
The San Bernardino County

SentinelNews of Note 
from Around the 
Largest County 

in the Lower 
48 States

Friday, July 23, 2021   A Fortunado Publication in conjunction with Countywide News Service  10808 Foothill Blvd. Suite 160-446 Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730   (951)  567-1936

See P 2

See P 2

Late 

Couple Indicted 
For Pyrotechnic 
Ignition Of El
Dorado Fire

County Planning Commission OK 
With Bloomington Truck Terminal

Judge Finalizes Order For Amazon Warehouse
Environmental Certification Reexamination 

Valencia Ushers Ontario’s Leon And Wapner Into A Most Unlikely Rapprochement 

Despite Reports Of Warren Shakedown, Hunt Hired As Rutherford’s Office Honcho
See P 3 See P 5

See P 5

California Attorney General Sues Fontana To End Warehouse Oversaturation 

See P 3

PRSRT STD
ECRWSS
U.S.POSTAGE 
PAID
EDDM Retail

Final 
Edition

The California At-
torney General’s Office 
today took civil action 
against the City of Fon-
tana in an effort to stem 
the oversaturation of the 
217,237 population com-
munity with warehouses.

Targeted in the law-
suit filed by Califor-
nia Attorney General 
is the latest warehouse 
to be approved in the 
43.97-square mile city.

On April 20, 2021, 
the Fontana City Coun-
cil entrusted to that 

city’s planning commis-
sion land use authority 
to consider a proposal 
by Michael Weber and 
his Irvine-based com-
pany, Duke Realty, to 
consolidate seven par-
cels into a single parcel 
of approximately 8.61 
acres at the southwest 
corner of Slover Avenue 
and Oleander Avenue 
upon which a proposed 
205,949-square foot 
warehouse was to be 
built. The warehouse is 
intended to feature 22 

truck docks, 40 truck 
parking spaces, and 95 
standard parking spaces.

The planning com-
mission approved that 
project, signing off on 
the construction of the 
warehouse, its design 
review and its tentative 
parcel map, whereupon 
Elizabeth Sena, a Fon-
tana resident, appealed 
that project approval to 
the Fontana City Coun-
cil.

The city council heard 
that appeal on June 22.

Fontana's political 
leadership has embraced 
warehouse development 
as a means of economic 
development, to the point 
that Fontana’s mayor 
since 2010, Acquanetta 
Warren, is known by the 
sobriquet “Warehouse 
Warren.”

On June 22, Warren 
and her three allies on 
the council, John Rob-
erts, Phil Cothran, Jr. 
and Peter Garcia, were 
able to sidestep the op-
position that Sena raised, 

and the voices of pro-
test that joined with 
hers, consisting of Car-
los Tinoc, Tina Tinoc, 
Sunny Renteria, Julian 
Rambila, Julia Avina, 
Gabriela Mendez, Bri-
an Culdy, Rosa Culdy, 
Yolanda Rivera, Jasmine 
Cunningham, Veronica 
Perez, Eddie Lopez, Ben 
Vasquez, Paul Salazar, 
Debrah Seldon, Cynthia 
Gonzalez, Alejandra 
Collazo, Andrew Norie-
ga, Annelle Torres, Re-
becca Gonzalez 

A specially-called 
criminal grand jury 
looking into the actions 
of a couple who threw a 
so-called gender-reveal 
party last September at 
which a pyrotechnic de-
vice touched off a fire 
that raged out of control 
and thereafter killed a 
firefighter and scorched 
22,680 acres has indict-
ed the pair on a total of 
30 charges.

In the indictment un-
sealed on Tuesday, July 
20, Refugio Manuel 
Jimenez Jr. and Ange-
lina Renee Jimenez are 
charged with a single 
count of involuntary 
manslaughter, three fel-
ony counts of recklessly 
causing a fire resulting in 
great bodily injury, four 
felony counts of reck-
lessly causing a fire to 
inhabited structures and 
22 misdemeanor counts 
of Penal Code Section 
452, recklessly causing 
a fire to private property.

What became known 
as the El Dorado Fire 
was sparked September 
5, 2020 at approximate-
ly 10:23 a.m. when the 
pyrotechnic device the 
Jiminezes used, referred 
to as a “smoke cannon” 
intended to release either 
blue or pink smoke to re-
veal the gender of a baby 
Angelina Jimenez was 
carrying, lit dry grass 
beneath it. The couple 
had invited a number 
of friends and extended 
family members to the 
event at El Dorado Park 
in Yucaipa.

A surveillance video 
from a camera at the 
park depicts several peo-
ple, a number of them 
children, walking onto 
the grass at the edge of 
the park. An adult male 
is seen in the video light-
ing the device. Shortly 
thereafter, the dry grass 
and vegetation near the 
device is seen 

By Mark Gutglueck
Within the last year 

there has been a substan-
tial shift in the political 
center of gravity in On-
tario, which over the last 
three decades has been 
one of the most stable of 
San Bernardino Coun-
ty’s 24 municipalities in 
terms of governance.

Time will tell if Mayor 
Paul Leon’s reposition-
ing to align himself with 
his longstanding rival on 

the council, Alan Wap-
ner, and the two council 
members who have com-

posed Wapner’s ruling 
coalition for more than 
a decade will result in 
a radical rocking of the 
keel of the ship of state 
in the 193,594-popula-
tion city.

Whichever way things 
play out, the change is a 
remarkable one, perhaps 
heralding what will be, 
next year, the first se-
rious challenge to the 
mayor and the glacially 
evolving status quo in 

the city in more than a 
decade-and-a-half.

A key factor in On-

tario’s stability has been 
the fashion in which its 
ruling elite has endeav-
ored to make certain 
governance in the city is 
administered in as low 
of a profile as possible. 
Despite sometimes vi-
cious differences among 
the city council’s mem-
bers on other points, 
they have been in perfect 
consonance with one an-
other on keeping their 
squabbles out 

San Bernardino Supe-
rior Court Judge David 
Cohn has finalized his 
decision which upholds a 
crucial element of a chal-
lenge a citizens’ group 
made to the approval of 
a 201,096-square foot 
distribution facility for 
online retail sales behe-
moth Amazon near the 
western end of Upland 
just north of the Foothill 
Boulevard/Route 66 cor-

ridor.
On June 14, 2021 

Judge Cohn issued a 
tentative ruling granting 
a petition filed by Up-
land Community First 
for a writ of mandate 
against the City of Up-
land based on what that 
group contended were 
shortcomings in the en-
vironmental certification 
of the Amazon distribu-
tion center project, for 

which Bridge Develop-
ment Partners was given 
go-ahead last year. This 
week, on Monday, July 
19, Judge Cohn finalized 
that decision.

A writ of mandate is a 
court order to a govern-
ment agency to follow 
the law by correcting its 
prior actions or ceasing 
illegal acts.

On April 1, 2020, the 
Upland City 

Over substantial com-
munity opposition, the 
San Bernardino County 
Planning Commission 
on Thursday, July 22 
recommended that the 
county board of super-
visors give approval to 
a truck terminal project 
proposed by developers 
David Wiener and Scott 
Beard to be located at 
10746 Cedar Cedar Av-
enue in Bloomington.

The proposed devel-
opment is located on a 
9-acre parcel slightly 
north and across the 
street from a truck stop 
proposed by Nachhattar 
Chandi on the southeast 
corner of Cedar and San-
ta Ana avenues that was 
approved by the board of 
supervisors in April.

There were 14 Bloom-
ington residents who 
spoke before the 

Less than a month 
after reports surfaced 
that Fontana Mayor Ac-
quanetta Warren was 
shaken down by former 
City  Manager Ken Hunt 
for some $1.1 million, 
Warren’s one-time coun-
cil colleague, Second 
District San Bernardino 
County Supervisor Jan-
ice Rutherford, has of-
fered Hunt work for the 
next seventeen months 
as her chief of staff.

Hunt, who began with 
the City of Fontana as a 
municipal employee in 
1990 and was making a 
gradual rise up the chain 
of responsibility in that 
city, had the role of guid-
ing the city thrust on him 
in the aftermath of Greg 
Devereaux’s 1997 depar-
ture to become the city 
manager in Ontario. In 
1999 Hunt became the 
full-fledged city manag-
er in Fontana.

Fontana was beset 
with a series of finan-
cial challenges in the 
1980s and early 1990s, 
ones which had been re-
dressed by several rev-
enue enhancing arrange-
ments that Devereaux 
made while he was both 
Fontana’s housing and 
redevelopment director 
and city manager in the 
early and mid-1990s.

Hunt’s management 
of the city in large mea-

sure followed the pro-
gram Devereaux had 
designed, and the city 
experienced tremendous 
growth. In the years 
since, Fontana’s popula-
tion has reached 217,237, 
making it San Bernardi-
no County’s second larg-
est city, less than 1,000 
behind the county seat, 
San Bernardino.

Hunt was hailed as a 
competent city admin-
istrator, indeed one who 

was considered indis-
pensable to the efficient 
operation of City Hall, 
without whom effective 
and good governance 
in Fontana could not be 
attained. Among the 
elected community lead-
ers in Fontana during his 
tenure there was Janice 
Rutherford, who was 
elected to the city coun-
cil in 2000, and reelected 
in 2004 and 2008. In 
2010, Ruther-

Paul Leon Alan Wapner
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and Jose Valdez.
The council, in a 4-to-

1 vote, with Warren, 
Roberts, Cothran and 
Garcia prevailing and 
Councilman Jesse San-
doval dissenting, denied 
the appeal, upholding 
the planning commis-
sion’s decision to let We-
ber/Duke Realty proceed 
with the project.

In filing his lawsuit 
today against the City 

of Fontana, California 
Attorney General Rob 
Bonta challenged the 
approval of the Slover 
and Oleander warehouse 
project, noting the proj-
ect site shares a border 
with a public high school 
and that it is located in 
one of the most polluted 
areas in the state.

“Under the California 
Environmental Quality 
Act, the City of Fontana 
is required to imple-
ment all feasible mitiga-
tion measures to reduce 
harmful air pollution 
and other significant en-
vironmental impacts of 
the Slover and Olean-
der Warehouse project,” 
Bonta said.

In the lawsuit, Bonta 
argues that the city’s 
limited environmental 
review of the project and 
its failure to appropri-
ately analyze, disclose, 
and mitigate the project’s 
environmental impacts 
violates the California 
Environmental Quality 
Act.

“Plain and simple: Ev-
eryone has the right to 
breathe clean air where 
they live and where they 
work,” Bonta said. “As 
attorney general, I have a 
responsibility to enforce 
the state’s environmental 
laws, and as the people’s 
attorney, I am commit-
ted to standing up for 
communities who live at 

the intersection of pover-
ty and pollution. Fontana 
residents shouldn't have 
to choose between eco-
nomic development and 
clean air. They deserve 
both. Unfortunately, the 
City of Fontana cut cor-
ners when it approved 
the Slover and Olean-
der Warehouse Project. 
We’re going to court to-
day to compel the city to 
go back and take a hard 
look at the environmen-
tal impacts of this proj-
ect – and do all it can 
to mitigate the potential 
harms to local residents 
and workers – before 
moving forward."

Bonta continued, 
“The Slover and Olean-

der Warehouse Project 
will be constructed in a 
low-income south Fon-
tana neighborhood that 
suffers from some of the 
highest pollution levels 
in all of California. Over 
20 warehouses have al-
ready been built within 
a mile of the project 
site, in an area that en-
compasses two public 
high schools and serves 
as home to hundreds of 
Californians. Collec-
tively, these warehouses 
generate thousands of 
daily heavy-duty diesel 
truck trips. As a result, 
local residents and work-
ers suffer from some of 
the highest exposures 
statewide to fine particu-

late matter, which are 
inhalable microscopic 
particles that travel deep 
into human lungs and 
are linked to increased 
risk of premature death, 
cardiovascular disease, 
lung cancer, and asthma 
attacks. They are also 
heavily exposed to ozone 
and toxic chemicals that 
can cause a wide array of 
other concerning health 
problems.”

The warehouse will 
worsen conditions in the 
area, Bonta said, saying 
it “is expected to gener-
ate approximately 114 
daily truck trips and 
272 daily passenger car 
trips during the project’s 

Continued on Page 11

of the public eye, away 
from the headlines and 
out of the evening news 
broadcast from Los An-
geles.

For the most part, that 
strategy has worked for 
Ontario’s city leaders. 
With the latest political 
shift and the maneu-
vering by the now-lone 
isolated member of the 
council, Ruben Va-
lencia, who is casting 
about for the leverage he 
needs to assert himself 
as an equal among his 
colleagues and prevent 
himself from being con-
sumed by political irrel-
evancy, Ontario’s ethos 
of governmental secrecy 
is about be subject to an 
exposition that is likely 
to betray activity that 
will embarrassingly il-
lustrate what those offi-
cials have so ruthlessly 
been attempting to hide.

The central element 
in this sordid chapter is 
a nearly-eight-year-old 
event that the council, 
through the efforts of one 
of its previous members 
who has since become 
county district attorney, 
went to elaborate means 
nearly seven years ago 
to hide. The scandal of 
secrecy deepened with 
action by that branch of 
the city staff dedicated to 
preserving city records 
destroying last year the 

documentation relating 
to the events and actions 
in question.

Ontario is a city of 
paradox. As a munici-
pality, it is hands down 
the wealthiest of San 
Bernardino County’s 22 
cities and two incorpo-
rated towns in terms of 
its governmental fund-
ing. It boasts nearly two-
thirds of a billion dollars 
running through all of its 
various municipal funds, 
which is more than two 
thirds that of the San 
Bernardino County 
municipality in second 
place, Rancho Cucamon-
ga. It hosts the Ontario 
International Airport, 
the largest aerodrome 
in the county, as well as 
Ontario Mills, one of the 
largest shopping venues 
in the Inland Empire. 
And though the city has 
some upscale and very 
nice neighborhoods new 
and old in different parts 
of the 50-square mile 
city, it contains districts 
that rival those of the 
Third World in terms of 
squalor and substandard 
housing, whole neigh-
borhoods where upwards 
of twenty and as many as 
thirty people live in two-
, three- and four-bed-
room homes with one or 
two toilets originally de-
signed to house no more 
than a single family of 
four to eight. Trash, re-
fuse and debris is often 
dumped on streets, park-
ways or yards in those 
districts where industrial 
and residential proper-
ties are mixed side by 
side, and the eyesore 
of that openly exposed 

rubbish remains unre-
dressed for months or 
years. Though they have 
the financial means to do 
so, city officials do not 
have the will to deal ef-
fectively with those torn-
down neighborhoods to 
abate that blight.

There is another dis-
crepancy in Ontario, that 
which exists between the 
party affiliation of the 
city’s voters in general 
and its elected represen-
tatives on the city coun-
cil. Of Ontario’s 85,825 
registered voters, nearly 
half, 41,735 or 48.6 per-
cent are Democrats. 
Slightly more than one 
fifth of the city’s voters, 
19,085 or 22.2 percent, 
are Republicans. Repub-
licans are outnumbered, 
slightly, by those 19,182 
or 22.4 percent of regis-
tered voters in Ontario 
who express no party 
preference. The remain-
ing 7 percent of the city’s 
voters are affiliated with 
the Libertarian, Peace 
& Freedom, American 
Independent, Green or 
other more obscure par-
ties. Despite the Demo-
crats’ dominance of On-
tario in terms of voter 
registration, they have 
no representation on the 
city council. All five of 
the council members at 
present are identified, in 
one manner or another, 
as Republicans or sup-
porters of the Republi-
can Party.

Ontario officials, in 
particular their elected 
ones, want as little public 
scrutiny of their function 
and activity as possible. 
A major factor in the 

degree to which citizens 
can pay attention to what 
is going on locally and 
at City Hall is the pres-
ence of a newspaper. On-
tario, from the time of its 
founding in 1882 until 
late in the 20th Century 
was the center of politi-
cal, social and mercan-
tile existence on the west 
side of San Bernardino 
County. It was also the 
home of the Daily Re-
port, one of San Ber-
nardino County’s lead-
ing newspapers. In 1990, 
the Ontario Daily Report 
merged with the Pomona 
Progress Bulletin to be-
come the Daily Bulletin. 
Nearly a generation ago, 
the Daily Bulletin pulled 
up stakes and moved 
out of Ontario. That has 
left Ontario, along with 
adjoining Upland and 
Montclair, as the three 
cities in San Bernardino 
County currently with-
out a hometown news-
paper. Indeed, other 
much smaller cities and 
towns in San Bernardino 
County such as Needles, 
Big Bear, Grand Terrace, 
Loma Linda, Twenty-
nine Palms and Yucca 
Valley have newspapers 
which chronicle on a 
constant basis the ac-
tions of those commu-
nities’ governments and 
the comings and goings 
of its citizens and lead-
ers. This has given On-
tario’s politicians, if not 
an entirely free ride, the 
advantage of there being 
far less attention paid to 
their comportment than 
would be the case other-
wise.

Consequently, for 

nearly two decades the 
residents of Ontario have 
been deprived of a win-
dow on the dissension 
within the ranks of the 
Ontario City Council.

That dissension, 
which at certain points 
has boiled over into out-
right hostility, represents 
another paradox, as 
there has been, despite 
the sharp division of phi-
losophy and personality 
on the council, very little 
changeover in the panel’s 
membership, relatively,  
in comparison to other 
San Bernardino County 
cities, going back a gen-
eration. Since the year 
2000, a total of eleven 
individuals have served 
on the Ontario City 
Council, including in the 
post of mayor. Among 
the county’s 21 five-
member city or town 
councils, only neighbor-
ing Montclair has had 
fewer than eleven mem-
bers on its city council 
since 2000. In all oth-
ers cities and towns in 

San Bernardino County, 
council members moved 
onto and then off of the 
city or town council with 
greater, and in some cas-
es far greater, frequency 
than in Ontario. As a 
general rule, the more 
intense the dissension 
on a city council and the 
more spirited the debate, 
the greater the degree of 
changeover on the panel. 
Notably, Ontario might 
have had fewer than 
eleven council members 
in the past 21 years and 
could have displayed 
even more political sta-
bility had it not been 
for one of those council 
members, Jerry Dubois, 
dying in office, and an-
other, Mayor Gary Ovitt, 
being elected to a higher 
political position.

For that reason, the 
vituperation between 
Ontario’s council mem-
bers and their ability to 
keep it under wraps and 
outside the scrutiny of a 
significant portion of the 

California Attorney 
General Challeng-
ing Fontana Over 
Reflexive Accom-
modation Of Ware-
houses  from front 
page
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commission in opposi-
tion to the project and 
126 letters of concern or 
opposition to the truck 
terminal project received 
by the county’s land use 
services department pri-
or to the hearing.

Nevertheless, the 
planning commission 
entered a 3-to-1 decision 
to endorse the project, 
with Commissioner Ka-
reem Gongora dissent-
ing and Commissioner 
Raymond Allard recus-
ing himself.

Bloomington is a 
6.01-square mile unin-

corporated community 
with 25,482 residents, 
bounded by Rialto on its 
east and northeast sides, 
Fontana on its west and 
north west sides and the 
Riverside County line 
on its south side. Tradi-
tionally, Bloomington 
has been an agricultural 
community which has 
over the last 60 years 
transitioned into a heav-
ily used transportation 
corridor because of four 
major east west arterials 
that traverse it – Valley 
Blvd, Slover Avenue, Ju-
rupa Avenue and Santa 

Ana Avenue, all of which 
lead to or toward Ontario 
International Airport, as 
well as the I-10 Freeway 
and the Santa Fe/Burl-
ington Northern/Union 
Pacific rail line. The 
community is saturated 
with over one hundred il-
legal truck-related oper-
ations. Simultaneously, 
the county has been per-
mitting trucking-related 
operations and ware-
houses to be built within 
the community, while 
Fontana and Rialto have 
given approval to truck-
ing related concerns and 
warehouses at the pe-
riphery of Bloomington.

Thus, a significant 
segment of Bloomington 
residents find themselves 

in a struggle against lo-
cal government and ele-
ments within the com-
munity itself pushing 
toward reinventing the 
unincorporated town 
into a transit center. 
Those residents are at a 
distinct disadvantage, 
given their individual 
and collective lack of 
wherewithal in taking on 
more the sophisticated 
and more economically 
enabled entities with 
an financial incentive 
in seeing that transition 
take place.

Available demo-
graphic and financial 
information simultane-
ously paints Bloom-
ington residents, as a 
whole, as among the 

most impoverished and 
the least well-educated 
and sophisticated of San 
Bernardino County’s 
2.2 million residents. 
Roughly 81 percent of 
Bloomington’s popula-
tion is Hispanic or La-
tino, with 14.1 percent 
non-Hispanic Cauca-
sian, 2.7 percent Afri-
can American, 1.2 per-
cent Native American, 
and 1.4 percent Asian. 
The median household 
income in Blooming-
ton was $34,106 in 2018 
and the median fam-
ily income was $35,936. 
Single men living there 
had a median income of 
$30,680 versus $20,606 
for single woman. About 
19.8 percent of families 

and 25.3 percent of the 
population fall below 
the poverty line. Over 20 
percent of the population 
is not fluent in English.

Those Bloomington 
residents resisting the 
move toward construct-
ing more and more 
trucking-oriented devel-
opments in their midst 
are in need of a cham-
pion willing to carry 
that fight into the court 
system.

After the Chandi 
truck stop project was 
given approval by the 
board of supervisors in 
April, it so happened 
that the Colton Joint 
Unified School District 
did emerge to file suit 

A suspicious fire at 
Liberty Sculpture Park 
that apparently took 
place earlier today or 
late yesterday destroyed 
Weiming Chen’s latest 
artwork and political 
statement, CCP Virus.

In existence since 
2017, Liberty Sculpture 
Park in Yermo, some 11 
miles east of Barstow 
and visible from the 
northeast bound lanes 
south of the I-15 Free-
way, is home to artwork 
by Chen, who charac-
terizes himself as equal 
parts sculptor and free-

dom activist. The works 
Chen has established in 
the 36-acre compound 
in the Mojave Desert are 
intended to celebrate the 
human spirit in its long-
ing for freedom in the 
face of the oppression 
of tyranny, which in the 
modern world, accord-
ing to Chen, is represent-
ed by communism.

Chen was born in 
Hangzhou, China in 1970 
and now resides in both 
New Zealand and the 
United States. On June 
4 he unveiled CCP Virus 
[i.e., Chinese Commu-

nist Party Virus] and his 
other latest work, titled 
Victims of Communism. 
They joined other Chen 
pieces, including a bust 
of Chief Crazy Horse, 
the inside of the head-
dress for which bears the 
phrase, “Give me liberty 
or give me death”; a stat-
ue of Chinese activist Li 
Wangyang; Tank Man, 
which shows the still-un-
identified man with two 
shopping bags who stood 
down a tank on June 5, 
1989 during protests that 
took place in Tinianan-
men Square that year; 

64, which commemo-
rates the Tiniananmen 
Square protests, which, 
according to unverified 
reports contradicted by 
the Chinese Communist 
Government, ended in 
the massacre of some-
where between 200 and 
2,000 protesters; and 
the work Liberate Hong 
Kong.

Until it was destroyed, 
CCP Virus was a three 
dimensional depiction 
of a coronavirus cell 
melded into the head of 
a man’s head/skeleton. 
The intended statement 

was that COVID-19 is 
the product of a mili-
tary/governmental lab 
in Wuhan, China. Such 
suggestions, even in the 
United States, were for-
merly dismissed as anti-
Chinese propaganda, 
but the scientific com-
munity more recently 
has partially credited 
that account, suggesting 
the COVID-19 virus in-
volved genetic manipu-
lations of a naturally oc-
curring virus. Experts 
are divided on the pur-
pose of the alterations 
with most saying they 

were done to advance le-
gitimate research on how 
to combat the disease, 
while a minority believe 
there may have been a 
darker, more sinister in-
tent at play.

The Sentinel was no-
tified of what had oc-
curred just prior to press 
time, and has been un-
able to determine if the 
destruction of Weiming 
Chen’s political state-
ment was a misguided 
effort at a countervailing 
political statement.

The other sculptures 
at the park remain intact.

ford successfully vied 
for county supervisor 
in the Second District, 
and was subsequently 
reelected to that post in 
2014 and 2018. Another 
elected official was Ac-
quanetta Warren, who 
was appointed to the 
city council in 2002 and 
then elected to the coun-
cil in 2004 and reelected 
in 2008, whereafter, in 
2010, she successfully 
ran for mayor, and was 
reelected mayor twice, 
in 2014 and 2018. 

Rutherford and War-
ren developed a strong 
and positive working re-
lationship with Hunt. By 
2011, Hunt was the high-
est paid city manager in 
San Bernardino County. 
In 2016 he was the third 
highest paid city manag-

er in California. In 2018, 
he was the second high-
est paid city manager in 
California.

When Hunt’s rate of 
pay was cited or ques-
tioned, Fontana’s city 
council members and 
Mayor Warren forth-
rightly asserted that 
Hunt’s level of pay was 
more than justified, 
and that he was key to 
the continued financial 
health and managerial 
efficiency of the city. 
Paying him at that rate 
was not only a fair remu-
neration for the job he 
was doing, but insurance 
that he would remain in 
the post for the foresee-
able future, at least until 
his current contract was 
to expire in 2021, and 
hopefully, they said, for 

another five years be-
yond that.

In May 2019, how-
ever, Hunt confronted 
Warren about disturbing 
information he had come 
across indicating she was 
on the take, stemming 
from knowledge he had 
that city contracts she 
had voted to approve and 
which she had induced 
three of her council col-
leagues to approve had 
not gone to the lowest 
bidder. Instantaneously, 
Hunt was on the outs 
with Warren. To prevent 
him from going public, 
however, she arranged to 
have a separation agree-
ment with him drafted, 
signed by Hunt on July 
12, 2019, which arranged 
to have him leave at once 
but kept him on the city 
payroll until the end of 
January 2020, so that he 
would reach his 30-year 
milestone as a public 
employee. The pay he 
received during that six 

month period totaled 
$194,755. In addition, 
as part of the severance 
package, Hunt was pro-
vided with another year’s 
salary and benefits run-
ning through until Janu-
ary 2021 of $464,584.53 
along with a settlement 
stipend of $468,038.47,  
which totaled another 
$932,623. Thus, Hunt 
was paid $1,127,378 by 
Fontana after he quit 
working for the city.

Neither Warren nor 
the city made a disclo-
sure of the arrange-
ments made with Hunt. 
Warren’s account of 
what had transpired was 
amended several times. 
The settlement, she at 
one point said, was made 
by the city to accommo-
date his desire to leave, 
which implied his de-
parture was a voluntary 
one of his own choosing. 
The contract Hunt was 
working under before 
his departure, which ran 

through 2021, however, 
made clear that he would 
be provided no severance 
if he left of his own voli-
tion. When questioned 
why the city had then 
given Hunt what totaled 
to more than a $1.1 mil-
lion severance when the 
city had no contractual 
obligation to make such 
a payout, Warren evaded 
the question.

The separation agree-
ment contains a clause 
prohibiting Hunt from 
saying anything about 
the reason for his de-
parture other than that it 
was an “amicable” one.

Next Tuesday, July 
27, the board of supervi-
sors is set to consider an 
item brought before it by 
Supervisor Rutherford 
which calls for the board 
to “Approve [a] new em-
ployment contract with 
Kenneth Hunt to provide 
support services to the 
Second District Super-
visor as chief of staff, 

effective July 31, 2021, 
for an estimated annual 
cost of $252,465 (sal-
ary - $156,125, benefits 
- $96,340).”

The report for the item 
states “Staff services to 
members of the board of 
supervisors are provided 
through contractual ar-
rangement, as required 
by the county charter. 
The recommended em-
ployment contract would 
engage Kenneth Hunt to 
provide support services 
to the Second District 
supervisor as chief of 
staff, effective July 31, 
2021. Either party may 
terminate the contract at 
any time without cause 
with a 14-day prior writ-
ten notice to the other 
party. The contract may 
be terminated for just 
cause immediately by 
the county.”

Hunt is being brought 
in to replace her most 

Continued on Page 11
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public is all the more re-
markable.

Since shortly after the 
turn of the Third Millen-
nium, Ontario has had 
an unbroken tradition of 
having at least one vo-
cal and hard-hitting dis-
sident within its ranks. 
In 2000 Debbie Acker 

was elected to the coun-
cil. Initially, while ac-
climating herself, Acker 
voted, for the most part, 
along with her four col-
leagues, Ovitt as mayor 
and councilmen Paul 
Leon, Alan Wapner and 
Jerry Dubois. That hon-
eymoon did not last long, 
and in time Acker began 
to question the motives 
for some city actions and 
council votes, and she 
grew skeptical about the 
relationships between 
some or all of her col-
leagues and certain busi-
ness interests with ap-
plications for projects in 
the city or for contracts 
at City Hall. Her input 
and protests at first were 
duly noted. Still, her 
single vote against the 
other four with regard 
to items she felt strongly 
enough to take a stand 
on did not provide the 
requisite political mus-
cle to make a difference 
in the outcome of those 
votes. In 2002, in the 
midst of her first term on 
the city council, Acker 
unsuccessfully chal-
lenged Ovitt for mayor. 
As a councilwoman, she 
was rarely able to find 
a second from her col-
leagues on any motions 
for action or initiatives 
she proposed. The coun-
cil consistently voted as 
a block against her on 
any items brought before 
the council wherein she 
questioned staff recom-
mendations. She grew 

point by Leon, Anderson 
and Mautz. Wapner and 
Leon had begun on the 
Ontario City Council in 
1998, with Wapner hav-
ing captured his council 
seat through that year’s 
election, and Leon hav-
ing been appointed to re-
place Ovitt on the coun-
cil following his election 
that year as mayor. Wap-
ner coveted the mayoral 
position. He believed his 
having been originally 
brought onto the coun-
cil as a consequence of 
the city’s residents hav-

ing chosen to place him 
thereon with their votes 
qualified him for the po-
sition of mayor whereas 
Leon’s appointment to 
the council without hav-
ing earned his victory 
through a tooth-and-
nail battle at the polls 
rendered his having 
obtained the honorific 
of mayor undeserved. 
Moreover, Wapner out-
right believed his vision 
for Ontario was superior 
to that of Leon’s. Never-
theless, with 67 percent 
of Ontario’s population 
being Latino at that time, 
Wapner recognized that 
in a head-to-head contest 
with Leon for that office, 
he was at a disadvantage 
because the city’s demo-
graphics heavily favored 
the incumbent.

All was not doom 
and gloom for Wapner, 
however. Bowman, his 
ally, was a formidable 
political figure in his 
own right. In addition 
to having been Ontario’s 
fire chief, he had been 
elected to the Ontario 
City Council in 1986 to 
a two-year term. Bow-
man left the council for 
two years between 1988 
and 1990 but was elected 
in 1990 and reelected in 
1994, and then did not 
seek reelection in 1998 
so he could become On-
tario Fire Chief. Serving 
as fire chief until 2005, 
Bowman retired, but 
shortly thereafter took 
on a temporary assign-

or archive of past meet-
ings and events that had 
been captured on video 
so that the public could 
watch and witness at 
their leisure the action 
of their elected officials. 
Ontario remained rooted 
in the previous century, 
giving their citizens no 
such glimpse into what 
they were doing on a bi-
weekly basis. With just 
a handful of exceptions, 
other cities in the county 
were light years ahead 
of Ontario, the most 
economically-enabled 

In league with Bow-
man and Dorst-Porada, 
Wapner was able prevent 
any initiatives that Leon 
championed as mayor 
which made their way 
in front of the council 
from achieving fruition, 
and he used his vote and 
those of the two he con-
trolled to vote virtually 
anything that originated 
with Leon down, rob-
bing the mayor of his 
ability to claim effective-
ness as a political leader.

At that time, members 
of the city council were 
given modest $800 per 
month stipends for their 
service on the council. 
The mayor, as the city’s 
representative and am-
bassador who was con-
stantly attending ground-
breakings and ribbon 
cuttings, was provided 
with another $50,000 
per year emolument. In 
2009, Wapner, Bowman 
and Dorst-Porada voted 
to rescind that.

When that did not con-
vince Leon to toss in the 
towel, Wapner and Bow-
man played dirty, hiring 
an attorney, Loredana 
Nesci, who came before 
the city council and ap-
peared elsewhere alleg-
ing, Leon, a pastor with 
Hope Chapel in Ontario, 
was a morally bankrupt 
hypocrite, while at-
tempting to convince his 
congregation to oust him 
as their spiritual leader.

It so happened that 
Leon’s term as mayor 
corresponded with both 
Wapner’s and Bowmans’ 
terms as councilmen. 
Thus, in 2006, all three 
were on the ballot, as 
they were in 2010, again 
in 2014, as well as in 
2018. They are on track 
to go before the voters 
again next year, in 2022. 
Interestingly, every four 
years, as their respective 
election seasons were 
approaching, a truce be-
tween Leon and his two 
rivals would be called, 
and for the purposes of 
their separate reelec-
tion efforts, each would 
celebrate the accom-
plishment of the council 
“team” they were all a 
part of. They would go 
so far as to appear to-
gether for photo oppor-
tunities on the grounds 
of Ontario City Hall with 
the media present, look-
ing for all the world like 

steadily more strident in 
reaction, which in turn 
provoked her council 
colleagues. The contre-
temps escalated to the 
point that what was go-
ing on between Acker, 
on one side, and Ovitt, 
Leon, Wapner and Du-
bois on the other had be-
come the most celebrat-
ed political struggle in 
San Bernardino County. 
At one point, the council 
voted to censure her. In 
2004, she elected not to 
seek reelection.

In the 2004 city coun-
cil election, Leon was 
reelected to the council 
and a newcomer, Jason 
Anderson, was elected to 
come in and replace Ack-
er. Also in the November 
2004 election, Ovitt had 
captured the position of 
Fourth District San Ber-
nardino County supervi-
sor, which necessitated 
that he surrender the 
mayor’s gavel to move 
into that post. A spe-
cial election for mayor 
was held in June 2005, 
in which Leon emerged 
victorious over former 
City Councilman/for-
mer City Attorney Sam 
Crowe. Planning Com-
missioner Sheila Mautz 
was appointed to fill the 
gap on the council cre-
ated by Leon’s move into 
the mayoral position. In 
relatively short order, 
Leon, Anderson and 
Mautz coalesced into a 
ruling coalition on the 
council, one that was not 
too heavily pronounced, 
but evident nonetheless. 
In 2006, Dubois suc-
cumbed to a rare genetic 
disorder.

In November 2006, 
Leon was reelected may-
or, Wapner was reelected 
to the council and Jim 
Bowman, a former city 
councilman as well as 
a former Ontario fire 
chief, successfully vied 
for election, in essence 
replacing Dubois on the 
council.

Shortly thereafter, 
the political lines on the 
council hardened. Wap-
ner, a former Ontario 
Police Department de-
tective who acceded to 
the position of sergeant 
before taking a disabil-
ity retirement at the age 
of 40, formed a natural 
alliance with Bowman. 
Nevertheless, they were 
politically outgunned 
on the council at that 

ment as Upland’s fire 
chief. Fully retired when 
he successfully sought 
election in 2006, he was 
thereafter able to devout 
time and energy to poli-
tics.

In 2008, both Mautz 
and Anderson were 
up for election. Debra 
Dorst-Porada, a regis-
tered nurse who had vied 
for the city council un-
successfully in 1998 and 
2004, entered the race. 
Bowman lent her sup-
port and direction, and 
persuaded Wapner to do 
the same. In November 
of that year Mautz was 
elected but Anderson 
was defeated, losing to 
Dorst-Porada.

Virtually overnight, 
Leon was no longer in 
control of the council or 
the city. Wapner, with 
the support of Bowman, 
who had the complete 
loyalty of Dorst-Porada, 
assumed the cat bird 
seat.

All members of the 
council had drawn a les-
son from the Acker chap-
ter of the city’s history. 
Subjecting the council 
to sustained negative 
publicity, both Leon and 
Wapner, had concluded, 
was in neither of their 
interest. They recog-
nized that there were 
some battles royal ahead 
where they would both 
be figuratively seeking 
to scratch each others 
eyes out and choke one 
another to death, but 
knew just the same that 
such a spectacle could 
create a circumstance 
where both would lose 
and end up on the out-
side looking in. Accord-
ingly, efforts were made 
to keep attention to their 
mortal political battle to 
a minimum.

At that point, more 
and more cities through-
out the United States, 
California and San Ber-
nardino County were 
taking advantage of the 
opportunity for govern-
ment transparency the 
revolution in digital tech-
nology afforded them. 
They began broadcasting 
videos of governmental 
activity such as council 
meetings, planning com-
mission meetings and 
town halls into the living 
rooms of those city resi-
dents willing to tune in, 
and many mounted on 
their websites a catalog 

Debra Dorst-PoradaJim Bowman
city in San Bernardino 
County, in using post 
modern means of tech-
nology and communica-
tion to keep the Ontario 
City Council’s constitu-
ents informed. It would 
not be for several more 
years before Ontario’s 
elected officials, reluc-
tantly, accepted the in-
evitable and consented 
to allowing a permanent 
record of the council 
meetings to be memori-
alized in video form, and 
then had those videos 
archived and available 
for viewing on the city’s 
website. Even though 
the city has now made 
viewing its meetings on 
its website possible, it 
restricts its archives of 
the council videos going 
back to cover a period 
of no more than eight 
months, making it im-
possible for residents to 
research council public 
discussions or view the 
council’s actions prior to 
that.

Upon Dorst-Porada 
taking her position on 
the council in December 
2008 and the establish-
ment of Alan Wapner 
as the de facto leader of 
the council, there ensued 
some vicious infighting.

If he were to become 
mayor, Wapner calcu-
lated, he would need to 
either put a good sized 
hole beneath Leon’s 
waterline or otherwise 
erode his willingness to 
stay in office.
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to ignite, and the video 
shows individuals scur-
rying in a futile effort at 
dousing the flames with 
water from water bottles. 
At the time the fire ini-
tiated, the temperature 
in Yucaipa had already 
reached 90 degrees, and 
would attain 110 later 
that afternoon.

The fire spread from 
the park to the north 
onto Yucaipa Ridge 
that separates Mountain 
Home Village and For-
est Falls from the City of 
Yucaipa. After initially 
burning northward early 
on September 5, the fire 
circled back as it was 
pushed by inconsistent-
ly-directed winds, first 
pushing east, then north-

ward, taking at one point 
a substantial westwardly 
shift on the evening of 
Saturday, September 5, 
and on Sunday, Septem-
ber 6 moving south. The 
fire thus spread in four 
different directions.

Over 23 days, the 
fire consumed 22,680 
acres in the Oak Glen/
Yucaipa Ridge area and 
within the San Gorgo-
nio Wilderness Area of 
the San Bernardino Na-
tional Forest. Firefight-
ing efforts, directed from 
from a command post 
established at Yucaipa 
Regional Park and in-
volving 1,351 personnel, 
did manage to prevent 
the fire from moving 
into populated areas. As 
such, the conflagration 
raged into the area’s 
rustic canyons and, ul-
timately, the heavily 
wooded National Forest. 
Twenty mostly isolated 
structures, five of them 
homes, were burnt to the 
ground. Another four 

residences were signifi-
cantly damaged.

On the twelfth day 
of the effort to control 
the fire, September 17, 
Charles Morton, a spe-
cialized “hot shot” fire 
suppression team com-
mander with 14 years ex-
perience as a firefighter, 
was killed.

Hot shot crews are 
highly mobile and spe-
cially-skilled hand crews 
intended to be flexible 
with the migration of 
a fire, and are trained, 
conditioned, equipped 
and qualified to be uti-
lized in combating wild-
land fires. Hotshots are 
often employed in using 
shovels and other tools 
in seeking to reroute the 
direction of a fire’s pro-
gression, often on very 
difficult terrain at loca-
tions remote from the 
main body of firefight-
ers in a given area. The 
crews function without 
water or hoses. At some-
time around 10 p.m. in 

the evening of Septem-
ber 17, while he was with 
others “engaged in fire 
suppression operations,” 
a windshift resulted 
in flames overrunning 
Morton.

Another 13 firefight-
ers were injured through-
out the El Dorado Fire 
ordeal.

The fire, which re-
quired 60 miles of fire 
lines to suppress and 
ranged from a minimum 
elevation of 3,030 feet to 
a maximum of 10,640 
feet, forced the evacua-
tions of Oak Glen, north 
Yucaipa, Mountain 
Home Village, Forest 
Falls, and Angelus Oaks.

The firefighting effort 
was manpower intensive 
and extremely costly. 
The 1,351 firefighters 
involved included those 
functioning under two 
interagency incident 
management teams ro-
tated into place through-
out the operation, those 
being California Inter-

agency Management 
Team 11, supervised 
by Commander Chris 
Fogle, and California In-
teragency Management 
Team 13, led by Inci-
dent Commander Mike 
Wakoski. There were 
17 hand crews working 
the fire lines, 177 fire 
engines, 20 water ten-
ders, 17 bulldozers, and 
10 helicopters. Numer-
ous fixed-wing tankers 
were brought to bear in 
the effort, including a 
DC-10, which engaged 
in aerial fire-retardant 
drops. Three Canadian 
Fire Bosses and a single-
engine air tanker water 
scooper, operating from 
a base at Big Bear Air-
port & Lake, were also 
used for the first time in 
Southern California in 
the effort against the El 
Dorado conflagration.

The fire was not con-
sidered maintained until 
September 29.

The indictments of 
Refugio Manuel Jimenez 

Jr. and Angelina Renee 
Jimenez were handed 
down after the grand 
jury heard from 34 wit-
nesses during four days 
of testimony and re-
viewed 434 exhibits.

On July 20, both Refu-
gio Jimenez or Angelina 
Jimenez, who were not in 
custody, were arraigned 
in the courtroom of Su-
perior Court Judge Co-
lin Bilash. Both entered 
not guilty pleas. They 
are being prosecuted by 
Deputy District Attor-
neys Lisa Crane and Jill 
Gregory.

Refugio Jimenez is 
being represented by Mi-
chael Scafiddi.

Angelina Jimenez is 
being represented by 
Steven Mitchell.

Both defendants 
agreed to extend their 
preliminary hearing date 
to November 16.

-Mark Gutglueck

Council, over the pro-
tests of 22 residents 
who went on record as 
being opposed to the 
warehouse during a re-
motely held city coun-
cil meeting to consider 
the project, gave 4-to-
1 approval of Bridge’s 
request to construct a 
single 201,096-square 
foot facility involving 25 
dock high loading bays 
for 18-wheeler trucks, 
another 32 bays for de-
livery vans and trucks, 
along with 1,438 parking 
spaces around the build-
ing. The facility was 
slated for a 50-acre site 
in Upland north of Foot-
hill Boulevard slightly 
east of Central Avenue 
and south of Cable Air-
port.

From the outset, the 
project was steeped in 
controversy. It was origi-
nally previewed to the 
community by Bridge’s 
corporate representa-
tives in June 2019 as 
three buildings compris-
ing 977,000 square feet.

Over the next several 
months, as objections 

to the scope of the pro-
posal manifested, the 
tentative site plan was 
modified several times 
until in October 2019, a 
revamped conception of 
the project was present-
ed, one that was reduced 
to a single structure of 
276,250 square feet. 
When the environmen-
tal review documenta-
tion for the project was 
posted on December 16, 
2019, it came in the form 
of a negative mitigated 
declaration. In that doc-
umentation, the project 
was shown as a having 
been reduced once more 
to a 201,096-square-foot 
distribution center, with 
1,438 parking spaces 
contained on the project 
grounds.

The city allowed the 
project to proceed to-
ward approval without 
being subject to a com-
prehensive environmen-
tal impact report, which 
many Upland residents 
believed should have 
been carried out for a 
project of such size, in-
tensity and complexity. 
Rather, the city elected 
to use a mitigated nega-
tive declaration to com-
plete the environmental 
review process.

An environmental im-
pact report is an involved 
study of the project site, 
the project proposal, the 

potential and actual im-
pacts the project will 
have on the site and sur-
rounding area in terms 
of all conceivable issues, 
including land use, water 
use, air quality, potential 
contamination, noise, 
traffic, and biological 
and cultural resources. 
It specifies in detail 
what measures can, will 
and must be carried out 
to offset those impacts. 
A mitigated negative 
declaration is a far less 
exacting size-up of the 
impacts of a project, 
by which the panel en-
trusted with the city’s 
ultimate land use author-
ity, in this case the city 
council, issues a decla-
ration that all adverse 
environmental impacts 
from the project will be 
mitigated, or offset, by 
the conditions of approv-
al of the project imposed 
upon the developer.

A cross section of the 
city’s residents disputed 
the city council’s dec-
laration that all impacts 
from the project had been 
adequately mitigated, 
based both on the mag-
nitude of the project and 
the consideration that 
the city council lacked 
land use and environ-
mental expertise. There 
were questions as well 
as to whether the zoning 
at the project site would 

allow a distribution fa-
cility to be established 
there. Moreover, many 
people found it highly 
disturbing that Bridge 
Development Partners 
consistently refused to 
officially acknowledge 
that Amazon was to be 
the eventual tenant at the 
warehouse for the initial 
50-year life of the com-
pleted project. Bridge/
Amazon has an option 
to renew the lease on the 
property for another 50-
year period, potentially 
making the project an 
issue in the city for the 
next century. Suspicion 
remained that the project 
would be subject to sub-
stantial expansion, with-
out any further environ-
mental analysis, perhaps 
to as large as the 977,000 
square feet originally 
proposed, since 1,438 
parking spaces is far in 
excess of what would 
normally be needed for 
a 201,096-square foot 
warehouse. Another ma-
jor concern was that the 
project proposal offered 
no provision for offset-
ting the sales tax reve-
nue loss that would come 
about as a consequence 
of Amazon’s on-line op-
erational model, nor did 
it remunerate the city 
for infrastructure dam-
age that would inevita-
bly occur over a 50-year 

or potentially a 100-year 
period if the project were 
to proceed.

On February 12, 2020, 
the Upland Planning 
Commission voted 3-to-
2 to recommend that the 
city council not approve 
project. Two weeks later, 
on February 26, 2020, 
the commission met 
again, and in a move un-
precedented in Upland’s 
history, reversed itself, 
voting 4-to-2 to recom-
mend that the city coun-
cil approve the project, 
with two of the members 
who had voted against 
the project on February 
12, Linden Brouse and 
Gary Schwary, changing 
their votes.

On April 1, 2020, the 
Upland City Council by 
a 4-to-1 vote approved 
the project, in doing so 
accepting a $17 million 
development agreement 
offered by Bridge Devel-
opment Partners. That 
approval included the 
council’s mitigated nega-
tive declaration rather 
than an in-depth envi-
ronmental impact report.

Thereafter, a contin-
gent of Upland citizens 
banded together, tak-
ing on the name Up-
land Community First. 
The group’s members 
retained attorney Cory 
Briggs, who then filed 
a petition for a writ of 

mandate, seeking from 
the court an order that 
the city revisit the en-
vironmental review 
process for the project, 
make a determination 
that the mitigated nega-
tive declaration was in-
adequate and require 
that a full-blown envi-
ronmental impact report 
for the project be carried 
out before the project is 
allowed to proceed.

As a consequence of 
the Upland Community 
First legal filing, any ac-
tion toward the comple-
tion of the project, in-
cluding site grading, was 
suspended.

In the meantime, 
Bridge Development 
Partners seemingly re-
cruited Bill Velto, who 
voted in April 2020 as a 
member of the city coun-
cil to approve the project 
and who in November 
2020 was elected Up-
land mayor, to serve as 
its agent in approach-
ing members of Upland 
Community First in an 
effort to get that group 
to end its challenge of 
the project approval. To 
that end, Velto indicated 
via text messages that 
Bridge Development 
Partners had expressed a 
willingness to more than 
double the $17 million in 
project impact offsets the 
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proud brothers in mu-
nicipal governance. The 
sniping between them 
would be suspended for 
three to four months. 
Each time, in 2010, in 
2014 and 2018, all three 
were re-elected, shutting 
out their challengers.

The troika – Leon, 
Wapner and Bowman – 
is virtually assured of 
staying in office, so com-
manding has the fund-
raising advantage each 
of them has over any who 
would challenge them. 
By 2014, both Leon and 
Wapner had over a quar-
ter of a million dollars 
in their campaign war 
chests. Bowman’s edge 
wasn’t quite as impres-
sive, with his election-
eering fund totaling just 
over $225,000.

Though Wapner was 
convinced that his right-
ful position was that of 
mayor and it was Leon 
who should be coun-
cilman if he was to be 
on the council at all, 
Wapner was never bold 
enough to challenge 
Leon for Ontario’s may-
oralty, since to do so he 
would need to forsake 
running for city council, 
and he simply could not 
risk giving up his sure 
hold on the council spot 
he occupies to get into a 
race where Leon would 
be able to bring his His-
panic heritage to bear in 
an appeal to the city’s 
overwhelmingly Latino 
electorate.

Shortly after the elec-
tions in which they were 
involved had run their 
course, Leon would once 
again take up his posi-
tion as mayor on a coun-
cil which was composed 
of a majority of members 
at odds with his ideal 
self-identity as the leader 
of Ontario.

In the 2012 election, 
both Councilwoman 
Sheila Mautz, Leon’s 
last remaining ally on 
the council, and Coun-
cilwoman Dorst-Porada, 
who through her firm 
and fast alignment with 
Bowman had provided 
Wapner with his hold on 

the council and the city 
over the previous four 
years, stood for reelec-
tion. Dorst-Porada, who 
is one of the wealthi-
est council members in 
all of San Bernardino 
County and has no is-
sue with using her per-
sonal financial reach and 
power of incumbency 
to maintain her hold on 
the council position she 
possesses, won handily. 
Mautz, however, lost. 
Replacing her was Paul 

readily available, Avila 
ran, unsuccessfully, for 
a position on the Ontario 
City Council in 1996, 
1998, 2000, 2002, 2004, 
2006 and 2008. In ad-
dition, Avilla in 2000 
ran in the open primary 
race for Assembly in the 
61st District. In the 2002 
Primary race, he ran for 
Fourth District County 
Supervisor. In 2006 and 
2008, he again vied for 
the Democratic nomina-
tion in the 61st Assembly 
District.

Avila claimed that 
when he was a soldier 
in Viet Nam, one of his 
comrades in arms, who 
lay mortally wounded by 
the enemy, in what was 
virtually his last breath 
got Avila to promise him 
that if he survived the 
war, he would exercise 
his rights as a citizen and 
run for political office 
every chance he had.

After more than three 
decades of doing just 
that, Avila, with only 
blind determination and 
perseverance, had gar-
nered a good number 
of campaign signs and 
considerable name rec-
ognition among voters. 
In 2005, he hit pay dirt 
at last, when he ran suc-
cessfully for a position 
on the Ontario-Montclair 
School District Board. 
Five years later, after the 
district had changed its 
elections from odd- to 
even-number years, he 
was reelected.

Two years later, Avila, 
cresting on the name rec-
ognition he had garnered 
from being a perpetual 
candidate and his status 
as an incumbent school 
board member, ran for 
city council, challenging, 
along with six others, the 
two incumbents, Sheila 
Mautz and Debra Dorst-
Porada. Avila finished 
behind Dorst-Porada but 
well ahead of Mautz for 
second place and a berth 
on the council.

Leon, bereft of his 
erstwhile ally Mautz, 
mulled forming a new 
alliance with Avila, con-
sidering all contingen-
cies, including the possi-
bility that either Wapner 
or Bowman or Dorst-
Porada for some reason, 
potentially including 
appointment to another 
office, might vacate the 
council, and by forming 
an alignment with his or 

her successor and Avila, 
he might recapture con-
trol of the council. In a 
very short time, how-
ever, it became obvious 
that Avila was mentally 
unstable. This became 
apparent when, as the 
time for his being sworn 
in to take his place on the 
council approached, he 
declared himself unwill-
ing to resign his position 
on the Ontario-Montclair 
School Board to assume 
his council position. Le-
gal authorities, including 
the Ontario city attorney 
and the general counsel 
to the district, held that 
the two offices were in-
compatible. Still, Avila 
maintained that he had 
been elected to both and 
was therefore entitled to 
remain in office until the 
terms for each expired. 
He was the victim of a 
conspiracy of his en-
emies who were seeking 
to deny him what he was 
due, he said. At the last 
minute, Avila relented 
and resigned from the 
school board to take on 
the more prestigious city 
council post.

In many ways well-
intentioned and honest, 
Avila instinctively found 
himself at odds with his 
council colleagues, who 
long before had come to 
an accommodation with 
the pay-to-play ethos 
of local politics in San 
Bernardino County, by 
which elected officehold-
ers are the recipients of 
substantial political con-
tributions from individu-
als and companies with 
much at stake in the de-
cisions those politicians 
make, and in return those 
politicians vote to ap-
prove their donors’ proj-
ects, contracts or fran-
chises. Those politicians 
use the money donated 
to them to stay in office 
and continue to scratch 
the backs of those who 
have scratched theirs, 
and so it continues. 
Avila sensed that there 
was something wrong 
in the way the Ontario 
City Council was con-
ducting business, but he 
did not have the sophis-
tication or intelligence 
to effectively counter it. 
Moreover, beyond being 
impolitic, he proved to 
be impolite and crude, 
as well as utterly lacking 
tact. He pelted Dorst-Po-
rada with risqué and sex-

ist remarks, sent her pho-
tos of himself shirtless, 
and when she rejected 
his advances, denied 
ever having done so, in-
sisting Dorst-Porada was 
not physically attractive 
enough to have drawn 
his attention. Wapner 
gallantly flew to her de-
fense, challenging and 
upbraiding Avila.

Whatever benefit 
might exist in forming an 
alliance with Avila, Leon 
soon recognized, would 
be more than offset by 
the liabilities of such an 
association. Resignedly, 
Leon lived with the sta-
tus quo, consigned to be-
ing politically hemmed 
in on the council where 
he was mayor, and hoped 
for the best.

For a time, Wapner’s 
enmity toward Leon was 
diverted to Avila.

Avila began refer-
ring to Wapner by a so-
briquet he had himself 
coined, “Old Camel 
Gut.” Misreading the 
actual dynamic that ex-
isted between Leon and 
Wapner, Avila came to 
refer to Leon as being 
Wapner’s “Puppet.” The 
hostility that had de-
veloped between Avila 
and the rest of the coun-
cil festered, fanned by 
Wapner’s domineering 
nature and Avila’s men-
tal illness, rendering the 
council meetings, on oc-
casion, into nonproduc-
tive circuses, such that 
Leon, Wapner, Bowman 
and Dorst-Porada were 
grateful there were no 
permanent video record-
ings of the meetings.

It was nearly half way 
through Avila’s term in 
office that events trans-
pired which are now res-
urrecting themselves to 
demonstrate the degree 
to which Ontario city 
government has been 
manipulated to the bene-
fit of the governors at the 
expense of the governed.

The 2014 election sea-
son was under way in 
July of that year, with 
Avila and another in-
veterate campaigner, 
Rudy Favilla, challeng-
ing Leon for the mayor’s 
post, and three chal-
lengers running against 
Wapner and Bowman. 
Ruben Valencia, an On-
tario resident who had 
already demonstrated 
political ambition by 
running, unsuccessfully, 

for a position on the city 
council in 2012, was one 
of the three challeng-
ers in the council race. 
His strategy was to take 
on Wapner directly and 
aggressively, matching 
in every respect that he 
could Wapner’s equally 
aggressive personality. 
Such might have been 
anticipated; both were 
law enforcement profes-
sionals who aspire to em-
body the aspect of com-

Vincent Avila, who since 
the 1970s had been seek-
ing political office. Avila 
had proven to be one of 
the most persistent po-
litical candidates in San 
Bernardino County his-
tory.

Beginning in the 
1970s, throughout the 
1980s, into the 1990s 
and then after the turn 
of the century, Avila be-
came a constant candi-
date for political office. 
He ran for Congress and 
the California Legisla-
ture. He sought election 
to the State Franchise 
Tax Board. He vied for 
local office, at the mu-
nicipal level as well as 
with local districts, such 
as water boards and 
school boards. For de-
cades he was unsuccess-
ful. He was a complete 
political unsophisticate 
unschooled in the art and 
science of campaigning, 
who drew little distinc-
tion between the various 
interest groups a suc-
cessful politician needed 
to appeal to. He did not 
understand that cam-
paigns often stand or fall 
on a candidate’s courting 
of a core of the elector-
ate - known as high pro-
pensity voters - who are 
the most likely to vote. 
He did not recognize 
that such voters existed, 
let alone how to iden-
tify them and thereafter 
target them in a promo-
tional blitz.

In the last quarter 
century, the period for 
which election data is 

mand presence such jobs 
entail, Wapner at that 
point having been retired 
for some 16-and-a-half 
years from the Ontario 
Police Department and 
Valencia being employed 
as a deputy sheriff in Los 
Angeles County.

As the various cam-
paigns of the five candi-
dates for city council that 
year – Wapner, Bow-
man, Valencia, Yolanda 
Garcia and Reina Mach-
ado – intensified, it was 
learned the Wapner had 
gone to the Los Ange-
les Sheriff’s Depart-
ment’s City of Industry 
Station, out of which 
Valencia was stationed. 
There, Wapner lodged 
a complaint about Va-
lencia’s political activ-
ity in Ontario, which he 
said was in some fash-
ion being supported by 
the sheriff’s department, 
its premises and equip-
ment, implying that Va-
lencia was engaged in 
campaign activity while 
he was on the clock as a 
sheriff’s department em-
ployee and being paid by 
Los Angeles County tax-
payers.

Valencia’s superiors 
at the City of Industry 
station closed ranks be-
hind Valencia, having 
satisfied themselves that 
no misuse of Los Ange-
les County equipment 
or facilities in support 
of Valencia’s campaign 
had taken place. Valen-
cia thereafter sought and 
obtained a restraining 
order against Wapner.

Ruben Valencia 
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FBN 20210006704 
 The following person is doing 

business as BELOVED LULU 3040 N. 
STODDARD AVE SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92405: AILEEN ROBLES 
3040 N. STODDARD AVE SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92405 

  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/ AILEEN ROBLES 
 This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
6/24/2021

 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 I5199
 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 section 14400 et. Seq. 
Business & Professions Code). Pub-
lished in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel on 07/02/21, 07/09/21, 07/16/21, 
07/23/21

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210006021
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: Sharkey Financial, 
7828 Haven Ave, Rancho Cucamonga, 
CA 91730, College Planning Profes-
sionals, LLC, 7828 Haven Ave, Rancho 
Cucamonga, CA 91730

Business is Conducted By: A Lim-
ited Liability Company  

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

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
06/07/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: N/A
County Clerk, 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 section 14400 et. Seq. 
Business & Professions Code).

07/02/21, 07/09/21, 07/16/21, 
07/23/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210006127
The following person(s) is(are) do-

ing business as: Cano’s Pool Service, 
5394 Yale St, Montclair, CA 91763, Ale-
jandro Lucas, 5394 Yale St, Montclair, 
CA 91763

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
06/10/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
05/31/2021

County Clerk, s/ I5199
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 section 14400 et. Seq. 
Business & Professions Code).

07/02/21, 07/09/21, 07/16/21, 
07/23/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210006127
The following person(s) is(are) do-

ing business as: Cano’s Pool Service, 
5394 Yale St, Montclair, CA 91763, Ale-
jandro Lucas, 5394 Yale St, Montclair, 
CA 91763

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
06/10/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
05/31/2021

County Clerk, s/ I5199
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 section 14400 et. Seq. 
Business & Professions Code).

07/02/21, 07/09/21, 07/16/21, 
07/23/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210006763
The following person(s) is(are) do-

ing business as: POP Roxy Girls, 18018 
Deerberry Way, San Bernardino, CA 
92407, Mailing Address: 18018 Deer-
berry Way, San Bernardino, CA 92407, 
Keisha M. Harris, 18018 Deerberry 
Way, San Bernardino, CA 92407

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
06/29/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
03/01/2021

County Clerk, s/ I5199
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 section 14400 et. Seq. 
Business & Professions Code).

07/02/21, 07/09/21, 07/16/21, 
07/23/21

Notice of Sale of Real Prop-
erty at Private Sale 

Case No.: PROPS2000150 
In re the Matter of: THE ES-

TATE OF ISABEL FRANCO 
STOKES, Decedent. 

Pursuant to Probate Code §§ 
10300, 10304,  

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIV-
EN that, subject to confirmation by 
this court, on September 8, 2021, at 
9:00 a.m., or thereafter within the 
time allowed by law, Jaime Salazar, 
as administrator of the estate of the 
above-named decedent, will sell at 
public auction to the highest and 
best net bidder on the terms and 
conditions stated below all right, 
title, and interest of the decedent 
at the time of death and all right, 
title, and interest that the estate has 
acquired in addition to that of the 
decedent at the time of death, in the 
real property located in San Ber-
nardino County, California.

This property is commonly 
referred to as 1476 Turquoise Av-
enue, Mentone, CA 92359, asses-
sor’s parcel number 0298-073-10-
0-000, and is more fully described 
as follows: The following de-
scribed real property located in the 
County of San Bernardino, State of 
California: Lot 16 of Tract Number 
2868 Soffel addition# 2, as per Map 
recorded in Book 39, page{s) 66 of 
Maps, in the office of the County 
Recorder, San Bernardino County, 
State of California. 

The property will be sold sub-
ject to current taxes, covenants, 
conditions, restrictions, reserva-

tions, rights, rights of way, and 
easements of record, with any 
encumbrances of record to be satis-
fied from the purchase price.

The property is to be sold on 
an “as is” basis, except for title.

The personal representative 
has given an exclusive listing to 
REACH Real Estate. 

Bids or offers are invited for 
this property and must be in writ-
ing, and can be mailed or delivered 
at any time after first publication 
of this notice and before any sale 
is made, to the attorney for the 
administrator: R. Sam Price Price 
Law Firm APC 300 East State 
Street, Suite 620 Redlands, CA 
92373 (909) 328-7000 

The property will be sold on 
the following terms: Cash, or part 
cash and part credit, the terms of 
such credit to be acceptable to the 
undersigned and to the court, 10 
percent (10%) of the amount of 
the bid to accompany the offer by 
certified check, and the balance to 
be paid within thirty (30) days of 
confirmation of sale by the court.

Taxes, rents, operating and 
maintenance expenses, and pre-
miums on insurance acceptable to 
the purchaser shall be prorated as 
of the date of recording of convey-
ance. Examination of title, record-
ing of conveyance, transfer taxes, 
and any title insurance policy shall 
be at the expense of the purchaser 
or purchasers.

The right is reserved to reject 
any and all bids.

The amount of overbid should 
at least be $237,800.

A 10% deposit by the success-
ful overbidder in the form of certi-
fied check is a requirement. 

The time and place for anyone 
wishing or seeking to contest the 
auctioning of this property or the 
process by which it is to take place 
is to make such a protest is August 
10, 2021 at 9:00 a.m. in Department 
S36 before the Honorable Judge 
Hon. Michelle H. Gilleece.

Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino

247 West Third Street, San 
Bernardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District – Probate Divi-
sion.

For further information and 
bid forms, contact: R. Sam Price 
Price Law Firm APC 300 East 
State Street, Suite 620 Redlands, 
CA 92373 (909) 328-7000  sam@
pricelawfirm.com

Filed: June 2, 2021
Selyna Razo, Deputy Clerk 

San Bernardino County Superior 
Court

S/Jaime Salazar, Administra-
tor of the Estate of Isabel Franco 
Stokes

S/ R. Sam Price, Esq. Attorney 
for Jaime Salazar 

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel July 9, 16, 23 & 
30, 2021

FBN 20210006319
The following entity is doing 

business as RESILIENT MAR-
TIAL ARTS AND FITNESS 
9524 19th STREET RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91737: EX-
CELLENT ENGLISH EXPERI-
ENCE, INC. 8654 BAY LAUREL 
STREET CHINO, CAL 91708 

This Business is Conducted 
By: A CORPORATION

CALIFORNIA CORPORA-
TION C4296506

 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.

 S/ GUANGDI LIU This state-
ment was filed with the County 
Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
6/15/2021

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

 Began Transacting Business: 
JULY 10, 2019

County Clerk, Deputy I1327
 NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name state-

ment must be filed before that time. 
The filing of this statement does 
not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under 
federal, state, or common law (see 
section 14400 et. Seq. Business & 
Professions Code). Published in the 
San Bernardino County Sentinel 
on 7/9, 7/16, 7/23 & 7/30, 2021.

CASE NUMBER: (Numero 
del Caso): CIVDS 2014752 

SUMMONS ON FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT

(CITACION JUDICIAL)
 NOTICE TO DEFEN-

DANT: (AVISO AL DEMAN-
DADO):  JACK RODRIGUEZ, 
JR.  and DOES 1-25, INCLUSIVE

YOU ARE BEING SUED 
BY PLAINTIFF: (LO ESTA 
DEMANDANDO EL DEMAN-
DANTE): ALVARO GONZA-
LEZ GARCIA, AUXILIADORA 
DORIAN CARMEN OBANDO 
and CRYSTAL GONZALEZ

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

 You have 30 CALENDAR 
DAYS after this summons and le-
gal papers are served on you to file 
a written response at this court and 
have a copy served on the plain-
tiff. 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 can-
not 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 prop-
erty may be taken without further 
warning from the court.

 There are other legal require-
ments. You may want to call an 
attorney right away. If you do 
not know an attorney, you may 
want to call an attorney referral 
service. If you cannot afford an 
attorney, you may be eligible for 
free legal services from a non-
profit legal services program. You 
can locate these nonprofit groups 
at the California 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 as-
sociation. NOTE: The court has a 
statutory lien for waived fees and 
costs on any settlement or arbitra-
tion 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 in-
formacion a continuacion.

 Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALEN-
DARIO despues de que le entreg-
uen 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 proce-
sen su caso en la corte. Es posible 
que haya un formulario que usted 
pueda usar para su respuesta. Pu-
ede encontrar estos formularios 
de la corte y mas informacion 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 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 
abogado inmediatamente. Si no 
conoce a un abogado, puede lla-

mar a un servicio de remision a 
abogados. Si no puede pagar a un 
abogado, es posible que cumpla 
con los requisitos para obtener ser-
vicios legales gratuitos de un pro-
grama 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 lo-
cales. AVISO: Por ley, la corte tiene 
derecho a reclamar las cuotas y 
los costos exentos por imponer un 
gravamen sobre cualquier recu-
peracion 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 Ber-
nardino, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, San 
Bernardino District.

The name, address and tele-
phone number of plaintiff’s attor-
ney, 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 abogado, es): JOHN S. 
BUZAS, SBN: 117797, GABRIEL 
& ASSOCIATES 801 PACIFIC 
AVENUE LONG BEACH, CA  
90813 (562) 436-9292

Date: (Fecha) July 1, 2020
Clerk of Court (Secretario)
La Shonda Richardson, Depu-

ty (Adjunto)
Published in the San Bernardi-

no County Sentinel July 16, 23, 30 
& August 6, 2021

STATEMENT OF DAM-
AGES

Case No.: CIVDS2014752
ALVARO GONZALEZ 

GARCIA, AUXILIADORA 
DORIAN CARMEN OBANDO, 
and CRYSTAL GONZALEZ

Plaintiffs
vs.
JACK RODRIGUEZ, JR., 

and DOES 1 to 25, inclusive,
Defendants
To Defendant, JACK RODRI-

GUEZ, JR., and DOES 1 to 25, 
inclusive,

Plaintiffs, ALVARO GON-
ZALEZ GARCIA, AUXILIAD-
ORA DORIAN CARMEN

OBANDO, and CRYSTAL 
GONZALEZ, pursuant to Califor-
nia Code of Civil Procedure,

Section 425.11, hereby state 
the nature and amount of damages 
being sought as follows:

1. ALVARO GONZALEZ 
GARCIA:

A. GENERAL DAMAGES:
(1) Pain, suffering, and incon-

venience   $30,000.00
(2) Emotional distress                               

$5,000.00
B. SPECIAL DAMAGES:
(1) Medical expenses (to date)   

$3,047.31
(2) Future medical expenses 

(present value)  $2,500.00
AUXILIADORA DORIAN 

CARMEN OBANDO:
A. GENERAL DAMAGES:
(1) Pain, suffering, and incon-

venience  $30,000.00
(2) Emotional distress  

$5,000.00
B. SPECIAL DAMAGES:
(1) Medical expenses (to date)   

$3,042.68
(2) Future medical expenses 

(present value)  $2,500.00
CRYSTAL GONZALEZ:
A. GENERAL DAMAGES:
(1) Pain, suffering, and incon-

venience  $15,000.00
(2) Emotional distress  

$5,000.00
B. SPECIAL DAMAGES:
(1) Medical expenses (to date)  

$1,496.29
(2). Future medical expenses 

(present value)  $500.00
 Dated: September 8, 2020 
GABRIEL& ASSOCIATES
By SAMUEL E. GABRIEL 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs,
ALVARO GONZALEZ 

GARCIA, AUXILIADORA
DORIAN CARMEN 

OBANDO, CRYSTAL
GONZALEZ
JOHN S. BUZAS, SBN: 

117797, GABRIEL & ASSOCI-
ATES 801 PACIFIC AVENUE 
LONG BEACH, CA  90813

 Telephone:(562) 436-9292
  Facsimile: (562) 436-3131
Published in the San Bernardi-

no County Sentinel July 16, 23, 30 
& August 6, 2021

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF: 
GIGI HERNANDEZ 

CASE NO. PROSB2100197 
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be in-
terested in the will or estate, or both 
of GIGI HERNANDEZ has been 
filed by MARIA HERNANDEZ 
in the Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDINO. 

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that  MARIA 
HERNANDEZ  be appointed as 
personal representative to adminis-
ter 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 actions 
without obtaining court approval. 
Before taking certain very impor-
tant actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required to 
give notice to interested persons 
unless they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed action.) 
The independent administration 
authority will be granted unless 
an interested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows good 
cause why the court should not 
grant the authority.

A hearing on the petition will 
be held AUGUST 24, 2021 at 9:00 
a.m. in Dept. No. S37 at Superior 
Court of California, County of San 
Bernardino, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, San 
Bernardino District.

AMY GAMEZ-REYES, 
Deputy

JUNE 24, 2021
IF YOU OBJECT to the grant-

ing of the petition, you should ap-
pear at the hearing and state your 
objections or file written objections 
with the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in person 
or by your attorney.

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

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

Filed: June 24, 2021
Attorney for Maria Hernan-

dez:
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 Bernardi-

no County Sentinel on July 16, July 
23 & July 30, 2021.

Notice of Hearing Regard-
ing Report of Sale and Petition for 
Order Confirming Sale of Real 
Property 

Case No.: PROPS1800131 
In re the Matter of: THE ES-

TATE OF ALLINE BAZILIUS, 
Decedent. 

[Probate Code §§ 10300, 
10304]

 Date: August 16, 2021 Time: 
9:00 a.m. Dept.: S35 Judge: Hon. 
STANFORD E. REICHERT

 . NOTICE IS HEREBY GIV-
EN that, subject to confirmation by 
this court, on August 16,2021, at 
9:00 a.m., or thereafter within the 
time allowed by law, Michael Paul 
Bazilius, as administrator of the es-
tate of the above-named decedent, 
will sell at public auction to the 
highest and best net bidder on the 
terms and conditions stated below 
all right, title, and interest of the de-
cedent at the time of death and all 
right, title, and interest that the es-
tate has acquired in addition to that 
of the decedent at the time of death, 
in the real property located in San 
Bernardino County, California.

This property is commonly 
referred to as 4679 Chino Avenue, 
Chino, CA 91710, assessor’s parcel 
number 1019-451-08-0000, and is 
more fully described as follows: 
The following described real prop-
erty located in the County of San 
Bernardino, State of California: 
That portion of the East 1/2 of Lot 
35, Section 10, Township 2 South, 
Range 8 West, SAN BERNARDI-
NO BASE AND MERIDIAN, 
according to subdivision of RAN-
CHO SAN ANA DEL CHINO, 
aa per plat recorded In Book 6 
of Maps, page 15, records of said 
County, described as follows: 
COMMENCING at a point in the 
center of Chino Avenue 114 feet 
West from the Northeast corner 
of said lot at the intersection of the 
center lines of said Chino Avenue 
and West Vernon Avenue, also 
known as Yorba Avenue; thence 
South 233 feet; thence West 90 feet; 
thence North 233 feet; thence East 
90 feet to the point of beginning,  

The property will be sold sub-
ject to current taxes, covenants, 
conditions, restrictions, reserva-
tions, rights, rights of way, and 
easements of record, with any 
encumbrances of record to be satis-
fied from the purchase price.

 The property is to be sold on 
an “as is” basis, except for title.

 The personal representative 
has given an exclusive listing to 
Prestige Realty Group Inc. 

 Bids or offers are invited for 
this property and must be in writ-
ing, and can be mailed or delivered 
at any time after first publication 
of this notice and before any sale 
is made, to the attorney for the 
administrator: R. Sam Price Price 
Law Firm APC 300 East State 
Street, Suite 620 Redlands, CA 
92373 (909) 328-7000

 The property will be sold on 
the following terms: Cash, or part 
cash and part credit, the terms of 
such credit to be acceptable to the 
undersigned and to the court, 10 
percent (10%) of the amount of 
the bid to accompany the offer by 
certified check, and the balance to 
be paid within thirty (30) days of 
confirmation of sale by the court.

Taxes, rents, operating and 
maintenance expenses, and pre-
miums on insurance acceptable to 
the purchaser shall be prorated as 
of the date of recording of convey-
ance. Examination of title, record-
ing of conveyance, transfer taxes, 
and any title insurance policy shall 
be at the expense of the purchaser 
or purchasers 

The amount of overbid should 
at least be $576,950. 

 A 10% deposit by the success-
ful overbidder in the form of certi-
fied check is a requirement. 

For further information and 
bid forms, contact: R. Sam Price 
Price Law Firm APC 300 East 
State Street, Suite 620 Redlands, 
CA 92373 (909) 328-7000

Date: 7/16/21
 Michael Paul Bazilius, Ad-

ministrator of the Estate of Alline 
Bazilius Price Law Firm, APC

 Date 7/16/21
S/ R. Sam Price
By R. Sam Price, Esq. Attor-

ney for Michael Paul Bazilius 
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel 7/16, 7/23 
& 7/30, 2021.
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NOTICE OF PETITION TO 

ADMINISTER ESTATE OF: 
Araceli Sanchez
Case NO. PROPS2100620
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be in-
terested in the will or estate, or both 
of Araceli Sanchez

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by Briannna 
Rivera in the Superior Court of 
California, County of San Ber-
nardino.

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that Briannna Ri-
vera be appointed as personal rep-
resentative 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 actions 
without obtaining court approval. 
Before taking certain very impor-
tant actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required to 
give notice to interested persons 
unless they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed action.) 
The independent administration 
authority will be granted unless 
an interested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows good 
cause why the court should not 
grant the authority.

A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S36 at 9:00 
a.m. on October 20, 2021 at Supe-
rior Court of California, County of 
San Bernardino, 247 West 3rd St, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0212, 
Branch Name: Probate Division.

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

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

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

Attorney for Petitioner:
Kitty A. Baker, Esq.
43920 Margarita Road, Suite F
Temecula, CA 92592
Telephone No: 858-278-2800
Published in the San Bernardi-

no County Sentinel:
07/16/21, 07/23/21, 07/30/21

 
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

FOR CHANGE OF NAME CASE 
NUMBER  CIVSB2118341

TO   ALL INTER-
ESTED PERSONS: Petition-
er:  Shannon Anjanette Grif-
fin  filed with this court for a 
decree changing names as follows: 
Shannon Anjanette Griffin to 
Shannon Anjanette Nichols

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 objection that in-
cludes 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: 09/08/21
Time: 9:00 a.m.
Department: S16
The address of the court is Su-

perior Court of California,County 
of San Bernardino, 247 W. Third 
St., San Bernardino, CA 92415-
0210

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

Dated: July 08, 2021
Lynn M. Poncin
Judge of the Superior Court.
Published in  The San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel  on 
07/16/21, 07/23/21,   07/30/21, 
08/06/21

 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210006452
The following person(s) is(are) doing 

business as: Lux Rejuvenation Aesthetics, 
1835 W Redlands Blvd, Redlands, CA 
92373, Medical Legal Management, 1835 
W Redlands Blvd, Redlands, CA 92373

Business is Conducted By: A Cor-
poration  

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

s/Maria Sanchez    
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
06/18/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
06/01/2021

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 violation of the rights 
of another under federal, state, or common 
law (see section 14400 et. Seq. Business & 
Professions Code).

07/16/21, 07/23/21, 07/30/21, 
08/06/21

FBN 202100073333
 The following entity is doing busi-

ness as BUENOS DIAZ INSURANCE 
AND REGISTRATION  17914 FOOT-
HILL BLVD. #A  FONTANA, CA  
92335:   BUENOS DIAZ INSURANCE 
AND REGISTRATION  17914 FOOT-
HILL BLVD. #A  FONTANA, CA  92335

This Business is Conducted By: A 
CORPORATION  

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

 S/Julie Diaz 
 This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
7/16/2021

 I hereby certify that this is a correct 
copy of the original statement on file in 
my office. Began Transacting Business: 
JUNE 7, 2021

 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 section 14400 et. Seq. Business & 
Professions Code). Published in the San 
Bernardino County Sentinel on 7/16, 7/23, 
7/30 & 8/06,  2021

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF:  
RICHARD WARMOUTH, JR.   

CASE NO. PROSB2100233 
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be in-
terested in the will or estate, or both 
of   RICHARD WARMOUTH, JR.   

A PETITION FOR PROBATE 
has been filed by KIMBERLY MI-
CHELLE WARMOUTH, JR.     in 
the Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDINO. 

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that KIMBERLY 
MICHELLE WARMOUTH, JR. 

be appointed as personal represen-
tative to administer the estate of the 
decedent. 

The petition requests the dece-
dent’s wills and codicils, if any, be 
admitted to probate. The will and 
any codicils are available for exami-
nation in the file kept by the court. 

THE PETITION requests au-
thority to administer the estate un-
der the Independent Administration 
of Estates Act. (This authority will 
allow the personal representative to 
take many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal representa-
tive will be required to give notice to 
interested persons unless they have 
waived notice or consented to the 
proposed action.) The independent 
administration authority will be 
granted unless an interested person 
files an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority.

A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S-35 at 9:00 
a.m. on AUGUST 25, 2021 at Su-
perior Court of California, County 
of San Bernardino, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 92415, 
San Bernardino District.

Filed: JULY 7, 2021 
JUDGE STANFORD E. 

REICHERT  
IF YOU OBJECT to the grant-

ing of the petition, you should ap-
pear at the hearing and state your 
objections or file written objections 
with the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in person 
or by your attorney.

IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the dece-
dent, you must file your claim with 
the court and mail a copy to the per-
sonal representative appointed by 
the court within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of first is-
suance of letters to a general person-
al representative, as defined in sec-
tion 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 attorney knowl-
edgeable in California law.

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

Attorney for the Petitioner:  MI-
CHAEL C. MADDUX, ESQ.

1894 COMMERCENTER 
WEST, SUITE 108

SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92408

Telephone No: (909) 890-2350
Fax No: (909) 890-0106 
Published in the San Bernardi-

no County Sentinel on 7/23, 7/30 & 
8/06, 2021.

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF:  
RUTH ELLEN MOORE   

CASE NO.  PROSB2100233 
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be in-
terested in the will or estate, or both 
of   RUTH ELLEN MOORE    

A PETITION FOR PROBATE 
has been filed by JASON LEE 
LUNGER      in the Superior Court 
of California, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO. 

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that JASON LEE 
LUNGER      be appointed as per-
sonal representative to administer 
the estate of the decedent. 

THE PETITION requests au-
thority to administer the estate un-
der the Independent Administration 
of Estates Act. (This authority will 
allow the personal representative to 
take many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal representa-
tive will be required to give notice to 
interested persons unless they have 
waived notice or consented to the 
proposed action.) The independent 
administration authority will be 
granted unless an interested person 
files an objection to the petition and 

shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority.

A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S-36 at 9:00 
a.m. on AUGUST 21, 2021 at Su-
perior Court of California, County 
of San Bernardino, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 92415, 
San Bernardino District.

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

IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the dece-
dent, you must file your claim with 
the court and mail a copy to the per-
sonal representative appointed by 
the court within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of first is-
suance of letters to a general person-
al representative, as defined in sec-
tion 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 attorney knowl-
edgeable in California law.

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

Date: July 9, 2021
Attorney for the Petitioner:  MI-

CHAEL C. MADDUX, ESQ.
1894 COMMERCENTER 

WEST, SUITE 108
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 

92408
Telephone No: (909) 890-2350
Fax No: (909) 890-0106 
Published in the San Bernardi-

no County Sentinel on 5/21, 5/28 & 
6/4, 2021.        

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on 7/23, 7/30 & 
8/06, 2021.

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF:  
JUAN GONZALEZ SIERRA    

CASE NO.  PROSB2100213  
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be in-
terested in the will or estate, or both 
of   JUAN GONZALEZ SIERRA, 
aka JUAN GONZALEZ     

A PETITION FOR PROBATE 
has been filed by JUAN RICARDO 
GONZALEZ ESTRADA,       in the 
Superior Court of California, Coun-
ty of SAN BERNARDINO. 

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that JUAN RICAR-
DO GONZALEZ ESTRADA,  be 
appointed as personal representa-
tive to administer the estate of the 
decedent. 

THE PETITION requests au-
thority to administer the estate un-
der the Independent Administration 
of Estates Act. (This authority will 
allow the personal representative to 
take many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal representa-
tive will be required to give notice to 
interested persons unless they have 
waived notice or consented to the 
proposed action.) The independent 
administration authority will be 
granted unless an interested person 
files an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority.

A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S-35 at 9:00 
a.m. on SEPTEMBER 1, 2021 at 
Superior Court of California, Coun-
ty of San Bernardino, 247 West 
Third Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415, San Bernardino District.

Filed: JULY 2, 2021 
JUDGE STANFORD E. 

REICHERT  
IF YOU OBJECT to the grant-

ing of the petition, you should ap-
pear at the hearing and state your 
objections or file written objections 
with the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in person 
or by your attorney.

IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the dece-
dent, you must file your claim with 

the court and mail a copy to the per-
sonal representative appointed by 
the court within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of first is-
suance of letters to a general person-
al representative, as defined in sec-
tion 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 attorney knowl-
edgeable in California law.

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

Attorney for the Petitioner:  MI-
CHAEL C. MADDUX, ESQ.

1894 COMMERCENTER 
WEST, SUITE 108

SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92408

Telephone No: (909) 890-2350
Fax No: (909) 890-0106 
Published in the San Bernardi-

no County Sentinel on 5/21, 5/28 & 
6/4, 2021.        

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on 7/23, 7/30 & 
8/06, 2021.

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF: 

MARCIA FAYE HAM-
MOND  

NO. PROSB2100293
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be in-
terested in the will or estate, or both 
of MARCIA FAYE HAMMOND: 

A PETITION FOR PROBATE 
has been filed by BLANCA S. 
HAMMOND in the Superior Court 
of California, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO. 

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that BLANCA S. 
HAMMOND be appointed as per-
sonal representative to administer 
the estate of the decedent. 

THE PETITION requests au-
thority to administer the estate un-
der the Independent Administration 
of Estates Act. (This authority will 
allow the personal representative to 
take many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal representa-
tive will be required to give notice to 
interested persons unless they have 
waived notice or consented to the 
proposed action.) The independent 
administration authority will be 
granted unless an interested person 
files an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority.

A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S35 at 9 a.m. on 
SEPTEMBER 9, 2021 at Superior 
Court of California, County of San 
Bernardino, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, San 
Bernardino District.

JUDGE STANFORD E. 
REICHERT

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

IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the dece-
dent, you must file your claim with 
the court and mail a copy to the per-
sonal representative appointed by 
the court within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of first is-
suance of letters to a general person-
al representative, as defined in sec-
tion 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 attorney knowl-
edgeable in California law.

YOU MAY EXAMINE the 
file kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, you 
may file with the court a Request for 
Special Notice (form DE-154) of the 

filing of an inventory and appraisal 
of estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Probate 
Code section 1250. A Request for 
Special Notice form is available 
from the court clerk.

Filed: JULY 8, 2021
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: team@lawof-

ficeofjenniferdaniel.com
Attorney for  Blanca S. Ham-

mond
Published in the San Bernardi-

no County Sentinel on 7/23, 7/30 & 
8/06, 2021.

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
FOR CHANGE OF NAME CASE 
NUMBER  CIVSB2114732

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 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 ap-
pear at the hearing to show cause 
why the petition should not be 
granted. If no written objection is 
timely filed, the court may grant the 
petition without a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 09/15/21
Time: 9:00 a.m.
Department: S16
The address of the court is Su-

perior Court of California,County 
of San Bernardino, San Bernardino 
District - Civil Division, 247 West 
Third Street, Same as above, San 
Bernardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino

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

Dated: July 13, 2021
Lynn M. Poncin
Judge of the Superior Court.
Published in the San Bernardi-

no County Sentinel on 7/23, 7/30, 
8/06 & 8/13, 2021

FBN 20210006609     
The following person is doing business 
as: TAYS PEST CONTROL LLC 6087 
PORTSMOUTH STREET CHINO, 
CA 91710 ( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS ); TAYS PORTS-
MOUTH STREET CHINO, CA 91710 
The business is conducted by: A LIM-
ITED LIABILITY COMPANY  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 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/ OCTAVIUS DANIELS, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/22/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 07/02/2021, 
07/09/2021, 07/16/2021, 07/23/2021          
CNBB26202101 

FBN 20210006547     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: COR COOKING 7206 GA-
BRIEL DRIVE FONTANA, CA 92336 
( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS ); MEGAN R POTTS 
7206 GABRIEL DRIVE FONTANA, 
CA 92336; SCOTT A IRWIN 7206 GA-

BRIEL DRIVE FONTANA, CA 92336 
The business is conducted by: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business name 
or names listed above on: JAN 24, 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/ MEGAN R. POTTS, 
GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/22/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 07/02/2021, 07/09/2021, 
07/16/2021, 07/23/2021          CN-
BB26202102MT 

FBN 20210006462     
The following person is doing business 
as: SIRANDA’S HOME RENOVA-
TION 563 FILLMORE PL APT E 
POMONA, CA 91768 ( COUNTY OF 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS ); 
FRANCISCO J SIRANDA 563 FILM-
ORE PL APT E POMONA, CA 91768; 
MELISSA A SIRANDA 563 FILM-
ORE PL APT E POMONA, CA 91768 
The business is conducted 
by: A MARRIED COUPLE  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A 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/ MELISSA A SIRANDA, WIFE 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/18/2021 
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 statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 07/02/2021, 07/09/2021, 
07/16/2021, 07/23/2021          CNB-
B26202103CH 

FBN 20210006323     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ACCURATE ORNAMEN-
TALS 1891 DORJIL PLACE. APT 
F SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92411 ( 
COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS ); JOSE C GUTIER-
REZ JR 1891 DORJIL PLACE. APT 
F 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: JAN 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/ JOSE C. GUTIERREZ JR, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/15/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 07/02/2021, 07/09/2021, 
07/16/2021, 07/23/2021          CNB-
B26202104IR 

FBN 20210006324     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: VENTURE VINDICATION; 
FASHION SEVEN 0 TOW 13146 
WARM SANDS CT VICTORVILLE, 
CA 92394 ( COUNTY OF PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS ); 
MIRZA HASSAN 13146 WARM 
SANDS CT VICTORVILLE, CA 92394 
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 
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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/ MIRZA HASSAN, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/15/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 07/02/2021, 07/09/2021, 
07/16/2021, 07/23/2021          CNB-
B26202105IR 

FBN 20210006321     
The following person is doing business 
as: AMPELIO PADILLA’S BARBER-
SHOP 4639 RIVERSIDE DR CHINO, 
CA 91710 ( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS );[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 944 E. LEXINGTON 
AVE POMONA, CA 91766];  AM-
PELIO ENTERPRISES, INC 4639 
RIVERSIDE DR CHINO, CA 91710 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 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/ YOLANDO P. SALAS, CEO 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/15/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 07/02/2021, 
07/09/2021, 07/16/2021, 07/23/2021          
CNBB26202106 

FBN 20210006562     
The following person is doing business as: 
EMPORIO SUSHI & MARISCOS 9765 
SIERRA AVE. STE J-K FONTANA, 
CA 92335 ( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS );[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS P.O BOX 3471 ANA-
HEIM, CA 92803] EMPORIO SUSHI 
& MARISCOS 3 INC 9765 SIERRA 
AVE STE J-K FONTANA, CA 92335 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 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/ HERNAN A. URIARTE, CEO 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/21/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 07/02/2021, 07/09/2021, 
07/16/2021, 07/23/2021          CNB-
B26202107IR 

FBN 20210006550     
The following person is doing business 
as: SQUID’S TATTOOS 12756 CAM-
PHOR CT. RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91739 ( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS ); SYDNEY 
J BRIONES 12756 CAMPHOR CT. 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91739 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 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/ SYDNEY J. BRIONES, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/21/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 07/02/2021, 07/09/2021, 
07/16/2021, 07/23/2021          CNB-
B26202108IR 

FBN 20210006546     
The following person is doing business as: 
MAX’D OUT KICKS 2225 PUMALO 
STREET #276 SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92404 ( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS ); ADORTHUS 
CHERRY 2225 PUMALO STREET 
#276 SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92404 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business name 
or names listed above on: APR 15, 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/ ADORTHUS CHERRY, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/21/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 07/02/2021, 07/09/2021, 
07/16/2021, 07/23/2021          CN-
BB26202109MT 

FBN 20210006318     
The following person is doing business 
as: EMPIRE TRANSPORTATION 
14840 EBONY PL FONTANA, CA 
92335 ( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS ); NINEONINE 
TRANSPORTATION, INC. 14840 
EBONY PL FONTANA, CA 92335 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION 
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 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/ EMMANUEL LIZAR-
RAGA, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/15/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 07/02/2021, 
07/09/2021, 07/16/2021, 07/23/2021          
CNBB26202110 

FBN 20210006317     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: THE TUTORING TEACHER 
7619 SANDPIPER COURT RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730 ( 
COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS ); ANNA O’BRIEN-
KINSEY 7619 SANDPIPER COURT 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730 
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/ ANNA O’BRIEN-KINSEY 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/15/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 07/02/2021, 07/09/2021, 
07/16/2021, 07/23/2021          CN-
BB26202111MT 

FBN 20210006413     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: VIP SHUTTERS 845 W 
VALLEY BLVD #29 COLTON, CA 
92324 ( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS ); JOSE M 
MORALES LEON 845 W VAL-
LEY BLVD #29 COLTON, CA 92324 
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/ JOSE M. MORALES LEON, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/17/2021 
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 statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 07/02/2021, 07/09/2021, 
07/16/2021, 07/23/2021          CN-
BB26202112MT 

FBN 20210006470     
The following person is doing business 
as: ALCARAZ TRANSPORT 357 S 
ASHFOD AVENUE RIALTO, CA 
92376 ( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS ); CARLOS H 
ALCARAZ VERDUZCO 357 S ASH-
FORD AVENUE 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: APR 27, 2018 
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/ CARLOS H. ALCARAZ 
VERDUZCO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/18/2021 
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 statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 07/02/2021, 07/09/2021, 
07/16/2021, 07/23/2021          CN-
BB26202113MT 

FBN 20210006610     
The following person is doing business 
as: CORSINI COACHING AND CON-
SULTING 2492 TROJAN WAY UP-
LAND, CA 91786 ( COUNTY OF PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS ); JIREH’ 
The business is conducted by: A LIM-
ITED LIABILITY COMPANY  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 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/ JULIA CORSINI VAZQUEZ, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/22/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 07/02/2021, 
07/09/2021, 07/16/2021, 07/23/2021          
CNBB26202114 

FBN 20210006611     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: GARMENTS OF PRAISE 
2492 TROJAN WAY UPLAND, CA 
91786 ( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS ); JIREH’S 
ENTERPRISES LLC 2492 TRO-
JAN WAY UPLAND, CA 91786 
The business is conducted by: A LIM-
ITED LIABILITY COMPANY  

The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 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/ JULIA CORSINI VAZQUEZ, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/22/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 07/02/2021, 
07/09/2021, 07/16/2021, 07/23/2021          
CNBB26202115

FBN 20210006385     
The following person is doing business 
as: RIVAS TRANSPORTATION 4620 
LEROY ST SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92404 ( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS ); JUAN ANTO-
NIO RIVAS ORELLANA 4620 LEROY 
ST SAN BERNARDINO,CA 92404 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 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 ANTONIO RI-
VAS ORELLANA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/17/2021 
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 statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 07/09/2021, 07/16/2021, 
07/23/2021, 07/30/2021          CN-
BB27202101MT 

FBN 20210006561     
The following person is doing business 
as: H&J LAWN AND GARDEN 11535 
RECHE CANYON RD COLTON, 
CA 92324 ( COUNTY OF PRINCI-
PAL PLACE OF BUSINESS ); HEC-
TOR M SALAZAR 11535 RECHE 
CANYON RD COLTON, CA 92324 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: 08/05/2016 
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/ HECTOR M SALAZAR, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/21/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 07/09/2021, 07/16/2021, 
07/23/2021, 07/30/2021          CNB-
B27202102IR 

FBN 20210006609     
The following person is doing business as: 
OBLIVION DESIGN 6387 REDHEAD 
WAY FONTANA, CA 92336 ( COUNTY 
OF PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
); VALERY ADAMS 6387 REDHEAD 
WAY FONTANA, CA 92336; GLO-
RIA BECERRA GARCIA 6387 RED-
HEAD WAY FONTANA, CA 92336 
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/ VALERY ADAMS, 

GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 06/28/2021 
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 statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 07/09/2021, 07/16/2021, 
07/23/2021, 07/30/2021          CN-
BB27202103MT 

FBN 20210006837     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ZORAM LUNA REALTY 
GROUP; ZORAM REALTY GROUP; 
ZORAM REAL ESTATE GROUP; 
ZORAM LUNA REAL ESTATE 
GROUP 10535 FOOTHILL BLVD 
#460 RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91730 ( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS ); ZORAM 
LUNA 10535 FOOTHILL BLVD #460 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730 
The business is conducted by: OWNER  
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/ ZORAM LUNA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 07/01/2021 
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 statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 07/09/2021, 07/16/2021, 
07/23/2021, 07/30/2021          CN-
BB27202104MT 

FBN 20210006905     
The following person is doing business 
as: TOP DOG MOBILE GROOMING 
7020 NOVARA PL RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91701 ( COUNTY OF 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS ); 
TAIYLOR V GWIN 7020 NOVARA PL 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91710 
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/ TAIYLOR V.GWIN, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 07/02/2021 
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 statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 07/09/2021, 07/16/2021, 
07/23/2021, 07/30/2021          CN-
BB27202105MT 

FBN 20210006907     
The following person is doing business 
as: CREATIVE CUTZ & STYLES 
1638 E. WASHINGTON ST COLTON, 
CA 92324 ( COUNTY OF PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS ); 
JEREMI J MASSEY 1638 E. WASH-
INGTON ST COLTON, CA 92324 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business name 
or names listed above on: MAR 15, 2016 
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/ JEREMI J. MASSEY, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 07/02/2021 
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 statement 

must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 07/09/2021, 07/16/2021, 
07/23/2021, 07/30/2021          CN-
BB27202106MT

AFFIDAVIT
Notice

of
NAHIM GOVERNMENT 

PASSPORT
Nation of American Hebrew Isra-

elite Monarchy referred to hereafter as, 
“NAHIM”,

attests it was established January 1, 
2013 in the San Bernardino County, the 
California State,

as an “Independent Sovereign Gov-
ernment”, authorized by ‘law to exist 
pursuant to,

“Luther v. Borden US !,12;.LED 581. 
1st Amendment Article 1l, 10th Amend-
ment, & 11th Amendment. 

‘’NAHIM’’ attest, the NAHIM 
GOVERNMENT PASSPORT is our 
“OFFICIAL IDENTIFICATION.” We 
have created our passport for the purposes 
of traveling worldwide, by air, land or sea; 
afforded the protection of “SOVEREIGN 
IMMUNITY” under the laws of the 
United States Constitution. We are cen-
tered on creating friendly relationships 
and communication with other countries 
worldwide for the ‘purpose of ministering 
salvation and the gospel of our heavenly 
father who is ‘OUR KING” Yhoah Ehyeh 
the creator of the heaven & earth in their 
countries.

‘’NAHIM’’ attest, the NAHIM 
Govemment is “Not” affiliated with the 
U.S. Government, nor any of it’s law en-
forcement agencies, yet we share the same 
goals of  “HONORING/OBEYING’ the 
U.S. Constitution.  All of our passport 
holders. “ARE AMERICAN BORN 
CITIZENS”. 

This Affidavit of Notice can.be 
refuted by “ANYONE” within 30 days 
in a court of law by affidavit using U.S. 
Constitutional laws “ONLY” signed un-
der perjury and notarized in the presence 
of a notary public proving the NAHIM 
Government passport is by U.S. Consti-
tutional law “UNLAWFUL.” Should NO 
ONE refute this affidavit within the given 
30 days of receiving it in a court of law, 
it is then DECLARED”, THE NAHIM 
GOVERNMENT PASSPORT IS A 
LAWFUL “SOVEREIGN PASSPORT 
TO POSSESS UNDER THE U.S. CON-
STITUTIONAL LAWS WHICH AU-
THORIZES ITS EXISTENCE 

AND USE THROUGHOUT THE 
UNITED STATES AND ABROAD.

Send your Affidavit of refute to:
E. Sog
NAHIM Government
General Delivery, San Bernardino, 

Ca 92402
Published in the San Bernardino 

County Sentinel on 07/02, 07/09, 7/16  & 
07/23, 2021

FBN 20210005949 
 The following person is doing busi-

ness as GARNISH PIZZA & GRILL 
7890 HAVEN AVE. UNIT 15 & 16 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730:

NATION FOOD SERVICE INC  
7890 HAVEN AVE. UNIT 15 & 16 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730

  This Business is Conducted By: 
A CORPORATION REGISTERED IN 
CALIFORNIA  C4264978  

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

 S/ PARVINDER SINGH  
 This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
6/3/2021

 I hereby certify that this is a correct 
copy of the original statement on file in 
my office. Began Transacting Business: 
APRIL 10, 1990

 County Clerk, Deputy I6764
 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 section 14400 et. Seq. Business & 
Professions Code). Published in the San 
Bernardino County Sentinel on 07/02, 
07/09, 7/16  & 07/23, 2021

FBN 20210006061 
 The following person is doing 

business as OPTIMA REEFER SER-
VICE 18960 CAJON BLVD SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92407: OPTIMA 
REEFER SERVIC, LLC   18960 CAJON 
BLVD SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92407

  This Business is Conducted By: 
A LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY 
REGISTERED IN CALIFORNIA  
202114810451  

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

mation on this statement becomes Public 
Record upon filing.

 S/ JOSE F. VALENCIANO GUTI-
ERREZ 

 This statement was filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
6/08/21

 I hereby certify that this is a correct 
copy of the original statement on file in 
my office. Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

 County Clerk, Deputy
 NOTICE- This fictitious business 

name statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of the 
county clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement does not 
of itself 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 07/02, 
07/09, 7/16  & 07/23, 2021

FBN 20210006059 
 The following person is doing busi-

ness as OPEN DOOR REALTY & IN-
VESTMENT 8291 UTICA AVE  STE A   
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730 

ROSA M ESTRADA    8291 
UTICA AVE STE A   RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91730      [and]   RI-
CARDO CASTRO   8291 UTICA AVE  
STE A   RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730

  This Business is Conducted By: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP   

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

 S/ ROSA M ESTRADA
 This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
6/8/2021

 I hereby certify that this is a correct 
copy of the original statement on file in 
my office. Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

 County Clerk, Deputy
 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 section 14400 et. Seq. Business & 
Professions Code). Published in the San 
Bernardino County Sentinel on 07/02, 
07/09, 7/16  & 07/23, 2021

FBN 20210007079     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: SAYULITA 369 1315 HARD 
STREET UNIT B SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92408 ( COUNTY 
OF PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS ); CESAR A. SIGALA OR-
TIZ 1315 HARDT STREET UNIT 
B SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92408 
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/ CESAR A SIGALA ORTIZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 07/08/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 07/16/2021, 07/23/2021, 
07/30/2021, 08/06/2021          CN-
BB28202101SN 

FBN 20210006838     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: BEE CUTE FASHION 15764 
COUNTY CLUB DR CHINO HILLS, 
CA 91709 ( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS ); [ MAILING  
ADDRESS 311 W CIVIC CENTER 
DR SANTA ANA, CA 92701]; MINDY 
RODRIGUEZ 15764 COUNTY CLUB 
DR CHINO HILLS, CA 91709; ELIZA-
BETH M SALAZAR 15764 COUNTY 
CLUB DR. CHINO HILLS, CA 91709 
The business is conducted by: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A 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/ MINDY RODRIGUEZ, 
GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
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of San Bernardino on: 07/01/2021 
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 statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 07/16/2021, 07/23/2021, 
07/30/2021, 08/06/2021          CNB-
B282021002CV 

FBN 20210006385     

The following person is doing business 
as: RIVAS TRANSPORTATION 4620 
LEROY ST SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92404 ( COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS ); JUAN ANTO-
NIO RIVAS ORELLANA 4620 LEROY 
ST SAN BERNARDINO,CA 92404 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 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 ANTONIO RI-
VAS ORELLANA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 

of San Bernardino on: 06/17/2021 
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 statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 07/16/2021, 07/23/2021, 
07/30/2021, 08/06/2021          CN-
BB28202103MT 

FBN 20210007041     

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: CHERRY REGISTRA-
TION 14976 FOOTHILL BLVD 
UNIT #300 FONTANA, CA 92335 ( 
COUNTY OF PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS ); GABRIELA J AL-
VARADO 14976 FOOTHILL BLVD 
UNIT #300 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/ GABRIELA J ALVARADO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 

of San Bernardino on: 07/08/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 07/16/2021, 07/23/2021, 
07/30/2021, 08/06/2021          CN-
BB28202104MT 

FBN 20210007054     

The following person is doing business 
as: CHALECO’S LOGISTICS 461 
E. REDLANDS BLVD SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92408 ( COUNTY 
OF PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS );[ MAILING ADDRESS 700 
E. WASHINGTON BLVD COLTON, 
CA 92324]; JOSE G VALDEZ 
GALINDO 700 E. WASHINGTON 
ST. SPC #21 COLTON, CA 92324 
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/ JOSE G. VALDEZ 
GALINDO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 07/08/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
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company had agreed to 
pay in the development 
agreement for the project 
approved in April 2020 
to $40 million. That of-
fer was conditional upon 
Upland Community First 
dropping its demand for 
a comprehensive envi-
ronmental impact report 
and accepting an envi-
ronmental review that 
would allow the project 
to proceed, without any 
of the changes that would 
typically be required by 
an environmental impact 
report. Upland Commu-
nity First spurned those 
offers, insisting that 
the matter be resolved 
though the writ of man-
date proceeding.

While ultimately, 
Judge Cohn, who con-
sidered the petition for 
a writ of mandate, en-
tered a finding that the 
mitigated negative dec-
laration the city council 
made to clear the way 
for the project to proceed 
was inadequate, he did 
so on relatively narrow 
grounds. His order was 
that the mitigated nega-
tive declaration with re-
gard to one aspect of the 
project had to be done 
over, but his order did 
not include a require-
ment that the environ-
mental certification on 
that aspect of the project, 
relating to the emission 
of green house gasses, 
be carried out as part of 
a full environmental im-
pact report. His findings 
let stand the other por-
tions of the environmen-
tal certification that were 
contained in the original 
mitigated negative decla-
ration.

Cohn sided with the 
city in rejecting Upland 
Community First’s con-
tention that the mitigat-
ed negative declaration 
underestimated traffic 
counts anticipated from 
the distribution center, 
and he took issue with 
the citizen group’s asser-
tion that the city should 
not have described the 
project as a high-cube 
parcel hub warehouse 
and rather should have 
classified it as a fulfill-
ment center.

Cohn rejected Upland 
Community First’s con-
tention that the project 
was in conflict with Up-
land’s general plan and 
zoning code, specifically 
that distribution centers 
are not allowed in an area 
zoned for commercial/
industrial mixed-use, 
and are only allowed in 
industrial zones. “Allow-
able uses within this land 
use category include 
commercial and indus-
trial” development,” 
Judge Cohn wrote.

He set aside Upland 
Community First’s as-
sertion that the zoning 
issues relating to the 
project invalidated the 
project’s approval and 
entered “an express find-
ing the project is consis-
tent with the general plan 
and zoning ordinances 
as a permissible use. [T]
he California Environ-
mental Quality Act does 
not provide that ‘any in-
consistencies necessar-
ily constitute significant 
environmental impacts.’ 
Noncompliance with an 
existing general plan 
or a zoning ordinance 
is not itself substantial 
evidence in support of a 
fair argument the project 
may have a significant 
impact on the environ-
ment. [T]hat the project 
is not a permitted use is 
not substantial evidence 
in support of a fair argu-

ment of environmental 
impacts.”

Judge Cohn ruled that 
any conclusions Upland 
Community First’s mem-
bers may have drawn 
based on the number of 
parking spaces included 
in the project plans were 
speculative.

Judge Cohn ruled Up-
land Community First 
did not have adequate 
grounds or authority to 
dispute the terms of the 
development agreement 
the city entered into with 
Bridge Development 
Partners and he said the 
city council had the au-
thority and discretion to 
enter into that arrange-
ment.

Furthermore, Judge 
Cohn found, Upland 
Community First’s con-
tention that the city had 
failed to adequately 
define the project was 
unsupportable, and he 
ruled that the project as 
truly defined by the city 
– a “warehouse/parcel 
delivery service build-
ing” – was an allowed 
use.

“The city’s conclu-
sion that the project is 
allowed as warehousing 
is reasonable and enti-
tled to deference,” Judge 
Cohn wrote.

Judge Cohn also 
found unpersuasive Up-
land Community First’s 
argument that the miti-
gated negative declara-
tion should be rescinded 
because the April 1, 2020 
city council meeting at 
which the project was 
given go-ahead was con-
ducted in an electronic 
and remotely-held forum 
that did not give Upland 
residents adequate op-
portunity to provide in-
put with regard to the 
project.

Nevertheless, Judge 
Cohn was driven to the 
conclusion that the city 
had wrongfully used a 

greenhouse gas thresh-
old of ten thousand 
metric tons of carbon 
dioxide equivalent in 
calculating emissions 
from the distribution fa-
cility on a yearly basis 
as a maximum allowable 
limit. Since the city had 
sought to use an inopera-
tive maximum threshold 
for emissions, he said, 
the mitigated negative 
declaration was flawed, 
and had to be done over.

Greenhouse gasses 
are those such as carbon 
dioxide and chlorofluo-
rocarbons, which create 
a “greenhouse” effect, 
that is, causing the at-
mosphere to increase in 
temperature through the 
constant absorption of 
infrared radiation.

“The failure to pro-
vide substantial evi-
dence to justify the sin-
gle quantitative method 
used as the greenhouse 
gas threshold of signifi-
cance constitutes a prej-
udicial abuse of discre-
tion,” Judge Cohn ruled. 
“The public and deci-
sion-makers have not 
been provided sufficient 
information necessary to 
understand the threshold 
or the data used in the 
analysis establishing the 
threshold and reason for 
the significant change in 
baseline emissions in the 
subsequent greenhouse 
gas analysis. Accord-
ingly, the city’s approval 
of the mitigated negative 
declaration is set aside.”

Upland Community 
First and the project’s 
opponents were able to 
notch a victory in that 
they proved the conten-
tion they had all along 
that the mitigated nega-
tive declaration was 
inadequate. They now 
have an assurance that 
the city will need to re-
visit the environmental 
certification of the proj-
ect, as well.

Still, the terms of the 
victory achieved are rel-
atively modest compared 
to what had been the 
stated intention of the 
legal action, which was 
to force the City of Up-
land to carry out a full-
fledged environmental 
impact report for the en-
tirety of the project.

Cohn wrote in his de-
cision that “the petition 
for writ is granted based 
on the city’s failure to 
establish an appropriate 
threshold of significance 
to apply to the green-
house gasses analysis 
for this warehouse proj-
ect, where the primary 
sources of emissions is 
mobile. Once informa-
tion necessary to set the 
appropriate threshold is 
provided, the city may 
determine whether a 
mitigated negative dec-
laration or an environ-
mental impact report is 
appropriate.”

Though Cohn un-
equivocally established 
that the city’s finding of 
no significant effect on 
the environment with 
respect to greenhouse 
gas emissions was un-
supportable, his ruling 
does not mean, neces-
sarily, that an environ-
mental impact report is 
required. The city has 
discretion to choose an 
appropriate “threshold 
of significance” and to 
determine under that 
standard whether an en-
vironmental impact re-
port is required.

The council has un-
dergone change since 
the April 2020 vote, with 
two of its members, then-
Councilman Ricky Felix 
and then-Mayor Debbie 
Stone, having departed. 
The two council new-
comers – First District 
Councilwoman Shannan 
Maust and Third District 
Councilman Carlos Gar-
cia – appear to be more 

empathetic to the issues 
raised by Upland Com-
munity First than were 
Stone and Felix or the 
other two members of 
the council who joined 
with them in approving 
the project, then-Coun-
cilman and now-Mayor 
Bill Velto and Council-
man Rudy Zuniga.

Though Upland Com-
munity First might have 
gotten some but not all of 
what it wanted by pursu-
ing the writ of mandate, 
a byproduct of that effort 
was that the project was 
put on hold. That delay, 
which has been ongoing 
for a period of more than 
14 months, may have 
convinced Bridge to sim-
ply give up on the Up-
land project. This spring, 
Bridge Development 
Partners approached 
the City of Rancho Cu-
camonga about con-
structing in that city two 
new contemporary ware-
house buildings with a 
combined building area, 
including mezzanine 
space, of approximately 
2,175,000 square feet 
consisting of 2,134,000 
square feet of warehouse 
uses and 41,000 square 
feet of ancillary office 
space. There would be 
approximately 2,136,200 
square feet of ground 
level floor space and 
approximately 38,800 
square feet of mezzanine 
in the complex, which 
is to be built on 91.4 
acres located at 12434 
4th Street in the City of 
Rancho Cucamonga, 
bounded by 4th Street to 
the south, which is also 
the jurisdictional bound-
ary between the City of 
Rancho Cucamonga and 
the City of Ontario, and 
6th Street to the north, 
and generally located 
between Etiwanda Av-
enue to the east and San-
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California Attorney 
General Taking On 
Fontana Over Un-
bridled Warehouse 
Development  from 
page 3

round-the-clock opera-
tions. In addition, one 
quarter of the warehouse 
space is equipped for 
cold storage, a use that 
attracts highly-polluting 

trucks with auxiliary 
diesel engines needed 
for refrigeration. Despite 
this, the City of Fontana 
concludes that the proj-
ect will not have sig-
nificant environmental 
impacts and omits miti-
gation measures such as 
exceeding green build-
ing efficiency standards 
or using low-emission 
construction equipment 
that would reduce the 

pollution burden to lo-
cal residents and cre-
ate additional jobs and 
improve on-site worker 
safety."

In the lawsuit, Bonta 
maintains the City of 
Fontana violated the 
California Environmen-
tal Quality Act in its 
approval of the Slover 
and Oleander warehouse 
project by failing to pre-
pare an environmental 

impact report despite 
substantial evidence that 
the project will have sig-
nificant environmental 
impacts, and that the city 
did not disclose the exis-
tence of dozens of other 
industrial warehouses in 
the area. The city further 
did not disclose, Bonta 
asserts, that the city has 
approved and is planning 
additional warehouse 
developments within 

blocks of the project and 
it did not account for 
those nearby warehous-
es in its cumulative air 
quality analysis.

In approving the proj-
ect the city did not en-
sure that all significant 
environmental impacts 
of the project will be 
mitigated, Bonta claims.

Mayor Warren said 
that in approving the 
warehouse project in 

question, “I think we 
have taken every effort 
legally to keep people 
safe. This project met 
all the necessary envi-
ronmental standards. It 
is going to create jobs. 
These environmental-
ists need to get out of the 
way and quit standing in 
the way of economic de-
velopment.”

-Mark Gutglueck

against the county con-
testing the approval of 
that undertaking, putting 
it on hold until the litiga-
tion is resolved.

It is unclear at this 
point, however, whether 
the school district or an-
other entity, such as the 
Sierra Club or the Cen-
ter for Community Ac-
tion and Environmental 
Justice, will carry the 
burden of engaging in 
litigation to contest the 
approval of the truck ter-
minal project if the board 
of supervisors follows 
the recommendation 
made by the planning 
commission yesterday.

Previously, the county 
and Anthony DeLuca, 
a senior planner in the 
county department of 
land use services who 

is processing the project 
application, referred to 
the proposal as a truck 
terminal. At this point, 
the county is referring 
to it as a “trailer stor-
age” yard. This effort to 
minimize the intensity 
of the operation appears 
to be an indication that 
the project will be given 
approval when it comes 
before the board of su-
pervisors, most likely in 
August or September.

There have been hints 
but no explicit acknowl-
edgement that the proj-
ect is to be the eventual 
headquarters/regional 
office/operating yard for 
a trucking company. The 
facility would provide 
storage for trailers dur-
ing delivery off-seasons 
and/or between deliv-

eries, and would run 
seven days a week and 
24 hours a day, with an 
average of more than 700 
truck trips into or out of 
the terminal daily. The 
project is to include 275 
parking spaces in total, 
260 spaces of which will 
be 12 feet by 55 feet. 
The proposed project 
includes a 2,400 square-
foot building for office 
use and storage, an ap-
proximate 250 square-
foot guard shack, and a 
4,800 square-foot main-
tenance shop with four 
repair bays. 

The county is using a 
mitigated negative dec-
laration to provide the 
project with its envi-
ronmental certification, 
rather than a more com-
prehensive environmen-
tal impact report.

A full scale environ-
mental impact report is 
the most intensive form 
of environmental cer-
tification, involving a 
study of the project site, 
the project proposal, the 

potential and actual im-
pacts the project will 
have on the site and sur-
rounding area in terms 
of all conceivable issues, 
including land use, wa-
ter use, air quality, po-
tential contamination, 
noise, traffic, biological 
and cultural resources, 
as well as health impacts 
on individuals living or 
working in proximity 
to the project. An envi-
ronmental impact report 
specifies in detail what 
measures can, will and 
must be carried out to 
offset those impacts.

A mitigated nega-
tive declaration is a far 
less exacting size-up of 
the impacts of a project 
than an environmental 
impact report, involving 
the panel entrusted with 
a community’s ultimate 
land use authority, in this 
case the San Bernardino 
County Board of Super-
visors, considering an 
initial study of the proj-
ect completed by county 
staff and thereafter issu-

ing a declaration that all 
adverse environmental 
impacts from the proj-
ect will be mitigated, or 
offset, by the conditions 
of approval of the project 
imposed upon the devel-
oper.

A potential issue that 
could be exploited in le-
gal action taken against 
the county for approving 
the project is that it failed 
to carry out a more ex-
acting form of environ-
mental certification.

That Commissioner 
Kareem Gongora voted 
against recommending 
project approval might 
have some significance. 
Gongora is an appointee 
of Fifth District Supervi-
sor Joe Baca Jr. Bloom-
ington lies within the 
Fifth District. Whether 
or not Gongora’s vote 
reflects how Baca will 
come down on the issue 
remains to be seen. In 
many cases, with regard 
to development propos-
als, the supervisors de-
fer to the judgment of 

the supervisor in whose 
district that particular 
project is located. Under 
normal circumstances, 
the entire board will fol-
low the lead of a supervi-
sor who either supports 
or opposes a project 
within his/her district. 
In this case, however, the 
remainder of the board 
might not be inclined to 
support Baca in his de-
cision if he opposes the 
truck terminal, since 
both Wiener and Beard 
have been major do-
nors to the political war 
chests of the remaining 
supervisors: Curt Hang-
man, Janice Rutherford, 
Dawn Rowe and Paul 
Cook.

Planning Commis-
sioner Raymond Allard 
did not cast a vote on 
the recommendation be-
cause, he said, he had 
performed engineering 
work for Wiener and 
Beard on other projects 
they are engaged in.

-Mark Gutglueck

recent chief of staff, Phil 
Paule, who left her em-
ploy yesterday to move 
into a position as the 
chief of staff for River-

side County Supervisor 
Karen Spiegel.

Hunt will be Ruther-
ford’s fourth, and likely 
last, chief of staff. She 
will be termed out of of-
fice in December 2022. 
Previous to Paule, her 
chief of staff was An-
drew Takata, who suc-
ceeded Chad Mayes.

-Mark Gutglueck

With Recommendation, Planning Com-
mission Clears Way For Supervisors To 
Saddle Bloomington With Unwanted Truck 
Terminal Proposed By Two Of The Board’s 
Major Campaign Donors  from page 3

At the September 2, 
2014 Ontario City Coun-
cil meeting, the council 
adjourned into a closed 
session, during which 
the panel’s first order of 
business was to discuss 
how the city was going 

Rutherford Uncon-
cerned Over Ques-
tions Hanging Over 
Her New Chief Of 
Staff  from page 3

to respond to the re-
straining order that had 
been filed by Valencia, 
as well as concern that 
the city might be sued 
by the County of Los 
Angeles and its sheriff’s 
department for Wapner’s 
intrusion at the City of 
Industry Station. Dur-
ing the closed session, 
Avila made what was 
taken as a physical threat 
to Leon, and then began 
to advance from his po-

sition at the conference 
table opposite of where 
Leon, as mayor, sat at 
the head of the table. 
Given the narrow clear-
ance between the wall 
and the chairs around 
the table as well as the 
girth of 300-pound Jim 
Bowman, Avila was not 
able to get to the mayor. 
An Ontario police offi-
cer was summoned into 
the conference room, 
whereupon the officer’s 
presence at what was 
supposed to be a closed-
door meeting waived the 
city council’s claim to 
confidentiality, allow-
ing the matters that were 
discussed therein to be 
disclosed to the public.

Ultimately, the city 
council agreed to retain 
for $3,000 former City 
Councilman Jason An-
derson, who is an attor-

ney, to represent Wap-
ner with regard to the 
restraining order filed 
against him. Anderson 

Less than six weeks 
later, on October 7, 2014, 
the election heated up 
when a video was posted 
to Youtube in which it 
appeared Wapner was 
in public physically as-
saulting his daughter.

The footage, which 
was caught on a private 
residence’s security vid-
eo, showed an event that 
had taken place on Feb-
ruary 4, 2013 in the area 
of East Hazeltine and 
South Pleasant Avenue 
in which Wapner becom-
ing physically aggressive 
in dealing with his recal-
citrant then-15-year-old 
daughter.

According to then-
Ontario Police Lieu-
tenant David McBride, 
officers with his depart-
ment were summoned, 
copies of the video were 
secured, witness state-
ments were taken and 

Wapner and his daugh-
ter were interrogated. 
A report on the incident 
was submitted to the San 
Bernardino County Dis-
trict Attorney’s Office, 
which after a several 
month review, declined 
to prosecute Wapner on 
child abuse charges.

Surfacing as it did in 
the midst of Wapner’s 
reelection campaign, 
suspicion fell on Valen-
cia, who was running 
hard against Wapner 
at the time; on J. Steve 
Garcia, a member of 
the Ontario-Montclair 
School District Board 
who was running at that 
time for a board position 
with Chaffey Joint Union 
High School District; 
and the owners of the 
home with the security 
system that had captured 
the video. Adroitly, Wap-

Jason Anderson

was selected for the task 
despite the consideration 
that when he had been on 
the city council, he was 
on the opposite side of 
the political divide from 
Wapner. Curiously, the 
council sought to dis-
guise the retaining of 
Anderson by disburs-
ing the funds out of the 
city’s housing authority 
account. Continued on Page  12

City Backed Wap-
ner In Complaint 
He Made To Valen-
cia’s Employer in 
2014  from page 3
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ner and his political advi-
sors and operatives were 
able to sidestep some of 
the controversy by di-
verting attention from 
the video’s contents to 
accusations about who, 
exactly, was responsible 
for posting the video 
on the internet. One of 
Wapner’s tools in this 
regard was Anderson, 
who was representing 
him legally at the time, 
at Ontario taxpayers’ 
expense. Intimidated 
by Anderson and fear-
ing that legal action that 
would be expensive to 
defend against might be 
forthcoming if the video 
were not taken down, 
whoever had posted it 
to Youtube took it down 
October 22, 15 days be-
fore the November 4, 
2014 election. While 
the spectacle did minor 
damage to his campaign, 
Wapner’s overwhelming 
monetary advantage vis-
à-vis his campaign fund-
ing allowed him to press 
on with electioneering 
efforts, stay on task, and 
appeal to the city’s high 
propensity voters, few of 
whom knew of the video 
controversy. Wapner 
handily won reelection, 
garnering 8,351 votes or 
31.92 percent, slightly 
outpolling Bowman, 
with 7,645 votes or 29.19 
percent. Valencia fin-
ished a distant third, with 
4,760 votes or 18.17 per-
cent, ahead of both of the 
other also-rans, Yolanda 
Garcia and Reyna Mach-
ado. In the simultaneous 
mayoral contest, Leon, 
with 11,139 votes or 
69.53 percent, trounced 
Avila, who polled 2,578 
votes or 16.09 percent, 
and Favilla, who man-
aged 2,304 votes or 14.38 
percent.

The political status 
quo in Ontario perpetu-
ated. If anything, the 
contretemps involving 
Avila worsened. More 
and more, the outside 
world began to take note 
of the exchanges be-
tween him and his col-
leagues, which primarily 
involved Wapner, who 
crossed swords with 

him on a constant basis. 
On occasions, the atmo-
sphere grew so tense or 
poisoned, the meetings 
were adjourned without 
all of the items on the 
agenda being discussed 
and voted upon.

In 2016, Avila and 
Dorst-Porada had to 
stand for reelection. 
With eight challengers 
in the field, Avila came 
in forth, behind second 
place Dorst-Porada and 
first place Valencia.

Valencia’s acceding 
to the city council os-
tensibly seemed to be an 
auspicious development 
for Leon. On the panel 
was at last someone with 
whom the mayor was 
by nature aligned, given 
their common enmity 
toward Wapner. Indeed, 
Valencia was even more 
sharply at odds with 
Wapner than Leon, and 
he had demonstrated no 
qualms about mixing it 
up with Wapner, match-
ing fire with fire or low 
blow with low blow. If 
Leon cultivated Valen-
cia, he could use him 
as his pit bull against 
Wapner, while taking the 
high road. Like Leon, 
Valencia was a Repub-
lican. More than that, 
Valencia had some cred-
ibility and status, gravi-
tas even. Valencia was a 
career law enforcement 
officer, which represent-
ed a card that could be 
played against Wapner, 
whose reputation, status 
and authority as a coun-
cilman in part stemmed 
from his background as 
a detective and police 
sergeant. Most impor-
tantly, Valencia was not 
mentally and emotion-
ally unstable like Avila, 
meaning he could be 
relied upon to comport 
himself civilly, act ratio-
nally and not represent a 
hazard to Leon by means 
of association.

Somehow, however, 
Leon and Valencia never 
hit it off.

In 2018, Leon, Wap-
ner and Bowman were 
returned to office.

In 2020, four years 
after he was first elected 
to the council, Valencia 
was returned to that post 
by the voters, along with 
Dorst-Porada.

Earlier this year, a 
little more than a year-
and-a-half before the 
November 2022 election, 

Valencia announced that 
he will challenge Leon 
for the mayoralty.

In preparation for that 
contest, Valencia and his 
support network have 
moved toward arming 
themselves with infor-
mation and material they 
believe will assist Valen-
cia in knocking Leon off.

One of those things is 
everything that can be 
learned about the city’s 
2014 hiring of Jason An-
derson to represent Wap-
ner in the face of the re-
straining order Valencia 
obtained against him in 
the midst of the then-on-
going election campaign. 
Something about the 
way that was carried off 
doesn’t look right, Va-
lencia and his supporters 
believe. Why, they want 
to know, did the city 
cover the cost of retain-
ing Anderson to attempt 
to stand that restraining 
order down? Why, they 
ask, was it not let up to 
Wapner to retain his own 
counsel in contesting the 
restraining order? What, 
exactly, they want to 
find out, was the nature 
of the work Anderson 
was doing for the city? 
Was, they want to know, 
Wapner acting on be-
half of the city when he 
went to the City of In-
dustry Sheriff’s Station, 
in the middle of an elec-
tion campaign, to lodge 
a complaint against a 
candidate vying against 
him? Why, they are cu-
rious, did the city retain 
Anderson through the 
housing authority rather 
than directly? How, they 
are asking, did Ander-
son’s professional efforts 
pertain to the housing au-
thority? What, they want 
to know, became of the 
video seized by the On-
tario Police Department 
during its investigation 
of the February 4, 2013 
incident involving Wap-
ner’s public disciplining 
of his daughter? What 
information, they are 
asking, was contained 
or not contained in the 
report on the February 
4, 2013 incident that was 
sent to the district attor-
ney’s office?

Valencia’s authority 
as a councilman, appar-
ently, does not extend to 
his being provided with 
answers to those ques-
tions. Consequently, 
his supporter used the 

California Public Re-
cords Act in an attempt 
to obtain as much of 
that information as they 
could. In response, they 
received what are essen-
tially non-answers.

In response to the 
public records act re-
quests, they were in-
formed by Assistant City 
Clerk Claudia Y. Isbell 
that all of the documents 
relating to the nature of 
the work done by Ander-
son, the payment made 
to him for that work and 
the product produced by 
that work or any reports 
related thereto “were 
authorized for destruc-
tion on May 4, 2020, and 
subsequently destroyed 
on July 1, 2020.”

As to the requests to 
get the materials and 
documents contained in 
the investigation into the 
February 4, 2013 inci-
dent involving Wapner 
and his daughter, Isbell 
wrote, “the report you 
have requested is confi-
dential under Penal Code 
Section 11167.5 and can-
not be disclosed to mem-
bers of the public.”

Like sharks, those in 
Valencia’s camp smell 
blood in the water and 
they are circling Leon 
and Wapner.

Seemingly simultane-
ous to all of this, the bad 
blood between Leon and 
Wapner that has existed 
for a decade-and-a-half, 
has resolved itself. Ap-
parent at Ontario City 
Council meetings is 
that the quartet of Leon, 
Wapner, Bowman and 
Dorst-Porada are func-
tioning like a humming 
and perfectly tuned and 
well-lubricated machine 
with all pistons firing 
in precisely-timed se-
quence and that Valen-
cia is the wrench that 
has been tossed into the 
works.

Leon did not deny that 
he has come, at long last, 
to a too-much delayed 
accommodation with 
Wapner. He said he was 
inspired to it by an act of 
statesmanship at the in-
ternational level.

“I was reading some 
history about the Cold 
War and how it came 
to an end,” Leon said. 
“What happened was 
[Soviet Premier] Mikhail 
Gorbachev called [then-
Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff and later-

Secretary of State] Co-
lin Powell and he said, 
“You are going to have 
to find another enemy. 
I am no longer your en-
emy. We have been look-
ing at each other across 
the Fulda Gap [the vast 
no-man’s land between 
the Soviet and Ameri-
can forces at the border 
of then-East Germany 
and then-West Germany, 
garrisoned on both sides 
with tanks and other 
heavily-mechanized mil-
itary forces] for too long. 
I am not your enemy. The 
past has to get buried.”

After reading that, 
Leon said he then en-
gaged in some states-
manship of his own with 
Wapner.

“I sat down with him 
and I said, ‘I am not 
your enemy. We have to 
find a way to work this 
out,’” Leon said. “He 
was genuinely touched 
by that. It didn’t hap-
pen immediately, I can 
tell you that. It took a 
couple of months for him 
to come back. He said, 
‘You’re right. How do we 
fix this?’ I said, “First, 
we make up our minds 
to get along and then we 
work together.”

He and Wapner have 
been in harmony ever 
since, he said.

Leon acknowledged 
that he and Wapner were 
“in hate with each other. 
He tried to ruin me. It 
was a grudge match. 
Does anyone want to 
live with that continu-
ally? We’re both 65 now. 
When we serve to the 
end of the next terms 
we’ll be elected to next 
year, we’ll be 70 years 
old. We’re tired of the 
fight, both of us. Why 
would we want to spend 
the last five years of our 
time in public office 

fighting over something 
that happened almost a 
generation ago? We de-
cided to lay that to rest. 
Now we’ve gotten down 
to work. We’re at peace 
and we’ve been good.”

Leon insisted he is 
not quaking in his boots 
over Valencia’s politi-
cal challenge. Having 
been in municipal office 
in Ontario for nearly 23 
years, having won seven 
straight municipal elec-
tions, and sitting on a 
campaign war chest of a 
quarter of a million dol-
lars, Leon said he won’t 
be running scared in 
2022, but rather striding 
confidently.

Ontario being what 
it is, the most accom-
plished and the most fi-
nancially successful of 
San Bernardino Coun-
ty’s cities, is a product 
of sound management, 
sensible decisions and 
clear long-term vision, 
he said.

Valencia doesn’t have 
the experience or vision 
he and Wapner possess, 
Leon said, and the junior 
member of the council is 
not at this point capable 
of working cooperatively 
to accomplish anything.

“I don’t have a rela-
tionship with him, as far 
as I’m concerned,” Leon 
said. “I’m not opposed 
to working with him if 
he brings in some good 
ideas. In the last year I 
haven’t heard him rec-
ommend one thing.”

Leon continued, “I 
don’t necessarily say he 
is a bad guy, but at the 
same time, he obviously 
has no respect for any-
one else on the council. 
He doesn’t want to be 
a team player and he 
doesn’t seem to be inter-
ested working toward a 
common goal.”

Valencia Provides 
Leon & Wapner 
With The Key 
To Friendship: A 
Common Enemy 
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ta Anita Avenue to the 
west.

While Bridge has 
not identified the ten-
ant that will locate into 
those structures, rep-
resenting ten times the 
square-footage proposed 
in Upland, a logical as-

sumption is the facility 
is intended for Amazon. 
Initially, when Bridge 
undertook its efforts in 
Upland, it did not identi-
fy Amazon as the build-
ing tenant.

Were Amazon to es-
tablish a fulfillment 
center in neighboring 
Rancho Cucamonga 
with very close freeway 
access, it is likely that 
Amazon’s need to oper-
ate a smaller facility in 
Upland would diminish.

-Mark Gutglueck

Giant Rancho 
Cucamonga Ware-
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ate The Need For 
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ity In Upland from 
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