461 Euclid Ave, Upland, CA 91786

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual  

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

s/ Toni Cummings
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
03/11/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 
02/21/21

County Clerk, s/ D5511
NOTICE- This fictitious business 

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

04/09/21, 04/16/2021, 04/23/21, 
04/30/21 & Corrected on: 05/14/21, 
05/21/21, 05/28/21, 06/04/21

FBN 20210004394     
The following person is doing business 
as: PLAZA 7 3654 HIGHLAND AVE. 
SUITE 13 HIGHLAND, CA 92346 ( 
COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO 
); [ MAILING ADDRESS 16516 SAN 
BERNARDINIO AVE. FONTANA, CA 
92335]; FADI MAHER 16516 SAN BER-
NARDINO AVE. 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 information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 

aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ FADI MAHER, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 04/27/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. 
A new fictitious business name 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 Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/07/2021, 05/12/2021, 
05/21/2021, 05/28/2021          	 C N B -
B18202101IR 

FBN 20210004399     
The following person is doing business 
as: GONZALEZ TRANSPORT 2137 
CHRYSLER DR APT #4 MODESTO, 
CA 95350 ( COUNTY OF PRINCI-
PAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN 
BERNARDINO ); JULIO A MA-
TOS GONZALEZ 2137 CHRYSLER 
DR APT #4 MODESTO, CA 95350 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL 
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JULIO A MATOS 
GONZALEZ, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 04/27/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. 
A new fictitious business name 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 Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/07/2021, 05/12/2021, 
05/21/2021, 05/28/2021          	 C N -
BB18202102MT 

FBN 20210004398     
The following person is doing business 
as: J&J ROAD SERVICE 6803 CORI-
ANDER DR OAK HILLS, CA 92344 
( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO 
); JUAN V CORONA 6803 CORI-
ANDER DR OAK HILLS, CA 92344 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL 
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JUAN V. CORONA, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 04/27/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. 
A new fictitious business name 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 Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/07/2021, 05/12/2021, 
05/21/2021, 05/28/2021          	 C N -
BB18202103MT 

FBN 20210004345     
The following person is doing business 
as: LB CAR SALES 12627 ILONA ST 
VICTORVILLE, CA 92392 ( COUNTY 
OF PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO );[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 311 W CIVIC CENTER DR 
SANTA ANA, CA 92701]; CHRISTIAN 
O VERDUZCO-VILLASENOR 12627 
ILONA ST 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 information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ CHRISTIAN O VERDUZ-
CO-VILLASENOR, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 04/27/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-

nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. 
A new fictitious business name 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 Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/07/2021, 05/12/2021, 
05/21/2021, 05/28/2021          	 C N B -
B18202104CV 

FBN 20210003871     
The following person is doing business 
as: ACTIVEINK 11250 RAMONA 
AVE #815 MONTCLAIR, CA 91763 
( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO 
);[ MAILING ADDRESS 311 W 
CIVIC CENTER DR SANTA ANA, 
CA 92701]; EDUARDO CARDENAS 
VILLAESCUELA 11250 RAMONA 
AVE #815 MONTCLAIR, CA 91763 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL 
The registrant commenced to transact busi-
ness under the fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: MARCH 28, 2021 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ EDUARDO CARDENAS 
VILLAESCUELA, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 04/14/2021 
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 statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. 
A new fictitious business name state-
ment must be filed before that time. 
The filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state of a 
fictitious business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/07/2021, 05/12/2021, 
05/21/2021, 05/28/2021          	 C N B -
B18202105CV 

FBN 20210004413     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: DTLA ENTERPRISE; FIT & 
CLAM; CALIFORNIA IMMIGRA-
TION SERVICES 12562 CENRAL AVE 
# A CHINO, CA 91710 ( COUNTY OF 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO );[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 1110202 BLACKWOOD 
ST FONTANA, CA 92337]; DTLA 
ENTERPRISE 440 S. BROAD WAY 
ST. G-8 LOS ANGELES, CA 90013 
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 information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ KELLEM Y. PO-
LANCO, SECRETARY                                                                                                                                        
                                    Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 04/28/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. 
A new fictitious business name 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 Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/07/2021, 05/12/2021, 
05/21/2021, 05/28/2021          	 C N -
BB18202106MT 

FBN 20210004376     
The following person is doing business as: 
IE FUNNEL CAKES 122 HARTZEL 
AVE REDLANDS, CA 92374 ( COUN-
TY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO ); JENNI-
FER M MADRIGAL 122 HARTZELL 
AVE REDLANDS, CA 92374; DAVID 
VALENTIN SOTELO 122 HARTZ-
ELL AVE REDLANDS, CA 92374 
The business is conducted by: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP 
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JENNIFER M. MADRI-
GAL, GENERAL PARTNER                                                                                                                                          
                                  Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 04/27/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-

nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. 
A new fictitious business name 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 Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/07/2021, 05/12/2021, 
05/21/2021, 05/28/2021          	 C N -
BB18202107MT 

FBN 20210004406     
The following person is doing business as: 
ROMEROS NURSERY 13645 FOOT-
HILL BLVD FONTANA, CA 92335 
( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS SAN BERNARDI-
NO );[ MAILING ADDRESS 13763 
NEWCASTLE CT FONTANA, CA 
92335]; ERIC ROMERO 13645 FOOT-
HILL BLVD FONTANA, CA 925335 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL 
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ERIC ROMERO, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 04/28/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. 
A new fictitious business name 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 Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/07/2021, 05/12/2021, 
05/21/2021, 05/28/2021          	 C N -
BB18202108MT

FBN 20210003878     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: H-M MUFFLERS 993 W. 
VALLEY BLVD. #216 BLOOM-
INGTON, CA 92316; ERNESTO 
RAUDA 993 W. VALLEY BLVD. 
#216 BLOOMINGTON, CA 92316 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL 
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ERNESTO RAUDA, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 04/14/2021 
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 statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. 
A new fictitious business name state-
ment must be filed before that time. 
The filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state of a 
fictitious business name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 04/30/2021, 05/07/2021, 
05/14/2021, 05/21/2021          	 C N B -
B17202101IR 

FBN 20210003675     
The following person is doing business 
as: BRIDGE CITY COLLECTION 
118 E. FOOTHILL BLVD. SUITE 
B-2 RIALTO, CA 92376;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 224 CORAL TREE 
DR. RIALTO, CA 92377]; JESSE PE-
DROZA 118 E. FOOTHILL BLVD. 
SUITE B-2 RIALTO, CA 92376 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL 
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business name 
or names listed above on: OCT 01, 2019 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JESSE PEDROZA, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 04/07/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. 
A new fictitious business name 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 Coun-
ty Sentinel 04/30/2021, 05/07/2021, 
05/14/2021, 05/21/2021          	 C N B -
B17202102IR 

FBN 20210003791     
The following person is doing business 
as: FATHOMLESS; FATIGATION; 
NOUVEAU ARRIVE 1767 NAPLES 
AVE REDLANDS, CA 92374; DIA-
MOND HOLDINGS, INC. 1767 NA-
PLES AVE REDLANDS, CA 92374 
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 information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ KEITH BECK II, CFO                                                                                                                                              
                              Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 04/12/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. 
A new fictitious business name 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 Coun-
ty Sentinel 04/30/2021, 05/07/2021, 
05/14/2021, 05/21/2021          	 C N B -
B17202103IR 

FBN 20210003761     
The following person is doing business 
as: THOUGHT CHASING 210 E 19TH 
STREET APT 5 SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92404;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
311 W CIVIC CENTER DR SANTA 
ANA, CALIF 92701]; ANTHONY S 
AGUIRRE 210 E 19TH STREET APT 
5 SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92404 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL 
The registrant commenced to transact busi-
ness under the fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: MARCH 02, 2021 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ANTHONY STEVE 
AGIRRE, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 04/09/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. 
A new fictitious business name 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 Coun-
ty Sentinel 04/30/2021, 05/07/2021, 
05/14/2021, 05/21/2021          	 C N B -
B17202104CV 

FBN 20210004005     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: JUICE IT UP REDLANDS 
ORANGE TREE MARKETPLACE 
1275 ALABAMA ST REDLANDS, 
CA 92374;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
1275 ALBAMA ST REDLANDS, CA 
92374]; ACA JUICE COMPANY 629 
ORANGE ST REDLANDS, CA 92374 
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 information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ NOEMI GALVAN, CEO                                                                                                                                              
                              Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 04/19/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. 
A new fictitious business name 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 Coun-
ty Sentinel 04/30/2021, 05/07/2021, 
05/14/2021, 05/21/2021          	 C N B -
B17202105IR 

FBN 20210004853     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ARREOLA’S MOVING 
& INSTALLATION SERVICES; 

OC USED OFFICE FURNITURE 
1380 W. 7TH STREET SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92411 ( COUN-
TY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE OF 
BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO 
); FREDY ARREOLA GUTI-
ERREZ 1380 W. 7TH STREET 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92411 
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/ FREDY ARREOLA GUTI-
ERREZ, OWNER, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                Statement 
filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: 05/07/2021 
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 05/14/2021, 
05/21/2021, 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021          	
CNBB19202101MC 

 
FBN 20210004016     

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: HONEYBEE’S GARDEN 
12223 HIGHLAND AVE STE 106 
#609 RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91739 ( COUNTY OF PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); BIANCA 
A BALTAZAR 12223 HIGH-
LAND AVE STE 106 #609 RAN-
CHO 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/ BIANCA A BALTAZAR, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
                                Statement 
filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: 04/19/2021 
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 05/14/2021, 
05/21/2021, 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021          	
CNBB19202102IR 

FBN 20210004022     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: MTN JEM HOME IN-
SPECTIONS 255 OAK DR LAKE 
ARROWHEAD, CA 92352;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS PO BOX 
90614 SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92427] ( COUNTY OF PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); CARO-
LINE DROVER 255 OAK DR 
LAKE ARROWHEAD, CA 92352 
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: APRIL 16, 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/ JASEN MATTINGLY, OWNER                                                                                                                                            
 Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 04/19/2021 
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 Bernardino 
County Sentinel 05/14/2021, 
05/21/2021, 05/28/2021, 06/04/2021          	



Friday, May 14, 2021 Page 11San Bernardino County Sentinel

Continued on Page 12 

city manager’s post.
In 1994, Eshleman suc-

cessfully vied for mayor. 
That same year, De-
vereaux’s utter brilliance 
in managing a large orga-
nization was in evidence. 
By a stroke of timing, luck 
and his initiative and drive 
which made him Fon-
tana’s mayor at that point 
in the city’s history, Es-
hleman was the political 
beneficiary of Fontana’s 
promotion of Devereaux, 
who at that point clued Es-
hleman into the degree to 
which Ratelle and Simon 
had damaged the city. In 
1997, the City of Ontario 
lured Devereaux away 
from Fontana with an 
even more lucrative offer 
for him to be city manager 
there. Nevertheless, for the 
first two-and-a-half years 
of Eshleman’s first term as 
Fontana mayor, his politi-
cal leadership of Fontana 
came to be seen as synon-
ymous with Devereaux’s 
managerial and adminis-
trative leadership of Fon-
tana. Devereaux, and by 
extension Eshleman, grap-
pled with, and simultane-
ously exhibited command 
and confidence in facing, 
the seeming insurmount-
able financial problems 
that had put Fontana at the 
bottom of a pit. From 1994 
until 1997, the Eshleman/
Devereaux Team not only 
succeeded in lifting Fon-
tana out of the abyss, but 
managed to put the city on 
firm financial footing that 
would persist for more 
than two decades – to the 
present. With its current 
217,237 residents, Fontana 
is the second largest city in 
terms of population in San 
Bernardino County with 
the third-largest budget of 
the county’s 24 munici-
palities and the fifth most 
dynamic economic engine 
countywide.

In 1998, Eshleman was 
handily reelected mayor, 
garnering 67.2 percent of 
the vote.

As Fontana’s mayor, 
Eshleman was Fontana’s 
representative to the San 
Bernardino Association 
of Governments, which 
served as the county’s 
transportation agency, and 
the Southern California 
Association of Govern-
ments, a regional planning 
authority.

In his mayoral capacity, 

Eshleman exhibited the 
same attitude toward ac-
tion and results as he did 
in his daily personal and 
professional life. Whatev-
er one might say about Es-
hleman, lazy he was not. 
At the Eshleman Ranch 
and at the slaughterhouse, 
he would typically be seen 
among his employees and 
crews working on various 
jobs and projects, and was 
identifiable as the most 
energetic among them. 
Over the years, tractor-
excavators and small bull-
dozers were among the 
pieces of equipment at the 
Eshleman ranch. As of-
ten as not, Eshleman was 
at the helm of these. So it 
was when Eshleman was 
mayor. He would abide by 
making a contemplative 
consideration of an issue, 
but once the discussion 
was over, he called for ac-
tion. He was not indulgent 
of procrastination.

Well prior to Eshle-
man’s election to the city 
council, city officials had 
been looking at how the 
former Kaiser Steel Mill 
property was to be re-
claimed and redeveloped. 
At one point, there was 
discussion of convert-
ing some of the land to 
a sports stadium where 
the Raiders NFL Team, 
which originated in Oak-
land, later moved to Los 
Angeles in 1982, moved 
back to Oakland in 1995 
and in 2020 moved to Las 
Vegas, would relocate. 
That never materialized. 
But that discussion enliv-
ened Eshleman, who had 
by that point drifted back 
to competitive racing, in-
cluding Sports Car Club of 
America events at Toyota 
Speedway in Irwindale 
and Orange Show Speed-
way in San Bernardino. 
He pivoted from the con-
cept of an athletic stadium 
in Fontana and alighted, 
based on his enthusiasm 
for racing and the loss 
more than a decade ear-
lier of the Ontario Motor 
Speedway, to a proposal to 
create a racing venue at the 
north end of the steel mill 
property. He opened up a 
dialogue with motorsports 
mogul Roger Penske, and 
that led to an arrangement 
with Penske’s company 
to develop the California 
Speedway. Known for 
sponsorship reasons as 
the Auto Club Speedway, 
the track was completed 
in 1997 and exists as the 
landmark by which Fon-
tana is now best known to 
the rest of the world.

In 1999, Eshleman cre-

ated his own racing team, 
Eshleman Racing, which 
included his “Spirit of 
Fontana” car. In 2001, 
at the age of 54, he com-
peted in the Winston West 
race. The team attracted a 
number of up-and-coming 
drivers, including Ryan 
Partridge, Ryan Vargas, 
Charles Price, Linny 
White, David Gilliand, 
and his granddaughters 
McKenzie and Kayla Es-
chleman.

On September 11, 2001, 
Eshleman was among a 
convocation of the na-
tion’s mayors in Washing-
ton, D.C. when four planes 
were commandeered by 
terrorists carrying out 
suicide missions. Two of 
the planes crashed into 
both of the World Trade 
Center towers in Manhat-
tan. A third flew into the 
Pentagon in Washington, 
D.C. A fourth plane did 
not make it to its intended 
target when its passengers 
stormed the cabin, forcing 
the plane into a crash into 
a field near Shanksville, 
Pennsylvania, one that 
was fatal to all aboard. 
The mayoral convention 
was abruptly interrupted, 
as all of those in atten-
dance were rushed to a 
safe place.

In 2002, Fontana 
Councilman Mark Nua-
mi, funded by a consor-
tium of developers, moved 
to challenge Eshleman 
as mayor. Preparatory 
toward the race, Nuami 
embarked on a number of 
attacks against the incum-
bent mayor. One of those 
consisted of questioning 
the 2000 appointment of 
Eshleman’s wife, Pamela 
Anderson Eshleman, to 
the Fontana Planning 
Commission. In response, 
she simply resigned from 
the panel.

Another political sor-
tie Nuami made against 
the mayor was to ques-
tion why Eshleman had 
not sought to annex some 
30 acres of property he 
owned in the unincorpo-
rated county area south of 
the Fontana City Limits 
that fell within Fontana’s 
sphere of influence into 
the city. In response, Esh-
leman noted that as may-
or, his taking any action 
with regard to his property 
would constitute a conflict 
of interest.

Nuami’s strategy of 
insinuating conflicts of 
interest against Eshleman 
were curious, given the 
consideration that he had a 
glaring conflict of interest 
of his own, which consist-

ed of the company Nuami 
worked for, Iteris, hav-
ing a multi-million dollar 
contract with the City of 
Fontana.

Ultimately in the 2002 
Fontana mayoral election, 
which featured Eshleman, 
Nuami and a third candi-
date, Scott Larson, Nuami 
edged Eshleman 47.4 per-
cent of the vote to Eshle-
man’s 41.6 percent, with 
Larson capturing 10.8 
percent.

Liberated after 12 years 
in politics, Eshleman in-
volved himself deeper 
into racing. In 2003, he 
ranked high enough to 
get invited to the inau-
gural Showdown Series 
at Irwindale. In 2004, he 
made his first and last 
Busch Series start, at the 
Fontana track, driving for 
Ware Racing Enterprises. 
Starting at 41st in the field, 
he was black flagged early. 
He made it to 40th by the 
end of the race.

He continued to race 
in the K&N Pro Series 
until his retirement from 
racing, at the age of 61, 
in 2008. At that point, his 
three sons, Matthew, then 
17, Michael, then 37, and 
Jeff, then 36, were driving 
for Eshleman Racing.

Eshleman was involved 
as an owner or operator of 
Bright Minds Unlimited, 
the Eshleman Meat Com-
pany, Eshleman Enter-
prises, Revenge Mortors-
ports, Inc. and Eshleman 
Racing, for all of which he 
was listed in state docu-
ments as president. He was 
also listed as an officer 
with Eshleman Cardenas 
LLC, a meat supplier. At 

different times, he made 
a foray into the publish-
ing world in one capac-
ity or another, first with 
Fortunado Publications’ 
The Mirror-Dispatch and 
Daily Planet Publishing’s 
Inland Empire Business 
Journal.

In recent years, despite 
health challenges, he re-
mained active.

Eshleman died in an 
accident/rollover at the 
Eshleman Ranch while 
driving a tractor.

Jeff Eshleman said, 
“My dad was the hardest 
working person I’ve ever 
known in my life. It didn’t 
matter if he had to wake 
up at 3 a.m. in the morn-
ing and keep going until 
12 midnight, he just did 
whatever he had to do to 
get the job done. I learned 
how to do a whole lot of 
things from him, how to 
do all sorts of household 
repairs, fix broken wa-
ter pipes, dig out to fix a 
cracked foundation, work 
on an automobile in the 
garage. I think he was 
happiest when he was 
out working on the fam-
ily farm, disking a field or 
leveling out ground with a 
tractor. He taught us all to 
just be honest and put in 
a hard day’s work so you 
can live, so you can sur-
vive.”

Matthew Eshleman 
concurred.

“My dad did not want 
to go on vacation or take 
time off,” Matthew said. 
“He enjoyed his work 
and he led by example. 
I learned from him that 
when you enjoy what 
you’re doing, it’s not re-

ally work. He was happi-
est when he was working, 
when he was out plowing 
a field.”

Jeff told the Sentinel, 
“What sticks out for me 
about his role as an elected 
official is the pride he had 
for the City of Fontana. 
He was home grown, and 
he really saw that there 
are a whole lot of good 
things about this place. He 
had an idea of what was a 
good direction for the city, 
and even though he didn’t 
always get his way when 
he was on the council and 
was mayor, some of the 
time he was able to move 
the city forward, toward 
the goals he had in mind, 
the direction he thought 
it should go. He took a lot 
of pride in that. I think it 
was nice on his heart to 
be involved in that way. 
You could see it in his 
eyes when we would drive 
around the city.”

For him personally, 
Matthew Eshleman said, 
he holds his father’s politi-
cal involvement less dear 
than the time he spent 
with him far removed 
from civic activities.

“What I remember 
most fondly is watch-
ing my dad at the Orange 
Show Speedway in San 
Bernardino and racing 
with my brothers.”

Asked how his father 
should be remembered, 
Jeff Eshleman said, “To 
put it in a nutshell, for the 
people who didn’t know 
my dad, I think the easiest 
thing to say is he was the 
racing mayor of Southern 
California.”

-Mark Gutglueck

Eshleman: A Leg-
acy Of Hard Work  
And Economic Re-
covery In Fontana 
from page 6

estimating the number of 
miles that will be driven 
by those vehicles, they 
grossly underestimate the 
greenhouse gas emissions 
and other sort of noxious 
fumes that will be gener-
ated by those vehicles.”

The input from Ste-
phenson, Sarathy, Sick-
ing-Dieter and Nilsson 
is contained within the 
7,000 pages of the admin-
istrative record relating to 
the project that has been 
presented to the court by 
the plaintiffs.

The city, represent-
ed by Ginetta Lorraine 
Giovinco of the law firm 
Richards Watson & Ger-
shon, maintains that the 
Upland met all of the pro-

cedural requirements un-
der California law to ap-
prove the project and that 
the city council, which 
has the ultimate land use 
authority in the City of 
Upland, was acting en-
tirely within its lawful 
discretion to utilize a miti-
gated negative declaration 
as opposed to a full envi-
ronmental impact report 
to carry out the environ-
mental certification of the 
project.

Project proponents say 
that Upland Community 
First is standing in the 
way of progress, and that 
traditional brick and mor-
tar retail establishments 
are giving way to on-line 
sales operations such as 
Amazon. They say that 
Bridge Development was 
willing to offset the im-
pacts of the project at the 
time of approval by agree-

ing to put up $18 million 
in project impact fees, and 
has since more than dou-
bled that offer to upwards 
of $39 million. By not 
agreeing to drop its law-
suit against the project, 
they say, Upland Com-
munity First is risking the 
city not receiving more 
than $21 million in project 
impact offsets beyond the 
$17 million that Bridge 
Development agreed to in 
April 2020.

Those obstructing 
the project are a bunch 
of limp-wristed, quiche-
eating tree-huggers and 
environmental activists 
who would be content to 
prevent any further devel-
opment from taking place 
everywhere in California, 
those in favor of the proj-
ect say.

Eric Gavin, a Upland 

Hearing For Law-
suit Against Up-
land Set For June 
14  from page 5
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Project Opponents Are In The Way Of  Pro- 
gress, Project Supporters Say  from page 11

Town Will Not Be 
Permitted To Sub-
sume Water Com-
pany, Judge Rules   
from page 11

maintained the system ef-
fectively and efficiently. 
The town’s proposed ac-
quisition is not ‘required’ 
by public interest and ne-
cessity and would not be 
a ‘more necessary’ public 
use than the use to which 
Liberty’s property is ap-
propriated. The evidence 
has revealed no substan-
tial problems with the 
operation or maintenance 
of the Apple Valley water 
system.” This included, 
Judge Alvarez said, the 
“ability to meet or ex-
ceed critical conservation 
goals established by the 
State [of California].” 

The town engaged in a 
disingenuous/intellectual-
ly dishonest effort to dis-
credit Liberty, Judge Al-
varez indicated. Indeed, 
Alvarez determined, the 
irresponsibility that the 
town said Liberty had 
engaged in was in actual-
ity an irresponsible land 
use decision made by the 
town.

“The town argues that 
the two Desert Knolls 
tanks overlook numerous 
homes and ‘the results 
would be catastrophic’ if 
the tanks were to rupture,” 
Judge Alvarez wrote. “But 
the evidence showed that 
the tanks were there first: 
the Desert Knolls tanks 
were constructed in 1949 
and 1988, and most of the 
homes below the tanks 
were built after 1994.The 
town was incorporated in 
1988, meaning it was the 
town that approved the 
construction of most of 
the homes built below the 
tanks after 1994. Having 
approved the homes be-
low the tanks, the town’s 
speculative argument of a 
‘catastrophe’ if the tanks 
were to fail is entitled to 
little weight.”

The town’s witness, 
Close, was mistaken, 
disingenuous or outright 
purposefully misleading 
when he testified that Lib-
erty was in danger of be-
ing unable to meet maxi-
mum day demand and 
peak hour demand, Judge 
Alvarez opined.

“It appears Mr. Close’s 
analysis of system ca-
pacity and demand was 
flawed,” according to 
Judge Alvarez.

In actuality, Judge 
Alvarez found, it was 
the town that would be 
overwhelmed by and not 

be likely to meet the de-
mands of maintaining the 
water system at a level 
that would ensure ad-
equate provision of water 
service to the town’s resi-
dents.

Noting “The Apple 
Valley water system has 
470 miles of underground 
distribution and transmis-
sion mains, which are in 
constant need of mainte-
nance and replacement” 
and that the “majority 
of the capital assets in a 
water system consists of 
buried pipe, out of sight 
to customers but con-
stantly degrading,” Judge 
Alvarez stated, “There is 
a substantial risk that the 
town would fail to com-
mit the needed level of 
capital improvements and 
maintenance to the sys-
tem. While the town does 
not plan to change the 
level of investment, there 
is a substantial risk that it 
will not be able to match 
the capital expenditure 
level made under private 
ownership. The evidence 
demonstrated that own-
ers of nearby municipal-
ly-owned water systems 
have invested far less 
than Liberty in their sys-
tems. From 2012 to 2018, 
capital investment in the 
Apple Valley system was 
twice (202 percent) the 
system’s deprecation. In 
contrast, the nearby mu-
nicipally-owned systems 
(Victorville, Hesperia, 
Adelanto, and Helendale 
Community Service Dis-
trict) made capital invest-
ments of just 20 percent to 
48 percent of the systems’ 
depreciation. Again, the 
town itself has no track 
record of capital expendi-
ture levels on a water sys-
tem. But the town’s record 
with its own sewer system 
shows the same pattern of 
investment below the rate 
at which the assets are de-
preciating, like the water 
systems in neighboring 
communities. From 2011 
through 2018, the value 
of the town’s sewer capi-
tal assets, net of deprecia-
tion, dropped from $32.6 
million to $22.5 million.”

Judge Alvarez said 
concern with regard to 
“insufficient investment 
under town ownership is 
well-founded. If the town 
were to acquire the water 
system, there is a risk that 
its capital investments 
will not keep up with the 
system’s depreciation, 
similar to the perfor-
mance of the other nearby 
municipally-owned sys-
tems and the town’s own 
performance with its sew-

er system. Such under-in-
vestment would cause the 
system to degrade, to the 
detriment of the system 
and, ultimately, the detri-
ment of its customers.”

Moreover, according 
to Judge Alvarez, permit-
ting the town to take own-
ership of the water com-
pany would run the risk of 
having decisions pertain-
ing to the operation and 
maintenance of the water 
system and its assets be-
ing politically motivated 
rather than practical.

“Replacing system-
atic and skilled regulatory 
oversight by the Public 
Utilities Commission 
[PUC] with politically 
motivated control by the 
town council is not in the 
public interest,” Alvarez 
wrote. “As an investor-
owned utility, Liberty 
Apple Valley is subject 
to thorough regulation by 
the California Public Util-
ities Commission. If the 
town’s proposed project 
were to proceed, the water 
system would be overseen 
by the town council rather 
than the PUC. The parties 
both presented evidence 
regarding the comparative 
merits of PUC regulation 
and town council over-
sight. The court finds that 
Liberty met its burden of 
proving that the town’s 
plan to jettison PUC over-
sight and replace it with 
town council oversight is 
not ‘required’ by the pub-
lic interest and necessity 
and would not be a ‘more 
necessary’ public use. On 
the issue of oversight, the 
town is really objecting to 
existing California law. 
As a ‘Class A’ investor-
owned utility, Liberty is 
subject to thorough and 
extensive regulatory over-
sight by the PUC’s Public 
Advocates Office. The 
adversary process used to 
protect ratepayers and set 
water rates is a strength 
of the PUC rate-setting 
system, not a justification 
to take Liberty’s system, 
as the town has urged in 
this case. The loss of such 
an extensive and skilled 
system of oversight would 
not appear to be in the 
public interest. Control by 
the town council leaves 
the water system vulnera-
ble to political pressure to 
keep rates low, regardless 
of whether it is prudent in 
the short run or the long 
run. Town oversight is in-
clined toward short-term 
decision-making because 
town council members 
must run for reelection 
every few years. Natu-
rally, voters want to pay 

less for water service, not 
more; and town coun-
cil regulation is focused 
more on the short-term 
interest of voters than 
the long-term interest of 
water infrastructure. The 
pressure to keep rates low 
increases the likelihood 
that the water system’s 
buried capital assets will 
be run to failure, thereby 
creating risks to water 
reliability, water quality, 
and public safety.”

Judge Alvarez gave in-
dication that the town had 
underestimated by at least 
$30 million the price of 
acquiring the water sys-
tem.

Given the economies 
of scale that Liberty has 
in running a multitude of 
water companies, it will 
likely be able to deliver 
water to the residents and 
businesses of Apple Val-
ley at a lower cost than the 
town would if it acquires 
the water system, Judge 
Alvarez ruled.

“When properly ana-
lyzed, Liberty’s water 
rates compare favorably 
to water rates charged 
by nearby municipally-
owned water systems,” 
Judge Alvarez indicated.

In his conclusion, 
Judge Alvarez ruled “The 
court finds that Liberty, 
through evidence intro-
duced during the court’s 
bench trial, has rebutted 
the presumptions estab-
lished by eminent do-
main law for the taking 
of its property for use as 
a municipal water utility. 
In particular, Liberty has 
disproved that 1) the pub-
lic interest and necessity 
require the town’s proj-
ect; 2) the town’s project 
is planned in the manner 
that will be most compat-
ible with the greatest pub-
lic good and the least pri-
vate injury; and 3) the use 
for which the town seeks 
to take Liberty’s property 
is a more necessary public 
use than the use to which 
Liberty’s property is pres-
ently devoted. Therefore, 
Liberty’s objections to the 
town’s right to take the 
Apple Valley water sys-
tem are sustained. Finally, 
the court shall find for 
Liberty and shall dismiss 
this action.”

Unclear at this time 
is whether Liberty, as 
the prevailing party, will 
seek from Judge Alvarez 
a ruling that Apple Val-
ley pay for the legal fees 
the company sustained in 
the action. Nor is it clear 
whether Judge Alvarez 
will grant such a motion if 
it is made, what Liberty’s 

legal bill in defending 
against the eminent do-
main action was and what 
the town’s legal costs in 
pursuing the action have 
been. Town officials had 
not responded by press 
time to a Sentinel request 
for a tally of the town’s le-
gal expenses in its effort 
to force the seizure of the 
water company’s assets in 
the town through the con-
demnation process.

A poorly-informed 
estimate is that the legal 
cost on both sides ran 
from somewhere between 
$4 million to $6 million, 
that is, $2 million to $3 
million for the town and 
$2 million to $3 million 
for Liberty, beginning 
with preparation for the 
two resolutions of neces-
sity adopted by the town 
council in November 
2015.

The town is represent-
ed by the law firm of Best 
Best & Krieger. Notably, 
the ruling by Judge Alva-
rez was the second time in 
five years that Best Best & 
Krieger fell short in a mu-
nicipal eminent domain 
takeover effort targeting 
a water company. In No-
vember 2016, Los Ange-
les Superior Court Judge 
Judge Richard Fruin ruled 
against the City of Clare-
mont in its eminent do-
main suit aimed at seizing 
the Golden State Water 
Company’s water system 
that serves the City of 
Claremont. Best Best & 
Krieger was legal counsel 
to the City of Claremont 
in that case.

Leading Liberty’s le-
gal defense in the suit was 
real estate litigation attor-
ney George Soneff along 
with real estate litigation 
partners Ed Burg and Da-
vid Moran, and associate 
Lauren Fried of the Los 
Angeles-based law firm 
of Manatt, Phelps & Phil-
lips, LLP. It was Manatt, 
Phelps & Phillips which 
successfully represented 
the Golden State Water 
Company in its defense 
against Claremont’s take-
over effort, as well.

According to Manatt, 
Phelps & Phillips, “Evi-
dence at trial showed that 
the Town of Apple Valley 
expected to pay $100 mil-
lion for the water system 
if it prevailed, while Lib-
erty Utilities pegged the 

system’s value as high as 
$243.8 million. Central to 
the town’s claim was the 
presumption that munici-
pal ownership would lead 
to lower water rates and 
increased transparency.

“Ultimately, Judge Al-
varez concluded that Lib-
erty demonstrated Apple 
Valley residents would 
be better served if Lib-
erty continued to own and 
operate the system, and 
would be worse off if the 
town were to take owner-
ship of the system,” the 
Manatt, Phelps & Phillips 
statement continued. “In 
his decision, Judge Al-
varez looked to Liberty’s 
spotless water quality 
record in Apple Valley, 
its stellar employees and 
staff (who testified they 
did not want to work for 
the town), and record of 
financial stability and 
capital investments. The 
town’s lack of experience 
operating a water system 
and failure to show that 
water prices would indeed 
go down under municipal 
ownership also played a 
role in Judge Alvarez’s 
decision.”

Greg Sorensen, Lib-
erty’s West Region presi-
dent, said, “On behalf 
of our team of dedicated 
professionals who take 
great pride in providing 
safe water and reliable 
service in Apple Valley, 
we appreciate the judge’s 
tentative statement of 
decision that rejects the 
town’s attempt to take the 
water system by eminent 
domain. The ruling con-
firms that Liberty has op-
erated transparently and 
in the best interest of the 
community, and that the 
town’s lawsuit will be dis-
missed.”

Apple Valley Mayor 
Curt Emick said, “We are 
extremely disappointed in 
the court’s tentative deci-
sion. We hope the judge 
considers the town’s ar-
guments and issues his 
final ruling to support the 
town’s effort to acquire 
the system.”

A c c o m p a n y i n g 
Emick’s statement was 
one from the town leader-
ship that “If the decision 
against the town’s pro-
posed acquisition is made 
final, the town council 
will consider its options, 
including appeal.”

resident, said the project 
opponents were nothing 
more than a backward-

looking “angry say-no-to-
everything crowd.”

-Mark Gutglueck


