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By Mark Gutglueck
Substantial disagree-

ment has arisen between 
a number of homeown-
ers in a rustic area in the 
Lake Arrowhead area and 
those they have chosen to 
represent them as board 
members of their neigh-
borhood’s homeowners’ 
association. Those differ-
ences pertain to the steps 
being taken as a means 
of reducing fire hazard in 
the less than one square 
mile district referred to as 
Upper Little Bear on the 

southwest side of Lake 
Arrowhead.

In 1890, farmers in 
San Bernadino, Redlands 
and Rialto proposed ar-
resting the natural north-
ward cascade of water on 
the west side of the San 
Bernardino Mountains to 
keep it from reaching the 
headwaters of the Mojave 
River and instead chan-
neling it south into the 
San Bernardino Valley 
to irrigate and expand 
the thriving citrus groves 
there. Thereafter, a hand-

ful of investors formed 
the Arrowhead Reservoir 
Company, and set about 
buying water rights at 
the top of the mountain. 
With what was deemed 
to be enough of those 
water rights in hand, the 
company began work on 
a dam for what was then 
called Little Bear Lake. 
By 1907, the dam reached 
a height of 90 feet, and 
the lake, fed by melting 
snowpack and rain, be-
gan to fill.

The project had faced 

legal challenges from the 
outset, and in 1913, the 
Arrowhead Reservoir 
Company sustained a 
major blow when a court 
decision prevented the 
company from divert-
ing water away from the 
Mojave River. With an 
already substantial lake 
in place, what was earlier 
intended as a reservoir 
was converted into a rec-
reational community sur-
rounding the lake shore.

In 1922, Little Bear 
Lake was renamed Lake 

Arrowhead. Neverthe-
less, the district at the 
southwest end of the lake 
along Little Bear Creek 
retained the name Upper 
Little Bear, immediately 
next to the community of 
Blue Jay.

Today, the Upper Little 
Bear Mountain Club Ho-
meowners’ Association 
exists as a confedera-
tion of the owners of 38 
relatively upscale cabins, 
most, but not all, of which 
are second homes to those 
who have title to 

More than half a de-
cade after Ontario man-
aged to liberate Ontario 
International Airport 
from the grip of the City 
of Los Angeles, it now 
appears that a deter-
mined move to develop 
warehousing and other 
logistical uses at its pe-
riphery is imminent.

Pushback against that 
development is manifest-
ing, however, based not 
on the resistance to what 

some locals at odds with 
the management of the 
airport feel is the short-
sighted conversion of the 
airport’s outlying prop-
erty into uses that will 
crimp the prospects for 
the airport’s long-term 
expansion but rather on 
environmental grounds.

Such legal action, in 
the form of a lawsuit 
brought under the Cali-
fornia Environmental 
Quality Act, was filed in 

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court yester-
day, January 20.

In 1967, Ontario offi-
cials entered into a joint 
powers authority ar-
rangement with the City 
of Los Angeles to have 
the larger metropolis, 
which already ran one 
of the world’s largest air-
ports – Los Angeles In-
ternational – to manage 
the Ontario aerodrome, 
where a mere 200,000 

passengers had passed 
through its gates that 
year. Under Los Ange-
les’s guidance, Ontario 
International Airport 
experienced astounding 
growth over the next 40 
years, achieving a rid-
ership of 7.2 million by 
2007. With the downturn 
in the economy that fol-
lowed as a consequence 
of the intense 2007-to-
2013 recession, the num-
ber of passengers flying 

into and out of Ontario 
dropped drastically. On-
tario Councilman Alan 
Wapner, accusing Los 
Angeles officials of pur-
posefully mismanaging 
the airport during that 
span, led a spirited ad-
ministrative, legal and 
public relations cam-
paign to force Los An-
geles to relinquish con-
trol of Ontario Airport. 
Wapner and his Ontario 
municipal col-

Spirited jockeying 
and even more intense 
speculation is ongoing 
as this year’s wide-open 
race for Second District 
San Bernardino County 
Supervisor approaches. 
While a few known can-
didates are positioning 
themselves for an ag-
gressive run, or at least 
trying to do so, business 
interests with a stake in 
the outcome are looking 
hard to determine which 
horse they are going to 
put their money on, even 
while they are seeking to 
winnow the field in a way 
that will take the risk out 
of backing whoever they 
settle on as a malleable 
candidate willing to do 
their bidding.

Perhaps the most re-
markable development in 
the yet-to-fully-shape-up 
contest is the possible re-
sumption of Paul Biane’s 
political career.

In 2010, Biane, a for-
mer Rancho Cucamonga 
Councilman, was serv-
ing in the last year of his 
second four-year term as 
Second District supervi-
sor and was looking for-
ward to being reelected 
to a third term. At that 
point, he was challenged 
by then-Fontana Coun-
cilwoman Janice Ruth-
erford along with Art 
Bustamonte, Greg War-
ner, Scott Markovich and 
Dennis Labadie. In the 
June primary, Biane had 
finished ahead of the oth-
ers with 34.18 percent or 
14,184 of the 41,492 votes 
cast. Since he had fallen 
short of being selected 
on a majority of the bal-
lots, he was forced into 
a run-off against Ruth-
erford, who had finished 
second with 31.74 percent 
or 13,169 votes.

In the November 2010 
balloting, Rutherford 
outdistanced the incum-
bent, capturing 

In the span of less than 
two months, a dynamic 
reshuffling of the lines 
of authority at the West 
Valley Water District has 
taken place.

From the outside, the 
district appears to ex-
ist as a conventional and 
somewhat obscure gov-
ernmental entity dedi-
cated to the routine pro-
vision of water to a 32 
square mile expanse that 
includes some but not 
all of three incorporated 

cities in San Bernardino 
County – Fontana, Rialto 
and Colton – and all of 
unincorporated Bloom-
ington and a very slender 
slice of unincorporated 
Riverside County. Nev-
ertheless, in recent years 
the West Valley Water 
District has generated 
enough political intrigue 
to more than match any 
other jurisdiction in far-
flung 20,105-square mile 
San Bernardino County.

In November, Kyle 

Crowther, a board mem-
ber with district since 
2017, announced he had 
been provided with an 
employment opportunity 
out of state starting in 
December and was ac-
cordingly resigning his 
post. More recently Clif-
ford Young joined in the 
exodus from the West 
Valley Water Board. 
Once a dynamic political 
force, Young had been 
atypically sedate over the 
last year, a circumstance 

brought on by the death 
of his wife, Jacqualynne, 
which came after a three-
year battle with cancer. 
Word comes now that 
Young himself is facing a 
health challenge, and his 
resignation was necessi-
tated by his need to move 
from Rialto to live with 
family members who are 
to look after him during 
his upcoming treatment 
and presumed recovery.

For more than four 
years, both Crowther 

and Young were in the 
thick of a series of politi-
cal struggles set within 
personal and combined 
power matches. That ei-
ther would resign or even 
consider resigning was 
until recently virtually 
unthinkable.

Young’s tenure on 
the water district board 
began four years before 
Crowther was elected. 
Indeed, Young’s politi-
cal status was established 
well prior to 

The effort to politi-
cally disempower San 
Bernardino Mayor John 
Valdivia advanced this 
week, consisting of his 
council colleagues voting 
to reduce the $106,793 
annual salary paid to the 
person holding the may-
or’s position to $50,000.

While the reduction 
does not take effect im-
mediately, it will apply to 
whoever is elected in this 
year’s mayoral race when 

the next term for the po-
sition initiates in Decem-
ber.

Valdivia, who was first 
elected to the city council 
in 2011, challenged and 
defeated incumbent May-
or Carey Davis in 2018, 
two years after the city’s 
1905 charter had been 
altered to convert the mu-
nicipality’s form of gov-
ernance from the strong 
mayoral model it had 
functioned under for 111 

years to a city council-
manager system. Under 
the 1905 charter, the may-
or had only marginal po-
litical power in that he or 
she presided over council 
meetings but did not have 
a vote except in making 
appointments or break-
ing a tie, augmented with 
veto power in the case 
of 3-to-2 or 4-to-3 votes. 
Nevertheless, the mayor 
traditionally had substan-
tial administrative au-

thority, which extended 
to being, in conjunction 
with the city manager, a 
co-regent with discretion 
in hiring and firing city 
employees.

The 2016 charter 
change stripped the may-
or of administrative reach 
and did not enhance the 
position’s political status, 
meaning the mayor yet 
has no voting power be-
yond being able to veto 
narrow one-vote differ-

ence council decisions, 
break ties or participate 
in decisions with regard 
to hiring the city man-
ager or city attorney and 
appointing city commis-
sioners. Valdivia coveted 
having the control for-
merly entrusted to the 
mayor, and he opposed 
the charter change.

Upon being elected in 
2018, he moved to artifi-
cially establish political 
authority and 
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them, contained on less 
than 50 acres at the 5,200 
elevation that features a 
natural topography that 
is part of an indigenous 
mixed conifer-oak for-
est containing native 
wildland fauna and flora. 
Dominating the stands 
are ponderosa pine, Jef-
frey pine, white fir, in-
cense cedar, sugar pine, 
black oak, and live oak 
species, with understory 
shrub species that include 
ceanothus and manzani-
ta. The Upper Little Bear 
District lies juxtaposed to 
and intermixed with the 
National Forest.

A basic wildfire miti-
gation strategy that has 
been developed by for-
esters and the U.S. Forest 
Service over the years is 
termed “fuel reduction.”

In explicating the con-
cept of fuel reduction, 
the U.S. Forest Service 
states, “The objective is 
to remove enough vegeta-
tion or fuel so that when 
a wildfire burns, it is less 
severe and can be more 
easily managed. When 
vegetation, or fuels, ac-
cumulate, they allow 
fires to burn hotter, faster, 
and with higher flame 
lengths. When fire en-
counters areas of continu-
ous brush or small trees, 
it can burn these ‘ladder 
fuels’ and may quickly 
move from a ground fire 
into the treetops, creat-
ing a crown fire. Thin-
ning trees, removing 
underbrush, and limbing 
trees are done using hand 
crews or machines. Cut 
material is ground into 
chips or piled and burned 
during the winter.”

Areas such as Up-
per Little Bear qualify 
as what is defined as 
a “wildland urban in-
terface.” According to 
the U.S. Forest Service, 
“Much of the effort in fu-
els reduction is focused 
in and around wildland 
urban interface develop-
ments both inside and 
outside of parks. Effective 
fuels mitigation treat-
ments are implemented 
across jurisdictional 
boundaries, on adjoining 
private lands in coordi-
nation, collaboration and 
in partnership with local 

communities and their 
governing mechanisms. 
Projects of this type in-
clude fuel breaks, thin-
ning, pruning, landscape 
modifications, etc.”

The U.S. Forest Ser-
vice shares jurisdictional 
responsibility over the 
San Bernardino Moun-
tains with other govern-
mental entities, which 
include the California 
Department of Forest-
ry and Fire Protection, 
known by its acronym 
CALFIRE, the San Ber-
nardino County Sheriff’s 
Department and the San 
Bernardino County Fire 
Department.

In reaction to a series 
of generally worsening 
and devastating fires, 
then-Governor Jerry 
Brown by executive or-
der created the Califor-
nia Forest Management 
Task Force, making the 
funding for that unit 
what was intended to be 
a permanent part of the 
annual state budgetary 
process, simultaneously 
increasing from 250,000 
to 500,000 the number of 
acres slated for fuel miti-
gation.

Traditionally, the 
board of the Upper Little 
Bear Homeowners’ As-
sociation has been grant-
ed relative autonomy in 
acting in what has es-
sentially been deemed 
the best interest of the 
Upper Little Bear com-
munity as a whole. Less 
than thorough minutes of 
the board’s meetings are 
generated, ones that do 
little more than note the 
outcome of votes taken 
or actions initiated, and 
which do not reflect any 
spirited debate or differ-
ences over those policies, 
which for the most part 
have not occurred in any 
event, at least until re-
cently.

That changed when 
the board, essentially 
on its own volition and 
with little or actually no 
input from its members’ 
constituents, after taking 
stock of what the State of 
California fuel reduction 
program offered through 
CalFire at no cost to com-
munities falling within 
the wildland urban in-

terface, applied to be put 
on the roster for intensive 
tree cutting.

Minutes of the Upper 
Little Bear Homeown-
ers’ Association Board 
meetings are not rou-
tinely publicly available. 
Using deduction, based 
on known quantifiables 
and a few minutes that 
have leaked out, the most 
recent request to CalFire 
for the fuel reduction 
strategy to be applied in 
Upper Little Bear was 
made in January or Feb-
ruary of 2021, with no 
fanfare, such that most or 
perhaps even all residents 
of the community other 
than the board were not 
aware of the application. 
In CalFire’s processing of 
the request, notification 
of the pending tree cut-
ting in Upper Little Bear 
was made to the Califor-
nia Department of Fish 
and Wildlife, such that 
by April 2021, a biolo-
gist with the department, 
Edith Martinez, penned a 
letter noting that CalFire 
crews should use caution 
in carrying out the thin-
ning process to prevent 
destruction to the habitat 
of several species known 
to inhabit the area in and 
around Upper Little Bear, 
including the southern 
rubber boa snakes and 
any birds that would be 
nesting in the trees to be 
taken down. Martinez 
noted in the letter that 
CalFire or its contractors 
would need to obtain a 
specialized permit un-
der Fish and Game Code 
Section 86 if the animals 
needed to be captured and 
relocated or potentially 
killed in carrying out the 
fuel reduction program.

It is not clear whether 
Martinez’s letter was ac-
tually sent and delivered 
to CalFire or how it was 
processed if it was deliv-
ered.

At issue is a pointed 
disagreement as to both 
the efficacy of the fuel 
reduction program as 
pursued by CalFire in 
preventing conflagra-
tions and the wisdom of 
the strategy in terms of 
the trade-off it involves 
in terms of havoc to the 
flora eradicated and dam-
age to the habitat of the 
animals living within the 
biosphere of the flora that 
is removed.

The rationale provided 
for the CalFire strategy 
of fuel reduction is that 
by thinning the forest of 

smaller trees and brush, 
the “fuel load” is reduced 
and the distance between 
trees is increased, lower-
ing the potential for the 
contagion of fire once it 
has begun.

Countervailing that 
theory is that by eradicat-
ing trees, which do not 
catch fire, relatively, as 
quickly as sparse or even 
thick bushes and grasses, 
a vacuum of space is cre-
ated and that vacuum, 
if not immediately then 
eventually, is filled with 
grasses and shrubs that 
burn quickly and serve 
as kindling, when a fire 
does come, to ignite the 
trees around them. More-
over, critics of the aggres-
sive natural scrub brush 
scraping and tree cutting 
approach assert that leav-
ing the indigenous plants 
and small trees in place 
serves to provide shade 
and prevent evapora-
tion and the retention of 
moisture, which can, to 
a point, retard the pro-
gression or initiation of 
a fire. The U.S. Forest 
Service previously used 
federal funds before they 
became unavailable to 
engage in fuel reduction 
efforts. Now, CalFire 
is using state money to 
carry out fuel reduction. 
Opponents of the process 
say chain saws or mas-
ticators that have been 
used in other areas are 
utilized to clear out trees 
and vegetation, and em-
bedded in the teeth of the 
masticators or the blades 
of the saws are seeds of 
combustible and invasive 
grasses from other areas, 
which are thereby trans-
planted to the land being 
cleared. This, those ad-
vocating against the fuel 
reduction strategy main-
tain, reduces native spe-
cies and often increases 
invasive species of plants, 
including grasses and 
vegetation that are com-
monly more vulnerable 
to catching fire rapidly 
and leading to the spread 
of flames than the indig-
enous plants and under-
story growth that is being 
removed.

In Upper Little Bear 
the project confines itself 
to approximately 40 acres 
of the forest, which are of 
lesser and greater prox-
imity to homes and are 
thus designated as lying 
within a so-called “state 
responsibility area.” The 
already accomplished 
and planned fuel reduc-

tion treatments extend to 
cutting down trees up to 
12 inches in diameter at 
breast height to an aver-
age spacing of 20 feet 
between tree trunks. Re-
sidual trees have been 
or are to be pruned to a 
height of eight feet or ½ 
the tree height, which-
ever is less. All vegeta-
tion within the drip-line 
of residual trees has been 
or will be removed using 
chainsaws or a mastica-
tor, according to CalFire. 
Ground-based equip-
ment, including a rubber 
tracked skid-steer and 
rubber tracked chipper, 
has been and will con-
tinue to be used through-
out the project area. Dead 
wood, to the extent that 
it has or will become ap-
parent, has been or will 
either be chipped or cov-
ered with clear plastic. 
Within chaparral domi-
nated areas, up to 85% 
of brush groundcover has 
been or will be masti-
cated or cut using chain-
saws and chipped onsite 
or piled and burned in 
order to create a mosaic 
of islands of vegetation of 
various natural appearing 
shapes and sizes. Vegeta-
tion cut using chainsaws 
will either be chipped on-
site or piled and burned. 
CalFire has expressed 
the intention of engag-
ing in the inter-planting 
of seedlings in the future. 
CalFire maintains that 
erosion control measures 
and project design fea-
tures have been incorpo-
rated into the project so 
that significant adverse 
impacts to resources will 
be non-existent.

Among those who are 
critical of the fuel re-
duction strategy being 
applied in Upper Little 
Bear are Dr. Chad Han-
son, Ph.D., of the Earth 
Island Institute, an ecolo-

gist who is a co-founder 
of the John Muir Project; 
Steve Loe, a retired U.S. 
Forest Service biologist; 
and Hugh Bialecki of the 
Save Our Forest Associa-
tion.

Hanson told the Sen-
tinel, “A large and grow-
ing body of scientific 
evidence is now telling us 
that removing trees from 
forests is most often as-
sociated with faster and 
more intense wildfires, 
despite misleading terms 
like ‘thinning’ and ‘fuel 
reduction’ being used to 
promote these projects. 
The reason is simple. 
Wildfires are driven 
mostly by weather and 
climate factors – hot, 
dry, windy conditions 
– and when trees are 
removed it reduces the 
cooling shade of the for-
est canopy, which alters 
the microclimate of the 
forest and makes it more 
susceptible to extreme 
weather and climate. In a 
nutshell, removing trees 
and mature shrubs makes 
the forest hotter and drier, 
and it reduces the wind-
break effect that denser 
forests have against the 
gusts that drive flames. 
In addition, after ‘thin-
ning’ and mastication, we 
invariably see a dramatic 
increase in the spread of 
highly flammable inva-
sive grasses, like cheat-
grass, while the masti-
cated wood chips act like 
kindling in a wildfire.”

Hanson continued, 
“Interestingly, study after 
study also find that dead 
wood doesn’t increase 
fire intensity, and may ac-
tually reduce it. The rea-
son is that downed logs 
soak up and retain huge 
amounts of water, like 
giant sponges. In fact, 
even in a drought year, 
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his election to the West 
Valley Water position in 
2013.

Nine years earlier, in 
2004, then-Fifth District 
San Bernardino County 
Supervisor Jerry Eaves, 
the sole Democrat on that 
panel, was ignominiously 
forced to resign as both 
state and federal pros-
ecutors were dueling over 
which would prosecute 
him for a long list of vio-
lations of the public trust, 
including fixing govern-
ment contracts, bribetak-
ing, conflicts of interest 
on county relationships 
with vendors, developers, 
franchise holders and the 
like. While state charges 
against Eaves were pend-
ing, federal prosecutors 
filed, repeatedly, politi-
cal corruption charges 
against Eaves, only to 
have them tossed out by 
Federal Judge Manuel 
Real, who ruled that the 
two-tracked state and 
federal prosecutions of 
Eaves constituted sub-
jecting Eaves to double 
jeopardy. The federal 
prosecutors thereafter 
would recraft the charges 
in an effort to avoid clon-
ing the state prosecutorial 
effort, only to see Real 
dismiss them once again. 
Eaves’ lawyer timed it so 
he entered into a plea ar-
rangement with the San 
Bernardino County Dis-
trict Attorney’s Office 
immediately after Judge 
Real had made one of 
his dismissal rulings and 
before the federal pros-
ecutors had time to react. 
In that deal, Eaves was 
to receive no jail time in 
exchange for resigning 
from office. Faced with 
the vacancy on the board, 
Eaves’ erstwhile col-
leagues voted to appoint 
the Republican Young 
to replace him, giving 
the GOP a five-vote lock 
on setting county policy. 
Young became the first 
African-American to 
serve on the San Ber-
nardino County Board of 
Supervisors.

After serving out his 
appointed term, Young, 
a PhD, went back to his 
post in academia, as the 

chairman of the School 
of Public Administration 
at California State Uni-
versity, San Bernardino.

While Young in his 
youth had been a Demo-
crat, by the late 1970s he 
had become a Republican. 
His devotion to the GOP 
was such that he did his 
part, prior to 2009 when 
registered Republicans in 
San Bernardino County 
outnumbered Democrats 
and from 2009 onward 
at which point the num-
ber of registered Demo-
crats in San Bernardino 
County eclipsed the 
number of registered Re-
publicans, to ensure Re-
publican primacy in San 
Bernardino County. An 
element of this consisted 
of his determination to 
serve as a model for Af-
rican-Americans locally 
to demonstrate that they 
are welcome in the Re-
publican Party and their 
interests are better served 
through the Republican 
approach to governance 
than that of the Demo-
cratic Party. The West 
Valley Water District fell 
within the Fifth Supervi-
sorial District, which had 
and continues to have the 
heaviest concentration of 
Democrats in the county. 
Nevertheless, the Repub-
licans in San Bernardino 
County have a far more 
energetic and efficient po-
litical machine than their 
Democratic rivals. Young 
personally participated in 
keeping the Republicans 
on top.

While local races in 
California are considered 
to be nonpartisan, in San 
Bernardino County all 
of politics is steeped in 
partisanship. In the West 
Valley Water District, 
Democrats have for more 
than five decades held a 
commanding advantage 
numerically over Repub-
licans. At present, of the 
district’s 48,317 voters, 
23,903 or 49.5 percent 
are Democrats. In this 
way, they outnumber by 
a margin of more than 
two-to-one the district’s 
10,107 Republicans, who 
compose 20.9 percent of 
the district’s voters. The 
10,859 voters in the West 
Valley Water District 
who have no party affili-
ation outnumber Repub-
licans. Nevertheless, the 
powerful San Bernardino 
County Republican po-
litical machine has over 
the last decade worked 
toward establishing a Re-
publican majority on the 

board of the West Valley 
Water District.

In 2013, at which point 
the Democrats had as-
serted themselves to cap-
ture control of the West 
Valley Board, Young in-
serted himself back into 
electoral politics, captur-
ing a position on the wa-
ter board.

Two years later, he 
supported another Re-
publican, Greg Young, to 
whom he was not blood 
related, in getting him 
elected to the board.

Two years thereafter, 
in 2017, Clifford Young 
ran for reelection and 
supported two other Re-
publicans, Michael Tay-
lor and Kyle Crowther, 
in their bids for board 
positions. Taylor was the 
former police chief of 
Baldwin Park and, like 
Young, has a PhD. The 
younger Crowther like-
wise was employed in 
law enforcement, as a 
Fontana School District 
police officer. Young was 
reelected, Taylor was 
elected to a full four-year 
term and Crowther suc-
ceeded in getting elected 
to the two-year term for 
the position he sought, 
that being to fill out the 
remainder of the term 
to which Alan Dyer had 
been elected in 2015. 
Dyer resigned from the 
district post in 2016.

Almost immedi-
ately after Taylor and 
Crowther were sworn in, 
they joined with Young 
and Young to suspend 
or place on administra-
tive leave district general 
manager Matthew Li-
tchfield; Assistant Gen-
eral Manager Greg Gage; 
the district’s human re-
sources manager, Karen 
Logue; and the board’s 
secretary, Shanae Smith. 
They terminated chief 
financial officer Marie 
Ricci. That bold action 
was opposed by the lone 
Democrat on the board, 
Don Olinger.

By the end of 2018, 
however, a rivalry devel-
oped between Dr. Clifford 
Young and Dr. Michael 
Taylor, who, true to their 
respective alpha male 
personalities, sought 
control of the water dis-
trict. Greg Young sided 
with Clifford Young, and 
Crowther followed Tay-
lor. This put the Demo-
crat Olinger into posses-
sion of the board’s swing 
vote. Ultimately, Olinger 
aligned himself with Tay-
lor and Crowther.

In 2019, at Taylor’s 
behest, the district’s gen-
eral manager, Clarence 
Mansell, hired Repub-
lican political opera-
tive and then-Hesperia 
City Councilman Jer-
emiah Brosowske into 
a $250,000 total annual 
compensation position 
as the district’s assistant 
general manager. Bro-
sowske, who had a con-
siderable track record 
running political cam-
paigns but no experience, 
expertise, training or li-
censing relating to water 
operations, at once went 
to work on assisting can-
didates favored by Taylor 
in the upcoming election.

Also in 2019, with the 
enmity between Clifford 
Young and Taylor deep-
ening, Clifford Young 
joined with West Valley 
Water District Chief Fi-
nancial Officer Naisha 
Davis and West Valley 
Water District Assistant 
Board Secretary Patricia 
Romero in filing a whis-
tleblower lawsuit in Los 
Angeles Superior Court 
naming as defendants 
Taylor; Crowther; West 
Valley Water District 
General Manager Clar-
ence Mansell; West Val-
ley Water District Gener-
al Counsel Robert Tafoya 
and his law firm, Tafoya 
& Garcia; West Valley 
Water District Special 
Counsel Clifton Al-
bright and his law firm, 
Albright Yee & Schmit; 
West Valley Water Dis-
trict Special Counsel 
Martin Kaufman and his 
law firm, the Kaufman 
Law Firm; and West Val-
ley Water District consul-
tant Robert Katherman. 
The suit further specified 
Ricardo Pacheco, who 
was at that time one of 
the West Valley Water 
District’s assistant gen-
eral managers and was 
also a Baldwin Park city 
councilman, as a co-con-
spirator.

The lawsuit alleged 
that Albright, Kaufman 
and Katherman and/or 
their firms were given lu-
crative contracts with the 
district in exchange for 
bribes or hefty political 
contributions. The suit 
further propounded that 
Tafoya, who was Bald-
win Park’s city attorney, 
had arranged for Taylor, 
who had previously re-
tired as police chief in 
Baldwin Park, to be re-
hired as Baldwin Park 
police chief on a contrac-
tual basis in exchange for 

Tafoya being hired by the 
West Valley Water Dis-
trict. In tandem with this 
arrangement, according 
to the lawsuit, Pacheco as 
a member of the Baldwin 
Park City Council had 
approved his city’s con-
tract with Taylor to serve 
as interim police chief 
and was rewarded with a 
$397,319.60 total annual 
compensation position 
as assistant general man-
ager position at West Val-
ley Water District, which 
was some $115,000 more 
than was being paid to 
the district’s general 
manager.

As the November 2019 
election approached, the 
Taylor and Crowther po-
litical team, assisted by 
Brosowske, put together 
a strategy intended to 
neuter Clifford Young 
politically. They ar-
ranged for a young man, 
Angel Ramirez, who 
had involved himself in 
Republican circles and 
was active in supporting 
campaigns in his native 
Fontana, to move into a 
rental unit in east Bloom-
ington, making him 
eligible to run against 
Clifford Young’s council 
ally, Greg Young, in that 
year’s West Valley Divi-
sion 5 contest. Ramirez 
jumped into the race 
and Taylor then utilized 
$19,128.04 from his own 
campaign fund to help 
Ramirez, by both trans-
ferring money directly 
to Ramirez’s campaign 
or using it to pay for pro-
Ramirez materials pro-
vided by a third party or 
independent expenditure 
committee.

Simultaneously, Tay-
lor endeavored to as-
sist the then-90-year-old 
Olinger in his reelec-
tion campaign against 
his challenger, another 
Democrat, Channing 
Hawkins, in West Val-
ley’s Division 4. In sup-
port of the effort to keep 
Hawkins from replacing 
Olinger, Taylor utilized 
$22,620.48 from his own 
campaign war chest to 
help the incumbent by 
either transferring money 
from his electioneering 
fund to Olinger’s politi-
cal account or purchasing 
electioneering materi-
als in the form of ads or 
mailers for Olinger.

Also running in that 
year’s race was Crowther 
in the district’s Division 
1.

Once the dust settled 
after the November 5, 

2019 voting at the polls 
and the counting of mail-
in ballots, Crowther 
had prevailed with 282 
votes or 53.41 percent; 
Greg Young had held 
off Ramirez and another 
challenger by capturing 
340 votes or 52.63 per-
cent; and Hawkins had 
trounced Olinger by cap-
turing 623 votes or 64.83 
percent.

In the Division 4 and 
Division 5 races, Tay-
lor had bet on the wrong 
horses. In the four weeks 
and two days between the 
election and the swear-
ing-in of the three victors, 
it appeared that a new 
coalition involving both 
Youngs and Hawkins was 
certain to form, resulting 
in Clifford Young moving 
into a position of ascen-
dancy over Taylor.

On the evening of 
December 5, 2019 as the 
board meeting during 
which the newly com-
posed board was to be 
seated commenced, Clif-
ford Young had hopes of 
being returned to the po-
sition of board president 
before the evening was 
over. In the early stages of 
the meeting, however, the 
chairman’s gavel was yet 
in Dr. Taylor’s right hand, 
and while he held it he 
made extremely skillful 
use of it. Following the 
swearing-in ceremony 
for the recently elected or 
re-elected members, the 
first order of business on 
the agenda was the reor-
ganization of the board’s 
officers. As soon as the 
item was taken up, Tay-
lor used his control over 
the proceedings to avoid 
the recognition of anyone 
else and gave expression 
to his newly informed 
opinion, based, he said, 
on his interaction with 
Hawkins since the elec-
tion. Praising Hawkins as 
“a very bright and gifted 
person who has an amaz-
ing degree of maturity for 
a person of his age,” Tay-
lor nominated Hawkins 
to the position of board 
president. In making the 
nomination, Taylor ig-
nored the district’s long 
tradition of conferring 
the board presidency 
upon a member who has 
accumulated at least two 
years and more often four 
years or more tenure on 
the board.

Without hesitation and 
not waiting for Crowther 
to second the nomination, 
Hawkins himself voiced 
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Ecologist Says The Best Forest Fire Pre-
ventative Strategy Consists Of Leaving The 
Forest In Its Natureal State While Creating 
Defensive Space Around Homes from page 2

downed logs can hold 
25 times more water per 
cubic area than the sur-
rounding soil.”

Additionally, Hanson 
said, “The current science 
is also telling us that the 
only effective way to pro-
tect homes is to help ho-
meowners conduct ‘home 
hardening,’ by which 
homes are made more 
fire-resistant by install-
ing ember-proof exterior 
vents, rain gutter guards, 
and sweeping needles 
and leaves off of roofs, 
as well as by creating 
‘defensible space,’ which 
entails pruning within 
100 feet around homes. 
This includes removing 
lower limbs, seedlings, 
dry grasses and accumu-
lations of dry leaves and 
needles immediately ad-
jacent to homes. Beyond 
100 feet from homes, 
there is no additional 
benefit to vegetation 
management in terms of 
home protection. In fact, 
we are now seeing many 
cases where, unfortunate-
ly, thinning and mastica-
tion in wildlands beyond 
100 feet from homes have 
been associated with 
faster and hotter wildfires 
that have burned down 
communities, such as the 
Camp Fire of 2018, the 
Dixie Fire of 2021, the 
Caldor Fire of 2021, and 
of course the Grass Val-
ley Fire of 2007, which 
rapidly burned through a 
large ‘thinning’ area west 
of Lake Arrowhead and 
burned down 199 homes. 
So, we know that the tree 
cutting approach that 
CalFire is implementing 
right now in the Upper 
Little Bear area is a prov-
en failure, and actually 
increases the threat of 
wildfire to communities. 
The vast majority of the 
acreage that they are cut-
ting is more than 100 feet 
from homes, and doing 
that won’t protect homes 
from fire – it will make 
things worse.”

Steve Loe was for 30 
years employed by the 
federal government as 
a biologist with the U.S. 
Forest Service, in which 
capacity he was assigned 
to the San Bernardino 
National Forest.

“During my time on 
the forest, I tried to work 

with San Bernardino 
County and local resi-
dents to manage the Na-
tional Forest lands and 
private land in such a 
manner that the moun-
tains would continue to 
support healthy popula-
tions of plants and ani-
mals,” Loe said.

The situation in Upper 

from an ecological stand-
point, different parts of 
the parcel should be treat-
ed differently. Areas adja-
cent to Arrowhead Ridge 
preserved lands should 
be treated differently than 
the forest stands next to 
the houses. Research has 
shown that the way to 
keep houses from burn-
ing is to treat the area 
around homes and the 
homes themselves really 
well so fire and burning 
ash and embers do not get 
to houses and catch them 

Loe noted, “Many of 
the animals that come 
through those corridors 
feed on rodents and other 
small animals that live in 
and feed on the shrubs. 
Rubber boas also need 
cover from down logs 
and piles of vegetation. 
Cleaning up all of woody 
debris on the forest floor 
will adversely affect the 
boa. They do not need a 
‘clean park’ setting. We 
need the right kind of 
prescription that takes 
care of the animals while 

ment. We need to leave 
the forest as natural as we 
can while protecting the 
homes. It can be done.”

Hugh Bialecki is the 
president of the Save Our 
Forest Association. He 
told the Sentinel, “What’s 
unfortunate here, from 
my perspective, is you 
have a homeowners’ as-
sociation board looking 
out for the property own-
ers that has invited Cal-
Fire in to do a well-mean-
ing fire hazard reduction 
program, and CalFire 

is a difference of opinion 
between the biological 
experts and the people on 
the ground carrying out 
this action. It is difficult 
because since the home-
owners’ association voted 
to go ahead with this and 
many of the homeowners 
are on board with what 
the board decided to do 
and they are not willing 
to do something differ-
ent or change what they 
are asking CalFire to do, 
there is not much in the 
way of recourse.”

There is a clear divide 
among the residents of 
the Upper Little Bear dis-
trict, Bialecki said.

“I have talked with 
some of the other hom-
eowners who feel like 
this is more than they 
realized what is going to 
be happening, but they 
are going along with it 
because the homeown-
ers’ association board 
has to be responsible for 
the 40 plus acres of that 
small community, and all 
things being considered, 
the program is probably 
the right thing to do,” Bi-
alecki said. “Others feel it 
is too much to be taking 
down trees that are up to 
or more than 12 inches in 
diameter.”

With regard to the 
number of and size of 
trees being cut down, Bi-
alecki said, “I have had 
conversations with Cal-
Fire personnel, whom I 
respect. Their attitude 
is ‘We think something 
needs to be done and 
the homeowners’ board 
agrees with us.’”

Nevertheless, Bialecki 
said, there are those with 
expertise in the realm of 
forest management who 
do not accept that the Cal-
Fire’s strategy is the only 
or even the best method of 
reducing the fire hazard 
in wildland urban inter-
face areas such as Upper 
Little Bear. He contrasted 
CalFire’s approach with 
that of Southern Califor-
nia Edison, which has a 
project nearby. Edison, 
he said, is being far more 
conservative in its altera-
tion of the forest, and is 
consulting with biologists 
and foresters prior to any 
of the ground cover or 
tree removals it engages 
in.

“There is a lot of 
valuable wildlife habi-
tat there,” Bialecki said. 
“I believe that with re-
gard to its bush clearing 

Federal and state of-
ficials today sojourned 
to San Bernardino to 
announce their dual in-
tentions of augmenting 
efforts to prevent future 
wildfires and recover 
from conflagrations that 
have plagued California 
in recent years.

Vice President Ka-
mala Harris and Cali-
fornia Governor Gavin 
Newsom along with U.S. 
Secretary of Agriculture 
Tom Vilsack were among 
the dignitaries at the U.S. 
Forest Service’s Del Rosa 
Fire Station located near 
the doorstep to the San 
Bernardino National For-
est who heralded the fed-
eral government’s plans 
use $600 billion to re-
furbish communities and 

land devastated by a rash 
of fires, including ones 
in the Golden State that 
burned just under seven 
million acres in the last 
two years, money which 
is to be matched by $37.6 
billion from Sacramento, 
according to Newsom.

Officials said $3.2 bil-
lion of the federal dollars 
will be used over the next 
five years for wildfire 
prevention, $2.4 million 
for hazardous fuels man-
agement and wildfire re-
sponse planning, $1 bil-
lion for wildfire defense 
grants, $600 million to 
fix wildfire damage, an-
other $600 million for 
increasing federal fire-
fighters’ salaries and 
unspecified amounts for 
create drought-resistant 

landscaping, enhancing 
wildlife habitat and es-
tablishing early wildfire 
detection systems.

Harris referenced 
California’s firefighters 
as “heroes,” saying they 
“serve... with incredible 
courage and commit-
ment.”

Since the turn of the 
Third Millennium in 
2000, the frequency and 
intensity of fires in Cali-
fornia have escalated on 
a nearly geometric scale, 
exacerbated by droughts 
running from 1999 until 
2004, 2006 until 2010, 
2011 until 2017, in 2018 
and in 2020. According 
to the California Depart-
ment of Forestry and Fire 
Protection, 18 of the 20 
largest and most intense 

fires in California’s his-
tory occurred between 
2000 and 2021, with 
nine of those in 2020 and 
2021.

The selection of Harris 
to make the announce-
ment of the federal fire 
relief funding, which is 
contained within the re-
cently passed $1 trillion-
plus infrastructure bill 
put forth by the Joseph 
Biden Administration, 
was an outgrowth of her 
being a native daugh-
ter of California, hav-
ing previously served in 
the roles of U.S. Senator 
and California Attorney 
General. Vilsack’s Ag-
riculture Department 
oversees the U.S. Forest 
Service.

-M.G.

Feds & State Commit $637.6 Billion To Combat Wildfires

Little Bear was brought 
to his attention recently 
he said.

“I met with representa-
tives of the homeowners’ 
association and walked 
the site, which is an im-
portant wildlife corri-
dor that extends from 
the north side of the San 
Bernardino Mountains to 
the south side. There are 
fox, bobcat, coyote, mule 
deer, black bear, spotted 
owl – a sensitive species 
- and other owls, all types 
of birds and a lot of hawks 
crossing through the area 
where development has 
happened to much of the 
natural habitat. It is an 
important corridor and 
connects to the Protected 
Arrowhead Ridge Pre-
serve. It is habitat for the 
southern rubber boa, an-
other threatened species. 
All of these species and 
the ecological function of 
the area are affected by 
what is being done to the 
forest in that spot, in my 
opinion. I sent a letter to 
CalFire, telling them that 
they are treating the area 
all the same way, when 

on fire. You do not need 
to treat an area that is a 
quarter of a mile away 
from where the homes 
are the same way you 
treat the areas right up 
next to the houses.”

Loe continued, “I told 
them how important it 
was not to use the same 
prescription in the entire 
forest. Areas with a lot of 
invasive grasses should 
not be opened too much 
or invasive grasses will 
increase, making the fu-
els more flashy. Areas 
away from homes in the 
drainages should be left 
denser to protect the soil 
and avoid erosion. Other 
small islands with less 
treatment should be left 
away from homes. Leav-
ing shrubs in these is-
lands will provide food 
and cover for the rodents 
and their predators and 
deer, as well as provid-
ing hiding areas for wild-
life living in and mov-
ing through the wildlife 
corridor that is shared 
with the San Bernardino 
Mountains Land Trust on 
Arrowhead Ridge.”

protecting the homes. I 
intend to ask CalFire to 
hold a meeting and have 
workshop to look at the 
treatment prescription 
and see if it can be modi-
fied to meet both objec-
tives.”

A more nuanced ap-
proach to the overall situ-
ation and the objections 
that concerned residents 
are expressing about the 
Upper Little Bear Ho-
meowners’ Association 
Board’s embrace of the 
CalFire fuel reduction 
strategy is called for, Loe 
said.

“In Upper Little Bear, 
the residents did not 
know permission had 
been granted by the ho-
meowners’ association 
to CalFire for this plan,” 
Loe said. “The only way 
to get out of that is to con-
sider new prescriptions 
which are not intended to 
open the land up so much 
that it looks and acts like 
a park. You can do that. 
What is called for is a 
prescription – a treatment 
– that varies with the con-
ditions and need for treat-

has a one-size-fits-all 
prescription for how it 
is going to protect those 
homes. This means they 
are removing trees with 
a diameter of 12 inches at 
chest level, which means 
that some of the trees 
coming out range from 
15-to-25 years old. Cli-
mate change is changing 
things, and as the ground 
becomes more dry, trees 
are growing more slow-
ly.”

In addition to the for-
est’s flora, Bialecki said, 
consideration needs to be 
given to its fauna.

“In addition, that is 
an area where there is 
a wildlife corridor,” he 
said. “The determina-
tion should come down to 
‘What is the best balance 
between public safety and 
environmental protec-
tion? How do we protect 
people and their homes 
and the wildlife going 
through the corridor?’ 
Some believe CalFire is 
way too aggressive in 
what is being carried out, 
and that there are alterna-
tives. In particular, there 
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44,166 votes or 51.81 
percent to Biane’s 41,086 
votes or 48.19 percent.

The following year, 
Biane’s already declining 
political capital plunged 
even further when Bill 
Postmus, his erstwhile 
ally on the board of su-
pervisors, pleaded guilty 
to criminal charges that 
had been lodged against 
him, turned state’s evi-
dence and then testi-
fied before a grand jury, 
implicating Biane in 
an extortion and brib-
ery scheme related to a 
vote Postmus and Biane 
had made along with 
Supervisor Gary Ovitt 
in November 2006 that 
conferred a $102 million 
settlement on the Colo-
nies Partners to bring a 
lawsuit that development 
consortium had filed 
against the county over 
flood control issues at the 
Colonies at San Antonio 
residential and Colonies 
Crossroads commercial 
subdivisions in Upland. 
Following the $102 mil-
lion settlement vote, the 
Colonies Partners’ prin-
cipals had made politi-
cal contributions totaling 
$100,000 each to both 
Postmus and Biane. In 
April 2011, Postmus’s 
testified before a grand 
jury and in May 2011, 
Biane was indicted along 
with one of the managing 
directors of the Colonies 
Partners and other public 
officials who had like-
wise received $100,000 
contributions from that 
development company in 
the aftermath of the $102 
million legal settlement.

Biane remained in 
limbo for nearly six years 
until the matter went to 
trial in January 2017, 
proceedings for which 
lasted for more than sev-
en months, at which time 
he was acquitted.

Meanwhile, Ruther-
ford flourished politi-
cally, and was reelected 
in 2014 and 2018. Having 
at this point served near-
ly two months into her 
fourth year of her third 
term, she is not eligible 
to remain as Second Dis-
trict supervisor after her 
current term concludes 
in December, which is a 

direct result of the term 
limits put into the county 
charter as the result of a 
measure sponsored by 
Biane in 2006.

Rutherford, recogniz-
ing that she would need 
to depart as supervisor 
later this year, shortly 
after her 2018 election 
began casting about for 
a way to extend her po-
litical career. Word was 
that she had closed a 
deal with San Bernardi-
no County Assessor/
Recorder/County Clerk 
Bob Dutton by which 
he would vie this year to 
succeed her as Second 
District supervisor with 
her endorsement and she 
would simultaneously 
run, with his endorse-
ment, for assessor/re-
corder/county clerk. That 
deal included, it was 
said, an agreement that 
the employees in each of 
their offices would retain 
their positions once both 
were elected. As it turned 
out, however, Dutton, 
a one-time Rancho Cu-
camonga councilman, 
assemblyman and state 
senator, opted against 
running for supervisor. 
He now appears intent 
on seeking reelection as 
assessor/recorder/coun-
ty clerk, in which he is 
able to delegate virtually 
all of the responsibility 
for running his office, 
which provides him with 
$385,325.21 in total pay 
and benefits annually, to 
his underlings.

Rutherford has since 
endorsed Cucamonga 
Valley Water District 
Board Member Luis 
Cetina to succeed her, 
closing a deal with him in 
doing so that will guar-
antee that Cetina will re-
tain most of her staff if he 
is elected supervisor. She 
also was instrumental in 
arranging for something 
on the order of $80,000 
in donations toward his 
supervisorial election ef-
fort.

Late last year, in a rare 
circumstance in which 
Rutherford dissented 
in a decision made by 
the majority of her col-
leagues on the board of 
supervisors, a new dis-
trict map for the county 

was accepted as part 
of the redistricting that 
takes place every ten 
years, this time in accor-
dance with the popula-
tion numbers in the 2020 
Census. Previously, the 
Second District covered 
north Upland, Rancho 
Cucamonga, the roughly 
westernmost two-thirds 
of the City of Fontana 
and its unincorporated 
sphere, Mount Baldy, 
San Antonio Heights 
and the San Bernardino 
Mountain communities 
of Crestline, Cedarpines 
Park, Lake Gregory, 
Blue Jay, Lake Arrow-
head, Twin Peaks, Valley 
of Enchantment and Ce-
dar Glen. With the redis-
tricting that will go into 
effect with this year’s 
election, the Second Dis-
trict is losing the San 
Bernardino Mountain 
communities but extend-
ing its border eastward in 
the Central Valley to en-
compass all of Fontana.

As a consequence of 
that redistricting, Jesse 
Armendarez, who was 
formerly a city council-
man in Fontana and ran 
in 2020 for Fifth Dis-
trict county supervisor 
as an eastside Fontana 
resident, now lives in the 
Second District. He has 
declared his intention 
of running to succeed 
Rutherford this year. 
Armendarez’s move pre-
cluded the rumored am-
bition of Fontana Mayor 
Acquanetta Warren, who 
previously counted Ar-
mendarez as an ally and 
a member of her ruling 
coalition on the Fon-
tana City Council. Ar-
mendarez was elected to 
the council in 2016 with 
Warren’s support, and 
he proved a reliable vote 
in support of virtually 
every element of War-
ren’s agenda while he 
remained on the council 
for four years. In running 
for Fifth District supervi-
sor two years ago, how-
ever, Armendarez, defied 
Warren, who was lean-
ing toward supporting 
then-West Valley Water 
District Board Member 
Clifford Young in his 
contemplated bid for su-
pervisor. It appeared that 
Armendarez’s ambition 
may have breached the 
once steadfast connec-
tion he had with Warren, 
who nonetheless came 
around to support Arm-

endarez in his ultimately 
failed Fifth District su-
pervisorial bid.

Armendarez was the 
only Republican vying 
in that contest, which 
featured two relatively 
well-funded Democrats 
– then-Rialto Council-
man Joe Baca, Jr. and 
Colton Joint Unified 
School District Board 
Member Dan Flores, 
who was also then-Fifth 
District Supervisor Josie 
Gonzales’s chief of staff. 
Baca won the 2020 
contest, despite Arm-
endarez’s determination, 
which was demonstrated 
by his having loaned his 
campaign over $90,000.

Previously, DeJonaé 
Shaw of Upland, a li-
censed vocational nurse 
currently employed 
with Kaiser Permanente 
Southern California, de-
clared her candidacy in 
the Second District.

Of note is the degree 
to which partisanship is a 
major factor in San Ber-
nardino County’s local 
races and supervisorial 
contests in particular.

This is because of the 
intensity and degree of 
efficiency with which the 
Republican Party func-
tions in San Bernardino 
County.

California is a Demo-
cratic state. All of its ma-
jor state political posts 
– governor, lieutenant 
governor, attorney gener-
al, secretary of state, con-
troller, superintendent of 
public schools, treasurer, 
insurance commissioner 
– are held by Democrats. 
The Democrats hold su-
permajorities – meaning 
they hold more than two-
thirds of the seats – in the 
state legislature, both the 
upper house state sen-
ate and the lower house 
assembly. Both of the 
state’s U.S. senators are 
Democrats. Of its cur-
rent 51 members of the 
U.S. Congress, 42 are 
Democrats.

San Bernardino 
County is among the last 
bastions of Republican-
ism in the Golden State. 
The Republicans have 
maintained their edge in 
San Bernardino County 
despite being at not only 
a disadvantage but a con-
siderable disadvantage to 
their Democratic coun-
terparts in terms of voter 
registration.

Overall in San Ber-

nardino County as of 
January 16, 470,799 of 
the county’s 1,142,760 
voters, or 41.2 percent, 
are registered Demo-
crats, which is 136,127 
more than the county’s 
334,672 registered Re-
publicans, which repre-
sents 29.3 percent of the 
county’s voters. At the 
same time 247,075 of the 
county’s voters, or 21.6 
percent, have no party af-
filiation. The remaining 
7.9 percent of the coun-
ty’s electorate identifies 
as members of the Lib-
ertarian, Green, Peace 
& Freedom, American 
Independent or other 
more obscure parties. 
The county is divided 
into five supervisorial 
districts. In only one of 
those districts, the Third, 
do Republicans outnum-
ber Democrats, 88,826 or 
37.1 percent to 81,584 or 
34 percent. Nevertheless, 
in all but the Fifth Super-
visorial District, where 
Democrats currently 
outnumber Republicans 
by an overwhelming 
102,740 or 50.2 percent 
to 39,812 or 19.5 percent, 
the incumbent supervi-
sors are Republicans.

By law, local elec-
tions are considered non-
partisan in nature, such 
that candidates are not 
identified by party on 
the ballot, as are candi-
dates in state or federal 
races. Nevertheless, in 
San Bernardino County, 
party affiliation has ev-
erything to do with local 
electoral contests. While 
the San Bernardino 
County Democratic Cen-
tral Committee has been 
highly ineffective for 
more than 40 years and 
was for the eight years 
between 2012 and 2020 
led by chairman who in 
his professional capac-
ity as a political consul-
tant worked on behalf 
of Republicans, the San 
Bernardino County Re-
publican Central Com-
mittee has burnished its 
reputation as one which 
is highly coordinated 
and well-funded, focused 
and efficient, capable of 
running aggressive cam-
paigns aimed not just at 
promoting Republican 
candidates across the 
board but using hard hit-
ting tactics in attacking 
their Democratic oppo-
nents.

In the Second Dis-

trict, the Democrats cur-
rently hold what appears 
to be a solid advantage 
in terms of voter regis-
tration numbers, with 
108,115 or 43.4 percent 
of the district’s 249,293 
voters affiliated with the 
Democrats and 69,300 
voters or 27.8 registered 
as Republicans.

That is not overly con-
cerning to local Grand 
Old Party activists, how-
ever, as their superior 
fundraising ability, the 
general innate tenden-
cy of the Democrats to 
show up at the polls or to 
use mail ballots to vote 
with far less frequency 
or reliability than Repub-
licans, the Republicans’ 
tried and proven meth-
ods of appealing to inde-
pendent voters and their 
determination to simply 
outhustle their Demo-
cratic rivals gives them 
confidence early in this 
election year that Ruther-
ford, a Republican, will 
be replaced by a member 
of her party in December 
after the current election 
cycle concludes.

What is less than clear 
at this point is who will 
be the GOP’s standard 
bearer in the race.

A recent survey, one 
that was done either by 
the party itself, party 
members or quite pos-
sibly by a company with 
an interest in perpetuat-
ing the Republican hold 
on county government, 
has been making the 
rounds in the Second 
District in recent weeks. 
There is a question as 
to whether the poll is a 
straightforward effort to 
determine which of a set 
of potential Republican 
candidates would do best 
in the upcoming June 
primary and perhaps the 
ultimate November elec-
tion or whether the poll 
is the first sally in an 
electoral effort on behalf 
of one of those candi-
dates meant to shunt his 
Republican competitors 
for the Second District 
supervisorial post to the 
side.

One indication that 
the survey originated 
with either the Republi-
can Party, some element 
of the local Republican 
establishment or perhaps 
a particular Republican 
hopeful is that it seeks 
to map out electability 
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While Young & Taylor Were At War 
With One Another, Hawkins Assumed  
Control Of The District  from page 3

Continued on Page 10

the second. The vote 
was then taken. It passed 
4-to-0, with Greg Young 
abstaining.

On December 12, 
2019, a week after 
Hawkins had replaced 
Olinger on the board, a 
letter from all but two of 
the district’s eighteen de-
partment managers was 
delivered to Hawkins 
and the remainder of the 
board, pressing them to 
relieve Clarence Mansell 
of his position as general 
manager. Complaining 
of low morale within the 
district staff, the letter 
stated, “General Manag-
er Mansell has alienated 
employees by remov-
ing responsibilities from 
specific individuals to 
those who will do his bid-
ding.” The letter spoke of 
“extreme concerns with 
regards to the executive 
management and overall 
unsatisfactory perfor-
mance of General Man-
ager Clarence Mansell, 
Jr.” and a continuing 
“lack of transparency, 
communication, honesty, 
professionalism and re-
spect for employees of 
the West Valley Water 
District” that had led 
them “to the firm conclu-
sion that the only way to 
save our water district is 
to change the leadership 
of the West Valley Water 
District.”

The board did not 
comply with the letter’s 
demand or request.

At issue was that the 
board could not allow 
itself to be seen as al-
lowing district staff to 
be setting district policy 
and making personnel 
decisions that were the 
province of the board. 
Moreover, there was no 
one on staff in whom the 
entirety of the board had 
confidence sufficient to 
reach a consensus on as 
a replacement for Man-
sell. Brosowske, who was 
receiving a quarter-of-
a-million dollars in total 
annual compensation to 
serve as assistant general 
manager, did not have the 
requisite knowledge or 
skill to run the district.

2019 had not fully run 
its course when a threat 
to the alliance between 
Taylor and Crowther 
emerged, growing out 
of Crowther discovering 
that month that Taylor 

had failed to disclose to 
him three months earlier 
that West Valley Water 
District Human Resourc-
es and Risk Manager 
Deborah Martinez was 
under investigation for 
tax evasion.

During the 2019 cam-
paign, Hawkins had been 
made aware of how Bro-
sowske was being de-
ployed to politic on behalf 
of Olinger against him. 
Hawkins at that time in-
dicated that if he were 
elected over Olinger, Bro-
sowske would become a 
“dead man walking.”

Despite the consider-
ation that from the time 
he was sworn into office 
sufficient votes to order 
Mansell to cashier Bro-
sowske existed – those 
of Hawkins, Greg Young 
and Clifford Young – no 
action to terminate Bro-
sowske was taken for 
four months.

In April 2020, in a 
face-saving arrangement 
for Brosowske, he ten-
dered his resignation, and 
the district in accepting 
it conferred upon him a 
$154,884.80. severance 
package.

Mansell, the highest 
ranking staff member at 
the West Valley Water 
District, became a pris-
oner in his own office, 
as virtually all of the dis-
trict’s department heads 
were at some level hostile 
toward him.

Despite the damage 
Taylor’s withholding of 
information relating to 
Martinez and the even-
tual criminal tax evasion 
charges that were leveled 
against her, Crowther 
remained for the most 
part closer to Taylor 
than to either Young or 
Young. While Taylor had 
to make some adjust-
ments and accept certain 
aspects of Hawkins’s 
leadership and decision-
making he was less than 
fully comfortable with, 
he managed to stay in 
step with Hawkins, more 
so than Young or Young. 
This gave Taylor one up 
on Clifford Young. With 
his wife’s death, Clifford 
Young became more and 
more distracted over the 
last year, and the rivalry 
between himself and 
Taylor less pronounced.

With Mansell still col-
lecting his $282,014 per 

year total employment 
compensation package 
but having become vir-
tually non-functional be-
cause of the disdain the 
district’s employees had 
toward him, the district 
board turned to Shamin-
dra “Rickey” Manbahal, 
who had been hired as 
the district’s chief finan-
cial officer in 2019, to 
serve as the district’s de 
facto general manager. 
Manbahal was moved 
into the full-fledged gen-
eral manager’s post last 
summer, after Mansell’s 
departure.

The board voted on 
January 13 to fill the va-
cancy in its ranks created 
by Crowther’s departure 
with Angela Garcia. Gar-
cia is employed by the 
South Coast Air Quality 
Management District’s 
Environmental Justice 
Inter-Agency Task Force 
and as an engineering 
geologist for the State of 
California Environmen-
tal Protection Agency 
(Cal EPA) Department of 
Toxic Substances Con-
trol. She has a bachelor’s 
degree in geology from 
Cal State Fullerton and a 
master’s degree in geol-
ogy with an emphasis on 
environmental hydroge-
ology from Cal State Los 
Angeles. She is married 
to Fontana City Council-
man Peter Garcia.

“Director Garcia is 
a highly qualified indi-
vidual with years of tech-
nical, government, and 
outreach experience,” 
Hawkins said. “We’re 
excited to work with Di-
rector Garcia to provide 
more communities of the 
Inland Empire with safe, 
sustainable, affordable 
and reliable water for de-
cades to come.”

Board Member Greg 
Young said that the dis-
trict sought applicants to 
replace Crowther and that 
upon Garcia’s submission 
of her request to be con-
sidered the competition 
was essentially over.

“She is eminently 
qualified,” Young said. 
“As someone who is 
steeped in the technical 
aspects of water opera-
tions myself, I appreciate 
the opportunity to have 
someone with her knowl-
edge and understanding 
on the board.”

No others applied for 
the post.

Greg Young told the 
Sentinel that with the 
departures of Crowther, 
who was for the most 

part aligned with Tay-
lor, and Clifford Young, 
taken together with Man-
sell leaving last year, he 
sees an opportunity for 
the district to put aside 
the hard line personal-
ity differences that had 
bifurcated the board and 
roiled district staff for so 
long, such that “We can 
commit ourselves to do-
ing what is in the best 
interests of the ratepayers 
and put political ambition 
aside.”

Asked if he anticipated 
that the departure of Clif-
ford Young might lead to 
the substitution, or reviv-
al, of a rivalry between 
Taylor and Hawkins as 
the two remaining al-
pha types on the board, 
Young said, “I hope not.”

He said it was in both 
Hawkins’ and Taylor’s 
interest for the district to 
concentrate on relevant 
issues. He said there is no 
evidence of any lingering 
hostility between the two 
over Taylor’s $22,620.48 
effort in 2019 to torpedo 
Hawkins’ electoral effort.

“They work well to-
gether when it comes to 
the supervision of the 
district,” he said. “By and 
large, our decisions on the 
board have been straight-
forward 5-to-0 votes 
about 95 percent of the 
time, with occasional dis-
agreements that are more 
about governing philoso-
phy. I am trying to work 
well with all three of my 
colleagues, and from 
what I see so far, they are 
getting along, but some-
times there is disagree-
ment which is more over 
style and process than 
what we’re trying to ac-
complish. You will only 
rarely see issues of sub-
stance instead of style 
when those differences 
do manifest. Over the last 
six months, things have 
been very quiet, particu-
larly as Board Member 
[Clifford] Young has been 
struggling in the after-
math of his wife’s death. I 
think we all, Board Mem-
ber Taylor included, have 
compassion for what he 
has experienced and the 

pain he is going through. 
If there are going to be 
differences in the near 
term, they will probably 
come down to a fight over 
the upcoming budget 
process. I believe we are 
all on the same page with 
President Hawkins, who 
wants us to develop a 
five-year strategic plan to 
lay out what we want to 
accomplish in the district 
in the foreseeable future. 
For the most part, the dis-
agreements you are likely 
to see at this point are not 
black and white but more 
over shades of gray.”

Young said that in the 
upcoming board effort 
to find a replacement for 
Clifford Young, he an-
ticipates there will be 
“more discussion, spir-
ited discussion and even 
debate” about competing 
applicants than there was 
about naming Garcia as 
Crowther’s replacement, 
which he said was a read-
ily apparent “no-brainer.”

-Mark Gutglueck

and tree cutting, CalFire 
could have been or still 
could be less aggressive 
and should be willing to 
at least modify the pre-
scription, and tone it 
down a little bit, based on 
their own discretion. That 
may or may not happen 
in terms of any modera-
tion. I was hoping, before 
I walked the site, that the 
level of tree removal was 
going to be less than what 
I saw. I think the pre-
scription they are using 
removes trees that are too 
large.”

Bialecki pointed out 
that a similar fuel re-
moval program is being 
carried out by CalFire 
among coastal redwoods 
near Santa Cruz, where 
the regrowth rate is more 
favorable than in the 
San Bernardino Moun-
tains, and that the trees 
removed there are not as 
large.

“There is a lot more 
rainfall along the coast,” 
Bialecki said. “We have 
much drier conditions 
and here the tree growth 
is slower. Reseeding other 
than for cedar trees is not 
happening to the same 
degree. There are fewer 
of the same types of co-

nifers than there were be-
fore. With the drought we 
are in, it is even worse.”

Bialecki said he sees 
room for a compromise 
that would meet the per-
ceived need for action to 
limit the fire hazard in the 
Upper Little Bear area 
while minimizing dam-
age to the forest. He rec-
ommended that CalFire 
consider limiting tree 
removals in Upper Little 
Bear to “what was being 
done previously, which 
was six-to-eight inches 
at breast height. CalFire 
in Santa Cruz is using an 
eight inches-and-under 
standard. If CalFire stays 
with the 12 inches, they 
are going to continue to 
be taking trees that took 
25 years to grow. You are 
not going to get that kind 
of regrowth for 25 years 
or more. The prescription 
they are working under 
is 12 inches or less. We 
question the removal of 
trees of that size. You can 
back off of that somewhat 
and use a standard that is 
more conservative, I be-
lieve.”

With what would be a 
minimal degree of focus 
by responsible parties 
within CalFire’s admin-

istration on crucial dis-
tinctions and particulars, 
Bialecki said, some ele-
ments of the Upper Little 
Bear controversy can be 
resolved.

“Much of this directly 
relates to how the people 
who are doing the work 
are being supervised,” 
Bialecki said. “The su-
pervisors of the work 
crews should be allowed 
some discretion so that in 
applying the prescription 
they err on the conser-
vative side when there is 
some doubt.”

Some residents of the 
Upper Little Bear Com-
munity expressed frus-
tration at the manner by 
which the board mem-
bers of the homeowners’ 
association arrived at the 
decision to invite Cal-
Fire to engage in the fuel 
reduction strategy pro-
gram. The board mem-
bers, those residents say, 
presumed there would be 
universal support for the 
tree cutting among the 
homeowners they rep-
resent, and then ignored 
the protests of those who 
objected to the plan and 
have now stubbornly dug 
in their heels in seeking 
to maintain the policy in 
face of burgeoning oppo-
sition to it.

Ed Reichardt, the 
current president of the 

Save Our Mountain Association President 
Suggests Compromise Calling For Leaving 
All Trees With A Diameter Of Eight Inches 
Or More Standing   from page 4
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ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

FOR CHANGE OF NAME
 CASE NUMBER CIV SB 

2131872
TO  ALL INTERESTED 

PERSONS: Petitioner:  CHEL-
SEA MAE CARINO MOLINA 
filed with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

CHELSEA MAE CARINO 
MOLINA       to      CHELSEA 
MAE CARINO MOLINA-
TIANGCO

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

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 2/15/2022
Time: 09:00 AM
Department: S-16 
The address of the court is
Superior Court of 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: 12/28/2021
John M. Pacheco
Judge of the Superior Court.
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
12/24, 2021 and 1/7, 1/14 & 1/21, 
2022.

FBN 20210012060
The following person is doing 

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

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL

The registrant commenced to 
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/ LUIS ANGEL LEYVA
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
12/06/2021

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 
business name statement must be 
filed before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself au-
thorize 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 Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on 12/24, 2021 
and 1/7, 1/14 & 1/21, 2022.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT FILE NO-
FBN20210012086

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: REDLANDS 
SOURDOUGH COMPANY, RED-
LANDS SOURDOUGH CO, RSCO, 
426 WEST OLIVE AVE, #6, RED-
LANDS, CA, 92373,

SAN BERNARDINO
Mailing Address: , RED-

LANDS SOURDOUGH COMPA-
NY LLC

Business is Conducted By: AN 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY

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

all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

s/NEANDER TABINGO
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of SAN BER-
NARDINO on: 12/6/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

County Clerk,
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in the 
office of the county clerk. A new fic-
titious 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 fic-
titious name in violation of the rights 
of another under federal, state, or 
common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code).

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

 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
FBN20210012035

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: FLAMES OF 
FIRE FINANCIAL SERVICES 
& BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT, 
FLAMES OF FIRE APOSTOLIC 
& PROPHETIC MINISTRIES IN-
TERNATIONAL, R R LINDSAY 
MINISTRIES, 1274 S WATER-
MAN AV, 118, SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA, 92408,

SAN BERNARDINO
Mailing Address: 12672 LIMO-

NITE AV, #3E-714, EASTVALE, 
CA, 92880, REGINA L LINDSAY

Business is Conducted By: AN 
INDIVIDUAL

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

s/REGINA R LINDSAY
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of SAN BER-
NARDINO on: 12/3/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
10/13/2021

County Clerk,
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in the 
office of the county clerk. A new fic-
titious 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 fic-
titious name in violation of the rights 
of another under federal, state, or 
common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code).

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

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: KENNETH LEON CAPLE   
aka KENNY LEON CAPLE   
CASE NO. PROSB2101136    
To all heirs, beneficiaries, credi-
tors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be 
interested in the will or estate, 
or both of KENNETH LEON 
CAPLE   aka KENNY LEON 
CAPLE has been filed by TA-
MARA CAPLE  in the Supe-
rior Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that TAMARA 
CAPLE be appointed as per-
sonal representative to admin-
ister the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests au-
thority to administer the estate 
under the Independent Ad-
ministration 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 JANUARY 31, 2022 at 
9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S36 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-

nardino District.
Filed: December 28, 2021
Amy Gamez-Reyes, 

Deputy Court Clerk  
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Filed: December 8, 2021 
Attorney for Tamara Caple: 
R. SAM PRICE SBN 208603 
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC 
300 E STATE 
STREET SUITE 620 
REDLANDS, CA 92373 
(909) 475 8800 
s a m @ p r i c e l a w f i r m . c o m 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on January 
7, 14 & 21, 2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF:  DELICIA VARELA   
CASE NO. PROSB2100790    
To all heirs, beneficiaries, credi-
tors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be 
interested in the will or estate, 
or both of  DELICIA VARELA 
has been filed by ANGELA 
MARIE VEGA in the Supe-
rior Court of California, Coun-
ty of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that AN-
GELA MARIE VEGA to 
be appointed as personal 
representative to adminis-
ter the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests au-
thority to administer the estate 
under the Independent Ad-
ministration 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 FEBRUARY 2, 2022 
at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S36 
at Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

Filed: January 3, 2022
Amy Gamez-Reyes, 

Deputy Court Clerk  
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 

of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Filed: December 8, 2021 
Attorney for An-
gela Marie Verga: 
R. SAM PRICE SBN 208603 
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC 
300 E STATE 
STREET SUITE 620 
REDLANDS, CA 92373 
(909) 475 8800 
s a m @ p r i c e l a w f i r m . c o m 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on January 
7, 14 & 21, 2022.

                                           

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: PATRICIA A. BRAUN    
CASE NO. PROSB2200001     
To all heirs, beneficiaries, credi-
tors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be 
interested in the will or estate, or 
both of  PATRICIA A. BRAUN 
has been filed by KATHRYN 
M. SESSIONS  in the Supe-
rior Court of California, Coun-
ty of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that KATH-
RYN M. SESSIONS be 
appointed as personal rep-
resentative to administer 
the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests au-
thority to administer the estate 
under the Independent Ad-
ministration 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 FEBRUARY 2, 2022 
at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S35 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

Filed: January 3, 2022
Amy Gamez-Reyes, 

Deputy Court Clerk  
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Filed: December 8, 2021 
Attorney for Kathry M. Sessions: 
R. SAM PRICE SBN 208603 
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC 
300 E STATE 
STREET SUITE 620 

REDLANDS, CA 92373 
(909) 475 8800 
s a m @ p r i c e l a w f i r m . c o m 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on January 
7, 14 & 21, 2022.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINIS-
TER ESTATE OF: JIA JIA   
CASE NO. PROSB2100428    
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in 
the will or estate, or both of 
JIA JIA  has been filed by 
XIANXI MENG  in the Supe-
rior Court of California, Coun-
ty of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that XIANXI   
MENG  be appointed as per-
sonal representative to admin-
ister the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests au-
thority to administer the estate 
under the Independent Ad-
ministration 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 FEBRUARY 28, 2022 
at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S37 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

Filed: September 27, 2021
Cesar   Marin,  Dep-
uty Court Clerk  
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Filed: September 27, 2021 
Attorneys for Xianxi Meng: 
Peter Deng/Sergio Castaneda 
SBNs 337726/208642
Law Office of Peter Deng
211 West Orange Grove Av-
enue   Arcadia, CA  91006  
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC 
300 E STATE 
STREET SUITE 620 
REDLANDS, CA 92373 
(626) 383 4273  peterdenglaw@
gmail.com
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on January 
7, 14 & 21, 2022.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME

 CASE NUMBER CIV SB 
2200086

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner:  SARB-
JIT KAUR filed with this court 
for a decree changing names as 
follows:

SARBJIT KAUR      to     
SARBJIT KAUR RANDHA-
WA 

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: 2/17/2022
Time: 09:00 AM
Department: S-17 
The address of the court is
Superior Court of Califor-

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

Bernardino, CA 92415,
San Bernardino District-

Civil Division
IT IS FURTHER OR-

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

Dated: 01/06/2022
John M. Pacheco
Judge of the Superior 

Court.
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on   
1/7, 1/14, 1/21 & 1/28,  2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: EDWARD LEWIS CLARK   
CASE NO. PROSB2100861   
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in 
the will or estate, or both of 
EDWARD LEWIS CLARK: 
A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by 
DANNIELLE GAILYNN 
OWENS   in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that DAN-
NIELLE GAILYNN OW-
ENS be appointed as personal 
representatives to administer 
the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests au-
thority to administer the estate 
under the Independent Ad-
ministration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtaining 
court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal represen-
tative will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S-35 at 
9:00 a.m. on JUNE 20, 2022 
at Superior Court of Califor-
nia, County of San Bernardi-
no, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, 
San Bernardino District. 
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of an 
inventory and appraisal of es-

tate assets or of any petition or 
account as provided in Probate 
Code section 1250. A Request 
for Special Notice form is avail-
able from the court clerk.

Attorney for the Petitioner: 
MICHAEL C. MADDUX, ESQ. 
1894 COMMERCENT-
ER WEST, SUITE 108 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92408 
Telephone No: (909) 890-2350 
Fax No: (909) 890-0106 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on  January 
14, 21 & 28,  2022.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: ALBERT 
MARCOS MENDIVIL   
CASE NO. PROSB2100592   
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in the 
will or estate, or both of AL-
BERT MARCOS MENDIVIL” 
A PETITION FOR PROBATE 
has been filed by JESSIE 
LYN MCCABE   in the Supe-
rior Court of California, Coun-
ty of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that JES-
SIE LYN MCCABE be 
appointed as personal rep-
resentatives to administer 
the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests au-
thority to administer the estate 
under the Independent Ad-
ministration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtaining 
court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal represen-
tative will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S-35 at 
9:00 a.m. on March 28, 2022 
at Superior Court of Califor-
nia, County of San Bernardi-
no, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, 
San Bernardino District. 
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of an 
inventory and appraisal of es-
tate assets or of any petition or 
account as provided in Probate 
Code section 1250. A Request 
for Special Notice form is avail-
able from the court clerk.

Attorney for the Petitioner: 
MICHAEL C. MADDUX, ESQ. 
1894 COMMERCENT-
ER WEST, SUITE 108 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92408 
Telephone No: (909) 890-2350 
Fax No: (909) 890-0106 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on  January 
14, 21 & 28,  2022.

AMENDED FICTITIOUS 
BUSINESS NAME STATEMENT 
FILE NO20210008935 The follow-
ing person(s) is(are) doing business 
as: CERTIFIED SELECTIONS, 
951 FEATHER HOLLOW COURT, 
CHINO HILLS, CA 91709, ( PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO); Z&S EN-
TERPRISES INC, 951 FEATHER 
HOLLOW COURT, CHINO HILLS, 
CA 91709 Business is Conducted 
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Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
By: A CORPORATION Signed: BY 
SIGNING BELOW, I DECLARE 
THAT ALL INFORMATION IN 
THIS STATEMENT IS TRUE 
AND CORRECT. A registrant who 
declares as true information, which 
he or she knows to be false, is guilty 
of a crime. (B&P Code 17913) I 
am also aware that all information 
on this statement becomes Public 
Record upon filing. s/ SIDDIQUE 
RAHMAN, OWNER/PRESIDENT 
This statement was filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 08/27/21 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. Began 
Transacting Business: N/A County 
Clerk, s/ I1327 NOTICE- This fic-
titious business name statement 
expires five years from the date it 
was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common law 
(see section 14400 et. Seq. Business 
& Professions Code). Published in 
the San Bernardino County Senti-
nel on 09/17/21, 09/24/21, 10/01/21, 
10/08/21; 01/21/22, 01/28/22, 
02/04/22, 02/11/22

AMENDED FICTITIOUS 
BUSINESS NAME STATEMENT 
FILE NO20210008897 The follow-
ing person(s) is(are) doing business 
as: SG METAL WORKS LLC, 
522 W. 1ST STREET. , SUIT F, 
RIALTO, CA 92376, ( PRINCI-
PAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN 
BERNARDINO);[Mailing Address: 
8034 ALDER AVE, FONTANA, CA 
92336]; SG METAL WORKS LLC, 
8034 ALDER AVE, FONTANA, CA 
92336 Business is Conducted By: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY 
Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, I 
DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A reg-
istrant who declares as true infor-
mation, which he or she knows to 
be false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ANGELICA ARELLANO, MAN-
AGER This statement was filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 08/26/21 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. Be-
gan Transacting Business: 02/26/21 
County Clerk, s/ I1327 NOTICE- 
This fictitious business 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 name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common law 
(see section 14400 et. Seq. Business 
& Professions Code). Published in 
the San Bernardino County Senti-
nel on 09/17/21, 09/24/21, 10/01/21, 
10/08/21; 01/21/22, 01/28/22, 
02/04/22, 02/11/22

AMENDED FICTITIOUS 
BUSINESS NAME STATEMENT 
FILE NO20210009057 The follow-
ing person(s) is(are) doing busi-
ness as: XSA INVESTIGATIVE 
SERVICES, 1535 N THIRD AVE, 
UPLAND, CA 91786, ( PRINCI-
PAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN 
BERNARDINO);[Mailing Address: 
154 W. FOOTHILL BLVD, STE 
A355, UPLAND, CA 91786]; KURT 
DONHAM, 1535 N THIRD AVE, 
UPLAND, CA 91786 Business is 
Conducted By: AN INDIVIDUAL 
Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, I 
DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A reg-
istrant who declares as true infor-
mation, which he or she knows to 
be false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ KURT DUNHAM, OWNER/
CEO This statement was filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 09/01/21 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. Be-
gan Transacting Business: 08/30/21 
County Clerk, s/ D5511 NOTICE- 
This fictitious business 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 name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common law 
(see section 14400 et. Seq. Business 
& Professions Code). Published in 
the San Bernardino County Senti-
nel on 09/17/21, 09/24/21, 10/01/21, 
10/08/21; 01/21/22, 01/28/22, 
02/04/22, 02/11/22

AMENDED FICTITIOUS 
BUSINESS NAME STATEMENT 
FILE NO20210009661 The follow-
ing person(s) is(are) doing business 
as: ETE SOLAR, 1155 S. MIL-
LIKEN AVE, SUITE E, ONTARIO, 
CA 91761, ( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF 
BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO); 
EARTHTECH ENTERPRISE INC, 
3400 COTTAGE WAY, STE G2 
3450, SACRAMENTO, CA 95825 
Business is Conducted By: A COR-
PORATION Signed: BY SIGNING 

BELOW, I DECLARE THAT ALL 
INFORMATION IN THIS STATE-
MENT IS TRUE AND CORRECT. 
A registrant who declares as true in-
formation, which he or she knows to 
be false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ VANESSA PAN, PRESIDENT 
This statement was filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: 09/23/21 I hereby certify that 
this is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office. Began 
Transacting Business: N/A County 
Clerk, s/ I1327 NOTICE- This fic-
titious business name statement 
expires five years from the date it 
was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common law 
(see section 14400 et. Seq. Business 
& Professions Code). Published in 
the San Bernardino County Senti-
nel on 09/24/21, 10/01/21, 10/08/21, 
10/15/21; 01/21/22, 01/28/22, 
02/04/22, 02/11/22

AMENDED FICTITIOUS 
BUSINESS NAME STATEMENT 
FILE NO20210009528 The follow-
ing person(s) is(are) doing business 
as: ANOKI, 12824 CORIANDER 
CT, RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91739, ( PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS SAN BERNARDI-
NO); NATIVELY INC, 12824 
CORIANDER CT, RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91739 Business is 
Conducted By: A CORPORATION 
Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, I 
DECLARE THAT ALL INFOR-
MATION IN THIS STATEMENT 
IS TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P Code 
17913) I am also aware that all infor-
mation on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing. s/ DANA 
GREEN, CEO This statement was 
filed with the County Clerk of San 
Bernardino on: 09/20/21 I hereby 
certify that this is a correct copy of 
the original statement on file in my 
office. Began Transacting Business: 
08/30/21 County Clerk, s/ I1327 NO-
TICE- This fictitious business 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 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see section 14400 et. Seq. 
Business & Professions Code). Pub-
lished in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel on 09/24/21, 10/01/21, 
10/08/21, 10/15/21; 01/21/22, 
01/28/22, 02/04/22, 02/11/22

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
FOR CHANGE OF NAME CASE

NUMBER CIV SB 2200137
TO  ALL INTERESTED PER-

SONS: Petitioner:  Natalie Lai-Ying 
Hui filed with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

Natalie Lai-Ying Hui to Natalie 
Lai-Ying Chuk

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

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 02/22/2022
Time: 09:00 AM
Department: S17
Room:
The address of the court is
Superior Court of California, 

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

nardino, CA 92415,
San Bernardino District-Civil 

Division
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED 

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

Dated: 01/07/2022
John M. Pacheco
Judge of the Superior Court.
Published in the San Bernardi-

no County Sentinel on 01/13/2022, 
01/20/2022, 01/27/2022, 02/03/2022

 
NOTICE OF SALE OF AUTO-

MOBILE
Notice is hereby given pursu-

ant to Sections 3071 of the Civil 
Code of the State of California the 
undersigned will sell the following 
vehicle(s) at lien sale at said address 
below on: 01/28/2022 09:00 AM

Year of Car / Make of Car / Ve-
hicle ID No. / License No. (State)

04 HUMMER/ 
5GRGN23U94H116023 7GYF397 
CA

To be sold by AIR EXPRESS-

WAY TOWING 17435 CATALPA 
ST HESPERIA CA 92345

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

 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
FBN20210012736

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: CAMP SPOT 
NOW, 8780 19TH ST #134, ALTA 
LOMA, CA 91701

SAN BERNARDINO
Mailing Address:
Business is Conducted By: AN 

LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY
Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 

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

s/MelilloThis statement was 
filed with the County Clerk of SAN 
BERNARDINO on: 12/29/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

County Clerk,
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in the 
office of the county clerk. A new fic-
titious 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 fic-
titious name in violation of the rights 
of another under federal, state, or 
common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code).

01/14/2022, 01/21/2022, 
01/27/2022, 02/04/2022

FBN FBN20220000359 
The following person is doing 

business as: EPITOME PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT 

[and] 
EPITOME LENDING
[and]
EPITOME REAL ESTATE
1632 WILSON AVE  

UPLAND,CA 91784:  GEO 
COE LLC  1632 WILSON AVE  
UPLAND,CA 91784

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 
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/ GEOFFERY T HUANG
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
01/21/2022

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 
D5511

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name statement must be 
filed before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself au-
thorize 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 Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on  1/21, 1/28, 
2/04 & 2/11, 2022.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
FBN20220000225

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: THE ALLEY, 152 
N 2ND AVE, UPLAND, CA 91786,

SAN BERNARDINO
Mailing Address: 152 N 2ND 

AVE, UPLAND, CA 91786, RON-
ALD B ZAPATA, 152 N 2ND AVE, 
UPLAND, CA, 91786

Business is Conducted By: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP

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

s/RONALD B ZAPATA
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of SAN BER-
NARDINO on: 1/14/2022

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

Began Transacting Business: 
1/1/2022

County Clerk,
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

office of the county clerk. A new fic-
titious 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 fic-
titious name in violation of the rights 
of another under federal, state, or 
common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code).

1/21/2022, 1/28/2022, 2/4/2022, 
2/11/2022

 
FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 

NAME
STATEMENT FILE NO-

FBN20210012646
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: MR. KEBAB 
RESTAURANT, 11201 CALI-
FORNIA STREET. SUITE A, RE-
DALNDS, CALIF, 92373,

SAN BERNARDINO
Mailing Address: , HANAA 

DAOUD, 13805 RODERICK 
DRIVE, MORENO VALLEY, CAL-
IFO, 92555

Business is Conducted By: AN 
INDIVIDUAL

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

s/HANNAA DAOUD
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of SAN BER-
NARDINO on: 12/27/2021

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

Began Transacting Business: 
6/10/2010

County Clerk,
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in the 
office of the county clerk. A new fic-
titious 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 fic-
titious name in violation of the rights 
of another under federal, state, or 
common law (see section 14400 et. 
Seq. Business & Professions Code).

1/21/2022, 1/28/2022, 2/4/2022, 
2/11/2022

FBN 20210012747     
The following person is doing business 
as: EXQUISITE TOUCH 17711 DIAN-
THUS AVE FONTANA, CA 92355; ( 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); [ MAILING 
ADDRESS 311 W CIVIC CENTER DR 
SUITE B SANTA ANA, CA 92701 ]: 
GUIOVANYA MARTINEZ 17711 DI-
ANTHUS AVE FONTANA, CA 92335 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL 
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ GUIOVANYA MARTINEZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/29/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a correct copy 
of the original statement on file in my office 
San Bernardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel 12/17/2021, 12/24/2021, 12/31/2021, 
01/07/2021          CNBB01202201CV

FBN 20210012415     
The following person is doing business 
as: GENERAL THINGS FOR YOU 
23859 SOUTH ROAD APPLE VAL-
LEY, CA 92307; ( PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO 
); GONZALO TOVAR 23859 SOUTH 
RAD APPLE VALLEY, CA 92307; 
RAMIRO TOVAR 923859 SOUTH 
ROAD APPLE VALLEY, CA 92307 
The business is conducted by: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP 
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ GONZALO TOVAR, 
GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/17/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a correct copy 
of the original statement on file in my office 
San Bernardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel 12/17/2021, 12/24/2021, 12/31/2021, 

01/07/2021          CNBB01202202SL

FBN 20210012442     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: INLAND MARKET 11436 
CEDAR AVE BLOOMINGTON, CA 
92316; ( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO ); PHOE-
NIX MARKET, LLC 11436 CEDAR 
AVE BLOOMINGTON, CA 92316 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL 
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business name 
or names listed above on: DEC 07, 2021 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ SYED A ZAIDI, OWNER/ MANAGER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/20/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a correct copy 
of the original statement on file in my office 
San Bernardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel 12/17/2021, 12/24/2021, 12/31/2021, 
01/07/2021          CNBB01202203MT

FBN 20210012431     
The following person is doing business as: 
W&B AUTO BODY 16572 CERES AVE 
SPC #4 FONTANA, CA 92335; ( PRINCI-
PAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN BER-
NARDINO ); ANDREZ MORA 1672 CE-
RES AVE. SPC #4 FONTANA, CA 92335 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL 
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ANDREZ MORA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/17/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a correct copy 
of the original statement on file in my office 
San Bernardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel 12/17/2021, 12/24/2021, 12/31/2021, 
01/07/2021          CNBB01202204IR

FBN 20210012451     
The following person is doing business 
as: RC TRANSPORTATION. 5446 
N E ST SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
924075466 N E ST SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92407; ( PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS SAN BERNRDINO 
); RAUL CARDENAS 5466 N E ST 
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/ RAUL CARDENAS, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/20/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a correct copy 
of the original statement on file in my office 
San Bernardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/14/2022, 01/21/2022, 
01/28/2022, 02/04/2022          CNB-
B2202208IR 

FBN 20210012748     
The following person is doing business 
as: SEWER TECH HYDRO JET-
TING. 1468 W BANYON ST RIALTO, 
CA 92377; ( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF 
BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO 
); MIGUEL MARTINEZ 1468 W 
BANYON ST RIALTO, CA 92377. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MIGUEL MARTINEZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/29/2021 

I hereby certify that this copy is a correct copy 
of the original statement on file in my office 
San Bernardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/14/2022, 01/21/2022, 
01/28/2022, 02/04/2022          CNB-
B2202207IR 

FBN 20210012762     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: SEWER TECH PLUMBING. 
3229 N. E ST. SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92405; ( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF 
BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO ); 
MIGUEL MARTINEZ JR 3229 N. E 
ST. SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92405. 
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/ MIGUEL MARTINEZ JR, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/29/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a correct copy 
of the original statement on file in my office 
San Bernardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/14/2022, 01/21/2022, 
01/28/2022, 02/04/2022          CNB-
B2202206IR 

FBN 20210012743     
The following person is doing business 
as: REOL HELP. 8305 VINEYARD 
AVE RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91730; ( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO ); SEAN 
D CALHOUN 8305 VINEYARD AVE 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ SEAN D CALHOUN, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/29/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a correct copy 
of the original statement on file in my office 
San Bernardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/14/2022, 01/21/2022, 
01/28/2022, 02/04/2022          CNB-
B2202205IR 

FBN 20210012694     
The following person is doing business 
as: ROSE GENERAL CONSTRUC-
TION. 26772 UNION ST HIGH-
LAND, CA 92346; ( PRINCIPAL 
PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN BER-
NARDINO ); ROSE GENERAL CON-
STRUCTION, INC. 26772 UNION 
ST HIGHLAND, CA 92346; 26772 
UNION ST HIGHLAND, CA 92346; . 
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/ AMADOR GARCIA, CEO 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/28/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a correct copy 
of the original statement on file in my office 
San Bernardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/14/2022, 01/21/2022, 
01/28/2022, 02/04/2022          CNB-
B2202204IR 

FBN 20210012689     
The following person is doing business as: 
SANTIAGO’S APPLIANCE. 273 WEST 
E ST COLTON, CA 92324; ( PRINCI-

PAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN BER-
NARDINO ); FILIBERTO RODRIGUEZ 
273 WEST E ST COLTON, CA 92324; 
AGUSTIN RODRIGUEZ JIMENEZ 
273 WEST E ST COLTON, CA 92324. 
The business is conducted by: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ FILIBERTO RODRI-
GUEZ, GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/28/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a correct copy 
of the original statement on file in my office 
San Bernardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/14/2022, 01/21/2022, 
01/28/2022, 02/04/2022          CNB-
B2202203IR 

FBN 20220000048     
The following person is doing business as: 
SCHOLARSHIP OF OVERSEAS SUP-
PORT ASSOCIATION 25827 MARI-
POSA ST LOMA LINDA, CA 92354 
; ( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); MISSION FOR 
TOMORROW 25827 MARIPOSA ST 
LOMA LINDA, CA 92354; 25827 MARI-
POSA ST LOMA LINDA, CA 92354; . 
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/ RICHARD C LEE, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/10/2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a correct copy 
of the original statement on file in my office 
San Bernardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/14/2022, 01/21/2022, 
01/28/2022, 02/04/2022          CN-
BB2202202MT 

FBN 20210012524     
The following person is doing business as: 
SHAKE IT UP. TEAM 1 RIALTO. 638 
WEST BASELINE RD RIALTO, CA 
92376; [ MAILING ADDRESSS 13183 
YELLOWWOOD ST MORENO VAL-
LEY, CA 92553 ]; ( PRINCIPAL PLACE 
OF BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO ); 
JULIO CESAR MORENO 638 WEST 
BASELINE RD RIALTO, CA 92376. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JULIO CESAR MORENO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 12/21/2021 
I hereby certify that this copy is a correct copy 
of the original statement on file in my office 
San Bernardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/07/2022, 01/14/2022, 
01/21/2022, 01/28/2022          CNB-
B2202201IR

FBN 20220000186     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: EQUITY SUPPORT SER-
VICES. 1660 KENDALL DR. APT 
46 SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92407;( 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO); ISRAEL S 
OROZCO 1660 KENDALLDR. APT 
46 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 
registrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ISRAEL S OROZCO, OWNER 
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Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 13, 2022 
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 ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/21/2022, 01/28/2022, 
02/04/2022, 02/11/2022          CNB-
B3202201IR 

FBN 20220000183     
The following person is doing business 
as: TRINITY TECHNOLOGIES 15715 
MOLLY AVE CHINO,CA 91708;( 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO); ESTEPHA-
NIE SVITELA 15715 MOLLY AVE 
CHINO,CA 91708; LETTY G MUNOZ 
15715 MOLLY AVE CHINO, CA 91708 
The business is conducted by: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A 
registrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ESTEPHANIE S. VITE-
LA, GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 13, 2022 
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 ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/21/2022, 01/28/2022, 
02/04/2022, 02/11/2022          CNB-
B3202202IR 

FBN 20220000182 STATE-
MENT OF ABANDONMENT 
OF USE OF FICTICIOUS BUSI-
NESS NAME STATEMENT    
The following person is doing business 
as: TRINITY TECHNOLOGIES 1701 
S.VINEYARD SUITE D ONTARIO, CA 
91761 ;( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO); HARIM 
V. GONZALEZ 15715 MOLLY AVE 
CHINO, CA 91708; LETTY G MUNOZ 
1515 MOLLY AVE CHINO, CA 91708. 
The business is conducted by: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP. This 

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
statement was filed with the County 
Clerk of San Bernardino County on 
01/30/2020. Original File# 202000001369 
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 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/ LETTY G. MUNOZ, 
GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 13, 2022 
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 ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/21/2022, 01/28/2022, 
02/04/2022, 02/11/2022          CNB-
B3202203R 

FBN 20220000227     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ONTARIO MOTOR INN 
1522 W. MISSION BOULEVARD 
ONTARIO, CA 91762;( PRINCI-
PAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN 
BERNARDINO); SUNILKUMAR 
B DHANGAR 1522 W. MISSION 
BOULEVARD ONTARIO, CA 91762 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business name 
or names listed above on: DEC12, 2021 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A 
registrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ SUNILKUMAR B DHAN-
GAR, OWNER, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 14, 2022 
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 ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/21/2022, 01/28/2022, 
02/04/2022, 02/11/2022          CN-
BB3202204MC 

FBN 20220000169     
The following person is doing business as: 
ACME DUPLEX SASH 723 W MILL ST 
SANBERNARDINO, CA 92410 ;( PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN 
BERNARDINO); AKAL SAHI,INC 1817 
THOMAS CT MODESTO, CA 95355 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION   
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business name 
or names listed above on: JAN 03, 2022 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A 
registrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ HARSIMRANJIT BO-
HGUNH, SECRETARY 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 13,2022 
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 ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/21/2022, 01/28/2022, 
02/04/2022, 02/11/2022          CN-
BB3202205MT 

FBN 20210012751     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: OPTIMAL ACCOUNTING 
& TAX SERVICES; OPTIMAL FI-
NANCIAL & INSURANCE SER-
VICES 473 S. CARNEGIE DRIVE 
SUITE 200 SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92408;( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF 
BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO); 
OPTIMAL WEALTH NETWORK 
473 S. CARNEGIE DRIVE SUITE 
200 SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92408. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION 
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business name 
or names listed above on: DEC20, 2021 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A 
registrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ COREY SCALES,CEO 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: DECEMBER29, 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 ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 

does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/21/2022, 01/28/2022, 
02/04/2022, 02/11/2022          CN-
BB3202206MT 

FBN 20220000159     
The following person is doing business as: 
PENAGARDENING 15606 WILLOW 
DR FONTANA, CA 92337;( PRINCI-
PAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN BER-
NARDINO); [ MAILING ADDRESS 311 
W CIVICCENTERDRSTE B SANTA 
ANA, CA 92701 ]; CRUZ EPENA 15606 
WILLOW DR FONTANA, CA 92337 
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 
registrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ CRUZ E PENA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 13,2022 
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 ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/21/2022, 01/28/2022, 
02/04/2022, 02/11/2022          CN-
BB3202207SN 

FBN 20220000327     
The following person is doing business as: 
FUTURE ADVANCE 2800 E RIVER-
SIDE DR #277 ONTARIO, CA 91761 ;( 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO); REINA ISABEL 
RIVERA GARCIA 2800 E RIVERSIDE 
DR 277 ONTARIO, CA 91761; DERVE 
MELENDEZ GONZALEZ 2800 RIV-
ERSIDE DR 277 ONTARIO, CA 91761 
The business is conducted 
by: A MARRIED COUPLE  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business name 
or names listed above on: JAN 10, 2022 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A 
registrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ REINA ISABEL RI-
VERA GARCIA, WIFE 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 13,2022 

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 ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/21/2022, 01/28/2022, 
02/04/2022, 02/11/2022          CNB-
B3202208IR 

FBN 20220000157     
The following person is doing business 
as: LOUISIANA FRIED CHICKEN & 
SEAFOOD 16951 FOOTHILL BLVD 
SUITE B FONTANA, CA 92335;( 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO); LMP INTER-
NATIONAL GROUP INC. 7048 FRE-
MONTIA 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 
registrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ RAHMAN THOMP-
SON, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 13,2022 
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 ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/21/2022, 01/28/2022, 
02/04/2022, 02/11/2022          CNB-
B3202209CH

FBN 20220000073     
The following person is doing business as: 
909 AUTO BODY AND PAINT 1875 W. 
RIALTO AVE SAN BERNARDINO,CA 
92410;( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF 
BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO); 
DAMIAN LOPEZ 175 E EASTON 
AVE G66 RIALTO, CA 92376; GUA-
DALUPE GARFIAS 1395 W 8TH 
ST SANBERNARDINO, CA 92411 
The business is conducted by: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all information 

in this statement is true and correct. A 
registrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ DAMIAN LOPEZ, 
GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 11,2022 
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 ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/21/2022, 01/28/2022, 
02/04/2022, 02/11/2022          CNB-
B3202210CH 

FBN 20220000140     
The following person is doing business 
as: BOSS’D UP BARBER & BEAU-
TY SALON 7251 BOULDER AVE 
SUITE A-5 HIGHLAND, CA 92346;( 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO); JEFFREY 
L THOMAS 7251 BOULDER AVE 
SUITE A-5 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 
registrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JEFFREY L.THOMAS, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 13,2022 
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 ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/21/2022, 01/28/2022, 
02/04/2022, 02/11/2022          CN-
BB3202211MT 

FBN 20220000092     
The following person is doing business 
as: ABRAHAM L’INCOMETAX & 
NOTARY PUBLIC 1498 N. MT VER-
NON AVE. SUITE #105 COLTON, CA 
92324 ;( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO); ALEX 

O ASENCIO 1498 N. MT VERNON 
AVE. SUITE #105 COLTON, CA 92324 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business name 
or names listed above on: JAN 04, 2002 
By signing, I declare that all information 
in this statement is true and correct. A 
registrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ALEX O. ASENCIO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 11,2022 
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 ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/21/2022, 01/28/2022, 
02/04/2022, 02/11/2022          CNB-
B3202212IR 

FBN 20220000178     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: MASEDUCATIONSOLU-
TIONS 25590 PROSPECT AVE. 
UNIT14C LOMA LINDA, CA 92354 
;( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO); HILDA 
M MATIAS 25590 PROSPECT AVE.
UNIT 14C LOMALINDA, 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 information 
in this statement is true and correct. A 
registrant who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ HILDA M. MATIAS, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 13,2022 
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 ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new ficti-
tious business name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use in this 
state of a fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see Section 14400 
et seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 01/21/2022, 01/28/2022, 
02/04/2022, 02/11/2022          CNB-
B3202213IR

leagues succeeded, such 
that in August 2015 Los 
Angeles agreed to re-
turn both ownership and 
management of the air-
port to its smaller civic 
counterpart 35 miles to 
its east, effective in No-
vember 2016.

Thereupon, On-
tario officials, working 
through the Ontario In-
ternational Airport Au-
thority, which had been 
formed in anticipation 
of Ontario again assum-
ing control of the airport 
while the struggle with 
Los Angeles over its 
future was yet ongoing, 
lured Kelly Fredericks, 
the president and CEO of 
the Rhode Island Airport 
Corporation and the de 
facto executive director 
of the T.F. Green Airport 
in Providence, Rhode 
Island, to sign on as On-
tario International Air-

port’s executive manag-
er. Fredericks began with 
Ontario International 
Airport in March 2016, 
eight months before On-
tario and its airport au-
thority fully established 
control over aviation op-
erations there.

The Ontario Interna-
tional Airport Authority 
is funded largely, and 
therefore dominated, by 
the City of Ontario. Two 
of the five board posi-
tions with the Ontario 
International Airport 
Authority were reserved 
for Ontario City Council 
members, and Wapner 
organically moved into 
one of those positions, 
acceding immediately 
to the position of board 
president.

Once in place, Wap-
ner followed his nearly 
flawless instincts as a 
politician, and he sought 

from his powerful posi-
tion to facilitate oppor-
tunities for his political 
donors and the donors to 
the political war chests 
of the other airport au-
thority board members 
to enrich themselves at 
and around the airport, 
primarily by cashing in 
on development projects 
relating to the airport. 
This was to involve the 
airport declaring land 
within its footprint not 
yet converted to avia-
tion-related use as sur-
plus, and selling it off to 
developmental interests.

Fredericks, however, 
was dubious about the 
wisdom of such action. 
He felt that the airport 
should hang on to the 
property it has, giv-
ing future generations 
the option of expanding 
the airport itself or its 
aviation-related services 
and potentially using the 
land for well-thought-
through and planned 
development of uses that 
would complement the 
airport as an economic 

engine for the region in 
the long term, extend-
ing to manufacturing, 
including aeronautical 
manufacturing if avia-
tion companies show 
an inclination in that 
direction. He cautioned 
against the airport au-
thority and the City of 
Ontario indiscriminately 
embracing the first set of 
proposals made for uti-
lizing that property, ones 
that would, most certain-
ly, provide an infusion 
of capital and spur the 
economy at least tempo-
rarily and redound to the 
benefit of those specula-
tors and businesses will-
ing to invest in the im-
mediate vicinity of the 
airport, but which would 
still-the-same commit 
the city and the prop-
erty involved to land 
uses that in the long run 
might prove less ben-
eficial and wise than if 
officials were more dis-
cerning and patient in 
their expectations to see 
development take place.

Among those on the 

airport authority board 
with Wapner were his 
fellow councilman Jim 
Bowman and San Ber-
nardino County Super-
visor Curt Hagman. As 
highly evolved political 
animals, Wapner, Bow-
man and Hagman had 
no time to shilly-shally 
around and allow the op-
portunities that abound-
ed at the airport to elude 
the movers and shakers 
who were anxious to 
pursue them, particu-
larly since those with an 
inside track on getting 
down to business in the 
airport district also hap-
pened to be among the 
trio’s most generous 
campaign donors. Wap-
ner, Hagman and Bow-
man pressed Fredericks 
to quit stalling and draw 
up a roster of airport par-
cels that could be sold off 
in the near term. When 
Fredericks continued to 
drag his feet, the board 
cashiered him in July 
2017, some 14 months 
after he had moved into 
the airport’s executive 

manager position, and 
barely eight months after 
the airport had returned 
to local control. Freder-
icks was replaced with 
Mark Thorpe, who was 
the airport’s chief devel-
opment officer.

Frederick’s firing, 
however, brought un-
wanted scrutiny to the 
authority and its board 
members, in particular 
their relationships and 
cavorting with entities, 
both foreign and domes-
tic, who have an interest 
in investing in the area 
around Ontario Airport.

In a development 
noted by many, in 2015 
Hagman hired Wapner 
to serve as his policy 
advisor in his county 
supervisor’s office. Wap-
ner and Hagman made 
several trips to China 
to promote Ontario In-
ternational Airport as 
a destination with Chi-
nese airlines. When it 
was suggested, however, 
that Hagman’s and Wap-
ner’s discussions did not 

Wapner & Hagman Sacked The Airport’s 
First General Manager For Not Selling 
“Surplus Property” To Their Campaign 
Backers from front page 
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board said that the board 
sought to participate in 
the fuel reduction pro-
gram offered by CalFire 
and then entered into an 
agreement to allow Cal-
Fire to begin the cutting 
of the trees and curtail 
the forest undergrowth 
“because the work is 
necessary. We made a 
decision to proceed with 
the project in accordance 
with the wishes of a ma-
jority of the homeowners. 
We have a small faction 
that disagree or want to 
entertain an alternative 
approach. They are now 
at a minority of 3.5-to-
one at the last vote. The 
HOA [homeowners’ as-
sociation] is bound by 
the laws of the State of 
California, and we have 
to abide by the rules. The 
membership [of the HOA] 
favors the approach of 
using CalFire’s program, 
which is a tried and true 
method.”

There is a body of sci-
entific data that justifies 
engaging in fuel reduc-
tion, Reichardt said.

“We have a number of 
well-established species 
of trees – pines, conifers, 
firs – that have been over-
taken by cedars and some 
of the dense undergrowth 
that takes the nutrients 
from the soil and com-
petes with those trees 
and makes them vulner-
able to the bark beetle, 
other pests, disease and 
fires,” he said. “CalFire 
has been involved in for-
est management for de-
cades and decades. There 
are a minority of foresters 
that have different opin-
ions and a different way 
of thinking about how to 
manage the growth. Their 
opinions are more appli-
cable and appropriate to 
large forests and not ur-
ban forests. Some of those 
voices have been brought 
to the attention of our 
community and we have 
listened. We are incor-
porating their principles 
wherever it makes sense.”

Reichardt said, “There 
is also an instigator in our 
community that’s done a 
lot to bring the press into 
the discussion and a lot of 
misleading and outright 
false information has 
been published. This is a 
manipulation by a small 

minority of seasonal resi-
dents and even one per-
son who has no financial 
interest whatsoever in our 
community.”

In the face of that, 
Reichardt said, “Regard-
less, we listen. We have 
had on-site meetings with 
their expert, Dr. Chad 
Hanson, and we consid-
ered a lot of what he said 
and rationalized it with 
what CalFire has said 
on [the same issues] and 
have adopted the position 
that mechanical mastica-
tion in not necessary on 
our project. There have 
been concerns raised by 
members about the rub-
ber boa, and that has been 
addressed by communi-
cation between CalFire 
and the California De-
partment of Wildlife.”

Reichardt said, “The 
homeowners’ association 
is entertaining hiring a bi-
ologist to assess the risks 
on our property. That 
will be predicated on a 
number of factors. We 
are willing to take up the 
study as we are listening 
to everyone, even though 
they are a minority. Our 
determinations are made 
in compliance with the 
Davis Sterling Act, the 
law in California that 
governs condominium, 
cooperative, and planned 
unit development com-
munities.”

Of those who are 
objecting to the hom-
eowners’ association ar-
rangement with CalFire, 
Reichardt said, “A lot of 
things are being exagger-
ated. We have bent over 
backwards to hear their 
input and that has been 
put into our plan. There is 
a small handful of about 
ten percent of the hom-
eowners or less that have 
raised concerns about 
CalFire’s approach, and 
we have tried to imple-
ment the input we have 
received from their ex-
pert. That has been miss-
ing from previous reports 
about this. The board is 
deciding what is best to 
be carried out on behalf 
of the community. We 
are trying to work toward 
mutually acceptable solu-
tions by factoring in all 
the information to make 
the best decision in terms 
of mitigating the fire haz-

ards and ensuring safety. 
We are trying to take 
the most responsible ap-
proach possible.”

“Reichardt noted, 
“This work has been un-
der way for more than 
five years. There has 
been a delay because they 
[CalFire] were busy fight-
ing fires in other parts of 
the state. We received a 
grant from CalFire to do 
this work that would be 
hard for a community 
like ours to [defray]. They 
have been working on it 
recently, which is of ben-
efit to us as well as for the 
surrounding mostly de-
veloped and more urban-
ized areas of Blue Jay and 
Lake Arrowhead.”

The application with 
CalFire for the fuel reduc-
tion program to be ap-
plied in Upper Little Bear 
was made prior to Reich-
ardt becoming president. 
The previous president, 
Bill Reeves, was a prime 
mover in getting CalFire 
to include Upper Little 
Bear in its statewide effort 
to reduce fuel on 500,000 
acres of forest land.

“We are not thinning 
the trees,” Reeves as-
serted. “We are removing 
brush and trees that are 
under a certain diameter, 
some of the smallest trees 
that are less than ten inch-
es in diameter measured 
at the four-foot level, 
which is the standard way 
of measuring trees. Most 
of the trees we are tak-
ing down are under two 
feet tall. There is a group 
of up to five people who 
are opposed to that prac-
tice, some of who say we 
should not cut down any 
trees, no matter how big 
or small they are. They 
have a different philoso-
phy. The majority of us 
believe in proceeding 
with what we have done 
for many many years. 
This is not the first time 
we have done this. This is 
what we have done about 
every ten years or so. All 
of these people are new 
to the area. I can’t say 
exactly, but most have 
moved to [Upper Little 
Bear] within the last six 
or seven years. They are 
the newest owners in the 
community.”

Asked if he could speak 
to the logic of those, such 
as Hanson, who reason 
that clearing the forest of 
smaller trees and natu-
ral undergrowth reduces 
shade, exposes trees to 
evaporation along with 
wind and therefore abun-

dant oxygen, and intro-
duces invasive non-native 
grasses that upon drying 
convert into ready-made 
kindling, Reeves said, 
“I can’t help you with 
the reason for why they 
believe that. We are not 
saying that the approach 
others like Dr. Hanson 
are advocating is neces-
sarily wrong. They would 
just let every tree grow. If 
you were to do that, in my 
opinion and in the opin-
ion of others, the forest 
would not be as healthy 
and there would be more 
ladder fuel to burn the tall 
trees that are 100 feet tall. 
What we are doing is cut-
ting the lower branches 
of trees and removing the 
chaparral. They are cut-
ting a few trees, but they 
are under ten inches in 
diameter.”

Reeves said, “This 
land we’re on where we 
are doing this was origi-
nally Forest Service land. 
We are doing exactly 
what the Forest Service 
did. We did not have this 
problem until the bark 
beetle came in 2003. It 
killed 1,300 trees which 
had previously shaded 
the forest. Before that, 
we did not have as many 
of these little trees be-
cause of the canopy the 
larger trees provided 
and we did not have that 
much sun on the ground, 
if you follow me. When 
the bark beetle came, it 
immediately changed the 
forest because so many of 
these tall trees were cut 
down and left open space 
between the remaining 
trees. Deerbrush, buck-
thorn, manzanita rapidly 
grew because they were 
getting so much light and 
water. That underbrush 
rapidly grew. My family 
has had a cabin in this 
area since 1933. I have 
never seen that much 
growth there before. That 
growth represents a lot 
more danger. It is called 
ladder fuel. That brush in 
some places is ten or fif-
teen feet high and is very 
flammable. When our 
land was a forest, the For-
est Service came through 
just about every ten years 
and removed a lot of the 
trees that were diseased 
or dying or too close to-
gether. That happened 
time after time again. 
When the homeowners 
traded other land for the 
land we’re on, we contin-
ued to do that, which was 
considered a best prac-
tice.”

He and the members 
of the homeowners’ as-
sociation board have not 
suddenly taken it upon 
themselves to alter policy 
and destroy the forest, 
Reeves said.

“In 2010, we did exact-
ly what we are doing now 
except San Bernardino 
County did a majority 
of the work,” he related. 
“We also did some work 
through a project called 
Forest Care, where we ap-
plied for a grant. The fed-
eral government paid for 
75 percent and we paid 25 
percent. All of the work 
was done by certified 
contractors approved by 
the federal government.”

Dr. JoAnna Schilling, 
who is a member of the 
homeowners’ associa-
tion’s forest committee, 
told the Sentinel, “The 
majority of the member-
ship supports the Cal-
Fire project and we have 
received regular updates 
on the project from Bill 
Reeves since he first 
started exploring the 
grant funding with Cal-
Fire. We held an informal 
vote at the last member-
ship meeting and the 
project was overwhelm-
ingly supported.”

Of the work CalFire is 
doing, Schilling insisted, 
“It is not a ‘mastication’ 
project. It is a fuel treat-
ment or fuel reduction 
project. That’s the cor-
rect language. Note that 
while the official project 
proposal includes refer-
ence to mastication, that 
is only so that CalFire 
has the capacity to use all 
available tools as needed. 
However, no mastication 
has been done, and as of 
today, use of mastication 
is not anticipated.”

Schilling said, “Dr 
Hanson, who is the only 
scientist that a small num-
ber of our community has 
relied on for a dissent-
ing opinion, frequently 
conflates fuel reduction 
treatments with logging, 
which is not accurate. 
The most important dis-
tinction between the two 
is that logging removes 
the largest, oldest and 
most valuable trees from 
the landscape while thin-
ning removes small trees 
and shrubs and leaves 
older mature trees stand-
ing. Also note there’s 
little to no commercial 
value for the smaller trees 
and shrubs. This is not a 
profit-driven endeavor. I 
agree with many of Dr. 
Hanson’s points, includ-

ing the detrimental ef-
fects of logging and how 
that has contributed to the 
catastrophic state fires in 
the northern portion of 
our state, especially the 
Camp Fire, and also think 
his ideas of home harden-
ing are very sound and 
should be implemented 
in our community. I just 
don’t believe it makes 
sense to only conduct 
home hardening, and 
leave the forest to burn. 
This doesn’t seem the 
right way to protect our 
wildlife and natural re-
sources.”

Schilling took issue 
with the concept of allow-
ing the forest to grow in 
accordance with its natu-
ral progression, unhin-
dered by human efforts to 
alter its concentration.

“There’s really no dis-
pute among any credible 
scientists that the current 
density of our forests is 
way outside the norms 
for the last 10,000 years 
due to 100-plus years 
of fire suppression,” she 
said. “The overwhelm-
ing consensus among 
forest ecologists and fire 
scientists is that fuel re-
duction treatments work, 
whether mechanical and/
or via prescribed fire. Dr. 
Hanson’s claim that re-
ductions in forest canopy 
lead to hotter, drier forests 
have not been proven by 
his peers. In fact, breaks 
in forest canopy lead to 
greater species diversity. 
For example, shade toler-
ant trees such as cedars 
dominate in dense for-
ests. Also, his theory that 
catastrophic fire is wind-
driven rather than fuel-
driven is widely refuted. 
The reality is much more 
complex and they are in-
tertwined. One cannot be 
separated from the other.”

Some of those deter-
mined to force a reap-
praisal of the fuel reduc-
tion approach who hoped 
to stop it from proceeding 
beyond the roughly three 
weeks of clearing that 
took place in November 
and the first part of De-
cember hoped that they 
had been granted a grace 
period by the snow that 
halted the project in De-
cember. They were fur-
ther banking on the pros-
pect that CalFire would 
desist from tree cuttings 
and undergrowth eradi-
cation long enough to 
reach the bird breeding 
period that will kick off in 
March and last through 
Continued on Page 12 
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confine themselves to 
meetings with airline 
executives but that they 
were actively recruit-
ing Chinese Commu-
nist capitalists to make 
investments in property 
around the airport, con-
cerns about the wisdom 
of allowing China to 
take a lead in developing 
and thereafter control-
ling assets that are key 
to the region’s economy 
resulted in a years-long 
paralysis with regard to 
development in the dis-
trict around the airport.

Last month, that ap-
parent extended period 
of malaise came to an 
end when on December 
23 the Ontario Interna-
tional Airport Authority 
unanimously approved 
a 55-year lease with Ca-
nAm Ontario LLC, a 
joint venture between 
the McDonald Prop-
erty Group of Newport 
Beach and USAA Real 
Estate Co. of San Anto-
nio, Texas for 197.85 of 
216 acres the Ontario 
International Airport 
Authority owns east of 

Haven Avenue south of 
Airport Drive and north 
of Jurupa Avenue and 
west of Carnegie Av-
enue.

CanAm Ontario was 
chosen from among 
what the authority said 
were more than 4,800 
potential bidders on the 
property.

In securing the exclu-
sive ground lease right, 
CanAm agreed to make 
a non-refundable $10 
million deposit, and is to 
pay the airport author-
ity roughly $625 million 
between 2021 and 2086, 
with $275 million being 
paid over the first decade 
of the lease, through 
December 2031. Air-
port officials celebrated 
that aspect of the lease, 
indicating that not only 
will the currently fallow 
acreage between Air-
port Drive and Jurupa 
Avenue be transformed 
into industrial concerns 
including factories, 
warehousing, distribu-
tion facilities and other 
logistics elements, but 
the airport through the 

authority will directly 
receive millions of dol-
lars to defray the cost of 
further airport improve-
ments and underwrite 
the cost of operations.

No sooner had the 
lease been signed, how-
ever, than a collection of 
environmentalists, in-
cluding those in the Po-
mona Valley Audubon 
Society, took note that 
the lease site, east of the 
runway, is habitat to rare 
small nesting burrowing 
owls.

As the birds are thriv-
ing on the property and 
their habitat elsewhere is 
dwindling, the activists 
resolved to undertake an 
effort to protect the owls.

That action came in 
the form of a lawsuit 
filed by a group call-
ing itself Inland Valley 
Advocates for the Envi-
ronment aimed at over-
turning the action taken 
on December 23 by the 
Ontario International 
Airport Authority.

The lawsuit names 
both the Ontario Inter-
national Airport Author-
ity as a defendant and 
respondent and CanAm 
Ontario LLC as a defen-
dant and real party in 
interest.

The petition’s cause 
of action consists of an 

assertion that the devel-
opment of the property 
as proposed by CanAm 
violates the California 
Environmental Quality 
Act, and that the airport 
authority’s effort to ap-
ply a categorical Cali-
fornia Environmental 
Quality Act exemption 
to the leasing and devel-
opment of the property 
was improperly made. 
Furthermore, according 
to the suit, the lease and 
development of the prop-
erty “has the potential to 
cause significant direct, 
indirect, or cumulative 
adverse impacts on the 
environment, including 
but not limited to park-
ing and traffic problems, 
noise problems, and bio-
logical/wildlife impacts. 
These significant direct, 
indirect, or cumulative 
adverse environmental 
impacts give rise to de-
fendants/respondents’ 
legal obligation to sub-
ject the project to Cali-
fornia Environmental 
Quality Act review. The 
defendants/respondents’ 
refusal to apply the Cali-
fornia Environmental 
Quality Act to the proj-
ect and subject it to en-
vironmental review con-
stitutes a violation of the 
California Environmen-
tal Quality Act.”

Repeated efforts to 
obtain Wapner’s reaction 
to the suit were unsuc-
cessful at press time.

The Sentinel is in-
formed that those in op-
position to the lease and 
the projects that are an-
ticipated to come about 
as its consequence have 
further concerns which 
were not explicitly out-
lined in the legal action, 
filed by attorney Cory 
Briggs, which include:

* Trepidation about 
the burrowing owl and 
what some believe will 
be a substantial adverse 
effect on that species’ 
habitat;

* An apparent plan by 
the Ontario Internation-
al Airport Authority to 
move the burrowing owl 
to another area, which 
the petitioners maintain 
is unsatisfactory as a 
mitigation measure;

* The lack of public 
hearing access virtu-
ally or by phone for the 
December 23 airport 
authority meeting, such 
that comments on the 
lease could only be made 
by email or in person 
during the COVID-19 
pandemic, which some 
elements of the commu-
nity maintain violated 
the Brown Act;

* The lack of consul-

tation ahead of time with 
the California Depart-
ment of Fish and Wild-
life and U.S. Department 
of Fish and Wildlife;

* An alleged lack of 
compliance with the 
Surplus Lands Act in 
the authority’s disposal 
of surplus government 
property;

* The non-existence 
of a master plan for the 
airport, which some 
community members 
say is needed to identify 
and avoid or reduce im-
pacts of potential future 
development; and

* The inadequate 
definition of the projects 
that Can Am is purposed 
to undertake.

Word has now come 
that Mark Thorpe has 
been ousted as the air-
port’s chief executive 
officer. Officials were 
unwilling to disclose 
whether Thorpe’s exit 
was based on the same 
reluctance of his prede-
cessor, Fredericks, to al-
low development to oc-
cur on airport property 
which board members 
consider to be surplus 
but which others main-
tain could be crucial to 
the future expansion of 
aviation-related activi-
ties at the aerodrome.

-Mark Gutglueck

reestablish the mayor’s 
administrative primacy, 
forming alliances with 
five of the council’s sev-
en members and using 
intrigue to fire the city 
manager and promote the 
assistant city manager to 
city manager in what he 
hoped would be a quid 
pro quo arrangement 
that would allow him to 
dictate municipal policy. 
Ultimately, however, as 
Valdivia sought to con-
solidate power, he burned 
bridge after bridge with 
the council members 
he needed to remain al-
lied with to achieve his 
objectives. These faux 
pas were exacerbated by 
revelations about corrupt 
activity he was engaged 
in, which included his 
manipulation of coun-
cil votes in exchange for 
money, including politi-
cal donations and bribes.

large measure supported 
by disbursements from 
Valdivia’s electioneering 
fund.

The council, however, 
does not have the author-
ity to remove him as may-
or. Nor is the prospect that 
he can be defeated at the 
polls certain, given the 
overwhelming financial 
advantage he possesses in 
the way of available cam-
paign funds that are eight 
to twelve times as large as 
his best-financed poten-
tial competitors. Mean-
while, Valdivia scoffs at 
suggestions that he might 
be held responsible for his 
bribetaking or the pay-to-
play politics he engages 
in, maintaining he is im-
pervious to prosecution 
by the San Bernardino 
County District Attor-
ney’s Office.

The strategy the coun-
cil has come up with, 
though its actual intent re-
mains unacknowledged, 
is to remove as best as its 
members can Valdivia’s 
incentive for remaining 
as mayor, one of which 
is the financial benefit he 

enjoys in that capacity 
aside from the cornucopia 
of bribes and kickbacks 
available to him, consist-
ing of his remuneration, 
a paycheck of $2,053.71 
weekly before taxes are 
taken out.

In 2020, Valdivia was 
paid $106,793 in salary 
as mayor, another $8,768 
in stipends for attend-
ing meetings of regional 
boards, joint powers au-
thorities and other gov-
ernmental entities and 
committees such as the 
San Bernardino Interna-
tional Airport Author-
ity and San Bernardino 
County Transportation 
Agency boards, in which 
capacities he serves as a 
representative of the city, 
along with medical, den-
tal and other benefits such 
as a car and travel allow-
ance totaling $24,665, 
and retirement benefits 
of $29,322.40, for a total 
taxpayer-defrayed com-
pensation of $169,548.40 
annually. 

By significantly reduc-
ing the mayor’s $106,793 
salary, members of the 

council hope Valdivia 
might be persuaded to 
forsake running for that 
office and perhaps use 
the money he has accu-
mulated in electioneer-
ing funds to run for state 
or federal office, which 
would provide him with 
higher compensation.

Reasoning that the 
2016 charter change re-
lieved the mayor of ad-
ministrative responsibil-
ity, the council asked City 
Manager Robert Field to 
do a survey of mayoral 
salaries in the local area 
involving charter cities 
rather than California’s 
more numerous gen-
eral law cities. Field said 
that the mayors of Riv-
erside, San Bernardino, 
Palm Springs, Adelanto 
and Needles averaged 
$50,040 in annual sal-
ary. Five members of 
the council - Theodore 
Sanchez, Fred Shorett, 
Ben Reynoso, Kimberly 
Calvin and Damon Alex-
ander - voted in favor of 
dropping the mayor’s sal-
ary to $50,000.

Councilwoman San-

Embattled though he 
was and is, Valdivia ap-
pears poised to maintain 
a vice-grip on the mayor-
alty, due to his intensive 
fundraising efforts, which 
left him with, as of June 
30, 2021, $394,622.54 
in his campaign war 
chest. He has bragged 
openly since then that 
he has received another 
$200,000 in donations in 
the intervening six-plus 
months, meaning he has 
approaching $600,000 to 
use in his reelection cam-
paign.

Six of his council col-
leagues, believing that 
his actions and reputa-
tion for taking bribes 
and manipulating public 
policy in favor of him-
self, his political backers, 
business associates and 
cronies or attempts to do 
so have given the city a 
black eye, have formed a 
consensus that he should 
be removed from of-
fice.  He remains on good 
terms with only one of 
the council’s members, 
Juan Figueroa, whose 
electoral efforts were in 

dra Ibarra wanted Field 
to carry out an even 
wider survey of cities 
that function under the 
council-manager form of 
government, which in-
cludes general law cities, 
where mayors make far 
less, usually an amount 
comparable to what other 
members of the city coun-
cil make, in the rough 
range of $500 to $1,500 
per month, or approxi-
mately $6,000 to $18,000 
per year. Both Ibarra and 
Figueroa voted against 
reducing the mayor’s sal-
ary to $50,000 per year.

Figueroa justified his 
opposition by saying the 
council should simultane-
ously reduce city council 
members’ $14,000 per 
year salaries.

San Bernardino’s may-
or hereafter will make 
$50,000 in salary, and 
roughly $9,000 in other 
governmental entity sti-
pends, $25,000 in benefits 
and receive a $30,000 re-
tirement contribution, for 
an annual total compen-
sation of about $114,000.

-Mark Gutglueck
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I haven’t hit the streets 
much lately and dress-
ing for the occasion was 
lacking in motivation for 
a good moment. How-
ever, dressing up is im-
portant no matter what 
the occasion is. This past 
year I realized that you 
could be working from 
home or traveling and 
look good whether it’s 
a simple or outrageous 

outfit. With that said, I’ve 
seen some of the coziest 
fits out and about. The 
look itself is about hav-
ing fun. And let’s face it: 
there’s no such thing as 
too much fun! What isn’t 

fun about thick combat 
boots, trench coats, and 
puffy jackets? Depend-
ing on your mood, that is 
how you are going to feel 
about your cozy fit. You 
decide if you are going 
to take it up a notch or 
come down to minimal. 

look, not to mention it 
is fun! I think 2022 is 
off to a good start when 
it comes to changing up 
and dressing for the cozy 
month of January. The 
chill is here, so gather 

your pieces add hats, 
scarfs and leggings. 
Don’t forget color! Until 
next time, stay vibrant 
and get cozy!

Just remember: cozy is 
cool.  I’ve tried the leg-
gings under skirts and 
dresses and it makes for 
a super warm and cozy 

Grace Bernal’s

California Style
Cozy-Fit

June, such that anti-fuel 
reduction program activ-
ists could rally local, state 
and even federal officials 
at all levels to put a halt 
to the approach, such that 
other methods of harden-
ing the existing homes 
against fire hazards 

would take precedence 
over the practice of arti-
ficially thinning the for-
est. This week, however, 
the Sentinel received a 
report that a CalFire crew 
was present in Upper Big 
Bear, proceeding with the 
prescription.

issues pertaining to Re-
publican candidates only.

Despite the consider-
ation that Shaw, a Demo-
crat, declared her candi-
dacy for Second District 
supervisor months ago, 
the poll makes no men-
tion of her whatsoever. 
Rather, the reaction of 
potential Second District 
voters is tested only with 
regard to six current or 
past Republican office-
holders living within the 
Second District – Ruth-
erford, Biane, Cetina, 
Armendarez, former 
Assemblyman/Rancho 
Cucamonga Councilman 
Marc Steinorth and for-
mer Assemblyman/State 
Senator Mike Morrell.

Six single pages of 
the survey are devoted, 
separately, to Ruther-
ford, Biane, Cetina, Ar-
mendarez, Steinorth and 
Morrell, asking simply 
what the responder’s re-
action to each is, with 
the options listed be-
ing strongly favorable, 
somewhat favorable, 
somewhat unfavorable, 
strongly unfavorable, 
heard of but unsure or 
never heard of. Insofar 
as those questions go, 
the poll comes across as 
seeking to ascertain who 
among the five men might 

Rutherford.
The survey was con-

ducted by San Diego-
based Competitive Edge 
Research & Communi-
cation.

The Sentinel made 
phone calls to Competi-
tive Edge this week in an 
effort to determine who 
had commissioned the 
survey, whether it was 
intended as a straightfor-
ward effort to determine 
the electability of the five 
candidates mentioned 
or if it was designed to 
enhance the viability of 
one particular candidate, 
if it was designed to tor-
pedo Steinorth and why 
Shaw was omitted from 
the survey. Ultimately, 
those inquiries were met 
by John Nienstedt, Com-
petitive Edge’s president.

Nienstedt told the 
Sentinel that the survey 
was “a confidential poll” 
and he could not disclose 
who had commissioned 

have an edge going into 
a campaign and whether 
Rutherford campaigning 
on behalf of one of those 
candidates would be a 
relative plus or minus. 
There were other ques-
tions or elements to the 
poll that suggest it was 
not simply an attempt at 
a scientific determina-
tion of popularity or rela-
tive popularity among 
the five ostensible candi-
dates but that it is rather a 
push poll. A push poll is 
a questionnaire or set of 
questions that masquer-
ades as an opinion sur-
vey but which has as its 
true objective swaying 
or influencing the voters 
taking the survey using 
loaded, manipulative or 
misleading questions. 
Push poll questions typi-
cally contain an asser-
tion of fact or at least a 
suggestion of fact that is 
either favorable toward 
a candidate the sponsors 
of the poll are trying to 
get elected or, in the al-
ternative, a premise that 
contains an insinuation 
that may or may not be 
accurate which casts a 
candidate in a negative 
light that is intended to 
convince the person be-
ing polled to vote against 
that candidate.

In this way, at least 
one of the questions in 
the poll being circulated 
in the Second District 
seems to be aimed at 
curtailing Steinorth’s 
electoral viability.

“As a state assembly-
man, Marc Steinorth 
voted to extend a green-
house gas program that 
permanently imposed 
up to $70 billion dollars 
(sic) in government fees 
on businesses which are 
being passed on to Cali-
fornia residents in the 
form of higher prices. 
Would this make you 
more inclined to vote for 
Steinorth, less inclined 
to vote for Steinorth or 
would it make no dif-
ference in your decision 
to vote?” the question 
reads.

Armendarez was a 
subject of one of the sur-
vey questions, one which 
seemed angled at mak-
ing a favorable impres-
sion on a survey taker 
who will vote in the up-
coming election and who 
has a favorable impres-
sion of law enforcement, 
although the question 
did Armendarez the dis-
service of misspelling 
his name. That ques-
tion reads, “Jesse Arm-
endariz is supported by 
Fontana public safety of-
ficers. Would this make 
you more inclined to vote 
for Armendariz, less in-

clined to vote for Arm-
endariz or would it make 
no difference in your de-
cision to vote?”

The survey focuses on 
Biane, who has now been 
out of politics for more 
than eleven years. The 
substance of the question 
and the manner in which 
it is posed makes it diffi-
cult to ascertain whether 
the question is intended 
to rehabilitate Biane’s 
reputation, which was 
in some fashion dam-
aged by his indictment, 
arrest and prosecution, 
or if it exists as a ges-
ture to rehabilitate him 
in the public perception 
and thereby enhance his 
political prospects. That 
question reads, “In 2017, 
Paul Biane was unani-
mously found not guilty 
by a local jury on all al-
legations made against 
him. In 2018, the district 
attorney who prosecuted 
these false charges was 
removed by San Ber-
nardino County voters 
because of his wrongful 
prosecution of Biane and 
three others. Would this 
make you more inclined 
to vote for Biane, less in-
clined to vote for Biane 
or would it make no dif-
ference in your decision 
to vote?”

There were no sug-
gestive questions in 
the survey pertaining 
to Morrell, Cetina nor 

Despite Determination Of Some To Force 
A Reappraisal Of Forest Fuel Reduction 
Strategy, CalFire Continues To Cut Trees 
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“The perfect antidote 

to dark, cold and creepy 
is light, warm, and cozy.” 
-Candice Olson

it nor what its intended 
purpose was.

Nienstedt has creden-
tials as both a pollster 
and as a political opera-
tive. He is a member of 
the American Associa-
tion for Public Opinion 
Research. He is also a 
member of the American 
Association of Political 
Consultants. He holds 
both a bachelor’s degree 
and a master’s degree in 
political science, which 
were earned at San Di-
ego State University.

The Sentinel sought 
to reach Jeff Burum, one 
of the principals in the 
Colonies Partners to de-
termine if his company 
had commissioned the 
poll and whether he and 
his company will back 
Biane in this year’s Sec-
ond District superviso-
rial race. Burum did not 
respond by press time.

-Mark Gutglueck

Survey Questions Seem Angled Toward 
Rehabilitating Biane While Torpedoing 
Steinorth   from page 5


