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By Mark Gutglueck
Faced with an ulti-

matum from a Northern 
California-based lawyer 
calling for Victorville 
to alter the method by 
which its political lead-
ers are elected, the four 
current members of the 
Victorville City Council 
this week gave approval 
to a gerrymandered city 
electoral ward map that 
advantages them politi-
cally over the next two 
election cycles and po-
tentially over the next 

five council elections if 
they continue to seek re-
election.

Earlier this year, Wal-
nut Creek-based lawyer 
Scott Rafferty, in the 
capacity of the legal rep-
resentative of Neighbor-
hood Elections Now, a 
front group that is an ex-
tension of Rafferty’s law 
firm, threatened Victor-
ville with a lawsuit un-
der the auspices of the 
California Voting Rights 
Act if it did not dispense 
with its at-large voting 

system and adopt a ward 
or by-district voting 
map. The at-large voting 
system the city has used 
since its inception as an 
incorporated municipal-
ity in 1962, Rafferty al-
leged, has been “diluting 
the influence of Latino 
voters.”

Rafferty made that 
charge despite the con-
sideration that three of 
the city’s five most re-
cently elected council 
members are Latinas, 
that one of the council 

members is an African-
American woman and 
thus a member of another 
“protected minority” un-
der the California Voting 
Rights Act and the Fed-
eral Voting Rights Act, 
and a single member of 
the city council is a Cau-
casian woman.

Moreover, prior to the 
current crop of elect-
ed officials on the city 
council, Victorville had 
previously demonstrat-
ed itself, along with the 
City of Colton, as one 

of two municipalities in 
San Bernardino County 
where the long dormant 
Hispanic political giant 
had awoken. Through-
out the 1990s and the 
first decade of the Third 
Millennium and into the 
2010s, Victorville had 
proven to be one of the 
most politically stable 
of the county’s 24 cities 
and incorporated towns, 
measured in terms of 
changeover on the city 
council. Nevertheless, in 
that timeframe, 

For the second time 
in less than a month, a 
strong-willed and once-
dominant mayor of a San 
Bernardino County city 
has been unanimously 
censured by his city 
council colleagues.

In this case it was 
Barstow Mayor Paul 
Courtney, who was offi-
cially rebuked on a 4-to-
0 vote of the city council 
on December 21.

There were parallels 
to but also differences 
from the action taken by 
the San Bernardino City 
Council on December 1, 
when that panel voted 
to censure Mayor John 
Valdivia. One element 
of the Barstow council’s 
expression of disapprov-
al for Courtney related 
to using his status as the 
head of the city as well 
as the use of the city’s 
name and logo to engage 
in what has been inter-
preted as a political mail-
ing camouflaged as an 
official handbill aimed 
at promoting the city but 
which Courtney’s critics 
maintained was intended 
to advance himself po-
litically. Courtney was 
further charged with 
overstepping his reach 
as mayor in effectuat-
ing official action. Those 
acts were not too differ-
ent from the behavior the 
city council in San Ber-
nardino found so offen-
sive related to Valdivia 
utilizing city resources 
to send out mailers invit-
ing what were essentially 
his political contributors 
to attend a fundraiser 
disguised as a post-state 
of the city speech recep-
tion.

The admonishment 
delivered to Courtney, 
nonetheless, differed 
from that leveled at 
Valdivia, in that the ac-
tivity Courtney engaged 
in did not involve, at 
least directly, 

The City of Rialto 
and its fire department 
find themselves the fo-
cus of local, state, na-
tional and international 
scorn as further details 
have emerged about how 
three Rialto firefighters, 
two of them paramedics, 
refused to administer 
aid to a 56-year-old man 
who had suffered a heart 
attack at an acute care 
facility 2.2 miles from 
the fire department’s 

headquarters and main 
fire station.

Joseph Angulo was 
pronounced dead less 
than an hour after the 
firemen, fearing expo-
sure to the coronavirus 
if they were to enter the 
Rialto Post Acute Care 
Center, waited outside 
the facility’s entrance in 
accordance with what 
they said was depart-
ment policy.

Only after a Rialto 

police officer arrived 
and pushed the wheel-
less bed Angulo was in 
down a hallway and over 
the threshold of the acute 
care center’s entrance/
exit did the fire depart-
ment personnel begin 
their ministrations.

Fire department per-
sonnel and the union for 
the firefighters insist the 
paramedics conducted 
themselves properly.

Indications are, how-

ever, that the seven to 
nine minutes during 
which Angulo was not 
being properly attended 
to by the paramedics 
were critical and contrib-
uted to his death.

The department has 
initiated an internal in-
vestigation and audit 
of what occurred, over 
three minutes of which 
was captured on video 
by the bodyworn camera 
of Rialto Police Officer 

Ralph Ballew, who was 
dispatched to the Rialto 
Post Acute Care Center, 
located at 1471 South 
Riverside Avenue in Ri-
alto at 7:51 p.m. on No-
vember 17.

That video footage 
and the officer’s matter-
of-fact report of the in-
cident has proven highly 
damaging to the reputa-
tion of a fire department 
that has already suffered 
from negative 

Margaret Hill, whose 
personality and presence 
came to embody all of 
what many considered 
to be the best features 
of the public school sys-
tem in San Bernardino, 
has died, passing away 
peacefully it was said on 
December 19. She was 
81.

Hill, the daughter of 
an African-American 
sharecropper, was born 

into a community that 
had yet to make its exo-
dus from the 

The Redlands City 
Council is poised to re-
place outgoing Council-
man Paul Foster with 
former Councilman Mick 
Gallagher.

If, indeed, the council 
follows through with el-
evating Gallagher to the 
council, then Gallagher’s 
political career will book-
end that of the man he is 
replacing. Foster came 
onto the Redlands City 
Council in 2010, just as 

The Chaffey Joint 
Union High School Dis-
trict Board Of Trustees 
has voted to fill out its 
ranks with the appoint-
ment of Donald English 
as its Area 4 member.

English replaces Di-
onne N. Berwick, who 
resigned October 1.

English was sworn in 
on December 14, after 
he accepted the appoint-
ment. He will remain as 
the Area 4 representative 

for the remainder of Ber-
wick’s term, which ends 
in December 2022. To 
stay in the post beyond 
that, he must stand for, 
and win, reelection in 
November 2022.

Area 4 consists of 
Rancho Cucamonga. 
The Chaffey Joint Union 
High School District is 
the second largest high 
school district in Califor-
nia, covering the entirety 
of Ontario, Montclair 

and Rancho Cucamonga, 
and extends into portions 
of Fontana, Upland, Chi-
no and Mount Baldy.

Its schools include 
Alta Loma High School 
in Alta Loma/Rancho 
Cucamonga, Chaffey 
Adult School in On-
tario, Chaffey District 
Online High School run 
out of Ontario, Chaffey 
High School in Ontario, 
Colony High School in 
Ontario, Community 

Day School in Ontario, 
Etiwanda High School 
in Etiwanda/Rancho 
Cucamonga, Los Osos 
High School in Rancho 
Cucamonga, Montclair 
High School in Mont-
clair, Ontario High 
School in Ontario, Ran-
cho Cucamonga High 
School in Etiwanda/
Rancho Cucamonga and 
Valley View Continua-
tion High School in On-
tario.

English, now 53, is di-
rector of San Bernardino 
County Schools’ Chil-
dren Deserve Success 
program, as well as the 
executive director of the 
San Bernardino County 
Gangs and Drugs Task 
Force. He is listed as a 
teacher on assignment 
with the San Bernardino 
County Superintendent 
of Schools. He has 28 
years experience as a 
professional ed-

Gallagher was leaving.
In September, Fos-

ter announced he would 
leave the city council as 
of the first council meet-
ing in January 2022 and 
move to Camino Island in 
Washington State.

Gradually with a 
greater degree of inten-
sity from the time he was 
elected to the city council 
Foster has become a vir-
tual functionary on behalf 
of the development indus-

try, such that in recent 
years Redlands has been 
filled with reports that he 
is on the take, receiving 
bribes from developmen-
tal interests in exchange 
for his votes in favor of 
those interests’ develop-
ment projects, a large 
number of which have not 
been favored by a vocal 
element of the commu-
nity. There is a percep-
tion, as well, that Foster 
has served as 

Redlands Turns to Gallagher As Graft Inferences 
Hasten Fosters Departure As City Councilman
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Victorville, with the sin-
gle exception of Colton, 
had the most inclusive 
and diverse city/town 
council in the county 
racially and ethnically. 
From 1992 onward, in 
addition to electing two 
African-Americans to 
the city council – James 
Busby and Leslie Irving 
– the council was popu-
lated with eight Latinos/
Latinas: Felix Diaz, Ro-
dolfo Cabriales, Angela 
Valles, Gloria Garcia, 
Eric Negrete, Blanca 
Gomez, Rita Ramirez 
and Elizabeth Becerra.

Beginning in 2014, 
a group of opportunis-
tic attorneys – R. Rex 
Parris, Kevin Shenk-
man, Milton C. Grimes 
and Matthew Barra-
gan – utilizing elements 
contained within the 
California Voting Rights 
Act ostensibly intended 
to counteract racially-
polarized or ethnically-
polarized voting, sought 
major paydays by threat-
ening to file or actually 
filing lawsuits under the 
provisions of the Cali-
fornia Voter Rights Act 
against a number of cit-
ies. Parris, Shenkman, 
Grimes and Barragan 
surveyed the San Ber-
nardino County land-
scape and selected what 
they considered to be 
the political subdivisions 
most vulnerable to such 
suits, those being a hand-
ful of cities perceived to 
have foreclosed minority 
rights because of the rela-
tive scarcity or complete 
lack of elected Hispanic 
officeholders in those ju-
risdictions, even though 
they had a substantial 
Latino population. They 
sent letters demanding 
that Highland, Redlands, 
Chino, Chino Hills, Up-
land, Ontario, Rancho 
Cucamonga, Fontana, 
Hesperia, Apple Valley, 
Barstow, Yucca Valley, 
Big Bear, Yucaipa and 
Twentynine Palms move 
to by-district elections, 
even though Chino, 
Chino Hills, Upland, 
Ontario, Rancho Cu-
camonga, Fontana, Hes-
peria and Barstow had 
histories and in some 

cases significant histo-
ries of electing protected 
minority members to 
their respective city or 
town councils. Parris, 
Shenkman, Grimes and 
Barragan could be bold 
in making those threats 
because under the Cali-
fornia Voter Rights Act 
there is no penalty for 
initiating a spurious le-
gal action. While with 
virtually every other 
type of lawsuit a plaintiff 
who does not prevail is 
subject to having to pay 
the legal fees of the de-
fendant, the California 
Voting Rights Act con-
ferred upon the plain-
tiffs in cases brought 
under its provisions im-
munity from such finan-
cial responsibility. Even 
though the plaintiff[s] in 
an action filed pursuant 
to the California Voter 
Rights Act stand[s] to re-
cover from the defendant 
city or town all money 
expended or owed in 
the matter to pay for the 
plaintiff’s or plaintiffs’ 
attorney’s efforts if the 
suit succeeds either in 
whole or part, the cities 
or towns sued under the 
voting rights act are not 
eligible to recover their 
fees if they prevail in the 
litigation by succeed-
ing in demonstrating 
that racially-polarized 
or ethnically-polarized 
voting has not occurred 
in their jurisdictions. 
Thus, the plaintiffs and 
the lawyers representing 
them in these legal ac-
tions brought under the 
California Voting Rights 
Act run no risk. On the 
other side of the plain-
tiff/defendant divide, the 
cities challenged in this 
way have to defray their 
own legal expenses if 
they chose to put on a de-
fense at trial. Thus, even 
if a city prevails, it sus-
tains unrecoverable legal 
costs, and if it loses, it 
stands to suffer costs of 
tens of thousands of dol-
lars, hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars and per-
haps, depending upon 
how spirited of a defense 
the city puts on and the 
outcome of the legal 
proceedings, beyond a 

million dollars in legal 
fees to be paid to the pre-
vailing party. Layered 
into the California Voter 
Rights Act was a provi-
sion that for making such 
a demand by letter upon a 
city to make a transition 
to by-district elections, 
an attorney is eligible to 
claim and then receive a 
$30,000 to $45,000 fee 
from the city for merely 
having written the letter 
lodging the request for 
the election transition 
without either side go-
ing to court, if the city 
agrees to such a course 
of action within 45 days 
of receiving the letter. 
This ploy, resulting in a 
lawyer or law firm stand-
ing to make $30,000 to 
$45,000 for what is the 
relatively minor assign-
ment of writing a letter, 
triggered the spate of 
election transition de-
mands that occurred not 
only in San Bernardino 
County but elsewhere 
in California in 2014 as 
law firms up and down 
the state took stock of 
the opportunity the Cali-
fornia Voter Rights Act 
afforded them in this re-
gard. The only possible 
downside to an attorney 
contemplating the fil-
ing of a lawsuit against 
a city or town under the 
California Voter Rights 
Act consists of the pos-
sibility of not being paid 
for his/her efforts in fil-
ing such a suit if that ac-
tion ultimately is unsuc-
cessful.

Neither Parris, Shen-
kman, Grimes nor Bar-
ragan undertook an ef-
fort to force Victorville 
to change its at-large 
election system to a by-
district one because they 
understood that if they 
had to go to trial they 
could not possibly pre-
vail given Victorville’s 
history of electing mem-
bers of protected minor-
ity groups to serve on the 
city council.

Earlier this year, Raf-
ferty was contacted by 
Victorville Council-
woman Blanca Gomez, 
who asserted that Vic-
torville has consistently 
exhibited not only a ra-
cial bias in the manner in 
which it conducts itself 
and hires staff members, 
but that the city is a hot-
bed of racism. In carry-
ing out his survey of the 
situation, Rafferty noted 
that Victorville was one 

of only six of San Ber-
nardino County’s 24 mu-
nicipalities that still uti-
lized an at-large voting 
process.

On August 12, 2021, 
Rafferty, claiming he 
was representing Neigh-
borhood Elections Now 
along with “individual 
Latino electors residing 
in Victorville,” wrote a 
letter to Victorville of-
ficials asserting Victor-
ville’s existing at-large 
election system violated 
the California Voting 
Rights Act by “diluting 
the influence of Latino 
voters.” He threatened 
litigation if the city did 
not adopt a district-bast-
ed electoral system.

“The life experience 
and values of Latinos 
as a group (and of other 
minorities) is often dis-
tinct from the rest of 
the electorate,” Rafferty 
propounded. “District-
ing equalizes the voting 
power of minority neigh-
borhoods.”

Rafferty maintained 
he was prepared to dem-
onstrate that the city con-
tinuing with its at-large 
voting system would 
“impair the ability of a 
protected class, as de-
fined, to elect candidates 
of its choice or otherwise 
influence the outcome 
of an election.” This, he 
said, gave a litigant such 
as Neighborhood Elec-
tions Now standing to 
force the city to adopt a 
district voting system. 
Because, Rafferty as-
serted, “the group of La-
tino candidates who ran 
in the 2018 election were 
disproportionately pre-
ferred by their own com-
munity,” proof existed 
that Victorville had, he 
claimed, engaged in ra-
cially polarized voting.

At that point, Coun-
cilwoman Rita Ramirez, 
who had undergone 
three successive and 
progressive amputations 
of her left foot, ankle 
and leg in 2020 and had 
therefore not been able 
to physically attend city 
council meetings, was 
removed from office in 
March 2021 as a conse-
quence of action initi-
ated by Councilwoman 
Liz Becerra. The council 
was thereafter unable to 
agree to a selection to re-
place Ramirez. Thus, as 
of August, Rafferty was 
prepared to contend that 
the 50 percent Hispanic 

composition of Victor-
ville’s city council was 
below the 55.5 percent of 
Victorville’s population 
identified as Latino.

At the same time, 
however, the city was in 
a position to demonstrate 
that in the previous two 
election cycles during 
which the composition 
of the city council had 
been determined, in 
2018 and 2020, three of 
the city’s five council 
members elected or re-
elected – or 60 percent 
– were Hispanic, those 
being Ramirez, Gomez 
and Becerra.

In the aftermath of the 
city having received Raf-
ferty’s letter, in a report 
to the city council dat-
ed September 27, Vic-
torville City Attorney 
Andre deBortnowsky 
wrote, “Although the 
city has asserted and be-
lieves that Mr. Rafferty’s 
allegations of a Califor-
nia Voting Rights Act vi-
olation lack evidentiary 
support for any Latino or 
other racially polarized 
voting in the city, absent 
the city’s adoption of a 
resolution of intention to 
initiate the transition to 
a district-based electoral 
system tonight, Mr. Raf-
ferty can embroil the city 
in expensive litigation 
to force a district-based 
electoral system, leav-
ing the city’s electoral 
system in the hands of a 
court.”

Given the disadvan-
tage that cities in Califor-
nia must function under 
when litigating matters 
brought under the Cali-
fornia Voting Right Act 
and the elapsing of the 
45-day window for the 
city to respond to Raf-
ferty’s demand letter, 
deBortnowsky recom-

mended that the city 
merely throw in the 
towel. He told the city 
council it should “adopt 
[a resolution prepared 
for the September 27 
council meeting] declar-
ing its intention to tran-
sition from at-large to 
district-based elections 
for members of the city 
council under Elections 
Code Section 10010. The 
basis for recommending 
adoption of [the resolu-
tion] is not a concession 
or admission that the 
city has or would ulti-
mately be found to have 
violated the California 
Voting Rights Act. In-
stead, the recommenda-
tion stems from a deter-
mination that the public 
interest is better served, 
and taxpayer dollars 
better spent, by making 
a voluntary transition 
to by-district elections, 
given the uncertainty in 
defending such litigation 
and the extraordinary 
cost of such a lawsuit, 
even if the city were to 
prevail.”

The city council fol-
lowed deBortnowsky’s 
recommendation.

Thereafter, essen-
tially, Rafferty was able 
to claim victory and 
arrange to collect his 
$30,000 to $45,000. 
Having achieved that 
goal, despite his decla-
ration that he had chal-
lenged and was seek-
ing to eradicate what he 
considers to have been 
hitherto an unfair and 
racist at-large election 
process, he allowed the 
city to take control of the 
process of determining 
how the city’s electoral 
districts were drawn. 
At that point, Rafferty’s 
claimed high-minded in-
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publicity relating to the 
union representing its 
firefighters engaging 
in surveillance of city 
council members in an 
effort to obtain leverage 
in contract negotiations.

At least two Rialto 
firefighters have been 
placed on paid leave 
while that investigation 
is ongoing. The Sentinel 
was told by a department 
member that both para-
medics involved will be 
fully reinstated once the 
investigation runs its 
course, as both of them 
and another firefighter 
on the scene during the 
November 17 incident 
were adhering to writ-
ten policy guidelines as 
well as the instructions 
of Sean Grayson, who 
had served as fire chief 
from 2014 until earlier 
this year. Grayson has 
since been replaced by 
Division Chief Brian 
Park, whose title has 

been changed to interim 
fire chief.

According to the writ-
ten report Ballew made 
the night of November 
17 incident, he arrived at 
the entrance to the facil-
ity where he encountered 
the fire department per-
sonnel waiting.

“I approached the 
door and stood by with 
fire personnel as I was 
unsure if they had al-
ready made contact with 
the staff of the location 
and [whether] arrange-
ments for transport were 
being made. I was in-
formed the facility was 
becoming problematic 
as [the] Rialto Fire [De-
partment] was just here 
for an unrelated patient. 
After a few moments, 
an unknown employee 
of the location yelled out 
to fire personnel, ‘Please 
come help, he’s hav-
ing cardiac arrest.’ Fire 
personnel responded by 
insisting the patient had 
to be brought outside the 
facility before they could 
provide any sort of treat-
ment. I was informed 
due to an unspecified 
COVID-19 law, fire per-

sonnel [were] prohibited 
from entering the facility 
and the patient needed to 
be brought outside.”

According to Ballew’s 
report, a “frustrated 
employee yelled out to 
fire personnel pleading 
for help as they were 
provid[ing] CPR and 
could not move the pa-
tient and disrupt the res-
cue effort. Fire personnel 
replied ‘you are doing 
the same thing we would 
have to do if we went in, 
so hurry up and bring 
him out so we can help.’ 
The fire personnel to my 
immediate left then sub-
tly stated it was a state 
law and if it was not ap-
preciated staff could call 
their congressman.”

At that point, Ballew 
took it upon himself to 
go into the facility.

“Unsure of why fire 
personnel chose not to 
enter I decided to enter 
the location myself and 
determine how to assist 
staff in getting Angulo to 
fire personnel,” Ballew’s 
report continues. “As I 
walked toward Angulo’s 
room, I was passed by 
several distraught hos-

pital employees pleading 
for help as Angulo was 
undergoing cardiac ar-
rest. I informed staff fire 
personnel [were] not en-
tering the location due to 
a law unfamiliar to me.”

Ballew continued to 

ity’s employees for as-
sistance until the bed 
containing Angulo was 
outside the facility en-
trance.

“Despite being in their 
line of sight, fire person-
nel still insisted on An-
gulo being brought to 
them outside before they 
began life saving efforts 
and made no effort to 
assist me in getting An-
gulo outside,” Ballew’s 
report states. 

Upon Angulo’s bed 
being pushed outside, 
there were four Rialto 
firefighters present. Once 
Angulo had cleared the 
exit/entrance, the para-
medics, interacting with 
facility staff to ascertain 
what resuscitative efforts 
had already been made, 
undertook to assist An-
gulo.

With regard to the re-
striction preventing fire 
personnel from entering 
the acute care facility, 
Ballew’s report states “I 
was then told [after] the 
implementation of said 
law, Rialto Fire Person-
nel had not received 
any direction on how to 
proceed from their com-

mand.”
Angulo was trans-

ported to Arrowhead Re-
gional Medical Center in 
Colton, the main campus 
of San Bernardino Coun-
ty’s public hospital sys-
tem which is 1.75 miles 
away from the Rialto 
Post Acute Care Center. 
At Arrowhead Regional 
he was pronounced dead 
at 8:38 p.m.

The Rialto Fire De-
partment is celebrated as 
being uncommonly ad-
vanced in its provision of 
first response emergency 
medical care, particular-
ly with regard to the cor-
onary emergencies. The 
city has gone to consid-
erable effort and expense 
to allow its department 
to recruit and train para-
medics as part of its fire-
fighting personnel and 
has outfitted the depart-
ment with state-of-the-
art equipment intended 
to enhance the surviv-
ability of those suffering 
cardiac arrest if the fire 
department’s paramedic 
crew can get to them in 
a timely manner.

The department’s 

overhanging social re-
strictions of the Old 
South and the remnants 
of the Post Civil War 
Confederacy.

As a very young child, 
she assisted her father as 
he cultivated crops, pull-
ing weeds. After she be-
gan school, she was still 
involved in helping her 
father work the earth, 
waking two hours be-
fore classes began each 
morning, feeding chick-
ens and slopping hogs. 
At the time of the year 
when the crops had ma-
tured, she participated in 
harvests. In the summer, 

she picked cotton under 
an unforgiving sun.

After school, she did 
more farm work and then 
devoted herself to her 
studies, reading late into 
the night, on some occa-
sions by candlelight.

She and her parents 
were determined that she 
would not live her entire 
life as a sharecropper. 
She went on to attend 
college, at Norfolk State 
University in Virginia, 
where she earned a bach-
elor’s degree.

By becoming the first 
member of her family to 
attend college, Hill es-
tablished herself as a 
“new black woman” and 
a member of the first 
generation of members 
of her race to fully avail 
themselves of the ben-
efits of Virginia’s public 
institutions. She then mi-

grated across the conti-
nent to California, where 
she became an educator.

It was in the teaching 
profession that Hill made 
her mark on the world.

In August 1971, she 
began teaching in the 
San Bernardino City 
Unified School District. 
She taught at Curtis 
Middle School, Serrano 
Middle School and San 
Bernardino High School.

In 1979, she married 
her husband, Robert.

Dedicated to her pro-
fession, she earned a 
master’s degree in educa-
tion/administration from 
California State Univer-
sity, San Bernardino. 
Subsequently, she was 
recognized with an hon-
orary doctorate in social 
justice from the Univer-
sity of Redlands. In 1987, 
having already moved 

into a part time faculty 
position/part time ad-
ministrative post, she ac-
cepted an assignment as 
the principal of San An-
dreas High School, an al-
ternative school. She re-
mained in that post until 
her retirement in 2003.

The watchword in her 
approach to education 
was “compassion,” and 
she advocated working 
with students even in the 
face of the disciplinary 
problems some of them 
evinced. She said that 
such behavioral prob-
lems were the manifes-
tations of personal and 
familial struggles that 
teachers often were in-
sensitive to. While as-
sisting students in re-
solving the problems of 
their home lives was not 
part of the job descrip-
tion for teachers, being 

open to understanding 
their adolescent difficul-
ties and working to assist 
them in resolving such 
matters could contribute 
to educational success, 
she maintained.

She authored two 
books “From Sharecrop-
ping to Non-Stopping: 
Reflections on Life from 
a Veteran Educator,” and 
“It’s All About the Chil-
dren.” both of which con-
centrated on her experi-
ence in the classroom.

Hill had become very 
involved in the San Ber-
nardino community 
from the time she ar-
rived. She held regular 
and board memberships 
in the Kiwanis Club of 
Greater San Bernardino; 
the Westside Kiwanis 
Club, of which she was 
the president; the In-
land Center Kiwanis 

Club; the Highland Fam-
ily YMCA, of which she 
was a charter member; 
the East Valley Corpo-
rate YMCA; the San Ber-
nardino Black Culture 
Foundation; the Com-
munity Hospital of San 
Bernardino, the board 
for which she served as 
chairwoman; the Nation-
al Sorority of Phi Delta 
Kappa, Inc.; the local 
Delta Rho Chapter; the 
Highland Woman’s Club; 
the Time for Change 
Foundation; Sheriff Rod 
Hoop’s Citizen Advisory 
Council; the Mustard 
Seed Tutoring Clinic; 
the Inland Empire Stop 
the Violence Founda-
tion; the San Bernardino 
Community Hospital 
and Community Action 
Partnership; and the San 
Bernardino Police Advi-

where Angulo, prone 
and unresponsive on a 
bed, was being admin-
istered cardiopulmonary 
resuscitation by one of 
the acute care center em-
ployees.

Ballew pushed the 
wheel-less bed from 
where he originally en-
countered it down the 
facility’s hallway toward 
the entrance, where 
paramedics were yet 
standing. The paramed-
ics and other firefighters 
remained impervious to 
requests from the facil-

Acute Care Facil-
ity Staff Pleaded 
With Unbendable 
Firefighters To Help 
Dying Man  from 
front page

a “zerk,” that being an 
instrument that has dis-
tributed political grease 
– money – to his council 
colleagues originating 

with those developers to 
induce them to join with 
him in approving those 
developers’ projects. It 
has widely been sug-
gested that Foster’s de-
parture is a well-timed 
one, meant to remove 
him from California en-
tirely to end the scrutiny 
of his relationships with 

various developmental 
interests in Redlands and 
avoid revelations that will 
implicate him and other 
Redlands city officials in 
graft.

The council has wres-
tled in the meantime with 
how it will replace Foster 
upon his January 3, 2022 
departure. In November, 

the divided council gravi-
tated to having Mayor 
Paul Barich and Mayor 
Pro Tem Eddie Tejeda 
approach the five former 
council members who 
live in what is now Red-
lands’ District 5 to deter-
mine if any of them are 
interested in serving out 
the remainder of Foster’s 

term, which is to con-
clude in December 2022 
following an election to 
determine who will serve 
as the District 5 council 
person until December 
2026.

The decision on Fos-
ter’s replacement carries 
with it a certain politi-
cal implication, since the 

appointment will confer 
upon the recipient an ad-
vantage going into the 
November 2022 election 
if that individual chooses 
to seek election. Statisti-
cally, incumbents fare 
better in elections than 
challengers.

Redands Council 
Committed To Re-
placing Foster With 
Gallagher   from 
front page

Continued on Page 12
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A-Type Personalities Courtney & Rose 
Joined Forces With Dyer-Kruse To Run 
As A Team And Win In 2020, Fired City 
Manager Salas In An Immediate Show Of 
Power, Then Locked Horns And Have Been 
Seeking To Twist Each Other’s Head Off 
Ever Since  from front page

the expenditure of public 
funds, and the objections 
to the Barstow mayor’s 
comportment pertain 
in the main more to the 
domineering elements of 
his personality and po-
litical ambition than the 
venal and graft-ridden 
particulars of Valdivia’s 
function in office.

Courtney in 2020 ex-
perienced a rapid and 
mostly unanticipated 
rise to the top of the po-
litical hill in Barstow, a 
desert railroad town that 
was once key to San Ber-
nardino County’s estab-
lishment as not only the 
nation’s largest county 
but one of its more dy-
namic ones in terms of 
mining, manufacturing, 
travel and logistics at the 
turn of the 19th to the 20th 
Century. The ninth of the 
county’s 24 municipali-
ties to incorporate, Bar-
stow was at one point the 
county’s fourth largest 
city in terms of popula-
tion, but since that time 
has fallen to become, at 
23,857 residents, the 20th 
largest of the county’s 24 
cities and incorporated 
towns.

Courtney in 2020 
challenged and defeated 
Mayor Julie Hackbarth-
McIntyre, a niece of one 
of Barstow’s most suc-
cessful entrepreneurs, 
Ed Hackbarth, the co-
founder of the Del Taco 
fast food chain.

Courtney, as the 
chief executive officer of 
PACE Services Corpora-
tion which he founded in 
Barstow in April 1986, 
had become a pillar of 
the community by vir-
tue of a multitude of 
considerations beyond 
being a Barstow native 
intimately familiar with 
the community. Those 
included his status as the 
owner/operator of one of 
the city’s more success-
ful businesses; his par-
ticipation in the Barstow 
Chamber of Commerce, 
including his time as a 
board member; his pre-
vious service, from 2005 
until 2010 on the Bar-
stow Fire Protection Dis-
trict Board of Trustees; 

and, perhaps most sig-
nificantly, his lineage, as 
he is the son of William 
Courtney, a one-time 
Barstow police officer 
and former city council-
man.

Courtney ran in 
league with two other 
newcomers to Barstow 
municipal politics, Bar-
bara M. Rose, a 13-year 
member of the Barstow 
Unified School District 
Board of Trustees, and 
Marilyn Dyer-Kruse, an 
employee of the devel-
opment company owned 
by Michael Lewis, Bar-
stow’s elected treasurer 
since 2012 and one of 
Courtney’s major po-
litical backers. The three 
campaigned together and 
became known to many 
in the city as the “Troi-
ka,” appearing on bill-
boards, mailers and fliers 
they put out in common. 
An important element of 
Courtney’s appeal to the 
city’s voters was to bela-
bor that the city was in 
what he said was a pre-
carious financial state, 
while he simultaneously 
emphasized the need to 
ensure that funds gen-
erated by Measure Q, a 
one cent-per-dollar sales 
tax override put on the 
local ballot for the No-
vember 2018 election by 
the city council and ap-
proved by 59 percent of 
Barstow’s voters, were 
responsibly utilized. 
Measure Q was intended 
to generate roughly $7 
million annually in lo-
cal funding for ensuring 
the provision of local fire 
protection and paramed-
ic services; providing 
police services, includ-
ing neighborhood police 
patrols, crime prevention 
and investigations while 
squelching gang activity 
and drug-related crimes; 
maintaining streets and 
filling potholes; keeping 
parks in decent shape; 
reducing response times 
to 9-1-1 emergencies; 
and funding both senior 
and youth programs.

Courtney, and by ex-
tension Rose and Dyer-
Kruse, were assisted in 
their electoral efforts 

by public statements 
occasionally made by 
members of the city’s 
Measure Q Resident 
Oversight Commit-
tee suggesting that the 
Hackbar th-McInt y re 
Administration was not 
applying the Measure Q 
money available to the 
city with alacrity.

Ultimately, Courtney 
prevailed in the elec-
tion over Hackbarth-
McIntyre, while Dyer-
Kruse ousted incumbent 
Councilwoman Carmen 
Hernandez in the city’s 
District Four city council 
race and Rose prevailed 
in the District Three 
contest against her oppo-
nent Leonard Williams, 
ultimately replacing for-
mer Councilman Rich-
ard Harpole, who had 
resigned from his then 
at-large council position 
to move with his family 
to Texas in December 
2019.

Almost immediately 
after being installed 
as members of the city 
council, the Troika in 
short order rendered the 
two existing members 
of the city council, Tim 
Silva, who had first been 
elected to the council in 
2006, and James Noble, 
who had been elected to 
the city council in 2018, 
political irrelevancies, at 
least temporarily. One 
of the first moves of the 
newly-composed council 
was to rescind the 90-
day period for the review 
of the performance of the 
city manager and city at-
torney, the two positions 
at the city hired directly 
by the council, reducing 
the review time to 30 
days. Then, only 28 days 
after their triple swear-
ing-in, the Troika, with 
Silva and Noble dissent-
ing, moved to force City 
Manager Nikki Salas, a 
vestige of the Hackbarth-
McIntyre era, out of her 
position.

On January 7, 2021, 
Salas wrote a memo/
letter to Assistant City 
Manager Cindy Prothro. 
That letter stated, “With 
the onset of the new ma-
jority city council, the 
intent to terminate your 
employment and to elim-
inate the position of as-
sistant city manager was 
clearly expressed to me 
on several occasions by 
the mayor and mayor pro 
tem as a necessary step 
for their new adminis-

tration to be successful. 
While I adamantly dis-
agree with their assess-
ment, I feel as though 
I have no choice but to 
cancel your contract.”

Salas informed Pro-
thro she was being ter-
minated as of the end 
of the business day on 
January 8.

On January 8, Salas 
was herself placed on 
administrative leave by a 
vote of the city council.

Prothro, seeing the 
writing on the wall, took 
an “involuntary vol-
untary” retirement the 
same day Salas was put 
on leave rather than be 
fired.

Eleven days later, dur-
ing a closed-door meet-
ing, the council voted 
3-2, with council Tim 
Silva and James Noble in 
opposition, to accept Sa-
las’s official resignation.

It appeared, at least 
to some, that the Troika 
was in power to stay, at 
least until 2024. In ar-
riving at their agree-
ment the previous year 
to work hard together to 
change the Barstow po-
litical landscape, Court-
ney and Rose had cut a 
deal that called for Rose 
to be installed as mayor 
pro tem, the de facto vice 
mayor position. With the 
support of Dyer-Kruse, 
that agreement was kept, 
and the mayor pro tem 
honor was conferred 
upon Rose, preparing 
the way, perhaps, for 
Rose to one day become 
the full-fledged mayor 
herself upon Courtney’s 
equally potential move 
to assume higher politi-
cal office. In the interim, 
it was expected and an-
ticipated that Rose and 
Dyer-Kruse were to be 
loyal members of Court-
ney’s ruling council co-
alition, such that he was 
to be the prime mover at 
Barstow City Hall, the 
dominant figure in local 
government.

To others, however, 
the political marriage 
between the mayor and 
mayor pro tem was one 
that was doomed from 
the outset.

Leonard Williams, 
the chairman of the Resi-
dent Oversight Commit-
tee for Measure Q, vied 
against Rose to represent 
District Three on the 
council in 2020. As one 
of Barstow’s residents 
most closely attuned to 

local politics, Williams 
sized the situation up 
thusly, “Paul Courtney 
is a strong and outspo-
ken man. Barbara Rose 
is a strong and outspo-
ken woman. They came 
together and worked 
hard to get elected. No 
one can take that away 
from them. They are 
alpha types who want 
things their way. When 
they first got into office 
they were cooperating. 
But everyone who re-
ally knew them gave 
them about six months 
before it was going to 
go bad. As it turned out, 
they were on the outs 
with each other in about 
three months. It started 
when she began to ques-
tion some of the things 
he wanted to do. And 
then it went from asking 
questions, to her voting 
no on some issue. I can’t 
remember what that is-
sue was, precisely. That 
was in February, where 
she showed disagree-
ment with something he 
was in favor of. It was 
something minor. It was 
nothing groundbreaking. 
At that point, their part-
nership, political part-
nership, was over. The 
differences continued to 
escalate from there. She 
started to disagree with 
just about everything he 
wanted to do. The split 
continued to grow and 
then it got really ugly. 
She didn’t support him 
anymore and it came 
down to him deciding 
he did not want her as 
his mayor pro tem. That 
is when he arranged to 
make Councilman Noble 
his mayor pro tem.”

It was during Court-
ney’s rush to be rid of 
Rose as mayor pro tem 
that he made a number 
of missteps that have 
redounded to his politi-
cal detriment, created a 
circumstance in which 
his ruling coalition has 
likely been permanently 
shattered, brought his 
comportment and that 
of three other members 
of the council into le-
gal question, and set the 
table for the censure that 
he was just subjected to.

So intent was Court-
ney on deposing Rose as 
vice mayor that he cast 
caution to the wind and 
violated a basic protocol 
in California governance 
pertaining to the state’s 
open public meeting law, 

known as the Ralph M. 
Brown Act. The Brown 
Act requires that all gov-
ernmental business and 
decision-making be con-
ducted in public and that 
prior notice of that action 
must be given to the pub-
lic at least 72 hours in 
advance, specifically on 
the agenda posted prior 
to those meetings, before 
a vote on such a mat-
ter can take place. The 
Brown Act allows less 
than a quorum – a major-
ity – of a decision-mak-
ing body to discuss such 
action beforehand, but 
it outlaws serial discus-
sions involving a body’s 
members such that dis-
cussion of any such issue 
cannot take place among 
a majority of an elected 
board’s members. The 
Brown Act further en-
joins a quorum or a 
majority of an elected 
board’s members from 
coming to a consensus 
on how they will vote 
outside the forum of an 
official meeting.

In his zeal to remove 
Rose as mayor pro tem 
and then orchestrate 
her replacement with 
Noble, Courtney had 
private discussions with 
Noble, Dyer-Kruse and 
Councilman Tim Silva 
at several junctures in 
April. Then, on May 3, 
despite the consideration 
that no explicit prior an-
nouncement of consider-
ing the removal of Rose 
as mayor pro tem was 
made in the agenda for 
that meeting, Courtney 
ushered the council into 
a discussion of doing just 
that when Item 13 on that 
evening’s agenda came 
up for discussion. Item 
13 referenced leadership 
reorganization, a vague 
phrase which did not 
convey that removing 
the mayor pro tem was at 
hand. Remarkably, once 
the discussion was un-
der way, Courtney sug-
gested that the subject 
of council leadership be 
discussed in a private 
session of the council, 
though he did not ad-
journ the meeting into a 
closed session. He then 
made a motion to de-
pose Rose as mayor pro 
tem and replace her with 
Noble. Upon City Attor-
ney Matthew Summers 
clarifying, in response to 
Silva’s question, that the 
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tention of ensuring that 
the politically disenfran-
chised protected minori-
ty community of Victor-
ville will get a fair shake 
at election time was out 
the window. Driving the 
process of determin-
ing the city’s new dis-
tricts fell into the hands 
of the city council, the 
members of which had 
a personal stake in how 
the city’s district map 
would be drawn. Hav-
ing risen to the top of 
the political heap on the 
Victorville City Council 
by means of what Raf-
ferty maintained was the 
unfair and long-existing 
at-large election process, 
the incumbents seized 
the opportunity Rafferty 
had provided them to 
give themselves an over-
whelming advantage, 
which will in all like-
lihood disenfranchise 
non-incumbents and 
those who would vote for 
those non-incumbents, 
when the current mem-
bers of the council must 
next stand for election.

Statistically, incum-
bents fare far better in 
election than do their 
challengers. Addition-
ally, incumbents hold 
a stark advantage over 
their challengers when 
it comes to raising funds 
to conduct an election or 
re-election campaign.

Rather than drawing 
up the new districts us-
ing a random approach or 
geographical and demo-
graphic logic, the coun-
cil created a city district 
map in which each of the 
four incumbent mem-
bers of the Victorville 
City Council resides in 
a different newly-drawn 
council district. This 
ensures that none of the 
council members will 
need to run against one 
another, and that in 2022 
and 2024, each will have 
the advantage of running 
as an incumbent.

Equally remarkable, 
the drafting of the city’s 
district map was done 
such that the current 
terms to which the ex-

isting council members 
were elected at-large in 
2018 and 2020 will end 
in accordance with the 
elections in the districts 
into which those coun-
cil members have been 
placed.

The city’s electoral 
map was drawn making 
District 1 the city’s east-
ernmost lying political 
subdivision, extending 
to Victor Valley College, 
Green Tree Golf Course, 
and southeast portion 
of Old Town. District 
2 comprises the south-
west corner of the city, 
overlaying both sides of 
Highway 395, the so-
called Golden Triangle 
which lies between the 
I-15 Freeway to the east, 
Highway 395 to the west 
and Bear Valley Road 
to the north, along with 
Eagle Ranch and Sun-
set Ridge. District 3 in-
cludes the lion’s share of 
Old Town and the neigh-
borhoods surrounding 
Hook Park. District 4 
encompasses the areas 
surrounding the Vic-
tor Valley Mall. District 
5 lies at Victorville’s 
northern end and, as the 
least densely populated 
expanse within the city, 
is the largest district 
geographically, includ-
ing Southern California 
Logistics Airport, the 
frontier bordering Ad-
elanto and its sphere of 
influence, the prison and 
the environs of Village 
Drive.

None of the districts 
has more than a single 
incumbent council-
woman living within its 
confines. Councilwoman 
Gomez resides in Dis-
trict 1. Mayor Jones lives 
within District 2. Coun-
cilwoman Becerra lives 
in District 3. Council-
woman Irving lives in 
District 5.

Council District 2 and 
Council District 4 are 
scheduled to have elec-
tions in 2022, when the 
current at-large term for 
Mayor Jones, who lives 
in Council District Two, 
is scheduled to expire in 

2022, as is the term for 
former Councilwoman 
Ramirez. Equally signif-
icant is that elections are 
scheduled to take place 
for the Council District 
1, Council District 3 and 
Council District 5 posi-
tions in 2024, the same 
year that the current at-
large terms of council-
women Gomez, Becerra 
and Irving are set to ex-
pire.

A calculation made 
by the Sentinel is that 
the statistical probabil-
ity that all four of the 
current members of the 
council would end up in 
her own district, sepa-
rate from the other mem-
bers of the council com-
bined with all four of the 
current members of the 
council being placed into 
districts where the elaps-
ing of their current at-
large terms would cor-
respond across the board 
with the elections for the 
respective districts each 
lives in occurring natu-
rally if the districts had 
been randomly drawn is 
0.1953125 percent, that is 
one out of 512. The im-
plication is that the dis-
tricting that took place 
in Victorville was calcu-
latedly and deliberately 
carried out, and the dis-
tricts gerrymandered in 
such a way that benefited 
the four incumbent coun-
cilwomen, guaranteeing 
that they would not need 
to run against one anoth-
er, and would confer on 
them more fully the ad-
vantage of being incum-
bents, which includes an 
advantage in fundraising 
over non-incumbents 
in their reelection races 
in 2022 and 2024, if in-
deed they intend to seek 
reelection. All four have 
given indication they in-
tend to seek reelection.

In two separate emails 
to Rafferty, the Sentinel 
sought from him why he 
felt it expedient to alter 
the City of Victorville’s 
electoral process from 
an at-large system to 
a by-district one when 
adequate representation 
of the Hispanic popula-
tion had manifested or-
ganically under the city’s 
current at-large electoral 
system.

Moreover, the Senti-
nel asked Rafferty how 
it was and why it was 
that his stated objective 
of ensuring a fair elec-
toral process for the po-

litically disenfranchised 
protected minority com-
munity of Victorville 
had been abandoned in 
favor of creating an elec-
toral map that favors or 
otherwise advantages 
the city’s current politi-
cal establishment.

Rafferty ducked the 
first question, in doing 
so essentially conced-
ing that adequate and 
fair representation of the 
residents of Victorville 
and its constituent pro-
tected minorities already 
existed.

In his answer to the 
second question, he ac-
knowledged that his 
intent had evolved to 
accommodating the in-
cumbents by gerryman-
dering for them safe 
districts in which to seek 
reelection to the council. 
Significantly, he said he 
had reached that accom-
modation with the in-
cumbents because they 
had come to accept his 
goal of creating, with 
the fifth position on the 
council – that being the 
one representing District 
4 – an office that would 
very likely be filled with 
a Latino.

“The key purpose of 
this map was to create 
an open seat, vacated by 
Ramirez, in an area that 
had been unrepresented 
for some time,” he told 
the Sentinel in writing. 
“The map was refined 
not only to have high 
nominal Latino voting 
strength (adult citizens), 
but I also studied turnout 
in the gubernatorial and 
presidential cycles. The 
map isolated low-turnout 
Latino neighborhoods 
from higher-turnout 
neighborhoods that could 
control the election even 
if they had less popula-
tion. I also believed that 
the powerline and I-15 
(including the business 
route) distinguished dif-
ferent demographics 
for much of their route. 
I studied Victorville 
neighborhoods and had 
already kept Brentwood 
together. Except for one 
unpopulated, commer-
cial block, I also accom-
modated Mayor Jones’ 
desire to keep Eagle 
Ranch together.”

In providing his re-
sponse to the Sentinel, 
Rafferty consistently dis-
regarded the consider-
ation that both Hispanics 
and African-Americans 

were already represented 
on the council, per the 
results of the two most 
recent elections, in num-
bers/percentages greater 
than the numbers/per-
centages of Hispanics 
and African-Americans 
within Victorville’s pop-
ulation.

“Turnout is a problem 
in many Latino neigh-
borhoods,” Rafferty said. 
“In fact, depressed mi-
nority turnout resulting 
from chronically uncom-
petitive elections and a 
relative absence of any 
efforts to incorporate 
and mobilize low turn-
out neighborhoods is the 
principal evil addressed 
by the California Voting 
Rights Act, along with 
the consequence that the 
most needy areas lack a 
dedicated voice on the 
city council. In addition 
to isolating low turn-
out precincts, the open 
seat contains significant 
black voters to be effec-
tive, if and only if the 
Latino community reg-
isters and votes at higher 
levels.”

Rafferty straight out 
admitted that when the 
map at last came to-
gether, it was widely rec-
ognized that the current 
members of the council 
were going to be pro-
vided with an advantage 
going into the upcom-
ing 2022 and 2024 elec-
tions. Unhesitatingly, he 
acknowledged that such 
baldly preferential treat-
ment of those already in 
office was okay with him, 
since it furthered his 
overarching goal of vir-
tually guaranteeing the 
Victorville City Council 
will be composed of La-
tino and African-Ameri-
can politicians.

“Before proposing 
the sequence, I had sev-
eral blunt conversations 
with the minority com-
munity,” Rafferty said. 
“Democracy is not easily 
engineered. Maps do not 
guarantee success. We 
also looked at the differ-
ence in turnout between 

gubernatorial and presi-
dential elections. [Cali-
fornia Elections Code] 
Section 10010(b) re-
quires that the sequence 
give special consider-
ations to the purposes 
of the California Voting 
Rights Act. The input 
from the minority com-
munity was overwhelm-
ing that they were ready 
and able to mobilize 
turnout in the open seat, 
and did not want to wait 
until the presidential 
election. Once the coun-
cil respected the minor-
ity community’s desire 
to place the open seat in 
2022, which was very 
critical, Section 10010(b) 
required the sequencing 
to respect the interests 
of the incumbents, all of 
whom wanted to seek re-
election at the conclusion 
of their current terms.”

Rafferty indicated 
he saw no problem with 
the city consulting with 
Redistricting Partners 
and its principal, Paul 
Mitchell, to carry out 
demographic and other 
advisory work with re-
gard to the formation of 
the electoral districts. 
Paul Michell is a politi-
cal consultant active in 
hundreds of local elec-
tion campaigns.

“It is always an honor 
to work with Paul Mitch-
ell, who is the premier 
demographer in our 
state,” Rafferty said. 
“Most of his proposed 
maps did not pair incum-
bents, and he drew them 
before he knew where 
any incumbents live.”

Rafferty denied that 
he had undertaken the 
effort to force Victorville 
into a by-district voting 
system merely to collect 
the $45,000 attorneys 
are entitled to under the 
California Voting Rights 
Act for initiating such a 
process without taking 
the matter to trial.

“The notion that I 
am ‘mercenary’ is far-
fetched,” he told the Sen-
tinel.

Property or Estate Caretaker 

Reliable
Bonded 

Call (951) 567 1936 
Ask for Adam 
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In No-Holds-Barred Effort To Disem-
power Rose, Courtney Enlisted Her 
Estranged Brother & Involved Other 
Council Members In Brown Act Vio-
lations To Jettison Her As Mayor Pro 
Tem”  from page 4

Continued on Page 11

mayor had the authority 
to nominate the mayor 
pro tem and the coun-
cil’s role is to confirm 
that nomination, Silva 
made a motion to discuss 
the matter, and Coun-
cilwoman Dyer-Kruse 
seconded it. Faced with 
the prospect of being re-
moved as mayor pro tem 
by her colleagues, Rose 
resigned from the post. 
Discussion of the mat-
ter ensued, during which 
Courtney, Silva and Dy-
er-Kruse acknowledged, 
inadvertently, that they 
had violated the Brown 
Act by having a serial 
discussion with regard 
to ending Rose’s run as 
mayor pro tem and re-
placing her. The council 
discussion with regard to 
Item 13 ended that eve-
ning without a vote on 
the mayor’s motion to 
replace Rose with Noble.

At its May 17 meet-
ing, the council dis-
cussed an item placed on 
that evening’s agenda, 
which consisted of staff’s 
recommendation to ap-
point Noble mayor pro 
tem. Upon Silva mak-
ing a motion to appoint 
Noble, which Noble then 
seconded, the council 
voted 4-to-1, with Rose 
dissenting, to designated 
Noble as the mayor pro 
tem.

From that point on, or 
perhaps even before that, 
Rose and Courtney have 
been at war.

There have been mul-
tiple manifestations of 
those hostilities.

On April 19, Rose’s 
brother, Frank Maestas, 
who is estranged from 
his councilwoman sis-
ter, penned a letter in 
which he alleged that 
Barbara had engaged in 
a multiplicity of fraudu-
lent, indeed felonious, 
acts, including tax viola-
tions, by falsely claiming 
guardianship over their 
disabled sister and rout-
ing two of her sister’s 
COVID crisis-related 
stimulus checks to her-
self. There is evidence to 
suggest though not pre-
cisely prove that Court-

ney had solicited that 
letter from Maestas to 
support his May 3 effort 
to depose Rose as mayor 
pro tem. It is acknowl-
edged that the mayor had 
copies of Maestas’s letter 
routed to his four coun-
cil colleagues. While he 
has maintained that he 
merely provided cop-
ies of Maestas’s letter to 
the city’s other elected 
officials so the council 
would not be blindsided 
by the charges contained 
therein, others in the 
community have stated 
that Courtney gleefully 
shared the letter with 
other high profile and 
powerful members of 
the Barstow commu-
nity, such as Ben Rosen-
berg, the president of the 
Barstow Unified School 
District Board of Trust-
ees, and other movers 
and shakers in an effort 
to further damage Rose. 
Courtney has denied us-
ing Rose’s brother’s let-
ter in an attempt to ma-
lign her.

Rose, in turn, al-
leged that Courtney, in 
league with her council 
colleagues, violated the 
Brown Act in the move 
to remove her as mayor 
pro tem. A complaint 
went to the Public In-
tegrity Unit of the San 
Bernardino County Dis-
trict Attorney’s Office. 
Deputy District Attor-
ney Phil Stemler carried 
out an investigation into 
the matter, summariz-
ing his findings in a May 
28 letter to Barstow City 
Attorney Matthew Sum-
mers. According to that 
letter, the city council 
ran afoul of the Brown 
Act by failing to clearly 
disclose on the agenda 
for its May 3 meeting 
that it was to discuss the 
removal of Rose as may-
or pro tem. Furthermore, 
Stemler asserted that 
Courtney, Noble, Silva 
and Dyer-Kruse had vio-
lated the Brown Act by 
the holding of serial dis-
cussions relating to the 
removal of Rose and her 
replacement with Noble, 
discussions that were not 

agendized and which oc-
curred privately and out-
side of a public forum. 
Though there was strong 
indication that a viola-
tion of the Brown Act oc-
curred on two accounts, 
Stemler concluded that 
no prosecutorial action 
would take place as long 
as Summers and the 
council made good on a 
commitment Summers 
had made to hold a train-
ing session for the coun-
cil to ensure they had a 
better understanding of 
the Brown Act, what it 
entails and how to avoid 
violating it in the future.

During the 2020 cam-
paign, Courtney had 
made a decided inroad 
against Hackbarth-Mc-
Intyre by implying and 
outright stating that the 
city was not making effi-
cient use of the Measure 
Q money available to it. 
He had picked up key 
support from firefighters 
and police officers during 
the mayoral race. After 
Courtney was in office, 
members of the Resident 
Oversight Committee for 
Measure Q, including 
ones who were Court-
ney supporters and some 
who were not, came to 
understand a significant 
portion of the Measure 
Q money was being uti-
lized for public safety 
purposes as intended. 
They grew dismayed 
with Courtney’s unwill-
ingness to acknowledge 
that reality. Several of 
his former supporters are 
disillusioned with Court-
ney’s seeming inability 
to transition from the ag-
gressive and divisive 
mode of campaigning to 
the more accommodat-
ing and welcoming pro-
cess of governing.

Some of those who 
had anticipated a coop-
erative regime at City 
Hall that was inclusive 
of a wide variety of ideas 
grew alarmed at what 
they considered to be 
Courtney’s dictatorial 
attitude.

As the spring gave 
way to summer, Court-
ney’s control over the 
council had begun to 
seriously lapse. The rul-
ing coalition consisting 
of himself, Rose and 
Dyer-Kruse had been 
forever splintered as a 
consequence of the con-
tretemps between him 
and Rose. The early 

powerplay involving 
the firing of Salas and 
the forced resignation 
of Prothro had poisoned 
any possible relationship 
with Silva. Courtney’s 
remaining hope of ral-
lying enough support 
to remain in charge in 
Barstow consisted of re-
placing Rose on his rul-
ing coalition with Noble, 
essentially through his 
having elevated him to 
mayor pro tem.

If that ploy had any 
hope of succeeding, it 
was undercut by Stem-
ler’s Brown Act investi-
gation and its conclusion. 
Moreover, Courtney 
would ultimately involve 
himself in activity that 
would further estrange 
him from Noble.

Some of that behavior 
occurred off the coun-
cil’s radar, involving 
backroom arrangements 
between the mayor and 
the interim city manager 
brought in by the city 
council after Salas’s fir-
ing. The motivation for 
that action, involving 
the cancellation of city 
contracts with at least 
two service providers, 
is not clear. After Sa-
las was sacked, Court-
ney and the remainder 
of the council retained 
Jim Hart to serve as 
Barstow’s interim city 
manager. Hart’s previ-
ous career as a municipal 
official included an ex-
tended tenure as the City 
of Rancho Cucamonga’s 
administrative services 
director followed by ten 
years as the city manag-
er of Twentynine Palms, 
more than two years 
as the city manager of 
Rancho Santa Margarita 
and ten years as the city 
manager of Adelanto.

Members of the coun-
cil, reportedly including 
Noble, grew concerned 
at the way in which 
Courtney as mayor used 
his position of authority 
to suborn Hart, a well-
traveled municipal ex-
ecutive, to his will.

This week, during a 
scheduled council hear-
ing to consider the call 
to censure Courtney, the 
sponsors of the censure, 
councilmembers Tim 
Silva and Barbara Rose, 
acted as the mayor’s de 
facto prosecutors.

Using the weight of 
his influence as mayor, 
Courtney, without bring-

ing the matter before the 
council, Silva alleged, 
induced Hart to can-
cel a city contract with 
Main Street Murals Inc., 
a nonprofit corporation 
based in Barstow devot-
ed to featuring artistic 
renditions along historic 
Route 66, as well as a 
contract with a lobbying 
firm that works on be-
half of the city in Wash-
ington, D.C. Also with-
out consulting with or a 
vote of the city council, 
Courtney had Hart allow 
a contract with the Har-
vey House, an historic 
train station in Down-
town Barstow, to elapse, 
Silva maintained.

Implying that Court-
ney had threatened Hart 
in forcing the interim 
city manager to take that 
action, Silva said Hart 
“lied” to him about what 
had occurred, and that he 
ultimately learned of the 
cancellations through in-
dividuals outside of the 
city.

Courtney was ac-
cused of trying to manu-
facture an appearance 
that his administration is 
successful by generating 
flyers announcing eco-
nomic progress for the 
city. The mayor crossed 
the line by making it ap-
pear that the flyers were 
an official function of the 
city, when they were in 
fact a ploy by Courtney 
to stir up public support, 
Silva said.

Silva said that flyers 
Courtney had distributed 
throughout the Barstow 
community utilized the 
city’s logo and the names 
of city council members 
to promote himself by 
referencing accomplish-
ments allegedly achieved 
during Courtney’s ten-
ure as mayor, extending 
to the creation of twenty 
new businesses in the 
city.

Furthermore, Silva 
charged that Courtney 
had utilized his position 
as mayor and the access 
it gave him to the letter 
from Maestas to use it to 
inflict personal and po-
litical damage on Rose.

Beyond that, Silva 
said the mayor was 
threatening city employ-
ees to bully them into 
carrying out his personal 
political goals that were 
not approved by the re-
mainder of the council.

Silva said his intent 

was “to keep the city safe 
from liability,” which he 
said Courtney was sub-
jecting the city and its 
taxpayers to.

Silva summarized 
Courtney’s transgres-
sions as “abuse of official 
capacity” and the “gain 
of personal benefit from 
the misuse of govern-
ment property.” The first 
of these, Silva said, was 
“the flyer.” The second 
consisted, Silva said, in 
the “misuse of official 
information. That would 
be the distribution of 
the Rose Family letter 
with the intent to cause 
harm.”

The case against the 
mayor was airtight, Silva 
insisted.

“On the first, coun-
cil, you don’t have to 
decide he did wrong,” 
Silva said. “He admitted 
it. You have to decide if 
you are going to allow it 
to continue. On the sec-
ond, the letter was taken 
to you and you know in 
which way in which it 
was presented to you,” 
which Silva said demon-
strated Courtney’s “in-
tent was to harm Council 
Member Rose.”

Silva was somewhat 
secretive in the way he 
presented the charg-
es against the mayor. 
Though, presumably, 
Courtney knows whom 
he threatened, Silva 
stopped short of docu-
menting in public who 
that employee was. It 
was not clear why Silva 
did not make this disclo-
sure.

“A Barstow employee 
was threatened by the 
mayor of their position 
if they did not do what 
he wanted,” Silva said. 
Silva implied the threat-
ened employee worked 
in the code enforcement 
division, although he 
was not explicit.

“He did make a deci-
sion that employee would 
not do their job,” Silva 
said. “He did threaten a 
city employee with fir-
ing.”

Summarizing, Silva 
said, “He did take out the 
Rose letter. He did give 
direction to staff. We’re 
talking harassment. 
We’ve got city employ-
ees in fear of the mayor.”

The city would end up 
getting sued if it did not 
rein in the mayor, Silva 
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FBN 20210011818
The following entity is doing business 

as: FEEL BEAUTIFUL AESTHETICS   
11513 FOOTHILL BLVD  RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730:  MARGA-
RET M. HERNANDEZ   10818 CLA-
REMONT BLVD   BLOOMINGTON, 
CA  92316  

Mailing Address: P O BOX 651  
BLOOMINGTON, CA 92316

The business is conducted by: AN 
INDIVIDUAL

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

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

s/ MARGARET M. HERNANDEZ
Statement filed with the County Clerk 

of San Bernardino on: 11/24/2021
I hereby certify that this copy is a cor-

rect copy of the original statement on file in 
my office San Bernardino County Clerk 
By:/Deputy I1327

Notice-This fictitious 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 authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on 12/03, 12/10, 12/17 & 
12/24, 2021.

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF: 
Angel Rosales

CASE NO. PROSB2100936
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may otherwise 
be interested in the will or estate, 
or both of Angel Rosales:

A Petition for Probate has 
been filed by Alma Moreno in 
the Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDI-
NO,

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that Alma More-
no 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 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 DECEMBER 20, 
2022 at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. 
S36 at Superior Court of Califor-
nia, County of San Bernardino, 
247 West Third Street, San 
Bernardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

November 12, 2021
Kimberly Tilley, Deputy
IF YOU OBJECT to the 

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

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

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

YOU MAY EXAMINE the 
file kept by the court. If you are 
a person interested in the estate, 

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

Filed: November 12, 2021
Attorney for Alma Moreno
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 on De-
cember 3, 10 & 17, 2021.

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
FOR CHANGE OF NAME CASE

NUMBER CIV SB 2129348
TO  ALL INTERESTED PER-

SONS: Petitioner:  Aida Guadalupe 
Angeles Cornejo filed with this court 
for a decree changing names as fol-
lows:

Aida Guadalupe Angeles 
Cornejo to Aida Angeles

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

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 12/30/2021
Time: 09:00 AM
Department: S-17 
The address of the court is
Superior Court of California, 

County of San Bernardino,
247 West Third Street, San Ber-

nardino, CA 92415,
San Bernardino District-Civil 

Division
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED 

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

Dated: 11/18/2021
John M. Pacheco
Judge of the Superior Court.
Published in the San Bernardino 

City News on 12/03/2021, 12/10/2020, 
12/17/2021, 12/24/2021

SUMMONS – (FAMILY LAW) 
NOTICE TO RESPONDENT 
(AVISO AL DEMANDADO): 
JINGA LUCIOUS MAYO  
YOU HAVE BEEN SUED. 
Read the information below and 
on the next page. Lo han deman-
dado. Lea la informacion a con-
tinuacion y en la pagina siguiente. 
PETITIONER’S NAME IS 
(Nombre del demandante): 
CHINYERE CHRISTINE MAYO  
CASE NUMBER FAMSB2101845 
You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS 
after this Summons and Petition 
are served on you to file a Response 
(Form FL-120) at the court and have 
a copy served on the petitioner. A let-
ter or phone call will not protect you. 
If you do not file your Response on 
time, the court may make orders af-
fecting your marriage or domestic 
partnership, your property, and cus-
tody of your children. You may be or-
dered to pay support and attorney fees 
and costs. For legal advice, contact a 
lawyer immediately. Get help find-
ing a lawyer at the California Courts 
Online Self-Help Center (www.
courtinfo.cagov/selfhelp), at the Cali-
fornia Legal Services Website (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), or by contact-
ing your local county bar association. 
Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALENDARIO 
después de haber recibido la entrega 
legal de esta Citacion y Peticion para 
presentar una Respuesta (formulario 
FL-120) ante la corte y efectuar la 
entrega legal de una copia al deman-
dante. Una carta o liamada telefonica 
o una audiencia de la corte no basta 
para protegerio. Si no presenta su 
Respuesta a tiemp, la corte puede 
dar ordenes que afecten su matri-
monio o pareja de heco, sus bienes 
y la custodia de sus hijos. La corte 
tambien le puede ordenar que pague 

manutencion, y honorarios y costos 
legales. Para asesoramiento legal, 
pongase en contacto de inmediato 
con un abogado. Puede obtener in-
formacion para encontrar un abogado 
en el Contro de Ayuda de las Cortes 
de California (www.sucorte.ca.gov), 
en el sitio web de los Servicios Le-
gales de California (www.lahelpca.
org) o poniendose en contacto con el 
colegio de abodgados de su condado. 
NOTICE – Restraining orders on 
page 2: These restraining orders are 
effective against both spouses or do-
mestic partners until the petition is dis-
missed, a judgement is entered, or the 
court makes further orders. They are 
enforceable anywhere in California 
by any law enforcement office who 
has received or seen a copy of them. 
AVISO – Las ordenes de restriction 
se encuentran en la pagina 2 : Las 
ordenes de restriccion estan en vi-
gencia en cuanto a ambos conyuges o 
miembros de la pareja de hecho hasta 
que se despida la peticion, se emita 
un fallo o la corte de otras ordenes. 
Cualquier agencia del orden publico 
que haya rocibido o visto una copia de 
estas ordenes puede hacerlas acatar 
en cualquier lugar de California. 
FEE WAIVER : If you cannot 
pay the filing fee, ask the clerk for 
a fee waiver form. The court may 
order you to pay back all or part 
of the fees and costs that the court 
waived for you or the other party. 
Exencion de cuotas : Si no puede 
pagar la cuota de presentacion, pida 
al secretario un formulario de exe-
cion de cuotas. La corte puede orde-
nar que ested pague, ya sea en parte 
o por completo, las cuotas y costos 
de la corte previamente exentos a 
peticion de usted o de la otra parte. 
FL-100 PETITION FOR Dis-
solution (Divorce) of: Marriage 
1. LEGAL RELATION-
SHIP: We are married. 
2. RESIDENCE REQUIRE-
MENTS: a. Petitioner [and] have been 
residents of this state for at least six 
months and of this country for at least 
three months immediately preceding 
the filing of this petition. (For divorce, 
at least one person in the legal rela-
tionship described in items 1a and 1c 
must comply with this requirement.) 
4. MINOR CHILDREN: 
There are no minor children. 
5. LEGAL GROUNDS: Ir-
reconcilable Differences 
8. SPOUSAL OR DOMES-
TIC PARTNER SUPPORT: 
Terminate (end) the court’s abil-
ity to ward support to Respondent. 
SEPARATE PROPERTY: There are 
no such assets or debts that I know 
of to be confirmed by the court. 
COMMUNITY AND QUASI-
COMMUNITY PROPERTY: 
There are no such assets or debts that 
I know of to be divided by the court. 
OTHER REQUESTS: Such 
other and further orders as the 
court deems just and proper. 
The name and address of the court is: 
(El nombre y dirrecion de la corte son): 
SUPERIOR COURT OF 
SAN BERNARDINO  
351 N. ARROWHEAD AVE 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92415 
The name, address and telephone 
number of petitioner’s attorney, or 
petitioner without an attorney, are: (El 
nombre, direccion y numero de telefo-
no del abogado del demandante, o del 
demendante si no tiene abogado, son): 
IN PRO PER

C H I N Y E R E 
CHRISTINE MAYO 
6774 KAISER AVENUE 
FONTANA, CA 92336 
DATE (Fecha): July 30, 2021 
by Krystal Lerma (Asistente) for 
Clerk of the Court (Secretario)

This case is assigned 
to Agron Department S 50 
Published in The San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on 12/03, 12/10, 
12/17 & 12/24, 2021

NOTICE OF SALE 
OF AUTOMOBILE 
Notice is hereby given pursuant to 
Sections 3071 of the Civil Code of the 
State of California the undersigned will 
sell the following vehicle(s) at lien sale at 
said address below on: 
01/07/2022 09:00 AM 
Year of Car / Make of Car / Ve-
hicle ID No. / License No. (State) 
14 TOYT/ 5TFPX-
4EN2EX023199 /U715375 CA 
To be sold by JR AUTO 
GROUP 14860 7TH STREET VIC-
TORVILLE CA 92395

Said sale is for the 
purpose of satisfying 
lien for together with 
costs of advertising 
and expenses of sale.

Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on December 24, 
2021.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER ES-
TATE OF: RUFUS BIAS, JR. 
CASE NO. PROSB2100054 
To all heirs, beneficiaries, credi-
tors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be 
interested in the will or estate, 
or both of RUFUS BIAS, JR.: 
A PETITION FOR PROBATE 
has been filed by ELLA LOU-
ISE CARODINE in the Supe-
rior Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that ELLA LOU-
ISE CARODINE be appointed 
as personal representatives to 
administer the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests authority 
to administer the estate under the In-
dependent Administration of Estates 
Act. (This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take many 
actions without obtaining court ap-
proval. Before taking certain very im-
portant actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required to 
give notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or con-
sented to the proposed action.) The 
independent administration authority 
will be granted unless an interested 
person files an objection to the peti-
tion and shows good cause why the 
court should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will be 
held in Dept. No. S-36 at 9:00 a.m. 
on FEBRUARY 2, 2022 at Supe-
rior Court of California, County 
of San Bernardino, 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 CREDITOR or a 
contingent creditor of the decedent, 
you must file your claim with the 
court and mail a copy to the per-
sonal representative appointed by 
the court within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of first is-
suance of letters to a general personal 
representative, as defined in sec-
tion 58(b) of the California Probate 
Code, or (2) 60 days from the date 
of mailing or personal delivery to 
you of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes and le-
gal authority may affect 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 Special 
Notice (form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of estate 
assets or of any petition or account 
as provided in Probate Code section 
1250. A Request for Special Notice 
form is available from the court clerk. 
Attorney for the Petitioner: MI-
CHAEL C. MADDUX, ESQ. 
1894 COMMERCENT-
ER WEST, SUITE 108 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92408 
Telephone No: (909) 890-2350 
Fax No: (909) 890-0106 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on December 10, 17 
& 24, 2021.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: ROBERT DANIEL STONE 
CASE NO. PROSB2101032  
To all heirs, beneficiaries, creditors, 
contingent creditors, and persons 
who may otherwise be interested in 
the will or estate, or both of ROBERT 
DANIEL STONE has been filed 
by ROBERT JOSEPH  STONE in 
the Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that ROBERT 
JOSEPH STONE be appointed 
as personal representative to ad-
minister the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests that the 
decedent’s wills and codicils, if any, 
be admitted to probate. The wills 
and any codicils are available for ex-
amination in the file kept by the court.  
THE PETITION requests authority 
to administer the estate under the In-

dependent Administration of Estates 
Act. (This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take many 
actions without obtaining court ap-
proval. Before taking certain very im-
portant actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required to 
give notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or con-
sented to the proposed action.) The 
independent administration authority 
will be granted unless an interested 
person files an objection to the peti-
tion and shows good cause why the 
court should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will be 
held JANUARY 13, 2022 at 9:00 
a.m. in Dept. No. S35 at Supe-
rior Court of California, County 
of San Bernardino, 247 West 
Third Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415, San Bernardino District. 
Sabrina Felix, Deputy 
December 8, 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 CREDITOR or a 
contingent creditor of the decedent, 
you must file your claim with the 
court and mail a copy to the per-
sonal representative appointed by 
the court within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of first is-
suance of letters to a general personal 
representative, as defined in sec-
tion 58(b) of the California Probate 
Code, or (2) 60 days from the date 
of mailing or personal delivery to 
you of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes and le-
gal authority may affect 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 Special 
Notice (form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of estate 
assets or of any petition or account 
as provided in Probate Code section 
1250. A Request for Special Notice 
form is available from the court clerk. 
Filed: December 8, 2021 
Attorney for the Robert Joseph Stone: 
R. SAM PRICE SBN 208603 
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC 
300 E STATE STREET SUITE 620 
REDLANDS, CA 92373 
(909) 475 8800 
s a m @ p r i c e l a w f i r m . c o m 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on December 10, 17 
& 24, 2021.

  

   FBN 20210012158     
The following person is doing business 
as: SU CENTRO HISPANO MULTI-
SERVICE 15058 ESCALANTE CT 
VICTORVILLE, CA  92394:  LAU-
RA NAVA  15058 ESCALANTE 
CT VICTORVILLE, CA  92394 
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: DECEMBER 29, 2016 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ LAURA NAVA  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/08/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a cor-
rect copy of the original statement 
on file in my office San Bernardino 
County Clerk By:/Deputy I5199 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 12/10/2021, 12/17/2021, 
12/24/2021 & 12/31/2021   

FBN 20210012185     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: SHIEKH IMPACT   1774 S. 
VINTAGE AVENUE   ONTARIO, CA   
91761    SITARA FOUNDATION INC.    
10540  SUNBURST DRIVE     RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730 

Mailing Address:  10540  
SUNBURST DRIVE     RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730  
The business is conducted by: A COR-
PORATION.

Incorporated with the 

State of California  C2408434  
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/ IRUM SHIEKH  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/10/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a cor-
rect copy of the original statement 
on file in my office San Bernardino 
County Clerk By:/Deputy I5199 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 12/10/2021, 12/17/2021, 
12/24/2021 & 12/31/2021   

FBN 20210012158     
The following person is doing business 
as: SU CENTRO HISPANO MULTI-
SERVICE 15058 ESCALANTE CT 
VICTORVILLE, CA  92394:  LAU-
RA NAVA  15058 ESCALANTE 
CT VICTORVILLE, CA  92394 
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: DECEMBER 29, 2016 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ LAURA NAVA  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/08/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a cor-
rect copy of the original statement 
on file in my office San Bernardino 
County Clerk By:/Deputy I5199 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 12/10/2021, 12/17/2021, 
12/24/2021 & 12/31/2021   

FBN 20210012185     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: SHIEKH IMPACT   1774 S. 
VINTAGE AVENUE   ONTARIO, CA   
91761    SITARA FOUNDATION INC.    
10540  SUNBURST DRIVE     RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730 

Mailing Address:  10540  
SUNBURST DRIVE     RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730  
The business is conducted by: A COR-
PORATION.

Incorporated with the 
State of California  C2408434  
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/ IRUM SHIEKH  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/10/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a cor-
rect copy of the original statement 
on file in my office San Bernardino 
County Clerk By:/Deputy I5199 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 12/10/2021, 12/17/2021, 
12/24/2021 & 12/31/2021   

ABANDONMENT OF A FICTI-
TIOUS BUSINESS NAME

NUMBER 20210012133     
The following entity was doing busi-
ness as: THE BELAIRE APART-
MENT HOMES  8255 VINEYARD 
AVE  RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91730:   WC WOODSONG LLC  2082 
MICHELSON DRIVE, 4TH FLOOR    
IRVINE, CA  92612 

Registered with the State of Dela-
ware  20180190172 

Mailing Address:  2082 
MICHELSON DRIVE, 4TH 
FLOOR    IRVINE, CA  92612 
The business is conducted by: A LIM-

ITED PARTNERSHIP.
The original FBN Number was 

FBN 20180002930  The date of filing 
was 03/14/2018

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: JANUARY 23, 2018 
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/ MICHAEL B EARL  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/08/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a cor-
rect copy of the original statement 
on file in my office San Bernardino 
County Clerk By:/Deputy I5199 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 12/10/2021, 12/17/2021, 
12/24/2021 & 12/31/2021

FBN 20210012031
The following person is do-

ing business as: LEAN ON ME PET 
SITTING 8774 KNOLLWOOD DR 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91730: MICHELLE M MORENO 8774 
KNOLLWOOD DR RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91730

The business is conducted by: AN 
INDIVIDUAL.

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

By signing, I declare that all in-
formation 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/ MICHELLE M MORENO
Statement filed with the County 

Clerk of San Bernardino on: 12/03/2021
I hereby certify that this copy is a 

correct copy of the original statement 
on file in my office San Bernardino 
County Clerk By:/Deputy I1327

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 Ber-
nardino County Sentinel 12/10/2021, 
12/17/2021, 12/24/2021 & 12/31/2021

T.S. No. 18-21030-SP-CA 
Title No. 180599804-CA-VOI 
A.P.N. 1048-383-06-0-000 NO-
TICE OF TRUSTEE’S SALE. 
YOU ARE IN DEFAULT 
UNDER A DEED OF TRUST 
DATED 10/10/2006. UNLESS 
YOU TAKE ACTION TO PRO-
TECT YOUR PROPERTY, IT 
MAY BE SOLD AT A PUB-
LIC SALE. IF YOU NEED 
AN EXPLANATION OF THE 
NATURE OF THE PROCEED-
ING AGAINST YOU, YOU 
SHOULD CONTACT A LAW-
YER. A public auction sale to 
the highest bidder for cash, (ca-
shier’s check(s) must be made 
payable to National Default Ser-
vicing Corporation), drawn on a 
state or national bank, a check 
drawn by a state or federal cred-
it union, or a check drawn by a 
state or federal savings and loan 
association, savings associa-
tion, or savings bank specified 
in Section 5102 of the Financial 
Code and authorized to do busi-
ness in this state; will be held 
by the duly appointed trustee as 
shown below, of all right, title, 
and interest conveyed to and 
now held by the trustee in the 
hereinafter described property 
under and pursuant to a Deed 
of Trust described below. The 
sale will be made in an “as is” 
condition, but without covenant 
or warranty, expressed or im-
plied, regarding title, posses-
sion, or encumbrances, to pay 
the remaining principal sum of 
the note(s) secured by the Deed 
of Trust, with interest and late 
charges thereon, as provided in 
the note(s), advances, under the 
terms of the Deed of Trust, in-
terest thereon, fees, charges and 
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expenses of the Trustee for the 
total amount (at the time of the 
initial publication of the Notice 
of Sale) reasonably estimated to 
be set forth below. The amount 
may be greater on the day of 
sale. Trustor: Antonio Fuent-
efria, a married man as his sole 
and separate property Duly 
Appointed Trustee: National 
Default Servicing Corporation 
Recorded 10/18/2006 as Instru-
ment No. 2006-0709369 (or 
Book, Page) of the Official Re-
cords of San Bernardino Coun-
ty, CA. Date of Sale: 01/20/2022 
at 12:00 PM Place of Sale: At 
the North Arrowhead Avenue 
entrance to the County Court-
house, 351 North Arrowhead 
Avenue, San Bernardino, CA 
92401 Estimated amount of un-
paid balance and other charges: 
$498,084.05 Street Address or 
other common designation of 
real property: 632 East G Street 
Ontario, CA 91764 A.P.N.: 
1048-383-06-0-000 The un-
dersigned Trustee disclaims 
any liability for any incorrect-
ness of the street address or 
other common designation, if 
any, shown above. If no street 
address or other common des-
ignation is shown, directions 
to the location of the property 
may be obtained by sending 
a written request to the ben-
eficiary within 10 days of the 
date of first publication of this 
Notice of Sale. If the Trustee is 
unable to convey title for any 
reason, the successful bidder’s 
sole and exclusive remedy shall 
be the return of monies paid to 
the Trustee, and the successful 
bidder shall have no further 
recourse. The requirements of 
California Civil Code Section 
2923.5(b)/2923.55(c) were ful-
filled when the Notice of De-
fault was recorded. NOTICE 
TO POTENTIAL BIDDERS: If 
you are considering bidding on 
this property lien, you should 
understand that there are risks 
involved in bidding at a trustee 
auction. You will be bidding on 
a lien, not on the property it-
self. Placing the highest bid at 
a trustee auction does not auto-
matically entitle you to free and 
clear ownership of the property. 
You should also be aware that 
the lien being auctioned off may 
be a junior lien. If you are the 
highest bidder at the auction, 
you are or may be responsible 
for paying off all liens senior 
to the lien being auctioned off, 
before you can receive clear 
title to the property. You are 
encouraged to investigate the 
existence, priority, and size of 
outstanding liens that may exist 
on this property by contacting 
the county recorder’s office or a 
title insurance company, either 
of which may charge you a fee 
for this information. If you con-
sult either of these resources, 
you should be aware that the 
same lender may hold more 
than one mortgage or deed of 
trust on the property. NOTICE 
TO PROPERTY OWNER: The 
sale date shown on this notice 
of sale may be postponed one or 
more times by the mortgagee, 
beneficiary, trustee, or a court, 
pursuant to Section 2924g of 
the California Civil Code. The 
law requires that information 
about trustee sale postpone-
ments be made available to you 
and to the public, as a courtesy 
to those not present at the sale. 
If you wish to learn whether 
your sale date has been post-
poned, and, if applicable, the re-
scheduled time and date for the 
sale of this property, you may 
call or visit this Internet Web 
site www.ndscorp.com/sales, 
using the file number assigned 
to this case 18-21030-SP-CA. 
Information about postpone-
ments that are very short in 
duration or that occur close in 
time to the scheduled sale may 
not immediately be reflected in 
the telephone information or on 
the Internet Web site. The best 
way to verify postponement in-
formation is to attend the sched-
uled sale. Date: 12/10/2021 
National Default Servicing 
Corporation c/o Tiffany & 
Bosco, P.A., its agent, 1455 
Frazee Road, Suite 820 San Di-
ego, CA 92108 Toll Free Phone: 
888-264-4010 Sales Line 855-

219-8501; Sales Website: www.
ndscorp.com By: Rachael Ham-
ilton, Trustee Sales Represen-
tative 12/17/2021, 12/24/2021, 
12/31/2021 CPP351770

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF JOSE RUBEN 
RIVERA LOPEZ

Case No. PROSB2100920
 To all heirs, ben-

eficiaries, creditors, contingent 
creditors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in the 
will or estate, or both, of JOSE 
RUBEN RIVERA LOPEZ

 A PETITION FOR 
PROBATE has been filed by 
Maria Rivera in the Superior 
Court of California, County of 
SAN BERNARDINO.

 THE PETITION 
FOR PROBATE requests that 
Maria Rivera be appointed as 
personal representative to ad-
minister the estate of the dece-
dent.

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

 A HEARING on 
the petition will be held on Feb. 
14, 2022 at 9:00 AM in Dept. 
No. S36 located at 247 W. Third 
St., San Bernardino, CA 92415.

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

 IF YOU ARE A 
CREDITOR or a contingent 
creditor of the decedent, you 
must file your claim with the 
court and mail a copy to the per-
sonal representative appointed 
by the court within the later of 
either (1) four months from the 
date of first issuance of letters 
to a general personal 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 
affect your rights as a creditor. 
You may want to consult with 
an attorney knowledgeable in 
California law.

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

Attorney for petitioner:
SLAV KASRELIOVICH 

ESQ
SBN 256807
ABIR COHEN TREYZON 

SALO LLP
16001 VENTURA BLVD
STE 200
ENCINO CA 91436
CN982569 LOPEZ Dec 

17,24,31, 2021

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ES-
TATE OF: LUCILE DAVIS  
CASE NO. PROSB2101036   
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of LUCILLE 

DAVIS has been filed by KEN-
NETH DAVIS  in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that KENNETH 
DAVIS be appointed as per-
sonal representative to admin-
ister the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests au-
thority to administer the estate 
under the Independent Admin-
istration of Estates Act. (This 
authority will allow the person-
al representative to take many 
actions without obtaining court 
approval. Before taking certain 
very important actions, howev-
er, the personal representative 
will be required to give notice 
to interested persons unless 
they have waived notice or con-
sented to the proposed action.) 
The independent administra-
tion 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 JANUARY 11, 2022 
at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S36 
at Superior Court of Califor-
nia, County of San Bernardi-
no, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, 
San Bernardino District. 
Aspen Jackson, Deputy 
December 8, 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 CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Filed: December 8, 2021 
Attorney for the Kenneth Davis: 
R. SAM PRICE SBN 208603 
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC 
300 E STATE 
STREET SUITE 620 
REDLANDS, CA 92373 
(909) 475 8800 
s a m @ p r i c e l a w f i r m . c o m 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on Decem-
ber 17, 24 & 31, 2021.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: NANCY RUTH WHITE 
CASE NO. PROSB2101034   
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of NANCY 
RUTH WHITE has been filed 
by CHRISTOPHER KINS-
MAN WHITE in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that CHRIS-
TOPHER KINSMAN WHITE 
be appointed as personal 
representative to adminis-
ter the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests that 
the decedent’s wills and codi-
cils, if any, be admitted to pro-
bate. The wills and any codicils 
are available for examination 
in the file kept by the court.  

THE PETITION requests au-
thority to administer the estate 
under the Independent Admin-
istration of Estates Act. (This 
authority will allow the person-
al representative to take many 
actions without obtaining court 
approval. Before taking certain 
very important actions, howev-
er, the personal representative 
will be required to give notice 
to interested persons unless 
they have waived notice or con-
sented to the proposed action.) 
The independent administra-
tion 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 JANUARY 13, 2022 
at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S36 
at Superior Court of Califor-
nia, County of San Bernardi-
no, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, 
San Bernardino District. 
Selyna Razo, Deputy 
December 8, 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 CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Filed: December 8, 2021 
Attorney for the Chris-
topher Kinsman White: 
R. SAM PRICE SBN 208603 
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC 
300 E STATE 
STREET SUITE 620 
REDLANDS, CA 92373 
(909) 475 8800 
s a m @ p r i c e l a w f i r m . c o m 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on Decem-
ber 17, 24 & 31, 2021.

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF: 
FREDDIE MAE CUMMINGS  
CASE NO. PROSB2101044  
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of FRED-
DIE MAE CUMMINGS: 
A PETITION FOR PROBATE 
has been filed by HARVEY 
LEE CARTER  in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that HAR-
VEY LEE CARTER  be 
appointed as personal rep-
resentatives to administer 
the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests au-
thority to administer the estate 
under the Independent Admin-
istration of Estates Act. (This 
authority will allow the person-
al representative to take many 
actions without obtaining court 
approval. Before taking certain 
very important actions, howev-
er, the personal representative 
will be required to give notice 
to interested persons unless 

they have waived notice or con-
sented to the proposed action.) 
The independent administra-
tion authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S-36 at 
9:00 a.m. on JANUARY 12, 
2022 at Superior Court of 
California, County of San 
Bernardino, 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 CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Attorney for the Petitioner: MI-
CHAEL C. MADDUX, ESQ. 
1894 COMMERCENT-
ER WEST, SUITE 108 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92408 
Telephone No: (909) 890-2350 
Fax No: (909) 890-0106 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on Decem-
ber 17, 24 & 31, 2021.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF:

Marina Eugenia Polanco
Case NO. PROSB2100620
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may otherwise 
be interested in the will or es-
tate, or both of Marina Eugenia 
Polanco

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by Pamela 
A. Hernandez in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of San Bernardino.

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that Pamela A. 
Hernandez be appointed as per-
sonal representative to admin-
ister 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 obtaining 
court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal represen-
tative will be required to give 
notice to interested persons 
unless they have waived notice 
or consented to the proposed 
action.) The independent ad-
ministration 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. S36 at 9:00 
a.m. on January 25, 2022 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, San 
Bernardino, 247 West 3rd St. 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-
0212, San Bernardino District 
- Probate

IF YOU OBJECT to the 

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

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

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

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

Attorney for Petitioner:
Cicely T. Ray
4740 Green River, Suite 314
Corona, CA 92880
Telephone No: 951-735-

2488
Published in the San Ber-

nardino Sentinel on:
12/17, 12/24 & 12/31, 2021

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE NUMBER  
CIVSB2129331   

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner: ESTE-
BAN GUADALUPE ACUNA  
filed with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

ESTEBAN GUADALUPE 
ACUNA     to    ESTEBAN 
ACUNA 

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 grant-
ed. If no written objection is 
timely filed, the court may grant 
the petition without a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 01/24/22
Time: 9:00 a.m.
Department: S16
The address of the court is 

Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, San 
Bernardino District - Civil Di-
vision, 247 West Third Street, 
Same as above, San Bernardi-
no, CA 92415, San Bernardino

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: October 8, 2021
John M. Pacheco
Judge of the Superior 

Court.
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on  
12/17. 12/24, 12/31, 2021 & 
01/07, 2022.

ABANDONMENT OF A FIC-
TITIOUS BUSINESS NAME

NUMBER 20210012224      
The following entity was doing busi-
ness as: THE BELAIRE APART-
MENT HOMES  8255 VINEYARD 
AVE  RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730:   WC WOODSONG LLC  
2082 MICHELSON DRIVE, 4TH 
FLOOR    IRVINE, CA  92612 

Registered with the State of 

Delaware  
Mailing Address:  2082 

MICHELSON DRIVE, 4TH 
FLOOR    IRVINE, CA  92612 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED PARTNERSHIP.

The original FBN Number was 
FBN 20180007520  The date of filing 
was 06/27/2018

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: JANUARY 23, 2018 
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/ MICHAEL B EARL  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/13/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original statement 
on file in my office San Bernardino 
County Clerk By:/Deputy I1327 
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 12/17/2021, 
12/24/2021, 12/31/2021 & 01/07/2022

AMENDED NOTICE 
OF PETITION TO ADMIN-
ISTER ESTATE OF: MAR-
CUS MARCELL McCOWEN 
CASE NO. PROSB2100727 
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in the 
will or estate, or both of MAR-
CUS MARCELL McCOWEN: 
A PETITION FOR PROBATE 
has been filed by CLEAFERSE 
McCOWEN JR. in the Superi-
or Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that 
CLEAFERSE McCOWEN 
JR. be appointed as personal 
representatives to adminis-
ter 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 required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the 
proposed action.) The indepen-
dent administration authority 
will be granted unless an in-
terested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S-37 at 
9:00 a.m. on FEBRUARY 
7, 2022 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 CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
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YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Attorney for the Peti-
tioner: James Lee, Esquire 
100 N. Euclid Av-
enue, Second Floor 
Upland, CA 91786 
Telephone No: (909) 608-7426 
Email address: mail@
w e f i g h t 4 y o u . c o m 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on Decem-
ber 24 and 31, 2021 & January 
7,  2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: LENA V. MORRIS   aka  
LENA VANDORA MORRIS 

CASE NO. PROSB2101046 
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of LENA V. 
MORRIS   aka  LENA VAN-
DORA MORRIS:

A Petition for Probate 
has been filed by ALISON 
D. MORRIS in the Superior 
Court of California, County of 
SAN BERNARDINO,

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that ALI-
SON D. MORRIS  be appoint-
ed as personal representative 
to administer the estate of the 
decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
that the decedent’s wills and 
codicils, if any, be admitted to 
probate. The wills and any cod-
icils 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 obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the 
proposed action.) The indepen-
dent administration authority 
will be granted unless an inter-
ested person files an objection 
to the petition and shows good 
cause why the court should not 
grant the authority.

A hearing on the petition 
will be held January 18, 2022 
at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S36 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

December 8, 2021
Brittney Spears, Deputy 

Court Clerk
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 rep-
resentative appointed by the 
court within the later of either 
(1) four months from the date 
of first issuance of letters to a 
general personal representa-
tive, as defined in section 58(b) 
of the California Probate Code, 
or (2) 60 days from the date of 
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.

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
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: December 8, 2021
Attorney for Alison D. 

Morris
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 on 
December 24 and 31, 2021 & 
January 7,  2022.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINIS-
TER ESTATE OF: DAVID 
AMADO MARTINEZ  
CASE NO. PROSB2101039  
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in the 
will or estate, or both of DA-
VID AMADO MARTINEZ: 
A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by 
SALLY MICHELLE 
ORTEGA  in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that 
SALLY MICHELLE 
ORTEGA  be appointed as per-
sonal representatives to admin-
ister 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 required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the 
proposed action.) The indepen-
dent administration authority 
will be granted unless an in-
terested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S-37P 
at 9:00 a.m. on JANUARY 
18, 2022 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 CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 

an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form 
is available from the court 
clerk.

Filed: December 6, 2021
Brittney Spears, 

Deputy Court Clerk   
Attorney for the Petitioner: MI-
CHAEL C. MADDUX, ESQ. 
1894 COMMERCENT-
ER WEST, SUITE 108 
SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92408 
Telephone No: (909) 890-2350 
Fax No: (909) 890-0106 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on Decem-
ber 24 and 31, 2021 & January 
7,  2022.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: ESPERAN-
ZA BARRON OROPEZA   
CASE NO. PROSB2101105   
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of ESPER-
ANZA BARRON OROPEZA: 
A PETITION FOR PROBATE 
has been filed by ELIZABETH 
CHACON in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that 
ELIZABETH CHACON be 
appointed as personal rep-
resentatives to administer 
the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests au-
thority to administer the estate 
under the Independent Admin-
istration of Estates Act. (This 
authority will allow the person-
al representative to take many 
actions without obtaining court 
approval. Before taking certain 
very important actions, howev-
er, the personal representative 
will be required to give notice 
to interested persons unless 
they have waived notice or con-
sented to the proposed action.) 
The independent administra-
tion authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S-36 at 
9:00 a.m. on JANUARY 27, 
2022 at Superior Court of 
California, County of San 
Bernardino, 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 CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk.

Filed: December 20, 2021
Kimberly Tilley, Deputy 

Court Clerk
Attorney for the Petitioner: 

MICHAEL C. MADDUX, ESQ. 
1894 COMMERCENT-
ER WEST, SUITE 108 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92408 
Telephone No: (909) 890-2350 
Fax No: (909) 890-0106 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on Decem-
ber 24 and 31, 2021 & January 
7,  2022.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINIS-
TER ESTATE OF: ED-
WARD LEWIS CLARK   
CASE NO. PROSB2100861   
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in 
the will or estate, or both of 
EDWARD LEWIS CLARK: 
A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by 
DANNIELLE GAILYNN 
OWENS   in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that DAN-
NIELLE GAILYNN OWENS 
be appointed as personal 
representatives to adminis-
ter 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 required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the 
proposed action.) The indepen-
dent administration authority 
will be granted unless an in-
terested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S-35 at 
9:00 a.m. on JUNE 6, 2022 
at Superior Court of Califor-
nia, County of San Bernardi-
no, 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 CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form 
is available from the court 
clerk.

Attorney for the Pe-
titioner: MICHAEL 
C. MADDUX, ESQ. 
1894 COMMERCENT-
ER WEST, SUITE 108 
SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92408 
Telephone No: (909) 890-2350 
Fax No: (909) 890-0106 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on Decem-

ber 24 and 31, 2021 & January 
7,  2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF SYLVIA CORRALEZ

Case No. PROSB2100955
                To all heirs, ben-

eficiaries, creditors, contingent 
creditors, and persons who 
may otherwise be interested 
in the will or estate, or both, of 
SYLVIA CORRALEZ

                A PETITION FOR 
PROBATE has been filed by 
Christina Bailey in the Superi-
or Court of California, County 
of LOS ANGELES.

                THE PETITION 
FOR PROBATE requests that 
Christina Bailey be appointed 
as personal representative to 
administer the estate of the 
decedent.

                THE PETI-
TION requests authority to 
administer the estate under the 
Independent Administration 
of Estates Act. (This authority 
will allow the personal repre-
sentative to take many actions 
without obtaining court ap-
proval. Before taking certain 
very important actions, how-
ever, the personal representa-
tive will be required to give 
notice to interested persons 
unless they have waived notice 
or consented to the proposed 
action.) The independent ad-
ministration 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 on Feb. 
14, 2022 at 9:00 AM in Dept. 
No. S36 located at 111 N. Hill 
St., Los Angeles, CA 90012.

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

                IF YOU ARE 
A CREDITOR or a contingent 
creditor of the decedent, you 
must file your claim with the 
court and mail a copy to the 
personal representative ap-
pointed 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 Califor-
nia 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 Califor-
nia statutes and legal author-
ity may affect your rights as a 
creditor. You may want to con-
sult with an attorney knowl-
edgeable in California law.

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

Attorney for petitioner:
RICHARD A RODGERS 

ESQ SBN 210196
SHANE DIGIUSEPPE &
RODGERS LLP
3125 OLD CANEJO 

ROAD
THOUSAND OAKS CA 

91320
CN983114 CORRALEZ 

Dec 31, 2021, Jan 7, 14, 2022
 
 
NOTICE OF PETITION 

TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: MARINA EUGENIA PO-
LANCO

CASE NO. PROSB2100620
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of MARINA 
EUGENIA POLANCO

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by PA-
MELA A. HERNANDEZ , 
in the Superior Court of Cali-
fornia, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that PA-
MELA A. HERNANDEZ, be 
appointed as personal repre-
sentative to administer the es-
tate of the decedent.

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

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

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in SUPERIOR 
COURT OF CALIFORNIA 
OF SAN BERNARDINO, 
SAN BERNARDINO DIS-
TRICT-PROBATE 247 W. 
THIRD STREETin Dept. S36 
at 9:00 AM on 1/25/2022.

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

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

YOU MAY EXAMINE 
the file kept by the court. If 
you are a person interested in 
the estate, you may file with 
the court a 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.

Attorney:
CICELY T. RAY
4740 GREEN RIVER 

ROAD, SUITE 314, CORONA, 
CA, 92880

951-735-2488
Published in the SAN 

BERNARDINO COUNTY 
SENTINEL on:

12/24/2021, 12/31/2021, 
1/7/2022

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME

 CASE NUMBER CIV SB 
2131227

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner:  JOAN 
BRAVO SANCHEZ filed with 
this court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

JOAN BRAVO SANCHEZ       
to     MARTHA JOAN BRAVO 
SANCHEZ

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 grant-
ed. If no written objection is 
timely filed, the court may grant 
the petition without a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 1/24/2022
Time: 09:00 AM
Department: S-17 
The address of the court is
Superior Court of Califor-

nia, County of San Bernardino,
247 West Third Street, San 

Bernardino, CA 92415,
San Bernardino District-

Civil Division
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: 10/28/2021
John M. Pacheco
Judge of the Superior 

Court.
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on  
12/24, 12/31, 2021 and 1/7 & 
1/14, 2022.

FBN 20210012541 
The following entity is doing 

business as: ESOTERIC PUBLI-
CATIONS   7615 ETIWANDA 
AVENUE,  SUITE 534  RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91739:  MI-
CHAEL JOURDAIN  7615 ETI-
WANDA AVENUE   SUITE 534  
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91739

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: December 3, 2021

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

s/ MICHAEL JOURDAIN
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
12/21/2021

I hereby certify that this copy 
is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office San 
Bernardino County Clerk By:/
Deputy I1327

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

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on  12/24, 
12/31, 2021 and 1/7 & 1/14, 2022.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

FBN20210011826
The following person(s) is(are) doing 

business as: PUFF AND UP SMOKE AND 
VAPE SHOP, 1705 E. WASHINGTON ST , 
122A, COLTON, CA, 92324,

SAN BERNARDINO
Mailing Address: , PUFF AND UP 

INC
Business is Conducted By: AN INDI-

VIDUAL
Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, I 

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

s/DEEP SHANKAR SUBEDI
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of SAN BERNARDINO on: 
11/24/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 3/28/2017
County Clerk,
NOTICE- This fictitious business name 

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

12/24/2021, 12/31/2021, 1/7/2022, 
1/14/2022

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

FBN20210012095
The following person(s) is(are) doing 

business as: FRESHENUP, 1705 E. WASH-
INGTON ST STE 111, COLTON, CA, 
92324,

SAN BERNARDINO
Mailing Address: 23175 GLENDORA 

DR, GRAND TERRACE, CA 92313, PUFF 
AND UP INC

Business is Conducted By: A CORPO-
RATION

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

s/DEEP SHANKAR SUBEDI
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of SAN BERNARDINO on: 
12/6/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
11/22/2021

County Clerk,
NOTICE- This fictitious business name 

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

12/24/2021, 12/31/2021, 1/7/2022, 
1/14/2022

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

FBN20210012527
The following person(s) is(are) do-

ing business as: GVK CONSULTANCY, 
8279 HIGHRIDGE PL, RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA, 91730,

SAN BERNARDINO
Mailing Address: , GVKCONSUL-

TANCY.COM LLC
Business is Conducted By: A LIM-

ITED LIABILITY COMPANY
Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, I 

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

s/KAVITHA PEDDI
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of SAN BERNARDINO on: 
12/21/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: N/A
County Clerk,
NOTICE- This fictitious business name 

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

12/24/2021, 12/31/2021, 1/7/2022, 
1/14/2022

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

FBN20210012330
The following person(s) is(are) doing 

business as: MBA BAGGA ENTERPRISES 
LLC, 15091 KITFOX LN, VICTORVILLE, 
CA, 92394,

SAN BERNARDINO
Mailing Address: 15091 KITFOX LN, 

VICTORVILLE, CA, 92394, MBA BAG-
GA ENTERPRISES LLC

Business is Conducted By: A LIM-
ITED LIABILITY COMPANY

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

s/RAGHBIR BAGGA
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of SAN BERNARDINO on: 
12/15/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: N/A
County Clerk,
NOTICE- This fictitious business name 

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

12/24/2021, 12/31/2021, 1/7/2022, 
1/14/2022

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF: 
DOROTHY JO MIMS-MOYLE  
CASE NO. PROSB2101125  

To all heirs, beneficiaries, creditors, 
contingent creditors, and persons 
who may otherwise be interested 
in the will or estate, or both of 
DOROTHY JO MIMS-MOYLE: 
A PETITION FOR PROBATE 
has been filed by MARJO-
RIE E. MASON  in the Supe-
rior Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PROBATE 
requests that MARJORIE E. 
MASON  be appointed as per-
sonal representatives to admin-
ister the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests author-
ity 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 representa-
tive will be required to give notice 
to interested persons unless they 
have waived notice or consented 
to the proposed action.) The inde-
pendent administration authority 
will be granted unless an interested 
person files an objection to the peti-
tion and shows good cause why the 
court should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will be 
held in Dept. No. S-36 at 9:00 a.m. 
on JANUARY 31, 2022 at Supe-
rior Court of California, County 
of San Bernardino, 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 CREDITOR or a 
contingent creditor of the decedent, 
you must file your claim with the 
court and mail a copy to the per-
sonal representative appointed by 
the court within the later of either 
(1) four months from the date of first 
issuance of letters to a general per-
sonal representative, as defined in 
section 58(b) of the California Pro-
bate Code, or (2) 60 days from the 
date of mailing or personal delivery 
to you of a notice under Section 
9052 of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes and 
legal authority may affect your 
rights as a creditor. You may 
want to consult with an attorney 
knowledgeable in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a per-
son interested in the estate, you 
may file with the court a Request 
for Special Notice (form DE-154) 
of the filing of an inventory and 
appraisal of estate assets or of any 
petition or account as provided 
in Probate Code section 1250. A 
Request for Special Notice form 
is available from the court clerk. 
Attorney for the Petitioner: MI-
CHAEL C. MADDUX, ESQ. 
1894 COMMERCENT-
ER WEST, SUITE 108 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92408 
Telephone No: (909) 890-2350 
Fax No: (909) 890-0106 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel December 31, 2021 
and January 7 & 14, 2022. 

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF: An-
gel Rosales

CASE NO. PROSB2100936
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be in-
terested in the will or estate, or both 
of Angel Rosales:

A Petition for Probate has been 
filed by Alma Moreno in the Supe-
rior Court of California, County of 
SAN BERNARDINO,

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that Alma Moreno 
be appointed as personal represen-
tative to administer the estate of the 
decedent.

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

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

A hearing on the petition will 
be held DECEMBER 20, 2022 at 
9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S36 at Su-
perior Court of California, County 
of San Bernardino, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 92415, 
San Bernardino District.

November 12, 2021
Kimberly Tilley, Deputy
IF YOU OBJECT to the grant-

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

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

Other California statutes and 
legal authority may affect your 
rights as a creditor. You may want 
to consult with an attorney knowl-
edgeable in California law.

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

Filed: November 12, 2021
Attorney for Alma Moreno
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 Bernardi-

no County Sentinel on December 3, 
10 & 17, 2021.

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF: 
JANE BLEDSOE aka EV-
ELYN JANE BLEDSOE. 
NO. PROSB 2101083 
To all heirs, beneficiaries, credi-
tors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be 
interested in the will or estate, or 
both of JANE BLEDSOE aka 
EVELYN JANE BLEDSOE 
A PETITION FOR PROBATE has 
been filed by JENNIFER FEJZIC 
in the Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that JENNIFER 
FEJZIC be appointed as per-
sonal representative to admin-
ister the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests author-
ity 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 representa-
tive will be required to give notice 
to interested persons unless they 
have waived notice or consented 
to the proposed action.) The inde-
pendent administration authority 
will be granted unless an interested 
person files an objection to the peti-
tion and shows good cause why the 
court should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will be 
held in Dept. No. S35 at 9 a.m. 
on JANUARY 20, 2022 at Supe-
rior Court of California, County 
of San Bernardino, 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 CREDITOR or a 
contingent creditor of the decedent, 
you must file your claim with the 
court and mail a copy to the per-
sonal representative appointed by 
the court within the later of either 

(1) four months from the date of first 
issuance of letters to a general per-
sonal representative, as defined in 
section 58(b) of the California Pro-
bate Code, or (2) 60 days from the 
date of mailing or personal delivery 
to you of a notice under Section 
9052 of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes and 
legal authority may affect your 
rights as a creditor. You may 
want to consult with an attorney 
knowledgeable in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a per-
son interested in the estate, you 
may file with the court a Request 
for Special Notice (form DE-154) 
of the filing of an inventory and 
appraisal of estate assets or of any 
petition or account as provided 
in Probate Code section 1250. A 
Request for Special Notice form 
is available from the court clerk. 
Filed: DECEMBER 15, 2021 
Cesar Marin, Court Deputy Clerk 
Attorney for Jennifer Fejzic: 
Jennifer Daniel 
220 Nordina St. 
Redlands, CA 92373 
Telephone No: (909) 792-
9244 Fax No: (909) 235-4733 
Email address: team@lawof-
f i c e o f j e n n i f e r d a n i e l . c o m 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel December 31, 2021 
and January 7 & 14, 2022. 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
FOR CHANGE OF NAME

 CASE NUMBER CIV SB 
2131872

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner:  CHELSEA 
MAE CARINO MOLINA filed 
with this court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

CHELSEA MAE CARINO 
MOLINA       to      CHELSEA MAE 
CARINO MOLINA-TIANGCO

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

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 2/15/2022
Time: 09:00 AM
Department: S-16 
The address of the court is
Superior Court of California, 

County of San Bernardino,
247 West Third Street, San 

Bernardino, CA 92415,
San Bernardino District-Civil 

Division
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED 

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

Dated: 12/28/2021
John M. Pacheco
Judge of the Superior Court.
Published in the San Bernardi-

no County Sentinel on 12/24, 2021 
and 1/7, 1/14 & 1/21, 2022.

FBN 20210012060
The following person is doing busi-

ness as: STALWART TOOL COMPANY  
18154 PINE AVE   FONTANA, CA    
92335:    LUIS ANGEL LEYVA      18154 
PINE AVE   FONTANA, CA    92335

The business is conducted by: AN 
INDIVIDUAL

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

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

s/ LUIS ANGEL LEYVA
Statement filed with the County Clerk 

of San Bernardino on: 12/06/2021
I hereby certify that this copy is a cor-

rect copy of the original statement on file in 
my office San Bernardino County Clerk 
By:/Deputy I1327

Notice-This fictitious 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 authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on 12/24, 2021 and 1/7, 
1/14 & 1/21, 2022.

ABANDONMENT OF A FICTI-
TIOUS BUSINESS NAME

NUMBER 20210012224      
The following entity was doing business 
as: THE BELAIRE APARTMENT 
HOMES  8255 VINEYARD AVE  RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730:   WC 
WOODSONG LLC  2082 MICHELSON 
DRIVE, 4TH FLOOR    IRVINE, CA  
92612 

Registered with the State of Delaware  
Mailing Address:  2082 

MICHELSON DRIVE, 4TH 
FLOOR    IRVINE, CA  92612 
The business is conducted by: A LIMITED 
PARTNERSHIP.

The original FBN Number was 
FBN 20180007520  The date of filing was 
06/27/2018

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: JANUARY 23, 2018 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A 
registrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MICHAEL B EARL  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/13/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a cor-
rect copy of the original statement 
on file in my office San Bernardino 
County Clerk By:/Deputy I1327 
Notice-This fictitious name statement ex-
pires 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 authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 12/17/2021, 12/24/2021, 
12/31/2021 & 01/07/2022

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT FILE NO-
FBN20210012086

The following person(s) is(are) do-
ing business as: REDLANDS SOUR-
DOUGH COMPANY, REDLANDS 
SOURDOUGH CO, RSCO, 426 WEST 
OLIVE AVE, #6, REDLANDS, CA, 
92373,

SAN BERNARDINO
Mailing Address: , REDLANDS 

SOURDOUGH COMPANY LLC
Business is Conducted By: AN LIM-

ITED LIABILITY COMPANY
Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, I 

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

s/NEANDER TABINGO
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of SAN BERNARDINO 
on: 12/6/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: N/A
County Clerk,
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 & Profes-
sions Code).

12/31/2021, 1/7/2022, 1/14/2022, 
1/21/2022

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

FBN20210012035
The following person(s) is(are) doing 

business as: FLAMES OF FIRE FINAN-
CIAL SERVICES & BUSINESS DEVEL-
OPMENT, FLAMES OF FIRE APOS-
TOLIC & PROPHETIC MINISTRIES 
INTERNATIONAL, R R LINDSAY MIN-
ISTRIES, 1274 S WATERMAN AV, 118, 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA, 92408,

SAN BERNARDINO
Mailing Address: 12672 LIMONITE 

AV, #3E-714, EASTVALE, CA, 92880, RE-
GINA L LINDSAY

Business is Conducted By: AN INDI-
VIDUAL

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

s/REGINA R LINDSAY
This statement was filed with the 

County Clerk of SAN BERNARDINO on: 

12/3/2021
I hereby certify that this is a correct copy 

of the original statement on file in my office.
Began Transacting Business: 

10/13/2021
County Clerk,
NOTICE- This fictitious business name 

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

12/31/2021, 1/7/2022, 1/14/2022, 
1/21/2022

FBN 20210011895     
The following person is doing business as: 
HIGH FREQUENCY BEAUTY 2454 
N ORANGE AVE RIALTO, CA 92377; ( 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN 
BERNARDINO ); CINTHIA F BOTELLO 
2454 N ORANGE AVE RIALTO, CA 92377. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ CINTHIA F BOTELLO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/29/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a correct copy 
of the original statement on file in my office 
San Bernardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement expires 
five years from the date it was filed in the office 
of the county clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before that time. 
The filing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a fictitious busi-
ness name in violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel 12/10/2021, 12/17/2021, 12/24/2021, 
12/31/2021          CNBB48202102IR 

FBN 20210011873     
The following person is doing business 
as: ROBALO. 1720 E. D ST ONTARIO, 
CA 91764; ( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF 
BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO );  
CRUZ A MONGE VALENZU-
ELA 1720 E. D ST ONTRIO, CA 
91764; SANTIAGO RAMIREZ 
1720 E. D ST ONTARIO, CA 91764. 
The business is conducted by: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ CRUZ A MONGE VALEN-
ZUELA, GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/29/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a correct copy 
of the original statement on file in my office 
San Bernardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement expires 
five years from the date it was filed in the office 
of the county clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before that time. 
The filing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a fictitious busi-
ness name in violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel 12/10/2021, 12/17/2021, 12/24/2021, 
12/31/2021          CNBB48202101CV 

FBN 20210011942     
The following person is doing business as: QUICK 
STOP CONVENIENCE 1435 N WATER-
MAN AVE UNIT A SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92404; ( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO ); [ MAILING 
ADDRESS P.O BOX 1153 SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92402]; DFM, INC. 1505 ½ W 9TH 
STREET SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92402 
The business is conducted by: A CORPORATION  
The registrant commenced to trans-
act business under the fictitious busi-
ness name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information in this 
statement is true and correct. A registrant who 
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/ DANI MHANA, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/01/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a correct copy 
of the original statement on file in my office 
San Bernardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement expires 
five years from the date it was filed in the office 
of the county clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before that time. 
The filing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a fictitious busi-
ness name in violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino County Sentinel 
12/10/2021, 12/17/2021, 12/24/2021, 12/31/2021          
CNBB48202103MT 

FBN 20210012052     
The following person is doing business 
as: BOLLYWOOD THREADING & 
SPA 2550 S ARCHIBALD AVE #F ON-
TARIO, CA 91761; ( PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO 
); YASMEEN CHOUDRY 2550 S AR-
CHIBALD AVE #F ONTARIO, CA 91761 

The business is conducted by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to trans-
act business under the fictitious busi-
ness name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information in this 
statement is true and correct. A registrant who 
declares as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime (B&P Code 
179130. I am also aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ YASMEEN CHOUDRY, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/03/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a correct copy 
of the original statement on file in my office 
San Bernardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement expires 
five years from the date it was filed in the office 
of the county clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before that time. 
The filing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a fictitious busi-
ness name in violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino County Sentinel 
12/10/2021, 12/17/2021, 12/24/2021, 12/31/2021          
CNBB48202104MT 

FBN 20210011960     
The following person is doing business as: 
BONANZA PLASTERING 7166 BRI-
SAS CT RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91739; ( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF 
BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO ); AN-
TONIO GOMEZ JR 7166 BRISAS CT 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91739 
The business is conducted by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to trans-
act business under the fictitious busi-
ness name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information in this 
statement is true and correct. A registrant who 
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/ ANTONIO GOMEZ JR. , OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/012021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a correct copy 
of the original statement on file in my office 
San Bernardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement expires 
five years from the date it was filed in the office 
of the county clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before that time. 
The filing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a fictitious busi-
ness name in violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino County Sentinel 
12/10/2021, 12/17/2021, 12/24/2021, 12/31/2021          
CNBB48202105MT 

FBN 20210012049     
The following person is doing business as: 
AA NUTRITION CENTER 723 N D ST 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92401; ( PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN 
BERNARDINO );[ MAILING ADDRESS 
5601 STAFFORD CT CHINO HILLS, 
CA 91709]; DERAR S HUMOND 5601 
STAFFORD CT CHINO HILLS, CA 91709 
The business is conducted by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to trans-
act business under the fictitious busi-
ness name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information in this 
statement is true and correct. A registrant who 
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/ DERAR S HUMOND, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/03/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a correct copy 
of the original statement on file in my office 
San Bernardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement expires 
five years from the date it was filed in the office 
of the county clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before that time. 
The filing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a fictitious busi-
ness name in violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common law (see Section 
14400 et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino County Sentinel 
12/10/2021, 12/17/2021, 12/24/2021, 12/31/2021          
CNBB48202106IR 

FBN 20210012284     
The following person is doing business as: WAR  
GUARDIANS 1375 W. SAN BERNARDINO 
RD. #156 COVINA, CA 91722; ( PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO 
); DONALD L DENOYER 1375 W. SAN 
BERNARDINO RD. #15 COVINA, CA 91722; 
SOCORRO LOPEZ ZEPEDA 1375 W. SAN 
BERNARDINO RD. #156 COVINA, CA 91722 
The business is conducted by: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP 
The registrant commenced to trans-
act business under the fictitious busi-
ness name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information in this 
statement is true and correct. A registrant who 
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/ DONALD L. DENOY-
ER, GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: 12/14/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 12/17/2021, 
12/24/2021, 12/31/2021, 01/07/2021          
CNBB49202101IR
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Courtney Suggests 
His Censure Is The 
Product Of Rose’s 
Superior Talent 
For Theatrics  from 
page 6 
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Despite Multiple 
Advanced Coronary 
Episode Response 
Methodologies They 
Could Have Brought 
To Bear, Paramed-
ics Stood Idle  from 
page 3

said, saying the city 
would experience “major 
liability” if the council 
did not address Court-
ney’s behavior with a 
censure.

Rose said, “The may-
or exploited my family, 
and he exploited me.”

Rose repeated Silva’s 
charge that Hart, while 
serving in the capacity 
of interim city manager, 
enabled Courtney.

“I can tell you in mul-
tiple conversations I had 
with Dr. Hart, he lied to 
support the mayor,” Rose 
said. “The mayor contin-
ues to be defiant.”

Rose said Courtney 
was involved in “the 
misuse of tax dollars, 
the use of power to in-
timidate our staff. He is 
hurting our city and con-
tinues to put our city at 
risk.”

Courtney disputed 
the suggestion that the 
flyer, which was paid for 
at his own expense, was 
intended for self-aggran-
dizement. Rather, he 
suggested, he was pro-
moting the city and had 
shared credit for what 
had been accomplished 
with the other mem-
bers of the city council. 
“There’s no personal 
gain in this for me,” he 
lamented, pointing out 
that the flyer, which had 

set him back $657, had 
been printed and distrib-
uted at his own “personal 
expense,” Courtney said. 
He was merely working 
to create, the mayor said, 
a “better Barstow” and 
was giving the city “free 
advertising” he was now 
being chastised for.

He had learned his 
lesson, Courtney insist-
ed and vowed, “I will not 
use the city logo nor the 
city seal.”

Courtney referenced 
Stemler’s May 28 letter, 
which indicated that the 
district attorney’s office 
considered the Brown 
Act violation matter now 
closed as a consequence 
of the council having 
committed to a tutorial 
about the state’s open 
public meeting regula-
tions and how to adhere 
to them. He said that 
Silva’s and Rose’s effort 
to subject him to the cen-
sure motion was a politi-
cal ruse to undercut his 
legitimate mayoral au-
thority.

Courtney said he had 
removed Rose as mayor 
pro tem because she was 
unequal to the task of 
leading the city in his ab-
sence. He suggested that 
she was overdramatizing 
the situation in an effort 
to harm him politically. 
He removed her as his 
back-up because of, he 
said, her “previous ac-
tions, words and candor. 
I cannot continue to sit 
here with what was go-
ing on, and it was going 
on for months. So, when 
the decision was made 

to make sure if in my 
absence the person that 
sits on the dais would at 
least not have a temper 
tantrum or speak down 
to the CM [city manager] 
or staff, I became very 
uncomfortable. It was 
not just me [that was] un-
comfortable, but the con-
tinued remarks from the 
general public. I warned 
you. I told you so, but it 
just continues to go on 
and on and on and on 
about Barbara Rose.”

Addressing Rose di-
rectly, he said, “I respect 
the fact that you hold 
your family high and 
close. So do I. If I want-
ed to get into the perfor-
mance mode like you are 
well known to do, I can 
shed a tear, too. But I’m 
not into performance. 
I’m into getting things 
done. For you to sit here 
and say that the city 
manager and city attor-
ney had several conver-
sations with me about li-
ability and on and on and 
on, me doing my job, I’m 
surprised you would sit 
here and say that. For you 
to say that, I’m not really 
surprised because you’re 
into theatrics, and you’re 
pretty good at it. I just 
roll with the flow when 
you try to indicate that 
I’ve cost the city a hun-
dred thousand dollars in 
legal fees, etcetera, etcet-
era. I know your chosen 
profession is HR [human 
resources], according 
to you. I’m thankful it’s 
not accounting or num-
bers, because we would 
really be in trouble. Dr. 

Hart: I do encourage you 
all to go take a look at 
how Dr. Hart was treated 
by Barbara Rose, meet-
ing, after meeting, after 
meeting, after meeting, 
after meeting. She can 
speak about her want for 
the censure or whatever 
the case may be. I got 
that, because she has the 
ability to present her ar-
gument, just like I have 
the ability to present my 
argument. I’m not going 
to laugh at her or snicker 
at her. I choose not to re-
duce myself to that level 
where I got to get into 
the performance mode. 
It is like a theater. I don’t 
come here twice a month 
for the theater. I come 
here twice a month to 
do policy, procedure, et-
cetera, hopin’ to get the 
majority to continue to 
move our city forward. 
We are moving our city 
forward despite what 
you are witnessing up 
here. Do we apparently 
have a city staff member 
or city staff saying what-
ever? Perhaps we do. I’m 
not surprised at anything 
that’s being said.”

Courtney said he is 
being attacked by the 
same small crowd of 
malcontent residents 
who are demonizing the 
police chief as corrupt 
and being involved in a 
“cover-up.” The police 
chief’s performance, 
Courtney said, has been 
exemplary.

“They question ev-
ery single item on the 
agenda,” Courtney said 
of the naysayers, “but 

in the end the majority 
continues to move things 
forward. The majority 
has been 3-2, 3-2, 3-2, 
because that’s how we 
get things done.”

The majority Court-
ney alluded to consisted 
of him, Noble and Dyer-
Kruse.

“The majority love 
the fact that the City of 
Barstow is moving for-
ward,” he said.

Courtney implied that 
the minority of Rose and 
Silva are running behind, 
and that is why they were 
pursuing the censure. He 
accused Rose of racism, 
saying that she objected 
to Noble being named 
mayor pro tem “because 
he looked like me.” Both 
Noble and Courtney are 
African-American. Rose 
is Hispanic.

When questioned by 
Silva, Courtney denied 
intimidating city staff.

Courtney said it was 
not necessary to spend 
precious city funds to 
carry out an indepen-
dent investigation. “It’s 
money we don’t have,” 
he said.

The mayor was un-
able to convince the 
council to reconsider its 
censure action, however, 
and of significance was 
that his remaining ally 
on the council, Dyer-
Kruse, abandoned him 
to support the censure 
resolution. Dyer-Kruse 
said before the vote that 
Courtney’s actions with 
regard to the flyer and 
the Brown Act violations 
were “concerning,” but 

that the mayor had de-
sisted in that action. This 
was a seeming indica-
tion she did not think the 
censure was necessary. 
Ultimately, however, she 
supported the censure of 
the mayor.

Silva managed to take 
it beyond that, getting 
the city council, includ-
ing Dyer-Kruse, to fol-
low up with a secondary 
motion to have an inde-
pendent investigation 
into Courtney’s action.

Courtney remained 
unbowed.

“We can pick and 
choose a lot of stuff that 
was done wrong,” he 
said. “The truth is a lot 
of stuff was done right 
and it will continue to 
be done right. I can chal-
lenge any of you who 
want to beat up on us: 
‘There is an election 
coming up in 2022. Sign 
up.’”

The mayor said he did 
not want to and would 
not run for reelection is 
2024, but remained com-
mitted to serving out the 
term he was elected to.

“Life continues,” he 
said. “If the vote is to 
censure me, I can live 
with it. I’m going on.”

Those close to City 
Hall said that whether 
Courtney will remain as 
a political force is rid-
ing on the independent 
investigation, and that 
if it is shown Courtney 
threatened city employ-
ees as he was accused of 
by Silva, his authority, 
already diminished, will 
elapse entirely.

paramedic units are pro-
vided with an automated 
CPR device known as 
AutoPulse which offers 
continuous high-quality 
and precisely calibrated 
automated compres-
sions by performing a 
circumferential squeeze 
of the thoracic region. 
Personnel are trained to 
augment the AutoPulse 
with apneic oxygenation, 
which is the practice of 
applying a nasal can-
nula providing oxygen 

at a rate of 15 liters per 
minute prior to intuba-
tion taking place. In ad-
dition, the paramedic 
units are equipped with 
an impedance threshold 
device, commercially 
known as an ResQPOD, 
positioned inline of the 
ventilation circuit pro-
viding apneic oxygen-
ation. The impedance 
threshold device lowers 
intrathoracic pressure 
during the recoil phase 
of CPR by selectively 
restricting unnecessary 
airflow into the chest. 
This vacuum increases 
preload, lowers intracra-
nial pressure, and im-
proves blood flow to the 
brain and vital organs. In 
addition, the Rialto Fire 
Department’s paramedic 
personnel are provided 

with cardiac event vic-
tim life-sustaining train-
ing that is advanced of 
the medical industry 
standard, including what 
is referred to as “heads-
up CPR” and defibrilla-
tion delaying techniques. 
Heads-up CPR is used 
in conjunction with au-
tomated CPR and is 
achieved by elevating the 
patient’s head and torso 
to a 30-degree angle, 
thus reducing venous 
pressure, allowing an 
increased blood flow to 
the heart from the brain. 
Heads-up CPR decreases 
intracranial pressure and 
increases coronary and 
cerebral perfusion pres-
sures. This allows deox-
ygenated blood to return 
to the heart and oxygen-
ated blood to be pumped 

to the brain. Rialto 
paramedics are further 
trained that when en-
countering cardiac arrest 
patients with prolonged 
downtime, ventricular fi-
brillation or an end tidal 
carbon dioxide level of 
less than 20mmHg, that 
defibrillation should be 
delayed prior to adminis-
tering high quality CPR 
to increase perfusion 
and correct hypoxia and 
further resolve acidosis. 
Through delaying fibril-
lation until after efficient 
CPR is accomplished 
and increasing perfusion 
and reversing acidosis, 
the heart becomes more 
receptive to electrical 
therapy, increasing the 
probability for the return 
of spontaneous circu-
lation and the resump-

tion of a sustained heart 
rhythm.

Despite the high level 
of training and availabil-
ity of advanced equip-
ment that could have 
potentially kept Angulo 
alive, the refusal of the 
two paramedics on scene 
at the Rialto Post Acute 
Care Center on Novem-
ber 17 to enter the facil-
ity prevented that level 
of care being applied in 
a timely manner.

Footage of Ballew’s 
body-worn camera re-
leased by the city shows 
Ballew approaching the 
entrance of the Rialto 
Post Acute Care Cen-
ter. Already in place are 
two paramedics, who are 
standing at either side 
of the automated side-
sliding entrance into the 

Rialto Post Acute Care 
Center. At one point, 
when Ballew turns 
slightly, a third Rialto 
firefighter can be seen 
standing off to Ballew’s 
side. Ballew then en-
gages in a brief but inau-
dible conversation with 
the two paramedics, af-
ter which he enters the 
building.

The video’s field of 
view, essentially from 
Ballew’s perspective, 
shows him progressing 
down a hallway toward 
a nursing station and 
then turning left into 
an adjoining hallway 
within the facility. A fe-
male employee in nurse’s 
decorative scrubs can be 
heard inquiring about 
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the paramedics’ inac-
tion, emphasizing, “It’s 
cardiac arrest!”

Ballew is heard re-
sponding, “They are not 
going to come in. They’re 
saying it’s a state law that 
they can’t come in.” He 
then makes a right turn 
into another hallway off 
of which the room where 
Angulo is being attended 
to is located. As Ballew 
approaches, a nurse can 
be heard hurriedly ap-
prising him of the situa-
tion. “It’s cardiac arrest. 
We’re doing compres-
sion. You cannot move 
him while we’re doing 
compressions.”

Shortly thereafter, 
again from Ballew’s 
perspective, he can be 
seen pushing the bed 
onto which Angulo is 
sprawled down the hall-
ways, while a nurse, who 
is kneeling on the bed to 
Angulo’s side frantically 
performs CPR on him. 

Ballew can be heard tell-
ing other nursing facil-
ity personnel that he can 
push the wheel-less bed 
on his own, but that he 
needs their help guid-
ing it down the facil-
ity’s corridor. When the 
bed containing Angulo 
reaches the sliding door 
entrance/exit to the facil-
ity, the paramedics can 
be seen outside the door. 
Still, they remain on the 
other side of the door 
until the bed is pushed 
entirely outside of the 
facility.

There is no California 
law preventing paramed-
ics or firefighters in gen-
eral from entering acute 
care facilities, nursing 
homes or convalescent 
facilities. Nevertheless, 
in the aftermath of the 
COVID-19 pandemic, 
during the early and mid-
stages of which there was 
a rash of deaths within 
nursing homes, there 

were directives made to 
public safety and public 
health personnel relating 
to precautionary mea-
sures to be taken with 
regard to operating at or 
near nursing homes and 
convalescent care facili-
ties.

One of those was an 
April 2020 memo from 
the San Bernardino 
County Fire Chiefs As-
sociation stating that fire 
personnel should mini-
mize the risk of their 
exposure to the coro-
navirus, particularly in 
settings where it was 
known to be flourishing. 
According to that memo, 
personnel should seek 
to render lifesaving as-
sistance outside the con-
fines of nursing homes 
and convalescent care 
facilities, and “all dis-
patch centers will be re-
questing the facilities to 
move patients to the door 
or outside the location.”

Nevertheless, the in-
structions in the memo 
do not expressly forbid 
all personnel from going 
into such settings. The 
memo stated that “if the 
patient cannot be trans-
ferred to [the] exit for or 

outside prior to arrival, 
one member of fire/EMS 
personnel should ini-
tially interact with the 
patient.”

Word of what had 
occurred at the Rialto 
Acute Care Facility and 
Angulo’s death spread 
quickly.

Articles detailing 
some of the particulars 
appeared in the San Ber-
nardino Sun, the Inland 
Valley Daily Bulletin, 
the Los Angeles Times, 
the San Jose Mercury 
News, the Atlanta Black 
Star, the United Voice 
and the Daily Mail. In 
addition, the CBS affili-
ate in Los Angeles, the 
Los Angeles ABC affili-
ate and Fox News, both 
locally and nationally, 
covered the story. Mul-
tiple websites, includ-
ing newskudo.com, Ya-
hooNews, planet-today.
com, the worldnews.
net, whitehousewire.
com, newsbreak.com, 
nigerianlatestnews.com, 
the palmierireport.com, 
freedomrockradio.com, 
parrotnews247.com, pa-
triotnewsusa.com, and 
newsfeeds.media latched 
on to the story.

In response, Rialto’s 
acting fire chief, Brian 
Park, placed the two 
paramedics who Ballew 
encountered at the en-
trance to the Rialto Post 
Acute Care Center on 
paid leave. It is not clear 
whether the suspen-
sion applied to a third 
firefighter present when 
Ballew arrived and a 
fourth firefighter known 
to have been present 
when he emerged from 
the facility on November 
17.

Rialto Mayor Debo-
rah Robertson publicly 
stated that an internal in-
vestigation being carried 
out into the matter “will 
focus on the conduct of 
the responding fire de-
partment personnel and 
the reasons those per-
sonnel did not enter the 
acute care facility imme-
diately.”

Rialto spokesman 
Adan Ortega said the 
investigation will not be 
conducted in-house and 
will not whitewash what 
occurred. The city and its 
fire department, Ortega 
said, “hired a third-party 
law firm to conduct all 
the interviews because 

the city wants the chips 
to fall where they may at 
the conclusion of this in-
vestigation.”

Ortega’s statement 
went beyond what Rob-
ertson was willing to 
say. The mayor implied 
the city was interested 
only in determining why 
what had occurred hap-
pened. Ortega indicated 
the paramedics involved 
may either be disciplined 
or fired outright for not 
administering aid to An-
gulo under the circum-
stances.

That will not happen, 
department personnel 
and members of the Ri-
alto Professional Fire-
fighters Local #3688 told 
the Sentinel.

“They were just doing 
what they were supposed 
to do,” one of those fire-
fighters said of the two 
paramedics. “The memo 
was in writing. That 
came from Chief Gray-
son and it was never 
rescinded, even now 
that Brian [Park] is the 
chief. If something went 
wrong, that’s on them. 
They can’t touch us.”

-Mark Gutglueck

sory Committee.
She was presented 

with multiple awards 
over the years, including 
the Association of Cali-
fornia School Adminis-
trators Diversity Medal, 
the Boys and Girls Club 
of San Bernardino Com-
munity Award, the East-

ern Star Community 
Service Award, and Faith 
Temple Ministries Edu-
cator of the Year Award.

Hill was a founding 
member of the CREST 
(Community Reentry 
Education/Employment 
Services and Training) 
Program. She founded 
on her own the non-profit 
Maggie’s Kids Founda-
tion.

In 2006 she came out 
of retirement to return 

to work at the San Ber-
nardino County Superin-
tendent of Schools office, 
serving in the capacity of 
assistant superintendent 
of administrative servic-
es until her retirement on 
July 2, 2012.

In 2011 she ran suc-
cessfully for the board of 
the San Bernardino City 
Unified School District. 
She was later elevated 
to board president, and 
was still a board member 

when she passed away.
The district honored 

her by naming its board-
room the Dr. Margaret 
Hill Community Room 
in 2019.

Hill had sought the 
position on the board in 
2011, even though she 
had just learned that she 
had been diagnosed with 
cancer. She campaigned 
successfully, despite go-
ing through numerous 
rounds of chemotherapy.

“Dr. Hill was loved 
for her warm heart and 
frequently encouraged 
educators to motivate 
kids with ‘more hugs 
than tugs,’” said San 
Bernardino City Unified 
School Board President 
Dr. Scott Wyatt. “We 
are better because she 
led with strength, love 
and compassion for ev-
eryone. We will miss her 
every day.”

“Dr. Hill’s tireless, 

kind and cheerful pres-
ence made her arguably 
the most admired leader 
in San Bernardino and 
among the greats state-
wide throughout the edu-
cation community,” said 
San Bernardino City 
Unified School District 
Superintendent Doc Er-
vin. “She inspired me 
and I am thankful to 
have worked with her 
here.”

-M.G.
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According to a staff re-
port accompanying Tues-
day night’s council meet-
ing, “At the December 7, 
2021 city council meet-
ing, Mayor Barich and 
Mayor Pro Tem Tejeda 
reported on their Council 
District 5 outreach efforts 
to contact former city 
council members resid-
ing in District 5. Based on 
the information gathered 
during phone interviews, 
it was recommended by 
Mayor Barich and Mayor 
Pro Tem Tejeda that the 
city council appoint for-
mer Council Member 

Mick Gallagher to fill 
the upcoming vacancy in 
Council District 5. Fur-
ther, to promote transpar-
ency in the appointment 
process, it was suggested 
that the council interview 
the former council mem-
ber at the next council 
meeting of December 21, 
2021.”

Indeed, Gallagher 
was on hand for Tuesday 
night’s meeting, and he 
responded to questions 
put to him by the council 
members.

Councilwoman Jenna 
Guzman-Lowery, per-
haps in reference to the 
rumors swirling about 
her and the rest of the 
council relating to the 
graftfest and payola ring 

led by Foster, with a ner-
vous laugh referenced 
surveys of residents and 
constituents that detected 
“the lack of faith in our 
government. So, I think 
moments like this offer 
us an opportunity to re-
ally demonstrate that we 
are listening, and that we 
would like to include peo-
ple in that process.”

She inquired of Galla-
gher what qualities he be-
lieved a council member 
should embody.

“Integrity and being 
open,” Gallagher said.

Throughout his com-
ments and responses to 
the council, Gallagher 
carefully avoided any 
mention of development 
in the city.

To Tejeda’s question 
as to his future political 
ambition, Gallagher said, 
“I’m here to serve the 
City of Redlands. I have 
no intentions of - and I 
give you my word that I 
will not – run for reelec-
tion.”

Mayor Paul Barich 
said, “We need someone 
who is experienced. This 
is not on-the-job train-
ing.”

Bypassed in the ap-
pointment process was 
Ryan Johnson, who vied 
against Foster in the 2018 
election in the city’s Dis-
trict 5 contest.

There was no sugges-
tion by any member of 
the council of consider-
ing anyone else for the 

position, although during 
public comment, Den-
nis Bell suggested that 
before the council makes 
its appointment, it solicit 
applications for the post 
“to see what kind of ap-
plicant pool the city has. 
You might be surprised.”

The council did not 
comply with Bell’s sug-
gestion.

In accordance with 
what was placed on the 
agenda for that evening, 
at the conclusion of the 
item, staff was given di-
rection to agendize the 
appointment of Gallagher 
as Foster’s successor for 
the January 18, 2022 city 
council meeting.

-Mark Gutglueck

ucator.
He attended the Uni-

versity of California at 
Berkeley, where he was 
a member of the football 
team.

English earned a 

master’s degree in edu-
cational administration 
from Cal State San Ber-
nardino and is pursuing 
a doctorate in education 
from the University of 
Southern California, ac-
cording to the district.

His oldest son is a 
student at Colony High 
School.
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