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By Mark Gutglueck
Redlands city offi-

cials have stepped into a 
quagmire of controversy 
through their ready ac-
commodation of a devel-
oper intent on convert-
ing a 130-year old citrus 
farm, one of the last re-
maining original orange 
groves that dates back to 
the decade after the City 
of Redlands’ 1888 incor-
poration, into a residen-
tial subdivision.

As it now appears, 
whether the city ap-

proves or rejects the 
development proposal, 
there is an overwhelm-
ing likelihood the city 
will be put into the posi-
tion of having to defend 
against a lawsuit relating 
to the project.

Jeff Burum and Matt 
Jordan of Rancho Cu-
camonga-based Diversi-
fied Pacific have set their 
sights on converting six 
of the England Grove 
Estate’s 8.8 acres into 28 
2,000-to 2,600 square 
foot homes on what are 

mostly 6,200-square-
foot lots.

The property slated 
for development lies 
within one of the city’s 
four primary historic 
zones, designated as the 
West Highland Avenue 
Historic and Scenic Dis-
trict, consisting of 24 
historic homes within a 
two-mile radius of the 
proposed Diversified 
Pacific project. Those 
historic properties in-
clude the Miss Hester 
Leaverton House at 159 

West Palm Avenue, less 
than 300-feet away; the 
Montgomery House, 
which borders the or-
ange grove; the Thomas 
Jeffrey House at 625 
Alvarado Avenue; the 
Thayer residence at 104 
West Cypress Avenue, 
as well as 13 homes on 
West Highland Avenue, 
three homes on West 
Cypress Avenue, one 
house on South Buena 
Vista Street, two houses 
on Alvarado Street and 
three homes on West 

Palm Avenue.
If the project is given 

go-ahead by the city 
council as is anticipated 
next Tuesday, 90 percent 
of the grove and its ir-
rigation system on the 
England Grove Estate, 
put into place by T. Y. 
England between 1891 
and 1893, will be bull-
dozed.

The home on the prop-
erty facing Palm Avenue 
initially built by Thomas 
Y. England in 1893 in 
the Victorian 

By Larry Kinley
This week, the Up-

land City Council is not 
only considering making 
a final selection among 
a number of applicants 
to serve our city as city 
manager, but two of its 
members are also deter-
mining in conjunction 
with a consultant how 
much this next city man-
ager is going to be paid 
in salary, perks, and ben-

efits in addition to the 
pension he or she is to 
receive, which in the end 
is determined by a Cali-
fornia Public Employ-
ees’ Retirement System 
formula that takes into 
account the highest sal-
ary paid to that manager 
throughout his or her ca-
reer.

Right now is as appro-
priate of a time as any for 
me to share my thoughts 

on the issue of what we 
are paying our city of-
ficials, in particular our 
city managers. I do not 
think it is too bold, nor 
do I think it unreason-
able, to state that I do 
not believe any manager 
of the 482 cities and in-
corporated towns in the 
state should be provid-
ed with compensation 
greater than that which 
is paid to Cali-

The architects of the 
City of Industry’s now-
abandoned scheme to 
place control of Tres 
Hermanos Ranch into 
the hands of a corpora-
tion masquerading as 
a quasi-public agency 
four years ago have been 
charged by the Los An-
geles County District 
Attorney’s Office with 
fraud and the theft of 
what is believed to be as 
much as $20 million in 

public funds.
Former City of Indus-

try City Manager Paul 
Philips; La Jolla-based 
developer William Bar-
kett, a principal in the 
entity known as San Ga-
briel Valley Water and 
Power; former California 
State Senator Frank Hill, 
who served as a consul-
tant to the City of Indus-
try; and Anthony Bouza, 
who worked as an attor-
ney for the City of Indus-

try, were charged with 
fraud, embezzlement, 
theft, conflict of interest 
and misappropriation of 
public funds.

The criminal charges 
arise from the City of 
Industry’s failed attempt 
to maintain control of 
2,445-acre Tres Herma-
nos Ranch, which strad-
dles the City of Chino 
Hills at the extreme 
southwest corner of 
San Bernardino County 

and Diamond Bar in 
the southeast corner of 
Los Angeles County. In 
1978, the City of Indus-
try paid $12.1 million 
($30.9 million in 2021 
dollars) for the land, and 
later transferred owner-
ship of the property to 
the city’s redevelopment 
agency, known officially 
as the Industry Urban 
Development Agency. 
Indications over the 
years were that the prop-

erty would be utilized to 
host a reservoir or reser-
voirs which would have a 
holding capacity equiva-
lent to the fifth largest 
body of water in South-
ern California.

In 2011, legislation 
closed out all redevelop-
ment agencies statewide, 
and ownership of the 
2,445 acres transferred 
to the so-called succes-
sor agency to the City of 
Industry’s re-

The effort by Trona-
based Searles Valley 
Minerals to prevent the 
Indian Wells Valley 
Groundwater Author-
ity from levying a water 
replenishment fee on it 
that the company main-
tains is compromising 
its financial viability was 
dashed by an Orange 
County judge on Thurs-
day.

Orange County Su-
perior Court Judge Kirk 

H. Nakamura granted 
the Indian Wells Valley 
Groundwater Author-
ity’s motion to dismiss 
Searles Valley Minerals’ 
request.

The authority im-
posed the replenishment 
fee on major water users 
throughout its jurisdic-
tion, including Sear-
les Valley Minerals, in 
January. Searles Valley 
Minerals, which had al-
ready commenced legal 

action against the au-
thority four months pre-
viously, had sought to be 
excused from paying the 
assessment, and had not 
been paying it since the 
charges were imposed.

The Indian Wells Val-
ley Groundwater Au-
thority is levying the 
groundwater replenish-
ment fee as part of the 
ongoing effort by gov-
ernmental entities in San 
Bernardino, Kern and 

Inyo counties to come 
into compliance with the 
State of California’s Sus-
tainable Groundwater 
Management Act. That 
assessment, Searles Val-
ley Minerals maintains, 
will drive it out of busi-
ness.

Among other argu-
ments, Searles Valley 
Minerals maintains that 
the joint powers author-
ity formed under the 
auspices of state law is 

letting the federal gov-
ernment off the hook by 
ignoring federal agen-
cies’ consumption of 
water at the furthest 
western extension of the 
Mojave Desert while 
forcing the private sector 
to bear the burden of the  
conservation efforts that 
are being imposed.

In the face of a four-
year running drought, 
California state officials 
in 2014 under-

The City of San Ber-
nardino lost two of its 
key department heads 
this week, as City Hall’s 
stability or the lack 
thereof is becoming an 
increasingly poignant 
factor in the county 
seat’s mayoral crisis.

Eric McBride, who 
has been serving in the 
capacity of acting police 
chief since January 2019, 
retired on Tuesday. The 
next day, Community 
Development Director 
Michael Huntley ten-
dered his resignation.

McBride’s and Hunt-
ley’s departures mark 
the fourth and fifth de-
fections in the last two 
months from the man-
agement and governing 
circle that has surround-
ed Mayor John Valdivia 
for all or a significant 
part of his mostly rocky 
33-month tenure as may-
or.

In August, Renee 
Brizuela, who had been 
Valdivia’s executive as-
sistant, along with Jim 
Tickemyer, who had 
headed the city’s parks 
and recreation depart-
ment, stepped away from 
their positions with the 
city. At the end of July, 
Assistant City Manager 
Rebekah Kramer left.

In 2018, Valdivia, who 
had been San Bernardi-
no’s Third Ward Coun-
cilman since 2012, was 
elected mayor. He as-
sumed office in Decem-
ber 2018 with a ruling 
coalition behind him that 
included newly-elected 
First Ward Councilman 
Ted Sanchez and newly-
elected Second Ward 
Councilwoman Sandra 
Ibarra, as well as two in-
cumbents on the council 
with whom he was al-
lied, Fifth Ward Coun-
cilman Henry Nickel 
and Sixth Ward Council-
woman Bessine Richard. 
Valdivia would 

Leonard Paulitz, who 
served on the Montclair 
City Council for more 
than 36 years, died on 
August 24, 2021. He was 
94.

Paulitz, who was em-
ployed by General Dy-
namics in Pomona as a 
computer systems spe-
cialist, came to Montclair 
in 1960, moving into a 
four-bedroom home on 
Poulson Avenue, which 

was barely large enough 
to accommodate his 
growing family, which 
eventually included his 
wife Constance and 
their six children, four 
sons and two daugh-
ters. His house’s back 
yard was contiguous to 
an orange grove, which 
blanketed the property 
at the southwest corner 
of Central Avenue and 
Orchard Street, 
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Style and altered into a 
prairie style in 1914 by 
Guy Hunter, as well as 
the carriage house be-
hind the England home 
and the England Queen 
Anne cottage built on 
another part of the prop-
erty facing Alvarado 
Street will be preserved, 
along with roughly 57 of 
the navel orange trees 
that were marketed for 
decades under the Pure 
Gold label.

Even before Diversi-
fied Pacific announced 
its developmental plan, 
questions had emerged 
about the fate of the 
property and its orange 
grove, and manipula-
tions of the City of Red-
lands planning process. 
The England grove was 
planted as mostly navel 
orange trees beginning 
in 1891, using a gravity 
feed irrigation system. 
In 1986, Redlands’ vot-
ers passed Measure O, 
which included the ap-
proval of a bond to pay 
for purchasing and pre-
serving historic orange 
groves in the city. The 
England Estate contain-
ing all of its historic as-
sets – the two homes, 
the carriage house, the 
groves and its gravity fed 
irrigation system as well 
as its cut granite wall – 
was sold by the Hunter 
Family to James and 
Annie Attwood in 1922. 
The Attwoods in turn 
passed it along to their 
daughter, Mary Attwood 
Heeney and her husband 
Thomas J. Heeney, who 
continued to operate it as 
a citrus-producing farm. 
More than a decade 
ago, Thomas Heeney’s 
grandson Christopher 
Brumett along with his 
wife Jacquelyn signaled 
their willingness to sell 
the property. The City of 
Redlands, with its avail-
able grove-preservation 
bond money, and the 
Redlands Conservancy, 
showed interest. The 
Redlands Conservancy 
offered $3 million for 
the property. The Bru-
metts turned that offer 
down, saying they want-
ed roughly twice that 
amount. Another offer, 

this one for $4 million, 
was tendered by pres-
ervationists. Again, the 
Brumetts balked at that 
offer.

Inexplicably, in June 
2019, the Brumetts ac-
cepted Diversified Pa-
cific’s $2.35 million offer 
for the 8.8 acres.

Later that year, as 
Diversified Pacific’s de-
velopmental intentions 
for the property became 
known, residents of the 
West Highland Histori-
cal District approached 
City Hall, seeking to 
learn what they could, 
and to provide their in-
put to top municipal staff 
and Redland’s elected of-
ficials, who would have 
the ultimate decision-
making authority over 
the proposed project. 
When then-Redlands 
Mayor Paul Foster was 
approached, he begged 
off, insisting that it was 
premature to discuss 
anything about the mat-
ter, as the parameters of 
Diversified Pacific’s plan 
were not firmed up. Sub-
sequently, when Diversi-
fied Pacific laid out that 
it intended to build 30 
homes on the property, 
enclose it entirely with 
a wall and have a single 
entrance into the neigh-
borhood that would be 
gated, Foster remained 
unwilling to discuss 
the project with any of 
his constituents. Unbe-
knownst to the general 
public, however, Foster 
was engaged in private 
dialogues with Diversi-
fied Pacific’s principals, 
during which he offered 
them an assurance the 
project as they were 
proposing it would pass 
muster with city staff 
and the city council.

In late 2019, the pro-
posed project was sub-
mitted to the city.

Under the California 
Environmental Quality 
Act, most development 
projects are subjected to 
an environmental certi-
fication process. Some 
types of environmental 
certification are more 
intensive than others, 
ranging from an envi-
ronmental impact report 

to an environmental 
impact study to an en-
vironmental assessment 
to an environmental ex-
amination to a mitigated 
negative declaration to a 
negative declaration.

An environmental 
impact report, the most 
intensive type of envi-
ronmental analysis and 
certification there is, 
consists of 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. An 
environmental impact 
report specifies in detail 
what measures can, will 
and must be carried out 
to offset those impacts. A 
mitigated negative decla-
ration falls near the other 
end of the scale, and ex-
ists as a far less exacting 
size-up of the impacts 
of a project, by which 
the panel entrusted with 
the city’s ultimate land 
use authority, as in the 
case of Redlands 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.

Early in the process 
of the City of Redlands’ 
evaluation of Diversified 
Pacific’s development 
proposal for the Eng-
land Estate property, 
which Diversified Pacif-
ic dubbed the Redlands 
Palm project, the city 
committed to allowing 
the project to be com-
pleted without Diversi-
fied Pacific having to go 
to the expense of a full-
blown environmental 
impact report, instead 
consenting to have the 
city council consider 
providing the project 
with a mitigated negative 
declaration.

On October 1, Octo-
ber 15, and December 
17 of 2020, and then on 
March 4, 2021 the Red-
lands Historic and Scenic 
Preservation Commis-
sion reviewed and dis-
cussed the initial study 
the city had completed 
as part of the proposed 
mitigated negative dec-

laration the city council 
was to make in provid-
ing the project its envi-
ronmental certification. 
The Historic and Scenic 
Preservation Commis-
sion further considered 
the cultural resource as-
sessment and historic 
resource evaluation that 
was to become part of 
the permanent record 
relating to the project. 
The Historic and Scenic 
Preservation Commis-
sion adopted a resolution 
on March 4, 2021, docu-
menting its findings that 
the proposed mitigated 
negative declaration and 
cultural resources report 
did not adequately iden-
tify and address the po-
tential impacts to cultur-
al and historic resources. 
The Historic and Scenic 
Preservation Commis-
sion recommended that 
a full environmental im-
pact report be prepared 
for the project to compre-
hensively identify and 
analyze any potentially 
significant impacts.

The matter was 
thereafter taken up by 
the Redlands Planning 
Commission on May 11, 
2021. During the com-
mission’s discussion 
there was some degree of 
concern expressed with 
regard to how the project 
will mesh with the exist-
ing surrounding neigh-
borhoods, the project be-
ing a gated one, limited 
access to the project, the 
proposed cul-de-sac on 
the Alvarado Street side 
of the project, the pro-
posed variances for the 
front yard setbacks and 
rear yard open space, and 
the applicant’s lack of 
communication with the 
surrounding neighbor-
hood, as well as Diversi-
fied Pacific’s request for 
a reduction in lot size, 
and the project’s impact 
on historic resources.

The meeting was con-
tinued to June 8, 2021, 
pursuant to the forma-
tion of an ad-hoc sub-
committee composed 
of two members of the 
planning commission, 
commissioners Karah 
Shaw and Steve Frasher.

This generated some 
heat, as Shaw is a real es-
tate agent, and some felt 
this could constitute a 
conflict of interest in that 
she stood to profit were 
she to get the listings on 
or serve as a broker on 
the home sales within 

the Redlands Palm sub-
division.

Shaw and Frasher met 
with Diversified Pacific’s 
principals and represen-
tatives thrice to discuss 
the project. Following the 
meetings, the applicant 
submitted a revised plan 
for the project, which re-
moved the private access 
gates and the cul-de-
sac, such that what had 
formerly been proposed 
as a private street went 
all the way through the 
project and connected 
to Alvarado Street. The 
removal of the cul-de-
sac reduced by three the 
locations where there 
were front and rear yard 
setback variances. Other 
substandard setbacks re-
main as part of the proj-
ect.

After being unable 
to come to a conclusion 
on June 8, the planning 
commission on June 22, 
2021 voted 5-to-2, with 
Dr. Angela Keller and 
Matt Endsley dissenting, 
to recommend that the 
city council provide the 
project with a mitigated 
negative declaration with 
a proviso that roughly 56 
of the trees would be re-
tained and a kiosk would 
be erected that would 
recite the history of the 
England Estate and its 
significance to Redlands. 
The commission voted 
6-to-1, with Keller dis-
senting, to grant the vari-
ances allowing yard size 
limitations and reduced 
setbacks on some of the 
lots.

When the city coun-
cil convened on July 
20, 2021, neither Burum 
nor Jordan was in atten-
dance.

Peter Pitassi, an ar-
chitect from Rancho Cu-
camonga representing 
Diversified Pacific, em-

phasized that the proj-
ect as proposed would 
preserve the England 
Home and the carriage 
house, which were to be 
sold off to someone who 
would restore them, and 
that the England Cottage 
would be preserved as 
well.

Early in the proceed-
ings, before the pub-
lic weighed in, all five 
members of the council 
disclosed that they had 
private meetings with 
representatives of Diver-
sified Pacific.

A group of residents 
who had banded together 
under the auspices of the 
group name Save The 
Grove retained attorney 
John McClendon.

McClendon prepared 
a document that was 
presented to the council 
which put forth the as-
sertion and marshaled 
support thereto that a 
mitigated negative dec-
laration for the project 
would not stand a legal 
challenge and that un-
der the California Envi-
ronmental Quality Act 
the city was required to 
conduct a full environ-
mental impact report for 
the project. The city was 
in violation of the Cali-
fornia Environmental 
Quality Act because it 
had not consulted with 
nor included other agen-
cies in determining what 
type of environmental 
document to prepare or 
in its preparation of the 
so-called initial study for 
the mitigated negative 
declaration, McClendon 
maintained.

Moreover, accord-
ing to McClendon, there 
were disagreements 
among experts and ana-
lysts with regard to the 
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Former City Manager Vagnozzi Sues Upland For Discrimination

City Managers’ 
Salaries Should Be 
Capped At The An-
nual Compensation 
Paid To California’s 
Governor, Former 
Upland Treasurer 
Says   from front  
page
fornia’s governor.

Let me explain the 
reason I feel this way.

The city manager of 
Upland has nowhere near 
the span of responsibility 
as our state’s governor. 
Upland has a population 
of 77,754, according to 
the 2020 Census. Cali-
fornia’s population, as 
counted during the same 
census, was 39,538,223.

Upland is a wonder-
ful city, and it has many 
things that recommend it 
as a great place to live. It 
has a wonderful hospital, 
a top-flight school district 
and a general aviation 
airport. It is host to the 
corporate headquarters 
for Lewis Homes, Chero-
kee Wood Products and 
ISDG Security Systems. 
The San Antonio Water 
Company and other water 
companies have joined 
with the city to provide 
us with quality water. 
Upland has some of the 
nicest residential neigh-
borhoods in San Ber-
nardino County. Euclid 
Avenue is the city’s show-
case. South of Foothill 
Avenue, it is lined with 
classic Craftsman-style 
and Edwardian homes 
that date from the early 
part of the 20th Century. 
North of Foothill, Euclid 
on its east and west sides 
is host to increasingly 
impressive dwellings that 
evolve into mansions. 
With its distinctive ur-
ban forest median that 
includes the Madonna of 
the Trail, Euclid offers a 
breathtaking vista that 
terminates at the Foot-
hills below Mount San 
Antonio. Upland is popu-
lated by hardworking and 
good people.

163,696-square 
mile-California com-
prises everything that 
15.65-square-mile-Up-
land does, and much 
more. California’s geo-
graphical size ranking 
among the 50 states of 
the Union puts it in third 
place, exceeded only 
by Texas and Alaska. It 
boasts San Diego, Los 
Angeles, Santa Barbara, 

San Jose, San Francisco, 
Sacramento and Red-
ding within its confines. 
It has 840 miles of coast-
line, 33.4 million acres of 
forest and 42 mountains 
with peaks higher than 
10,000 feet. California’s 
population represents 
11.6 percent of that of the 
United States. Encom-

passing 58 counties in 
which there are a total of 
3,320,977 businesses, if 
California were a coun-
try it would have the fifth 
largest economy in the 
world, behind the Unit-
ed States, China, Japan, 
and Germany, and ahead 
of India, Great Britain, 
France, Italy, Brazil, 

Canada, Russia, South 
Korea, Australia, Spain, 
Mexico, Indonesia, the 
Netherlands and Saudi 
Arabia.

To suggest that the 
governor of the State of 
California merits less pay 
than the city manager of 
Upland falls outside the 
scope of rationale think-

ing. Yet, that is the case. 
Our governor is provided 
with a salary, before ben-
efits, of $209,747. Rose-
mary Hoerning, before 
she was asked by our city 
council to leave in March, 
was being paid $236,900 
per year in salary.

This defies common 
sense. I don’t see how 

any city can justify pay-
ing its city manager more 
than the State of Califor-
nia is paying its governor, 
and I challenge any city 
manager of any city in 
the state to debate me on 
that topic.

People should note 
that the loss to the tax-
payers represented by 
overly generous salaries 
to city managers does not 
end with the paychecks 
they are receiving. Over-
paying those serving at 
the top of a city’s mana-
gerial echelon causes in-
flation at the levels below 
that. Paying city manag-
ers too much money re-
sults in runaway salaries 
for municipal department 
heads such as the direc-
tor of development, the 
finance director and the 
director of public works. 
And then those working 
in those departments are 
also being overpaid be-
cause a city’s pay scale is 
out of balance.

Paying too much for 
city personnel in Up-
land, where the employ-
ees have already been 
reduced to a four-day 
work week, has resulted 
in a reprioritization in 
how municipal money is 
spent. Cities exist for the 
provision of municipal 
services. Cities exist so 
we have police depart-
ments to keep the streets 
from being overridden 
with crime, so we have 
fire departments to put 
out fires, so our streets are 
paved regularly to pre-
vent potholes, so we have 
quality and safe drink-
ing water when we turn 
on the tap, so our traffic 
lights work and so our 
parks are maintained and 
our streetlights come on 
at night. City Hall’s prior-
ity is no longer the provi-
sion of those services but 
making sure that our city 
employees are well paid, 
which means they receive 
compensation that is well 
above that paid to work-
ers in the private sector 
for comparable work. If a 
city keeps spending mon-
ey on high salaries, pretty 
soon the quality and in-
tegrity of those services 
diminish and, eventually, 
the reason for the city’s 
existence is defeated.

I would like to see a 
proposition go before the 
voters of California ask-
ing if they believe that 

Former Upland City 
Manager Jeannette Vag-
nozzi, whose promotion 
to the top spot at Upland 
City Hall was made with 
the support of three lame 
duck members of the city 
council in their last offi-
cial act as officeholders 
after an angry elector-
ate had banished them 
from office in Novem-
ber 2018, has sued the 
City of Upland over the 
way in which she claims 
she was treated in the 
months prior to her May 
2019 firing.

A group of Upland 
citizens had appealed 
to Vagnozzi in the days 
and hours before the city 
council hired her on No-
vember 26, 2018 to de-
cline the outgoing city 
council’s elevation of 
her to the city manager’s 
post and instead give 
what was then to be the 
incoming city council 
the option of either se-
lecting her to serve in the 
city’s top administrative 
post or keep her as assis-
tant city manager. Vag-
nozzi, saying she could 
not risk her future on 
the whim of three new 
council members she 
did not know, accepted 
the appointment as city 
manager, despite it being 
tainted by the consider-
ation that three of those 
who chose her would 
not be in office upon her 
assumption of the posi-
tion. As it would turn 
out, Vagnozzi’s show of 
distrust and what was 
interpreted as a lack of 
respect for four of the 
council members un-
der whom she thereafter 
served as city manager 
doomed her to an abbre-
viated tenure in office.

What proved out 
to be Vagnozzi’s mis-
placement in the role of 
Upland City Manager 
played against a back-
drop of action and po-
litical miscalculation on 
her part in the months 
before her promotion to 

city manager and further 
miscalculation and ac-
tion taken in the months 
after she assumed the 
city manager role.

In March 2018, the 
city, led by then-City 
Manager Bill Manis, 
Vagnozzi as assistant 
city manager and Mar-
tin Thouvenell who was 
then the city’s manage-
ment consultant and ad-
vised by then-City At-
torney James Markman, 
quietly moved to sell off 
4.631 acres of Memo-
rial Park to San Antonio 
Hospital for use as as a 
parking structure, at first 
giving no clear reference 
to the property to be sold 
as parkland while pro-
viding the public with a 
mere 96 hours notice that 
the sale was to be voted 
on by the city council. 
Then-Mayor Debbie 
Stone and council mem-
bers Gino Filippi and 
Carol Timm supported 
the sale. Councilman Sid 
Robinson abstained from 
the vote, not supporting 
the sale but taking no ac-
tion to oppose it. Coun-
cilwoman Janice Elliott 
voted against making the 
12 percent reduction to 
the city’s landmark park, 
the largest in the city.

A firestorm of contro-
versy ensued, as the vast 
majority of Upland’s citi-
zenry who had any opin-
ion with regard to the 
parkland sale opposed it.

Robinson’s constitu-
ency in the city consist-
ed in large measure of 
the parents of children 
participating in youth 
sports. Those who had 
been his political sup-
porters were dismayed 
at Robinson’s unwilling-
ness to stand up against 
the council majority and 
the city’s administration 
to oppose the sale of the 
parkland, which includ-
ed a long-existing Little 
League  diamond. To re-
main in office, Robinson 
would need to vie in that 
year’s election, the first 

one in Upland history 
to be held by-district, 
and compete in the city’s 
Second District. Elliott 
had been elected at-large 
in 2016 and her term in 
office was set to expire 
in 2020. In an effort to 
ensure her incumbency 
beyond 2020, at which 
point she would be 
forced to leave the coun-
cil because she was not 
eligible to run in any dis-
trict other than the Sec-
ond, she chose to run in 
the Second District race 
in 2018. Robinson, who 
was at a clear disadvan-
tage for not having op-
posed the parkland sale, 
opted out of running,

Both Filippi and 
Timm were due to stand 
for reelection in 2016, 
the former in the newly-
created Third District 
and the latter in the 
newly-created Fourth 
District. In the Novem-
ber election, both, un-
able to effectively defend 
their votes to sell off the 
parkland, were defeated. 
In September 2018, City 
Manager Manis, seeing 
the city large roiling with 
discontent toward him, 
Vagnozzi, Thouvenell, 
Stone, Filippi, Robin-
son, Timm and Mark-
man over the sell off of 
the parkland, announced 
his resignation as city 
manager. Vagnozzi and 
Thouvenell were tapped 
to fill in for him tempo-
rarily.

After the November 
2018 election, in which 
Elliott was victorious 
and Filippi and Timm 
were chased from office 
effective with the first 
council meeting in De-
cember 2018, the council 
took up the subject of the 
city’s managerial future. 
Thouvenell, who had 
served in the role of act-
ing city manager from 
the middle of 2016 after 
the firing of former City 
Manager Rod Butler and 
then all of 2017 until Ma-
nis’s hiring that became 

effective on January 2, 
2018, saw the e writing 
on the wall. He resigned 
as the city’s manage-
rial consultant before his 
contract came to an end.

At the last council 
meeting in November 
2018, with Timm across 
the continent in North 
Carolina visiting her 
parents for the Thanks-
giving holiday, the city 
council took up an item 
calling for designating 
Vagnozzi as city manag-
er and conferring upon 
her a three-year contract. 
From North Carolina, 
Timm phoned in her en-
dorsement of Vagnozzi. 
Robinson weighed in, 
saying he believed Vag-
nozzi to be the right per-
son for the job. Filippi 
did the same. Mayor 
Stone, who was facing 
the prospect of losing her 
ruling coalition as soon 
as Robinson, Filippi and 
Timm exited the follow-
ing month, noted that she 
had supported the hiring 
of Manis as city man-
ager the previous year 
over Vagnozzi, who had 
also applied for the job at 
that time. Stone said she 
believed she had made 
a mistake, and that she 
now believed Vagnozzi 
deserved to be entrusted 
with the city manager’s 
authority. A significant 
number of residents 
weighed in against pro-
moting Vagnozzi to city 
manager. Among those 
was Ricky Felix, who 
had been elected earlier 
that month to replace 
Filippi. Felix said he be-
lieved it would be best 
to allow the city coun-
cil members that would 
need to work with a new 
city manager over the 
next two to four years 
be allowed to determine 
whether that city man-
ager should be Vagnozzi 
or someone else. Unde-
terred, the council voted 
to make Vagnozzi city 
manager, with Elliott 
Continued on Page 6 Continued on Page 4
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took efforts to head off 
the absolute depletion of 
the state’s regional water 
sources. In September 
2014, then-California 
Governor Jerry Brown 
signed into law the Sus-
tainable Groundwater 
Management Act, which 
requires local agencies 
to draft plans to bring 
groundwater aquifers 
into balanced levels of 
pumping and recharge. 
That was followed in 
2015 by Brown mandat-
ing water-saving mea-
sures throughout the 
state.

In response, pursuant 
to a joint exercise of pow-
ers agreement, the Indian 
Wells Valley Groundwa-
ter Authority was formed 
with Kern County, San 
Bernardino County, 
Inyo County, the City of 
Ridgecrest and the Indian 
Wells Valley Water Dis-
trict as general members 
and the United States 
Navy and the United 
States Department of the 
Interior Bureau of Land 
Management as associ-
ate members, with each 
general member having 
one voting seat on the au-

thority board and the fed-
eral associate members 
participating in all board 
discussions, but not hav-
ing a vote.

The joint powers au-
thority took as its man-
date counteracting the 
overdraft of the aquifer 
underlying Indian Wells 
Valley, which lies at the 
extreme northwestern 
end of the Mojave Desert 
and the confluence of the 
northwestern corner of 
San Bernardino County, 
the southeastern end of 
Kern County and the 
southwestern extension 
of Inyo County.

Based upon a sur-
vey of water usage pat-
terns undertaken by an 
engineering consultant, 
Carlsbad-based Stetson 

Engineers, the author-
ity and the Indian Wells 
Valley Water District 
sought to derive a strate-
gy for both reducing wa-
ter use in the valley and 
increasing groundwater 
recharge to reach a bal-
ance of both that will end 
the overdraft. Several dif-
ferent plans, or models, 
were contemplated. Basi-
cally, the concept was to 
decrease the drafting of 
water from the regional 
aquifer through conser-
vation, increased recy-
cling of water and per-
haps the minimization of 
evaporation, augmented 
by the importation of wa-
ter from outside the val-
ley to achieve, no later 
than 2040, a balance of 
water coming in with the 

amount of water usage, 
such that the depletion of 
the aquifer will end.

Stetson Engineers was 
designated the water re-
sources manager for Indi-
an Wells Valley, and the 
authority’s board in Janu-
ary 2020 passed a tenta-
tive proposed ground-
water sustainability plan 
and voted to submit it to 
the state. Thereafter it 
made adjustments to the 
plan, which contained 
water use limitation ele-
ments and water replen-
ishment measures. The 
plan incorporated a farm-
land fallowing option as 
well as an increase in the 
monthly assessment or 
fee that was imposed on 
the extraction of water by 
major pumpers. That fee 

had been previously col-
lected to cover the costs 
associated with the ad-
ministrative activity of 
the groundwater author-
ity.

After a survey of wa-
ter use by well owners 
both collectively and 
individually was made, 
the authority assigned 
water use allowances to 
the region’s well owners. 
Excess use fees, referred 
to as augmentation fees, 
were formulated for ap-
plication to those well 
owners who pump above 
their allowances as well 
as on farmers who go 
beyond their respective 
share of the water supply 
set aside for agricultural 
usage. Money generated 

Continued on Page 11

strengthen his hold on 
the council with the addi-
tion of Councilman Juan 
Figueroa, who won the 
special election held in 

May 2019 to fill the gap 
on the council represent-
ing the Third Ward that 
had come about when 
Valdivia resigned from 
that position to move into 
the mayor’s slot. At the 
midway point of 2019, 
the only opposition on 
the council Valdivia was 

faced with was that of 
Fourth Ward Councilman 
Fred Shorett and Seventh 
Ward Councilman Jim 
Mulvihill. In relatively 
short order, however, as 
Valdivia militated to col-
lect political donations 
for his future campaigns 
and fatten his own per-

sonal bank account by 
engineering city council 
votes favoring his politi-
cal donors and the clients 
of his consulting compa-
ny, he gradually lost the 
support of Nickel, Ibarra 
and Sanchez.

In the late winter/early 
spring of 2020, three fe-

male employees within 
Valdivia’s office and a 
woman on whom he had 
conferred two city com-
mission appointments 
spelled out numerous 
incidents in which the 
mayor had made sexual 
overtures toward them, 
touching off further reve-
lations from other mayor-
al office employees about 
improprieties Valdivia 
had engaged in, which 
included bribetaking and 
misappropriation of city 
funds. Seven employ-
ees of the mayor’s office 
departed, either of their 
own volition to get clear 
of Valdivia or as a result 
of being terminated be-

cause of their incompat-
ibility with him. Five of 
those filed suit against the 
city and Valdivia, based 
on his alleged behavior 
and action toward them.

In 2020, Council-
woman Richard, one of 
Valdivia’s two remain-
ing allies on the council, 
was voted out of office, 
and replaced by Kim-
berly Calvin. In the nine 
months Calvin has been 
in office, she has evolved 
into one of Valdivia’s im-
placable political foes.

Figueroa was reelect-
ed in 2020, and he re-
mains as Valdivia’s one 
reliable supporter on the 

it should be written into 
law that a city manager 
cannot be paid a higher 
salary than the gover-
nor. I think that proposi-
tion would pass. I don’t 
have the time, energy or 
wherewithal to qualify a 
proposition like that for 
a statewide ballot, so I 
think I will instead work 
at the local level to see if 
we can put a measure on 
the ballot just for the vot-
ers in Upland to find out 
if they support putting a 
cap on the city manager’s 
salary of no higher than 
what the governor is paid. 
After all, I think it is only 
fair that the residents 
of Upland, who are the 
ones paying the salaries 
of everyone down at City 

Hall, have a direct say in 
how much those people 
get paid. I think that is an 
understandable concept 
most residents will agree 
with.

In the meantime, if the 
city council is going to 
consent to paying the city 
manager a salary of more 
than $209,747 annually, 
I think there should be 
a requirement that the 
mayor, each member of 
the city council and the 
city manager explain to 
the people of Upland why 
they think the city man-
ager deserves to make 
more money than the 
governor of the State of 
California.

Larry Kinley was for-
merly a vice president of 
the Bank of America. He 
oversaw for more than 
15 years that institution’s 
problem loan depart-
ment. He was Upland’s 
elected treasurer from 
2016 to 2020.

Pay No City Man-
ager More Than 
California’s Gover-
nor
 from page 3 

across from Our Lady 
of Lourdes Catholic 
Church.

During his first three 
years as a Montclair resi-
dent, Paulitz involved 
himself in a cooperative 
effort with Montclair’s 
civic leaders to con-
vert the city from one 
in which the individual 
homes made use of in-
dividual septic tanks to 
a modern sewer system. 

When a developer 
purchased the orange 
grove behind his home 
and resolved to bulldoze 
it to put in a 7-Eleven 
market, Paulitiz led the 
ultimately unsuccess-
ful effort by those in his 
neighborhood to block 
the project, which in-
volved him in an effort 
adversarial to that of 
Montclair’s civic leaders. 

Thereafter, in 1965, 
he was appointed to 
the planning commis-
sion, and he served on 
the panel for 12 years. 
Joining Paulitz on the 
planning commission 
in 1974 was Paul Eaton, 
who would later become 
a councilman and the 
city’s mayor. 

Shortly thereafter, 
however, Eaton’s work 

commitments necessi-
tated that he leave the 
planning commission, 
and he was replaced. In 
1977, Eaton again had 
time time to serve on 
the commission, and to 
make room for him, he 
was appointed to replace 
Paulitz, as Paulitz’s third 
four-year term as a com-
missioner ended. 

Thereafter, Paulitz 
resolved to run for the 
city council, and was 
elected in his maiden run 
in March 1978. He re-
mained in place for nine 
terms, being reelected 
eight consecutive times. 

During his tenure, 
Paulitz served as a mag-
net that drew others into 
local politics, and he be-
came a mentor to some of 
those, including current 
Montclair Mayor John 
Dutrey, who worked on 
Paulitz’s 1986 and 1990 
reelection campaigns.

Two of Paulitz’s coun-
cil colleagues early in 
his tenure as an elected 
official were George 
Klotz and Walter Hack-
ett, political rivals who 
did not see eye-to-eye 
on several public issues 
facing Montclair at that 
time and who had a de-
cided dislike for one 
another. On occasion, 
things grew so heated 
between them that in the 

midst of a council meet-
ing, the proceedings 
would be adjourned, of-
ficially or unofficially 
it was never quite clear, 
and the two would take 
the matter outside from 
the council chamber to 
the City Hall parking lot, 
where they would seek 
to settle things with their 
fists, with Paulitz serv-
ing as the referee. 

Some residents and 
even more developers 
considered Paulitz to 
have an anti-business 
bent. Paulitz insisted that 
he simply wanted the 
development Montclair 
welcomed to meet rea-
sonable standards. 

Accompl i sh me nt s 
Paulitz could lay claim 
to included consolidat-
ing all of Montclair 
under the single 91763 
Zip code, forcing util-
ity companies to meet 
more exacting standards 
than they had previously 
adhered to within Mont-
clair City Limits, intensi-
fying code enforcement 
efforts to rid Montclair 
of blight, elevating de-
velopment and aesthetic 
standards along Holt 
and Mission boulevards, 
the establishment of the 
city’s current police fa-
cility, and bringing about 
the Ramona Avenue and 
Monte Vista Avenue 

railroad overpasses, the 
last of which was com-
pleted after Paulitz left 
the council. 

Paultiz served eight 
years as Montclair’s 
mayor pro tem, was on 
the four-county South 
Coast Air Quality Man-
agement District Gov-
erning Board from 1992 
until 2004, and he also 
represented the City of 
Montclair on the San 
Bernardino County 
transportation agency, 
then known as the  San 
Bernardino Associated 
Governments. He was 
on the board for local 
rapid transit known as 
Omnitrans, as well as 
the League of Califor-
nia Cities Environmental 
Quality Committee.

A eulogy to Paulitz 
on the City of Montclair 
website refers to him as 
a “legend. The heart and 
warmth of the Mont-
clair community lives 
within its memory of the 
service Leonard gave, 
and changes his service 
wrought.”

He was preceded in 
death by his wife Con-
stance. Born on Sep-
tember 15, 1926, Paulitz 
is survived by his sons 
Tim, Gregory, Kevin, 
Patrick and daughters 
Patricia and Carol.

Paulitz  from  front 
page 
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development agency.
A handful of real es-

tate development con-
cerns including GH 
America Inc. and South 
Coast Communities of 
Irvine expressed interest 
in acquiring the 2,445 
acres at Tres Hermanos 
Ranch for the purpose 
of developing it both 
residentially and com-
mercially, offering $100 
million for it. In August 
2017, the City of Indus-
try, which had substan-
tial representation on 
the boards of both the 
successor agency to the 
Industry Urban Devel-
opment Agency and 
the oversight board to 
the successor agency 
to the Industry Urban 
Development Agency, 
boldly took action to 
acquire the property. 
After the city tendered 
a $41.65 million offer 
on the property, in very 
short order the oversight 
board, at its August 24, 
2017 meeting, directed 
the successor agency to 
sell the property to In-
dustry for the aforemen-
tioned $41.65 million. 
That action was accom-
panied by an indication 
that the ranch would be 
in large measure con-
verted into a solar power 
energy field utilizing 
photovoltaic panels to 
generate 450 megawatts 
of electricity while leav-
ing some of the prop-
erty dedicated as “open 
space” for public use. In 
nearly equally short or-
der, the cities of Chino 
Hills and Diamond Bar 
raised objections with 
the California Depart-
ment of Finance. After 
the California Depart-
ment of Finance allowed 
the processing of the sale 
to proceed, Chino Hills 
and Diamond Bar lodged 
a series of legal actions 
in 2017 and 2018, all of 
which sought to thwart 
Industry’s plans to lease 
the property for a large 
solar facility to an oper-
ating entity. In the face 
of those legal challeng-
es, the City of Industry 
moved forward with its 
arrangement with La 
Jolla-based San Gabriel 
Valley Water and Power, 

headed by William Bar-
kett, to lease the ranch 
property to the company 
for $1 per year, extend to 
the company a 65-year 
option on continuing the 
lease of the property and 
an exclusive right to de-
velop a solar farm on at 
the ranch, and provide 
Barkett with loans and 
other funding for feasi-
bility studies and prepa-
rations relating to the 
solar project, what was 
essentially a commit-
ment of public financing 
of the company’s efforts 
in the initial stages of 
the project’s develop-
ment. In exchange, San 
Gabriel Valley Water 
and Power committed, 
once the solar plant was 
functioning at capac-
ity, to make an annual 
payment of $4 million 
to the city for the use of 
the property along with 
the sale of the energy to 
be produced there to the 
city and City of Indus-
try-based businesses at 
bargain basement rates.

In defiance of nor-
mal standards of public 
disclosure that attend 
the operation of govern-
mental entities, the City 
of Industry provided 
virtually no informa-
tion about the proposed 
project beyond a rudi-
mentary description of 
its parameters, while es-
sentially bankrolling the 
San Gabriel Valley Wa-
ter and Power in the ear-
liest stages of the project 
preparation. Ultimately, 
that lack of accountabil-
ity redounded to the City 
of Industry’s detriment, 
as Barkett and San Ga-
briel Valley Water and 
Power burned through 
roughly $14 million in 
carrying out preliminary 
planning on the proj-
ect and spent another 
$6 million in legal fees 
and other nondescript 
expenses by December 
2017 without produc-
ing anything tangible in 
terms of physical assets 
on the ranch grounds nor 
anything other than con-
ceptual plans and pro-
jections as to generating 
capability. The city sat-
isfied San Gabriel Val-
ley Water and Power’s 

billing up to that point 
for that work and those 
expenses, but began 
questioning whether the 
company was working 
in good faith toward the 
goals outlined in their 
development agreement. 
When Barkett and San 
Gabriel  Valley Water 
and Power next submit-
ted invoices for services 
relating to the solar farm 
proposal exceeding $1.5 
million but was not con-
vincingly responsive 
with regard to the justi-
fication for that billing, 
the city council balked at 
making those payments. 
In January 2018, the city 
council took up discus-
sion of firing all three 
Industry staff members 
most closely identified 
with championing the 
solar project – then-City 
Manager Paul Philips, 
then-City Clerk William 
Morrow and Anthony 
Bouza, an attorney the 
city was employing with 
regard to the solar farm’s 
development and legal 
issues, moving by the 
end of January to sack 
Morrow and Bouza, and 
thereafter were sum-
moning up the requisite 
votes by the end of Feb-
ruary to hand Philips his 
walking papers.

Having spent $53.75 
million over the years 
in securing the property, 
then squandering an-
other $20 million in the 
thoroughly unproductive 
relationship with San 
Gabriel Valley Water 
and Power, and its legal 
bills mounting in hav-
ing to fend off the law-
suits brought against it 
by Chino Hills and Dia-
mond Bar, the City of 
Industry in 2018 entered 
into quiet negotiations 
with those latter two en-
tities.

As early as 2018, San 
Gabriel Valley Water and 
Power sought a prelimi-
nary injunction against 
the City of Industry in 
its effort to prevent the 
city from gaining ac-
cess to the company’s 
documents relating to its 
work on the solar proj-
ect. San Gabriel Valley 
Water and Power there-
after filed suit against 
the city, claiming it was 
owed $218 million for 
work it had initiated on 
the solar project. Ulti-
mately, in 2019 the City 
of Industry sued San Ga-

briel Valley Water and 
Power over the missing 
funds that San Gabriel 
Valley Water and Power 
had refused to account 
for in 2018, alleging 
Barkett had used money 
provided for work on the 
solar project for other 
purposes. Throughout 
that litigation, San Ga-
briel Valley Water and 
Power has withheld re-
cords and documents.

In February 2019, 
Chino Hills, Diamond 
Bar and the City of In-
dustry announced six 
lawsuits Chino Hills 
and Diamond Bar had 
launched against the 
City of Industry in 2017 
and 2018 were to be dis-
missed and that the City 
of Industry was to be 
welcomed into the Tres 
Hermanos Conservation 
Authority, a joint powers 
agency formed in Janu-
ary 1999 by the cities of 
Diamond Bar and Chino 
Hills. Under the terms 
of the settlement of the 
lawsuits, the board of the 
authority was to increase 
from four to seven mem-
bers with the City of In-
dustry allotted three of 
those board positions. 
Furthermore, the City of 
Industry agreed to sell 
Tres Hermanos Ranch to 
the Tres Hermanos Con-

servation Authority with 
deed restrictions that 
limit future use to open 
space, public use, and 
preservation. The City 
of Industry absorbed 90 
percent of that purchase 
price in the sale of the 
land to the conservation 
authority. Chino Hills 
and Diamond Bar cov-
ered 10 percent of the 
sale price prorated ac-
cording to the acreage 
within their boundar-
ies. With 1,750 acres of 
Tres Hermanos Ranch 
in Chino Hills, and 695 
acres in Diamond Bar, 
Chino Hills paid Indus-
try $2,959,967 and Dia-
mond Bar coughed up 
$1,205,033.

Thereafter, in Au-
gust 2020, investigators 
with the Los Angeles 
County District District 
Attorney’s Office served 
search warrants at the 
homes and offices of 
Philips, Bouza, Hill and 
Barkett.

There were ques-
tionable relationships 
between the four men. 
Bouza, apparently 
through Philips, wan-
gled the role of attor-
ney representing the 
City of Industry in the 
negotiations relating to 
the contractual arrange-
ments between the city 

and San Gabriel Valley 
Water and Power, de-
spite Bouza having pre-
viously done legal work 
for Barkett, for which 
he was reportedly yet 
owed $1.5 million when 
he was working for the 
city. Hill was a former 
California State Senator 
representing portions of 
Orange and Los Angeles 
counties from 1982 until 
1994, when he was in-
dicted by a federal grand 
jury, convicted and re-
moved from office after 
he took what he thought 
was a bribe from an un-
dercover FBI agent. In 
2018, HIll was serving as 
a consultant to the City 
of Industry with regard 
to its effort to retain the 
Tres Hermanos Ranch 
property and see it prop-
erly utilized. He had a 
financial connection to 
Barkett and had set up 
a company that was to 
profit alongside San Ga-
briel Valley Water and 
Power when the land 
was converted to a solar 
field. He had worked on 
the campaigns of two of 
the members of the City 
of Industry City Council 
elected in 2015. The city 
council coalition includ-
ing those two members 
hired Philips that year.

-Mark Gutglueck



Friday, September 3, 2021 Page 6San Bernardino County Sentinel

In 2019, Panicked By Constant Perfor-
mance Reviews, Vagnozzi Brought In 
A Lawyer, Whose Threat Of A Lawsuit 
Destroyed The Prospect Of Establish-
ing The Trust She Needed To Be Able 
To Remain As City Manager  from page 3

Continued on Page 10

dissenting.
In January 2019, Bill 

Velto, then a member 
of the planning com-
mission, was selected to 
serve out the two years 
remaining in Elliott’s 
term as an at-large mem-
ber of the council elected 
in 2016. Thereafter, in 
February, March and 
April the city council 
began to evaluate Vag-
nozzi’s job performance 
during the closed ses-
sions of its regularly-
scheduled meetings. 
Closed sessions are por-
tions of the meeting held 
outside the view or ear-
shot of the public.

The city council also 
focused on Vagnozzi’s 
performance during 
meetings that took place 
outside the parameters of 
its normally-scheduled 
meetings held on the sec-
ond and fourth Mondays 
of every month. 

At a specially-called 
meeting on March 4, 
2019, the council had a 
closed door meeting for 
the purpose of a “public 
employee performance 
evaluation” relating to 
the city manager. There 
was no action reported 
to the public after that 
meeting.

At a specially called 
meeting on March 17, 
2019, the council had a 
closed door meeting for 
the purpose of a “public 
employee performance 
evaluation” relating to 
the city manager. There 
was no action reported 
to the public after that 
meeting.

At a specially called 
meeting on April 29, 
2019, the council had a 
closed door meeting for 
the purpose of a “public 
employee performance 
evaluation” relating to 
the city manager. There 
was no action reported 
to the public after that 
meeting.

The constant monitor-
ing of her performance 
and the disclosure that 
such a dialogue about 
her performance was 
taking place during both 
regularly scheduled and 
specially-called council 

meetings riled and con-
cerned Vagnozzi. She 
retained the Woodland-
Hills-based law firm of 
Goldberg & Gage, which 
specializes in represent-
ing public employees 
against public agencies.

While Goldberg & 
Gage had moved to the 
conclusion that Vagnozzi 
had been or was in the 
process of being termi-
nated, that was not the 
case. She remained as 
city manager, and there 
was, as of that time, no 
clear consensus that she 
should be fired. She yet 
enjoyed the unequivocal 
support of Stone. More-
over, Velto believed it 
would be nonproductive 
to jettison Vagnozzi, 
and he remained com-
mitted to working with 
her. Felix, likewise was 
unwilling to fire Vag-
nozzi without some clear 
indication or evidence 
that she had been remiss 
in her duty. Elliott, who 
had an unpleasant ex-
perience during Thou-
venell’s tenure as acting 
city manager in 2017 
when she had been os-
tracized by Stone, Rob-
inson, Filippi and Timm 
and ultimately censured, 
and Rudy Zuniga, who 
had replaced Timm, 
were somewhat less fa-
vorably inclined toward 
Vagnozzi, but still not 
entirely sold on cashier-
ing her.

On May 2, 2019, 
Goldberg & Gage filed 
with the State of Cali-
fornia’s Department of 
Fair Employment and 
Housing a discrimina-
tion complaint on Vag-
nozzi’s behalf. In a rapid 
turnaround, the State of 
California’s Department 
of Fair Employment and 
Housing on the same day 
sent to Vagnozzi, in care 
of the Goldberg & Gage 
firm, a document known 
as a notice of case clo-
sure and right to sue. 
That letter stated that be-
cause Vagnozzi, through 
Terry Goldberg, had re-
quested an immediate 
right to sue, the State of 
California’s Department 
of Fair Employment and 

Housing would not itself 
pursue an investigation 
of the alleged discrimi-
nation but rather had 
cleared Vagnozzi to pur-
sue a lawsuit against the 
city in a California court 
of competent jurisdic-
tion. The letter stated 
that Vagnozzi had one 
year to file such a civil 
action from the date of 
the letter. Moreover, ac-
cording to the letter, if 
Vagnozzi intended to 
pursue a case against the 
city for discrimination in 
federal court, she would 
need to seek a federal 
right to sue letter within 
30 days of receiving the 
May 2 letter or within 
300 days of the alleged 
discriminatory act, 
whichever came earlier.

On May 7, 2019 Up-
land City Clerk Keri 
Johnson was notified by 
a letter from the Gold-
berg & Gage firm dated 
May 6 that Vagnozzi had 
obtained a right to sue 
letter from the State of 
California’s Department 
of Fair Employment and 
Housing.

Vagnozzi’s already 
delicate situation esca-
lated to the next level 
with the council’s dis-
covery that Vagnozzi 
was on the brink of suing 
the city. If Vagnozzi had 
any hope of getting fully 
on track as city manager, 
she needed the trust of 
the city council. Putting 
herself in a circumstance 
where the council was 
flinching at the prospect 
of being sued made that 
nearly impossible. It only 
grew worse from there.

Vagnozzi subse-
quently acknowledged 
that Goldberg had “over-
stated” her beef with 
the city. Stated more di-
rectly, Goldberg outright 
misrepresented circum-
stances that made any 
sort of rapprochement 
between his client and 
the Upland City Council 
unachievable. In the doc-
ument he filed on Vag-
nozzi’s behalf with the 
California’s Department 
of Fair Employment 
and Housing, Goldberg 
maintained “on or about 
April 29, 2019,” the City 
of Upland, meaning 
some individuals em-
ployed by it, acting on its 
behalf or otherwise asso-
ciated with it, “harassed” 
Vagnozzi.

Vagnozzi was the 
victim of intolerance 

vectored her way, Gold-
berg propounded, based 
on her “religious creed, 
dress and grooming 
practices, sex/gender, 
medical condition (can-
cer or genetic character-
istic), age (40 and over), 
marital status,” and other 
issues associated with 
her being a “member of 
a protected class.”

Goldman suggested 
Vagnozzi was the ob-
ject of the harassment 
and derision because of 
prejudice. He reiterated 
that Vagnozzi “was dis-
criminated against be-
cause of complainant’s 
religious creed” which 
he said “includes dress 
and grooming practices, 
sex/gender, medical con-
dition (cancer or genetic 
characteristic), age (40 
and over), marital sta-
tus, association with a 
member of a protected 
class and as a result of 
the discrimination was 
terminated, asked im-
permissible non-job-re-
lated questions, denied 
a work environment free 
of discrimination and/or 
retaliation, denied any 
employment benefit or 
privilege.”

Vagnozzi was also 
mistreated because she 
did not go along with the 
attitude she encountered, 
Goldberg said.

“Complainant experi-
enced retaliation because 
complainant reported 
or resisted any form of 
discrimination or ha-
rassment and as a result 
was terminated, asked 
impermissible non-job-
related questions, denied 
a work environment free 
of discrimination and/or 
retaliation, denied any 
employment benefit or 
privilege.”

Additionally, accord-
ing to Goldberg, Vag-
nozzi “has suffered dis-
crimination, retaliation, 
and harassment based on 
her protected character-
istics/activities.”

In addition to Gold-
berg’s complaint erro-
neously asserting that 
Vagnozzi had been 
terminated, it also in-
accurately stated that 
Vagnozzi resided in 
Woodland Hills. In fact, 
Vagnozzi was a resident 
of Rancho Cucamonga.

All five members of 
the council, including 
Mayor Stone, who had 
previously been firmly in 
Vagnozzi’s corner, were 

taken aback by Gold-
berg’s assertions. For 
them, Vagnozzi’s reli-
gious practices had nev-
er been an issue. Four, 
in fact, did not know 
what Vagnozzi’s reli-
gion was. Nor had they 
any feelings one way or 
another about her sexual 
orientation or in-depth 
knowledge of her per-
sonal life. Goldberg had 
implied that Vagnozzi 
was a lesbian. This hit a 
discordant note with the 
entirety of the council, 
none of whom had ever 
discussed or mentioned 
or even contemplated 
her sexuality. Felix in 
particular, a Mormon 
with three daughters, 
felt blindsided by Vag-
nozzi’s injection of the 
topic of her sexuality 
into the workplace. Un-
aware of her preferences 
and equally unaware of 
any discrimination that 
had been leveled against 
Vagnozzi as a result of 
that preference, Felix 
strongly resented her 
making an issue of her 
sexuality at all.

Word spread quickly 
through Upland that 
Vagnozzi was accusing 
the city council of dis-
criminating against her 
because she was sexu-
ally active with other 
women.

At its regularly sched-
uled May 13 meeting, the 
city council was set again 
to take up the subject of 
the city manager’s per-
formance. The agenda 
for that item differs from 
the three previous sched-
uled discussions in that it 
calls for a “performance 
evaluation and consider-
ation of public employee 
dismissal” relating to the 
city manager. The previ-
ous council agendas per-
taining to the evaluation 
of the city manager’s job 
performance had not 
mentioned termination. 
The change was a sign 
that the entire council, 
including Stone, was 
entertaining Vagnozzi’s 
dismissal.

At that point, Vag-
nozzi seemed to recog-
nize she and her legal 
team had made a se-
rious miscalculation. 
She attempted to walk 
back what Goldberg 
had done on her behalf. 
In the three days before 
the council meeting, she 
sought to minimize the 
significance of the fil-

ings Goldberg had made 
on her behalf, suggesting 
that she was only taking 
prudent legal precautions 
and was not necessar-
ily going to sue the city. 
“I have a right to repre-
sentation, and I have re-
tained a lawyer to make 
sure I am represented,” 
she told the Sentinel.

She acknowledged 
there were some inac-
curacies in the way in 
which Goldberg had 
characterized her claims 
against the city, and she 
indicated that there had 
been poor communica-
tion between her and 
Goldberg.

The inference that 
some had drawn that she 
was claiming she had 
been ostracized because 
of her sexual orientation, 
her manner of dress or 
her religion was inac-
curate, she said. Still, 
she acknowledged, the 
documents Goldberg had 
lodged with the State of 
California suggested that 
was the case. “Perhaps 
he [Goldberg] confused 
me with another client,” 
Vagnozzi said. “I am not 
homosexual and do not 
actively have any sign 
of cancer though I do 
receive treatment from 
an oncologist. I attend a 
Catholic church. I have 
not been terminated at 
this time but have had 
numerous closed session 
‘evaluations.’”

She said she had only 
recently retained Gold-
berg. “I am not sure 
where the responsibility 
for the miscommunica-
tion lies,” she said.

She acknowledged 
that there was a signifi-
cant distinction between 
the evaluations of her 
performance the council 
had scheduled at the pre-
viously specially-called 
meetings and the then-
upcoming May 13, 2019 
regular meeting. “The 
previous closed sessions 
didn’t go beyond my 
performance review,” 
she said. The inclusion 
of the terminology “ter-
mination” in the agenda 
for the executive session 
discussion on Monday, 
May 13, 2019, she said, 
was an indication “They 
are giving themselves 
that option.”

Indeed, after the city 
council met in closed ses-
sion on May 13, 2019, its 
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NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: 

CESAR OSORIO  
NO. PROSB 2100339
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in the 
will or estate, or both of CE-
SAR OSORIO

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by JU-
LIUS OSORIO in the Superi-
or Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that JU-
LIUS OSORIO be appointed 
as personal representative to 
administer the estate of the 
decedent. 

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

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in Dept. No. S37 
at 9 a.m. on SEPTEMBER 
20, 2021 at Superior Court 
of California, County of San 
Bernardino, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415, San Bernardino Dis-
trict.

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

IF YOU ARE A CREDI-
TOR or a contingent creditor 
of the decedent, you must file 
your claim with the court and 
mail a copy to the personal 
representative appointed by 
the court within the later of ei-
ther (1) four months from the 
date of first issuance of letters 
to a general personal repre-
sentative, 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 
Section 9052 of the California 
Probate Code.

Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a creditor. 
You may want to consult with 
an attorney knowledgeable in 
California law.

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

Filed: JULY 20, 2021
Judge Tara Reilly
Attorney for  Julius Oso-

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

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

lawofficeofjenniferdaniel.com
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel Au-
gust 6, 13 & 20, 27 & Septem-
ber 3, 2021.

IN THE MATTER OF 
THE PETITION OF

Jose Antonio DelValle, Jr.
CASE NUMBER:
FFCSB 2100004
CITATION - FREEDOM 

FROM PARENTAL CUSTO-
DY AND CONTROL

To JACOB ANDREW 
SWANSON and to all per-
sons claiming to be the father 
or mother of minor person 
named MONIQUE ALYSSA- 
SWANSON SIMPSON

By order of this Court you 
are hereby cited and advised 
that you may appear before the 
Judge Presiding in

Department S44 of the  
SUPERIOR COURT OF 
CALIFORNIA, COUNTY 
OF SAN BERNARDINO

CENTRAL DISTRICT 
351 N. ARROWHEAD 

AVE.
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 

92415-0245
on SEPTEMBER 15, 2021 

at 1:30 p.m.  
of that day, then and there 

to show cause, if any you have, 
why said person should not be 
declared free from the control 
of her parent according to the 
petition on file herein.

If the Court finds that the 
interest of the minor requires 
his or her protection, the Court 
shall appoint counsel to repre-
sent the minor. Such counsel 
shall be appointed whether or 
not the minor is able to afford 
counsel. If you appear without 
counsel and are unable to af-
ford counsel, the Court shall 
appoint counsel for you if you 
request appointed counsel.

The purpose of this action, 
to free the minor from the cus-
tody of her parent, is to permit 
the adoption of said minor to a 
suitable adopting parent. 

Attorney for Jose Antonio 
DelValle, Jr:

CHRISTINA FERRAN-
TE SBN 80030

ATTORNEY AT LAW
10700 CIVIC CENTER 

DR., SUITE 200
RANCHO CUCAMON-

GA, CA 91730
TELEPHONE NO (909) 

989 - 9923     FAX NO (909) 
466 - 0318.

The Court may continue 
these proceedings, not to ex-
ceed thirty (30) days, as nec-
essary to appoint counsel and 
enable counsel to become fa-
miliar with these proceedings.

Given under my hand and 
seal of the Superior Court of 
the County of San Bernardino, 
State of California, this 15th 
day of June, 2021. 

Clerk of the Court, Iris 
Mondragon, Deputy

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel Au-
gust 13, 20, 27 & September 
3, 2019.

NEW NOTICE OF PE-
TITION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF:  ARNOLD EU-
GENE BYRD   

CASE NO. PROPS 
2100088 

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in the 
will or estate, or both of  AR-
NOLD EUGENE BYRD

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by VIC-
TOR FELIPE ROMERO  and 
DEBRA KAY HANES     in 
the Superior Court of Cali-
fornia, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO. 

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that VIC-
TOR FELIPE ROMERO  and 
DEBRA KAY HANES be ap-
pointed as personal represen-
tatives to administer the estate 
of the decedent. 

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 

many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be re-
quired to give notice to inter-
ested persons unless they have 
waived notice or consented 
to the proposed action.) The 
independent administration 
authority will be granted un-
less 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-37 
at 9:00 a.m. on OCTOBER 
7, 2021 at Superior Court of 
California, County of San 
Bernardino, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415, San Bernardino Dis-
trict.

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

IF YOU ARE A CREDI-
TOR or a contingent creditor 
of the decedent, you must file 
your claim with the court and 
mail a copy to the personal 
representative appointed by 
the court within the later of ei-
ther (1) four months from the 
date of first issuance of letters 
to a general personal repre-
sentative, 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 
Section 9052 of the California 
Probate Code.

Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a creditor. 
You may want to consult with 
an attorney knowledgeable in 
California law.

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

Attorneys for the Petition-
ers:  MICHAEL C. MAD-
DUX, ESQ.

1894 COMMERCENTER 
WEST, SUITE 108

SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92408

Telephone No: (909) 890-
2350

Fax No: (909) 890-0106 
                         and
MARIVEL M. ZIAL-

CITA
341 W. FIRST STREET
CLAREMONT, CA 91711
(909) 256 6702
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
8/13, 8/20 &8/27, 2021.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME NUMBER 20210007493

The following person is doing 
business as: DSOCONCEPTS 6746 
TREELINE PL  RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91701:  DARLENE 
S ORDONEZ   6746 TREELINE 
PL  RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91701-5167

Business is Conducted By: AN 
INDIVIDUAL 

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

S/ DARLENE OR-
DONEZ

This statement was filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 07/21/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
07/13/2021

County Clerk, s/ I1327

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

 Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel 08/13/21, 
08/20/21,  08/27/21 & 09/03/21.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
20210007409

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: New Look Sa-
lon, 253 No Mountain, Upland, CA 
91786, Mailing Address: 577 East 
Montrose, Rialto, CA 92376, Tonya 
Johnson, 577 East Montrose, Rialto, 
CA 92376

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

s/Tonya Johnson
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 07/19/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 
07/10/21

County Clerk, s/ I5199
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

08/13/21, 08/20/21, 08/27/21, 
09/03/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210007962
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: Love Sweets, 7431 
Hyssop Dr., Rancho Cucamonga, CA 
91739, Latunya D. Love-Banks, 7431 
Hyssop Dr., Rancho Cucamonga, CA 
91739

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

s/Latunya D. Love-Banks
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 08/03/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 
07/01/21

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

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

08/13/21, 08/20/21, 08/27/21, 
09/03/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210008339
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: Just Peached, 
325 N. 2nd Ave Suite A, Upland, CA 
91786, Adrian P. Alvarez, 1412 N 
Grand Ave O, Covina, CA 91724

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

s/Adrian P Alvarez
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 08/12/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 

07/23/21
County Clerk, s/ I7122
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

08/13/21, 08/20/21, 08/27/21, 
09/03/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210007417
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: Detumiel, 11966 
Cypress Ave, Hesperia, CA 92345, 
Mailing Address: 11966 Cypress 
Ave, Hesperia, CA 92345, Yulissa Y. 
Lopez-Nunez, 11966 Cypress Ave, 
Hesperia, CA 92345

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

s/ Yulissa Y Lopez Nunez
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 07/19/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 
06/30/21

County Clerk, s/ I5199
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

08/13/21, 08/20/21, 08/27/21, 
09/03/21

 
ORDER TO SHOW 

CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE NUM-
BER  CIVSB2120235

TO ALL INTER-
ESTED PERSONS: Peti-
tioner: Jia-Yuee Chiao filed 
with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows: 
Jia-Yuee Chiao to Elaine Jia-
yuee Chiao

THE COURT ORDERS 
that all persons interested in 
this matter appear before this 
court at the hearing indicated 
below to show cause, if any, 
why the petition for change of 
name should not be granted. 
Any person objecting to the 
name changes described above 
must file a written objection 
that includes the reasons for the 
objection at least two court days 
before the matter is 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: 09/29/21
Time: 9:00 a.m.
Department: S17
The address of the 

court is Superior Court of 
California,County of San Ber-
nardino, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415

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

Dated: July 14, 2021
Lynn M. Poncin
Judge of the Superior Court.
Published in the San 

Bernardino County Senti-
nel 08/13/21, 08/20/21, 08/27/21, 
09/03/21

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: 

KEITH STEPHEN 
STRAUSS  

NO. PROSB 2100454
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will or 

estate, or both of KEITH STE-
PHEN STRAUSS 

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

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that DAWN R. 
McVAY be appointed as person-
al representative to administer 
the estate of the decedent. 

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

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

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in Dept. No. S36 
at 9 a.m. on SEPTEMBER 
30,  2021 at Superior Court of 
California, County of San Ber-
nardino, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, San 
Bernardino District.

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

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

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

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

Filed: May 13, 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@

lawofficeofjenniferdaniel.com
Attorney for  Dawn McVay 
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel Au-
gust 20, 27 and September 3 & 
10, 2021.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: 

KEITH STEPHEN 
STRAUSS  

NO. PROSB 2100454
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will or 
estate, or both of KEITH STE-
PHEN STRAUSS 

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

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that DAWN R. 
McVAY be appointed as person-
al representative to administer 
the estate of the decedent. 

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

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

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in Dept. No. S36 
at 9 a.m. on SEPTEMBER 
30,  2021 at Superior Court of 
California, County of San Ber-
nardino, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, San 
Bernardino District.

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

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

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

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

Filed: May 13, 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@

lawofficeofjenniferdaniel.com
Attorney for  Dawn McVay 
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel Au-
gust 20, 27 and September 3 & 
10, 2021.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF and A DEATH CERTIFI-
CATE IN SUPPORT OF PETI-
TION FOR PROBATE FOR: 
LAURA ANN DAHLSTROM    

CASE NO. PROSB2100473 
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may otherwise 
be interested in the will or es-
tate, or both of LAURA ANN 
DAHLSTROM has been filed 
by MICHELLE PIERCE in the 
Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDI-
NO. 

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that  MI-
CHELLE PIERCE be appointed 
as personal representative to 
administer the estate of the de-
cedent. 

THE PETITION requests 
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that the decedent’s wills and 
codicils, if any, be admitted to 
probate. The will and any codi-
cils are available for examina-
tion in the file kept by the court.

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

THE PETITION requests 
a $550,000 bond be fixed. The 
bond will be admitted by an 
admitted surety insuerer or as 
otherwise provided by law. 

Decedent died on 
10/07/2020 in MORENO VAL-
LEY, CA, a resident of San Ber-
nardino County.  

A hearing on the petition 
will be held OCTOBER 12, 
2021 2021 at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. 
No. S35 at Superior Court of 
California, County of San Ber-
nardino, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, San 
Bernardino District.

Rebecca Hernandez, Dep-
uty 

AUGUST 9, 2021
IF YOU OBJECT to the 

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

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

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

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

The character and estimat-
ed value of the property of the 
estate is estimated at $550,000.

Filed: August 9, 2021
Attorney for Michelle 

Pierce
R. SAM PRICE  SBN 

208603
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC
300 E STATE STREET   

SUITE 620
REDLANDS, CA 92373 
(909)  328 7000
sam@pricelawfirm.com
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel Au-
gust 27, September 3 & 10, 
2021.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT 

FBN 20210008080
 The following entity is do-

ing business as ROADSHOP [and] 
ROADSHOP AUDIO [and] KEY4U 
13390 ARROW RTE FONTANA, 
CA  92335:  DANIEL HERNANDEZ  
13390 ARROW RTE FONTANA, 
CA  92335

This Business is Conducted By: 
AN INDIVIDUAL  

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

mation on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

S/ DANIEL HERNANDEZ 
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 8/05/2021

 I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original statement 
on file in my office. All three began 
transacting business on MARCH 18, 
2016

County Clerk, Deputy I7122
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on 8/27, 9/03, 9/10 
& 9/17, 2021

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT 

FBN 20210008683
 The following entity is doing 

business as GUMDROP PROPER-
TIES [and] AND1 INVESTMENTS  
[and] URAVERAGEJO 504 NORTH 
MOUNTAIN VIEW AVE #302  
SAN BERNARDINO, CA  92401   
GUMDROP PROPERTIES LLC  
504 NORTH MOUNTAIN VIEW 
AVE #302  SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA  92401  

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

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

S/ JO ANNE SILVA 
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 8/20/2021

 I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original statement 
on file in my office. All three entities 
began transacting business on: JULY 
23, 2021

County Clerk, Deputy I7122
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on 8/27, 9/03, 9/10 
& 9/17, 2021

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
20210008408

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: Shifted Auto De-
tailing, 3031 E Brookside, CA On-
tario, CA 91761, Nicolas Juarez, 3031 
E Brookside, CA Ontario, CA 91761

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

s/ Nicolas Juarez
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 08/13/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

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

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

08/27/21, 09/03/21, 09/10/21, 
09/17/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210008118
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: Perez Perez Pho-
tography, 1099 W Hill Dr, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92407, Amilcar Perez 
Perez, 1099 W Hill Dr, San Bernardi-
no, CA 92407

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 

IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A reg-
istrant who declares as true infor-
mation, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P Code 
17913) I am also aware that all infor-
mation on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

s/ Amilcar Perez Perez
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 08/05/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 
07/14/2021

County Clerk, s/ I8311
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

08/27/21, 09/03/21, 09/10/21, 
09/17/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210008346
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: RMAC Credit, 
14025 Meadow Lane, Lytle Creek, 
CA 92358, Roy Mendez, 14025 
Meadow Lane, Lytle Creek, CA 
92358

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual

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

s/ Roy Mendez
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 08/12/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

County Clerk, s/ I7122
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

08/27/21, 09/03/21, 09/10/21, 
09/17/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210008553
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: Gypsy Drilling, 
622 Aspen Way, Upland, CA 91786, 
Carmine N. Cerchio, 622 Aspen Way, 
Upland, CA 91786, Lindsay M. Cer-
chio, 622 Aspen Way, Upland, CA 
91786

Business is Conducted By: A 
Married Couple

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

s/ Carmine N. Cerchio
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 08/18/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

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

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

08/27/21, 09/03/21, 09/10/21, 
09/17/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210008547
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: Nutribio, 4577 
Condor Avenue, Fontana, CA 92336, 
Luis A. Reyes, 4577 Condor Avenue, 
Fontana, CA 92336

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual  

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-

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

s/ Luis A Reyes
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 08/18/21

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

Began Transacting Business: 
08/01/21

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

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

08/27/21, 09/03/21, 09/10/21, 
09/17/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210008768
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: Jagged Fab Works, 
1154 W 9th St, Upland, CA 91786, 
Kenneth J Charles Jr, 1154 W 9th St, 
Upland, CA 91786

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual  

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

s/ Kenneth J Charles Jr
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
08/23/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
07/10/2021

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

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

08/27/21, 09/03/21, 09/10/21, 
09/17/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210007967  
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: Robert F Bicher 
& Associates, 1220 Monte Vista Dr., 
Redlands, CA 92373, Mailing Ad-
dress: PO Box 7010, Redlands, CA 
92375, Robert F Bicher, 1220 Monte 
Vista Dr., Redlands, CA 92373

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual  

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

s/ Robert F Bicher
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
08/03/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
12/15/1998

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

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

08/27/21, 09/03/21, 09/10/21, 
09/17/21

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

20210007772
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: Eagle Fang Re-
alty, 15389, Muscat Ave, Fontana, CA 
92335, Geovanni Teon, 15389, Muscat 
Ave, Fontana, CA 92335

Business is Conducted By: An 
Individual  

Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 
I DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-

MATION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A 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/ Geovanni Teon
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
07/29/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
01/01/2021

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

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

08/27/21, 09/03/21, 09/10/21, 
09/17/21

 
FBN20210007333 The follow-

ing entity is doing business as BUE-
NOS DIAZ INSURANCE AND 
REGISTRATION 17914 FOOTHILL 
BLVD. #A FONTANA, CA 92335: 
BUENOS DIAZ INSURANCE AND 
REGISTRATION 17914 FOOTHILL 
BLVD. #A FONTANA, CA 92335 
This Business is Conducted By: A 
CORPORATION BY SIGNING 
BELOW, I DECLARE THAT ALL 
INFORMATION IN THIS STATE-
MENT IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A 
registrant who declares as true infor-
mation, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P Code 
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 Transact-
ing 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 state-
ment must be filed before that time. 
The filing of this statement does not 
of itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on 7/16, 7/23, 7/30, 
8/06, 2021 & 08/27/21, 09/03/21, 
09/10/21, 09/17/21

 
ORDER TO SHOW 

CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE NUM-
BER  CIVSB2120632

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner: Har-
iar Winston Tambunan filed 
with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows: 
Hariara Winston Tambunan, 
aka Tambunan Winston Hari-
arar to Tambunan Winston 
Hariarar

THE COURT ORDERS 
that all persons interested in 
this matter appear before this 
court at the hearing indicated 
below to show cause, if any, 
why the petition for change of 
name should not be granted. 
Any person objecting to the 
name changes described above 
must file a written objection 
that includes the reasons for the 
objection at least two court days 
before the matter is 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: 09/27/21
Time: 9:00 a.m.
Department: S16
The address of the 

court is Superior Court of 
California,County of San Ber-
nardino, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415

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

Dated: July 21, 2021
Lynn M. Poncin
Judge of the Superior 

Court.
Published in the San 

Bernardino County Senti-

nel 08/27/21, 09/03/21, 09/10/21, 
09/17/21

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: 

ROBERT LUCIEN UN-
DERWOOD  

NO. PROSB 2100564
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may otherwise 
be interested in the will or es-
tate, or both of ROBERT LUC-
IEN UNDERWOOD

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by NATA-
LI UNDERWOOD MERIDA 
in the Superior Court of Cali-
fornia, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO. 

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that NA-
TALI UNDERWOOD ME-
RIDA be appointed as personal 
representative to administer the 
estate of the decedent. 

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

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

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in Dept. No. S36 at 
9 a.m. on NOVEMBER 2, 2021 
at Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

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

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

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

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

Filed: SEPTEMBER 1, 
2021

SELYNA RAZO, Court 
Deputy Clerk

Attorney for  Natali Me-
rida:

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

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

lawofficeofjenniferdaniel.com
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel Sep-
tember 3, 10 & 17, 2021

FBN 20210008745     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: BRB TRANSPORT 9820 
SIERRA AVE, H FONTANA, CA 
92335 ( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF 
BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO); 
BRANDON RR BAER 9820 SIER-
RA AVE H FONTANA, CA 92335 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: AUG 16, 2021 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ BRANDON R. BAER, OWNER  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 08/23/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 08/27/2021, 
09/03/2021, 09/10/2021, 09/17/2021          
CNBB33202101MT 

FBN 20210008591     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: RESTORATION PRO 7868 
GRACE AVE FONTANA, CA 
92336 ( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF 
BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO); 
ISIDRO ANGEL MENDOZA 7868 
GRACE AVE FONTANA, CA 92336 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ISIDRO ANGEL 
MENDOZA, OWNER  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 08/18/2021 
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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 08/27/2021, 
09/03/2021, 09/10/2021, 09/17/2021          
CNBB33202102SN 

FBN 20210008063     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: INSIGHT BY EME 9890 
ARROW RTE UNIT 2 RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730 ( PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN 
BERNARDINO); EDERLYN M EN-
CLONA 9890 ARROW RTE. UNIT 2 
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 infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ EDERLY  M. ENCLONA, OWNER  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 08/04/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 08/27/2021, 
09/03/2021, 09/10/2021, 09/17/2021          
CNBB33202103SB 

FBN 20210008018     
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The following person is doing busi-
ness as: EG DESIGNS 15024 ROSE-
MARY DR FONTANA, CA 92335 ( 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO); EDGAR 
GUTIERREZ MEZA 15024 ROSE-
MARY DR FONTANA, CA 92335 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
s/ EDGAR GUTIER-
REZ MEZA, OWNER  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 08/04/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 08/27/2021, 
09/03/2021, 09/10/2021, 09/17/2021          
CNBB33202104MT 

FBN 20210007828     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: CORONADO’S TEE’S 1701 
E. HIGHLAND AVE. SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92404 ( PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN BER-
NARDINO); [ MAILING ADDRESS 
3438 RAINBOW LN HIGHLAND, 
CA 92346]; MELINDA L CORO-
NADO 1701 E. HIGHLAND AVE. 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92404 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 

name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MELINDA L. CORO-
NADO, OWNER  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 07/29/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 

clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 08/27/2021, 
09/03/2021, 09/10/2021, 09/17/2021          
CNBB33202105IR 

FBN 20210008062     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: BEAUTIPRO 14911 MER-
RILL AVE FONTANA, CA 92335 
( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-

NESS SAN BERNARDINO); 
KENDRY T ALVAREZ 14911 MER-
RILL AVE FONTANA, CA 92335 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: AUG 17, 2021 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ KENDRY T. ALVAREZ, OWNER  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 08/04/2021 

I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 08/27/2021, 
09/03/2021, 09/10/2021, 09/17/2021          
CNBB33202106MT 

issues dealt with in the 
initial study. Any such 
disagreements between 
experts as to whether an 
impact is significant or 
not necessitates that a 
comprehensive environ-
mental report be com-
piled, McClendon said.

To make a negative 
declaration of no signifi-
cant impacts and bypass 
the requirement for a full 
environmental impact 
report, McClendon said, 
the city had to consult 
with all agencies in the 
state with responsibility 
pertaining to the issues 
at play in the develop-
ment. He asserted that 
the city had failed to 
make such consultations. 
The documentation upon 
which the mitigated 
negative declaration was 
based, “was not sent to 
the state clearing house,” 
McClendon said. “It was 
not properly distributed.”

McClendon included 
arguments that the de-
struction of the historical 
assets the project would 
entail imposed a man-
date that the full-blown 
environmental impact 
report be conducted.

The point was further 
made that the listing of 
the 8.8-acre England 
Estate as a privately-
owned historic resource 
subjected the property 
to a requirement that the 
historical assets be pre-
served in context, requir-
ing that the two homes, 
the carriage house, the 
groves, their gravity-fed 
irrigation system and 
the surrounding wall be 
kept intact, and that any 
permanent changes to 
the exterior or setting 
of a designated historic 
resource be done in ac-
cordance with the Sec-
retary of the Interior’s 
Standards for Historic 

Properties.
The estate’s grove 

qualified as prime farm-
land, McClendon said, 
and the mitigated nega-
tive declaration did not 
provide adequate disclo-
sure of that.

Without his saying so 
explicitly, McClendon’s 
document and abbrevi-
ated presentation of it 
at the July 20 meeting 
stood as a warning that 
approving the project 
by means of an envi-
ronmental certification 
of anything less than an 
environmental impact 
report would trigger a 
lawsuit against the city.

Sherli Leonard, the 
executive director of the 
Redlands Conservancy, 
said her organization 
had twice sought to pur-
chase the England Estate 
to ensure its preservation 
but had been rebuffed. 
Diversified Pacific’s 
preservation of the two 
historic homes and car-
riage house fell short of 
keeping “the site intact,” 
she said. The grove, she 
said, was “integral” to 
the house and should be 
preserved.

A statement from Jack 
Stewart, who claimed 68 
years experience in farm 
management, was read 
into the record at the 
hearing. Stewart said he 
had done a visual inspec-
tion of the grove from 
the street, and that it was 
his opinion as a “profes-
sional farmer” that the 
grove could be “saved,” 
given the grove’s “deep 
root system. The trees 
are still viable. The grove 
can be productive,” ac-
cording to Stewart.

A statement from 
former Mayor Bill Cun-
ningham was also read 
to the council.

“The decision you 
face has ramifications 
far beyond the merit or 
lack thereof of 28 homes 
proposed in this project,” 
he said. Cunningham 
noted that Measure O 

provided the city with 
bond money to “save [the 
local citrus] industry, 
jobs and heritage.” He 
said the England grove 
could easily be added to 
the city’s inventory of 
preserved citrus trees, 
and that the grove “can 
be brought to productiv-
ity.” Calling the England 
Estate a “unique as-
set,” Cunningham said 
it “should be treasured” 
as one of the last remain-
ing such elements in 
Redlands. “It is the only 
property of the city that 
exists at it did 100 years 
ago. Its fruit has been of 
first quality. When one 
considers the unique at-
tributes of the estate and 
the contributions the 
Englands made to the 
town we all cherish, the 
destruction of the grove 
can only be considered a 
sacrilege.”

Stuart Carlson took 
issue with Councilman 
Paul Foster’s advocacy 
on the part of Diversified 
Pacific and the charge he 
had made that the proj-
ect’s opponents were 
seeking to block prog-
ress toward the project’s 
approval at the last min-
ute by raising issues that 
should have been dealt 
with previously, pointing 
out that when Redlands 
residents approached 
him a year-and-a-half 
before with their con-
cerns about the destruc-
tion of the grove, Foster 
had told them “we were 
too early.”

Carlson said “Diver-
sified Pacific is request-
ing variances to existing 
codes for this project.”

He asked, “Is this the 
proper development that 
is consistent with the 
neighborhood? The an-
swer is ‘No.’ There are 
too many homes on too 
small of lots, putting 
their homes too close to 
our homes.”

This proximity be-
tween dwelling units, 
Carlson said, was a vio-

lation of the city’s zoning 
code. “This is pouring 
salt into the wound of los-
ing the attributes of this 
beautiful neighborhood 
in the name of developer 
profit. We expected that 
from the developer. The 
final question is: Will the 
council add to the salt in 
the wound for developer 
profit or deny the vari-
ances at the very least or 
the project as a whole for 
a plan that better fits in 
the neighborhood?”

Michael Kowalski 
said the council has a 
“history of essentially 
ignoring its constituents 
when it comes to devel-
opment in the city.” The 
council, he said, could 
be counted upon to “ap-
pease the developers at 
every time. Why is it 
necessary to tear up one 
of the last remaining or-
ange groves so 28 houses 
can be squeezed onto the 
property? Why is it that 
there are vast open spac-
es to the north [where] 
these same houses could 
go? Why have building 
codes and requirements 
if all that it takes to devi-
ate from them is to seek 
variances with little to 
no logical support for 
those requests? Why 
is it that these 20 mod-
ern homes which have 
no resemblance to the 
homes in the established 
neighborhood have to be 
squeezed onto this mini-
mal acreage?”

Susan Crockett said 
she felt “these 28 houses 
crammed like shoebox-
es” were “destroying this 
piece of our history.”

Richard O’Donnell 
said that the project was 
out of compliance with 
Redlands’ Measure U’s 
restrictions on develop-
ment and the California 
Environmental Quality 
Act. He said the property 
was one lot of record as 
of March 1997, and the 
“30 something new lots” 
planned for the project 
are “new lots of record. 

New lots of record of are 
not exempt from Mea-
sure U’s restrictions. The 
land has been agricul-
tural for over a century. 
Land used as agriculture 
as of November 1986 has 
to be developed at resi-
dential estate standards” 
as opposed to the less 
restrictive zoning in the 
current development pro-
posal. O’Donnell went 
on to say, “The trees on 
that land have been in-
tentionally mismanaged 
since it was purchased 
by the developer. Send 
this thing back to the 
drawing board. A new 
proposal should be re-
quired, using all of the 
residential estate zoning 
requirements.”

LuAnn Benton, who 
lives on Palm Avenue in 
the Montgomery House 
immediately adjacent to 
the England Estate or-
ange grove, called upon 
the city council “to deny 
this project proposed by 
Diversified Pacific and 
require a full environ-
mental impact report be 
performed according to 
California Environmen-
tal Quality Act guide-
lines.”

Redlands’ status as a 
“Certified Local Gov-
ernment” within the 
context of having com-
mitted to historical pres-
ervation, Benton said, 
requires it “to provide 
regular reports of their 
compliance” in making 
efforts to maintain sig-
nificant historical and 
cultural resources.”

Benton said, “In ref-
erence to the mitigated 
negative declaration, 
the Historic and Scenic 
Preservation Commis-
sion concurred with our 
claim, and disagreed 
with [the City of Red-
lands development issue 
consultant] LSA’s con-
clusions. The Historic 
and Scenic Preservation 
Commission recom-
mended that this project 
not move forward, along 

with the recommenda-
tion for the preparation 
of an environmental im-
pact report.”

Benton noted that 
“The England Grove Es-
tate is the last remaining 
intact gravity-fed irriga-
tion property in Red-
lands. To simply retain 
the England main house, 
without its context of the 
grove, gravity-fed irri-
gation, granite cut wall, 
barn, carriage house and 
contributing historic el-
ements, is a significant 
impact pursuant to the 
California Environmen-
tal Quality Act. The 28 
homes, in place of the 
historic grove, would 
have a significant im-
pact on the England 
residence, as well as the 
entire neighborhood. 
The requested variances 
are not warranted. The 
squeezing of large tract 
homes on very small lots 
will destroy the historic 
context of our neighbor-
hood.”

If the city were to ap-
prove the project as pro-
posed, Benton said, the 
city would violate its 
own development stan-
dards.

“According to the 
general plan update, the 
preservation of historic 
neighborhoods and asso-
ciated resources is para-
mount to keeping Red-
lands unique,” she said. 
“Diversified Pacific is 
systematically destroy-
ing the entire historic 
grove by not watering 
consistently. The trees 
are dying. They only wa-
ter when a city meeting 
is upon them.”

Susan Keith, refer-
encing the full council’s 
acknowledgment of hav-
ing met with Diversi-
fied Pacific and Foster’s 
refusal to meet with the 
residents advocating 
against the project, said, 
“It really bothers me that 
you have time for the 
developers but not your 
Continued on Page 12
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members returned to the 
council dais in the council 
chamber, at which point 
Markman announced 
that Vagnozzi had been 
terminated on a 4-to-1 
vote, with Mayor Stone 
in opposition. No cause 
was cited in making the 
termination, which was 
to be effective one month 
hence, on June 13, 2019. 
Nevertheless, Vagnozzi 
was relieved of her duties 
and capacity as city man-

ager immediately.
Curiously, Goldberg 

and Gage waited more 
than two years, until Au-
gust 4, 2021 to file an em-
ployment-related lawsuit 
on Vagnozzi’s behalf. 
The suit does not allege 
wrongful termination but 
instead cites discrimina-
tion, harassment, failure 
to accommodate, retali-
ation and failure to take 
corrective action.

Given the way in 
which Goldberg had 
botched the filing with 
the California Depart-

ment of Fair Employment 
and Housing, which led 
to Vagnozzi’s actual ter-
mination in 2019, Brad-
ley Gage of Goldberg & 
Gage will be handling 
Vagnozzi’s case from 
here on out.

The lawsuit does not 
dwell on Vagnozzi’s 
sexuality, emphasiz-
ing rather that she was a 
woman, unmarried, had 
eclipsed the age of 40 
and was a breast cancer 
survivor. The suit main-
tains she was subjected 
to harassment by other 

city employees and had 
to endure a hostile work 
environment.

According to the law-
suit, Vagnozzi, who was 
the assistant city manag-
er, city clerk, director of 
administrative services, 
human resources man-
ager and risk manager 
before she was promot-
ed to city manager, was 
not treated as an equal 
within the city’s senior 
management division. 
She was originally hired 
in 2015 to serve as assis-
tant city manager under 

then-City Manager Rod 
Butler. She served as act-
ing city manager for five 
days after Butler was ter-
minated in July 2016, but 
was thereafter replaced 
as acting city manager by 
Thouvenell. When Thou-
venell departed as acting 
city manager on January 
1, 2018, the city did not 
replace him with Vag-
nozzi but instead brought 
in Bill Manis, who had 
been the city manager 
of Rosemead, to serve 
as city manager. She was 
cut off from the flow of 

information and pre-
vented from exercising 
the authority her mana-
gerial position normally 
entailed, the suit claims.

The case has been 
assigned to Judge John 
Tomberlin. The suit seeks 
unspecified amounts of 
economic compensation 
due to loss of future earn-
ings, lost pension wages 
plus monetary compen-
sation for emotional dis-
tress.

-Mark Gutglueck

in this way will be used 
to purchase imported wa-
ter and pay for the infra-
structure needed to bring 
in the imported water.

One issue complicat-
ing the matter is that 
both the Bureau of Land 
Management and the 
China Lake Naval Air 
Weapons Station, as fed-
eral entities, are exempt 
from the groundwater 
sustainability plan and 
the Sustainable Ground-
water Management Act, 
and therefore not subject 
to the restrictions that 
will be imposed in the 
groundwater sustain-
ability plan. The China 
Lake Naval Air Weapons 
Station encompasses two 
ranges and totals over 
1,100,000 acres or 1,719 
square miles, much of 
that within Indian Wells 
Valley. While the China 
Lake Naval Air Weapons 
Station has made strides 
in recent years in reduc-
ing its water use, it still 
drafts some 1,600 acre-
feet of water from the 
aquifer annually.

In September 2020, 
Searles Valley Miner-
als, represented by Eric 
Garner, Jeffrey Dunn and 
Maya Mouawad with the 
law firm of Best Best & 
Krieger, filed a lawsuit 
in Kern County Superior 
Court against the Indian 
Wells Valley Groundwa-
ter Authority in an effort 
to protect what Garner, 
Dunn and Mouwad as-
serted are the company’s 
groundwater rights with-
in the Indian Wells Val-
ley Groundwater Basin, 
and to stop the collection 
of what they character-
ized as an illegal and 

unfair groundwater re-
plenishment fee and a tax 
disguised, they assert, as 
an “extraction fee.”

Searles Valley Miner-
als uses solution mining, 
which involves soaking 
portions of the company’s 
dry Searles Lake in San 
Bernardino County with 
water to precipitate brine 
which is then extracted 
and processed to produce 
boric acid, sodium car-
bonate, sodium sulfate, 
several specialty forms of 
borax, and salt.

The groundwater re-
plenishment fee, Gar-
ner, Dunn and Mouawad 
maintained, is unprec-
edented and exorbitant, 
and will increase the 
company’s water costs by 
7,000 percent or $6 mil-
lion per year – pushing 
Searles Valley Miner-
als out of business after 
more than 140 years of 
operation, and threaten-
ing the livelihood of the 
company’s 700 employ-
ees. The groundwater re-
plenishment fee ignores 
and violates Searles Val-
ley Minerals’ adjudicated 
water rights, according to 
the lawsuit.

Searles Valley Min-
erals’ 91-year-old water 
rights are the most senior 
in the Indian Wells Val-
ley Groundwater Basin.

Garner, Dunn and 
Mouawad took issue with 
the fashion in which the 
China Lake Naval Air 
Station is not subject to 
the restrictions in the plan 
nor its fees.

“Searles Valley Min-
erals’ right to pump water 
in the basin for domes-
tic uses is senior to any 
water right reserved to 
[the] Weapons Station, 
and because [the] water 
district’s groundwater 
pumping began no earlier 
than 1955, its appropria-
tive right, if any, to basin 
water remains junior to 

Searles Valley Miner-
als’ right,” according to 
the lawsuit. “The author-
ity falsely asserts in its 
groundwater sustainabil-
ity plan that any pump-
ing allocations under the 
groundwater sustainabili-
ty plan will be ‘consistent 
with existing groundwa-
ter rights and priorities.’”

In a joint statement, 
Searles Valley Minerals 
and Garner, Dunn and 
Mouawad maintained 
the groundwater man-
agement plan that the 
authority is attempting 
to implement “represents 
an arbitrary and illegal 
taking of Searles Valley 
Minerals’ water rights,” 
and Searles Valley Min-
erals had been “singled 
out” by the authority.

Despite the ongo-
ing litigation, in January 
2021, the Indian Wells 
Valley Groundwater 
Authority undertook to 
collect groundwater re-
plenishment fees from 
all well owners within 
its bailiwick. Citing the 
contentions in the lawsuit 
it had already initiated, 
Searles Valley Minerals 
balked at paying the fee, 
seeking an injunction 
from the court to prevent 
the Indian Wells Valley 
Groundwater authority 
from assessing it.

The dispute was re-
moved to Orange County 
Superior Court, which 
was considered to be an 
impartial forum, since 
there are entities in San 
Bernardino, Kern and 
Inyo counties which have 
a direct interest in how 
water conservation mea-
sures are going to be ap-
plied by the Indian Wells 
Valley Groundwater Au-
thority. Searles Valley’s 
legal action was one of 
two similar legal plead-
ings, the other one having 
come from an agricul-
tural company, Mojave 

Pistachios.
Both Searles Valley 

Minerals and Mojave Pis-
tachios have been pump-
ing water since January 
without paying the fee to 
the Indian Wells Valley 
Groundwater Authority.

More than three 
months ago, on May 25, 
both Searles Valley Min-
erals and Mojave Pista-
chios suffered a setback 
when Judge Nakamura 
ruled that their legal ac-
tions contesting the im-
position of the fee did 
not give them the right to 
excuse themselves from 
paying the assessment. 
This was summarized in 
the language “pay first, 
litigate later,” an appli-
cable principle which 
prevails when the lawful-
ness of a tax is being con-
tested. Both companies 
would need to live with 
the imposition of the as-
sessment while their legal 
action contesting the fees 
are pending in the court, 
Judge Nakamura ruled. 
If the court indeed deter-
mines that the fees should 
not be imposed on them, 
they will be provided a 
refund at that time. Naka-
mura on May 25 held that 
a “delay in implementing 
the groundwater sustain-
ability plan will cause 
further harm to the ba-
sin, increase the cost of 
imported water, and con-
tinue to damage shallow 
wells throughout the ba-
sin.” The judge reasoned 
that the replenishment 
fees were being used to 
remedy the overdraft in 
the basin by paying for 
the importation of water, 
which was helping to pre-
vent shallow wells from 
drying up.

In his ruling yesterday, 
Judge Nakamura cited his 
May 25 ruling in ordering 
both Searles Valley Min-
erals and Mojave Pista-
chios to begin paying the 

fee forthwith. Essentially, 
if the two companies are 
to continue to pump wa-
ter, they must pay the fee 
that the Indian Wells Val-
ley Water Groundwater 
Authority has levied. In 
the Searles Valley Min-
erals case specifically, 
Judge Nakamura held 
that the “pay first, litigate 
later” principle applies to 
both local and state taxes 
and fees.

Referencing Califor-
nia Water Code, section 
10726.6 subsections (c) 
or (e), Judge Nakamura 
ruled there was nothing 
in the law that authorized 
the suspension of tax 
payments as the result of 
ongoing litigation calling 
the tax’s or assessment’s 
applicability into ques-
tion.

Nakamura stated, “[T]
he pay first principle is 
explicitly included in 
subsection (d) where it 
instructs that the fee may 
be paid under protest and 
states, ‘Payments made 
and actions brought un-
der this section shall be 
made and brought in the 
manner provided for the 
payment of taxes under 
protest and actions for re-
fund of that payment.”

Neither Searles Val-
ley Minerals nor Mojave 
Pistachios established 
that the imposition of the 
water replenishment was 
tantamount to unconsti-
tutionally abridging ei-
ther parties established 
water rights, Judge Naka-
mura found.

The community of 
Trona, which lies at the 
westernmost extreme of 
San Bernardino County, 
presently has a popula-
tion of 1,900 and has been 
piggybacking on Searles 
Valley Minerals for the 
provision of domestic 
water. The groundwater 
management plan will 
transform Trona into a 

ghost town, according 
to Garner, Dunn and 
Mouawad.

“...all domestic and 
municipal activities for 
the disadvantaged Trona 
communities are sup-
plied by groundwater that 
Searles Valley Minerals 
pumps from the basin,” 
according to a joint state-
ment from Searles Vwl-
ley Minerals and Garner, 
Dunn and Mouawad. 
“The economic impacts 
of the authority’s fee will 
devastate the Trona com-
munity.”

The authority’s deci-
sion to impose hefty new 
“replenishment fees” on 
the valley’s civilian wa-
ter users while providing 
no check on other major 
groundwater users in the 
basin such as the China 
Lake Naval Air Weap-
ons Station is indefen-
sible, Garner, Dunn and 
Mouawad contend.

“Searles is a pillar of 
the Trona and Ridgecrest 
communities, providing 
jobs and economic bene-
fits to these communities 
since we were founded 
in 1873,” said Burnell 
Blanchard, vice president 
of operations for Searles 
Valley Minerals. “We’ve 
maintained our work-
force through natural 
disasters, a global pan-
demic and the subsequent 
economic crisis. Now, we 
face the threat of closing 
our doors and putting 
hundreds of people out of 
work because the author-
ity has refused to recog-
nize our long-established 
groundwater rights.”

According to the law-
suit filed a year ago by 
Searles Valley Minerals, 
which exists in the form 
of a petition for a writ of 
mandate, a complaint for 
declaratory and injunc-
tive relief and a takings 
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council. Both Nickel and 
Mulvihill were voted 
out of office in 2020, re-
placed, respectively, by 
Ben Reynoso and Damon 
Alexander. Reynoso at 
this point is competing 
with Calvin for the title of 
Valdivia’s primary politi-
cal nemesis on the coun-
cil. Though Valdivia had 
hoped he might cultivate 
Alexander as member of 
his political machine, that 
has not occurred. Alexan-
der, while not necessarily 
hostile toward the mayor, 
has demonstrated sharp 
differences with him over 
multiple issues.

In 2020, in what was 
one of Valdivia’s last po-
litical successes, he man-
aged to induce the city 
council to agree to the 
city hiring Robert Field, 
who had formerly been 
the County of Riverside’s 
economic development 
director and a close friend 
of Valdivia’s lawyer, Rod 
Pacheco, to serve as San 
Bernardino city manager.

For more than six 
months, beholden to 
Valdivia for having been 
hired as city manager and 
assuming, erroneously, 
that Valdivia had con-
trol over the city council, 
Field made managerial 
decisions that were fa-
vorable toward Valdivia’s 
political donors who had 
business with the city. 
Through what has been 
a sometimes painful pro-
cess, Field has learned 
that Valdivia is at diamet-
ric odds with three-sev-
enths of the city council 
and unable to control or 
count on the assistance of 
three of the other mem-
bers of the council. Field’s 
indulgence of Valdivia 
during most of the first 
year of his tenure as city 
manager has created a 
degree of distrust toward 
him on the parts of Cal-
vin and Reynoso, and left 
him at least partially out 
of sync with Ibarra and 
Alexander. His prospects 
for survival as city man-
ager are uneven.

McBride was ap-
pointed acting police 
chief the month after 
Valdivia became mayor, 
when the former police 
chief, Jarrod Burguan, 
underwent knee replace-
ment surgery. Burguan 
never returned, leaving 

McBride as his logical 
replacement. Despite 
Valdivia’s efforts to move 
McBride into the full-
fledged police chief role, 
that never came about. 
This has been for Valdiv-
ia, McBride and the city 
something of an embar-
rassment. While Mc-
Bride was given steady 
increases in pay over the 
last two-and-a-half years, 
there was considerable 
resistance to conferring 
the police chief position 
on him.

A resident of Hemet 
in Riverside County, 
McBride was formerly a 
member of the city coun-
cil there, and in 2010 was 
that city’s mayor. As may-
or, McBride introduced 
a resolution that was 
endorsed by the entire 
Hemet City Council call-
ing for the State of Cali-
fornia to adopt a law sim-
ilar to one in Arizona that 
requires police officers to 
routinely and automati-
cally check the immigra-
tion status of those they 
encounter in the field to 
determine whether they 
are undocumented immi-
grants. In 2015, the City 
of El Monte hired Mc-
Bride to serve as its po-
lice chief, but rescinded 
that offer because the city 
council thought better 
of making him the city’s 
highest law enforcement 
official, since 68 percent 
of El Monte’s population 
is Hispanic, and the com-
munity traditionally had 
a laissez-faire stance with 
regard to immigration 
law enforcement. It was 
thought that McBride’s 
attitude on that issue 
would be equally incom-
patible in San Bernardi-
no, where 60 percent of 
the population is Latino, 
and an estimated 5,000 to 
6,000 illegal aliens dwell 
within the city.

McBride, who is now 
54 and has thirty years in 
as a law enforcement offi-
cer, voluntarily departed 
from the police chief’s 
post, which was paying 
him an annual $251,000 
salary plus $224,000 
per years in perks and 
benefits for a total an-
nual compensation of 
$475,000.

Valdivia’s inability to 
move McBride into the 
actual police chief post 
is widely seen as an in-
dication of the mayor’s 
eroding grip over the 
222,101-population city.

McBride has been re-

placed, temporarily, by 
acting Assistant Chief 
David Green. Valdivia 
would like, for personal 
and political reasons 
similar or even identical 
to those that had driven 
him to seek to boost 
McBride into the police 
chief position, to make 
Green police chief. It is 
even less likely, however, 
that Green will have that 
honor and title conferred 
upon him than that Mc-
Bride would ever have 
become San Bernardino 
police chief.

Two considerations 
militate against Green’s 
police chief prospects. A 
litany of excessive force 
complaints have been 
lodged against Green 
during his time as a police 
officer in San Bernardi-
no, including several 
which evolved into law-
suits against the city. The 
city lost several of those 
suits, resulting in awards 
totaling in the millions of 
dollars. The city ducked 
that issue, however, when 
it filed for Chapter Nine 
bankruptcy protection 
in 2012, and then-U.S. 
Magistrate Meredith Jury 
allowed the city to sat-
isfy those judgments at 
a ratio of one cent on the 
dollar. Substantial num-
bers of residents on San 
Bernardino’s West Side, 
where residents have 
been subject to what they 
say is brutality on the part 
of the police department 
for decades, have made 
clear that they intend to 
take to the streets if the 
city so much as contem-
plates offering the police 
chief position to Green.

Green was the mem-
ber of the department to 
whom then-Mayor-elect 
Valdivia had turned to 
for help on November 
14, 2018 after he had 
become entangled in 
circumstances surround-
ing a hold-up and shoot-
ing at what was at that 
time an illicit marijuana 
dispensary located at 
1435 North Waterman 
Avenue. Questions im-
mediately emerged as to 
what Valdivia was do-
ing at that location, and 
whether the money he 
had been provided with 
by the operator was a re-
sult of a shakedown the 
then-councilman/mayor-
elect was engaged in. The 
police department’s re-
port of what occurred has 
never been publicly re-
leased. The city council, 

which is out of step with 
the mayor, is unlikely to 
confer the police chief’s 
position on Green, who 
may be privy to black-
mail material the police 
department possesses 
relating to Valdivia and 
bribes being provided to 
him by the cannabis in-
dustry.

Huntley, who was pre-
viously the director of 
community and econom-
ic development and the 
director of planning and 
economic development 
respectively with the cit-
ies of Monterey Park and 
Montebello, came to San 
Bernardino in 2019 to 
succeed Mark Persico as 
San Bernardino’s direc-
tor of community and 
economic development. 
Persico was fired in 2018, 
after he became knowl-
edgeable about monetary 
payments being provided 
to Valdivia, then a coun-
cilman vying for mayor, 
by proponents of devel-
opment projects in the 
city. Shortly after he rec-
ommended, as the city’s 
community and eco-
nomic director, against 
the city approving one 
of those projects, a li-
quor store to be located 
on Inland Center Drive 
proximate to an off-ramp 
and on-ramp to the 215 
Freeway, Persico was ig-
nominiously terminated.

Huntley was hired 
under the presumption 
he would accommodate 
Valdivia’s campaign do-
nors and consulting busi-
ness clients whenever 
they had project appli-
cations with the city. He 
lived up to that expecta-
tion.

As community and 
economic development 
director, Huntley had a 
close-up window on the 
applicants seeking per-
mits and licensing to op-
erate marijuana cultiva-
tion facilities, marijuana/
cannabis production 
facilities, marijuana re-
search facilities, medical 
marijuana dispensaries, 
wholesale marijuana dis-
tribution operations and 
markets selling mari-
juana for its intoxicative 
effect. Many of those 
applicants were plying 
Valdivia with money in 
exchange for his assur-
ances he could get their 
permits and licenses ap-
proved.

In July 2020, Huntley 
facilitated an application 
by a Valdivia campaign 

donor, Greenleaf Engi-
neering, for a temporary 
use permit to haul and 
dump concrete from a 
razed building in Red-
lands to a field next to 
Palm Avenue in north 
San Bernardino. The 
permit was granted in 
August 2020. The pres-
ence of the mounds of 
concrete became an issue 
with the residents in the 
area, who were demand-
ing its removal. Huntley 
was accused of down-
playing the seriousness 
of the circumstance by 
acquiescing in a char-
acterization of the pres-
ence of the concrete as a 
“potential” hazard dur-
ing public discussion of 
the matter at city council 
meetings. Treasure Ortiz, 
who is being promoted 
by a contingent of San 
Bernardino residents as 
a candidate for mayor in 
2022, recently unearthed 
a declaration made by 
Huntley and filed with 
the Superior Court as 
part of the city’s efforts to 
abate the massive pile of 
concrete. In that declara-
tion, Huntley stated, “[T]
he unlawful conditions 
that I have identified on 
the subject property pose 
significant risk to the life, 
health and safety of the 
residential community 
within 1,000 feet of the 
subject property as well 
as the general public and 
must be abated imme-
diately. In addition, the 
temporary use permit has 
been revoked; the ma-
terials are no longer au-
thorized to remain at the 
subject property.”

On Wednesday, Sep-
tember 1, 2021, Ortiz 
filed a formal complaint 
with the city, accusing 
Huntley of purposefully 
misleading the public 
about the hazard the con-
crete represented. She 
had previously accused 
Huntley, as community 
and economic director, 
of mismanaging a fed-
eral program to provide 
San Bernardino residents 
with money to cover rent 
payments during the CO-
VID-19 crisis. Huntley 
acceded to allowing one 
of Field’s associates to 
serve as the distributor of 
the funds. The designated 
distributor, however, had 
no office in San Ber-
nardino. Because rent-
ers in San Bernardino 
had to travel to Moreno 
Valley to apply for and 
undergo eligibility vet-

ting, $6.9 million in rent 
relief funding earmarked 
for San Bernardino has 
remained bottled up and 
not used for its intended 
purpose. Ortiz also main-
tains that Huntley ac-
tively assisted Valdivia, 
who was entitled to two 
appointments to the city’s 
downtown advisory com-
mission, secure three ap-
pointments to that panel 
by falsifying a staff re-
port. That change in the 
commission’s make up 
has delayed, she main-
tains, a crucial makeover 
of downtown from oc-
curring, Oritz charged.

Within hours after Or-
tiz filed her complaint, 
Huntley tendered his res-
ignation, the Sentinel was 
told.

The Sentinel is in-
formed that Rebekah 
Kramer elected to leave 
as assistant city manager 
after being continuously 
pestered by Valdivia to 
take action she did not 
have proper authorization 
from the city council or 
the city manager to en-
gage in.

Tickemyer, who was 
once perceived to be on 
relatively decent terms 
with Valdivia, reportedly 
fell out of grace with the 
mayor after he balked at 
bypassing normal con-
tracting procedures so 
that companies that have 
shown generosity toward 
Valdivia in terms of the 
provision of campaign 
contributions were pro-
vided with construction 
and maintenance work at 
the city’s parks and recre-
ation facilities.

While both Tick-
emyer and Kramer are 
gone for good, Brizuela 
has reportedly gone out 
on an extended leave of 
absence as an investiga-
tion into Valdivia’s use 
of city money for politi-
cal purposes is ongoing. 
One report was that Bri-
zuela had allowed her 
home address to be used 
to receive material paid 
for by the city’s taxpay-
ers which was intended 
for use at what turned out 
to be a political event for 
the mayor following his 
state of the city address. 
Sources have said that 
Valdivia believes that if 
Brizuela lays low and is 
not available at her city 
office, she can avoid be-
ing questioned by those 
investigators.

-Mark Gutglueck



Friday, September 3, 2021 Page 12San Bernardino County Sentinel

Residential Subdivision Proposal Has Red-
lands Facing Potential Legal Challenges 
From Developer & Preservationists  from 
page 9

Pay Water Fee, 
Judge Tells Trona 
Company   from page 
10

constituents.”
Invited by Mayor Paul 

Barich to refute what the 
opponents of the project 
had said, Pitassi said he 
would remind the coun-
cil and everyone else 
that “This property is 
private. It is privately 
owned. It’s been zoned 
for this use for many, 
many, many years, going 
back to 1955.”

Pitassi sought to put 
to rest reports that there 
somehow was more to 
the circumstance than 
meets the eye with re-
gard to how Diversi-
fied Pacific was able to 
acquire the property, 
despite paying the Bru-
metts, as the heirs of 
the Heeney family, less 
money for the property 
than the Redlands Con-
servancy had offered.

“The property was on 
the open market for sale 
for over ten years,” Pi-
tassi said. “There were 
attempts made, as I un-
derstand it, by the con-
servancy to purchase it. 
The sellers for reasons 
known to them were not 
able to come to an agree-
ment with them, and 
consequently it contin-
ued to be on the market 
when we entered discus-
sions with them, and we 
were able to complete a 
transaction, closing es-
crow in June of 2019. 
The Heeneys were strug-
gling with the grove. 
That’s why it was on the 
market. Unfortunately, 
commercial viability of 
the grove simply wasn’t 
there any longer. As 
someone pointed out, the 
trees are, many of them, 
over 100 years old. Their 
productive life simply 
isn’t there any longer, 
and the market for cit-
rus, particularly orang-
es, isn’t very strong. The 
economic records we 
received showed it was a 
money-losing operation, 
and they were struggling 
to keep it. So, it was 
clearly not what the im-
age of it may be from an 
economic perspective.”

Pitassi dismissed ob-
jections to the project 
relating to the size of the 
lots and the density of 
the homes to be built.

“The minimal lot size 

for this project proposal 
is 6,400 feet and the 
average lot size is over 
7,200 square feet, which 
is very common for sub-
divisions within this 
community and many, 
many communities,” 
Pitassi said. “In fact, 
in some communities, 
it would be considered 
rather large. We believe 
the yield and land plan 
for this site is appropri-
ate.”

Pitassi said the zoning 
in the area would allow 
over 40 homes to be built 
there and that Diversified 
Pacific had chosen not to 
build two-story homes, 
though Redlands’ zoning 
code would have allowed 
the company to do so.

“We’ve gone to some 
significant effort to be 
as sensitive as we can be 
to the conditions around 
our property,” Pitassi 
asserted. “We think we 
have a project that will 
be very beneficial to 
the community and the 
neighborhood.”

The lawyer for Diver-
sified Pacific, Mark Os-
toich, insisted the letter 
of the law is on the side 
of the developer, and that 
the project opponents 
could offer nothing be-
yond their various points 
of view holding that the 
project was not right for 
their neighborhood.

“The California En-
vironmental Quality Act 
is based on substantial 
evidence that is in the 
record,” Ostoich said. 
“Opinions are not based 
on substantial evidence. 
They are opinions. 
They’re respected. They 
are what they are.”

Those opinions carry 
no legal authority, Os-
toich said.

“The mitigated nega-
tive declaration that was 
prepared in this case is 
based on the only sub-
stantial evidence in the 
record of these proceed-
ings, and that substantial 
evidence is the cultural 
resources assessment 
that was prepared by 
our consultant who is a 
Secretary of the Interior-
qualified professional 
and was aggressively 
peer-reviewed by the 
city’s consultant, LSA 

Associates. I submit to 
you that the only sub-
stantial evidence in the 
record of these proceed-
ing is the cultural re-
sources assessment.”

The preservation-
ists in Redlands should 
content themselves with 
what they are getting out 
of the project, Ostoich 
said.

“The cultural resourc-
es that are being lost [i.e., 
90 percent of the the 
grove and the irrigation 
system and the wall] are 
less significant than the 
highly visible cultural 
resources that are being 
retained [the two homes 
and the carriage house],” 
Ostoich said.

The Sentinel made 
repeated efforts this and 
last week, both by phone 
and email, to reach Bu-
rum and Jordan for 
their input with regard 
to the project and the 
burgeoning opposition 
to it among Redlands’ 
residents. Neither had 
responded by press time.

Toward the end of the 
July 20 hearing, Coun-
cilman Eddie Tejada, in 
reaction to his having 
been forced to acknowl-
edge that he had meet-
ings with representatives 
from Diversified Pacific 
and hearing that all of 
his council colleagues 
had likewise had private 
exchanges with Diver-
sified Pacific together 
with repeated references 
to the council members 
shunning residents when 
they sought to engage 
with them regarding the 
project, said, “I am sor-
ry if it appears that the 
council is only listening 
to the developers and not 
the community. I think 
we can do a better job of 
expressing how it is that 
we are doing our best to 
communicate what you 
are sharing with us, be-
cause, trust me, we read 
all of the emails and I 
know that some of you 
reread some the things 
you already sent in. Part 
of the process, for me at 
least, is to receive your 
concerns and convey 
them to city staff through 
questions.” 

With the council 
chamber packed with 
opponents of the project, 
the city council on July 
20 receded from a vote 
regarding the project that 
night, instead continu-

ing the hearing until the 
next regularly scheduled 
council meeting on Au-
gust 3.

At the August 3 meet-
ing, the city council 
unanimously approved 
continuing the public 
hearing for the Redlands 
Palm project until Sep-
tember 7.

The agenda for the 
September 7 meeting 
gives the city council the 
option of voting for or 
against receiving and ac-
cepting a socioeconomic 
cost/benefit study pre-
pared for the proposed 
project, approving a ten-
tative parcel map for the 
project, approving a con-
ditional use permit for 
the project, approving a 
tentative tract map for 
the project and consent-
ing to two variances.

Elsewhere on the 
agenda is a notice that the 
city council is to discuss 
during its closed session 
that “a significant expo-
sure to litigation exists 
based upon the facts and 
circumstances set forth 
in a letter for the initial 
study/mitigated nega-
tive declaration for the 
301 West Palm Avenue 
residential development 
project.”

The Sentinel is reli-
ably informed that Mc-
Clendon was not respon-
sible for the referenced 
letter. 

In the body of the staff 
report for the agenda 
item for the development 
project, two options are 
laid out for the city coun-

cil. The agenda item 
reads: “Pursuant to dis-
cussion during its closed 
session, the following al-
ternative motions are be-
ing provided to council 
for consideration: recir-
culate the proposed miti-
gated negative declara-
tion in accordance with 
law or move that the city 
council request staff to 
prepare an environmen-
tal impact report.”

Based upon remarks 
made by Councilman 
Paul Foster at the July 
20 meeting in which he 
essentially telegraphed 
his intention to approve 
the project, the council 
appears to be leaning 
toward allowing Diver-
sified Pacific to proceed 
with constructing the 28 
homes.

Foster on July 20, 
speaking directly to the 
preservationists who op-
pose the project, said, “I 
have a sensitivity that 
is not being recognized 
for the passion you have. 
But I have to weigh that 
against my belief in pri-
vate property rights. 
That is going to weigh 
heavily on my mind as 
I look at not only what 
we have seen tonight, 
and I look forward to 
doing [sic] staff’s com-
ments on the letter we 
received today, which I 
would point out to you 
is not an unusual thing, 
as the city attorney ac-
knowledges. [U]sually 
what happens is an at-
torney representing one 
or more people, they like 

to wait to submit their 
comments and drop it 
on us at a planning com-
mission meeting or city 
council meeting when 
we are in the process 
of making the decision, 
thereby finding a way to 
delay the project, or de-
laying a decision. Very 
common practice. I was 
not at all surprised when 
the city clerk handed us 
the documents which 
actually came late in the 
meeting. But I would just 
tell you, we have to look 
at the big picture. We 
have to look at every-
thing. We cannot just be 
driven by emotion, even 
if that’s what we have a 
passion for, which is pre-
serving things. We have 
to recognize everyone’s 
rights in this situation. 
That may not mean that 
it doesn’t go down the 
way that you want.”

Litigation following 
a council decision on 
the project appears in-
evitable, with Diversi-
fied Pacific and Ostoich 
poised to sue the city if 
the council does not give 
approval to the project 
or if the council subjects 
the project to a full envi-
ronmental impact report 
even as Save The Grove 
and McClendon appear 
to be on a trajectory 
to bring suit if the city 
council does not carry 
out a full environmen-
tal impact report on the 
project proposal before 
taking a vote on it.

claim under the Califor-
nia Constitution, “An 
actual controversy has 
arisen and now exists as 
to whether the authority’s 
adoption of the ground-
water sustainability plan, 
sustainable yield report, 
engineer’s report, extrac-
tion fee and the replen-
ishment fee constitute an 
unlawful taking of prop-
erty for public use with-
out just compensation.”

The suit calls upon 
the court to make a find-
ing that the “authority 
attempted to determine 
Searles Valley Minerals’ 
water rights in a way that 
is inconsistent with ap-
plicable law.” If, the suit 
says, “the court finds that 

the authority’s actions 
did not deprive Searles 
Valley Minerals of all 
economically beneficial 
use of their groundwater 
rights as alleged, then 
Searles Valley Minerals 
alleges in the alterna-
tive that the authority 
committed an unlawful 
physical taking by er-
roneously deeming the 
entire basin’s sustain-
able yield to be reserved 
by the Weapons Station, 
and then putting that 
groundwater to public 
use without compensat-
ing Searles Valley Min-
erals. What the authority 
claims as a transfer of 
federal reserved rights 
is in reality an unlawful 
taking of Searles Valley 
Minerals’ groundwater 
rights. Because the basin 
groundwater given to the 

Weapons Station will be 
physically unavailable 
to Searles Valley Miner-
als due to [the] author-
ity’s adopted groundwa-
ter sustainability plan, 
sustainable yield report, 
engineer’s report and 
replenishment fee, this 
claimed transfer and its 
related actions constitute 
a physical taking.”

According to the joint 
statement by Searles Val-
ley Minerals and its law-
yers, “The authority’s 
‘sustainable’ groundwa-
ter management plan is 
anything but sustainable 
– it’s a significant new 
burden on a select few 
groundwater users that 
will push many entirely 
out of operation without 
any regard to existing 
water rights.”

-Mark Gutglueck


