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In an effort to con-
tain or at least downplay 
a cacophony of reports 
about graft and corrup-
tion at Fontana City Hall 
as the 2022 election sea-
son approaches, Fontana 
Mayor Acquanetta War-
ren this week moved to 
poach Chino’s city man-
ager.

Fontana lured Matt 
Ballantyne, who has been 
at the helm of relative-

ly sedate and well-run 
91,403-population Chino 
for a decade, to head up 
the municipal operations 
at the 217,237-population 
scandal-plagued former 
steel town by offering 
him what looks to be a 
nearly $100,000 escala-
tion in his total annual 
compensation that will 
but him beyond the half 
of a million dollar range 
annually.

By Mark Gutglueck
Bert Swift, an iconic 

member of San Ber-
nardino County’s legal 
community whose or-
deal resulted in a giant 
stride toward indepen-
dence of the local judi-
ciary, has died.

Swift retired from 
the bench in 2008, more 
than a decade after pros-
ecutors tried and failed 
to bring him to heel by 
seeking his removal 
from office so they might 
then use that as a warn-
ing to other judges they 
felt were not accommo-
dating enough to law en-
forcement. He continued 
to serve as a judge sitting 
on assignment for more 
than a dozen years after 
his retirement.

Born in 1940, Swift 
joined the Navy when he 
got out of high school, 
and he managed to land 
a berth in that service’s 
prestigious Navy Am-
phibious Scout and Ra-
dar School, becoming 
one of the first members 
of the Navy Seals when 
they became the U.S. na-
vy’s primary special op-
erational force in 1962.

Swift eventually 
moved into law enforce-
ment after he left the 
military, going to work 
for the Palms Springs 
Police Department. He 
attended Western States 
College of Law, passing 
the bar in June 1977. He 
did not, as was common 
with lawyers who had 
previously worked in law 
enforcement, become a 
prosecutor with a district 
attorney’s office. Rather, 
he practiced primarily in 
the area of personal in-
jury law and in criminal 
defense.

In 1989, he 

There were double 
punctuations this week 
to what has become an 
ongoing controversy in-
volving Big Bear Lake 
City Councilman Alan 
Lee. Despite the coun-
cil passing a resolution 
of reprimand against 
Lee and closing out the 
tenure of City Manager 
Frank Rush with a sev-
erance agreement which 
the council said was 
necessary to prevent a 
lawsuit based upon treat-

ment Lee had accorded 
the city manager during 
the 15 months Lee has 
been in office, the situ-
ation does not appear to 
have fully resolved itself.

While it was pretty 
well established that a 
fair cross section of the 
Big Bear community 
shares the city coun-
cil’s discontent with the 
sometimes provocative 
and sometimes reason-
able-sounding first term 
councilman, the jury is 

yet out on whether a siz-
able enough contingent 
of the resort city’s pop-
ulation will swing be-
hind Lee to provide him 
with staying power and 
whether he has the po-
litical skill and reach to 
form a political counter-
weight to the forces that 
have lined up against 
him.

Big Bear Lake, with 
an official head count 
of 5,303 residents, is 
the second-smallest of 

San Bernardino Coun-
ty’s 24 municipalities 
population-wise and at 
6.42 square miles the 
county’s third smallest 
city geographically. Lo-
cated in the eastern San 
Bernardino Mountains, 
it is relatively isolated, 
although it does have 
neighboring unincorpo-
rated communities that 
boost the greater Big 
Bear area to a population 
somewhat greater than 
19,000. Nevertheless, 

much though not all of 
what goes on in the City 
of Big Bear Lake stays in 
Big Bear Lake, such that 
most of the outside world 
has not been aware of the 
contretemps involving 
the city council.

Lee was elected to 
the council in 2020, the 
second election cycle in 
which positions on the 
council were selected by 
district but the first time 
that a by-district elec-
tion was actu-

Chino is beset with a 
lingering contamination 
issue on its eastern end 
north of the former agri-
cultural preserve, it was 
publicly revealed last 
week in a roundabout 
fashion.

The city is going to 
construct, at a cost of 
$2,625,835.22, a trans-
mission water pipeline to 
a treatment facility.

The project is neces-

sitated by the presence 
of trichloropropane in 
the water table below the 
area lying generally in 
the vicinity of the inter-
section of Cypress Ave-
nue and Walnut Avenue.

It is suspected that the 
trichloropropane con-
tamination resulted from 
the chemical’s use in ag-
ricultural operations on 
nearby properties.

Also known as al-

lyl trichloride, glycerol 
trichlorohydrin, and tri-
chlorohydrin, 1,2,3-Tri-
chloropropane is a chlo-
rinated derivative of 
propylene. A colorless 
liquid, it is used as a 
solvent and in other spe-
cialty applications, in-
cluding as a paint or var-
nish remover, a cleaning 
agent and for degreasing. 
With a sweet but strong 
odor, it evapo-

Walter Bratton, the 
homegrown kid who 
went on to shatter the 
color line at the Ontario 
Fire Department and 
then innovated to create 
the first video minis-
try for, and become the 
longest serving deacon 
at, Ontario Mt. Zion 
Church, has died.

A paradoxically quiet 
drum-beating member 
of the Ontario business 
and social community, 

Bratton lost the use of 
his voice three years ago 
as the consequence of his 

bout with amyotrophic 
lateral sclerosis. That 
disease ultimately took 
his life but did not arrest 
his intensity nor dimin-
ish his dignity.

Born on November 3, 
1951 in Rock Hill, South 
Carolina, he moved with 
his parents, James Law-
rence and Elvenia Steele 
Bratton, and his one sis-
ter who had been born at 
that point to California 
when he was four years 

old. The Bratton family 
settled in Ontario, be-
coming parishioners at 
Mt. Zion Baptist Church, 
and James established a 
sole proprietorship jani-
torial business, JL Brat-
ton & Company.

Walter attended 
Grove Elementary, Eu-
clid Elementary and De 
Anza Junior High.

As a teen, he worked 
with his father, assist-
ing him several hours 

a week as he made his 
rounds at the various 
Ontario industrial and 
commercial institutions 
where JL Bratton & 
Company had contracts, 
including with General 
Electric, Ontario Air-
port, the Koll Company, 
Berry Construction and 
other smaller businesses. 
This assistance allowed 
his father to expand his 
operation beyond On-
tario to pick up 

See P 2

Former San Bernardi-
no Fifth Ward City Coun-
cilman Henry Nickel has 
joined with Treasure Or-
tiz, Helen Tran, James 
Penman, Mohammad 
Khan and Gabriel Jara-
millo in vying against 
incumbent John Valdivia 
for mayor in this year’s 
San Bernardino munici-
pal contest.

Nickel is the new-
est addition to the race. 
It has long been known 

that Ortiz and Tran will 
attempt to unseat Valdiv-
ia, who has been steeped 
in controversy since even 
before he was sworn in 
as mayor in 2018. Pen-
man, the former city at-
torney when that posi-
tion in San Bernardino 
was an elected one who 
ran unsuccessfully for 
mayor in 2005 and 2009 
and San Bernardino 
County District Attorney 
in 1994, announced he 

was running for mayor 
again last August. Khan 
and Jaramillo are more 
obscure candidates who 
nevertheless vow they 
are in the contest for real.

Less than a month af-
ter he was elected mayor 
in November 2018 and 
before he acceded to 
that position, Valdivia 
was on the premises 
of an unlicensed mari-
juana marketing facil-
ity just shortly before it 

was robbed at gunpoint 
and the principal in the 
business shot. Reports 
ensued that Valdivia was 
there to shake the com-
pany down. Captain Da-
vid Green of the police 
department conducted 
what the department 
maintains is a classified 
investigation of what had 
occurred. That report 
has never been released. 
Green was subsequently 
promoted to assistant po-

lice chief and is now the 
acting police chief.

The day Valdivia 
was sworn in as mayor, 
December 18, 2018, he 
initiated an effort to fire 
then-City Manager An-
drea Travis-Miller. He 
achieved that goal by 
June 2019. Shortly there-
after, nearly a dozen ap-
plicants for commercial 
cannabis licenses and 
permits in the city came 
forward, stat- See P 3
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In taking on the as-
signment, Ballantyne 
is playing for far higher 
stakes than he has here-
tofore while assuming 
a substantial degree of 
risk he would not have 
encountered if he had re-
mained in Chino.

Over the years, Fon-
tana city managers have 
courted an uncommon 
degree of controversy. 
While some prospered, 
others involved them-
selves in circumstances 
that so poisoned their 

reputations that even 
the comfortable retire-
ments they were eventu-
ally were able to slip into 
were no solace for hav-
ing been publicly vilified 
or delivered to the con-
fines of an asylum.

Jack Ratelle, who was 
Fontana’s city manager 
from 1973 to 1987, looted 
the city seven ways from 
Sunday, orchestrating 
arrangements by which 
the city and its taxpay-
ers paid out approach-
ing half of a billion dol-

lars to cover the cost of 
infrastructure and both 
on-and-off-site improve-
ments to allow develop-
ment to proceed. Ratelle 
laundered the kickbacks 
he received - estimated 
at no more than $2 mil-
lion - through a credit 
line set up for him at the 
MGM Grand Hotel in 
Las Vegas. He was fired 
after 14 years on the 
job but escaped being 
prosecuted based on the 
amount of compromising 
information he had ac-
cumulated on the city’s 
then current and former 
political leaders and high 
ranking members of the 
police department. There 
followed an effort at re-
form by Ratelle’s suc-
cessor, the dynamic John 

O’Sullivan, who was ul-
timately undone by the 
overwhelming financial 
burden that Ratelle had 
saddled the city with and 
the lingering conflict-
ing interests the city and 
some of its political lead-
ership had become in-
volved in under Ratelle. 
O’Sullivan left Fontana 
a broken man after less 
than four years. There 
followed relatively short 
tenures of city managers 
Russ Carlson and Jay Co-
rey, who like O’Sullivan, 
were unable to map the 
city out of its deepen-
ing fiscal crisis brought 
on by massive debt. It 
was Greg Devereaux, 
Fontana city manager 
from 1994 to 1997, who 
structured a financial re-

covery plan that hinged 
itself on substantial 
growth by intense devel-
opment of properties in 
the city’s redevelopment 
areas that were previ-
ously encumbered by 
the corruption-encrusted 
arrangements of Ratelle 
and the development/
redevelopment director, 
Neil Stone, Ratelle had 
employed. Devereaux 
went on to an even more 
illustrious governmental 
management career with 
the City of Ontario and 
thereafter the County of 
San Bernardino. Still, 
before he left Fontana, 
Devereaux had put in 
place a municipal opera-
tions strategy so compre-
hensive and well-devised 
that Ken Hunt, who fol-

lowed in Devereaux’s 
wake in Fontana, needed 
to merely execute upon 
that game plan for the 
next two decades to have 
a spectacular run as city 
manager as the city grew 
exponentially, until to-
day it is neck and neck, 
population-wise, with 
the county seat, the City 
of San Bernardino, as 
the county’s largest mu-
nicipality. Hunt became 
by 2019, the third-high-
est paid city manager in 
California

Fontana, neverthe-
less, remained steeped in 
governmental and politi-
cal corruption, and part 
of what had made Hunt 
the envy of others in the 

replaced Judge Richard 
Crouter as the Munici-
pal Court judge in the 
Joshua Tree Judicial 
District. Crouter was 
an unabashedly pro-law 
enforcement jurist, one 
who could be counted 
upon to extend every 
courtesy and then some 
to Morongo Valley’s 
peace officers, those 
being San Bernardino 
County Sheriff’s Depart-
ment deputies and de-
tectives, as well as their 
supervising sergeants, 
lieutenants captains and 
deputy chiefs. Crouter 
was equally proud of his 
established reputation 
for never denying a mo-
tion made by a member 
of the prosecutor’s office, 
of which he had been a 
member before his eleva-
tion to the bench. Crouter 
was the municipal court 
judge in Yucca Valley 
from 1983 until 1989. 
Shortly after he took on 
that assignment, a sign 
had been posted inside 
the Joshua Tree jail that 
said, “You’re in Crouter 
Country now, Boy!” 
The sign was meant as 
a warning to inmates 
that they had little or 
no prospect of acquittal 
upon being criminally 
charged at the Joshua 
Tree Court and should 
anticipate the maximum 
sentence applicable to 

the crime being alleged 
upon what was to be an 
inevitable conviction.

The court system in 
San Bernardino Coun-
ty, a position in which 
Judge Swift had come 
to inhabit, for more than 
a century was one that 
was inordinately in-
hospitable to criminal 
defendants. As a strict 
matter of course, those 
arrested and charged 
with violating the law in 
San Bernardino County 
were traditionally pre-
sumed guilty and it was 
incumbent upon them to 
prove their innocence, 
quite often without the 
assistance of an attorney. 
Much of the public cred-
ited law enforcement of-
ficers with moral recti-
tude and were willing to 
grant them wide latitude 
in upholding the stan-
dards of civility and the 
law. Prosecutors were 
seen as the equally virtu-
ous adjuncts to the police 
departments and sher-
iff’s department, whose 
assertions deserved the 
status of fact. Those 
who had been arrested 
and the criminally ac-
cused were considered to 
merit the disapprobation 
of society and whatever 
punishment was to be 
meted out to them. The 
vast majority of those ar-
rested in San Bernardino 

County admitted their 
guilt and capitulated 
without a trial. Of those 
who went to trial, only 
a minute fraction were 
vindicated, which was 
as it should be, the over-
whelming majority of 
the county’s decent, law-
abiding populace, from 
which the court system’s 
jury pool was drawn, 
thought. As overwhelm-
ingly lopsided in favor 
of the upholders of the 
law as the court system 
was in its urban areas of 
San Bernardino, Colton, 
Redlands and Ontario, 
the legal playing field 
was tilted even more in 
favor of the prosecution 
in the desert region at its 
Barstow, Needles, Vic-
torville and Joshua Tree 
courthouses.

Lowell Lathrop, the 
San Bernardino Coun-
ty’s district attorney 
first elected in 1950 who 
served six terms before 
retiring in 1974, in the 
run-up to his reelection 
in 1958 gave an illustra-
tion of how excessively 
heavy-handed and brutal 
enforcement of the law 
was in San Bernardino 
County. In a speech 
before the Victorville 
Chamber of Commerce 
in 1958, Lathrop la-
mented that a series of 
rulings by both the Cali-
fornia Supreme Court 
and U.S. Supreme Court 
had deprived his office 
and the county’s law en-
forcement agencies of 
the tools they had come 
to rely upon for mak-
ing arrests, obtaining 
evidence, and gaining 
convictions. Explain-

ing why it was growing 
increasingly difficult to 
keep criminals off the 
streets of San Bernardi-
no County, Lathrop told 
those assembled at that 
day’s luncheon that sher-
iff’s department deputies 
could no longer pistol 
whip suspects to obtain 
a confession from them 
as they did in the past 
and that if they persisted 
in using that technique, 
the confessions obtained 
in that manner would be 
deemed inadmissible in 
court.

Lathrop was yet dis-
trict attorney 12 years 
later when a group of 
reformers consisting 
of three of the county’s 
judges, some members 
of the grand jury and a 
handful of common citi-
zens coalesced in an ef-
fort to restrain the ram-
pant abuse of inmates in 
the county’s jails.

Raymond Pryke, was 
the foreman of the Grand 
Jury that had been im-
paneled in 1970. Pryke 
had taken on the grand 
jury foreman assign-
ment at the instigation 
of Judge Joseph Katz, 
who was then the pre-
siding judge of the San 
Bernardino County Su-
perior Court, only on the 
condition that he be per-
mitted to do something 
that would be, Pryke 
insisted, “meaningful.” 
With Katz’s pledge of 
support, Pryke, in con-
junction with the grand 
jury foreman pro tem, 
Jim Mealey, who had 
been the trainmaster at 
one of the county’s rail-
road yards, to have the 

grand jury look into the 
running of the county’s 
jails. Pryke and Mealey 
took it upon themselves 
on one occasion to go to 
the Glen Helen Deten-
tion Center at midnight, 
virtually unannounced.

The facility was over-
seen by a sheriff’s de-
partment inspector, a 
rank used by the sheriff’s 
department at that time. 
The Glen Helen inspec-
tor served in a capacity 
tantamount to being the 
warden of a prison. Af-
ter using their grand jury 
credential to get past the 
main gate and into the 
compound, Pryke and 
Mealey were delayed and 
made to wait outside the 
housing facilities of the 
detention center while 
the sheriff’s department 
inspector overseeing the 
facility was awakened 
from what was presum-
ably a sound sleep and 
summoned. Upon the 
inspector reaching them, 
they went inside with 
him and informed him 

of who they were, de-
claring their intention 
to inspect the jail. The 
inspector, putting his 
hand to his lips, pointed 
to where there was a mi-
crophone in the room. 
He took them outside 
and told them that Sher-
iff Frank Bland knew 
they were there and was 
on his way, indicating 
that he would very likely 
lose his job if he showed 
them too much. The in-
spector took them inside 
and they began a tour of 
the facility. Before Bland 
arrived, they encoun-
tered prisoners who were 
being kept in cages.

Upon Bland showing 
up, Pryke and Mealey 
referenced the authoriza-
tion they had been given 
by Judge Katz to inspect 
the facility. Bland, reluc-
tantly, escorted them on 
a tour of the detention 
center, including Glen 
Helen’s infamous “hole,” 
its isolation ward. Bland, 
using his own key, 
Continued on Page 4
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Its Agricultural And 
Aeronautic Past Has 
Left Chino With A 
Legacy Of Ground-
water Contamina-
tion  from front page

Nickel Challenging 
Valdivia from front 
page

rates very quickly, and 
small amounts of the 
substance will dissolve 
in water. Known as TCP, 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
is recognized in Califor-
nia as a cancer-causing 
agent. Furthermore, 
short term exposure to 
TCP can cause throat 
and eye irritation and can 
affect muscle coordina-
tion and concentration. 
Long-term exposure can 
affect body weight and 
kidney function. Prior 
to 1980, farming opera-
tions in the United States 
commonly made use of 
chloropropane-contain-

ing soil fumigants for 
use as pesticides and 
wormicides. 1,2,3-TCP 
was a minor component 
in a popular soil fumi-
gant marketed under 
the name D-D that was 
used in the cultivation of 
various crops, including 
citrus fruits, pineapples, 
soy beans, cotton, toma-
toes, and potatoes. D-D 
was first available com-
mercially in 1943, but 
is no longer available in 
the United States. Fumi-
gants applied today use 
far less 1,2,3-TCP, only 
0.17 percent by weight, 
according to one source 
available to the Sentinel.

1,2,3-Trichloropro-
pane has been present 
in the local water supply 
for decades. It became 
an issue when the State 
of California lowered its 
acceptable contamina-

tion level for 1,2,3-TCP 
to five parts per trillion. 
Samplings from the City 
of Chino’s various wells 
showed that Well 11, 
which supplied ground-
water that was pumped 
into the city’s water dis-
tribution system, had a 
contaminant level ex-
ceeding the maximum. 
The city shuttered Well 
11.

Last week, the city 
council voted to approve 
a contract with MCC 
Equipment Rental Inc. 
of Yucaipa to construct a 
16-inch raw water trans-
mission pipeline that will 
run from the intersection 
of Cyress Avenue and 
Chino Avenue north to 
Walnut Avenue, jog right 
or east to San Antonio 
Avenue and then contin-
ue north on San Antonio 
Avenue to meet up with 

an existing 18-inch raw 
water pipe near the alley 
at Aster Court, roughly 
two blocks north of Wal-
nut Avenue. The exist-
ing 18-inch pipeline will 
whisk the water to the 
Eastside Water Treat-
ment Facility in Ontario.

In addition to con-
structing the pipeline 
from Well 11 to the ex-
isting pipeline near the 
Aster Court alley, MCC 
Equipment Rental Inc is 
to complete backfill, re-
paving, and street repair 
for streets affected by the 
construction for the said 
price of $2,625,835.22. 
MCC Equipment Rental 
Inc was the low bidder 
on the project among 15 
companies that made ap-
plications to do the work. 
The closest bid to MCC’s 
was one for $2,727,777 
by E.J. Meyer Compa-

ny. The highest bid was 
$4,956,361 by James W 
Fowler Co.

Chino is beset with 
contamination issues.

The Regional Wa-
ter Quality Board has 
long been working with 
the City of Chino and 
the County of San Ber-
nardino over the con-
tamination of ground 
water beneath Chino 
Airport. The Regional 
Water Quality Board has 
issued multiple clean-
up and abatement or-
ders pertaining to both 
the removal of drums 
of napalm buried on the 
airport grounds as well 
as solvents and aviation 
fuel that has migrated 
into the water table.

Other contamination 
issues exist in the area, 
including excessively 
brackish groundwater in 

the south end of the Chi-
no Basin brought about 
by nitrates and dissolved 
solids from agricultural 
and diary operations 
there. As a consequence, 
the cities of Chino, 
Chino Hills, Norco [in 
Riverside County] and 
Ontario, along with the 
Inland Empire Utili-
ties Agency, the Jurupa 
Community Services 
District, the Santa Ana 
River Water Company 
and the Western Mu-
nicipal Water District 
formed the Chino Basin 
Desalter Authority as a 
Joint Powers Authority 
to operate the Chino I 
and II Desalter facilities 
to purify groundwater 
extracted from the lower 
Chino Basin.

-Mark Gutglueck

ing that Valdivia had 
taken money from them 
in exchange for assur-
ances that he could fa-
cilitate the approval of 
their marijuana-related 
operations. There were 
further reports of Valdiv-
ia taking money in ex-
change for arranging city 
council approval of city 
contracts, franchises and 
development proposals. 
One by one, a majority 
of the members of the 
ruling coalition on the 
city council that Valdivia 
considered his allies and 
whom he called upon 
to achieve his goals as 
mayor - Councilwoman 
Sandra Ibarra, Council-
man Ted Sanchez and 
Nickel - disassociated 
themselves from him. 
Thereafter, three women 
working in the mayor’s 
office - Mirna Cisneros, 
Karen Cervantes, Jack-
ie Aboud - and Alissa 
Payne, one of his appoin-
tees to the city’s Arts and 
Historical Preservation 
Commission and the San 
Bernardino Parks, Rec-
reation and Community 
Services Commission, 
came forward with al-
legations that he was 
making sexual advances 
toward them. Cisneros 
and Aboud augmented 
those claims with allega-
tions about political cor-
ruption in which Valdivia 
took official action in ex-

change for money. The 
accusation that Valdivia 
was taking money in ex-
change for government 
action was repeated by 
Don Smith, who had 
worked on Valdivia’s 
campaign for mayor and 
was subsequently hired 
by the city to serve as 
Valdivia’s part time field 
representative at the city. 
Matt Brown, who was 
brought in to serve as 
Valdivia’s chief of staff in 
August 2019, supported 
the charges of the others 
employed in the mayor’s 
office. Ultimately, Cisne-
ros, Cervantes, Aboud, 
Smith and Brown re-
tained attorney Tristan 
Pelayes and sued Valdiv-
ia and the city over their 
experience in working 
for Valdivia.

Ortiz has been critical 
of Valdivia from the out-
set of his mayoralty and 
has remained his most 
vocal opponent.

Tran was San Ber-
nardino’s human resourc-
es director. She came in 
for a round of criticism 
for failing to prevent or 
stem Valdivia’s mistreat-
ment of Cisneros, Cer-
vantes Aboud and Smith 
while she was still em-
ployed by the city. She 
left the city’s employ rel-
atively early after the rev-
elations about Valdivia’s 
interactions with his staff 
members. Some have 
suggested that Tran’s 
connection to the city ad-
ministration during this 
critical span of inaction 

will doom her mayoral 
candidacy. Others have 
said they will withhold 
judgment to see if she 
will ultimately utilize the 
inside information she at-
tained while with the city 
and utilize her campaign 
as a forum to engage in 
a wholesale exposé of 
the dysfunction at City 
Hall and the full depth of 
Valdivia’s depredations.

Penman was long a 
Valdivia supporter, hav-
ing been instrumental in 
Valdivia’s political rise in 
2011 when he was elected 
Third Ward city council-
man. He continued to 
support him, including 
in Valdivia’s campaign 
to unseat then-incumbent 
Mayor Carey Davis in 
2018. Some found this 
curious, given Penman’s 
representation of himself 
as a reformist and the 
indications that were al-
ready extant of Valdivia’s 
willingness to conform 
his votes as a councilman 
to the will of those pro-
viding him with political 
donations or other pay-
ments. Penman now says 
that he is disappointed in 
Valdivia’s comportment 
as mayor.

Mohammad and Jara-
millo are relatively new 
arrivals on the San Ber-
nardino political scene. 
Not much is known about 
them, although some feel 
there is grounds to be-
lieve that Jaramillo is 
actually a stalking horse 
for Valdivia. Jaramillo 
has not leveled any criti-

cism at Valdivia, and 
instead has made public 
statements decrying Or-
tiz as a divisive force in 
the community, implying 
that her tirades against 
Valdivia are unwelcome 
and uncalled for. Jara-
millo’s addition to the 
field of mayoral candi-
dates, by the calculation 
of at least some political 
prognosticators and San 
Bernardino mayoral race 
handicappers is a benefit 
to Valdivia, who has sub-
stantial name recogni-
tion, the power of incum-
bency and $318,426.56 in 
his campaign war chest, 
which at present is far 
ahead of the $132,859.53 
Tran has committed to-
ward her electoral chal-
lenge and the $47,146.72 
Penman has in his elec-
tioneering fund. The 
other candidates are 
well under those totals. 
Most election analysts 
concur that the more op-
ponents who run against 
Valdivia in the June pri-
mary race, the better it 
is for him. They believe 
that based on his current 
name recognition and in-
cumbent status, he will 
need to spend only about 
one-fifth to one fourth 
of the amount of money 
he has in his campaign 
fund to ensure first or 
second place in the June 
race, and thus a berth in 
the November run-off. 
He will then be able to 
utilize the remainder 
of his money, which at 
this point would run to 

more than $200,000 and 
will by then be far more 
based on the donations he 
can anticipate receiving 
between now and them, 
to ensure a victory over 
whoever his opponent is. 
Conversely, with more 
and more candidates get-
ting into the contest, for 
any of the current crop of 
challengers to ensure so 
much as a second-place 
finish in June, he or she 
will need to spend virtu-
ally all of his or her cur-
rently available funding, 
leaving whoever that is 
at a tremendous disad-
vantage to Valdivia in the 
fall.

Nickel in the 2015 to 
2018 timeframe while he 
and Valdivia were both 
councilmen had evolved 
into Valdivia’s closest 
ally on the council. That 
has now changed. Nickel 
grew wary of Valdivia as 
the latter’s megaloma-
nia in the role of mayor 
became apparent and he 
threw caution to the wind 
in seeking ever more 
money, both in the form 
of political donations, 
consulting fees and what 
most people consider to 
be payoffs.

In his 2020 stand for 
reelection, Nickel was 
damaged, on one hand, 
with some voters for his 
past association with 
Valdivia. On the other 
hand, he reaped little 
benefit by braking with 
Valdivia, since Valdivia, 
who was in a position to 
do so given his fat cam-

paign fund coffers, of-
fered Nickel no financial 
assistance in his reelec-
tion bid. Nickel was beat-
en by Ben Reynoso for 
the Fifth District council 
post.

“Over the past year, 
many fellow residents 
have asked if I would 
consider running for 
mayor given my prior 
six years of experience 
as an effective collab-
orative council member,” 
Nickel told the Sentinel. 
“I have decided to do 
so. We are concerned 
the hard-fought gains 
made since the city ex-
ited bankruptcy in 2017 
are now threatened by a 
return to the bad old days 
of constant bickering and 
dysfunction that brought 
the city to insolvency 10 
years ago. We must move 
forward. We must create 
a safe, clean and prosper-
ous community for all. 
We must demand expe-
rience, commitment and 
integrity in the office of 
mayor. We must bring 
together our community 
and city council. We 
must set aside egos, self-
ish ambition, greed and 
petty squabbles. We must 
deliver results for those 
who elect us and pay our 
salaries. If we devote 
ourselves as a commu-
nity to these objectives, 
we will become a truly 
world class city. This is 
my promise should the 
voters decide I am their 
choice for mayor.”

-Mark Gutglueck
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opened each door to the 
separate sequestered and 
fully darkened cells. The 
occupants were bade 
to emerge, whereupon 
Pryke and Mealey ex-
plained to each inmate 
that they were with the 
grand jury and wanted 
to know how they were 
being treated. With the 
imperious sheriff of 
San Bernardino County 
glowering at each of 
the prisoners, Pryke 
and Mealey were given 
answers of varying de-
grees of candor. One of 
the prisoners in the hole 
told Pryke and Mealey, 
“Every three days they 
let you out and they 
beat you up and claim 
you attacked a deputy 
and then they throw you 
back in.” Pryke’s and 
Mealey’s conclusion, 
based on what they had 
seen, was that even mea-
sured against what were 
the lax standards relat-
ing to the conditions of 
confinement of that era, 
many of the prisoners in 
the county’s detention 
facilities were being bar-
barically treated.

Bland reacted viru-
lently, suggesting that 
Pryke and Mealey and 
even Katz had ulterior 
motives. He had detec-
tives with the depart-
ment’s intelligence divi-
sion and those attached 
to the department’s com-
mand echelon initiate in-
vestigations of all three.

When the grand jury’s 
report came out in No-
vember 1970, Bland had 
an immediate, and pre-
dictably negative, reac-
tion.

“The grand jury just 
doesn’t know what it’s 
talking about,” he told 
the board of supervisors.

In private conver-
sations with those he 
considered to be more 
sympathetic to law 
enforcement, Bland 
expressed himself 
somewhat differently, 
acknowledging that jails 
were unpleasant places 
and that the experience 
of jail and prison was in-
tended to make a lasting 
impression on those con-
signed to them. What-
ever experience those 

in jail underwent, Bland 
maintained, was a con-
sequence of their own 
criminal acts.

Within a short span 
of time, his department 
produced a written re-
sponse to the grand jury 
report that was intended 
to mollify his depart-
ment’s critics. “The 
[grand jury] report is an 
incredible collection of 
half truths and misstate-
ments. It was obviously 
prepared by people who, 
out of idealism, inexpe-
rience, and ignorance, 
have not obtained all the 
facts.“

Bland dismissed 
suggestions that those 
jailed were subjected to 
mistreatment, by either 
their keepers or other 
inmates. “Inmates clas-
sified to serve their time 
in maximum security are 
considered to be escape 
risks due to their past his-
tory of escaping, or the 
fact that they are facing 
a major prosecution in 
this county or elsewhere, 
due to the fact that they 
are addicted to the use 
of narcotics or danger-
ous drugs and will go to 
every means to sustain 
their habit, or they are 
homosexuals and must 
be isolated from the oth-
er inmates for their own 
protection and to prevent 
the occurrence of crimi-
nal sex acts.”

Nevertheless, evi-
dence of Bland’s con-
tempt for efforts to inter-
fere with his employment 
of a harsh incarceration 
regime crept into the re-
sponse, with an assertion 
that his approach was 
one that found favor with 
the public at large.

“The people through-
out the United States are 
extremely dissatisfied 
with the present judicial 
system thinking only of 
the rights of the defen-
dant and failing to con-
sider the protection of 
society against the crim-
inals,” he propounded.

Shortly after Bland 
succeeded in riding that 
storm out, more onerous 
clouds appeared.

Less than a year later, 
the sodomizing of pris-
oners in San Bernardino 

County’s jails was a front 
and center issue. Where-
as before Bland had 
been able to retreat into 
the protection his sta-
tus as county sheriff af-
forded him as well as the 
knowledge that the dis-
trict attorney, Lathrop, 
had his back, this time 
two personages in the 
form of county munici-
pal court judges threw 
their weight behind the 
grand jury’s reform ef-
fort. Judges John Law-
rence and Roy Chapman 
turned information over 
to the grand jury indicat-
ing that prisoners, young 
prisoners in particular, 
had been subject to sex-
ual abuse while in the 
custody of the sheriff’s 
department. While Law-
rence’s and Chapman’s 
action had taken place 
on the down low and out-
side the view of the pub-
lic, in early October 1971 
Lawrence turned it into a 
public issue when he re-
duced sentences for two 
18-year-old offenders to 
five days to be served 
in a rehabilitation center 
rather than send them to 
jail where he said they 
could be subjected to ho-
mosexual attack. Bland 
went ballistic, calling for 
the removal of Lawrence 
unless the judge could 
provide evidence to sup-
port his assertion about 
homosexual rape tak-
ing place in the county’s 
jails. Lawrence, Bland 
told the board of super-
visors, was justifying his 
propensity for sentenc-
ing leniency “by saying 
the jails are unsafe for 
criminals.”

Faced with an expo-
sition of a policy Bland 
might not be able to 
publicly defend, he as-
serted “All young people 
placed in the county jails 
are kept separate from 
known homosexuals or 
hardened criminals.”

Nevertheless, through-
out the remainder of 
Bland’s tenure as sheriff 
and beyond, an unwritten 
rule in San Bernardino 
County was that unruly 
prisoners in the custody 
of the sheriff’s depart-
ment and particularly 
ones who threaten depu-
ties, their wives or their 
families with retribu-
tion, as well as those 
individuals arrested for 
threatening or overzeal-
ously questioning public 

officials were placed into 
confinement among the 
jail’s known homosexual 
inhabitants for what was 
referred to as “attitude 
adjustment.”

Pryke, to protect him-
self from investigative 
and enforcement action 
by the sheriff’s depart-
ment and prosecution by 
the district attorney’s of-
fice, purchased and pub-
lished five newspapers 
throughout the county.

Not quite two de-
cades after the jailhouse 
abuse reform effort that 
Katz, Lawrence, Chap-
man, Pryke and Mealey 
involved themselves in, 
Bert Swift was elevated 
to the municipal court. 
The mechanics of law 
enforcement and in-
carceration were only 
slightly less brutal and 
the ethos of administer-
ing justice in San Ber-
nardino County hardly 
any less perverse than 
two decades earlier. 
Judges were yet expect-
ed to rubberstamp ev-
ery request for arrest or 
search warrants, grant 
without question every 
motion made by pros-
ecutors, and side with 
the prosecution over the 
defense on any substan-
tive issue of contention 
between them.

It had been assumed 
that Swift, with his back-
ground as a police offi-
cer, would fit in with the 
program. It soon became 
apparent, however, that 
Swift was not going to 
simply go along with the 
status quo. Sheriff’s dep-
uties and detectives who 
sought search warrants 
were chastened to find 
that he actually read the 
affidavits they presented 
to him when they applied 
for the warrants, and 
that he would put them 
through their paces if he 
detected some anomaly 
in their paperwork or 
presentation. Occasion-
ally, they were obliged to 
fortify their presentation 
with further information 
or materials before Swift 
would agree to a war-
rant’s issuance. He did 
not default to the highest 
bail amount during in-
mate bond hearings or at 
arraignments. He did not 
simply ignore or dismiss 
defense motions. Where 
he deemed them to have 
merit, Swift indulged de-
fense discovery motions 

in the face of prosecuto-
rial opposition. He de-
nied at times prosecuto-
rial motions in situations 
where the defense raised 
legally meaningful and 
factually substantial 
grounds, and he was 
disinclined to mete out 
harsh or lengthy sentenc-
es to defendants whose 
crimes or circumstances 
did not, in his analysis, 
match the representa-
tions or recommendation 
of the prosecution. One 
of the most difficult ele-
ments of being a judge, 
Swift said, consisted of 
“trying to find the right 
punishment to fit the 
crime.”

When Judge Patrick 
Morris, then the county 
court system’s presid-
ing judge, floated the 
concept of a drug court 
at the county’s central 
courthouse in the county 
seat, Swift advocated 
that such a model in 
which those arrested on 
narcotic violations were 
diverted, at least on their 
first offenses, into treat-
ment rather than incar-
ceration be given a go 
in the Morongo Basin. 
Indeed, Swift went one 
better, calling for and 
then seeing implemented 
a mental health and drug 
treatment court in which 
treatment was consid-
ered as a first option in 
cases involving addic-
tion or mental illness. 
Of that accomplishment, 
Swift said, “It’s probably 
the most successful judi-
cial endeavor I have been 
involved in as a judge.”

Others disagreed. 
Prosecutors and law en-
forcement professionals 
were at best skeptical 
and more often down-
right dismissive of such 
approaches. They con-
sidered compassion 
when dealing with law-
breakers to be weakness 
or naiveté.

Prosecutors often 
used statistics to define 
their success. Artfully, 
the county district at-
torney would claim a 
“conviction rate” of 95 
percent or greater. To 
the vast majority of the 
public this implied that 
the county’s prosecutors 
won more than 19 of ev-
ery 20 cases that went to 
trial. In reality, however, 
very few criminal cases, 
statistically, go to trial. 
In actuality, less than five 

percent of criminal cases 
are heard by a jury or a 
judge in what is called 
a no-jury bench trial. 
More than 95 per cent of 
cases are resolved either 
through a straightaway 
guilty plea or through a 
plea bargain arranged by 
the prosecution and the 
defense, in most cases 
with some of the charges 
being dropped or re-
duced and the sentenc-
ing imposed generally 
on the other side of the 
maximum that could be 
applied as part of the in-
ducement for the defen-
dant to enter the plea. A 
ploy used by prosecutors 
often includes hitting a 
defendant with as many 
criminal charges as pos-
sible during arraign-
ment, what is referred 
to in legal parlance as 
“overcharging.” This 
practice, which some-
times involves alleging 
crimes or elements of 
crimes that prosecutors 
actually know cannot, 
or are unlikely to, be 
proven, puts a defendant 
at a sharp disadvantage 
both psychologically and 
practically, as convic-
tion on a string of crimes 
could conceivably result 
in a potential sentence 
of decades or more upon 
conviction, conditional 
upon the sentencing dis-
cretion of the judge hear-
ing the case.

Judge Swift was not 
as indulgent as other 
judges in San Bernardi-
no County of prosecu-
tors’ use of overcharg-
ing. His tendency to 
read everything placed 
before him and question 
the basis of the rulings 
he was being requested 
to make, to say nothing 
of his rulings and find-
ings against the pros-
ecution, rubbed pros-
ecutors the wrong way, 
in no little part because 
he threatened by doing 
so their vaunted 97 per-
cent, 98 percent and 99 
percent conviction rate 
claims. To them, it was 
as if Judge Swift really 
didn’t understand what 
he was doing; he was too 
dense to understand who 
the good guys were and 
who the bad guys were. 
As a judge, Swift was 
wrongheadedly seeking 
to assist criminals rather 
than punish them, or so it 
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ally held, as no challeng-
ers of those incumbents 
seeking to remain on the 
council emerged in 2018.

Lee took his place 
on the council dais in 
December 2020. Be-
fore Spring 2021 rolled 
around, he had already 
antagonized some mem-
bers of the local estab-
lishment and had proven 
too aggressive by the 
standards of some in 
questioning the perfor-
mance of city employees.

According to many, 
Lee is too forceful in 
seeking to formulate city 
policy, and has sought 
to intimidate his coun-
cil colleagues, city staff 
and some residents in 
that effort. He is accused 
of seeking to bully staff 
into action at his sugges-
tion alone without get-
ting that instruction rati-
fied by the full council in 
votes officially taken at 
agendized council meet-
ings. His council col-
leagues have protested 
that he has resorted to 
threats when they did 
not positively respond to, 
vote on and pass items 
he suggested for consid-
eration. Those threats, 
they say, consist of him 
intimating he will place 
on the ballot a citizens’ 
initiative to achieve his 
ends, seek to recall them 
or run campaigns against 
them. He has been criti-
cized for seeking the dis-
solution of the Big Bear 
Department of Water 
and Power, a community 
institution he was previ-
ously a board member 
of. He is equally vilified 
for advocating a dou-
bling of the city’s transi-
tory occupancy tax, that 
is, its bed tax or hotel 
tax, along with more in-
tensive regulations on  
homes rented for short 
periods of time to vaca-
tioners. His council col-
leagues have charged 
him with, in the words 
of Councilman Ran-
dall Putz, “shameless 
self-promotion and self-
aggrandizing.” He has 
been accused of filibus-
tering, that is taking up 

too much time in mak-
ing comments during 
council meetings, and 
for belaboring issues. He 
has been charged with 
using public resources 
to promote what others 
have said is political ac-
tivity, of being dishonest 
and engaging in misrep-
resentation, outright lies 
and interrupting others 
when they are speaking. 
He has proven hypocriti-
cal, criticizing others 
for the same thing that 
he does, his detractors 
maintain. He has sought 
to opportunistically ex-
ploit situations to his 
own benefit, his critics 
say, disregarding norms, 
civility and decency. He 
is prone to outbursts, his 
opponents charge, and 
they say he is possessed 
of a gallingly know-it-
all attitude. Even worse, 
Lee’s council colleagues 
and others say, he insists 
on being disrespectful 
and disagreeable in tak-
ing his positions in op-
position to others rather 
than agreeing to disagree 
civilly while working to-
ward middle ground and 
compromise.

To be fair, however, 
many of the complaints 
aimed Lee’s way come 
off as parochial and as 
self-serving as he is ac-
cused of being. The 
forcefulness Lee is pil-
loried for engaging in is 
par for the course in larg-
er jurisdictions, where 
political enmity is seem-
ingly more cutthroat 
than anything Lee has 
devised. Moreover, Lee 
has sometimes been de-
cried for advocating with 
regard to what certainly 
appear to be legitimate 
issues, and the positions 
he has taken, at least in 
some cases, appear to 
represent the sentiments 
of a substantial element 
of Big Bear Lake’s con-
stituency, which in given 
respects has been over-
looked or ignored by the 
council majority.

In one case, multiple 
Big Bear Lake resi-
dents took issue with 
the city giving go-ahead 
to a fourth food mar-
ket – Grocery Outlet – 
within Big Bear Lake’s 
city limits despite what 
many considered to be 
an inadequate popula-
tion to support such an 
operation, risking failure 
or a lack of profitability 

of all four stores. When 
a handful of residents 
pressed the issue, the 
city and city council per-
sisted with allowing the 
project to proceed. The 
band of residents sued, 
prevailing in the matter 
when the Grocery Outlet 
proponent threw in the 
towel and abandoned the 
project. Lee was fiercely 
criticized for associating 
himself, as an elected 
city official, with those 
who took legal action 
against the city, poten-
tially risking taxpayer 
money. Nevertheless, 
Lee’s defenders point 
out, the city was pursu-
ing a questionable goal, 
and Lee should not be 
blamed for standing with 
those who had the deter-
mination and courage to 
resist such an ill-advised 
course of action.

As a recreational and 
vacation mecca, Big 
Bear Lake attracts thou-
sands of short term oc-
cupants annually, with 
arrivals coming in dur-
ing all four seasons of 
the year, some more than 
others. Many of those 
flocking to the city do 
not conduct themselves 
as civilly as some would 
prefer, and the use of al-
cohol and recreational 
drugs by many of them 
exacerbates the situa-
tion, as does the con-
sideration that in most 
cases there is no easy 
or surefire way to trace 
the identity of the mis-
doers, who hold the ad-
vantage of being able to 
leave, generally without 
a trace, at once if they so 
choose. Simultaneously, 
a substantial number of 
property owners in Big 
Bear Lake derive con-
siderable income from 
catering to these short 
term residents. They are 
less in favor of the city 
government imposing 
regulations on the tran-
sient population than 
are the homeowners in 
the city who must live 
with a constant influx 
of highly unpredictable 
temporary neighbors of 
variable levels of gen-
tility. This has created 
some degree of tension 
between the permanent 
residents of Big Bear 
Lake and those who see 
their property as a means 
of generating income. 
The permanent residents 
clamor for greater regu-

lation of short term rent-
als while the absentee 
landlords are essentially 
satisfied with the status 
quo. Since the absentee 
landlords are generally 
wealthier than the per-
manent residents and can 
apply money in the form 
of political grease more 
readily than the perma-
nent residents, the city 
and city council have not 
put in place nor enforced 
regulations on the transi-
tory population to the de-
gree that the permanent 
residents want. While it 
is not accurate to say the 
city has done absolutely 
nothing in redressing 
this issue, for some the 
city has not been as ag-
gressive as it could or 
should be in cracking 
down on unruly short 
term residents. Lee has 
sided with the residents 
who want greater regu-
lation and enforcement 
action while the rest of 
the council has been 
more deferential toward 
the absentee landlords. 
In this way, which party 
– Lee or the balance of 
the council – has taken 
the most responsible po-
sition is a matter of per-
spective.

There is inconsisten-
cy in the vitriol aimed 
at Lee. One example is 
something that grows 
out of the absentee land-
lords/permanent resi-
dents divide. Some have 
asserted that Lee is not a 
true resident, or at least 
a constant resident of Big 
Bear Lake. They point to 
what appear to be his fre-
quent absences from the 
city as an indication of 
this. Some have asserted 
that this is grounds for 
forcing Lee’s removal 
from the city council. 
Yet it is Lee who is a 
more aggressive than 
anyone on the council 
in advocating the rights 
of permanent residents 
over transitory residents 
of Big Bear Lake.

Another example of 
his critics’ inconsistency 
in attacking him is the 
recurrent claim that Lee 
is a “plant” or “shill” or 
“operative” of various 
public employee unions. 
Those making that accu-
sation, however, are at a 
loss to explain why it is 
that Lee is seen as being 
unduly harsh in his treat-
ment, and demands, of 
the city’s employees.

In the narrative that is 
put forth by the council 
majority, Lee is demon-
ized as a self-interested 
politician who has as-
cended to an elected 
position out of greed or 
ego or both, and that he 
is constantly awork at 
sowing dissension to di-
vide the Big Bear Lake 
community and tear it 
down to achieve his own 
selfish betterment. At the 
same time, the council 
maintains, its four ruling 
coalition members are 
dedicated to maintain-
ing a cooperative and 
enlightened as well as ef-
ficient synergy involving 
City Hall’s 65 employ-
ees, the Big Bear Lake 
Department of Water 
and Power’s 34 employ-
ees, the consolidated Big 
Bear Fire Department, 
the San Bernardino 
County Sheriff’s Depart-
ment and all affiliated 
and nearby governmen-
tal entities in which the 
sum of the parts, the 
whole, is greater and 
more important than a 
single component or the 
advancement of a single 
individual. Nevertheless, 
in 2018, when the City 
of Big Bear Lake formu-
lated its council districts 
to determine the system 
under which the city’s 
residents would choose 
their elected leader-
ship, the city council as 
it was then composed, 
which contained two 
of its current members 
– Mayor Rick Herrick 
and Randall Putz - voted 
to adopt a city electoral 
map which gerryman-
dered the districts in 
such a way that all of 
the incumbents were 
placed into safe districts 
in which they did not 
need to run against one 
another, which virtually 
ensured their reelection. 
Indeed, the 2018 election 
was not held in Big Bear 
because no challengers 
emerged for Herrick, 
Putz or the other incum-
bent up for election that 
year, David Caretto.

As it turned out, also 
on the agenda for Mon-
day night was the fourth 
and final required public 
hearing required under 
California’s Fair Maps 
Act to select an electoral 
map for the city based 
upon the 2020 Census 
that will be in use in the 
upcoming 2022 election 

and thereafter in 2024, 
2026, 2028 and 2030. 
Scott Smith, an attor-
ney with the law firm 
of Best Best & Krieger, 
has advised the city with 
regard to setting its dis-
trict boundaries as it 
considered a total of 18 
potential maps, includ-
ing ones drawn up by his 
law firm with the help 
of demographers as well 
as alternatives submit-
ted by city residents. On 
February 7, the Big Bear 
Lake City Council had 
reduced those compet-
ing 18 maps to two, one 
designated Map 1 and 
another with the nomen-
clature Map 5B. Map 1 
retained the core of the 
existing districts drawn 
up in 2018 and disrupts 
the established voting 
sequence of the fewest 
number of voters, while 
yet creating more linear 
borders and forming dis-
trict configurations that 
are more compact than 
the radically asymmetri-
cal districts in the city’s 
existing electoral map, 
eliminating most nooks 
and crannies and radi-
cal peninsulas and jet-
ties. Nevertheless, Map 
1 keeps all of the city’s 
council members in 
their currently numbered 
separate districts so that 
none need run against 
any of the others. Map 
5B favored compactness 
over continuity, entailing 
a simpler set of less ob-
viously gerrymandered 
districts that are rela-
tively distinguishable 
as running east to west 
with what are north to 
south district lines. Map 
5B generally does not re-
tain the core of existing 
Districts 1, 2 and 3. In it, 
a large number of resi-
dents in the center of the 
city area who under the 
current map would vote 
this year are deferred to 
2024 in next voting, as 
they move from District 
2 and District 3 to Dis-
trict 1. The vote schedul-
ing of the other residents 
in those districts is either 
accelerated by two years 
or not impacted. Map 
5B put council mem-
bers Lee and Putz within 
District 3, such that Putz 
would be obliged to run 
in this year’s election 
to remain in office, just 
as his current term is 
to end. Lee, whose cur-
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more lucrative contracts, 
including major con-
struction site clean ups 
such as the construction 
then ongoing at UC Ir-
vine. The father and son 
also moonlighted as sky 
caps at the Ontario Air-
port Terminal. With the 
money he earned, Wal-
ter long before reaching 
the age of majority pur-
chased his first motor-
cycle, car and drum set.

Walter had begun 
high school in 1966, 
attending 9th grade at 
Chaffey High School 
while the building of On-
tario High School was 
completed. In September 
1967, Walter was one of 

the roughly 650-member 
maiden student body, 
consisting of freshman, 
sophomores and juniors 
but no seniors, to attend 
Ontario High School, 

the campus for which 
was on Francis Street, 
much closer to the Brat-
ton home than Chaffey. 
At Ontario High, he 
played varsity football 
as a running back with 
the Jaguars under Coach 
Doug Brooks, and varsi-
ty baseball for Tom Mc-
Fadden. After his sopho-
more year in 1967-68, 
his junior year in 1968-
69, he graduated with the 
Class of 1970.

Walter attended 
Chaffey College where 
he continued to play 
football, and earned his 
associate of arts degree. 
He thereafter resolved to 
become a licensed com-
mercial pilot, and was 
taking flight lessons at 
Cable Airport in Upland 
and aviation classes at 
Chino Airport. When he 

was accepted at DeVry 
University in Phoenix, 
Arizona, he left Cali-
fornia to attend classes 
there. He worked toward 
and received his degree 

in electronics at DeVry, 
simultaneously working 

acronym GOLD, initi-
ated through the Ontario 

with United Parcel Ser-
vice. It was at UPS that 
he met his future wife, 
Marilyn Chase.

In 1974, Walter re-
turned to Ontario. His 
father had striven to cul-
tivate a position of stand-
ing within the Ontario 
community by enlisting 
JL Bratton & Company 
in the Ontario Chamber 
of Commerce, becoming 
a member of the United 
Way board of directors 
and involving himself in 
supporting the city coun-
cil candidacy of Paul 
Treadway and the may-
oral candidacy of Paul 
Snider. Tuned in to what 
was happening at the 
civic level, James Brat-
ton heard that the Ontar-
io Fire Department was 
hiring a new firefighter, 
and he insisted that Wal-
ter go to Ontario City 
Hall and fill out an ap-
plication for the position. 
Walter was accepted as 
a candidate in training, 
and on February 2, 1975, 
after graduating from 
the city’s fire academy, 
became the first black 
firefighter hired by the 
Ontario Fire Depart-
ment. Later that same 
year, his girlfriend Mari-
lyn moved from Phoenix 
to Ontario.

Walter and Marilyn 
married in 1979. They 
had six children: Marlon, 
Marcus, Walter, Aaron, 
Marlindy & Ashley.

In 1986, Walter was 
the second Bratton se-
lected to serve on the 
Greater Ontario Lead-
ership Development 
Program, known by its 

Chamber of Commerce. 
Later, Walter served 
with his sister on the 
steering committee for 
the GOLD Program.

Walter was prompted 
to learn to ski by several 

of his firefighting col-
leagues. He became an 
avid skier and imparted 
the skill to his children, 
and then later, snow-
boarding as well. In turn, 
his sons taught him how 
to play golf.

Like his father, Walter 
was both versatile and 
energetic in his busi-
ness endeavors. He man-
aged residential property 
that his parents owned 
around Ontario for over 
40 years. In other busi-
ness ventures, he was a 
“silent partner” in his sis-
ters’ janitorial company, 
his sisters’ hair replace-
ment salon in Hollywood 
and his wife’s wig & hair 
extension business in 

Ontario.
Walter’s greatest ge-

nius may have been his 
ability to balance his 
work life with his fam-
ily obligations. Walter 
and Marilyn would take 
their brood on family 
vacations meant to cre-
ate elaborate learning 

environments and last-
ing memories. Major 
holidays in the Brat-
ton household were all 
about his family and his 
blessings. Throughout 
the years, his kids’ ad-
miration for him made 
Father’s Day another 
Christmas and his birth-
day practically a Nation-
al Holiday.

On August 14, 1988 
Walter was promoted, be-
coming the first African-
American fire captain for 
the City of Ontario. A 
few years later, he passed 
the test for promotion to 
battalion chief, but a bat-
talion chief vacancy nev-
er came open before his 
exam results expired.

Walter donated and 
volunteered his many tal-
ents, skills, and finances 
for the benefit of Mt. Zion 
Church of Ontario, and 
its extended community. 
Walter had accepted Je-
sus Christ as his personal 
lord and savior at a young 
age and was baptized by 
Pastor Robert Young. His 
Christian faith was core 
to his identity and his ac-
tive membership in the 
Mt. Zion Congregation 
was a visible manifesta-
tion of that. Walter was 
introduced to the Bill 
Gothard Institute in Ba-
sic Life Principles Semi-
nar through the Ontario 
Fire Department in 1977. 
Over the next 21 years, he 
repeatedly coordinated 
large group attendance 
to the seminar for his Mt. 
Zion Church family. He 
became a team teacher 
in the Evangelism Move-
ment, endeavoring to win 
as many souls to Christ 
as possible before his 
time on earth ran out. He 

played the drums for the 
Mt. Zion senior choir un-
der Pastor Alvin J. Carter. 
With Marilyn, he started 
the first video ministry at 
Mt. Zion under Dr. Brian 
Kennedy. Walter taught 
Sunday School, served 
on the trustee board, and 
had the honor of being 
the longest serving dea-
con at Mt. Zion Church 
of Ontario.

On December 23, 
2006, 41 days shy of 32 
years with the Ontario 
Fire Department, Cap-
tain Walter G. Bratton 
retired, taking his “last 
ride” with full salute 
and honor from his Fire 
Station Six engine crew. 

As a running back with the Ontario High Jaguars 

A role model to his three sisters at his June 1970 High School Graduation

No one was more enthusastic or proud about rendering service than Walter.

Walter Bratton - 
The Pride Of Ontar-
io   from front page

Continued on Page 13
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Big Bear Lake 
City Manager 
Is Bailing Out,  
City’s Councilors 
And Lawyer Say, 
To Flee Lee’s Tor-
ture  from page 5

rent term does not end 
until 2024, would be re-
quired, if Map 5B were 
adopted, to run in this 
year’s election if he is to 
remain on the council af-
ter December 2024. The 
council Monday night 
voted 4-to-1 with Coun-
cilwoman Bynette Mote 
dissenting to adopt Map 
1, essentially leaving all 
of its members in sepa-
rate districts where none 
will displace the others 
and they are all likely to 
have an advantage over 
opponents in future fore-
seeable elections.

Thus, it would seem, 
the actual situation with 
regard to the personal 
political ambition and 
the dedication of the 
individual elected of-
ficeholders to their con-
stituents vis-à-vis the 
balancing of altruistic 
and selfish interests is 
one more complex than 
fits the narrative provid-
ed by any of the actual 
participants at Big Bear 
Lake City Hall.

Some city residents 
are in general agree-
ment with the city coun-
cil and say that Lee has 
a chip on his shoulder 
that is inappropriate and 
completely uncalled for, 
and that he is a disrup-
tive and divisive force 
with either questionable 
or malignant motives. 
Others maintain the city 
council is either too thin-
skinned and/or intoler-
ant of spirited discussion 
and debate, or inclined 
toward questionable or 
ill-advised policies that 
Lee is unwilling to ig-
nore. Politics is by its 
very nature contentious, 
and some consider it 
both immature and un-
realistic for the council 
majority to object to Lee 
engaging in a political 
dialectic.

Early on Monday 
Night, March 7, the city 
council met in closed 
session, during which 
discussion of the status 
of City Manager Frank 
Rush was discussed un-
der the agenda heading 

Public Employee Per-
formance Evaluation, 
which was widely un-
derstood to have grown 
out of Rush’s expressed 
desire to exit the city, 
based upon his inability 
to work amicably or pro-
ductively with Lee.

After emerging from 
the closed session, the 
council took up a mat-
ter again listed on the 
agenda as “Employment 
Status of City Manager,” 
with the encapsulated 
explanation, “City coun-
cil will formally con-
sider a separation agree-
ment with City Manager 
Frank A. Rush, Jr. that 
will terminate his em-
ployment with the City 
of Big Bear Lake. The 
city council may also 
consider and take other 
actions pertaining to the 
employment status of the 
city manager.”

Mayor Rick Herrick 
invited City Attorney 
Deitsch to orient the 
public as to the pertinent 
issues. In turn, Deitsch 
called upon his colleague 
with the law firm of Best 
Best & Krieger, Joseph 
Sanchez, to address the 
matter. Sanchez con-
firmed that Rush was 
leaving the city.

“I was asked to review 
an agreement that came 
at the end of last week re-
garding the city manag-
er,” Sanchez said, “The 
nature of the agreement 
was a proposed separa-
tion or mutual separation 
and release agreement. 
The basis of that was re-
garding some allegations 
that had been brought to 
the attention [of the city 
council] ...regarding the 
city manager, that he has 
unfairly endured abusive 
treatment from a mem-
ber of the city council 
over the past 15 months 
and that has impeded 
his ability to work effec-
tively as city manager. In 
light of that, the discus-
sion centered around an 
agreement that would 
separate his employment 
pursuant to the terms of 
his employment agree-
ment, essentially which 
gives the city council 
the ability to separate his 
employment at any time 
subject to the param-
eters of that agreement 
which includes a six 
month’s severance pay-
ment. Essentially, what 
this agreement would 

do is create a separation 
date of March 15, 2022, 
that the city manager 
would be placed on paid 
administrative leave un-
til that date but would 
be available to deal with 
any transitional issues as 
they may arise.”

The deal will provide 
Rush with additional 
health payments, vaca-
tion and other types of 
leave, Sanchez indicated.

As of this week, Rush 
is being paid $248,444.74 
in salary, $12,000 in oth-
er forms of remunera-
tion, another $20,000 in 
bonuses and $82,244 for 
a total annual compensa-
tion of $362,688.74.

In return for accept-
ing the separation agree-
ment, Rush is, Sanchez 
said, to “release of all 
claims” against the city 
going forward. The cov-
enant not to sue the city 
for employment related 
claims, Sanchez said, 
contains “a section for 
non-disparagement in 
which the council will 
… refrain from making 
any disparaging state-
ment about the city man-
ager.”

Councilman Lee in-
quired about how bind-
ing the non-disparage-
ment claim was.

“There’s a provision 
in there that speaks to 
council members speak-
ing on behalf of the city,” 
Lee said. “Can you talk 
about the difference be-
tween speaking on be-
half of the city and the 
council members speak-
ing on behalf of them-
selves and the constitu-
ency that elected him?”

Lee made it sound as 
if he was yet contemplat-
ing speaking out with re-
gard to whether the city 
had been too generous in 
remunerating Rush.

“The city manager 
has received three evalu-
ations that were reported 
back out in open session 
as great evaluations,” 
Lee said. “He received a 
$20,000 bonus a couple 
of months ago on a 4-to-
1 vote for doing a great 
job and being a great 
steward. Today we’re go-
ing to give him $130,000 
thereabout plus some 
other benefits because 
– and that’s what I’m 
trying to figure out: the 
because. I’m concerned 
that this can be con-
strued as a gift of public 

funds.”
The vast majority of 

a crowd of more than 80 
people gathered at City 
Hall that night were fa-
vorably disposed toward 
Rush. Lee’s reference to 
the severance pay Rush 
is being provided as a 
gift of public funds pro-
voked shouts and laugh-
ter.

Lee gamely contin-
ued, angling toward a 
suggestion of some un-
toward act on Rush’s 
part. Mayor Herrick, 
however prevented him 
from exploring that is-
sue.

“Lastly, I’m con-
cerned that the city man-
ager, who rented a home 
from a vacation rental 
operator who just sold 
the home...”

Herrick interposed, 
saying, “Councilman 
Lee, if you could just 
stick to the agenda.”

“It just doesn’t 
seem...” Lee persisted.

Once more, Herrick 
overrode him

“That’s not part of the 
agreement that’s in front 
of us now,” Herrick said. 
“If you could just narrow 
your question down to 
what the agenda item is.”

Herrick’s reference 
seemed to indicate that 
he knew what Lee was 
referring to, but for the 
uninitiated, it was diffi-
cult to ascertain whether 
the ground Lee was at-
tempting to cover was or 
was not applicable to the 
rationale for conferring 
the settlement payment 
upon Rush. It seemed 
that Lee was seeking to 
determine whether the 
home Rush was renting 
had been sold out from 
underneath him and if 
that had any bearing on 
his decision to leave the 
city, perhaps obviating 
the necessity for Rush 
to be provided with a 
severance package. The 
mayor’s intervention, 
however, left what Lee 
was seeking to deter-
mine murky.

Lee tried to continue, 
saying, “It seems at the 
time it was suspect...” 
Lee was voiced over by 
Herrick, and thereafter 
dropped the matter.

Sanchez took the op-
portunity to begin an-
swering the questions 
Lee had managed to 
pose. He sought to sat-
isfy Lee on why the 

council was providing 
Rush with the severance 
buyout.

“The city council can 
say if there’s a concern 
for whatever reason – not 
an unlawful one which I 
don’t believe is what we 
have here – but make the 
decision that for some 
reason the city manager 
isn’t able to effectively 
carry out his duties, that 
a decision can be made 
to separate his employ-
ment,” Sanchez said, 
using somewhat uneven 
syntax. “What is be-
fore the city council is 
to make the determina-
tion that in this instance 
the city manager, due to 
the circumstances as al-
leged, is unable to effec-
tively carry out his du-
ties as city manager, and 
in order to deal with that 
situation what’s before 
the city council tonight 
is are we going to move 
forward with separating 
that.”

Sanchez then said, “In 
regards to the discussion 
of the non-disparaging 
language, there was a 
question kind of to dis-
tinguish between what’s 
essentially attributed 
to the city. I think what 
we’re dealing with here 
is this agreement is tak-
ing on statements which 
are made on behalf of 
the city that would dis-
parage the city manager 
or, if this is approved, 
the former city manager. 
I think there’s a distinc-
tion, there is a distinc-
tion, between a state-
ment on that front and 
statements that may be 
made from an individual, 
an elected official which 
would be attributed to 
them in their personal 
and individual capacity. 
I don’t think something 
like that would neces-
sarily implicate the non-
disparagement portion 
of this clause.”

Sanchez seemed to 
indicate that Lee was 
free to make critical 
comments about Rush 
if he made clear he was 
speaking as an individu-
al rather than as a repre-
sentative of the city.

Councilwoman Mote 
noted that Rush al-
leged he “had endured 
especially abusive and 
hostile treatment from 
one member of the city 
council for the past 15 
months, that this behav-

ior has disrupted and im-
peded Mr. Rush’s work 
as city manager and sig-
nificantly impacted the 
emotional, mental and 
physical health of Mr. 
Rush beyond the normal 
reasonable experience 
of any employee in any 
organization, and that 
this council member has 
and continues to work 
to directly undermine 
the significant work ef-
fort of Mr. Rush, often in 
conflict with the policy 
decisions approved by 
the majority of the city 
council. I can no longer 
employ Mr. Rush as an 
employee because he 
cannot handle his job 
because of one council 
member, so I am in full 
support of this very sad 
agreement.”

Councilman Randall 
Putz said, “My experi-
ence has been that Mr. 
Rush has been an excep-
tional city manager, that 
we’ve been very fortu-
nate to have him. When 
it comes to the actual 
separation agreement, 
from my perspective, I 
think we got off rather 
cheaply, inexpensively. 
It’s common for any 
CEO-type person – you 
can view any of the con-
tracts from our superin-
tendent to our fire chief, 
wherever – to have sev-
erance payments. We do 
gain with this agreement 
some additional protec-
tions that do protect the 
city. I’m frankly sur-
prised that Mr. Rush has 
hung in there as long as 
he has been able to and 
I personally morally am 
not comfortable making 
him suffer any longer. I 
know critics will point 
at the cost. I won’t get 
into the minutiae, but it’s 
a deal, frankly. They’ll 
talk about his behavior, 
perhaps try to malign 
him as they have in the 
past. From my perspec-
tive, that’s just an effort 
to deflect from taking re-
sponsibility for where we 
find ourselves right now. 
Aside from the great loss 
that we’re going to suffer 
and the disruption that 
we’ll continue to suffer 
through, I think that un-
der the circumstances, 
which in my opinion are 
horrific, this is a good 
value for the city and 
it’s fair and humane to 
Mr. Rush, so it’s an easy 
Continued on Page 13



came across to them.
He just wasn’t all that 

bright, they concluded. 
Within the district attor-
ney’s office he was given 
the nickname ‘Notso,” as 
in “not so swift.”

There arose a move-
ment within the prosecu-
tor’s office to do some-
thing about the problem 
Swift represented. In 
California, judges must 
stand for election or re-
election every six years. 
The district attorney’s 
office’s deputy prosecu-
tors resolved that come 
1994, they would run a 
judicial candidate more 
philosophically and tem-
peramentally suited to 
them. Some lined up as 
part of an effort to see 
Crouter returned to the 
bench. Others thought 
that Deputy District At-
torney Gordon Isen, who 
worked out of the Joshua 
Tree branch of the dis-
trict attorney’s office and 
had substantial experi-
ence appearing before 
Judge Swift, would make 
a stronger candidate.

In 1993, an opportu-
nity presented itself for 
the district attorney’s 
office to use the same 
underhanded approach 
it sometimes used in get-
ting convictions against 
criminal defendants 
against Swift along 
with the other judge 
then working out of the 
Joshua Tree Courthouse, 
James McGuire.

At that point, the Mu-
nicipal Court and the Su-
perior Court had not yet 
been merged in San Ber-
nardino County. Judge 
Swift was the Municipal 
Court judge in Morongo 
Valley and Judge Mc-
Guire was the Superior 
Court judge in the same 
jurisdiction. McGuire 
was almost, though not 
quite, as unpopular with 
the legal and law en-
forcement establishment 
as Swift. Judge McGuire 
was a poorly closeted 
homosexual who previ-
ously had a private prac-
tice in Fontana. He had 
sought to mask his ho-
mosexuality by means of 
an elaborate but ineffec-
tual shroud of deception 

which involved hiring a 
female acquaintance to 
accompany him to pub-
lic events to serve as 
his “drape,” posing as 
his “significant other” 
while he was in actual-
ity living with the man 
who would eventually 
become his husband in 
Palm Springs. McGuire 
early in his legal career 
had embraced liberalism 
and was widely seen as 
a “bleeding heart” type. 
Later, however, in seek-
ing to advance himself 
within the confines of 
San Bernardino Coun-
ty’s legal community, 
he adopted an outward 
show of conservative 
leanings, having regis-
tered as a Republican 
and going out of his way 
to make a display of sup-
porting the GOP position 
on high profile issues or 
in selected cases vocifer-
ously advocating for so-
called right-wing causes. 
McGuire’s ruse had con-
vinced Governor George 
Deukmejian, a die-hard 
pro-law enforcement 
chief executive and death 
penalty supporter, to ap-
point him to the Superior 
Court in 1989. Locally, 
nonetheless, those who 
knew Judge McGuire 
saw through him, and 
many establishment fig-
ures in San Bernardino 
County, including some 
in the district attorney’s 
office, resented him for 
his success in landing a 
position on the bench by 
subterfuge and despised 
him for his sexual orien-
tation and his feeble ef-
fort to disguise it.

In February 1993, 
Swift married Diane 
Fox, who had four chil-
dren by a previous mar-
riage. They maintained 
two homes, the home 
Swift had previously 
lived in and one owned 
by Fox on Quail Springs 
Road in Joshua Tree. 
They divided their time 
between the two homes.

In 1993, the National 
Park Service, led by 
Ranger Todd Swain and 
Ranger Marion Damia-
no-Nittoli, was conduct-
ing an investigation into 
the theft and trafficking 

of
Native American ar-

tifacts from the Joshua 
Tree National Monu-
ment. Removal of such 
artifacts from public 
lands is illegal under 
federal law. A principal 
focus in the investigation 
was Warren Churchwell 
of Desert Hot Springs. 
While Swain was act-
ing in an undercover 
capacity and tracing 
those who had contact 
with Churchwell in the 
possible trafficking of 
artifacts, he came into 
contact, in the fall of 
1993, with Tony Soares, 
a craftsman experienced 
in creating reproductions 
of Native American arti-
facts. Soares, then 23, 
was the son of Diane 
Fox Swift and stepson 
of Bert Swift, who regu-
larly stayed at the Quail 
Springs Road home in 
Joshua Tree on the two 
to three days per week 
he was not residing at his 
home in Palm Springs. 
Soares, who welcomed 
Swain into the Quail 
Springs Road home, 
showed him an olla, a 
ceramic pot fashioned 
by Native American 
tribesman presumably a 
century or more previ-
ously, which he acknowl-
edged purchasing from 
Churchwell. Without 
being aware that Swain 
was a federal agent, 
Soares said he suspected 
it had been illegally tak-
en from the Joshua Tree 
National Monument and 
he intended to return it to 
federal authorities over-
seeing the monument 
after restoring it. Soares 
also showed Swain two 
manos, ancient Na-
tive American grinding 
stones, and a metate, an 
ancient Native American 
mortar, he said he had 
found in the desert by 
Kelso, a town near but 
not within the federal 
jurisdiction of the East 
Mohave National Scenic 
Area.

In furtherance of their 
investigation, Swain and 
Damiano-Nittoli intend-
ed to carry out a series 
of searches under the 
authority of the federal 
court. Over a period of 
more than two months, 
however, the United 
States Attorney was un-
able to devote the time 
necessary to complete 
affidavits for federal 

warrants and so Swain 
and Damiano-Nittoli ob-
tained warrants from a 
Riverside County court 
to search Churchwell’s 
home and a gallery in 
Palms Springs where 
Native American arti-
facts were displayed. 
They then went, on De-
cember 16, 1993, to the 
Joshua Tree Courthouse 
complex, where they met 
with Deputy District At-
torney Ray Pyle, the su-
pervising deputy district 
attorney in the Morongo 
Valley Office of the San 
Bernardino County Dis-
trict Attorney. Pyle read 
the warrant application 
for Soares’s residence, 
specifying the objects to 
be seized as the manos, 
the metate, the olla and 
items showing the own-
ership of the premises, 
and approved it. Pyle 
escorted the rangers to 
Swift’s courtroom and 
told the judge the rang-
ers had a search war-
rant they wanted signed. 
Upon Pyle leaving, 
Judge Swift went into his 
chambers with the rang-
ers and, after inquiring 
why they were seeking 
the warrant through the 
state court system rather 
than in a federal court 
and satisfying himself 
that he had jurisdiction 
on the matter under state 
law, began to read the 
affidavit for the war-
rant. Upon encountering 
Soares’s name and the 
address of the premises 
to be searched in the 
second paragraph of the 
affidavit, he read no fur-
ther. He told Swain and 
Damiano-Nittoli that 
Soares was his stepson 
and that the property to 
be searched was his own 
residence. The rangers 
inquired as to Soares’s 
whereabouts. Judge 
Swift indicated he did 
not know and then, in 
the rangers’ presence, 
telephoned Dianne Fox 
Swift at her place of em-
ployment, asking where 
her children were. She 
responded as to where 
she believed Soares was. 
He relayed what he had 
learned to the rangers 
and then took them to 
Judge McGuire’s cham-
bers. Judge Swift handed 
the warrant application 
to Judge McGuire and 
told him that he could 
not review it nor issue 
the warrant because it in-

volved one of his homes 
and his stepson. Judge 
Swift remained pres-
ent during the rangers’ 
interaction with Judge 
McGuire. He later main-
tained he had done so to 
allay any concerns that 
he would inform Soares 
about the impending 
search and avoid the ap-
pearance of impropriety 
if the search were to be 
conducted and conclud-
ed without the artifacts 
being recovered. Upon 
Judge McGuire finish-
ing his reading of the 
warrant affidavit a dis-
cussion of the situation 
with the rangers ensued 
in which Judge McGuire 
referenced the urgency 
of conducting the search 
because the proposed 
search of Soares’s resi-
dence had been disclosed 
to Soares’s stepfather. 
When Judge McGuire 
inquired whether they 
could serve the Quail 
Springs Road residence 
search warrant that eve-
ning, the rangers said 
they could not because 
they did not have the 
manpower. Judge Mc-
Guire asked if they 
would be amenable to a 
consent search and asked 
the rangers if they want-
ed to have the district 
attorney’s office advise 
them. They responded 
positively to that sugges-
tion and Judge McGuire 
dispatched his bailiff to 
summon Pyle.

Pyle had left for the 
day and Deputy District 
Attorney Linda Root in-
stead responded to Mc-
Guire’s chambers. When 
she arrived, Judge Mc-
Guire, with input from 
Swain, explained the 
situation. Judge Swift 
indicated that he would 
cooperate in a consent 
search, and represented 
that his wife and stepson 
would also consent at his 
behest. Root at that point 
said she was on Rich-
ard Crouter’s campaign 
committee for the up-
coming June election ef-
fort against Judge Swift 
for his position on the 
municipal court bench. 
She offered an assur-
ance to Judge Swift that 
despite her advocacy of 
Crouter’s candidacy, she 
would maintain confi-
dentiality concerning the 
matter. Judge McGuire 
inquired at least twice 
in Root’s presence if the 

rangers wanted to con-
fer privately with Root. 
They declined. Swain 
asked about the legality 
of a consent search. Root 
explained the scope of 
parental capacity to con-
sent, noting that an issue 
of voluntariness could 
arise concerning a con-
sent by Fox or Soares. 
Judge McGuire inquired 
about the location of the 
manos, metate and olla, 
upon which it was de-
termined the items were 
in common use areas or 
in plain view from com-
mon use areas of the 
dwelling. From these 
considerations Root con-
cluded that there was no 
issue of voluntariness as 
to Fox and Soares be-
cause Judge Swift’s con-
sent would suffice. She 
advised the rangers that 
in those circumstances 
a consent search would 
sustain any evidence ad-
missibility challenges.

To Judge McGuire’s 
question as to whether 
they wanted to proceed 
with the consent search 
or instead carry out a 
warrant search, as he 
found the affidavit suf-
ficient upon which to is-
sue a warrant, Swain and 
Damiano-Nittoli elected 
to proceed with a con-
sent search that evening. 
Swain obtained a con-
sent to search form from 
his vehicle, which Judge 
Swift signed. Before the 
rangers and Judge Swift 
left his chambers, Judge 
McGuire gave the rang-
ers a card with his home 
telephone number and 
assured them that he 
would be available to 
issue the warrant over 
the telephone if they 
developed any misgiv-
ings about the consent to 
search or any problems 
manifested during the 
consent search.

Judge Swift then 
drove from the court-
house parking lot, with 
Swain and Damiano-
Nittoli following behind 
him, to the Quail Springs 
Road residence, some 10 
minutes from the court-
house. Judge Swift led 
them into the house. Nei-
ther Soares nor Fox were 
home. Based upon two 
earlier visits to the home 
while he was working 
in an undercover capac-
ity, Swain knew where 
the items sought were 
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After Judge Swift Recused Himself When 
Investigators Arrived In His Courtroom 
For A Search Warrant For His Own 
House, Prosecutors Thought They Had 
The Grounds To Remove Him From The 
Bench  from page 4

Continued on Page 14
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Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
AMENDED 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/HANAA DAOUD
This statement was filed with 

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

I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment 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 
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 & Profes-
sions Code).

1/21/2022, 1/28/2022, 
2/4/2022, 2/11/2022; 02/18,2022, 
02/25/2022, 03/04/2022, 03/11/2022

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: RENE ALDEN ADAIR   
CASE NO. PROSB2200183   
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in 
the will or estate, or both 
of RENE ALDEN ADAIR: 
A PETITION FOR PROBATE 
has been filed by HORTENSIA 
CADDELL   in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that HOR-
TENSIA CADDELL   be 
appointed as personal rep-
resentatives to administer 
the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests au-
thority to administer the es-
tate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an inter-
ested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S-35P 
at 9:00 a.m. on MARCH 14, 
2022 at Superior Court of 
California, County of San Ber-
nardino, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, 
San Bernardino District. 
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-

fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Attorney for the Petitioner: MI-
CHAEL C. MADDUX, ESQ. 
1894 COMMERCENT-
ER WEST, SUITE 108 
SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92408 
Telephone No: (909) 890-2350 
Fax No: (909) 890-0106 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on Febru-
ary 18, 25 & March 4, 2022.

FBN FBN20220001262 
The following person is do-

ing business as: SHIEKH IMPACT 
1777 S. VINTAGE AVE ONTARIO, 
CA 91761: 

SITARAA FOUNDATION 
INC. 10540 SUNBURST DRIVE 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91730 

Mailing Address:    10540 
SUNBURST DRIVE RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730

The business is conducted by: 
A CORPORATION   

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious 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/ IRUM SHIEKH 
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
02/14/2022

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 
I8296

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  2/18, 2/25, 
3/4 & 3/11, 2022.

 FBN20220001442 
The following person is doing 

business as: 313 SHAVE COM-
PANY   113 W  TRANSIT ST ON-
TARIO, CA 91762: 

TYLER D HOWARTH   1504 
FAWN ST    ONTARIO, CA 91762 

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL  

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on:  FEBRUARY 1, 2022

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/ TYLER D HOWARTH
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
02/16/2022

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 
I8296

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  2/18, 2/25, 
3/4 & 3/11, 2022.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME

 CASE NUMBER CIV SB 
2200052

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner:  ELI-
JAH CALEB RAMDIN filed 
with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

ELIJAH CALEB RAM-
DIN       to       ELIJAH AN-
ORUE OYOYO

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

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 3/17/2022
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 
Bernardino County Sentinel 
in San Bernardino County 
California, once a week for 
four successive weeks prior to 
the date set for hearing of the 
petition.

Dated: 12/28/2021
John M. Pacheco
Judge of the Superior 

Court.
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
February 18 & 25 and March 4 
& 11, 2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: EDWIN J. BRAUN     
CASE NO. PROSB2200203      
To all heirs, beneficiaries, cred-
itors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be 
interested in the will or estate, 
or both of  EDWIN J. BRAUN 
has been filed by KATHRYN 
M. SESSIONS  in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
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 es-
tate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an inter-
ested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held MARCH 14, 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: FEBRUARY 10, 
2022

Jennifer Saldana, 
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: January 20, 2022 
Attorney for Kath-
ryn M. Sessions: 
R. SAM PRICE SBN 208603 
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC 
300 E STATE 
STREET SUITE 620 
REDLANDS, CA 92373

Phone (909) 328 7000  
Fax (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  Febru-
ary 25 and March 4 & 11, 2022. 

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: LEROY GRE-
GORIO SANCHEZ    CASE 
NO. PROSB2200243    
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in the 
will or estate, or both of LE-
ROY GREGORIO SANCHEZ  
A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by GUA-
DALUPE MARIA GUTI-
ERREZ    in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that GUADA-
LUPE MARIA GUTIERREZ    
be appointed as personal rep-
resentatives to administer the 
estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that the 
decedent’s wills and codicils, 
if any, be admitted to probate. 
The will and any codicils are 
available for examination in 
the file kept by the court.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an inter-
ested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S-35 at 
9:00 a.m. on MARCH 24, 2022 
at Superior Court of Califor-
nia, County of San Bernardi-
no, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, 
San Bernardino District. 
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-

tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Attorney for the Petitioner: MI-
CHAEL C. MADDUX, ESQ. 
1894 COMMERCENT-
ER WEST, SUITE 108 
SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92408 
Telephone No: (909) 890-2350 
Fax No: (909) 890-0106 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on Febru-
ary 25 and March 4 & 11, 2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ES-
TATE OF: VERNELL BLUE  
CASE NO. PROSB2200209     
To all heirs, beneficiaries, cred-
itors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be 
interested in the will or estate, 
or both of VERNELL BLUE  
A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by 
CONSTANCE ELAINE 
MILLSAP     in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that CON-
STANCE ELAINE MILLSAP     
be appointed as personal rep-
resentatives to administer the 
estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that the 
decedent’s wills and codicils, 
if any, be admitted to probate. 
The will and any codicils are 
available for examination in 
the file kept by the court. 

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate uder the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an inter-
ested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S-37 at 
9:00 a.m. on MARCH 22, 2022 
at Superior Court of Califor-
nia, County of San Bernardi-
no, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, 
San Bernardino District. 
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-

ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Attorney for the Petitioner: MI-
CHAEL C. MADDUX, ESQ. 
1894 COMMERCENT-
ER WEST, SUITE 108 
SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92408 
Telephone No: (909) 890-2350 
Fax No: (909) 890-0106 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on Febru-
ary 25 and March 4 & 11, 2022.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: SOOREN DI-
KRAN CHINCHINIAN   
CASE NO. PROSB2200217      
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of SOOREN 
DIKRAN CHINCHINIAN   
A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by 
CHRISTOPHER J. DE 
SILVA      in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that CHRIS-
TOPHER J. DE SILVA      be 
appointed as personal repre-
sentatives to administer the 
estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate uder the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an inter-
ested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S-37 at 
9:00 a.m. on MARCH 22, 2022 
at Superior Court of Califor-
nia, County of San Bernardi-
no, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, 
San Bernardino District. 
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 

an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Attorney for the Petitioner: MI-
CHAEL C. MADDUX, ESQ. 
1894 COMMERCENT-
ER WEST, SUITE 108 
SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92408 
Telephone No: (909) 890-2350 
Fax No: (909) 890-0106 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on Febru-
ary 25 and March 4 & 11, 2022.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
FBN20220000656

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: INLAND EM-
PIRE AUTO ESSENTIALS, 7808 
SOMERSET LANE,

SAN BERNARDINO COUN-
TY

Mailing Address: , INLAND 
EMPIRE AUTO ESSENTIALS, 
7808 SOMERSET LANE, HIGH-
LAND, CA 92346,

Business is Conducted By: A 
CORPORATION

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/NORIEL JORGE DELA 
CRUZ

This statement was filed with 
the County Clerk of SAN BER-
NARDINO on: 1/31/2022

I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment 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 
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 & Profes-
sions Code).

2/25/2022, 3/4/2022, 3/11/2022, 
3/18/2022

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
FBN20220000623

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: ALL AROUND 
SERVICES, 14425 7TH STREET 
#7, VICTORVILLE, CA 92395,

SAN BERNARDINO COUN-
TY

Mailing Address: , RITA L 
CAMARGO, 7850 KENYON AV-
ENUE, HESPERIA, CA 92345,

Business is Conducted By: AN 
INDIVIDUAL

Signed: BY SIGNING BE-
LOW, I DECLARE THAT ALL 
INFORMATION IN THIS STATE-
MENT 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/RITA L. CAMARGO
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of SAN BER-
NARDINO on: 1/31/2022

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

Began Transacting Business: 
1/19/2022

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 fictitious business name state-
ment must be filed before that time. 
The filing of this statement does 
not of itself authorize the use in 
this state of a fictitious name in vio-
lation of the rights of another under 
federal, state, or common law (see 
section 14400 et. Seq. Business & 
Professions Code).

2/25/2022, 3/4/2022, 
3/11/2022, 3/18/2022

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
FBN20220000682

The following person(s) 
is(are) doing business as: BLENZ 
BARBERSHOP, 34213 YUCAIPA 
BLVD UNIT F, YUCAIPA, CA 
92399,

SAN BERNARDINO COUN-
TY
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Mailing Address: , ANTHO-

NY J MARTINEZ, 1765 VAL-
LEYFALLS AVE, REDLANDS, 
CA 92374,

Business is Conducted By: AN 
INDIVIDUAL

Signed: BY SIGNING BE-
LOW, I DECLARE THAT ALL 
INFORMATION IN THIS STATE-
MENT 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/ANTHONY J. MARTINEZ
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of SAN BER-
NARDINO on: 2/1/2022

I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment 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 fictitious business name state-
ment must be filed before that time. 
The filing of this statement does 
not of itself authorize the use in 
this state of a fictitious name in vio-
lation of the rights of another under 
federal, state, or common law (see 
section 14400 et. Seq. Business & 
Professions Code).

2/25/2022, 3/4/2022, 
3/11/2022, 3/18/2022

FBN20220000811   
The following person is doing 

business as: SABOR HONDURE-
NA  108 HOLT BLVD  ONTARIO  
CA  91764   17213 MARIANA ST  
FONTANA, CA 92336:   SAMAN-
THA R CASTELLON     

17213 MARIANA ST  FON-
TANA, CA 92336

Mailing Address:    17213 
MARIANA ST  FONTANA, CA 
92336

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the fic-
titious 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 statement becomes Public Re-
cord upon filing.

s/ SAMANTHA R CASTEL-
LON 

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
02/02/2022  

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 I1327

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on    3/04, 3/11, 
3/18 & 3/25, 2022.

FBN20220000987   
The following person is doing 

business as: JULIE’S RECORD 
SHACK 460 N EUCLID AVE  
UPLAND, CA 91786    JULIE R 
GARCIA   1741 PARTRIDGE AVE  
UPLAND 91784 

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names list-
ed above on:  JANUARY 5, 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 statement becomes Public Re-
cord upon filing.

s/ JULIE R. GARCIA 
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
02/07/2022  

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 I8296

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name statement must be 

filed before that time. The filing 
of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a 
fictitious business name in viola-
tion of the rights of another under 
federal, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Business and 
Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on    3/04, 3/11, 
3/18 & 3/25, 2022.

FBN202200001810   
The following person is do-

ing business as: EPITOME CON-
STRUCTION [and] EPITOME 
LANDSCAPING  [and]  EPITO-
ME STAGING  [and]  EPITOME 
CONSULTING   1632 WILSON 
AVE    UPLAND, CA  91784:  GEO 
COE LLC   1632 WILSON AVE    
UPLAND, CA  91784

Mailing Address:    318 BAL-
LENA DRIVE   DIAMOND BAR, 
CA 91765

The business is conducted by: 
A LIMITED LIABILITY COM-
PANY

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the fic-
titious 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 statement becomes Public Re-
cord upon filing.

s/ Geoffery T. Huang 
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
03/02/2022  

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 I1327

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on    3/04, 3/11, 
3/18 & 3/25, 2022.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
FBN20220000834

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: SAFAXY.COM; 
KAL REALTY INVESTMENTS; 
IRVINE WHOLESALE; DAMAX 
STORES, 12210 MICHIGAN AVE 
SITE 13, GRAND TERRACE, CA 
92313,

SAN BERNARDINO COUN-
TY

Mailing Address: , KBH 
HOLDING GROUP LLC, 12210 
MICHIGAN STREET STE 13, 
GRAND TERRACE, CA 92313,

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/KHALED BOUKLI 
HACENE, OWNER / CEO This 
statement was filed with the County 
Clerk of SAN BERNARDINO on: 
2/2/2022

I hereby certify that this is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment 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 
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 & Profes-
sions Code).

3/4/2022, 3/11/2022, 3/18/2022, 
3/25/2022

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
FBN20220001128

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: PATTY POCK-
ET’S, 7001 CHURCH AVE UNIT 
34, HIGHLAND, CA 92346,

SAN BERNARDINO COUN-
TY

Mailing Address: 7001 
CHURCH AVE UNIT 34, HIGH-
LAND, CA 92346, PATRICIA VI-
RAMONTES, 7001 CHURCH AVE 
UNIT 34, HIGHLAND, CA 92346,

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/PATIRCIA VIRAMONTES,  
This statement was filed with the 
County Clerk of SAN BERNARDI-
NO on: 2/9/2022

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

Began Transacting Business: 
2/6/2015

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 
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 & Profes-
sions Code).

3/4/2022, 3/11/2022, 3/18/2022, 
3/25/2022

T.S. No. 19-21058-SP-CA 
Title No. 191149382-CA-VOI 
A.P.N. 0218-891-66-0-000 
NOTICE OF TRUSTEE’S 
SALE. YOU ARE IN DE-
FAULT UNDER A DEED OF 
TRUST DATED 12/19/2006. 
UNLESS YOU TAKE AC-
TION TO PROTECT YOUR 
PROPERTY, IT MAY BE 
SOLD AT A PUBLIC SALE. 
IF YOU NEED AN EX-
PLANATION OF THE NA-
TURE OF THE PROCEED-
ING AGAINST YOU, YOU 
SHOULD CONTACT A 
LAWYER. A public auction 
sale to the highest bidder for 
cash, (cashier’s check(s) must 
be made payable to National 
Default Servicing Corpora-
tion), drawn on a state or na-
tional bank, a check drawn by 
a state or federal credit union, 
or a check drawn by a state 
or federal savings and loan 
association, savings associa-
tion, or savings bank specified 
in Section 5102 of the Finan-
cial Code and authorized to 
do business in this state; will 
be held by the duly appointed 
trustee as shown below, of 
all right, title, and interest 
conveyed to and now held by 
the trustee in the hereinafter 
described property under and 
pursuant to a Deed of Trust de-
scribed below. The sale will be 
made in an “as is” condition, 
but without covenant or war-
ranty, expressed or implied, 
regarding title, possession, or 
encumbrances, to pay the re-
maining principal sum of the 
note(s) secured by the Deed 
of Trust, with interest and late 
charges thereon, as provided 
in the note(s), advances, un-
der the terms of the Deed of 
Trust, interest thereon, fees, 
charges and expenses of the 
Trustee for the total amount 
(at the time of the initial pub-
lication of the Notice of Sale) 
reasonably estimated to be set 
forth below. The amount may 
be greater on the day of sale. 
Trustor: Sergio Reyna, a mar-
ried man as his sole and sepa-
rate property Duly Appointed 
Trustee: National Default Ser-
vicing Corporation Recorded 
01/02/2007 as Instrument 
No. 2007-0001112 (or Book, 
Page) of the Official Records 
of San Bernardino County, 
CA. Date of Sale: 04/07/2022 
at 12:00 PM Place of Sale: At 
the North Arrowhead Avenue 
entrance to the County Court-
house, 351 North Arrowhead 
Avenue, San Bernardino, 
CA 92401 Estimated amount 
of unpaid balance and other 
charges: $555,541.29 Street 
Address or other common 
designation of real property: 
3034 Rocky Lane Ontario, CA 
91761 A.P.N.: 0218-891-66-0-
000 The undersigned Trustee 
disclaims any liability for any 
incorrectness of the street 
address or other common 
designation, if any, shown 
above. If no street address or 
other common designation is 
shown, directions to the loca-

tion of the property may be 
obtained by sending a writ-
ten request to the beneficiary 
within 10 days of the date of 
first publication of this Notice 
of Sale. If the Trustee is unable 
to convey title for any reason, 
the successful bidder’s sole 
and exclusive remedy shall be 
the return of monies paid to 
the Trustee, and the successful 
bidder shall have no further 
recourse. The requirements of 
California Civil Code Section 
2923.5(b)/2923.55(c) were ful-
filled when the Notice of De-
fault was recorded. NOTICE 
TO POTENTIAL BIDDERS: 
If you are considering bid-
ding on this property lien, you 
should understand that there 
are risks involved in bidding 
at a trustee auction. You will 
be bidding on a lien, not on 
the property itself. Placing the 
highest bid at a trustee auction 
does not automatically entitle 
you to free and clear own-
ership of the property. You 
should also be aware that the 
lien being auctioned off may 
be a junior lien. If you are the 
highest bidder at the auction, 
you are or may be responsible 
for paying off all liens senior 
to the lien being auctioned 
off, before you can receive 
clear title to the property. You 
are encouraged to investigate 
the existence, priority, and 
size of outstanding liens that 
may exist on this property 
by contacting the county re-
corder’s office or a title insur-
ance company, either of which 
may charge you a fee for this 
information. If you consult 
either of these resources, you 
should be aware that the same 
lender may hold more than 
one mortgage or deed of trust 
on the property. NOTICE TO 
PROPERTY OWNER: The 
sale date shown on this notice 
of sale may be postponed one 
or more times by the mort-
gagee, beneficiary, trustee, or 
a court, pursuant to Section 
2924g of the California Civil 
Code. The law requires that 
information about trustee sale 
postponements be made avail-
able to you and to the public, 
as a courtesy to those not pres-
ent at the sale. If you wish to 
learn whether your sale date 
has been postponed, and, if 
applicable, the rescheduled 
time and date for the sale of 
this property, you may call 
or visit this Internet Web site 
www.ndscorp.com/sales, us-
ing the file number assigned 
to this case 19-21058-SP-CA. 
Information about postpone-
ments that are very short in 
duration or that occur close in 
time to the scheduled sale may 
not immediately be reflected 
in the telephone information 
or on the Internet Web site. 
The best way to verify post-
ponement information is to at-
tend the scheduled sale. Date: 
03/01/2022 National Default 
Servicing Corporation c/o Tif-
fany & Bosco, P.A., its agent, 
1455 Frazee Road, Suite 820 
San Diego, CA 92108 Toll 
Free Phone: 888-264-4010 
Sales Line 855-219-8501; 
Sales Website: www.ndscorp.
com By: Rachael Hamilton, 
Trustee Sales Representa-
tive 03/11/2022, 03/18/2022, 
03/25/2022 CPP352111 

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: GLENN 
ROBERT ARROWAY      
CASE NO. PROSB2200277        
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in 
the will or estate, or both 
of  GLENN ROBERT AR-
ROWAY  has been filed by 
JONATHAN ODELL AR-
ROWAY   in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that JONA-
THAN ODELL ARROWAY  
be appointed as personal 
representative to administer 

the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The indepen-
dent administration authority 
will be granted unless an in-
terested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held MARCH 29, 2022 at 
9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S37 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 
247 West Third Street, San 
Bernardino, CA 92415, San 
Bernardino District.

Filed: February 24, 2022
Selyna Razo, 

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 
representative appointed by 
the court within the later of 
either (1) four months from 
the date of first issuance of 
letters to a general personal 
representative, as defined in 
section 58(b) of the California 
Probate Code, or (2) 60 days 
from the date of mailing or 
personal delivery to you of a 
notice under Section 9052 of 
the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may 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 ap-
praisal of estate assets or of 
any petition or account as 
provided in Probate Code 
section 1250. A Request for 
Special Notice form is avail-
able from the court clerk. 
Attorney for Jona-
than Odell Arroway: 
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  March 
11, 18 & 25, 2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: WILLIAM LEE HINES    
CASE NO. PROSB2200314    
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in the 
will or estate, or both of WIL-
LIAM LEE HINES  has been 
filed by JERAMIE LYNN 
HINES  in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that JERA-
MIE LYNN HINES  be 
appointed as personal rep-
resentative to administer 
the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 

many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The indepen-
dent administration authority 
will be granted unless an in-
terested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held APRIL 11,  2022 at 
9:00 A.M. in Dept. No. S36 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 
247 West Third Street, San 
Bernardino, CA 92415, San 
Bernardino District.

IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of 
the decedent, you must file 
your claim with the court and 
mail a copy to the personal 
representative appointed by 
the court within the later of 
either (1) four months from 
the date of first issuance of 
letters to a general personal 
representative, as defined in 
section 58(b) of the California 
Probate Code, or (2) 60 days 
from the date of mailing or 
personal delivery to you of a 
notice under Section 9052 of 
the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may 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 ap-
praisal of estate assets or of 
any petition or account as 
provided in Probate Code 
section 1250. A Request for 
Special Notice form is avail-
able from the court clerk. 
Attorney for Jera-
mie Lynn Hines:  
Neil Hedtke, Esquire    SBN 
273319

820 North Mountain Av-
enue

Upland, CA 91786 
(909) 579 2233     Fax (909) 618 
1622   hedtkelg@gmail.com 

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on  
March 11, 18 & 25, 2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ES-
TATE OF DONALD MEL-
VIN SPOONER, CASE NO. 
PROSB 2200300

To all heirs, beneficia-
ries, creditors, and contingent 
creditors of DONALD MEL-
VIN SPOONER, and persons 
who may be otherwise inter-
ested in the will or estate, or 
both: A petition has been filed 
by JANICE K. PAINO in the 
Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDI-
NO, requesting that JANICE 
K. PAINO be appointed ad-
ministrator to administer the 
estate of the decedent.

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

The petition requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates 
Act. This authority will allow 
the personal representative 
to take many actions without 
obtaining court approval. Be-
fore taking certain very im-
portant actions, however, the 
personal representative will 
be required to give notice to 

interested persons unless they 
have waived notice or consent-
ed to the proposed action. The 
independent administration 
authority will be granted un-
less an interested person files 
an objection to the petition 
and shows good cause why 
the court should not grant the 
authority.

The petition is set for 
hearing in Dept. No. S36 
at SUPERIOR COURT OF 
CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF 
SAN BERNARDINO SAN 
BERNARDINO DISTRICT 
– PROBATE DIVISION 247 
W. 3rd STREET SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92415-0212 
on APRIL 4, 2022 at 09:00 
AM

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

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

YOU MAY EXAMINE 
the file kept by the court. If 
you are interested in the es-
tate, you may request special 
notice of the filing of an inven-
tory and appraisal of estate 
assets or of any petition or ac-
count as provided in Section 
1250 of the California Probate 
Code.

Attorney for the Petition-
er: MARY M. BADER 9227 
HAVEN AVENUE, SUITE 
368 RANCHO CUCAMON-
GA, CA 91730 Telephone: 
(909) 945-2775 Fax: (909) 
945-2778

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on  
March 11, 18 & 25, 2022.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME

 CASE NUMBER CIV SB 
2201618

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner:  CHEN 
LIN,  on behalf of minors 
EMMA ZHANG and ANNIE 
ZHANG filed with this court 
for a decree changing names 
as follows:

EMMA ZHANG       to      
EMMA SHEN

                                [and]
ANNIE ZHANG       to      

ANNIE SHEN 
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 objec-
tion 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 peti-
tion should not be granted. If 
no written objection is timely 
filed, the court may grant the 
petition without a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: April 18, 2022
Time: 09:00 AM
Department: S-17 
The address of the court is
Superior Court of Cali-

fornia, County of San Ber-
nardino,

247 West Third Street, San 
Bernardino, CA 92415,

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

Dated: 02/14/2022
John M. Pacheco
Judge of the Superior 

Court.
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on  
3/11, 3/18, 3/25 & 4/1, 2022.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME

 CASE NUMBER CIV SB 
2202828

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner:  SA-
VANNAH STARNES  filed 
with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

SAVANNAH RENEE 
STARNES       to      ASPEN 
RENEE STARNES                     

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 objec-
tion 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 peti-
tion should not be granted. If 
no written objection is timely 
filed, the court may grant the 
petition without a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: April 14, 2022
Time: 09:00 AM
Department: S-17 
The address of the court is
Superior Court of Cali-

fornia, County of San Ber-
nardino,

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 
Bernardino County Sentinel 
in San Bernardino County 
California, once a week for 
four successive weeks prior to 
the date set for hearing of the 
petition.

Dated: 03/01/2022
John M. Pacheco
Judge of the Superior 

Court.
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on  
3/11, 3/18, 3/25 & 4/1, 2022.

FBN20220002009  
The following person is do-

ing business as: INDEPENDENT 
PETROLEUM 14264 VALLEY 
BOULEVARD    FONTANA, CA 
92335: TRACY J COFFMAN  3115 
HEATHER DRIVE  FULLER-
TON, CA 92835 

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL  

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the fic-
titious business name or names 
listed above on: 03/07/2007 

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

S/ TRACY J COFFMAN 
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
MARCH 1, 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 I1327

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name statement must be 
filed before that time. The filing 
of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a 

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
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 Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on  3/11, 3/18, 
3/25 & 4/1, 2022.

FBN20220001529  
The following person is doing 

business as: GOLD STANDARD 
EVENTS 11100 4TH STREET  
G301  RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730: 

VISIONAIRE CONSULTING 
GROUP LLC  11100 4TH STREET  
G301  RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730

Mailing Address:     11100 
4TH STREET  G301  RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION  regis-
tered with the State of California  
202016011125 

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the fic-
titious business name or names 
listed above on: February 13, 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 statement becomes Public Re-
cord upon filing.

S/ JENNIFER JONES 
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
02/18/2022 

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 I8296

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on  3/11, 3/18, 
3/25 & 4/1, 2022.

FBN20220002028  
The following person is doing 

business as: RP REAL ESTATE 
LLC 8280 ASPEN AVE., STE 175   
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91730: 

RP REAL ESTATE LLC  
1382 ELGIN WAY  CORONA, CA 
92879 

The business is conducted by: 
A LIMITED LIABILITY COM-
PANY  registered with the State of 
California  202200111463 

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the fic-
titious business name or names 
listed above on: February 7, 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 statement becomes Public Re-
cord upon filing.

S/ RAINER PEDRAZ 
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
03/07/2022 

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 I1327

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on  3/11, 3/18, 
3/25 & 4/1, 2022.

FBN20220001769  
The following person is do-

ing business as: TOO SWEET 
DESIGNS  7154 DAYBREAK PL  
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91701: 

ERIC LIU   7154 DAYBREAK 
PL  RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91701

  [and] 
KIMBERLY M ROMERO   

7154 DAYBREAK PL  RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91701

The business is conducted by: 

A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP  
The registrants commenced 

to transact business under the fic-
titious business name or names 
listed above on: May 3, 2021

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

S/ ERIC LIU 
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
03/01/2022 

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 I1327

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on  3/11, 3/18, 
3/25 & 4/1, 2022.

FBN20220002054   
The following person is doing 

business as: MOO MOO COWS  
6870 ROVATO PLACE  RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91701: 

BLUE WHALE LOGISTICS 
INC    1826 W MOSSBERG AVE    
WEST COVINA, CA  91790 

The business is conducted by: 
A CORPORATION  registered 
with the State of California as 
C4681738

The registrants commenced 
to transact business under the fic-
titious 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 statement becomes Public Re-
cord upon filing.

S/ YING GUAN 
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
03/08/2022  

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 I1327

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on  3/11, 3/18, 
3/25 & 4/1, 2022.

NOTICE OF HEARING
DECEDENT’S ESTATE 

OR TRUST
MARK HARLAN JACK-

SON
Case Number: 

PROSB2101053
Superior Court of Cali-

fornia, County of San Ber-
nardino, 247 W. Third St., San 
Bernardino, CA 92415, Justice 
Center

IN THE MATTER OF: 
MARK HARLAN JACKSON

This notice is required by 
law. You are not required to 
appear in court, but you may 
attend the hearing and object 
or respond if you wish. If you 
do not respond or attend the 
hearing, the court may act on 
the filing without you.

1. NOTICE is given that: 
WILLIAM V. LANDECENA 
has filed a PETITION TO 
ESTABLISH FACT, TIME, 
AND PLACE OF DEATH OF 
MARK HARLAN JACKSON

2. A HEARING on the 
matter described in 1 will be 
held as follows:

Hearing Date
Date: 07/14/2022, Time: 

9:00 A.M., Dept. S35.
NOTICE
If the filing described in 1 

is a report of the status of a de-

cedent’s estate administration 
made under Probate Code Sec-
tion 12200, YOU HAVE THE 
RIGHT TO PETITION FOR 
AN ACCOUNTING UNDER 
SECTION 10950 OF THE 
PROBATE CODE.

Requests for Ac-commo-
dations

Assistive listening sys-
tems, computer-assisted real-
time captioning, or sign lan-
guage interpreter services are 
available if you ask at least five 
days before the hearing. Con-
tact the clerk’s office or go to 
www.courts.ca.gov/forms for 
Request for Accommoda-tions 
by Persons With Disa-bilties 
and Response (form MC-410). 
(Civil Code section 54.8.)

J BENJAMIN SELTERS 
III

(SBN 082786)
SELTERS & SELTERS
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
399 W MISSION BLVD 

#K
POMONA CA 91766
TELEPHONE NO.: (909) 

622-2507
FAX NO.: (909) 622-0545
CN984774 JACKSON 

Mar 11,18,25, Apr 1, 2022

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE

NUMBER CIV SB 
2200161

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner:  Carlos 
Eduardo Sarmiento filed with 
this court for a decree chang-
ing names as follows:

Carlos Eduardo Sarmiento 
to Antonio Balcazar THE 
COURT ORDERS that all 
persons interested in this mat-
ter appear before this court at 
the hearing indicated below 
to show cause, if any, why the 
petition for change of name 
should not be granted. Any 
person objecting to the name 
changes described above must 
file a written objection that in-
cludes the reasons for the ob-
jection 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 objec-
tion is timely filed, the court 
may grant the petition without 
a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 04/08/2022
Time: 09:00 AM
Department: 516
The address of the 

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

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

Dated: 02/25/2022
Judge of the Superior 

Court: John M. Pacheco
Published in the San 

Bernardino County Sentinel 
on 03/11/2022, 03/18/2022, 
03/25/2022, 04/01/2022

AMENDED FICTITIOUS 
BUSINESS NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
FBN20220000641

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: OUTSTAND-
ING CONSULTING SERVICES, 
8561 FOOTHIL BLVD SPC 106, 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91730

SAN BERNARDINO COUN-
TY

Mailing Address: , TAMMO 
WILKENS, 8651 FOOTHILL 
BLVD SPC 106, RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91730 Business is 
Conducted By: AN INDIVIDUAL

Signed: BY SIGNING BE-
LOW, I DECLARE THAT ALL 
INFORMATION IN THIS STATE-
MENT 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/TAMMO WILKENS
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of SAN BER-
NARDINO on: 01/31/2022

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

Began Transacting Business: 
01/02/2022

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 fictitious business name state-
ment must be filed before that time. 
The filing of this statement does 
not of itself authorize the use in 
this state of a fictitious name in vio-
lation of the rights of another under 
federal, state, or common law (see 
section 14400 et. Seq. Business & 
Professions Code).

02/04/2022, 02/11/2022, 
02/18/2022, 02/25/2022; 
03/11/2022, 03/18/2022, 
03/25/2022, 04/01/2022

FBN 20220000778     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: PATINO AUTO BODY RE-
PAIR. 393 W ATHOL ST SUITE 12 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92401; ( 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); DANIEL 
PATINO 393 W ATHOL ST SUITE 
12 SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92401. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ DANIEL PATINO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 02, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/18/2022, 
02/25/2022, 03/04/2022, 03/11/2022          
CNBB7202209CH 

FBN 20220000764     
The following person is doing 
business as: OPTIMIST PACK-
AGING. 206 E MISSION BLVD 
POMONA, CA 91766; ( PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); MARTIN 
HERNANDEZ 206 E. MISSION 
BLVD POMONA, CA 91766. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MARTIN HERNANDEZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 02, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/18/2022, 
02/25/2022, 03/04/2022, 03/11/2022          
CNBB7202208CH 

FBN 20220000832     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: SUBMARINO PACK-
AGING. 206 E MISSION BLVD 
POMONA, CA 91766; ( PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO; ( MARTIN 
HERNANDEZ 206 E MISSION 
BLVD POMONA, CA 91766. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 

By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MARTIN HERNANDEZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 02, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/18/2022, 
02/25/2022, 03/04/2022, 03/11/2022          
CNBB7202207CH 

FBN 20220000844     
The following person is doing 
business as: ONTARIO MOTOR 
INN. 1522 W MISSION BLVD 
ONTARIO, CA 91762; (  PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); JAI SHIV 
BHOLE, LLC 1522 W MISSION 
BLVD ONTARIO, CA 91762 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ SUNIKUMAR B. DHAN-
GAR, MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 02, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/18/2022, 
02/25/2022, 03/04/2022, 03/11/2022          
CNBB7202206MT 

FBN 20220000841     
The following person is doing 
business as: DAESUNG TECH 
LTD. 1461 N VISTA AVE APT #1 
RIALTO, CA 92376 ); PRINCI-
PAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN 
BERNARDINO ); SHATOYA 
D HARRISON 1461 N VISTA 
AVE APT #1 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 infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ SHATOYA D HAR-
RISON, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 02, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/18/2022, 
02/25/2022, 03/04/2022, 03/11/2022          
CNBB7202205MT 

FBN 20220000828     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: MOUNTAIN JEM HOME 
INSPECTIONS, LLC. 255 OAK 
DRIVE SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92427; ( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF 
BUSINESS SAN BERNARDINO ); 
MOUNTAIN JEM HOME INSPEC-
TIONS, LLC 225 OAK DRIVE 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92427 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JASEN E. MATTING-
LY, MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 02, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/18/2022, 
02/25/2022, 03/04/2022, 03/11/2022          
CNBB7202204MT 

FBN 20220000673     
The following person is doing 
business as: CHOLO PIERCES & 
TATTOO STUDIO, LLC. 12333 
ROSS PL YUCAIPA, CA 92399 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
LOS ANGELES ); CHOLO PIERC-
ES & TATTOO STUDIO, LLC 12333 
ROSS PL YUCAIPA, CA 92399 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ AMY D. VELAZCO, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 01, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/18/2022, 
02/25/2022, 03/04/2022, 03/11/2022          
CNBB7202203MT 

FBN 20220000712     
The following person is doing 
business as: SERGIO’S DIRECT 
HIRE SERVICES. 16476 WIND-
CREST DR FONTANA, CA 92337; 
( PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO ); 
SERGIO J MUNOZ 16476 WIND-
CREST 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 infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ SERGIO J MUNOZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 01, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/18/2022, 
02/25/2022, 03/04/2022, 03/11/2022          
CNBB7202202IR 

FBN 20220000661     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: VILLANUEVA GENERAL 
CONSTRUCTION. 5867 REBECCA 
ST RIVERSIDE, CA 92509; ( PRIN-
CIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS SAN 
BERNARDINO ); AURELIO VIL-
LANUEVA 5867 REBECCA ST 
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RIVERSIDE, CA 92509; YOLAN-
DA REYNOSO 5867 REBECCA 
ST RIVERSIDE, CA 92509. 
The business is conducted by: 
A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ AURELIO VILLANUE-
VA, GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: JANUARY 31, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/18/2022, 
02/25/2022, 03/04/2022, 03/11/2022          
CNBB7202201IR

FBN 20220001691     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: THE MASONRY CON-
NECTION COMPANY. 1444 
CLAY ST REDLANDS, CA 92374 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
MICHAEL R. SANDOVAL 1444 
CLAY ST REDLANDS, CA 92374. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MICHAEL R. SAN-
DOVAL, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 24, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/25/2022, 
03/04/2022, 03/11/2022, 03/18/2022          
CNBB8202215MT 

FBN 20220000648     
The following person is doing 
business as: OPTIMIST PACK-
AGING. 533 W MONTEREY 
AVE POMONA, CA 91768 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
LUIS ALBERTO RUIZ 533 E MON-
TEREY AVE POMONA, CA 91768. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ LUIS ALBERTO RUIZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: JANUARY 31, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/25/2022, 
03/04/2022, 03/11/2022, 03/18/2022          
CNBB8202214CH 

FBN 20220000914     

The following person is do-
ing business as: TACOS TIGRE. 
1772 N. KENWOOD AVE. SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92404 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
HUMBERTO R CRUZ ROSAS 
1772 N. KENWOOD AVE. SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92404; ES-
BEYDY LAUREL LOZANO 
1772 N. KENWOOD AVE. SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92404. 
The business is conducted 
by: A MARRIED COUPLE.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ HUMBERTO R CRUZ 
ROSAS, HUSBAND 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 04, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/25/2022, 
03/04/2022, 03/11/2022, 03/18/2022          
CNBB8202213IR 

FBN 20220001073     
The following person is doing 
business as: ANJIX CLEANING 
SERVICES. 12403 CENTRAL 
AVE. #235 CHINO, CA 917104029 
EAGLE ROCK BLVD. APT 
207 LOS ANGELES, CA 91710 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
NILO S IBACARRA 4029 EA-
GLE ROCK BLVD. APT 207 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90065. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ NILO S IBACARRA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 08, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/25/2022, 
03/04/2022, 03/11/2022, 03/18/2022          
CNBB8202212IR 

FBN 20220001208     
The following person is doing 
business as: UPLAND TRANS-
MISSIONS & SALES. 530 E. 
90TH ST. UPLAND, CA 91786 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
OSCAR GUTIERREZ 530 E. 
9TH ST. UPLAND, CA 91786. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ OSCAR GUTIERREZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 10, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 

name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/25/2022, 
03/04/2022, 03/11/2022, 03/18/2022          
CNBB8202211IR 

FBN 20220001148     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ROBLES REMEDIATION 
SERVICES. 6861 MANCHES-
TER CT FONTANA, CA 92336 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
GERARDO J ROBLES 
6861 MANCHESTER CT 
FONTANA, CA 92336. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ GERARDO J ROBLES, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 09, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/25/2022, 
03/04/2022, 03/11/2022, 03/18/2022          
CNBB8202210IR 

FBN 20220001209     
The following person is do-
ing business as: DELICIOSO 
EATS. 8567 CAVA DRIVE RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
ESPARZA SIX ENTERPRISE, 
LLC 8567 CAVA DRIVE RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730; 
8567 CAVA DRIVE RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730; . 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ESTHER AFLENE ESPAR-
ZA, MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 10, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/25/2022, 
03/04/2022, 03/11/2022, 03/18/2022          
CNBB8202209IR 

FBN 20220001146     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: FLASH MASTERS. 17102 
FERN ST FONTANA, CA 92336 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
GUILLERMO TOVAR 17102 
FERN ST FONTANA, CA 92336. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ GUILLERMO TOVAR, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 09, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 

clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/25/2022, 
03/04/2022, 03/11/2022, 03/18/2022          
CNBB8202208CH 

FBN 20220001106     
The following person is doing 
business as: LINES & CON-
CEPTS DRAFTING SER-
VICES. 1006 N EUCALYP-
TUS AVE RIALTO, CA 92376 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
ANA M OBANDO 1006 N EUCA-
LYPTUS AVE 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 infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ANA M OBANDO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 09, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/25/2022, 
03/04/2022, 03/11/2022, 03/18/2022          
CNBB8202207MT 

FBN 20220001223     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: RE/MAX TIME. 105355 
FOOTHILL BLVD STE 460 RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
HOUSEKEY REAL ESTATE 
CORP. 10535 FOOTHILL BLVD 
STE 460 RANCHO CUCAMON-
GA, CA 91730; 105355 FOOT-
HILL BLVD STE 460 RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730; . 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ELVIS ORTIZ-WAY-
LAND, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 10, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/25/2022, 
03/04/2022, 03/11/2022, 03/18/2022          
CNBB8202206MT 

FBN 20220001076     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: WORLD INVESTMENTS, 
LLC. 5559 GOLONDRINA DR 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92404 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
GUS & N INVESTMENTS, LLC 
5559 GOLONDRINA DR SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92404; 
5559 GOLONDRINA DR SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92404; . 
The business is conducted by: 
A LIMITED PARTNERSHIP.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ GUSTAVO G. VALDEZ, 

MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 08, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/25/2022, 
03/04/2022, 03/11/2022, 03/18/2022          
CNBB8202205SB 

FBN 20220001075     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: CASH PARTNERS ATMS. 
2225 PUMALO ST APT #149 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92404 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
PHILLIP R. HERNANDEZ JR 
2225 PUMALO ST APT #149 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92404. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ PHILLIP R. HER-
NANDEZ JR, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: FEBRURY 08, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/25/2022, 
03/04/2022, 03/11/2022, 03/18/2022          
CNBB8202204MT 

FBN 20220001059     
The following person is do-
ing business as: THERMAL 
LOGICS & CONTROL SYS-
TEMS. 13948 MILLBROOK 
DR VICTORVILLE, CA 92395 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
JOHN A NUNO 13948 MILLBROOK 
DR VICTOVILLE, CA 92395. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JOHN A NUNO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 08, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/25/2022, 
03/04/2022, 03/11/2022, 03/18/2022          
CNBB8202203MT 

FBN 20220000910     
The following person is do-
ing business as: GK MARKET 
STORE. 1466 E. FOOTHILL 
BLVD. STE S UPLAND, CA 91786 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
ZWD CORPORATION 1466 E. 
FOOTHILL BLVD STE S UPLAND, 
CA 91786; 1466 E. FOOTHILL 
BLVD. STE S UPLAND, CA 91786; . 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 

correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ZIAD DANDOUCH, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 04, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/25/2022, 
03/04/2022, 03/11/2022, 03/18/2022          
CNBB8202202MT 

FBN 20220001475     
The following person is doing 
business as: FRANCO TOWING. 
11518 MESA VIE DR PHELAN, 
CA 923713745 VALLEY BLVD 
SPC #57 WALNUT, CA 91789 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
ANTONIO FRANCO 11518 MESA 
VIEW DR PHELAN, CA 92371. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ANTONIO FRANCO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 17, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 02/25/2022, 
03/04/2022, 03/11/2022, 03/18/2022          
CNBB8202201EM

FBN 20220001153    The fol-
lowing person is doing business as: 
QUICK AUTO REGISRATION 
9253 ARCHIBALD AVE RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730; ; ( 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); AUTOMO-
TIVE TRAINIGN SERVICES INC. 
7615 ETIWANDA AVE. UNIT 268 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA,CA 
91739The business is conducted by: 
A CORPORATION The registrant 
commenced to transact business 
under the fictitious business name 
or names listed above on: N/ABy 
signing, I declare that all informa-
tion in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or 
she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.s/ OSCAR GOMEZ, 
PRESIDENTStatement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 09, 2022I hereby 
certify that this copy is a correct 
copy of the original statement on file 
in my office San Bernardino County 
Clerk By:/DeputyNotice-This ficti-
tious name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in vio-
lation 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 
02/25/2022, 03/04/2022, 03/11/2022, 
03/18/2022          CNBB9202201CH

FBN 20220001153    The fol-
lowing person is doing business as: 
QUICK AUTO REGISRATION 
9253 ARCHIBALD AVE RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730; ; ( 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
SAN BERNARDINO ); AUTOMO-
TIVE TRAINIGN SERVICES INC. 
7615 ETIWANDA AVE. UNIT 268 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA,CA 
91739The business is conducted by: 
A CORPORATION The registrant 
commenced to transact business 
under the fictitious business name 
or names listed above on: N/ABy 

signing, I declare that all informa-
tion in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or 
she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.s/ OSCAR GOMEZ, 
PRESIDENTStatement filed with 
the County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 09, 2022I hereby 
certify that this copy is a correct 
copy of the original statement on file 
in my office San Bernardino County 
Clerk By:/DeputyNotice-This ficti-
tious name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in vio-
lation 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 
03/04/2022, 03/11/2022, 03/18/2022          
03/25/2022 CNBB9202201C

FBN 20220001330     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: GV HAULING. 4365 VER-
MONT ST MUSCOY, CA 92407 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
GERARDO A VALLES 4365 VER-
MONT ST MUSCOY, 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 infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ GERARDO A VALLES, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 15, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 03/11/2022, 
03/18/2022, 03/25/2022, 04/01/2022          
CNBB10202207IR 

FBN 20220001339     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: WATSON VENTURES. 
17956 LACEBARK CT SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92407P.O 
BOX 122 LA VERNE, CA 91750 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
ZARRIUS N WATSON 17956 
LACEBARK CT SAN BER-
NARDINO, 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 infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ZARRIUS N WATSON, OIWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 15, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 03/11/2022, 
03/18/2022, 03/25/2022, 04/01/2022          
CNBB10202206IR 

FBN 20220001347     
The following person is doing 
business as: ALAREN WAT-
SON; PRETTY FACE BEATS. 
17956 LACEBARK CT SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92407P.O 
BOX 122 LA VERNE, CA 91750 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
ALAREN N WATSON 17956 
LACEBARK CT SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92407. 
The business is conduct-
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ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ALAREN N WATSON, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 15, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 

County Sentinel 03/11/2022, 
03/18/2022, 03/25/2022, 04/01/2022          
CNBB10202205IR 

FBN 20220001804     
The following person is doing 
business as: MARQUEZ JANITO-
RIAL SERVICES. 655 AWAAL 
ST SAN JACINTO, CA 92582 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
JOSE J MARQUEZ VERA 
655 AWAAL ST SAN JA-
CINTO, CA 92582. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JOSE J MAR-
QUEZ VERA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: MARCH 01, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 03/11/2022, 
03/18/2022, 03/25/2022, 04/01/2022          
CNBB10202204MT 

FBN 20220001803     
The following person is do-
ing business as: MARISCOS 
EL MACHI. 25142 JOHN-
SON ST BARSTOW, CA 92311 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
LINDA M PARRA-ROSALES 
25142 JOHNSON ST BAR-
STOW, CA 92311; TOMAS 
PARRA-ROSALES 25142 JOHN-
SON ST BARSTOW, CA 92311. 
The business is conducted by: 
A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 

fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ LINDA M PARRA-RO-
SALES, GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: MARCH 01, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 03/11/2022, 
03/18/2022, 03/25/2022, 04/01/2022          
CNBB10202203MT 

FBN 20220001359     
The following person is doing 
business as: FAITH TOOLS & 
COFFEES. 2120 AUTMN MIST 
DRIVE RIALTO, CA 92377 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
GREGORY L BROOKS 2120 
AUTUMN MIST DRIVE RI-
ALTO, CA 92377; TERRI M 
BOOKS 2120 AUTUMN MIST 
DRIVE RIALTO, CA 92377. 
The business is conducted by: 
A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ GREGORY L BROOKS, 
GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 15, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 03/11/2022, 
03/18/2022, 03/25/2022, 04/01/2022          
CNBB10202202MT 

FBN 20220001706     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: 7 BROTHERS GENERAL 
CLEANING. 1081 E GRAND 
AVE #3 POMONA, CA 91766 
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
JESUS M AVILES OCAM-
PO 1081 E GARND AVE 
#3 POMONA, CA 91766. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 

By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JESUS M AVILES 
OCAMPO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 25, 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 state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 03/11/2022, 
03/18/2022, 03/25/2022, 
04/01/2022          CNBB10202201MT

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices

thing for me.”
Councilwoman Perri 

Melnick said, “I think 
we’re getting off pretty 
reasonably here. The 
fact of the matter is the 
employment agreement 
doesn’t even require 
us or require Mr. Rush 
to sign the settlement 
agreement, but it does re-
quire us, if we terminate 
his employment, which I 
think we have no choice 
but to do because the fact 
of the matter is it is our 
job to make sure we have 
a city manager who can 
effectively do his job, and 
he can’t effectively do his 
job in this environment. 

We are getting some-
thing in return, which is a 
settlement and release for 
the city. I am immensely 
saddened by this. I think 
that Frank has worked 
tirelessly through some 
very challenging times 
for our community.”

The council voted 
4-to-1 to ratify the sev-
erance agreement, with 
Lee in opposition.

Later in the meeting, 
the council took up the 
resolution of reprimand, 
which stated, “Council 
Member Alan Lee has 
demonstrated open hos-
tility, yelling, bullying, 
disrespect, and confron-
tational behavior in and 
following council meet-
ings that has resulted 
in disrupting the peace 
and deliberative func-
tion of the council, has 
disrupted the conduct 
of city staff by causing 

extraordinary and often 
unnecessary extra work 
assignments to accom-
modate his asserted but 
unsupported needs, has 
delayed and unnecessar-
ily extended city council 
meetings by repetitive 
statements and referring 
to matters which could 
instead easily have been 
addressed to or with city 
staff in advance of coun-
cil meetings, and has 
made unsupported or de-
ceptive personal attacks 
on and misrepresenta-
tions about the mayor, 
fellow council members, 
and the city manager in 
communications at coun-
cil meetings.”

Furthermore, accord-
ing to the resolution, 
“Council Member Alan 
Lee has excessively and 
impermissibly directed 
the city manager and city 
staff to initiate projects 

and reports, significant 
in scope and nature, and 
to gather information 
without approval of the 
city council, including 
requests for information 
unrelated to the business 
at-hand. His requests 
have had a significant 
impact on the workload 
of the city manager and 
city staff, at significant 
cost to the city. Council 
Member Alan Lee has 
inappropriately blocked 
and deleted features on 
his social media plat-
forms and posted com-
mentary in a manner 
that may cause harm to 
the city’s interests and 
expose the city to legal 
liability. Council Mem-
ber Alan Lee has failed 
to reasonably use his 
city email account for 
his city-related business, 
resulting in a significant 
inability for city staff to 

access all his city-related 
emails for purposes of 
responding to Public Re-
cords Act requests. This 
has exposed the city to 
claims and potential liti-
gation alleging that the 
city has not produced all 
responsive documents, 
including his emails, 
pursuant to a Public Re-
cords Act request. Coun-
cil Member Alan Lee’s 
newsletters have incor-
rectly or misleadingly 
labeled themselves as 
reports from City Hall, 
using stock photogra-
phy of City Hall with 
the city’s seal or logo. 
Council Member Lee 
has also not included the 
standard disclaimer for 
his individually hosted 
events and meetings that 
would clearly indicate 
that these are not official 
city meetings or events. 
Stories in such newslet-

ters have been demon-
strably misleading, cre-
ating false impressions, 
reciting only partial facts 
or making incorrect fac-
tual statements. The city 
council finds that in en-
gaging in such improper, 
unprofessional and unac-
ceptable conduct, Coun-
cil Member Alan Lee 
was acting solely on his 
own and without any au-
thorization or ratification 
by the city council, all 
contrary to the Council 
Rules of Order and gen-
eral norms of conduct, 
and contrary to the legiti-
mate and best interests of 
the city.”

Lee’s comportment, 
according to the resolu-
tion, has lacked transpar-
ency.

The resolution of rep-
rimand passed 4-to-1, 
with Lee dissenting.

-Mark Gutglueck

After retirement, Walter 
voluntarily served anoth-
er 15 years as a chaplain 
for the Ontario Fire De-
partment.

During “retirement” 
Walter earned his com-
mercial driver’s license 
in order to work for his 
son Marcus’s trucking 
company driving diesel 
trucks.

Walter loved to play 
the game of dominoes 
and engage in the in-
terests of others. Wal-
ter especially adored all 
conversations around 
current events and debat-

in writing. He strove to 
remain active. His chil-
dren arranged last year 
for a family cruise to 
Ensenada in Baja Cali-
fornia for his 70th and 
last earthly birthday. 
Walter expressed his joy 
and thankfulness for the 
quality time with his 
family by writing a note 
which read: “This was 
my best birthday ever.”

Before his passing, 
Walter’s children estab-
lished the Captain Walter 
G. Bratton Foundation. 
As a spiritual leader, vi-
sionary, and emergency 
first responder with a 
heart of gold, Walter 
himself picked his foun-
dation’s logo and mission 
of giving back to local 
families and youth in 
need in the Ontario com-
munity he served.

Floyd Clark, Ontario’s 
first African-American 
fire chief and now re-
tired, told the Sentinel, 
“I first met Walter in 
July of 1986.  On that 
day, Walter was wearing 

ing politics. After their 
kids were grown, Walter 
and Marilyn became in-
veterate cruise line trav-
elers.

Walter was diagnosed 
with amyotrophic lateral 
sclerosis (ALS) in 2018. 
It is believed, though not 
empirically established, 
that his ALS had resulted 
from toxic exposure he 
experienced while serv-
ing as a firefighter with 
the City of Ontario. Five 
other Ontario firemen 
who were on the depart-
ment during the era he 
was there have passed 
away while suffering 
with ALS.

The amyotrophic lat-
eral sclerosis took his 
voice and limited his 
mobility, but not his will 
or sense of humor or 
ability to communicate 

his work uniform, which 
consisted of a powder 
blue shirt. What stood 
out to me was that Wal-
ter wore a little cross on 
the upper right hand side 
of his uniform. I had just 

gotten out of the military, 
and only chaplains were 
allowed to wear the cross 
on their work uniforms. 
So, I asked Walter if he 
was one of the chaplains 
for the department. Wal-
ter told me he was not a 
chaplain for the depart-
ment, but he simply loved 
Jesus and that this was 
his way of letting anyone 
he came in contact with 
know that he was a man 
of faith. With my military 
background, I thought it 
was great that the depart-
ment would allow him to 
wear the cross on his uni-
form in order to express 
his faith. Later, I came to 
learn that the department 
hadn’t really allowed per-
sonnel to wear the cross 
on their work uniform, 
but it was more about the 

Walter and Marilyn

Handed The Tough 
Break Of ALS Near 
The End, Bratton 
Remained Thankful 
For All Of His Gifts   
from page 6



located. All the artifacts 
were where Swain had 
said they were during 
the chambers discussion, 
clearly visible from the 
living room. The door 
was open from the living 
room to Soares’s bed-
room, where the olla was 
located on the top of a 
dresser. The items were 
seized.

The next day, Decem-
ber 17, 1993, searches of 
the Churchwell residence 
and the gallery were 
conducted. Churchwell 
was arrested. Swain filed 
reports with the Riv-
erside County District 
Attorney, requesting the 
filing of criminal charg-
es against Churchwell. 
Such a complaint was is-
sued in January 1994 and 
in June 1994 Churchwell 
pleaded guilty to felony 
counts leveled against 
him. On the day fol-
lowing the Riverside 
search, December 18, 
1993, Soares in response 
to a telephone request 
appeared voluntarily at 
the Palm Springs Police 
Department to be inter-
viewed by Swain. Swain 
determined that a case 
for prosecution could 
not be made with respect 
to the grinding stones 
and mortar. His superi-
ors were disinclined to 
prosecute Soares with 
respect to possession of 
the olla. Three months 
passed without a report 
pertaining to the search 
of the Quail Springs 
Road residence being 
submitted to the River-
side County District At-
torney’s Office.

Sergeant Gregory 
Benge, a narcotics of-
ficer with the San Ber-
nardino County Sheriff’s 
office and an active sup-
porter of the candidacy 
of Deputy District At-
torney Gordon Isen for 
election to the municipal 
court post held by Judge 
Swift, made an inquiry 
with the Riverside Coun-
ty District Attorney’s 
Office into the matter, 
at which point the Riv-
erside County District 
Attorney’s Office issued 
a report dated March 27, 
1994 in which a crimi-
nal filing against Tony 

Soares was declined. 
Following the solicita-
tion by Benge, the rang-
ers, in response to a re-
quest by Pyle, submitted 
a report on the events in 
chambers and the search 
that took place on De-
cember 16, 1993 to Pyle. 
Following receipt of that 
report, which was essen-
tially a dry recitation of 
facts, Pyle specifically 
requested a “subjective” 
report on the chambers 
conference, stating that 
such a narrative was 
“necessary for a proper 
evaluation of the case 
against Tony Soares.” In 
response, Damiano-Nit-
toli filed a second report. 
On April 28, 1994, with 
the judicial election fast 
approaching, Pyle sent 
the reports to San Ber-
nardino County District 
Attorney Dennis Kott-
meier. Accompanying 
the reports was a note. 
It stated, “Please call 
when you’ve finished 
your review. Naturally, 
Gordon Isen would like 
to use this somehow in 
his campaign. Should we 
release info? If not, can it 
be leaked?” Pyle provid-
ed copies of the ranger’s 
reports to Crouter, as 
well. Pyle with glee told 
Crouter that revelation of 
their version of the inci-
dent would in all likeli-
hood lead to Judge Swift 
losing the election.

On May 3, 1994, Pyle 
issued a rejection letter 
concerning the filing of 
charges against Soares. 
In the letter he asserted 
that the primary reason 
for rejecting the case 
was that the search was 
improper because Judge 
Swift could not consent 
to a search of the Quail 
Springs Road residence.

Pyle had creatively 
opened a pathway by 
which both Isen and 
Crouter had a basis in 
insinuation if not in fact 
to assert that Swift had 
used his position as a 
judge to derail a crimi-
nal prosecution, which 
was used in the election 
campaign against Swift. 
Despite the attack, Swift 
was reelected to the 
bench in the 1994 elec-
tion.

The matter would 
not end there, however. 
The 1994 electoral cy-
cle would result in two 
changes at the top of San 
Bernardino County law 
enforcement. Gary Pen-
rod, who was the heir to 
the Bland political ma-
chine that had been in 
place since Bland was 
first elected in 1954 and 
which was instrumental 
in each of his succes-
sive reelections in 1958, 
1962, 1966, 1970, 1974, 
1978 and which was 
handed off to Bland’s en-
dorsed successor Floyd 
Tidwell in 1982 and 
then by Tidwell to Rich-
ard Williams in 1990, 
was elected sheriff in 
the 1994 June Primary. 
Williams’ made a deci-
sion to take a comfort-
able retirement that year, 
and he endorsed Penrod, 
who cruised to an easy 
victory. In the district 
attorney’s office that 
year, Dennis Stout, the 
mayor of Rancho Cu-
camonga who had been 
a deputy prosecutor with 
San Bernardino County 
since 1977, had moved to 
challenge then-District 
Attorney Dennis Kott-
meier, who had been the 
county’s top prosecutor 
since 1982. Kottmeier 
opted out of seeking 
reelection, and Stout 
defeated then-San Ber-
nardino City Attorney 
James Penman in that 
year’s race. Both Penrod 
and Stout were intent, 
like all of those who had 
preceded them, to make 
a show of how tough on 
crime they could be. For 
Penrod, who was the 
product of a political and 
law enforcement dynasty 
that had been around for 
two generations, doing 
so was not as challeng-
ing as it was for Stout, 
who had bucked the 
status quo by wresting 
the title of district attor-
ney from his incumbent 
boss, albeit without an 
actual fight. Still, Stout 
felt the need to show 
just how hard-nosed of 
a crimefighter he was, 
and ready-made for him 
was the contretemps sur-
rounding Swift. Swift 
might have been able to 
fool the county’s vot-
ers into reelecting him, 
but he was still soft on 
crime, Stout and his sec-
ond in command, As-
sistant District Attorney 
Dan Lough, figured, and 

they would achieve in-
stant credibility with all 
of the county’s upstand-
ing and right-thinking 
citizens, not to mention 
all of the district at-
torney’s office’s deputy 
prosecutors and the le-
gions of police officers 
and sheriff’s deputies 
employed locally, if they 
could blow the lenient 
judge out of office. They 
signaled their willing-
ness to support a move 
to go around the voters 
by having the Califor-
nia Commission on Ju-
dicial Performance look 
into what took place in 
Swift’s chambers and 
then made its way into 
Judge McGuire’s cham-
bers on December 16, 
1993. With a little luck, 
they figured, they could 
get Swift off the bench 
and maybe even send the 
limp-wristed McGuire 
packing as well.

Methodically, a group 
of individuals from the 
district attorney’s office, 
among whom Pyle, Root 
and Isen were a part, 
came together to com-
pile separate complaints 
revolving around es-
sentially the same set of 
facts. The purveyors of 
that complaint provided 
the basis for two “exam-
iners” employed by the 
Commission on Judicial 
Performance, Dennis F. 
Coupe and Jack Coyle 
of the Commission’s Of-
fice of Trial Counsel, 
to make a case against 
Swift and McGuire.

Under examination 
was the judges’ com-
portment. The commis-
sion, based upon that 
complaint, agreed to 
direct the matter for of-
ficial examination, is-
suing a notice of formal 
proceedings on February 
6, 1996. The complain-
ants, concerned that the 
commission might make 
an early conclusion that 
McGuire’s action had 
not reached in any way 
a level of impropriety 
worth consideration and 
on that basis might re-
ject the entire complaint 
against Swift and Mc-
Guire, chose to file the 
complaints separately. 
It was, after all, Swift 
more than McGuire who 
was out of step with the 
county’s law enforce-
ment establishment.

The commission in 
determining the mat-
ter was worth consid-

ering consolidated the 
complaints, turning the 
matter over to a panel 
of three “special mas-
ters,” chosen on May 7, 
1996 from a list of le-
gal experts submitted 
to the commission by 
the California Supreme 
Court. The three three 
special masters selected 
were Justice Coleman A. 
Blease, Judge James H. 
Chang and Judge Irma 
J. Brown. Blease, Chang 
and Brown took evi-
dence in the matter and 
formulated a report to 
the commission, which 
consisted of William A. 
Masterson, Lois Haight, 
and Vincent McGraw, 
who were judges; Patrick 
M. Kelly and Robert C. 
Bonner, who were attor-
neys; and citizen mem-
bers Christopher J. Felix, 
Ophelia Basgal, Eleanor 
Johns, David Malcolm, 
Harriet C. Salarno and 
Pearl West.

The gist of the com-
plaint against Swift was 
that he engaged in will-
ful misconduct in of-
fice, conduct prejudicial 
to the administration of 
justice that brought the 
judicial office into dis-
repute, improper action, 
and dereliction of duty 
within the meaning of 
Article VI, Section 18 of 
the California Constitu-
tion providing for the re-
moval, censure, or public 
or private admonishment 
of a judge by violating 
the California Code of 
Judicial Ethics Canon 
2A when he called his 
wife to determine the 
whereabouts of his step-
son and that he had en-
gaged in misconduct by 
remaining in Judge Mc-
Guire’s chambers after 
he brought Swain and 
Damiano-Nittoli there. 
The complaint target-
ing Swift further held 
that while he was in Mc-
Guire’s chambers he had 
engaged in additional 
misconduct by advocat-
ing a consent search of 
the Quail Springs Road 
premises. According to 
the complaint against 
Judge McGuire, he had 
shed discredit upon him-
self and the judicial of-
fice of which he was a 
member by improperly 
failing to sign a warrant 
authorizing a search of 
the Quail Springs Road 
property while the rang-
ers were present in his 
chambers.

Judge Swift was rep-
resented in the formal 
proceedings by Thomas 
C. Brayton and Jones 
Mahoney, Brayton & 
Soll of Claremont. Judge 
McGuire was represent-
ed by Thomas R. Hud-
son of Ontario.

The process of ex-
amination ultimately 
did far more damage to 
the accusers than to the 
accused. In particular, 
when the administra-
tion of the district attor-
ney’s office, by that time 
consisting of Lough and 
Stout, was called upon 
to produce the commu-
nications that had taken 
place between the pros-
ecutors at the Joshua 
Tree office and the ad-
ministration under Kott-
meier in the 1993 and 
1994 timeframe, it did 
not withhold materials 
that demonstrated the 
baldly political motiva-
tion of several of the 
prosecutors. At the fore-
front among the pros-
ecutors based in Joshua 
Tree pushing for action 
against Swift primarily 
but also with regard to 
McGuire was Pyle, the 
head of the Joshua Tree 
prosecution office. Pyle, 
it appears, assumed that 
the senior administra-
tion of the district attor-
ney’s office in San Ber-
nardino would expurgate 
and selectively produce 
the documents relating 
to communications back 
and forth within the dis-
trict attorney’s office 
that extended to Swift 
and the contemplated 
prosecution of Soares 
before it provided those 
communications to the 
Commission on Judicial 
Performance. As some 
of that communication 
reflected poorly on Kott-
meier, Stout and Lowe, 
who had a political an-
tipathy toward Kott-
meier, made a calculated 
decision to pass it along 
to the Commission on 
Judicial Performance. 
Meanwhile, Pyle, believ-
ing the district attorney’s 
office’s administration 
would not provide as 
evidence anything that 
might make the prosecu-
tor’s office look bad, fig-
ured he could make cer-
tain assertions, ones that 
were not factually cor-
rect, confident that doc-
umentation to disprove 

Friday, March 11, 2022 Page 14San Bernardino County Sentinel

Continued on Page 16 

In Their Effort To Convince The Califor-
nia Commission On Judicial Performance 
To Remove Swift As A Judge, Prosecutors 
Loaded The Dice & Then Got Caught   from 
page 8



Friday, March 11, 2022 Page 15San Bernardino County Sentinel

city management game 
was the way in which he 
had enabled Acquanetta 
Warren, the city’s mayor 
since 2010, to carry out 
her depredations. War-
ren has thrived in the 
pay-to-play ethos of Fon-
tana politics, in which 
developers, just as in the 
Ratelle era, have traded 
political donations to the 
city’s elected leadership 
along with under-the-ta-
ble or otherwise hidden 
payments to city officials 
for project approval and 
occasional waivers of 
expectations or require-
ments that they bear the 
cost of the infrastructure 
accompanying their sub-
divisions, shopping cen-
ters, complexes or build-
ings.

It is reported that in 
the late spring of 2019, 
Hunt told Warren he 
would no longer abide 
or ignore the bribetaking 
he had come to recog-
nize she was engaged in. 
Warren just prior to that 
ultimatum had roundly 
and widely praised the 
management job Hunt 
was doing and, after hav-
ing secured his services 
the previous year with a 
three-year contract, was 
angling to lock Hunt in 
as city manager through 
2026 by inducing him 
into signing an even 
more lucrative 5-year 
contract in 2021. Upon 

Hunt confronting War-
ren over the payoffs she 
was accepting for ap-
proving projects and city 
contracts, however, War-
ren made a 180-degree 
U-turn, and quickly ar-
ranged for Hunt’s depar-
ture as city manager. In 
doing so, she conferred 
upon him a $1,127,378.45 
severance package that 
paid him $978,000 in 
2020 to keep him on 
the city payroll, despite 
the consideration that 
he was doing no work 
and was actually banned 
from City Hall. Warren 
carried this off while 
maintaining that Hunt 
was leaving of his own 
volition. Under Hunt’s 
contract, he was not due 
any severance if he was 
fired with cause or if he 
quit. A provision of the 
severance package was 
a confidentiality clause. 
In this way Warren pur-
chased, using taxpayer 
money, Hunt’s silence 
with regard to the bribes 
she had been receiving.

The originators of 
money Hunt character-
ized as bribes paid to 
the mayor included Intex 
Properties, David Wie-
ner and Brad Chapman, 
the Sentinel has been in-
formed.

In the immediate af-
termath of Hunt’s leav-
ing, Warren brought Mi-
chael Milhiser, who had 

previously served as the 
city manager in Mont-
clair, Ontario, Upland, 
and Adelanto, in as inter-
im city manager. There-
after, Warren and the city 
council in February 2020 
hired Dana Point City 
Manager Mark Denny 
to begin as Fontana city 
manager in April 2020. 
Denny, a sophisticated 
political operator who 
in 1996, while working 
for then-California As-
sembly Speaker Curt 
Pringle, was charged by 
the Orange County Dis-
trict Attorney and subse-
quently convicted of en-
gaging in election fraud, 
hit the ground running 
in Fontana. He lasted 
18 months, living in an 
atmosphere rife with po-
litical skulduggery and 
quid pro quos. In Sep-
tember 2021, however, 
something so unnerved 
him that he abruptly re-
signed to take a position 
in the private sector in 
Orange County. Shan-
non Yauchzee, a civil en-
gineer who formerly was 
the city manager of Bald-
win Park and who had 
been with Willdan Engi-
neering and was the pub-
lic works director with 
the City of West Covina 
from 1996 to 2014, came 
in to replace Denny on 
an interim basis. At this 
point, Yauchzee’s course 
with Fontana has run.

Ballantyne comes into 
Fontana with open eyes, 
knowing he will have to 
co-exist with a mayor 
who is on the take. Pri-
or to going to work in 
Chino, he was the city 
manager of San Marino 
from 2006 to 2012. A 

UCLA graduate, Bal-
lantyne is sophisticated 
enough to know what 
is expected of him in 
Fontana, where the city 
council is dominated by 
Warren. Warren’s rul-
ing coalition consists of 
Councilman John Rob-
ert, Councilman Pete 
Garcia and Councilman 
Phil Cothran Jr. The 
dissident on the council 
is Jesse Sandoval, who 
does not have sufficient 
political muscle to coun-
teract the direction War-
ren has set for the city. 
Both Garcia and Roberts 
are dependent upon War-
ren, who has $170,127.05 
in her political war chest 
at present after handing 
around $56,412.87 to her 
various allies from her 
campaign fund last year. 
Phil Cothran Jr, the sci-
on of Phil Cothran Sr, a 
wealthy insurance deal-
er, landowner and cur-
rent chairman of the San 
Bernardino County Re-
publican Central Com-
mittee, is closely aligned 
with Warren through his 
father. Young Cothran 
was groomed by Warren 
as a successful city coun-
cil candidate in 2018.

Warren is confident 
that she has nothing to 
fear from San Bernardi-
no County District At-
torney Jason Anderson, 
who is knowledgeable 
about her bribetaking but 
disinclined to prosecute 
her on those grounds be-
cause of mutual political 
affiliations and shared 
campaign donors.

Warren is not insulat-
ed, however, from pros-
ecution by the California 
Attorney General’s Of-

fice. Last year, Califor-
nia Attorney General 
Rob Bonta filed a civil 
action against the City 
of Fontana over its ap-
proval of a warehouse in 
Southern Fontana. Bonta 
took issue with the lax 
environmental safe-
guards the city adhered 
to in giving Duke Realty 
go-ahead to build the 
warehouse at the conflu-
ence of Slover and Ole-
ander avenues. The city 
allowed the planning 
commission to utilize 
one of the least exacting 
forms of environmental 
certification there is, a 
mitigated negative dec-
laration, in granting the 
project approval. In the 
lawsuit, Bonta argued 
that the city’s limited 
environmental review of 
the project and its failure 
to appropriately analyze, 
disclose, and mitigate the 
project’s environmen-
tal impacts violates the 
California Environmen-
tal Quality Act. Bonta’s 
investigators have yet to 
make a close examina-
tion of the influence po-
litical donations made to 
Warren have purchased 
in Fontana. Nor have 
they yet focused on re-
ports of money other 
than political donations 
that have been funneled 
to Warren, who has been 
consistently able to get 
warehouse projects ap-
proved, to the point that 
she has become known, 
both derisively by her 
political opponents and 
admiringly by her sup-
porters, as “Warehouse 
Warren.” If Bonta’s scru-
tiny of Fontana’s pen-
chant for warehouse de-

velopment moves from 
civil complaints to a 
concern about criminal 
influence, Ballantyne 
may come to regret his 
decision to leave Chino 
for Fontana, particu-
larly if he abets Warren 
in her efforts to facili-
tate the wholesale con-
version of properties to 
warehousing, while the 
landowners and develop-
ers profiting from those 
conversions continue 
their pattern of convey-
ing tens of thousands 
of dollars to Warren. If 
even one of those dona-
tions can be demonstrat-
ed to have been made 
conditional upon Warren 
voting to approve a do-
nor’s project, the crucial 
element to establish in a 
court of law that bribery 
took place will exist. Be-
ing the city manager to a 
mayor convicted of brib-
ery would not represent 
the most impressive cre-
dential on Ballantyne’s 
résumé.

Nevertheless, looking 
at the numbers involved, 
it is understandable why 
Ballantyne agreed to 
leave Chino for Fon-
tana. In Chino, he was 
making $294,879.73 in 
salary, $48,759 in other 
pay and $68,160 in ben-
efits yearly, for a total 
annual compensation of 
$411,798.73.

In Fontana he is 
to receive a salary of 
$315,000, benefits of 
$91,254 and other pay 
and bonuses of $110,000, 
giving him an an-
nual compensation of 
$516,254.

-Mark Gutglueck

way Walter interpreted 
his freedom, even while 
in uniform. I thought I 
loved this country and 
had demonstrated that by 
serving eight years in the 
United States Air Force 
as a firefighter. I would 
learn that no one on the 
Ontario Fire Depart-
ment loved this country 
more than Walter Brat-
ton. There is no doubt in 
my mind that out of love 
for country and staunch 
respect for the Constitu-
tion, it is safe to say that 

Walter was a man of law 
and a respecter of per-
sons. As a firefighter, 
Walter was given the 
opportunity to do what 
he loved most, and that 
was the service of oth-
ers. When one thinks of 
humility, dedication and 
service we could look at 
Walter to see how that is 
done.”

Clark said that Bratton 
had invited him to attend 
Mt Zion Baptist Church 
in Ontario.

“I, too, became a 

member and remain until 
this day,” said Clark. “He 
had a way of making you 
feel comfortable and wel-
come not because of who 
you were but because of 
who he was. As a humble 
servant of his Lord and 
Savior Jesus Christ, I can 
hear him encouraging 
someone today to accept 
Jesus as their Lord and 
Savior. Sometime dur-
ing my first year on the 
department Walter in-
troduced me to another 
group called Firefighters 
for Christ. This is a group 
that take service to the 
next level. While having 
this unique opportunity 
to serve, it’s more than 

just having a job. We 
learned that we needed 
to do all that we can to 
help others. Being given 
the chance to respond to 
people when they dialed 
911 because something 
has gone wrong in their 
lives sometimes opens 
a door to show real care 
and concern for our fel-
low man.”

Clark said, “Speak-
ing of doors, I would be 
remiss if I didn’t thank 
Walter Bratton for the 
doors that he opened for 
me as a firefighter. His 
laughter, keen sense of 
humor and overall abil-
ity to change the tone of 
the environment made 

him a person that made 
people feel comfortable 
when around him. As 
an environment changer, 
he helped those 24-hour 
shift days pass by. He’d 
look up, smile, and say, 
‘Didn’t we have fun at 
work today?’”

Clark said, “I know 
that it was a joy and 
honor for Walter to serve 
the citizens of the City 
of Ontario. He would 
always show reverence 
and respect to any and 
everyone he would come 
in contact with. He wore 
his uniform proudly and 
when he was promot-
ed to captain everyone 
knew that it was a glo-

rious time for the Brat-
ton name. Walter was 
respected in this com-
munity. It wasn’t just 
about him but the legacy 
that he was creating. His 
time in history will be 
treasured by firefighters 
because he embodied the 
true meaning of service. 
His time and service has 
given us as a community 
a standard to strive for. 
As a brother in Christ, 
one who had clearly de-
cided to enter the narrow 
gate and walked along 
the narrow path that is 
not popular today, he 
carried on by attempt-
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what he was saying was 
not in the possession of 
the Commission on Judi-
cial Performance.

In his communication 
with Kottmeier in 1994, 
Pyle openly stated that 
Isen wanted to utilize 
information contained in 
Swain’s and Damiano-
Nittoli’s reports in the 
judicial campaign. In his 
communications with 
Swain and Damiano-
Nittoli, he asked them 
to produce a “subjec-
tive” report, meaning 
one that used starker 
language suggesting that 
Soares had broken the 
law and which left out 
nuances that suggested 
he perhaps did not have 
criminal intent and was 
going to return the olla 
to the federal govern-
ment upon complet-
ing its restoration. Pyle 
was also hoping Swain 
and Damiano-Nittoli 
would make a stron-
ger case that Swift had 
sought to shield Soares 
from prosecution. In his 
statements to the Com-
mission on Judicial Per-
formance, Pyle outright 
denied requesting such a 
“subjective” report. The 
commission, however, 
had copies of the request 
to contradict that. More-
over, during hearings 
the special masters con-
ducted, Pyle maintained 
he had not provided to 
the Isen and Crouter 
campaign teams the 
materials relating to the 
Churchwell case and by 
extension the informa-
tion relating to Soares, 
including the rangers’ 
interaction with Swift in 
his chambers and in Mc-
Guire’s chambers. There 
was testimony and evi-
dence that controverted 
that. When questioned 
under oath, Crouter said 
that Pyle had provided 
him with the reports 
generated by the rangers.

The report on the spe-
cial masters’ examina-
tion of and findings re-
garding the complaints 
against Swift and Mc-
Guire generated by the 
Commission on Judicial 
Performance dated Feb-

ruary 11, 1997 and titled 
Inquiry Concerning 
Judges Swift & McGuire 
states “Pyle provided 
copies of the ranger’s re-
ports to Crouter, another 
candidate in the election. 
Pyle enthusiastically told 
Crouter that revelation 
of their version of the 
incident would probably 
defeat Judge Swift. The 
commission notes that 
this finding directly con-
tradicts Pyle’s testimony 
that he did not provide 
the materials to anyone. 
The commission does 
not find Pyle to be cred-
ible.”

The Inquiry Concern-
ing Judges Swift & Mc-
Guire document states, 
“The examiners contend 
that the telephone call 
by Judge Swift to his 
wife violated canon 2A 
of the California Code 
of Judicial Ethics which 
adjures the avoidance of 
the appearance of im-
propriety. They argue 
the telephone call cre-
ated the appearance that 
Judge Swift had a con-
flicting personal interest 
in the case. As a causal 
matter, the telephone 
call did not create the 
appearance that Judge 
Swift had a conflicting 
personal interest in the 
case. He already had dis-
closed and declared an 
actual personal interest 
conflict and announced 
that he could not act as 
the magistrate because 
of the conflict.”

The Inquiry Concern-
ing Judges Swift & Mc-
Guire document states, 
“The examiners contend 
that remaining in Judge 
McGuire’s chambers 
created an appearance of 
impropriety prohibited 
by canon 2A and that 
he was using his ‘influ-
ence’ as a judge to obtain 
‘confidential’ informa-
tion about his stepson’s 
case, conduct prohibited 
by canon 2B.6. Canon 
2B provides in pertinent 
part: ‘(1) A judge shall 
not allow family, social, 
political, or other rela-
tionships to influence the 
judge’s judicial conduct 
or judgment . . . . [¶] (2) 

A judge shall not lend the 
prestige of judicial office 
to advance the pecuni-
ary or personal interests 
of the judge or others . 
. . .’ Judge Swift had a 
sound reason for remain-
ing in Judge McGuire’s 
chambers that arguably 
advanced an important 
public interest, viz., pro-
moting confidence in the 
integrity of the judiciary. 
Through no fault of his 
own, Judge Swift was 
placed in a dilemma be-
cause a potential charge 
of appearance of impro-
priety attended either 
alternative course of 
action available. Judge 
Swift cannot be charged 
with impropriety be-
cause he chose between 
them, absent a showing 
that the course of ac-
tion he selected is clearly 
less preferable, i.e., more 
likely to undermine pub-
lic confidence in the ju-
diciary.”

The Inquiry Concern-
ing Judges Swift & Mc-
Guire document states, 
“The examiners also 
contend that Judge Swift 
committed misconduct 
in Judge McGuire’s 
chambers by advocating 
a consent search, not-
withstanding his ‘con-
flict of interest.’ The ex-
aminers argue that this 
created an appearance 
of impropriety. The spe-
cial masters found, and 
the commission concurs, 
that Judge Swift did not 
engage in such advoca-
cy. The examiners argue 
that advocating a con-
sent search is improper 
because it is a use of non-
public information for a 
purpose unrelated to his 
judicial duties in viola-
tion of canon 3B(11). 
However, the use, if any, 
of nonpublic information 
here is related to Judge 
Swift’s judicial duties, 
i.e., to the prevention of 
the potential discredit 
to the judiciary if the 
planned searches were 
conducted fruitlessly af-
ter he had the opportu-
nity to alert his stepson 
or other family members 
about the impending 
search. Canon 3B(11) 
is as follows: ‘A judge 
shall not disclose or use, 
for any purpose unre-
lated to judicial duties, 
nonpublic information 
acquired in a judicial ca-
pacity.’ The examiners 
argue that advocating a 

consent search was im-
proper because it created 
‘admissibility issues’ 
as to the evidence ob-
tained. The rangers were 
represented by an expe-
rienced prosecutor who 
advised them concern-
ing such issues. The ex-
aminers contend that by 
remaining in Judge Mc-
Guire’s chambers Judge 
Swift violated Code of 
Civil Procedure section 
170.3, subdivision (a)(1) 
which provides: ‘When-
ever a judge determines 
himself or herself to be 
disqualified, the judge . 
. . shall not further par-
ticipate in the proceed-
ing . . . .’ In their view, 
the word ‘participation’ 
should be construed 
broadly. The prohibition 
on participation, howev-
er, pertains to participa-
tion as a judge, i.e., as a 
judicial decision maker. 
If a judge discerns a per-
sonal interest in a contro-
versy and determines he 
is disqualified, he could 
nonetheless ‘participate’ 
in some other capacity 
in appropriate circum-
stances, e.g., intervene 
in the proceeding as a 
litigant or testify as a 
witness. The evidence 
was clear and convinc-
ing that Judge McGuire 
had assumed the role 
of decision maker, and 
that any participation by 
Judge Swift thereafter 
was nonjudicial.”

According to the com-
mission, Judge Swift 
“did not commit mis-
conduct in the Superior 
Court judge’s chambers 
by advocating a consent 
search of the property 

or by remaining in the 
Superior Court judge’s 
chambers.” The commis-
sion further found that 
“even if Judge McGuire 
should have signed the 
search warrant while the 
rangers were present, we 
are unable to conclude, 
in light of the unusual 
facts confronting Judge 
McGuire, that his fail-
ure to do so constitutes 
misconduct. His mis-
take, if any, was at most 
legal error. The com-
mission accepts the spe-
cial masters’ conclusion 
that these proceedings 
should be dismissed.”

The effort to discredit 
Judge Swift and wound 
Judge McGuire failed. 
Moreover, the episode 
brought out the lengths 
the prosecutor’s office 
was willing to go to, in-
cluding making outright 
false claims and then 
backing those claims 
with the perjured testi-
mony of a supervising 
deputy prosecutor, in the 
effort to remove Swift 
from the bench. Rather 
than bringing the judges 
and the bench into disre-
pute, the matter shed dis-
credit on the prosecutor’s 
office, turning a spotlight 
on the degree to which 
the district attorney’s of-
fice had come to expect 
that its prosecutors’ as-
sertions were to be cred-
ited by the courts as fact. 
To not only Judge Swift 
and Judge McGuire but 
to all of the county’s 
other judges, the case 
proved a meaningful and 
resounding lesson in the 
principle of judicial in-
dependence.

Judge Swift was once 
asked how it was that 
he had the strength and 
will to stand up to the 
long arm of the law and 
resist the tendency of 
police and prosecutors 
to trample on the rights 
of the citizens they ar-
rest and prosecute. Swift 
said that as a Navy Seal, 
he had involved himself 
in surreptitious missions 
affixing trackers on So-
viet naval vessels and 
the ships of other poten-
tially hostile powers as 
their crews unsuspect-
ingly pulled into some 
port of call and that he 
had just as intrepidly 
placed listening devices 
on undersea communi-
cation lines used by the 
United States’ Cold War 
foes. That involved a 
certain degree of risk, he 
said, and if he had been 
caught, he knew that 
things would not have 
gone well for him. He 
said he figured that if he 
was willing to stand up 
to the enemies of Amer-
ica’s values abroad as a 
young man, it would be 
no more difficult as an 
older man to stand up to 
those who were acting 
against what America is 
all about at home, and he 
would have had a hard 
time forgiving himself if 
he did not.

Judge Swift is sur-
vived by his wife, Di-
anne Swift, daughters 
Lynn Swift and Tanya 
Fox, sons Tony Soares, 
Brad Soares, Ash Fox, 
and Jason Sexton. Judge 
Swift had 11 grand-
children and six great-
grandchildren.
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ing to walk through the 
doors that he has opened 
along the path of service. 
Thanks to Walter, the 
door is open and the path 
is clear. With this history 
in mind how will we an-
swer the 911 call?”

Captain Walter Green 
Bratton passed away in 
Ontario on February 13, 
2022. He was preceded 
in death by his infant son 
Tyrone, parents James 
Lawrence and Elvenia 
Bratton, his in-laws Al-
bert (A.C.) and Laverne 
Livingston Chase, grand-
parents, and a host of 
aunts and uncles.

Walter is survived 

by his wife of 42 years, 
Marilyn Bratton; and his 
four sons: Marlon Brat-
ton and his wife Dolly of 
Eastvale; Marcus Brat-
ton and his wife Cath-
erine of Ontario; Walter 
Albert Bratton and his 
wife Eva of Eastvale; 
Aaron Bratton, Esquire, 
of Ontario; and his two 
daughters: Marlindy 
Douglas and her husband 
Rama of Pasadena; Ash-
ley Jerry and her hus-
band Justin of Rialto; his 
niece/quasi-daughter, Dr. 
Cherina Betters of High-
land; sisters: Geraldine 
Watson,  Barbara Brat-
ton, and Brenda Orea 
and her husband Charlie 
of Rancho Cucamonga; 
grandchildren: Marcus 

Bratton Jr. and his wife 
Julia, Elijah Bratton, 
Jasmine Jackson, Joseph 
Bratton, Caleigh Bratton, 
Kaleb Bratton, Kaden 
Bratton, Ezra Douglas, 
Isaiah Douglas, Ariah 
Jerry, Alana Jerry, and 
Amara Douglas and 
aunts Mamie Bratton of 
New York, Mary Brat-
ton of, Bloomington, 
California and Tewanee 
Bratton of Georgia. Spe-
cial acknowledgment is 
given to those who had 
the honor to call him 
Dad: Andy Perez; and 
Granddad: Jordan Jer-
ry. and a host of special 
cousins, in-laws, nieces, 
nephews, church family 
and friends.

-Mark Gutglueck

Walter Bratton
from page 15

Domestic Enemies Who Would Erode 
Or Deny Constitutional Rights To 
Their Fellow Citizens Are No Less 
A Threat Than The Ones We War 
Against Abroad, Said Judge Swift  from 
page 14


