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By Mark Gutglueck
Since the San Ber-

nardino County Sheriff’s 
Department initiated 
what it has dubbed Oper-
ation Hammer Strike on 
August 30 of this year, 
its deputies had seized 
through twelve weeks 
of effort as of November 
26 what the department 
calculated as exceeding 
$200 million worth of 
marijuana being grown 
at unlicensed operations.

Questions are emerg-
ing with regard to the ac-

counting for the sheriff’s 
department’s most recent 
version of its longstand-
ing marijuana eradica-
tion project, which under 
the 2021-2022 county 
budget is being subsi-
dized with $4 million 
earmarked by the board 
of supervisors. The de-
partment, under former 
Sheriff John McMahon, 
had as of January begun 
a concerted effort to find 
and shutter marijuana 
farms operating in the 
relative open, generally 

using sunlight to culti-
vate the plants, primarily 
in San Bernardino Coun-
ty’s vast Mojave Desert. 
While those operations 
sometimes entailed the 
arrest of those present at 
the farms and involved 
in their operations, par-
ticularly if they dem-
onstrated themselves to 
be involved in another 
crime such as carrying 
an unlicensed firearm, 
most of those in place 
at the makeshift cultiva-
tion sites were cited and 

released or simply re-
leased.

McMahon’s voluntary 
resignation as sheriff be-
came effective in July, 
shortly after the begin-
ning of the current fis-
cal year. His successor, 
Shannon Dicus, has now 
burned through nearly $3 
million of the $4 million 
that was set aside to rid 
San Bernardino Coun-
ty’s vast desert outback 
of the scourge of unper-
mitted marijuana farms, 
having expanded the 

sheriff’s department’s 
marijuana enforcement 
program from one to 
five teams while fund-
ing their constant activ-
ity for more than three 
months. The deputies, 
five sergeants and one 
lieutenant assigned to 
those teams have fanned 
out over the desert, from 
Piñón Hills to Phelan 
to Oak Hills to Sum-
mit Valley to Hesperia 
to Apple Valley to Vic-
torville to Oro Grande 
to Helendale 

The San Bernardi-
no City Council on 
Wednesday night voted 
unanimously to censure 
Mayor John Valdivia.

The action came not 
quite three years after 
Valdivia was sworn in as 
mayor, and was sparked 
by his diversion, earlier 
this year, of taxpayer 
money used to promote 
himself politically.

Valdivia and his attor-
ney, Rod Pacheco, were 
unable to dissuade the 
council from making an 
official record of its col-
lective condemnation of 
what has been roundly 
considered the mayor’s 
misuse of his authority. 
Nevertheless, Pacheco 
and the mayor did effec-
tuate a strategy of calling 
into question the thor-
oughness, one-sidedness 
and therefore the fair-
ness of the censure pro-
ceeding, which at least 
for Valdivia’s partisans 
served to blunt the onus 
of the castigation he was 
subjected to.

The grounds given for 
the council’s reproval of 
its presiding officer in-
cluded those diversions 
and similar questionable 
uses of public money 
over the last two-and-
a-half years, but did not 
extend to even more se-
rious accusations related 
to graft and bribetaking 
on Valdivia’s part which 
have been openly spoken 
about within the county 
seat even before he was 
elected mayor, nor did 
it catalog multiple ex-
amples of his comport-
ment toward several city 
employees, five of whom 
have now filed suit 
against him and the city.

The censure, which 
stood as the strongest 
showing of displeasure 
that the council could 
make with regard to the 
mayor’s conduct in of-
fice, has no im-

Cucamonga Valley 
Water District Board 
Member Luis Cetina’s 
announcement of his 
candidacy for Second 
District supervisor in 
2022 signals a set of 
behind-the-scene politi-
cal developments at the 
county, several of which 
will not be publicly re-
vealed for weeks or 
months.

The Sentinel has 
learned that Cetina has 

brokered a deal with in-
cumbent Second District 
Supervisor Janice Ruth-
erford for her support 
in return for Cetina’s 
commitment to maintain 
the county employment 
status of the Second Dis-
trict supervisor’s current 
staff members.

Moreover, the deal 
between Rutherford and 
Cetina is an indication 
that an arrangement be-
tween Rutherford and 

Bob Dutton, San Ber-
nardino County’s as-
sessor-recorder-county 
clerk, in which they 
would mutually support 
one another in Dutton 
making a run for Second 
District supervisor next 
year and Rutherford run-
ning to replace Dutton as 
assessor-recorder-county 
clerk, is no longer opera-
tive.

Simultaneously, the 
accommodation between 

Cetina and Rutherford 
sets the stage for Ruther-
ford’s former colleague 
on both the board of su-
pervisors and the Fon-
tana City Council, Josie 
Gonzales, making a run 
against Dutton next year. 
Meanwhile, up in the air 
are the potential Second 
District supervisorial 
candidacies of current 
Fontana Mayor Acqua-
netta Warren, who more 
than a decade-and-a-half 

ago served on the Fon-
tana City Council with 
Rutherford and Gonza-
les, as well as former 
Fontana City Council-
man Jesse Armendarez, 
who in 2020 ran a failed 
campaign for supervisor 
in the Fifth District.

Another open ques-
tion is what is to be-
come of Rutherford, who 
under San Bernardino 
County’s currently appli-
cable term lim-

The California De-
partment of Water Re-
sources on Wednesday 
announced that it will 
not be allocating any wa-
ter from the State Water 
Project to any of the 29 
water agencies that con-
tract to receive that wa-
ter at least through the 
first several months of 
2022.

“Given the un-
precedented drought 
conditions, the State 

Water Project’s initial al-
location will focus on the 
health and safety needs 
for 2022 of the 29 water 
agencies that contract to 
receive State Water Proj-
ect supplies,” a state-
ment by the agency on 
December 1 reads. “The 
Department of Water 
Resources has advised 
these water agencies 
to expect an initial al-
location that prioritizes 
health and safety water 

needs and that the State 
Water Project will not be 
planning water deliver-
ies through its typical 
allocation process until 
the state has a clearer 
picture of the hydrologic 
and reservoir conditions 
going into the spring.”

The California State 
Water Project is a multi-
purpose water storage 
and delivery system 
that extends more than 
705 miles, running 

two-thirds the length of 
California. It consists of 
a collection of canals, 
pipelines, reservoirs, 
and hydroelectric power 
facilities which capture 
snowmelt in Northern 
California and delivers 
that potable water to 27 
million Californians, 
750,000 acres of farm-
land, and businesses 
throughout the state.

Wednesday’s an-
nouncement came as 

California faces a con-
tinuing and severe 
drought. The Depart-
ment of Water Resources 
has engaged in periodic 
shuttering of the water 
system in the past, but 
this is the earliest date at 
which a zero percent wa-
ter allocation announce-
ment has ever been 
made.

Each year, the Depart-
ment of Water Resources 
provides the 

Over the last 50 
months since it was first 
introduced publicly there 
has been little move-
ment with regard to the 
proposal to have Loma 
Linda de-annex over 
200 acres lying within 
its city limits so the City 
of Colton can subsume 
them to allow a subdivi-
sion of homes to be built 
at the farthest western 
extension of the vast 

undeveloped wilderness 
sometimes referred to as 
the South Hills.

In general, political 
entities and governments 
which oversee nations, 
states, counties, cities, 
towns or villages seek 
to expand and take on 
more territory, more au-
thority and more power. 
It goes against the grain 
and the flow of nature for 
a government to surren-

der power or authority 
or give up land. Never-
theless, that is what the 
City of Loma Linda is 
being called upon to do 
near its border with the 
City of Colton in Reche 
Canyon. And while all 
of the requirements for 
that to occur have not 
been lined up, it appears 
that once everything is 
in place, a majority of 
Loma Linda of-

The San Bernardino 
County Board of Su-
pervisors next week is 
scheduled to approve 
two contracts totaling 
$39 million with two 
vendors who are to sup-
ply ballots and voting 
pamphlets to be used by 
the county’s voters at all 
local elections to be held 
for the next five years.

On Tuesday, the board 
will consider a $17 mil-

lion contract with Top-
pan Merrill, LLC for 
printing and mailing 
services for voter infor-
mation guides for the pe-
riod of January 1, 2022 
through December 31, 
2026.

Voter information 
guides are mailed to vot-
ers approximately one 
month before an election 
to assist with exercis-
ing the right to 
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to Silverlakes to Adel-
anto to Hinkley to Four 
Corners to Barstow to 
Yermo to Newberry 
Springs to Twentynine 
Palms to Joshua Tree to 
Desert Heights to Land-
ers to Johnson Valley 
to Lucerne Valley. With 
the added funding, the 
department has proven 

more aggressive than it 
was earlier in the year, 
and those caught at the 
sites where the cultiva-
tion is ongoing have been 
arrested and in most cas-
es jailed, since the fund-
ing the sheriff’s depart-
ment is receiving allows 
for defraying the cost of 
housing the arrestees at 
the sheriff’s various jails.

As of last week, ac-
cording to the depart-
ment, it has taken down 
1,623 illegal outdoor 
greenhouses in the past 12 
weeks, raided and shut-
tered 14 indoor growing 
operations, served 292 
search warrants in con-

junction with the opera-
tions, made 346 arrests, 
cut down or uprooted and 
carried off 292,192 mari-
juana plants, otherwise 
seized 56,249.4 pounds 
of processed marijuana, 
taken out of the posses-
sion of those involved in 
illicit marijuana produc-
tion a total of 87 guns, 
confiscated $849,449 in 
cash which the depart-
ment said was the pro-
ceeds from illicit mari-
juana sales, discovered 
in the course of its opera-
tions eight illegal elec-
trical bypasses, and has 
come across and disman-
tled five THC extraction 

labs. As an inadvertent 
byproduct of the sher-
iff’s department’s activ-
ity, deputies have seized 
eight grams of metham-
phetamine that was in the 
possession of those it ar-
rested.

Though the depart-
ment did not provide 
its estimate of the total 
wholesale product value 
of cannabis seized dur-
ing the 12 weeks of Op-
eration Hammer Strike’s 
effort, it did provide one 
for the first eleven weeks, 
that being $194,052,220.

The department did 
not offer a legend or key 
to how the $194,052,220 
figure had been calculat-
ed. It is just that lack of 
clarity that has brought 
the accounting of the op-
eration into question.

Further questions at-
tain to what has become 
of the product seized.

Complicating fac-
tors include the generic 
description of the plants 
uprooted, a lack of trans-
parency as to the ultimate 
disposition of those plants 
and processed marijuana, 
difficulties with or lack 
of availability of records 
relating to the individu-
als arrested and charged 
along with the quantifica-
tion and/or preservation 
of the marijuana they are 
accused of cultivating or 
harvesting and lax cus-
tody or preservation of 

the processed substances 
that were a product of the 
illicit cultivation activity.

Earlier this year, under 
McMahon, the depart-
ment made a display of 
large amounts of seized 
marijuana being de-
stroyed. In at least some 
of the earlier operations, 
no charges against the 
growers or those man-
ning the growing opera-
tions were forthcoming. 
Thus, preserving the 
marijuana seized as evi-
dence was not necessary. 
Under the even more en-
ergetic program being 
carried out under Dicus, 
however, those encoun-
tered at the farms are be-
ing arrested rather than 
merely being issued ci-
tations as was occurring 

previously. This implies 
that those being arrested 
are going to be formally 
charged and prosecuted. 
Indeed, officials with the 
department have made 
statements to that ef-
fect, and the district at-
torney’s office is known 
to be beefing up its staff 
to handle what is antici-
pated to be an influx of 
over 1,000 cases against 
defendants for participat-
ing in illicit cultivation 
of marijuana or owning 
property where that ac-
tivity took place.

While the vast major-
ity of those defendants in 
mounting their legal de-
fenses if they mount legal 
defenses at all would not 
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AVISO PÚBLICO DEL DTSC
_________________________________________

Departamento de Control de Sustancias Tóxicas – Nuestra misión es proteger a las per-
sonas, las comunidades y el medio ambiente de California contra sustancias perjudiciales 
limpiando los sitios contaminados, haciendo cumplir las leyes sobre residuos peligrosos y 
apremiando la elaboración de productos más seguros.____________________________________________________________________

CONVENIO PROPUESTO PARA EL USO DE SUELO 
ANTERIORMENTE RANCHO C CLEANERS

8782 19TH STREET
RANCHO CUCAMONGA

Periodo de Comentarios Público: Del 3 de diciembre al 14 de enero de 2022
QUÉ ES LO QUE SE PROPONE: El Departamento de Control de Sustancias Tóxicas 

(DTSC) de California lo invita a dar sus comentarios sobre el borrador del Convenio y Acu-
erdo de Uso del Suelo (Convenio) del anteriormente conocido Rancho C Cleaners (Sitio). El 
Sitio es un área de 18,700 pies cuadrados que se encuentra dentro del Complejo Comercial 
Alta Loma de 8.8 acres (Propiedad) ubicado en la esquina noroeste de Carnelian Street y 
19th Street en Rancho Cucamonga, California. El Sitio alojaba al anteriormente conocido 
Rancho C Cleaners que operó en la Propiedad durante aproximadamente 42 años, hasta 2019. 
Para evaluar el riesgo potencial para la salud humana de los productos químicos asociados 
con la operación de la tintorería, se realizó una Evaluación Ambiental Preliminar (PEA) en 
2019-2020 para investigar los compuestos orgánicos volátiles en el gas del suelo y el aire 
interior del Sitio. La PEA indicó niveles de tetracloroeteno (PCE) en suelos poco profundos 
debajo del Sitio por encima de las pautas reglamentarias para uso residencial (o no restrin-
gido) del suelo, pero aceptable para uso del suelo comercial / industrial. No se detectó PCE 
en el aire interior por encima de las pautas regulatorias comerciales / industriales durante 
múltiples eventos de muestreo estacionales.

El DTSC ha concluido que es razonablemente necesario restringir el uso del Sitio al uso 
comercial o industrial a fin de proteger la salud o la seguridad presentes o futuras de los 
seres humanos o del medio ambiente, y que esta estipulación se requiere como remedio del 
Sitio aprobado por el Departamento. El Departamento también ha concluido que el Sitio, si 
se usa en cumplimiento con las Restricciones Ambientales de este Convenio, no presenta un 
riesgo inaceptable para la salud o la seguridad presentes o futuras de los seres humanos o 
del medio ambiente.

PERIODO DE COMENTARIOS PÚBLICO – Del 3 de diciem-
bre al 14 de enero de 2022: Favor de enviar sus comentarios a Aslam Shareef, Ger-
ente de Proyecto del DTSC a 5796 Corporate Avenue, Cypress, CA 90630, correo electróni-
co: Aslam.Shareef@dtsc.ca.gov. Todos los comentarios deben ser matasellados por correo o 
ser enviados vía correo electrónico a más tardar el 14 de enero de 2022.

DÓNDE ENCONTRAR LOS DOCUMENTOS DEL PROYEC-
TO: Oficina regional del DTSC en Cypress, 5796 Corporate Avenue, Cypress, California 
90630. (714) 484-5337, favor de llamar para pedir una cita.

Base de datos EnviroStor del Proyecto del Departamento de Control de Sustancias Tóxi-
cas:

https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/profile_report.asp?global_id=60002908
INFORMACIÓN DE CONTACTO: Si tiene cualquier duda o inquietud, 

comuníquese con:
Aslam Shareef
Criss Trinidad
Barbara Zumwalt
Gerente de Proyecto
Especialista en Participación Pública
Funcionario de Información Pública
(714) 484-5472
(657) 777-9829
(916) 445-2964
Aslam.Shareef@dtsc.ca.gov
Criss.Trinidad@dtsc.ca.gov
Barbara.Zumwalt@dtsc.ca.gov

Se puede encontrar información adicional sobre los sitios del DTSC a traves de nuestro EnviroStor.

initial State Water Proj-
ect allocation by De-
cember 1 based on avail-
able water storage and 
projected water supply 
demands. Allocations 
are updated monthly as 
snowpack and runoff 
information is assessed, 
with a final allocation 
typically determined in 
May or June.

The lowest initial al-
locations to occur on 
December 1 in past years 
were 5 percent in 2010 
and 2014. Last year, the 
initial State Water Proj-
ect allocation was 10 
percent, though because 
of increasing dry condi-
tions, the final allocation 
was lowered to 5 percent.

“Despite a wet start 
to the water year, con-

ditions have dried out 
since that first storm and 
we are still planning for 
a below-average water 
year,” said Department 
of Water Resources Di-
rector Karla Nemeth. 
“That means we need 
to prepare now for a 
dry winter and severe 
drought conditions to 
continue through 2022. 
We will be working with 
our federal partners and 
State Water Project con-
tractors to take a conser-
vative planning approach 
to balance limited water 
supplies with the needs 
of residents, businesses, 
and the environment.”

According to the De-
partment of Water Re-
sources, it is now focus-
ing on prioritizing the 
available water supply in 
four categories: water for 
health and safety needs 
and California Delta sa-
linity control; water for 
endangered species; wa-
ter to reserve in storage; 
and water for additional 

supply allocations if the 
hydrology allows.

While the Depart-
ment of Water Resources 
is tasked with ensur-
ing the delivery of ad-
equate water throughout 
the state, there has been 
significant prioritization 
with regard to the ecol-
ogy of the Sacramen-
to–San Joaquin River 
Delta, also known as the 
California Delta, in re-
cent years, as diversions 
of water from it and the 
drought have begun to 
threaten dozens of spe-
cies within its footprint. 
The California Delta 
is an expansive inland 
river delta and estuary 
in Northern California, 
formed at the western 
edge of the Central Val-
ley by the confluence of 
the Sacramento and San 
Joaquin rivers, and lies 
just east of where the 
rivers enter Suisun Bay, 
which flows into San 

California An-
nounced Its Lowest 
H2O Allocation As 
Of December 1 Ever 
This  from front page

Continued on Page 4
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University Of Arizona Investment Group 
Wants To Put Nearly 17 Homes Per 10 
Acres On Land Now In Loma Linda 
Where A Single Home Per 10 Acres Is Al-
lowed  from front page

ficials will be willing 
for the de-annexation to 
take place.

University Realty 
LLC is proposing to con-
struct 350 houses on 209 
acres that currently fall 
within the City of Loma 
Linda’s jurisdiction at 
that city’s farthest exten-
sion westward.

The property at issue 
lies proximate to Re-
che Canyon in Colton, a 
once rustic area that has 
become more urbanized 
as a consequence of in-
cremental development 
that has been ongoing 
for three-quarters of 
a century. Simultane-
ously, there has been an 
intensification of the use 
of Reche Canyon Road, 
once a little-used back 
passage linking San Ber-
nardino and Riverside 
counties which became 
a far more popular thor-
oughfare in the decades 
since the 1984 incorpo-
ration of Moreno Valley.

University Realty 
LLC, also known as 
Arizona State Univer-
sity Enterprise Partners, 
is an arm of Arizona 
State University which 

is engaged in raising 
money for that institu-
tion of higher learning 
by acquiring donations 
of property which can 
be developed commer-
cially, residentially, and 
industrially to create 
a revenue stream, ul-
timately passed along 
to the university, or to 
otherwise make invest-
ments in real estate that 
can subsequently be sold 
at a profit, and to engage 
in development projects 
including what Univer-
sity Realty founder and 
chief executive officer 
M. Randy Levin terms 
“full service, ground-up 
development including 
acquisitions and entitle-
ments of land, master-
planning and building 
design, construction, 
and financing of office, 
industrial and multi-
family projects.”

Loma Linda is con-
templating de-annex-
ation of the 209 acres 
because, lying at the ex-
treme west end of Loma 
Linda, the property is 
separated by nearly a 
mile from the closest 
available municipal in-

frastructure and utili-
ties further eastward 
in Loma Linda, on the 
other side of the roughly 
3,000-acre undeveloped 
South Hills wilderness. 
Thus, Loma Linda can-
not economically pro-
vide the road access, 
water systems, waste-
water treatment services 
or other infrastructure 
needed to support the 
subdivision University 
Realty is proposing. 
Colton, however, has 
long established munici-
pal infrastructure proxi-
mate to the 209-acre 
site. Once the property 
is absorbed by Colton, 
those services could be 
provided. In this way, it 
appears that what Uni-
versity Realty is trying 
to do is move the land 
use decision authority 
with regard to the prop-
erty it is intent on devel-
oping from Loma Linda 
to Colton.

Levin/University Re-
alty and Loma Linda 
city officials/City Hall 
share a devotion to edu-
cational institutions. In 
Loma Linda’s case that is 
Loma Linda University. 
By assuring Loma Linda 
University Medical Cen-
ter administrators that 
the project planned for 
the property to be an-
nexed to Colton, dubbed 
Rancho del Prado, will 

provide housing suitable 
for doctors and other 
medical professionals 
working at the medical 
center, Levin has created 
a commonality of inter-
est with Loma Linda city 
officials relating to hav-
ing the project proceed. 
In this way, a majority 
of Loma Linda officials 
have shown themselves 
amenable to going along 
with the de-annexation 
proposal.

The Loma Linda gov-
ernmental structure, 
nonetheless, has not 
proven to be a monolith 
in supporting University 
Realty’s development 
agenda. Some officials 
expressed reservations 
about the city surrender-
ing its land use author-
ity with regard to the 
property. Under Loma 
Linda’s standards, no 
more than one home 
could be constructed 
on each ten acres of the 
property under discus-
sion. What University 
Realty is seeking is 1.674 
units per acre, or 16.74 
homes per ten acres. 
Planning commissioners 
Doree Morgan and Larry 
Karpenko, in particular, 
expressed reservations 
about the wisdom of go-
ing along with Univer-
sity Realty’s proposal. 
Likewise, Mayor Phill 

Dupper is skeptical 
about the wisdom of the 
proposal.

Despite that reluc-
tance on the part of a 
handful of Loma Linda 
officials, the Loma Linda 
City Council in October 
2017 voted to send a let-
ter to the San Bernardino 
County Local Agency 
Formation Commission, 
which oversees govern-
mental jurisdictional 
issues, in support of let-
ting Colton annex the 
property, after Arizona 
State University Enter-
prise Partners/Univer-
sity Realty, represented 
by Levin and Christine 
Aghassi, suggested 
the property should be 
moved into Colton’s 
sphere of influence. 
The letter stated that 
the property now in the 
possession of University 
Realty “cannot be served 
by Loma Linda with fire, 
police, water and other 
public services, either 
now or in the future. 
The City of Colton is the 
logical provider of these 
services.” The letter is 
widely interpreted as a 
clear signal that the ma-
jority of Loma Linda’s 
decision-makers were in 
favor of the project.

Levin and Aghassi 
have in the meantime 
hosted several commu-

nity meetings in Colton, 
specifically in Reche 
Canyon, where they have 
sought to persuade local 
residents that the project 
will be a beneficial one.

Some Reche Canyon 
residents have not been 
easily sold on the idea. In 
the years since its 1984 
incorporation, Moreno 
Valley has grown to be-
come Riverside County’s 
second largest city, with 
a population of 221,387, 
making it larger, pop-
ulation-wise, than the 
City of San Bernardino. 
Reche Canyon Road ex-
tends in a winding south-
southeasterly fashion 
into Riverside County, 
bifurcating at one point 
into the continuation of 
Reche Canyon Road and 
Reche Vista Drive. Re-
che Canyon Road con-
tinues southeast until it 
reaches Locust Avenue 
in the Cloverdale district 
of Moreno Valley. Re-
che Vista Drive moves 
generally south, where-
upon it bifurcates into 
Reche Vista Drive and 
Perris Boulevard, both 
of which take motorists 
into the heart of Moreno 
Valley. In this way, Re-
che Canyon Road repre-
sents a major backroad 
conduit between Riv-

Continued on Page 11

vote. The guides include 
a sample ballot, instruc-
tions on how to vote, 
candidate statements, the 
text of local measures, 
an impartial analysis of 
measures appearing on 
the ballot and arguments 
for and against the mea-
sures, as well as informa-
tion about the assistance 
that county registrar of 
voters office provides in 
assisting individuals in 
casting their votes. 

The vast majority 
of jurisdictions in San 
Bernardino County hold 
elections that correspond 
with the presidential and 
gubernatorial elections, 
both primary and gen-
eral, in even numbered 
years. A few cities and 
districts hold elections 
in odd-numbered years.  
The county, cities and 
districts can call for a 
special election, as can a 

group of residents if they 
file a petition and gather 
sufficient signatures as 
specified under state law.

According to San 
Bernardino County 
Registrar of Voters Bob 
Page, “A portion of the 
expenses associated with 
the printing and mail-
ing of voter information 
guides and sample bal-
lots are billed to juris-
dictions that call for an 
election and candidates 
who request a candidate 
statement be included in 
the guide.” 

 If competing candi-
dates for an office up for 
election or reelection do 
not emerge, the county, 
a city, district or agency 
can forego holding an 
election and allow the in-
cumbent or the sole can-
didate for that position to 
take office without voter 
participation.

Also on Tuesday, the 
board of supervisors 
will vote on Page’s rec-
ommendation that the 

county contract with 
K& H  Printers, Incor-
porated in an amount not 
to exceed $22 million for 
the period of January 1, 
2022 through December 
31, 2026 to supply bal-
lots for the elections to 
be held over the next five 
years.

The ballots to be sup-
plied include ones that 
are to be used by voters 
at polling places as well 
as mail-in ballots, along 
with special ballots that 
are needed for voters 
with specific handicaps.

K & H is to com-
ply with regulations 
pertaining to the secu-
rity of ballots set by the 
California Secretary of 
State and the California 
Elections Code. Under 
the contract, designated 
employees of the San 
Bernardino County Reg-
istrar of Voters Office are 
to be given full access to 
the K & H’s premises at 
any time, day or night. K 

County Secures Bal-
lots For Five Years 
Of Elections  from 
front page
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likely be sophisticated 
enough to put the court 
system and prosecutors 
through their paces, a mi-
nority of the defendants 
probably will. For that 
reason, preserving the 
evidence against them – 
the uprooted or already 
harvested marijuana – is 
called for. The depart-
ment has not given much 
in the way of public in-
formation regarding what 
it is doing with the mari-
juana it is seizing. If it has 
developed a protocol for 
handling that evidence, it 
has not disclosed it. Nor 
has the department given 
an indication of where it 
is storing that evidence 
or what security proce-
dure it has in place to 
maintain its integrity or 
prevent marijuana plants 
that were seized in one 
raid from being confused 
with marijuana plants 
seized in another raid.

While in many cases, 
the owners of the prop-
erty where the illicit 
marijuana farms being 
operated in the desert 
were actively involved 
in the cultivation or were 
knowledgeable of it, the 
Sentinel has learned that 
a number of the illegal 
operations had sprouted 
up on properties where 
absentee landowners 
were entirely uninvolved 
and had no idea of what 
the trespassers had set 
up on their secondary 
or tertiary property. It is 
the growing prospect that 
the sheriff’s department, 
the district attorney’s 
office and the county it-
self through the policies 
county supervisors are 
now contemplating put-
ting into place are going 
to initiate blanket legal 
or administrative action 
against landowners who 
are in fact the victims of 
trespass and are innocent 
of any criminality that 
will very likely result in 
the sheriff’s department 
ultimately being faced 
with restrictions on the 
autonomy and liberty of 
action it has so far exer-
cised during Operation 
Hammer Strike.

In providing the sta-
tistics relating to Opera-
tion Hammer Strike, the 
department specified the 
number of plants but did 

not go beyond that de-
scription. The size or ma-
turity of the plants was 
not given. Neither did 
the department distin-
guish between the vari-
ous strains of marijuana 
that were seized. It did 
not quantify the uprooted 
marijuana in total or each 
plant individually by 
weight.

Maturity, strain and 
weight are all factors in 
determining the mon-
etary value of marijuana.

A marijuana plant 
in the end stages of its 
growth and immediately 
upon harvesting will 
weigh substantially more 
than it does after it has 
been dried. Ordinarily, 
most marijuana that is 
sold and consumed has 
been dried or “cured.” 
Marijuana on both the il-
licit market and when re-
tailed legally is generally 
sold in quantities mea-
sured by weight. Thus, to 
determine the monetary 
value of marijuana with 
any degree of accuracy, 
its weight must be con-
sidered.

There are myriad 
strains of marijuana. Cul-
tivators constantly refine, 
crossbreed and hybridize 
marijuana to fine-tune 
the type, quantities and 
relative quantities or bal-
ance of what are recog-
nized by chemists as 113 
total cannabinoids pres-
ent in the plant, those be-
ing marijuana’s constitu-
ent ingredients which 
provide for the drug’s 
palliative and psychoac-
tive effects. In particu-
lar, strains containing a 
higher percentage of tet-
rahydrocannabinol, the 
principal psychoactive 
constituent known by its 
acronym THC, are usual-
ly more valuable. The de-
partment does not appear 
to have made much in the 
way of an effort in dis-
tinguishing what type of 
marijuana it is uprooting. 
As a consequence, the es-
timation of the valuation 
of the marijuana it has 
seized is questionable.

Moreover, the depart-
ment has not made any 
attempt, or so it would 
appear, to factor in the 
cost variable of what its 
operations mean in terms 
of the price of mari-

juana locally. Under the 
principle of supply and 
demand, the more plen-
tiful the supply of any 
item, substance or mate-
rial, calculated against 
a constant demand for 
that commodity, the less 
expensive it is. The con-
verse – dwindling avail-
ability while demand for 
it continues – results in 
an increase in price. Un-
questionably, measured 
by any rational standard, 
Sheriff Dicus’s Opera-
tion Hammer Strike has 
been unprecedentedly 
successful in eradicating 
marijuana cultivation in 
San Bernardino County. 
That action has put a ma-
jor dent in the availability 
of marijuana both on the 
illicit market as well as to 
licensed and permitted 
operators of dispensa-
ries and shops selling the 
drug for its intoxicative 
purpose. This has un-
doubtedly, at least tem-
porarily and regionally, 
resulted in an increase 
in the value of marijuana 
and its retail price. It is 
unclear if in making its 
calculation of the value 
of the marijuana it has 
seized, the department 
considered this factor.

Whether the sheriff 
and his deputies are con-
scious of that factor or 
not, Operation Hammer 
Strike is proving to be of 
benefit to those classes 
of marijuana purveyors 
who are alternately being 
protected by elements of 
San Bernardino County’s 
political establishment, 
which includes the poli-
ticians at the head of the 
county who provided the 
sheriff’s department with 
the $4 million being used 
to eradicate the marijua-
na being grown outdoors 
in the desert, and the 
more sophisticated mari-
juana cultivators who 
have devised methods of 
carrying out their agri-
cultural endeavors with-
out getting caught.

In 1996, California’s 
voters with the passage 
of Proposition 215, the 
Compassionate Use of 
Marijuana Act, legal-
ized the use of marijuana 
for medical purposes 
throughout the state, and 
made it legal for dispen-
saries to operate, sub-
ject to local control. For 
sixteen years, however, 
no jurisdiction in San 
Bernardino County, in-
cluding its 22 cities, two 
incorporated towns and 

the county government 
itself, would provide op-
erating permits to any 
dispensaries. In 2012, the 
City of Needles relented, 
and allowed dispensa-
ries to begin operations. 
In 2015, the City of Ad-
elanto began allowing 
large-scale indoor mari-
juana cultivation opera-
tions to set up operations 
in its industrial zones. In 
2016, with the passage of 
Proposition 64, the Adult 
Use of Marijuana Act, 
which allowed for the 
use and sale of marijuana 
for its intoxicative effect, 
Adelanto graduated to al-
lowing all order of com-
mercial cannabis activity, 
with Mayor Richard Kerr 
publicly stating that it 
was his intent that Adel-
anto become the marijua-
na capital of California 
and, in time, the world. 
Simultaneously, through 
the initiative process, 
voters in the city of San 
Bernardino passed a bal-
lot measure calling for 
marijuana to be available 
for sale there. Since that 
time, Hesperia city offi-
cials have allowed mari-
juana distribution opera-
tions to operate within 
certain areas in its city 
limits, and Barstow of-
ficials have consented to 
commercial marijuana/
cannabis operations set-
ting up in their city. 
Needles has since con-
sented to allowing the 
marijuana and cannabis-
based products used for 
recreational purposes to 
be sold in that city along 
with medical marijuana. 
San Bernardino now al-
lows all order of com-
mercial cannabis activity, 
from cultivation of mari-
juana to THC extraction 
to manufacturing of can-
nabis-related products to 
research on marijuana to 
warehousing and pack-
aging to distribution to 
wholesaling the drug to 
the retailing of marijuana 
and cannabis products.  

In several instances, 
the politicians in the San 
Bernardino County cit-
ies where highly lucra-
tive commercial can-
nabis activity has been 
permitted have become 
enmeshed in graft and 
corruption. In Adelanto, 
former City Councilman 
Jermaine Wright, while 
he was still in office, was 
arrested by the FBI for, 
and was charged by the 
U.S. Attorney’s Office 
with, accepting a bribe 

in exchange for agree-
ing to shield a marijuana 
distribution business and 
its operator from being 
subject to city regulation. 
Former Adelanto Mayor 
Rich Kerr, after he left 
office, was indicted by 
a federal grand jury and 
charged with receiving 
bribes from cannabis-
related business opera-
tors who had obtained 
permits and licensing in 
the city. Adelanto-based 
marijuana and cannabis-
based business operators 
continue to deliver bribes 
to some of the politicians 
in Adelanto who suc-
ceeded Wright and Kerr, 
as well as to city manage-
ment. In San Bernardino, 
though they have not 
been arrested or charged, 
Mayor John Valdivia and 
his political ally, Council-
man Juan Figueroa, have 
been implicated in brib-
ery schemes involving 
marijuana or cannabis 
product-related business-
es that have succeeded in 
getting operating permits 
in the city or have applied 
to obtain such licensing. 
Those bribes reportedly 
consisted of money pro-
vided directly to Valdivia 
which was laundered 
through his consulting 
company, AAdvantage 
Comm LLC, or political 
contributions provided to 
Valdivia and Figueroa.

Former San Bernardi-
no County Supervisor 
Bill Postmus, through 
his company, Mountain 
States Consulting Group, 
as well as his business 
and political associates 
including among others 
Dino DeFazio and Jer-
emiah Brosowske, has 
begun filtering money 
originating from entre-
preneurs who have al-
ready established mari-
juana or cannabis-based 
businesses or who are 
interested in setting up 
marijuana and cannabis-
based commercial com-
panies to politicians, 
including those in San 
Bernardino, Hesperia 
and Adelanto. Postmus 
further began providing 
money to three members 
of the San Bernardino 
County Board of Super-
visors – Chairman and 
Fourth District Supervi-
sor Curt Hagman, Third 
District Supervisor Dawn 
Rowe and Fifth District 
Supervisor Paul Cook – 
originally disguised as 
political contributions 
coming from him and his 

political associates. Post-
mus and his team were 
instrumental in convinc-
ing the board of super-
visors to provide the $4 
million to the sheriff’s 
department to fund Op-
eration Hammer Strike. 
Supervisors Rowe and 
Cook, in whose districts 
the county’s desert area 
is located, were among 
the most vociferous ele-
ments in advocating ac-
tion to shutter the illicit 
marijuana farms.

Operation Hammer 
Strike has assiduously 
avoided targeting the 
marijuana cultivation 
enterprises that are oper-
ated by businesses that 
are represented by Post-
mus and Mountain States 
Consulting Group, which 
include cultivation fa-
cilities in Adelanto, San 
Bernardino, Ontario, Ca-
jon, Wrightwood, Hodge, 
Searles Valley, Harvard, 
Needles, Danby and Ca-
diz, including a large in-
door facility owned and 
operated by Postmus’s 
political and business as-
sociate DeFazio.

Postmus has consis-
tently refused to disclose 
how much of the money 
he is taking in from the 
various marijuana and 
cannabis-based com-
mercial operations he is 
kicking back to Hagman, 
Cook, Rowe, Valdivia, 
Figueroa, current Ad-
elanto Mayor Gabriel 
Reyes and Adelanto City 
Manager Jessie Flores.

Next Tuesday, Decem-
ber 7, the board of super-
visors is set to consider, 
according to its meeting 
agenda, “a proposed or-
dinance to add Section 
84.34.080 [to the county 
code], relating to abate-
ment of items used to 
facilitate cannabis culti-
vation, and amend Sec-
tion 86.09.090, relating 
to classification of viola-
tions as a misdemeanor 
offense.”

In essence, what the 
proposed ordinance will 
do is allow the sheriff’s 
department and the coun-
ty’s code enforcement di-
vision to legally remove 
greenhouses, cisterns, 
trailers and other equip-
ment or items used by 
cultivators at marijuana 
cultivation sites after 
the sheriff’s department 
concludes it eradication 
operations, and to crimi-
nally charge anyone on 
whose property marijua-
na is being grown.
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it regulations is obliged 
to step down as Second 
District supervisor in 
2022 upon the comple-
tion of her third term in 
county office, the first 
of which came in 2010 
when she successfully 
challenged then-Super-
visor Paul Biane. There 
is no readily apparent 
office up for election in 
2022 for which Ruther-
ford is considered to be 
an obvious candidate, 
although she yet has the 
option of seeking either 
of two state legislative 
offices, depending upon 
the final setting of dis-
trict boundaries in keep-
ing with the redistricting 
to occur in accordance 
with the 2020 U.S. Cen-
sus.

For many, Cetina’s 
candidacy for supervisor 
was not anticipated. It 
has now been disclosed 
that Rutherford was in-
strumental in laying the 
foundation for his at-
tempted transition from 
the water district board 
position he has held since 
2012 by arranging for or 
serving as a conduit for 
$95,000 in donations to 
his recently-created su-
pervisorial campaign 
electioneering fund.

In some measure, 
Rutherford is pinning 
her hope of remaining 
politically relevant on 
Cetina’s electoral pros-
pect. At the same time, it 
appears she is risking, or 
at least potentially risk-
ing, a continuation of her 
relatively amiable rela-
tionship with Warren. 
It is publicly unknown 
at this juncture whether 
Rutherford undertook 
her arrangement with 
Cetina with or without 
having consulted with 
Warren ahead of time 
to obtain the Fontana 
mayor’s assonance in 
promoting Cetina for the 
supervisor’s post.

Warren is playing 
close to the vest what 
her future political in-
tentions are. In 2002, 
she was appointed to the 
Fontana city council to 

fill the vacancy created 
when then-City Council-
man Mark Nuami was 
elected mayor while he 
yet had two years left on 
his council term. Ruther-
ford and Gonzales both 
supported Warren’s ap-
pointment to the council. 
Two years later, Warren 
won election and Ruther-
ford was reelected to the 
council, and they were 
both reelected in 2008. 
In 2010, Rutherford ran 
successfully for supervi-
sor and Warren unsuc-
cessfully vied for the Re-
publican nomination for 
Assembly in California’s 
63rd Assembly District in 
that year’s June primary, 
thereafter in November 
running successfully for 
Fontana mayor, becom-
ing the first African-
American and the first 
woman to be elected to 
that post in Fontana’s 
then-58-year history. She 
was reelected in 2014 
and in 2018. As of June 
30 of this year, she had 
$560,000 in her cam-
paign war chest, a sum 
which would start her 
off in an advantageous 
position if she were to 
run for Second District 
supervisor, and make 
here competitive if she 
were to seek state legis-
lative office – either in 
the Assembly of Cali-
fornia Senate – although 
she would be at a relative 
disadvantage to an in-
cumbent or strong Dem-
ocrat, given that any leg-
islative district she ends 
up being in as a result of 
redistricting will have a 
substantially larger num-
ber of registered Demo-
crats than registered Re-
publicans.

Warren is a rarity – 
an African-American 
woman who has gained 
considerable traction as 
a Republican politician, 
as most officeholders of 
her gender and ethnic-
ity are Democrats. Her 
political success in Fon-
tana is remarkable, given 
that over 49 percent of 
the city’s voters are reg-
istered Democrats while 

registered Republicans 
hover around 20 percent, 
a contingent smaller 
than the 23 percent of 
the city’s voters who 
express no party prefer-
ence. Those registered 
with the American Inde-
pendent, Green, Liber-
tarian, Peace & Freedom 
and other more obscure 
political parties ac-
count for the remaining 
roughly 8 percent of the 
city’s voters. Because 
the Republican Party in 
San Bernardino County 
is far better organized 
and more efficient than 
the county’s Democratic 
Party, Republican candi-
dates generally through-
out San Bernardino 
County fare better in 
elections than is reflected 
in their party registration 
numbers. Warren has 
been a beneficiary of the 
Republican Party’s abil-
ity to outcoordinate, out-
hustle and outcampaign 
its Democratic rivals in 
San Bernardino County 
overall and in Fontana 
specifically, where de-
spite the Democrats out-
numbering Republicans 
by a margin of almost 
five-to-two, four of the 
five members of the city 
council are Republicans. 
Joined by her three Re-
publican colleagues on 
the council, Warren has 
dominated Fontana for a 
decade, and is a force to 
be reckoned with.

Armendarez, who 
was a major donor to lo-
cal political campaigns 
and a then-member of the 
Fontana Unified School 
Board, was plucked from 
that position by Warren 
in 2016 to run for city 
council, which he did 
successfully, becoming 
a member of Warren’s 
ruling coalition. In 2020, 
without Warren’s bless-
ing, Armendarez became 
the Republican standard 
bearer in the race to re-
place Josie Gonzales as 
Fifth District supervisor. 
Gonzales was termed 
out of that position af-
ter having served four 
four-year terms as su-
pervisor, the last three 
of which were subject to 
term limitations follow-
ing the passage of 2006’s 
Measure P, which raised 
supervisors’ salaries and 
benefits but thereafter 
reduced them to three 
elected terms. Warren’s 
preference was that Clif-

ford Young, who as a 
member of the West Val-
ley Water District Board 
of Directors stands with 
Warren as one of the two 
most prominent African-
American Republican 
politicians in San Ber-
nardino County and who 
more than a decade-and-
a-half ago served a short 
stint as the appointed 
Fifth District supervi-
sor, run for the super-
visorial position again 
last year. Armendarez 
jumped into the race 
ahead of Young against 
two Democrats, Colton 
Joint Unified School 
District Board Member, 
Dan Flores, who was 
Gonzales’s chief of staff, 
and Rialto Councilman 
Joe Baca, Jr., the son 
of the longtime former 
Congressman and Cali-
fornia state legislator. 
Armendarez’s vaulting 
ambition ruffled Warren 
a bit, although she even-
tually came around, as 
was incumbent upon her 
as a Republican, to sup-
port him. Despite local 
district, municipal and 
county offices officially 
being by state law de-
fined as nonpartisan, in 
San Bernardino County 
those contests invari-
ably reflect a strong po-
litical party-affiliation 
orientation. The 2020 
race was ultimately won 
by Baca. Armendarez, 
a successful real estate 
broker, remains, as does 
Warren, a local Repub-
lican stalwart, and he is 
a major contributor to 
Republican causes and 
campaigns. It is not alto-
gether clear to outsiders 
whether there is a de-
veloping clash between 
Armendarez and Warren 
over each’s future po-
litical ambition, as in the 
case of their putative mu-
tual interest in becoming 
Second District supervi-
sor. The east portion of 
Fontana currently lies 
within San Bernardino 
County’s Fifth District, 
and the western side of 
the city falls within the 
county’s Second Dis-
trict. The county board 
of supervisors is contem-
plating, as early as next 
week, a redistricting plan 
that would place virtu-
ally all of Fontana within 
the Second District. If 
the supervisors indeed 
adopt that new district 
map, Armendarez will 

be eligible to run for su-
pervisor in the Second 
District. If the new map 
leaves the east side of 
Fontana in the Fifth Dis-
trict, Armendarez would 
remain a resident of the 
Fifth District. Never-
theless, as a real estate 
agent with considerable 
financial means, Arm-
endarez could in very 
short order move himself 
and his family westward 
across the dividing line 
between the two dis-
tricts once the county 
concludes the redistrict-
ing process that will set 
the district borders from 
2022 until 2032. Many 
anticipate that Arm-
endarez, who spent up-
wards of $100,000 of his 
own money in funding 
his campaign for super-
visor in the Fifth District 
last year, will make such 
a move, as the prospects 
for a Republican candi-
date in the Second Dis-
trict are so much better 
than in the county’s Fifth 
Supervisorial District, 
wherein 50.8 percent of 
the voters are registered 
Democrats, 18.7 percent 
of the voters are regis-
tered Republicans, 23.2 
percent of the voters 
have no party affiliation 
and 7.3 percent identify 
as members of the less-
well established Ameri-
can political parties.

Despite the consid-
eration that the Second 
District, like Fontana, 
has more registered 
Democrats than regis-
tered Republicans, the 
Republicans seem to 
hold the upper hand in 
the entirety of the Sec-
ond District in terms of 
getting its party mem-
bers elected there. The 
Democratic-to-Repub-
lican disparity in the 
Second District is not 
as overwhelming in the 
Second District as it is 
in Fontana. At present, 
41 percent of the Sec-
ond District’s voters are 
registered Democrats 
and 30.6 percent are Re-
publicans. On the city 
councils of all three of 
the Second District’s 
municipalities – Upland, 
Rancho Cucamonga and 
Fontana – as well as on 
the boards of the dis-
trict’s several agencies 
such as school, water and 
utility districts, the lion’s 
share of the officeholders 
are Republicans. It is of 

note, therefore, that all of 
the aforementioned poli-
ticians with the excep-
tion of Gonzales – Ruth-
erford, Dutton, Warren, 
Cetina and Armendarez 
– are members of the 
GOP.

Cetina makes an in-
teresting case study in a 
politician.

He qualifies as some-
thing of a technocrat, 
having earned his bach-
elor of science degree in 
civil engineering with 
an emphasis on the en-
vironment from Cali-
fornia State Polytechnic 
University, Pomona. He 
began working with the 
Metropolitan Water Dis-
trict of Southern Cali-
fornia in 1986, serving 
as a surveyor, construc-
tion plan reviewer, water 
supply calculator and 
forecaster, and has grad-
uated up the chain of 
command into the arena 
of legislative and policy 
analysis. Despite his 
training as an engineer, 
he has not been utilized 
by the Metropolitan Wa-
ter District in that capac-
ity. He is at present the 
principal governmental 
and regional affairs rep-
resentative for the Met-
ropolitan Water District, 
promoting water policy 
among government, 
joint powers authorities, 
chambers of commerce, 
and both private eco-
nomic partnerships and 
public/private economic 
partnerships.

Cetina was elected to 
the Cucamonga Valley 
Water District Board of 
Directors in November 
2012, eight years after 
the entity he was elected 
to represent had changed 
its name from the Cu-
camonga County Water 
District. He represents 
Division 4 within the 
district. He has served 
on the district’s water 
resources and govern-
ment as well as its public 
affairs committees, and 
he represents the district 
on the Chino Basin Wa-
ter Bank Planning Au-
thority as that entity’s 
chairman. Further, he is 
the Cucamonga Valley 
Water District’s repre-
sentative on the Fontana 
Union Water Company 
Board of Directors as 
well as on the Rancho 
Cucamonga Chamber 
of Commerce. He was 
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mediate tangible impact 
on Valdivia’s hold on the 
mayoral office, but could 
potentially be used by 
one of his future politi-
cal challengers in a cam-
paign to unseat him as 
mayor, perhaps as early 
as next year.

Valdivia made an ex-
traordinary ascent to the 
pinnacle of politics in 
San Bernardino with his 
November 2018 election 
as mayor, which has been 
followed by an even more 
dramatic descent. His en-
try into the volatile world 
of local politics had come 
nine years before he had 
taken possession of the 
mayor’s gavel.

In 2009, Valdivia 
made a failed attempt to 
capture the Fourth Ward 
city council position. In 
2011, after changing his 
residence, he success-
fully vied for council 
in the Third Ward, cap-
turing victory with the 
support of the city’s em-
ployee unions, the San 
Bernardino Firefighters 
Association foremost 
among them, followed by 
the unions representing 
the city’s police officers 
and its regular line em-
ployees. He assumed the 
Third Ward council post 
in March 2012.

In February 2014, just 
a little less than two years 
after he had acceded to 
municipal office, Valdivia 
announced he would seek 
the Republican nomina-
tion for Congress in the 
31st Congressional Dis-
trict, but within a short 
period of time decided 
against following through 
with that candidacy. In 
2015, Valdivia retained 
his position as Ward 
Three councilman when 
no one surfaced to run 
against him.

Valdivia coveted the 
mayor’s position, as at 
that time San Bernardino 
was yet functioning under 
the municipal charter the 
city had adopted in 1905. 
The 1905 charter instilled 
in the mayor both po-

litical and administrative 
authority. Politically, the 
mayor was the presiding 
officer of the city coun-
cil who was able to uni-
laterally place any item 
for discussion and action 
before the council. While 
presiding over meetings, 
the mayor controlled the 
ebb and flow of discus-
sion and debate. He did 
not have a vote on normal 
business items unless the 
vote ended in tie, but he 
did possess veto power 
on 4-to-3 votes or 3-to-2 
votes of the council, such 
that in actuality he held 
the power of two votes 
on virtually any issue of 
viable controversy or is-
sue where the outcome 
was not already decided 
by a clear majority of 
the council. He was al-
lowed to vote on matters 
of appointment/hiring of 
the city manager and ap-
pointments of city com-
mission members. On 
the administrative side, 
the mayor under the 1905 
charter had co-regency 
with the city manager and 
control over direct hiring 
and firing of city employ-
ees.

In 2016, the council 
placed before San Ber-
nardino’s voters a charter 
redraft which changed 
the city’s treasurer, city 
attorney and city clerk 
positions from elected to 
appointed ones, shifted 
its elections from odd-
numbered to even-num-
bered years, and reduced 
the power and adminis-
trative reach of the mayor 
from what it had been 
under the municipal char-
ter put in placed in 1905, 
such that the mayor no 
longer shared with the 
city manager control over 
direct hiring and firing of 
city employees.

Despite Valdivia’s op-
position, the city’s vot-
ers approved the new 
charter in a 2016 vote. 
Even though the San 
Bernardino mayor’s post 
had sustained this reduc-
tion in authority, in 2018 
Valdivia challenged then-
Mayor Carey Davis in 
that year’s election. Ulti-
mately, Valdivia emerged 
victorious in that contest 
with 19,155 votes or 52.51 
percent to Davis’s 17,327 
votes or 47.49 percent.

Upon being sworn 
into office on December 
18, 2018, Valdivia had 
the support of both of 
the council’s two newly-

elected members, Ted 
Sanchez in the city’s First 
Ward and Sandra Ibarra 
in the Second Ward, and 
incumbents Fifth Ward 
Councilman Henry 
Nickel and Sixth Ward 
Councilwoman Bessine 
Richard. His opposition 
on the council at that time 
consisted of Fourth Dis-
trict Councilman Fred 
Shorett and Seventh Dis-
trict Councilman Jim 
Mulvihill.

In May 2019, the city 
held a special election in 
the city’s Third Ward to 
select Valdivia’s council 
replacement, as he had 
been obliged to resign 
that post to move into the 
mayor’s slot. Prevailing 
in that contest was Juan 
Figueroa, who was one of 
Valdivia’s allies.

Immediately upon 
Figueroa coming into 
office, Valdivia effectu-
ated the removal of City 
Manager Andrea Travis-
Miller, whom he consid-
ered to be a vestige of the 
Davis Administration. He 
thereafter installed Trav-
is-Miller’s assistant city 
manager, Teri Ledoux, 
into the position of city 
manager. In so doing, 
Valdivia and his then-
chief of staff, Bill Essayli, 
brokered a deal that con-
ferred upon the soon-to-
retire Ledoux a boost into 
the city’s senior adminis-
trative position she would 
otherwise never have 
achieved, and with it an 
annual pension approach-
ing $190,000 upon retire-
ment in exchange for sur-
rendering to Valdivia the 
power as mayor that had 
been attenuated with the 
2016 charter change, that 
being the de facto author-
ity to hire and fire city 
employees and depart-
ment heads through the 
new city manager.

At that point, it ap-
peared Valdivia had an 
absolute political lock-
hold on San Bernardino. 
Over the next six months, 
however, the control over 
the city Valdivia had so 
masterfully cultivated 
slipped from his grasp.

Before the end of 
Summer 2019, Valdivia 
alienated first Ibarra and 
then Nickel. In October 
2019, Valdivia was on 
the outs with Sanchez. At 
that point, the only reli-
able votes on the council 
he could count on were 
those of Figueroa and 
Richard, while he found 

himself unable to muster 
the support of Mulvihill, 
Shorett, Ibarra, Sanchez 
and Nickel for any of his 
initiatives. Having ef-
fectively lost control of 
the council, Valdivia, 
growing increasingly 
frustrated, began to lash 
out at city staff, ulti-
mately alienating then-
City Manager Ledoux 
and City Attorney Sonia 
Carvalho, both of whom 
were once safely within 
his camp.

In January 2020, Mir-
na Cisneros, Valdivia’s 
constituent service rep-
resentative, and Karen 
Cervantes, his special as-
sistant, went public with 
accounts of how Valdivia 
had pressured them to 
have sex with him. Cisne-
ros related how Valdivia 
had solicited and received 
bribes. She also laid out 
how he used city money 
to travel nationally and 
internationally on busi-
ness unrelated to the city, 
which included raising 
money for himself or 
his future political cam-
paigns. Thereafter, Jackie 
Aboud, Valdivia’s field 
representative, came for-
ward to say that Valdivia 
had squeezed her to have 
sexual relations with him, 
and that Valdivia had used 
his influence as mayor to 
provide favorable city 
treatment to his donors 
and supporters, while 
working to prevent city 
services from being ren-
dered to his constituents 
who were not supporters, 
in particular those in the 
city’s Fourth and Seventh 
Wards, represented by 
his two longstanding ri-
vals on the council, Fred 
Shorett and Jim Mulvi-
hill. Alissa Payne, whom 
Valdivia had appointed to 
the city’s Arts and Histor-
ical Preservation Com-
mission and the San Ber-
nardino Parks, Recreation 
and Community Services 
Commission, publicly 
surfaced with accounts 
that were in some fashion 
similar to those of Cisner-
os, Cervantes and Aboud 
with regard to sexual 
advances the mayor had 
made toward her. Don 
Smith, who had worked 
on Valdivia’s campaign 
for mayor and was sub-
sequently hired by the 
city to serve as Valdivia’s 
part time field representa-
tive, offered specific ac-
counts of bribetaking by 
the mayor, including one 

of a kickback that had 
originated from holders 
of the city’s tow truck 
franchises, consisting of 
a cash-stuffed envelope 
given to the mayor in 
Smith’s presence. Matt 
Brown, who was brought 
in to serve as Valdivia’s 
chief of staff in August 
2019, roughly a month 
after his original chief 
of staff, Bilal Essayli, re-
signed, stated that he was 
being retaliated against 
by Valdivia for having 
sought to protect Cisner-
os, Cervantes and Aboud 
in the face of Valdiv-
ia’s treatment of them, 
and he retained Tristan 
Pelayes, the lawyer who 
was representing Cer-
vantes, Cisneros, Aboud, 
Payne, and Smith. Ulti-
mately, Aboud, Brown, 
Cervantes, Cisneros and 
Smith sued the city over 
the ordeals they had with 
Valdivia.

In the 2020 election 
cycle, Valdivia’s politi-
cal affiliate and council 
ally, Juan Figueroa, was 
reelected, and Valdivia’s 
political affiliate and 
council ally Bessine 
Richard was voted out of 
office, replaced by Kim-
berly Calvin. Both Henry 
Nickel, who had evolved 
into one of Valdivia’s 
political foes, and Jim 
Mulvihill, who had never 
been aligned with Valdiv-
ia, were likewise chased 
from office by the city’s 
voters, replaced, respec-
tively, by Ben Reynoso 
and Damon Alexander. 
While Valdivia held out 
hope that Alexander 
would show himself to be 
a reliable ally, that did not 
come about. Calvin very 
early on clashed with 
Valdivia, and Reynoso 
has proven to be a more 
committed antagonist to 
the mayor than was Nick-
el. After the new council 
was seated in December 
2020, Figueroa’s was the 
only vote of consistent 
support on the council 
that Valdivia could count 
upon.

Even before he was 
elected mayor, there were 
recurrent reports that 
Valdivia was on the take, 
involved in graft and 
bribery at the worst and 
at the very least a prac-
titioner of pay-to-play 
politics in which he was 
provided with donations 
to his political campaign 
fund in exchange for his 
vote as a council member 

supporting those donors’ 
applications for city fran-
chises or project approval 
with the community de-
velopment department or 
contracts to deliver ser-
vices and/or goods to the 
city. After his election as 
mayor, there were further 
indications that Valdivia 
was heavily involved in 
trading his votes for cam-
paign donations as well 
as evidence suggesting he 
was receiving bribes from 
entities doing business 
with the city or seeking 
project approvals, such 
as many of the applicants 
for permits and licenses 
to operate commercial 
marijuana/cannabis-relat-
ed businesses in the city. 
Those revelations includ-
ed accounts of Valdivia 
being provided with cash 
that was not reported as 
campaign donations and 
which he simply pock-
eted, or payments made 
to him through his con-
sulting business, AAd-
vantage Comm LLC, 
which served as a laun-
dering mechanism for the 
payoffs he received.

Earlier this year, 
Valdivia and Figueroa 
were dealt the blows of 
revelations pertaining to 
both receiving support 
and money, character-
ized as bribes, from enti-
ties with applications for 
commercial marijuana 
operations in the city as 
well as from SCG Ameri-
ca, which was competing 
to obtain redevelopment 
rights at the Carousel 
Mall in downtown San 
Bernardino.

Late this spring, 
Valdivia courted further 
controversy by billing the 
city for $4,686 to cover 
the expenses – extending 
to the cost of gilded invi-
tations, flowers, balloons, 
meals and drinks – for a 
so-called VIP reception 
to be held at the Hilltop 
Restaurant in San Ber-
nardino in the immediate 
aftermath of the mayor’s 
state of the city address. 
That event, Valdivia in-
sisted, was to accommo-
date his list of invitees, a 
group Valdivia character-
ized as San Bernardino’s 
“residents, stakeholders 
and movers and shak-
ers.” It turned out, how-
ever, that attendance at 
the reception was to be 
limited to those who 
were invited, and the only 
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The following person is doing 
business as: LAKE ARROW-
HEAD NEWS 27849 NORTH 
BAY ROAD LAKE ARROW-
HEAD, CA 92352: SCOTT L 
RINDENOW [and] ROBERTA 
F RINDENOW NOW     27849 
NORTH BAY ROAD LAKE 
ARROWHEAD, CA 92352

Mailing Address: 
POST OFFICE BOX 1313 
LAKE ARROWHEAD, CA   
The business is conducted 
by: A MARRIED COUPLE   
The registrant commenced 
to transact business un-
der the fictitious business 
name or names listed above 
on: JANUARY 1, 1999 
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 informa-
tion on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing. 
s/ SCOTT L RINDENOW    
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: 11/01/2021 
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  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 state-
ment must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the 
use in this state of a fictitious 
business name in violation of 
the rights of another under fed-
eral, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Busi-
ness and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on 11/12, 11/19, 
11/26 & 12/03, 2021.

FBN 20210011240       
The following person is do-
ing business as: FIRST IM-
PRESSION BROWS  2526 S 
SAN DIEGO AVE ONTARIO, 
CA 91761:  VALERIE M RO-
SALES  2526 S SAN DIEGO 
AVE ONTARIO, CA 91761 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL   
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 
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 informa-
tion on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing. 
s/ VALERIE M ROSALES    
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: 11/05/2021 
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  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 state-
ment must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the 
use in this state of a fictitious 
business name in violation of 
the rights of another under fed-
eral, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Busi-
ness and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on 11/12, 11/19, 
11/26 & 12/03, 2021.

T.S. No. 21-20339-SP-CA 
Title No. 210278435-CA-VOI 
A.P.N. 1089-201-16-0-000 NO-
TICE OF TRUSTEE’S SALE. 
YOU ARE IN DEFAULT 
UNDER A DEED OF TRUST 
DATED 11/21/2005. 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 credit 
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 
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: Jamal Elyazal, 
a single man Duly Appointed 
Trustee: National Default Ser-
vicing Corporation Recorded 
12/06/2005 as Instrument No. 
2005-0911247 (or Book, Page) 
of the Official Records of San 
Bernardino County, CA. Date 
of Sale: 01/06/2022 at 1:00 
PM Place of Sale: At the Main 
(South) Entrance to the City 
of Chino Civic Center, 13220 
Central Avenue, Chino, CA. 
91710 Estimated amount of un-
paid balance and other charges: 
$685,004.36 Street Address or 
other common designation of 
real property: 6731 Florence 
Place Rancho Cucamonga, CA 
91701-8612 A.P.N.: 1089-201-
16-0-000 The undersigned 
Trustee disclaims any liabil-
ity for any incorrectness of the 
street address or other com-
mon designation, if any, shown 
above. If no street address or 
other common designation is 
shown, directions to the location 
of the property may be obtained 
by sending a written request to 
the beneficiary within 10 days 
of the date of first publication of 
this Notice of Sale. 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 success-
ful bidder shall have no further 
recourse. The requirements 
of California Civil Code Sec-
tion 2923.5(b)/2923.55(c) were 
fulfilled when the Notice of 
Default was recorded. NOTICE 
TO POTENTIAL BIDDERS: If 
you are considering bidding on 
this property lien, you should 
understand that there are risks 
involved in bidding at a trustee 
auction. You will be bidding on 
a lien, not on the property itself. 
Placing the highest bid at a trust-
ee auction does not automati-
cally entitle you to free and clear 
ownership of the property. You 
should also be aware that the 
lien being auctioned off may be 
a junior lien. If you are the high-
est bidder at the auction, you are 
or may be responsible for paying 
off all liens senior to the lien be-
ing auctioned off, before you can 
receive clear title to the prop-
erty. You are encouraged to in-
vestigate 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 compa-
ny, either of which may charge 
you a fee for this information. 
If you consult either of these 
resources, you should be aware 
that the same lender may hold 
more than one mortgage or deed 

of trust on the property. NO-
TICE TO PROPERTY OWN-
ER: The sale date shown on this 
notice of sale may be postponed 
one or more times by the mort-
gagee, beneficiary, trustee, or a 
court, pursuant to Section 2924g 
of the California Civil Code. 
The law requires that informa-
tion about trustee sale postpone-
ments be made available to you 
and to the public, as a courtesy 
to those not present at the sale. If 
you wish to learn whether your 
sale date has been postponed, 
and, if applicable, the resched-
uled time and date for the sale 
of this property, you may call 
or visit this Internet Web site 
www.ndscorp.com/sales, using 
the file number assigned to this 
case 21-20339-SP-CA. Informa-
tion about postponements that 
are very short in duration or that 
occur close in time to the sched-
uled sale may not immediately 
be reflected in the telephone 
information or on the Internet 
Web site. The best way to verify 
postponement information is to 
attend the scheduled sale. Date: 
11/15/2021 National Default 
Servicing Corporation c/o Tiffa-
ny & Bosco, P.A., its agent, 1455 
Frazee Road, Suite 820 San Di-
ego, CA 92108 Toll Free Phone: 
888-264-4010 Sales Line 855-
219-8501; Sales Website: www.
ndscorp.com By: Rachael Ham-
ilton, Trustee Sales Represen-
tative 11/19/2021, 11/26/2021, 
12/03/2021 CPP351710

 

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF 
RICHARD FESLER

Case No. PROSB2100905
                To all heirs, ben-

eficiaries, creditors, contingent 
creditors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in the 
will or estate, or both, of RICH-
ARD FESLER

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

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

                THE PETITION 
requests authority to administer 
the estate under the Independent 
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 on Dec. 
14, 2021 at 9:00 AM in Dept. No. 
S36 located at 247 W. Third St., 
San Bernardino, CA 92415.

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

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

fornia law.
                YOU MAY EXAM-

INE 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 No-
tice (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 avail-
able from the court clerk.

Attorney for 
petitioner:DAVID HUYNH 
ESQ

DAVID HUYNH ESQ
SBN272521
ESTELLE & KENNEDY 

APLC
367 N 2ND AVE
UPLAND CA 91786-6006
CN982450 FESLER Nov 

19,26, Dec 3, 2021
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel No-
vember 19, November 26 & De-
cember 3, 2021.

T.S. No. 19-21058-SP-CA 
Title No. 191149382-CA-VOI 
A.P.N. 0218-891-66-0-000 
NOTICE OF TRUSTEE’S 
SALE. YOU ARE IN DE-
FAULT UNDER A DEED OF 
TRUST DATED 12/19/2006. 
UNLESS YOU TAKE AC-
TION TO PROTECT YOUR 
PROPERTY, IT MAY BE 
SOLD AT A PUBLIC SALE. 
IF YOU NEED AN EX-
PLANATION OF THE NA-
TURE OF THE PROCEED-
ING AGAINST YOU, YOU 
SHOULD CONTACT A 
LAWYER. A public auction 
sale to the highest bidder for 
cash, (cashier’s check(s) must 
be made payable to National 
Default Servicing Corpora-
tion), drawn on a state or na-
tional bank, a check drawn by 
a state or federal credit union, 
or a check drawn by a state or 
federal savings and loan asso-
ciation, savings association, or 
savings bank specified in Sec-
tion 5102 of the Financial Code 
and authorized to do business 
in this state; will be held by 
the duly appointed trustee as 
shown below, of all right, title, 
and interest conveyed to and 
now held by the trustee in the 
hereinafter described property 
under and pursuant to a Deed 
of Trust described below. The 
sale will be made in an “as is” 
condition, but without cov-
enant or warranty, expressed 
or implied, regarding title, 
possession, or encumbrances, 
to pay the remaining principal 
sum of the note(s) secured by 
the Deed of Trust, with inter-
est and late charges thereon, 
as provided in the note(s), ad-
vances, under the terms of the 
Deed of Trust, interest thereon, 
fees, charges and expenses of 
the Trustee for the total amount 
(at the time of the initial pub-
lication of the Notice of Sale) 
reasonably estimated to be set 
forth below. The amount may 
be greater on the day of sale. 
Trustor: Sergio Reyna, a mar-
ried man as his sole and sepa-
rate property Duly Appointed 
Trustee: National Default Ser-
vicing Corporation Recorded 
01/02/2007 as Instrument 
No. 2007-0001112 (or Book, 
Page) of the Official Records 
of San Bernardino County, 
CA. Date of Sale: 01/10/2022 
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 unpaid balance and other 
charges: $549,341.62 Street 
Address or other common 
designation of real property: 
3034 Rocky Lane Ontario, CA 
91761 A.P.N.: 0218-891-66-0-
000 The undersigned Trustee 
disclaims any liability for any 
incorrectness of the street ad-
dress or other common desig-
nation, if any, shown above. 
If no street address or other 
common designation is shown, 
directions to the location of the 
property may be obtained by 

sending a written request to the 
beneficiary within 10 days of 
the date of first publication of 
this Notice of Sale. If the Trust-
ee is unable to convey title for 
any reason, the successful bid-
der’s sole and exclusive remedy 
shall be the return of monies 
paid to the Trustee, and the 
successful bidder shall have no 
further recourse. The require-
ments of California Civil Code 
Section 2923.5(b)/2923.55(c) 
were fulfilled when the Notice 
of Default was recorded. NO-
TICE TO POTENTIAL BID-
DERS: If you are considering 
bidding on this property lien, 
you should understand that 
there are risks involved in bid-
ding at a trustee auction. You 
will be bidding on a lien, not 
on the property itself. Plac-
ing the highest bid at a trustee 
auction does not automatically 
entitle you to free and clear 
ownership of the property. You 
should also be aware that the 
lien being auctioned off may 
be a junior lien. If you are the 
highest bidder at the auction, 
you are or may be responsible 
for paying off all liens senior 
to the lien being auctioned off, 
before you can receive clear 
title to the property. You are 
encouraged to investigate the 
existence, priority, and size of 
outstanding liens that may ex-
ist on this property by contact-
ing the county recorder’s office 
or a title insurance company, 
either of which may charge 
you a fee for this informa-
tion. If you consult either of 
these resources, you should be 
aware that the same lender may 
hold more than one mortgage 
or deed of trust on the prop-
erty. NOTICE TO PROPERTY 
OWNER: The sale date shown 
on this notice of sale may be 
postponed one or more times 
by the mortgagee, beneficiary, 
trustee, or a court, pursuant to 
Section 2924g of the California 
Civil Code. The law requires 
that information about trustee 
sale postponements be made 
available to you and to the 
public, as a courtesy to those 
not present at the sale. If you 
wish to learn whether your 
sale date has been postponed, 
and, if applicable, the resched-
uled time and date for the sale 
of this property, you may call 
or visit this Internet Web site 
www.ndscorp.com/sales, us-
ing the file number assigned 
to this case 19-21058-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 post-
ponement information is to at-
tend the scheduled sale. Date: 
11/22/2021 National Default 
Servicing Corporation c/o Tif-
fany & Bosco, P.A., its agent, 
1455 Frazee Road, Suite 820 
San Diego, CA 92108 Toll 
Free Phone: 888-264-4010 
Sales Line 855-219-8501; 
Sales Website: www.ndscorp.
com By: Rachael Hamilton, 
Trustee Sales Representa-
tive 12/03/2021, 12/10/2021, 
12/17/2021 CPP351729

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: Gary Lemos

CASE NO. PROSB2100944
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will or 
estate, or both of Gary Lemos:

A Petition for Probate has 
been filed by Mary L. Cabral 
in the Superior Court of Cali-
fornia, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO,

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that Mary 
L. Cabral 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 obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an interested 
person files an objection to the 
petition and shows good cause 
why the court should not grant 
the authority.

A hearing on the peti-
tion will be held DECEMBER 
21, 2022 at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. 
No. S36 at Superior Court of 
California, County of San Ber-
nardino, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, 
San Bernardino District.

November 12, 2021
Jennifer Saldana, 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 
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 estate, you may file with the 
court a Request for Special No-
tice (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: November 12, 2021
Attorney for Mary L. Ca-

bral
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 3, 10 & 17,  2021.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: Angel Rosales

CASE NO. PROSB2100936
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent credi-
tors, 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 Cali-
fornia, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO,

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that Alma 
Moreno 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 obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 

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

A hearing on the peti-
tion will be held DECEMBER 
20, 2022 at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. 
No. S36 at Superior Court of 
California, County of San Ber-
nardino, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, 
San Bernardino 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 
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 estate, you may file with the 
court a Request for Special No-
tice (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: 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 
December 3, 10 & 17, 2021.

FBN 20210011818
The following entity is doing 

business as: FEEL BEAUTIFUL 
AESTHETICS   11513 FOOTHILL 
BLVD  RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730:  MARGARET M. HER-
NANDEZ   10818 CLAREMONT 
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 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of 
a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ MARGARET M. HERNAN-
DEZ

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
11/24/2021

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 
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 busi-
ness 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 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.

ORDER TO SHOW 
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CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE

NUMBER CIV SB 2129348
TO  ALL INTERESTED 

PERSONS: Petitioner:  Aida 
Guadalupe Angeles Cornejo 
filed with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

Aida Guadalupe Angeles 
Cornejo to Aida Angeles

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

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 12/30/2021
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 order 
be published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel in San 
Bernardino County California, 
once a week for four successive 
weeks prior to the date set for 
hearing of the petition.

Dated: 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 demanda-
do. Lea la informacion a contin-
uacion y en la pagina siguiente. 
PETITIONER’S NAME 
IS (Nombre del deman-
dante): CHINYERE 
CHRISTINE MAYO  
CASE NUM-
BER 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 letter or phone call will not 
protect you. If you do not file 
your Response on time, the 
court may make orders affect-
ing your marriage or domestic 
partnership, your property, and 
custody of your children. You 
may be ordered to pay support 
and attorney fees and costs. For 
legal advice, contact a lawyer 
immediately. Get help finding a 
lawyer at the California Courts 
Online Self-Help Center (www.
courtinfo.cagov/selfhelp), at 
the California Legal Services 
Website (www.lawhelpcalifor-
nia.org), or by contacting your 
local county bar association. 
Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALEN-
DARIO después de haber 
recibido la entrega legal de 
esta Citacion y Peticion para 
presentar una Respuesta (for-
mulario FL-120) ante la corte 
y efectuar la entrega legal de 
una copia al demandante. 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 matrimonio o pareja de heco, 
sus bienes y la custodia de sus 
hijos. La corte tambien le pu-
ede ordenar que pague manu-
tencion, y honorarios y costos 
legales. Para asesoramiento 
legal, pongase en contacto de 
inmediato con un abogado. Pu-
ede obtener informacion 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 Legales de California 
(www.lahelpca.org) o ponien-
dose 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 domestic partners 
until the petition is dismissed, 
a judgement is entered, or the 
court makes further orders. 
They are enforceable anywhere 
in California by any law en-
forcement office who has re-
ceived or seen a copy of them. 
AVISO – Las ordenes de restric-
tion se encuentran en la pagina 
2 : Las ordenes de restriccion 
estan en vigencia 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 or-
denes. Cualquier agencia del 
orden publico que haya rocibido 
o visto una copia de estas or-
denes puede hacerlas acatar en 
cualquier lugar de California. 
FEE WAIVER : If you can-
not 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 execion de cuotas. La corte 
puede ordenar que ested pague, 
ya sea en parte o por completo, 
las cuotas y costos de la corte 
previamente exentos a peti-
cion 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 relationship described 
in items 1a and 1c must com-
ply with this requirement.) 
4. MINOR CHILDREN: 
There are no minor children. 
5. LEGAL GROUNDS: Ir-
reconcilable Differences 
8. SPOUSAL OR DOMESTIC 
PARTNER SUPPORT: Termi-
nate (end) the court’s ability 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 QUA-
SI-COMMUNITY PROP-
ERTY: There are no such as-
sets 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 tele-
phone number of petitioner’s 
attorney, or petitioner with-
out an attorney, are: (El nom-
bre, direccion y numero de 
telefono del abogado del de-
mandante, 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 (Secre-
tario)

This case is assigned 
to Agron Department S 50 
Published in The San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on 12/03, 
12/10, 12/17 & 12/24, 2021

FBN 20210011114     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: FRANK’S AUTO TRANS-
MISSION. 10644 RAMONA 
AVE MONTCLAIR, CA 91763 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
FRANCISCO J ALVAREZ 
CALVILLO 10644 RAMONA 
AVE MONTCLAIR, CA 91763. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 

By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ FRANCISCO J ALVA-
REZ CALVILLO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/02/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 11/12/2021, 
11/19/2021, 11/26/2021, 12/03/2021          
CNBB44202104IR 

FBN 20210011170     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: LA CASITA AZUL. 56895 
TWENTYNINE PALMS HIGH-
WAY YUCCA VALLEY, CA 92284 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
ELIA E GARCIA 7830 AR-
ROWHEAD DR YUC-
CA VALLEY, CA 92284. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ELIA E GARCIA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/03/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/12/2021, 
11/19/2021, 11/26/2021, 12/03/2021          
CNBB44202103IR 

FBN 20210011168     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: BLUE LION COMMUNI-
CATIONS. 26952 COMMONS DR 
MORENO VALLEY, CA 92555 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
OMAR E URIBE 26952 COMMONS 
DR MORENO VALLEY, CA 92555. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ OMAR E URIBE, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/03/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/12/2021, 
11/19/2021, 11/26/2021, 12/03/2021          
CNBB44202102IR 

FBN 20210011224     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: WILLIE B TAX. 24006 
LAKE DR CRESTLINE, CA 
923251010 TERRACE RD SPC 3 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92325 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
WILLI A BENAVIDES 1010 
TERRACE RD SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92410. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 

By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ WILLI A BENAVIDES, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/04/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/12/2021, 
11/19/2021, 11/26/2021, 12/03/2021          
CNBB44202101MT 

FBN 20200009492     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: EZ TIRES. 1467 E NOC-
TA ST A ONTARIO, CA 91764 
PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS NULL 
ANDREW RAMIREZ JR 1467 E 
NOCTA ST A ONTARIO, CA 91764. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ANDREW RAMIREZ JR, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 10/14/2020 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 11/06/2020, 
11/13/2020, 11/20/2020, 11/27/2020          
CNBB44202001MT

FBN 20210010849        
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: CITRINE VENDING  945 W 
WABASH ST RIALTO, CA  92376   
JANELLE S BROWN  945 W WA-
BASH ST RIALTO, CA  92376

The business is con-
ducted by: AN INDIVIDUAL   
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JANELLE S BROWN    
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 10/27/2021 
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 busi-
ness 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 com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on  11/19, 11/26, 
12/03  & 12/10, 2021.

FBN 20210011371     
The following person is doing 
business as: APRIL’S HOMES. 
11510 FERNDALE RD VICTOR-
VILLE, CA 92394; ( PRINCI-
PAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN 
BERNARDINO ); AVO INVEST-
MENTS, LLC. 15510 FERNDALE 
RD VICTORVILLE, CA 92394 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 

s/ MARIO A. GALLEGOS, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/10/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/19/2021, 
11/26/2021, 12/03/2021, 12/10/2021          
CNBB45202101MT 

FBN 20210011446     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: DAVE’S HAULIN 10004 
PRADERA AVE MONTCLAIR, 
CA 91763; ( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF 
BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO 
); [ MAILING ADDRESS 311 W 
CIVIC CENTER DR STE B SANTA 
ANA, CA 92701]; AVO INVEST-
MENTS, LLC. 10004 PRADERA 
AVE MONTCLAIR, CA 91763 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ DAVID BENGINO ES-
PINOZA, OWNER  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/12/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 11/19/2021, 
11/26/2021, 12/03/2021, 12/10/2021          
CNBB45202102CV 

FBN 20210011481     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: AAACMI 1227 COULSTON 
ST SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92408 ( 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); BERNIE 
AGONOY 1227 COULSTON ST 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92408 
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: DEC 08, 2014 
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/ BERNIE AGONOY, OWNER  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/15/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel 11/19/2021, 
11/26/2021, 12/03/2021, 12/10/2021          
CNBB45202103IR 

FBN 20210011440     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: J.A. CONSTRUCTION 
1473 DORAL CT ONTARI, CA 
91761; ( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF 
BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO ); 
J.A. CONSTRUCTION, INC. 1473 
DORAL CT ONTARIO, CA 91761 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JACOB GLEN ALBAUGH, CEO  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 

of San Bernardino on: 11/12/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 11/19/2021, 
11/26/2021, 12/03/2021, 12/10/2021          
CNBB45202104SB 

FBN 20210011447     
The following person is doing business 
as: STAR 1 AUTO REPAIR 2147 W. 
HIGHLAND AVE. SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92407; ( PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO 
); [ MAILING ADDRESS 1670 W. 
27TH ST. SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92407 ]; REYNALDO RAMOS 
ROMERO 2147 W. HIGHLAND AVE. 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92407 
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/ REYNALDO RA-
MOS ROMERO, OWNER  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/12/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name 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 
County Sentinel 11/19/2021, 11/26/2021, 
12/03/2021, 12/10/2021          CNB-
B45202105IR 

FBN 20210011342     
The following person is doing business 
as: G&P REGISTRATION SERVICE 
17763 VALLEY BLVD. SUITE G 
BLOOMINGTON, CA 92316; ( PRINCI-
PAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN BER-
NARDINO ); [ MAILING ADDRESS 
26340 CAMINO LARGO MORENO 
VALLEY, CA 92555 ]; GARARDO 
GUTIERREZ 26340 CAMINO LAR-
GO MORENO VALLEY, CA 92555 
The business is conducted by: A LIM-
ITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ GERARDO GUTIERREZ, OWNER  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/09/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name 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 
County Sentinel 11/19/2021, 11/26/2021, 
12/03/2021, 12/10/2021          CNB-
B45202107IR 

FBN 20210011446     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: IRON & MADWOODS 
17111 MELON AVE FONTANA, 
CA 92336; ( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF 
BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO ); 
IRON & MADWOODS, INC 17111 
MELON AVE FONTANA, CA 92336 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JOSE DE JESUS TORRES, CEO  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/08/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 

filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 11/19/2021, 11/26/2021, 
12/03/2021, 12/10/2021          CNB-
B45202108IR 

FBN 20210011305     
The following person is doing business 
as: 11 HILL’S MARKET 4545 MISSION 
BLVD UNIT A MONTCLAIR, CA 
91763; ( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO ); NORMA 
VILLAFUERTE 4545 MISSION BLVD 
UNIT A MONTCLAIR, CA 91763 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 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/ NORMA VILLAFUERTE, OWNER  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/08/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 11/19/2021, 11/26/2021, 
12/03/2021, 12/10/2021          CN-
BB45202109MT 

FBN 20210011339     
The following person is doing business 
as: SANDYBEES 270 E BASELINE 
ST SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410; ( 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); LATOYA 
O ANDREWS 270 E BASELINE 
ST SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 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/ LATOYA O. ANDREWS, OWNER  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/09/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name 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 
County Sentinel 11/19/2021, 11/26/2021, 
12/03/2021, 12/10/2021          CN-
BB45202110MT

FBN 20210011798     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: UNITY BBQ AND CATER-
ING. 15821 SERRANO RD UNIT 
#2 APPLE VALLEY, CA 9230 ; ( 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); IVORY D 
DAVIS JR 15821 SERRANO RD 
UNIT #2 APPLE VALLEY, CA 92307. 
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/ IVORY D DAVIS JR, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/23/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 12/03/2021, 12/10/2021, 
12/17/2021, 12/24/2021          CN-
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FBN 20210011799     
The following person is doing business 
as: WOODY WOOD PECKER TREE 
SERVICE. 7445 LOS FELIZ DR HIGH-
LAND, CA 92346; ( PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO 
); ERIC J SALSBERRY 7445 LOS 
FELIZ DR HIGHLAND, CA 92346. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ERIC J SALSBERRY, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/23/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
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 12/03/2021, 12/10/2021, 
12/17/2021, 12/24/2021          CN-
BB47202107MT 

FBN 20210011660     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: FAMILY NAILS & SPA. 1270 
W FOOTHILL BLVD UPLAND, 
CA 91786;( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF 
BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO ); 
CUONG M NGUYEN 1270 W FOOT-
HILL BLVD UPLAND, CA 91786. 
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/ CUONG M NGUYEN, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/18/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 12/03/2021, 12/10/2021, 
12/17/2021, 12/24/2021          CN-
BB47202106MT 

FBN 20210011309     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: THREE BEES BOUTIQUE. 
22400 BARTON ROAD SUITE 3 
GRAND TERRACE, CA 92313; ( 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); LISA M 
PANKULICS-GREEN 269 CHICKA-

DEE CIRCLE RIVERSIDE, CA 92507. 
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/ LISA M PANKU-
LICS-GREEN, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/09/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name 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 12/03/2021, 12/10/2021, 
12/17/2021, 12/24/2021          CNB-
B47202105IR 

FBN 20210011792     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: DEERFIELD CONSTRUC-
TION SERVICES. 11354 CAMPUS 
ST LOMA LINDA, CA 92354;( 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); GRACE 
JOY D TABINGO 11354 CAM-
PUS ST LOMA LINDA, CA 92354. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ GRACE JOY D TABINGO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/23/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 

Notice-This fictitious name 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 12/03/2021, 12/10/2021, 
12/17/2021, 12/24/2021          CNB-
B47202104IR 

FBN 20210011858     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: HACIENDA GARDEN 
DECOR. 3802 BRONSON ST SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92407; ( PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN 
BERNARDINO ); ANGELINA 
CELIS 3802 BRONSON ST SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92407; ED-
GAR H DELGADO 3802 BRON-
SON ST SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92407; JOSE CASTANON 2345 N 
MILOR AVE RIALTO, CA 92377 
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 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/ ANGELINA CELIS, 
GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 11/24/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 12/03/2021, 12/10/2021, 
12/17/2021, 12/24/2021          CNB-
B47202103IR 

elected to the Associa-
tion of California Wa-
ter Agencies Region 9 
Board of Directors in 
2018, again in 2020 and 
will serve his third term 
through 2023. He also 
serves on that entity’s 
agriculture and water 
quality committees.

He is currently the 
vice chairman of the Cu-
camonga Valley Water 
District Board of Direc-
tors. Since his election to 
the board nine years ago, 
he has functioned with 
a knowledge regarding 
water issues and opera-
tions that has been well-
contexted and grounded.

Like Armendarez, 
Cetina is a relatively 
uncommon example of 
a Hispanic Republican 
politician in California, 
where Latino registered 
Democrats outnumber 
Latino registered Repub-
licans by nearly three-to-
one and where Hispanic 
voters consistently vote 
for Democrats roughly 
77 percent of the time. A 
member of the San Ber-
nardino County Republi-
can Central Committee, 
Cetina has advocated for 
a more energetic GOP 
outreach effort toward 
Latino voters.

Despite his success 
as a politician, his assets 
and positive attributes 
and the faith that Ruth-
erford is demonstrating 
in him by her support of 
his candidacy, there are 
several knocks against 
Cetina that might com-
plicate his effort to get 
elected supervisor.

The first of these is 
that he has spent a large 
measure, indeed virtual-
ly all, of his professional 
life as a government em-
ployee. There is a cross 
section of the electorate, 
in particular Republi-
cans, who feel that it is 
a mistake to have insti-
tutional government em-
ployees manning elected 
positions overseeing 
government. They use 
analogies such as mon-
keys running the zoo 
or inmates managing 
the asylum to illustrate 
the reality of what they 
consider to be double-
dipping, wherein a gov-
ernment employee, who 
makes a living working 
for the government and 
enjoys the relatively high 
salary and far more gen-
erous benefits that are 
available to public sector 
employees than are avail-
able generally in the pri-
vate sector for the same 
level of work, serves in 
the capacity of oversee-
ing government. Those 
of this opinion hold that 
it is inadvisable to have 
creatures of government 
exercising control over 
the government, and that 
it is healthier to elect in-
dividuals from the pri-
vate sector, which is reg-
ulated by government, 
as citizen legislators 
overseeing governmen-
tal entities since they 
understand how onerous 
government regulation 
can be.

A second derogatory 
regarding Cetina that 
dovetails with the first 
is that as a member of 
the Cucamonga Valley 
Water District Board he 
has consistently voted in 
favor or rate increases on 
the district’s customers, 
and has supported local 
government’s layering 

of more and higher taxes 
upon its residents.

This was exempli-
fied at the October 13, 
2015 meeting of the Cu-
camonga Valley Water 
District Board, at which 
Cetina joined with his 
board colleagues in 
passing Resolution No. 
2015-10-1, a declaration 
in support of Measure 
A, a proposal put on the 
ballot by the Rancho 
Cucamonga City Coun-
cil that year calling for 
a local tax increase to 
improve street lighting, 
parks and landscaping on 
the west side of the city. 
In order to get the mea-
sure passed, city officials 
had scheduled the vote 
for an odd-year election 
at which it was anticipat-
ed voter turnout would 
be limited and munici-
pal officials hoped they 
could drive to the polls 
enough civic improve-
ment supporters for the 
measure to prevail. This 
strategy called for drum-
ming up support from as 
many other civic leaders 
as possible, including the 
board members of the 
water district. The wa-
ter district board’s vote 
to endorse the tax in-
crease antagonized a fair 
number of Rancho Cu-
camonga residents who 
were not only opposed to 
the tax increase but what 
they considered to be the 
city’s underhanded tactic 
of setting a vote on the 
matter during an off-year 
election season when 
few people were paying 
attention and only a frac-
tion of the city’s voters 
participated in the vote. 
On November 3, 2015, 
Measure A was over-
whelmingly defeated 
77.97 percent to 22.03 
percent, with 2,289 votes 
in support and 8,103 

votes against it.
Many local Repub-

licans have questioned 
whether Cetina embod-
ies a purist Republican 
attitude with regard to 
minimizing the burden 
of the expense of gov-
ernment through the 
limitation of taxation.

Another criticism that 
is made of Cetina per-
tains to the action taken 
by the Cucamonga Val-
ley Water District Board 
on October 27, 2015 
to pass Resolution No. 
2015-10-5, which moved 
the district’s elections to 
odd years, and, conse-
quentially, skipped the 
election scheduled for 
November 2016. Cetina 
and his fellow and sister 
board members did this 
despite then-Governor 
Jerry Brown having 
signed, on September 1, 
2015, nearly two months 
prior to the board initiat-
ing that action, Senate 
Bill 415, the California 
Voters Rights Partici-
pation Act, which was 
passed by the California 
Legislature earlier that 
year.

The California Voter 
Rights Participation Act 
required that in jurisdic-
tions holding odd-year 
elections wherein there 
was lower voter turn-
out than in elections in 
the same area held in 
even-numbered years, 
the elections were to be 
moved to even-num-
bered years.

The full consequences 
of the passage of Resolu-
tion No. 2015-10-5 and 
the eventual enforce-
ment of Senate Bill 415 
was to confer upon all of 
the members of the water 
board, first, a one-year 
extension of what were 
then their current terms 
in in office, followed by 

yet another one-year ex-
tension of their terms in 
office when the law Sen-
ate Bill 415 put in place 
was enforced, such that 
Cetina and his board 
colleagues have now 
become beneficiaries of 
what is a two-year exten-
sion in office, two years 
in which they bypassed 
having to face the voters 
to hold elective office. As 
a consequence, Cetina 
and his colleagues on the 
board are looked down 
upon by many for what 
is perceived as a shifty 
gaming of the democrat-
ic process.

A fourth aspersion 
cast at Cetina consists of 
his pattern of reluctance 
to engage with his Cu-
camonga Valley Water 
District constituents as 
well as the public served 
by the Metropolitan Wa-
ter District of Southern 
California in the face of 
inquiries about both of 
those district’s policies 
and/or controversies they 
have become embroiled 
in. This unwillingness to 
interact with the public 
has manifested despite 
Cetina occupying a po-
sition with the Metro-
politan Water District, 
that of governmental 
and regional affairs li-
aison, and being on the 
public affairs commit-
tee with the Cucamonga 
Valley Water District, 
positions in which it is 
incumbent upon him to 
be responsive to public 
inquiries. Cetina has es-
chewed interaction with 
the public despite his 
serving on the board of 
the San Gabriel Valley 
Public Affairs Network. 
Indeed, even before the 
COVID-18 crisis led to 
sequestering and isola-
tion of personnel, it was 
virtually impossible for 

anyone outside of the 
Metropolitan Water Dis-
trict to have direct per-
sonal or even telephonic 
contact with Cetina at 
his workplace, with the 
only practical means of 
connection to him being 
by email. Cetina has a 
poor record of respond-
ing to such emails. 

Cetina, in general, 
comes across as being 
averse to confrontation 
and controversy, and is 
unwilling to be engaged 
when topics stray into 
arenas about which there 
is sharp or even subtle 
public disagreement.

In an apparent effort 
to overcome the degree 
to which he has been 
limited to being em-
ployed exclusively in the 
public sector during his 
professional life, Cetina 
has endeavored to in-
volve himself in certain 
activities meant to shore 
up his reputation or cre-
dentials with the private 
sector and the business 
community. He is the 
chairman of the Gate-
way Chambers Alliance, 
a member of the San Ga-
briel Valley Legislative 
Coalition of Chambers, 
a Rancho Cucamonga 
Chamber of Commerce 
board member and an 
active participant in the 
Inland Empire Chamber 
Alliance.

Despite repeated at-
tempts by the Sentinel to 
locate Cetina and speak 
to him directly, phone 
messages left for him at 
the Metropolitan Water 
District office as well 
as on his cell phone and 
emails sent to his Met-
ropolitan Water District 
and Cucamonga Valley 
Water District addresses, 
Cetina has not responded 
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council member invited 
was Figueroa, Valdivia’s 
lone remaining ally on 
the council. Nearly all 
of those invited were 
Valdivia’s campaign do-
nors, whom he intended 
to hit up again for more 
electioneering funding.

Valdivia’s boldness in 
utilizing public funds for 
political purposes further 
estranged him from the 
members of the council, 
and they called upon City 
Manager Robert Field to 
have the matter investi-
gated.

Field and City Attor-
ney Sonia Carvalho ar-
ranged to have the Costa 
Mesa-based law firm of 
García Rainey Blank & 
Bowerbank delve into 
the particulars of what 
Valdivia had done. An at-
torney with García Rain-
ey Blank & Bowerbank, 
Kendra L. Carney Mehr, 
in conjunction with the 
Openheimer Investiga-
tions Group probed the 
matter and generated a 
report. That report, which 
was reviewed by the city 
council, became the basis 
of a proposal for the city 
council to officially cen-
sure Valdivia.

According to Mehr’s 
eight-page report, “The 
mayor’s office caused 
2,075 postcards featur-
ing Mayor Valdivia to be 
mailed at the city’s ex-
pense on or about June 4, 
2021, in violation of Gov-
ernment Code section 
89002. Elected officials 
are prohibited from send-
ing mass mailings at pub-
lic expense as described 
in Government Code sec-
tions 89001-89003.”

The postcards did not 
invite those to whom they 
were sent to the state of 
the city speech but rather 
served as invitations to 
the mayor’s reception/
fundraiser held after the 
speech, Mehr noted. The 
reception, she stated, was 
not “a public meeting or 
event, but instead… a pri-
vate event [that] promoted 
the mayor individually. 
The city spent more than 
$2,500 of public funds to 
design, produce, print, 
and mail post cards at the 
direction of the mayor. 
The design and printing 
costs were $2,134.08 and 
the bulk rate mailing cost 
was $546.33. The mayor 

violated the mass mail-
ing prohibitions set forth 
in Government Code sec-
tion 89002.”

Furthermore, accord-
ing to Mehr’s report, “In 
June 2021, the mayor so-
licited a contribution of 
$5,000 from the Inland 
Empire Health Plan to 
be paid to the City of San 
Bernardino. Inland Em-
pire Health Plan paid the 
contribution. The mayor 
did not report the behest 
payment as required by 
Government Code sec-
tion 84224. An elected 
official who fundraises 
or otherwise solicits 
payments from one in-
dividual or organization 
to be given to another 
individual or organiza-
tion is required to report 
the payment over $4,999. 
The mayor did not report 
the behest payment as 
required by the Fair Po-
litical Practices Commis-
sion rules.”

According to Mehr, 
at the mayor’s “exclusive 
VIP reception… which 
took place after the an-
nual state of the city ad-
dress on June 15, 2021… 
the event provided a give-
away item, a ‘hot drink 
travel set’ that promoted 
the mayor, not the city, 
demonstrating the focus 
of the event was to pro-
mote the mayor personal-
ly and not the city. In fact, 
the mayor requested that 
the city logo be removed 
from the travel set and 
replaced with a logo used 
by the mayor. Invitations 
were restricted to a list of 
individuals selected by 
the mayor. Valdivia did 
not include most city staff 
or other city elected offi-
cials. City staff and other 
city elected officials were 
kept in the dark about the 
event. The mayor mis-
used city funds by ap-
plying for reimbursement 
of expenses for the VIP 
reception following the 
state of the city address 
for personal or campaign 
purposes.”

According to Mehr, 
Valdivia from 2019 
through June 2021 also 
sought reimbursements 
for travel and meals to 
which he was not entitled 
at various times during 
his tenure as mayor, in-
cluding, she documented:

• A hotel stay and meal 
in San Diego on Septem-
ber 20-22, 2019;

• Overnight parking 
charges from June 29-30, 

2020;
• A hotel stay in Ir-

vine on September 10-11, 
2020;

• Parking at Mission 
Inn, Riverside on Octo-
ber 27, 2020;

• Parking at West Bev-
erly Hills Hotel on Janu-
ary 17, 2021;

• A hotel stay and meal 
in Irvine on March 8-9, 
2021;

• A hotel stay in Irvine 
on March 18-19, 2021;

• Meals in Nevada on 
March 22-23, 2021;

• A meal in Newport 
Beach on March 23, 2021

• A meal and hotel stay 
in Irvine on April 13-14, 
2021.

The city council’s con-
sideration of the censure 
of the mayor was set for a 
special meeting at 5 p.m. 
on December 1. That 
meeting was adjourned 
separately from the 
regularly scheduled city 
council meeting, which 
was scheduled for 7 p.m. 
San Bernardino holds 
its regular council meet-
ings on the first and third 
Monday of each month. 
The December 1 special 
meeting featured only a 
single item, that being 
the consideration of the 
mayor’s censure.

Presenting the sub-
stance of Mehr’s re-
port that evening was 
not Mehr, but rather the 
founder of the García 
Rainey Blank & Bow-
erbank law firm, Norma 
García Guillén. The 
choice of García Guil-
lén to make the presen-
tation was a calculated 
one. García Guillén was 
an associate at Shep-
pard Mullin Richter & 
Hampton, a prestigious 
national law firm, be-
fore she created what has 
become García Rainey 
Blank & Bowerbank with 
Tabitha Rainey Pullara 
in 2012. It was thought 
that she would have suf-
ficient gravitas to match 
Valdivia’s legal represen-
tative, Rod Pacheco, such 
that she might merely lay 
out the facts contained 
in Mehr’s report without 
having to argue a case for 
censuring Valdivia, thus 
maintaining the fiction 
of García Rainey Blank 
& Bowerbank along with 
Mehr having conducted 
an impartial and dispas-
sionate review of Valdiv-
ia’s actions. More impor-
tantly, García Guillén is 
a Latina, and as such she 

possesses an inherent im-
munity to the charges of 
racism that Valdivia has 
a demonstrated propen-
sity for using when he is 
confronted with accusa-
tions of political or legal 
impropriety. On repeated 
occasions, upon being 
questioned or challenged 
with regard to his viola-
tion of city policy, state 
law, Fair Political Prac-
tices Commission regu-
lations, the pay-for-play 
nature of his votes on the 
council or indications of 
outright graft, Valdivia 
has responded by as-
serting that he is being 
victimized by the white 
establishment. And while 
currently three of the city 
council’s seven mem-
bers – Sanchez, Figueroa 
and Ibarra – are His-
panic, two of the council 
members – Calvin and 
Alexander – are Afri-
can-American and one 
of the council members 
– Reynoso – is of mixed 
Hispanic and African-
American parentage, one 
of the council members 
– Shorett – is white, as 
is San Bernardino’s city 
manager, Robert Field. 
The two investigators 
with Openheimer Inves-
tigations Group – Zaneta 
Seidel and Renee Jansen 
– are likewise white, as 
is Mehr. Thus, the way 
was clear for Valdivia to 
maintain that the cen-
sure proposal was part of 
a racist plot to discredit 
him, only the second La-
tino mayor in the city’s 
history. García Guillén 
presenting the evidence 
arrayed against him in 
this way was a means of 
preventing Valdivia from 
asserting that the catalog-
ing of his misuse of his 
authority was overblown, 
illegitimate and an out-
growth of the white com-
munity’s hatred toward 
Mexican-Americans.

That being the case, 
Valdivia and Pacheco 
opted to abandon utiliz-
ing the subject of race or 
ethnicity in the mayor’s 
defense, and instead ex-
plored an opposite course 
from what was expected, 
that being to attack both 
García Guillén and City 
Attorney Sonia Carvalho. 
Personalizing the attack 
on two of the principals 
Pacheco represented as 
being key to the infor-
mation being presented 
against the mayor os-
tensibly was meant to 

call into question the 
grounds for the censure. 
Though in the end it did 
not dissuade the council 
from censuring Valdivia, 
what Pacheco was able 
to achieve was to create 
a spectacle in which he 
successfully bated García 
Guillén into responding 
to his attack on her, such 
that she abandoned the 
aspect of an independent 
investigator dispassion-
ately reciting the facts 
that had been churned up 
during the inquiry con-
ducted by Mehr, Jansen 
and Seidel, instead show-
ing herself as an advocate 
for the censure.

Part of the Valdivia 
defense strategy was de-
pendent upon Pacheco’s 
gravitas relative to that of 
García Guillén. Pacheco 
at one time was the lead-
ing Hispanic Republican 
politician in California. 
A half of a generation 
before Valdivia, Pacheco 
made his entry into poli-
tics in a rather spectacu-
lar fashion. After having 
acceded to a position of 
high rank within the Riv-
erside County District 
Attorney’s Office under 
then-Riverside County 
District Attorney Grover 
Trask, Pacheco in 1996 
made a successful run for 
the California Assembly, 
becoming the first Latino 
Republican elected to the 
Assembly in more than a 
century. He was elected 
leader of the Republican 
caucus, marking the first 
time in the state’s history 
that a Hispanic legislator 
had risen to that position. 
Because the Republicans 
surrendered their major-
ity hold on the Assembly 
in the 1996 election, Pa-
checo narrowly missed 
out on becoming the first 
Hispanic California As-
sembly speaker. After 
being termed out of the 
legislature, he returned 
to the Riverside County 
District Attorney’s Of-
fice, where in 2006, he 
was elected district at-
torney, serving a single 
four-year term. He is now 
in private practice.

When Pacheco began 
his presentation, he at-
tempted to present docu-
mentation he implied 
would serve to vindicate 
Valdivia with regard to at 
least some of the accusa-
tions of misappropriate 
conduct against him. Pa-
checo wanted those doc-
uments photocopied and 

distributed among the 
council. That met with 
immediate rejection, and 
it was stated that the time 
for marshaling any such 
evidence had elapsed, as 
such material should have 
been presented while the 
investigation was ongo-
ing, Pacheco was told. 
It was pointed out that 
Valdivia had been invited 
to meet with the investi-
gators to provide his ver-
sion of events, but had 
declined.

In his presentation, 
Pacheco maintained 
Valdivia was a man of 
rectitude who was unde-
serving of the obloquy 
being heaped upon him. 
The mayor’s lawyer rep-
resented his client as an 
earnest public servant 
seeking to lead a city out 
of the financial doldrums 
it has been caught in. 
Pacheco imputed to sev-
eral members of the city 
council political motives 
in the move to condemn 
the mayor, and he harshly 
criticized the process as 
it was being conducted 
and overseen by García 
Guillén and Carvalho as 
one-sided and unfair. The 
former prosecutor ac-
cused García Guillén of 
misinterpreting the law 
or omitting facts and de-
tails to suit the case for 
censure.

With every aspersion 
that Pacheco would cast 
toward García Guillén, 
she felt obliged to defend 
herself and justify the 
conclusion of the report 
as being even-handed 
and non-political. In the 
face of Pacheco’s insinua-
tions that she was nothing 
more than a gun-for-hire 
who was serving as the 
city council’s attack dog, 
the more strident García 
Guillén’s responses be-
came and the more she 
came across as someone 
who was indeed gunning 
for Valdivia.

The atmospherics at 
the meeting, which was 
held in the auditorium at 
the Norman Feldheym 
Library redounded to 
Valdivia’s benefit in this 
regard as well, rather par-
adoxically because they 
were so unfavorable to 
the mayor. Though there 
were Valdivia supporters 
present, the majority of 
those in attendance were 
decidedly those hold-
ing the mayor in low 

Valdivia’s Attorney 
Jousts With City’s 
Lawyer  from page 6
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There Is No Clear Indicator Of Whether 
De-Annexation Of Land To Colton Will 
Actually Take Place, Loma Linda Coun-
cilman Says from page  3

Francisco Bay and then 
the Pacific Ocean via 
San Pablo Bay.

In addition to limit-
ing the initial alloca-
tion to health and safety 
needs, the Department 
of Water Resources is 
making plans to adjust 
State Water Project op-
erations this winter and 
spring. The Department 
of Water Resources is 
capturing and storing 
water when possible in 
Lake Oroville and south 
of the California Delta in 
San Luis Reservoir to in-
crease available supplies 
for 2022 and will con-
tinue to do so through-
out the winter. Health 
and safety demands for 
the Bay Area and Cen-
tral and Southern Cali-
fornia will be met with 
water available from the 
California Delta as well 
as water stored in San 
Luis Reservoir. Water 
in Lake Oroville will 
be reserved to maintain 
California Delta water 
quality, protect endan-
gered species, and meet 
senior water right needs. 
Beyond minimal exports 
to meet South Bay health 
and safety needs, water 
stored in Lake Oroville 
will be used for deliver-
ies south of the Califor-
nia Delta only if hydrol-

ogy conditions improve. 
The Department of Wa-
ter Resources plans to 
conserve as much stor-
age as possible in Oro-
ville in anticipation of a 
third dry year, and po-
tentially a dry 2023.

Also on December 1, 
the Department of Water 
Resources along with the 
U.S. Bureau of Reclama-
tion submitted a tem-
porary urgency change 
petition to the State 
Water Resources Con-
trol Board. If approved, 
the petition would al-
low for the State Water 
Project and the Central 
Valley Project to oper-
ate under modifications 
to the water quality and 
water right permit re-
quirements in the Cali-
fornia Delta from Febru-
ary through April 2022, 
should conditions war-
rant. These modifica-
tions may be needed to 
conserve water in Lake 
Oroville to ensure mini-
mum health and safety 
water supplies are avail-
able later in the year if 
dry conditions persist. 
If significant precipi-
tation materializes in 
the next few months, 
standards may be met 
through natural means 
and modifications to the 
State Water Project and 
the Central Valley Proj-
ect operations may not 
be necessary.

The Department of 
Water Resources is also 
delaying the removal of 
an emergency drought 
salinity barrier in the 

California Delta. The 
rock barrier across West 
False River was sched-
uled to be removed by 
November 30. Drought 
conditions have persist-
ed, however, and leav-
ing the barrier in place 
will enable a more ef-
ficient drought response 
in spring 2022 if need-
ed. The Department of 
Water Resources plans 
to create a notch in the 
barrier in January 2022 
to allow for fish passage 
and boat traffic until 
April 2022.

“It is going to take a 
multi-pronged approach 
to successfully respond 
to these unprecedented 
drought conditions,” said 
Nemeth.

In thirsty Southern 
California, there is con-
cern that dealing with 
the drought without the 
safety net of water im-
portation from the north 
may prove overwhelm-
ing.

In one portion of San 
Bernardino County that 
concern is less acute.

According to Heather 
Dyer, the chief executive 
officer and general man-
ager of the San Bernardi-
no Valley Municipal 
Water District, through 
conservation and wa-
ter management efforts, 
San Bernardino County 
should be able to come 
through the current wa-
ter availability crisis. 
The San Bernardino 
Valley Municipal Wa-
ter District service area 
stretches from parts of 

Fontana in the west to 
Yucaipa in the east.

Despite the dismal 
projection of zero wa-
ter availability through 
the State Water Project 
over the next four to six 
months, San Bernardino 
Valley Municipal of-
ficials said they are not 
panicking, and neither 
should the public.

“Our region has been 
actively preparing for 
droughts like this,” stat-
ed Bob Tincher, chief 
water resources officer 
for the district. “Our pri-
mary strategy is to store 
water during wet years, 
when it is plentiful, and 
then rely on that stored 
water during times of 
drought, like the one 
we find ourselves in this 
year.”

The region has several 
large underground aqui-
fers where it stores water 
during wet years. Those 
aquifers are now 80 per-
cent or more full. The 
amount of water in stor-
age means that the re-
gion can make it beyond 
2022 and even make it 
through additional years 
of drought, if needed, 
San Bernardino Valley 
Municipal officials said.

Storage is not the only 
tool available to reduce 
the local impacts of the 
current drought. The 
region has also been 
stretching its supplies 
in recent years by using 
water more efficiently. 
Although the region’s 
population has increased 
over the past decade, wa-

ter use has nevertheless 
decreased.

“We would like to 
thank residents and busi-
nesses for their efficient 
water use and challenge 
everyone to take the next 
step toward even great 
conservation of our valu-
able water resources,” 
said Dyer. “Whatever 
opportunities you might 
have, no action is too 
small – fixing leaks, us-
ing a shut-off nozzle on 
your garden hose, turn-
ing off the faucet while 
brushing your teeth, 
shortening your irriga-
tion schedule, reducing 
the number of irrigation 
days, shorter showers; it 
all helps.”

Although the region 
is well-positioned to 
overcome the current 
drought, the San Ber-
nardino Valley Mu-
nicipal Water District is 
continuing to develop 
additional supplies for 
the future such as recy-
cled water and stormwa-
ter capture as well as en-
hancements to the State 
Water Project known as 
the Delta Conveyance 

and Sites Reservoir. If 
the Sites Reservoir was 
in place today, the San 
Bernardino Valley Mu-
nicipal Water District 
would have received six 
times more water this 
year, district officials 
said.

“Previous generations 
invested in the State Wa-
ter Project on behalf of 
the region. Now it is our 
generation’s turn to in-
vest in improvements to 
the State Water Project 
that will help ensure a re-
liable water supply into 
the future,” said Paul 
Kielhold, president of 
the San Bernardino Val-
ley Water District Board 
of Directors.

Although the initial 
allocation is zero, there 
is some prospect that the 
final allocation will be 
higher than zero. The al-
location is continuously 
adjusted, throughout the 
rainy season, based upon 
actual rainfall.

“We plan for the 
worst, but hope for the 
best,” Tincher said.

-Mark Gutglueck

erside County and San 
Bernardino County.

As a consequence, on 
a typical weekday more 
than fifteen thousand ve-
hicles travel through the 
canyon, using the road 
as a shortcut to bypass 
the 60 Freeway and the 
I-215 Freeway to reach 
San Bernardino, the I-10 
Freeway, Grand Terrace, 
Loma Linda, Redlands 
and elsewhere in San 
Bernardino County.

Reche Canyon resi-
dents, many of whom 
originally moved there 
because they considered 
it an idyllic rural island 
in the midst of the rap-

idly urbanizing Inland 
Empire, are resentful of 
the University Realty 
proposal and the hun-
dreds of more cars it will 
inject into the already 
overburdened traffic 
stream on Reche Canyon 
Road.

In the early sum-
mer of 2020, the City of 
Colton was closely ex-
amining University Re-
alty’s project proposal, 
and what would be need-
ed to make it a reality. 
The project has not pro-
gressed any further than 
that, however.

This week, Council-
man Rhodes Rigsby told 

the Sentinel there is no 
clear indication what 
will happen to the Loma 
Linda de-annexation/
Colton annexation pro-
posal.

“There are so many 
variables, it is hard to 
predict what will hap-
pen,” he said. “There is 
still so much that needs 
to be worked out for it to 
go through the planning 
process.”

A consistency of in-
tent and willingness 
needs to be maintained 
on all sides, Rigsby said.

“The developer could 
lose interest,” he said. 
“The nearby residents 
might oppose it. The city 
[Loma Linda] might not 
be willing. Colton might 
not want to go along with 
the annexation.”

From a logical juris-

dictional standpoint re-
lating to the proximity 
and availability of infra-
structure, the land un-
der focus would best be 
located within the city 
limits of Colton rather 
than Loma Linda, Rigs-
by said.

“Those boundaries 
were set a half century 
ago,” Rigsby said, ref-
erencing Loma Linda’s 
September 1970 incor-
poration. “If you talk to 
the officials at LAFCO 
[the San Bernardino 
County Local Agency 
Formation Commission], 
which has responsibility 
over the borders and ju-
risdictions, they will tell 
you that the way the city 
borders were drawn was 
the product of a lazy sur-
veying process, and for 
decades they have talked 

about fixing that. If you 
look at that particular 
property, the acreage 
owned by University Re-
alty, it is completely dis-
associated from Loma 
Linda. It should have 
been part of Colton to 
begin with. The criti-
cal infrastructure that 
is near the property is 
Colton’s. Loma Linda 
has absolutely no abil-
ity to provide services 
to that land. If the offi-
cials with LAFCO were 
setting the boundaries 
today, it would not be a 
part of Loma Linda.”

Nevertheless, Rigsby 
said, jurisdiction of the 
property is not going to 
be automatically turned 
over to Colton. If Colton’s 
annexation of the prop-
erty entails de-annexing 
a dozen or more proper-

ties or homes from Loma 
Linda, he said, the land-
owners will have a say in 
which city they remain 
in or are drafted into. 
“If there are 12 or more 
existing homes or prop-
erties involved, a request 
must be made of them,” 
Rigsby said. “They have 
to consent to being an-
nexed, or it won’t take 
place.”

Such consent would 
be rendered by a sim-
ple majority vote of the 
landowners impacted 
by the de-annexation/
annexation assenting to 
Colton’s takeover. If a 
majority of the voters 
opposed, the property 
would remain defined as 
lying within the confines 
of Loma Linda.

-Mark Gutglueck

San Bernardino Val-
ley Municipal Water 
District Confident 
Its Stores Of H2O 
Will See It Through 
The Drought  from 
page 2

Property or Estate Caretaker 

Reliable
Bonded 

Call (957) 567 1936 
Ask for Adam 
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Ultimately, Valdiv-
ia’s Last Remain-
ing Ally On The 
Council Joined With 
His Colleagues To 
Censure The Mayor  
from page 10
regard. Throughout the 
meeting, many of them 
did not hesitate in vocal-
izing their disdain for 
Valdivia, applauding and 
cheering those members 
of the council speaking 
from the dais or mem-
bers of the public during 
the comment period who 
voiced criticism or disap-
proval of Valdivia and his 
actions. Nor did they hes-
itate in jeering or mock-
ing any of those who 
spoke positively of the 
mayor, interrupting those 
speakers with catcalls or 
guffaws. This contributed 
to the overall impression 
that Valdivia was being 
subjected to a kangaroo 
court in which he was 
not being given a fair and 
balanced hearing.

“What is the purpose 
of this hearing?” Pacheco 
at one point asked rhe-
torically. “Is its purpose 
to improve the lives of 
the citizens in San Ber-
nardino or is this to drive 
political objectives being 
engineered by the city 

attorney? This is not the 
first investigation she 
has created and probably 
won’t be the last.”

Pacheco asserted, 
“The mailings made by 
the city on behalf of the 
mayor for the state of the 
city address and the VIP 
reception for the mayor 
were in fact legal. The 
law allows a mass mail-
ing to be done if it is an 
invitation to an event.”

García Guillén pointed 
out that while California 
law allows public money 
to be used to promote 
public events, Pacheco 
omitted the word “pub-
lic” when he quoted the 
law stating that city mon-
ey could be used to pro-
mote events. García Guil-
lén said that though the 
state of the city address 
was a public event, the 
reception held afterwards 
was a political fundraiser, 
which was not a public 
event in the sense re-
ferred to in the California 
Government Code that 
she maintained Pacheco 
had misquoted, and she 
insisted that Valdivia had 
used city money and re-
sources to promote the 
fundraiser rather than the 
state of the city speech, 
thereby running afoul 
of the law and the city’s 

policy.
Presiding over the 

meeting was Mayor Pro 
Tem Sandra Ibarra, who 
at one point importuned 
the crowd to remain re-
spectful toward Pacheco 
after members of the au-
dience had begun to hurl 
epithets at him.

During the council’s 
discussion of the censure 
proposal, the prevailing 
sentiment toward making 
the censure was apparent.

“He [Valdivia] has 
been asked and given 
all the opportunities and 
has never felt that he has 
to operate by the rules,” 
Councilman Fred Shorett 
said.

“We must purge City 
Hall of all corruption and 
members who choose to 
do the exact opposite of 
the oath we’ve voluntari-
ly taken,” said Council-
woman Kimberly Calvin.

Councilman Ben 
Reynoso stated his be-
lief that the issues delin-
eated in the investigation 
were sufficient to warrant 
Valdivia’s censure, while 
intimating that the coun-
cil, through information 
provided to it in closed 
sessions, was aware of 
even more serious trans-
gressions on Valdivia’s 
part that for reasons of 

the city’s legal liability 
cannot be disclosed. He 
said the city could not 
dare to let Valdivia off the 
hook.

“What happens when 
you let little things like 
this go on forever?” 
Reynoso asked. “This is 
principle. I don’t care if 
it’s a dollar. I don’t care if 
it’s $10,000.”

He denounced Valdiv-
ia for having comported 
himself in such a way that 
he was shedding discredit 
on the entire city council.

“We are putting our-
selves in an embarrassing 
spotlight to rid ourselves 
of corruption,” Reynoso 
said. “People ran for of-
fice who are on this dais 
today for multiple rea-
sons. One of them was 
a clear conception that 
this city is corrupt from 
the inside. It is disturb-
ing the things we can’t 
tell you that actually 
happen inside the city. I 
am disheartened by the 
community of developers 
and business owners who 
potentially jeopardize 
yourself by saying that 
you can reach a crooked 
person at any time of the 
night, any time of day, to 
get anything done that 
you want. That’s not why 
we came here. This is em-
barrassing. This is some-
thing we had to do.”

Councilwoman Ibarra 
said it was apparent to her 
that Valdivia had utilized 
taxpayer money to pro-
mote the VIP reception 
as a personal fundraiser 
and that his intention was 
not to draw people to lis-
ten to his state of the city 
address but to aggrandize 
himself.

“I am also a voter in 
the city,” Ibarra said. “I 
did not get an invitation. 
The concern we are hav-
ing here is the private 
VIP reception he held, 
and the people he in-
vited. That was not for 
the public. When only a 
limited amount of people 
are invited, that is not the 

public. He did not repre-
sent the public at that VIP 
reception. That was a pri-
vate event only to benefit 
himself. What matters 
here is the ethics, the in-
tegrity of the work we do 
here for our city.”

The sole deviation 
from the tenor of the 
council indicating its 
members were resigned 
to rebuking Valdivia was 
a round of questioning of 
City Attorney Carvalho 
and García Guillén which 
Councilman Figueroa at-
tempted to engage in dur-
ing the time allotted him. 
In the precepts to some of 
Figueroa’s questions was 
the suggestion or outright 
assertion that the investi-
gation had not been thor-
ough.

“Part of my issue or 
concern with it is there 
was a mention of at least 
two council members, 
and I would like to have 
asked, ‘Were any council 
members actually inter-
viewed during this pro-
cess?’” Figueroa said to 
Carvalho. “I know that 
I wasn’t. So, I wasn’t in-
terviewed but yet I can 
openly say that my name 
came up a couple of 
times. In fact, it’s in the 
back-up material here. 
Yet the person who in-
vestigated didn’t seem 

to reach out to council 
members to ask further 
questions. I have serious 
concern with that. Why 
wasn’t I contacted? I’m 
greatly disappointed in 
that. There was a com-
ment made earlier about 
information being with-
held and not doing your 
due diligence and not fol-
lowing up with the coun-
cil member who has actu-
ally been named in this. I 
feel you actually have an 
obligation to reach out to 
that individual.”

Despite Figueroa’s 
consistent previous 
standing as a key Valdiv-
ia political ally and his 
statements and ques-
tions during Wednesday 
night’s discussion indi-
cating his less than com-
plete satisfaction with the 
investigation of the may-
or, Figueroa joined with 
his colleagues in voting 
to censure Valdivia, such 
that the motion to do so 
passed unanimously. 
Furthermore, Figueroa 
joined in with the others 
in unanimously support-
ing a second motion to 
schedule a future council 
consideration of remov-
ing the mayor as the city’s 
representative to various 
regional and joint powers 
authority boards.

-Mark Gutglueck

to questions relating to 
whether he believes his 
lack of experience in 
the private sector might 
hamper him in serving 
as supervisor as well as 
questions relating to his 
vote in 2015 as a water 
board member to shift 
the electoral schedule of 
Cucamonga Valley Wa-
ter District board mem-
bers in such a way that 
it provided him and his 
colleagues with what is 

To Simulate Pri-
vate Sector Status, 
Cetina Has Joined 
Several Chambers 
Of Commerce  from 
page 9

a two-year extension in 
office during which he 
and they did not need to 
be answerable to the dis-
trict’s constituency.

The Sentinel sought 
to reach Rutherford’s 
campaign consultant in 
the 2018 election, Matt 
Rexroad, who is ru-
mored to be lined up to 
assist Cetina in his elec-
toral effort next year.

“I don’t even know 
who that is,” Rexroad 
said.

-Mark Gutglueck

Big Bear High School 
Senior Max Sannes cap-
tured first place and the 
California Interscho-
lastic Federation Cross 
County Championship 
on Saturday, November 
27.

Sannes covered 
the five kilome-
ter/3.10685595 mile roll-

ing hill course at Wood-
ward Park in Fresno in 
15 minutes 0.5 seconds, 
outdistancing his closest 
competitor, Bryce Gilm-
ore, who runs for Carls-
bad Sage Creek. 

Sannes set the pace 
from the outset of the 
5,000 meter/5,468.0665 
yard race.   At around 

the 2,700 yard/1.5 mile 
point, Gilmore caught 
up with Sannes, seeming 
for a few seconds as if he 
were going to pull ahead, 
but he remained content 
to merely pace Sannes, 
who did not break nor 
alter his 12-mile-per 
hour stride in the least. 
The two runners hung 

together until at roughly 
the 4,150 yard/2.35 mile 
mark, Sannes began to 
pull away. 

Sannes’ defeat of 
Gilmore appears to 
confirm the theory that 
many have, which is 
that constant training 
at 6,759 feet, where the 
atmosphere is thinner,  

confers upon a runner an 
advantage over a runner 
training at sea level. 

Sannes is the sixth 
Big Bear High School 
runner to win the indi-
vidual California state 
first place trophy. That 
puts Big Bear High in 
first place all time among 
California’s  1,327 high 

schools of all divisions.
 Bears who previously 

claimed first place in the 
championship race were 
Ryan Hall, who finished 
first in both 1999 and 
2000; Chad Hall, who 
crossed the finish line 
first in 2005; and Caleb 
Webb, who outsped all 
others in 2013 and 2014.

Big Bear’s Sannes Races To 2021 State Cross County Championship 

& H is prohibited from 
allowing any unauthor-
ized access to the ballots 
or their removal from the 
vendor’s facility before 
they are delivered to the 
county. 

San Bernardino 
County has recently in-
vested in purchasing Do-
minion Voting Systems 
machinery to carry out 
voting at its precincts. 

K & H, under the con-
tract, is to follow Cali-
fornia regulations for 
printing Dominion Vot-
ing Systems ballots. The 

Dominion ballots are 8.5 
inches wide with three 
columns and a minimum 
of 11 inches long and a 
maximum of 22 inches 
long. The number of 
candidates and measures 
on the ballot are to de-
termine the length of the 
ballots.

K & H is also sup-
plying mail-in ballots 
together with the enve-
lopes in which the bal-
lots are sent to the voters 
and which also contain 
the envelopes in which 
the voters mail the bal-
lots back to the registrar 
of voters office.  The re-
turn envelopes are white 
and nine inches wide 
and either five, seven or 

eight inches tall, with red 
printing. They are to be 
printed with a no postage 
necessary indicia. 

In addition to the 
mail-in ballots and the 
poll ballots issued to 
voters at polling place 
locations for voting on 
election day, K & H is 
to supply the county 
registrar of voters with 
counter ballots, those be-
ing official ballots issued 
over the counter to the 
voters at early voting lo-
cations prior to elections 
and on election days, and 
training ballots, which 
are ballots utilized to 
train poll workers with 
regard to election day 
procedures.

$39 Million For 
Ballots And Vot-
ing Pamphlets  from 
page 3


