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A 3" Time, County Thwarting Public Interest Group’s Victory At The Polls

By Mark Gutglueck

As what is arguably the
most dynamic independent
public interest association
in San Bernardino County,
the Red Brennan Group this
week scored what was by
some counts its sixth major
victory for the hearts and
minds of the 2.2 million
people that live in the county.

Nevertheless, and despite
strides other entities involved
in public policy advocacy
can only marvel at, the coali-
tion once again finds itself
on the verge of being out-
maneuvered by the political

and legal establishment it is
up against, such that all of
the group’s efforts involving
the expenditure of hundreds
of thousands of dollars and
the investment of thousands
of man-hours and woman-
hours toward achieving its
goal of reform are likely to
come to naught.

On Tuesday, the county’s
voters by a comfortable
margin gave approval to
Measure Z, which called
for the rescission of the San
Bernardino County Board
of Supervisors’ 2018 move
to expand the applicability of

Fire Protection District Ser-
vice Zone Five.

Fire Protection District
Service Zone Five, known
by its acronym FP-5, was
originally formed in 2006,
as a construct for the county
fire department to provide
the desert communities of
Silverlakes and Helendale
with firefighting and emer-
gency medical service. The
creation of FP-5 carried with
it the annexation of Silver-
lakes and Helendale into a
fire service assessment zone,
by which the landowners
there agreed through a vote

to pay yearly assessments to
defray the cost of the county
fire department’s operations
therein.

Between 2015 and 2017,
four of the county’s incor-
porated municipalities — San
Bernardino,  Twentynine
Palms, Needles and Upland
— at the direction of their re-
spective city councils, closed
out their traditional munici-
pal or local fire departments
and had the entirety of their
city limits annexed into FP-5,
entailing each parcel owner
in those jurisdictions pay-
ing an annual assessment of

approximately $150 to have
the county fire department
provide those communities,
under the auspices of FP-5,
firefighting and emergency
medical service. In each of
those four cases, the exist-
ing local or municipal fire
departments were shuttered.

In 2018, a proposal to ex-
pand FP-5 to cover 19,073
square miles of unincor-
porated land in the county
along with the cities of San
Bernardino,  Twentynine
Palms, Needles and Upland
was made and ultimately

approved by a See P2

Ibarra & Elliott Set For A Photo Finish Amid SBPOA Intrigue In 2" Ward Race

The race to represent the
Second Ward on the San
Bernardino City Council
over the next four years is a
dead heat, one so close that
there is a chance it will not
be decided this summer but
will require a run-off in No-
vember.

The issue of who will
occupy the Second Ward
position carries with it sig-
nificance as to the makeup
and complexion of govern-
ment in the county seat go-
ing forward. It has further
poignancy with regard to
whether the city’s police

department and its officers
will remain as a potent, re-
spected and feared political
force in the city of 222,101.
A consequence of the
race as it was carried out this
year may be that whatever
moral authority the police
department once possessed
has been squandered, a de-
velopment which some of
the department’s members
have acknowledged and
most others at this juncture
do not want to address.
Competing head-to-in the
race are incumbent Sandra
Ibarra, a community activ-

ist who was first elected to
the city council in 2018, and
Terry Elliott, a church pas-
tor and an essential political
newcomer who was brought
forth by elements within the
community as an alternative
to Ibarra.

Ibarra was elected in
2018 with the endorsement
of the San Bernardino Po-
lice Officers Association.

According to members
of the union, as the 2018
election season progressed,
it became clear that John
Valdivia, then the city’s
Third District councilman,

Cetina Bests Armendarez In The First Round Of
This Year’s 2" District Race; Now On To A Run-Off

As was almost univer-
sally anticipated by San Ber-
nardino County’s political
prognosticators, Luis Cetina
and Jesse Armendarez will
compete in a run-off in the
November general election
to determine who will suc-
ceed Janice Rutherford as
county supervisor in the 2
District, based on the results
of this week’s primary elec-
tion voting.

Unexpected by most of

those familiar with the five-
person match-up was that
Cetina outdistanced Arm-
endarez for first place and
that DeJonae Shaw, a neo-
phyte political figure, did as
well as she did.

Underthe groundrules for
San Bernardino County’s su-
pervisorial district contests,
a candidate who manages
to capture at least one more
vote than fifty percent in the
race which corresponds with

that year’s primary election
can claim victory outright. If
no single candidate eclipses
fifty percent, then a run-off
is held in conjunction with
that year’s general election.
Two of those involved in
this year’s Second District
race, Armendarez and Nadia
Renner, competed two years
ago in the 2020 Fifth Dis-
trict supervisorial election.
Late last year, in the after-
math of the 2020 See P 3

would prevail in that year’s
mayoral election, and the
city would be led at least for
the next four years by a co-
alition of council members
he headed. After the June
2018 primary, in which then-
incumbent Second Ward
Councilman Benito Barri-
o0s, who was loosely aligned
with Valdivia, was elimi-
nated from the running,
Valdivia threw his support
to Ibarra. This prompted the
San Bernardino Police Offi-
cers Association to endorse
Ibarra, its calculation being

that establishing a rapport
with what was to become
a council majority would
benefit the association dur-
ing its negotiations with the
city over officer salaries and
fringe benefits.

Relations between Ibarra
and the union remained
cordial, but soured in the
wake of the protest-turned
riot-turned-lootings that oc-
curred on May 31/June 1,
2020 following the Minne-
apolis Police Department’s
murder of George Floyd.

A significant See P 3

Harrison Abruptly Departs A
Year Into His Tenure At AVFPD

In a move the reasons for
which are too opaque to as-
similate, the Apple Valley
Fire Protection District and
Fire Chief Ken Harrison
have parted ways, less than a
year after he was installed in
that position following an im-
pressive firefighting career in
Orange County.

It was previously thought
that the 56-year-old Harrison
would remain as the head of
the Apple Valley Fire De-
partment until he reached the

age of 60. He was brought in
last year to replace former
Fire Chief Lorenzo Gigliotti.
While lavishing recogni-
tion upon the professionalism
and competence of the crews
he oversaw, Harrison hinted
at but was not explicit about
shortcomings with the atti-
tude and direction of the fire
district’s board. It was unclear
what issues led to Harrison’s
departure. Because of rules
of confidentiality relating
to governmental See P 5

Leyva Never Got On Track And Proved No Match For Hagman In 4™ District Race

What slim prospect the
Democrats had of breaking
the Republican nut lock on
San Bernardino County’s
governmental structure was
dashed on Tuesday with
incumbent Fourth District
Supervisor Curt Hagman’s

drubbing of challenger Con-
nie Leyva.
Hagman’s polling of

8,901 votes or 53.21 percent
of the 16,727 votes counted
and 86 of 218 precincts re-
porting as of midnight on
the night of the election,

four hours after the polls
had closed, was taken as an
indication that Hagman was
going to take the race run-
ning away, with little chance
of arun-off. By 4 pm. today,
Friday, June 10, with all 218
precincts accounted for and
19,299 mail-in ballots from
District 4 voters counted,
Hagman had widened his
lead to 13,559 votes of the
24.346 cast so far, or 55.69
percent, to Leyva’s 9,009
votes or 37 percent.

The third-place candidate

in the race, Larry Wu, as of
4 pm. today has received
1,778 votes or 7.3 percent.

In San Bernardino Coun-
ty, county supervisorial rac-
es can be decided in the pri-
mary elections if a candidate
secures at least fifty percent
plus one vote.

Hagman’s victory means
that he will serve his third
and final term on the board
of supervisors after having
first been elected to that post
in the 2014 election. Since
2006, members of the board

of supervisors have been
subject to a three four-year
term limit.

From a purely mathemat-
ical standpoint, Hagman’s
grip on the Fourth District
supervisorial post would
seem unlikely. His victory
Tuesday all the more stands
as a tribute to his consum-
mate political skill, at least
as it applies to the venues in
which he has held elective
office.

In the course of one mu-
nicipal election, three pri-

mary elections for California
Assemblyman, three gener-
al elections for the California
Assembly, three elections
for supervisor during the
primary balloting and one
election for supervisor held
during a November general
election — eleven contests in
all — Hagman has never lost
or failed to advance to the
general election.

When competing in dis-
tricts where registration fa-
vored Republicans, he took
full  advantage See P 6
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The Valdivia
Era In San

Bernardino

Draws To A

Puerile Close

A little more than a de-
cade after the initiation of
John Valdivia’s political hold
on the City of San Bernardi-
no, the city’s voters have
brought the curtain down on
the career of one of the most
brazenly corrupt public offi-
cials in county history.

Despite an overwhelm-
ing financial advantage by
which he had virtually twice
as much money in his cam-
paign war chest than all six
of his opponents combined,
Valdivia found himself far
behind the front runner and
outdistanced by the second-
place finisher with whom he
was once politically aligned,
relegated to third place and
out of the competition to
remain as the kingfish of a
dilapidated paradise whose
citizens are no longer willing
to tolerate his outsized ego
and depredations.

Early handicapping of the
race projected that he would
capture approaching or more
than 30 percent of the votes
in the seven-candidate pri-
mary contest, leaving him
in first place with less than
half of the vote but qualify-
ing him for a November run-
off against the second-place
finisher. But more than two
years of unremittingly nega-
tive publicity damaged his
reputation beyond salvage as
he was pummeled by revela-
tion after revelation of abuse
of his elected authority, from
diversions of perquisites to
misappropriation of funds to
cronyism to the sexual abuse
of his staff to outright brib-
ery, ultimately eroding his
re-electability.

Valdivia first showed
political ambition in 2009,
when as a 34-year-old he
sought election to the city
council. He was soundly re-
jected by the city’s voters in
the Fourth Ward in that race,
during which he captured
182 votes or 5.68 percent in
a contest that featured four
candidates including the
winner and his career-long
rival Fred Shorett. Within
two years, Valdivia, made a
calculated relocation to the
city’s Third Ward, See P 5
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Seeking Reform Has Meant The Red Bren-
nan Group Has Threatened The Financial
Status Of Establishment Politicians, Who
Have Used The Machinery Of Government
At Their Disposal To Resist & Maintain
The Status Quo from front page

3-to-2 vote of the board of
supervisors in October of
that year. As in the cases of
San Bernardino, Twenty-
nine Palms, Needles and
Upland, residents were not
given the opportunity to
vote on approving the an-
nexation of their community
into the assessment zone/
service zone. Those transi-
tions were procedurally ef-
fectuated by the conducting
of a so-called protest pro-
cess. During a one month
period, those landowners or
residents to be annexed into
the annexation zone were
permitted to lodge a protest
against the annexation. If
25 percent of the residents
or voters or landowners in
the areas to be annexed had
lodged a written protest with
the government, then a vote
on the formation would have
been held. If fifty percent or
more had lodged a written
protest, then the annexation
would have been nixed out-
right. Since fewer than two
percent of the citizenry of-
fered any protest, the 2018
annexation of the entirety of
the county’s unincorporated
area into FP-5 proceeded
without a hitch. Essentially,
any resident, landowner or
registered voter in one of the
districts to be annexed who
did not lodge a protest in ef-
fect casted a vote in favor of
the zone expansion.

At that point, the Red
Brennan Group inserted it-
self into the circumstance,
asserting that the county’s
blanket annexation of the
county’s remaining unincor-
porated county areas other
than Helendale and Silver-
lakes into the FP-5 Assess-
ment District using the pro-
test process was not a vote
and was thus unconstitution-
al, violating that element of
the California Constitution
that was enacted with the
voters’ approval of Proposi-
tion 218, which requires that
any new special tax must be
approved by a vote of those
who must pay it. The Red
Brennan Group set about
gathering signatures to place
an initiative on the ballot that
would ask the voters whether
the FP-5 assessment should
be applied to the entirety of
the county’s unincorporated
areas.

In an attempt to derail the
Red Brennan Group’s effort,
the county government’s
legal representatives in the
summer of 2019 imposed

on the repeal petitioners a
requirement that they obtain
more than three times the
number of signatures set by
California’s Constitution as
the threshold requirement to
force a vote on the matter.
The county now acknowl-
edges it misapplied the Cali-
fornia Government Code in
the summer of 2019 when it
told the Red Brennan Group
that it would need to gather
the signatures of ten percent
of the 261,831 voters living in
the county’s unincorporated
areas to qualify the ballot
petition they were request-
ing, i.e., 26,184 signatures. In
actuality, there was a signa-
ture gathering threshold that
under the California Con-
stitution should have been
applied, one which would
have required far fewer sig-
natures. That threshold was
ten percent of the voters who
had participated in the most
recent countywide vote, that
being the November 2018
election, when 546,041 vot-
ers throughout San Ber-
nardino County, including
ones living within incorpo-
rated cities and towns as well
as within the county’s unin-
corporated areas, had gone
to the polls or sent in mail
ballots. Of those 546,041 vot-
ers casting votes in Novem-
ber 2018, 472,515 of them
lived in the county’s cities
and incorporated towns. In
the county’s unincorporated
communities, where Fire
Protection Zone 5 was to be
overlayed, 73,526 voters had
taken part in the November
2018 election.

Thus, instead of the Red
Brennan Group being told
it needed to gather the valid
signatures of 27,303 residents
to qualify the measure, it
should have been held to the
standard of gathering 7,353
signatures. Ultimately, after
a substantial degree of go-
ing back and forth between
the Red Brennan Group’s
attorneys, San Bernardino
County’s office of county
counsel and the Howard Jar-
vis Taxpayers Association,
county counsel in Febru-
ary 2020 acknowledged the
analysis provided by the Red
Brennan Groups’ legal team
was correct and 10 percent
of the of the voters who fell
within the confines of where
the FP-5 District was applied
who voted in the last guber-
natorial election was the cor-
rect standard.

Ultimately, after it had
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gone to tremendous expense
imposed upon it by the coun-
ty’s legal team’s application
of a standard it knew ahead
of time it was not legal to ap-
ply, the Red Brennan Group
qualified the measure, which
was designated as Measure
U, which called for the repeal
of the FP-5 assessment from
everywhere it was applied
other than Helendale and Sil-
verlakes, for the November
2020 ballot.

That same 2020 elec-
tion season, the Red Bren-
nan Group undertook and
achieved what was prob-
ably — before it was short-
circuited by governmental
intervention — its most far-
reaching reform démarche.
In doing so, it harkened back
to an epic undertaking from
eight years previously.

In 2012, what was then
the forerunner of the Red
Brennan Group, a collection
of residents led by Kiernan
“Red” Brennan, had sought
political reform in San Ber-
nardino County by spon-
soring an initiative, which
was designated in that year’s
balloting as Measure R,
which called for downscal-
ing the five individual San
Bernardino County super-
visors’ then-yearly $151,971
salaries and $67,500 in ben-
efits to $50,000 in salary and
$10,000 in benefits annually,
a drop in total compensation
from $219471 per year to
$60,000.

Themembers of the board
of supervisors, alarmed at
the prospect that they would
be subject to seeing their pay
reduced by more than two-
thirds but simultaneously
recognizing that the public’s
appetite for reform was in-
tense, used their authority
as government officials to
place what they said was a
“substitute reform” initiative
onto the ballot. That initia-
tive, Measure Q, called for
instituting “reform” by al-
lowing the supervisors’ indi-
vidual salaries of $151,971 to
remain in place, while reduc-
ing their annual benefits then
valued at $67,500 by $5,000
to $62,500. Because of their
status as supervisors, they
did not need to gather any
signatures to put the Mea-
sure Q “reform” initiative
reducing their total annual
compensation to $214,471 on
the ballot.

Adopting the Measure R
advocates’ calls for reform,
the supervisors and their
supporters, as the propo-
nents of Measure Q, did not
in any overt fashion cam-
paign against Measure R, but
rather expounded in generic
terms what they represented
as Measure Q’s “sensible”
and “moderate” approach
for achieving compensation

reduction for the supervisors.

In the November 2012
election, Measure R passed
by a convincing 64.25 per-
cent to 3575 percent, with
326,939 voters in favor of
it and 181,907 opposed.
Measure Q passed as well,
by a 67.28 percent to 32.72
percent margin, 344,226
votes in support to 157,369
against it. Because Measure
Q garnered more votes than
Measure R, the former went
into effect rather than the
latter. Instead of the super-
visors seeing their $219471
per year total compensa-
tion packages reduced to
$60,000, they were instead
cut back to $214,202.

In 2013, Brennan, a U.S.
Navy submariner during
World War Il whose brushes
with death as a young man
in the service of his country
while seeking to export de-
mocracy around the world
impressed on him the need
to refine democracy at home
and led to his intensive civil
engagement, died. Those
who had been involved in
his committed government
reform movement redoubled
their efforts, formalizing the
founding of a nonprofit en-
tity named after him. For the
2020 election, in addition to
the successful move to place
Measure U on the ballot, the
group revived the Measure
R concept from 2012 and,
again facing intense opposi-
tion by the board of super-
visors, qualified an initia-
tive that covered the same
ground as that of Measure R
for the November 2020 bal-
lot, along with a further pro-
vision limiting a member of
the board of supervisors to a
single term.

After once more forcing
the Red Brennan Group to
clear several both unrealisti-
cally high and legally inde-
fensible hurdles to qualify
that initiative for the ballot,
which was designated Mea-
sure Z, the county board of
supervisors and the county’s
in-house team of lawyers,
as it had in 2012, used the
board of supervisors” author-
ity to again put on the ballot
its own “reform’” measure,
which was designated as
Measure J.

Measure K’s provisions
consisted of limiting super-
visors to a total annual com-
pensation — including salary
and all benefits — of $60,000
and a single four-year term.
According to the Red
Brennan Group, $60,000
matched the salary and ben-
efit package paid to an aver-
age resident of the county
and limiting supervisors to a
single term would ultimately
lead to “citizen legislators”
rather than career politi-
cians monopolizing county
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government’s top decision-
making positions. Moreover,
the Red Brennan Group
reasoned, the dual reduction
in salary/benefits and limita-
tion to a single term would
eliminate virtually entirely
the phenomenon of supervi-
sors collecting hundreds of
thousands of dollars in politi-
cal donations to repeatedly
seek reelection, donations
which have been provided,
historically, by individuals
and companies with busi-
ness, investments, projects
and franchises involving
the county or impacted by
county governmental deci-
sions, representing conflicts
of interest that have ushered
corruption into the political
process whereby members
of the board of supervisors
have consistently made deci-
sions that are more beneficial
to their donors than to the
constituents they serve.

The county board of su-
pervisors pushed Measure J,
which provided for allowing
the members of the board of
supervisors a $270,000 per
year stipend including salary
and benefits and the option
of serving three four-year
terms, subject to the will of
the voters in three separate
elections.

As 1t turned out, the
county supervisors’ ploy that
had worked in 2012 of offer-
ing an alternative “‘reform”
measure to what had been
proposed to the voters did
not work in 2020. Measure
K did much better at the polls
than did Measure J. Measure
K passed with 516,184 or
66.84 percent of the 772,282
voters participating support-
ing it, and 256,098 voters or
33.16 percent opposed.

According to the final
certified election results re-
leased by the San Bernardi-
no County Registrar of Vot-
ers, Measure J passed, with
378,964 votes or 50.72 per-
cent of the 747,188 votes cast
supporting it and 368,224 or
49.28 percent opposed.

Meanwhile, Measure U,

calling for shrinking FP-5
back to its original propor-
tion in the county’s unin-
corporated areas to apply
merely to Helendale and
Silverlakes, was also con-
sidered by the voters. In the
run-up to the election, the
union representing the coun-
ty’s firefighters campaigned
vigorously, maintaining that
withdrawing the funding
that the expanded FP-5%s
fire service area represented
would severely compromise
public safety throughout the
county’s rural areas. The
public found that dire warn-
ing convincing enough to
result in Measure U fail-
ing, with 109483 county
residents or 4797 percent of
those participating support-
ing it and 118,772 or 52.03
percent opposing it.

In the immediate after-
math of the 2020 election,
the county governmental
establishment accepted the
public’s judgment with re-
gard to Measure U.

As for measures J and K,
however, that was a different
matter. Under the California
Government Code and the
California Elections Code, if
two measures are on the bal-
lot together which are in con-
flict and both pass, the one
that passes with the greater
number of votes takes prece-
dence. That was the principle
that was applied in 2012,
when Measure R, with its
provision to pay members
of the board of supervisors
a total annual compensation
of $60,000, and Measure Q,
calling for the supervisors
to receive a total of $214.471
in yearly combined salary
and benefits, both passed.
Measure Q, which received
17,287 more votes than Mea-
sure R, was made operative.
Playing by the same rules,
it seemed that following the
2020 election, Measure K,
which called for a $60,000
salary and benefit package
for the supervisors and re-
ceived 137,220 more votes
Continued on Page 6



Friday, June 10, 2022

Despite Armendarez’s Financial Advantage
& Accompanying Energetic Campaign,
Cetina Outpolled Him By Well Over 4 Per-
cent In The Primary Balloting from front
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US. Census, the county
redrew its supervisorial dis-
trict map. Both Renner and
Armendarez are residents
of east Fontana. They, along
with Dan Flores, lost to the
eventual winner in the Fifth
District, Joe Baca, two years
ago. Whereas what is rough-
ly the easternmost third of
Fontana was formerly in
the Fifth District, with the
redistricting that took place
last year all of Fontana was
placed into the Second Su-
pervisorial District, which
now includes north Upland,
San Antonio Heights, Mt.
Baldy, Rancho Cucamonga
and Fontana.

As of 4 pm. today, Fri-
day, June 10, counting all
of the voting that took place
at the district’s precincts
between 7 am. and 8 p.m.
Tuesday and mail-in ballots
that have come in to the reg-
istrar of voters’ office since
late April up until this after-
noon, Cetina polled 9,853 or
34.12 percent of the 28,875
votes cast, followed by 8,541
votes for Armendarez or
29.58 percent; 5,876 votes for
Shaw or 20.35 percent; 2,444
endorsements of Eric Eu-
gene Coker’s candidacy or
8.46 percent; and 2,161 ballot
markings for Renner or 748
percent.

Like most races in San
Bernardino County and
California in general on
Tuesday, voter turnout was
poor in comparison to elec-
tions in recent years. There
are 249,392 registered voters
in the Second District. The
voter turnout in the district

so far stands at roughly 11.58
percent, with mail-in bal-
lots that have yet to come in
pending inclusion in the final
tally.

Third place went to Shaw,
who lives in Upland. She had
a relatively strong showing,
given that she had never run
for office previously. Her
ability to more than hold her
own and capture over one-
fifth of the vote was a reflec-
tion of her voter registration
as a Democrat in a race that
featured no other Democrats.
Armendarez and Cetina are
Republicans and Renner
and Coker have no affilia-
tion with any political party.
While local governmental
races in California under
the Government Code and
Elections Code are supposed
to be nonpartisan, in San
Bernardino County all elec-
tions are influenced by party
affiliation and party identifi-
cation of both the candidates
and the voters. Throughout
the mid-to-late 1960s, 1970s,
1980s, 1990s and into the
early years of the Third Mil-
lennium, registered Republi-
cans outnumbered registered
Democrats in the Second
District as they did through-
out San Bernardino County.
In 2009, however, the num-
ber of Democrats eclipsed
the number of Republicans
in the county. At present in
the Second District, 108,328
or 434 percent of its regis-
tered voters are Democrats
and 69,283 or 27.8 percent
are Republicans while 54,115
or 217 percent express no
political preference. The re-

Too Close To Call In
SB’s 2" Ward fiom
front page

portion of the Highland
Avenue Commercial Cor-
ridor in San Bernardino lies
within the Second Ward.
The businesses on Highland
Avenue were as hard-hit by
that social maelstrom as any
others in the 62.45-square
mile city. Merchants there
expressed dismay at the de-
struction of their stores and
the loss of merchandise they
experienced while mem-
bers of the police depart-
ment, who were present that
evening nearby en masse,
did not physically engage
with or obstruct the looters.
Ibarra publicly referenced
those businesses’ owners’
distress.

Ibarra stated she did not
think the San Bernardino

Police Department’s re-
sponse  was  aggressive
enough in protecting prop-
erty and businesses that
were under siege. She sug-
gested that there were insti-
tutional problems with the
department that preexisted
the May 31/June 1, 2020 ri-
ots that had become appar-
ent with that event. Those
included, she said, a depart-
ment that was top heavy and
overweighted with brass,
one that had too many up-
per management positions
and too few uniformed of-
ficers on the streets. She
questioned whether the ser-
geants, lieutenants and cap-
tains in the department were
“helping the people who
work and live in the city.”
The department, from its
top echelon to the officers
on the streets, took that as

Continued on Page 4
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maining 7 percent are mem-
bers of more obscure politi-
cal parties.

In addition to being a
Democrat, Shaw is also ac-
tive in the union at Kaiser
Hospital where she works as
anurse.

Despite the steadily ris-
ing number of Democrats
in San Bernardino County,
it remains a GOP bastion.
At present four of the five
members of the board of the
supervisors are Republicans.
Seventeen of the county’s
city and town councils have
a majority of Republicans,
including the three cities in
the Second District: Upland,
Rancho Cucamonga and
Fontana.

In their campaigning
for office this spring, Arm-
endarez and Cetina heavily
emphasized their Republi-
canism, with Armendarez
stressing that he and not
Cetina had the endorsement
of the Republican Central
Committee and most of the
county’s Republican estab-
lishment members. Arm-
endarez is a former member
of the Fontana City Council,
where he was part of the Re-
publican ruling coalition es-
tablished there by Mayor Ac-
quanetta Warren. Warren is
the most prominent Republi-
can African American politi-
cal figure in San Bernardino
County. Included as mem-
bers of Warren’s political
machine are Phil Cothran,
Sr and Phil Cothran Jr. The
elder Cothran is currently the
chairman of the Republican
Central Committee, and his
son is a Fontana City Coun-
cilman.

As a member of War-
ren’s political machine, Ar-
mendarez had the advantage
of monetary support from
the Republican Party gen-
erally; the San Bernardino
County Republican Central
Committee, over which Phil
Cothran, Sr has tremendous
sway; and individual Repub-
lican donors. Moreover, Ar-
mendarez, a successful real
estate broker and the past
president of the Inland Val-
ley Association of Realtors,
has money of his own which
he has previously used to
support other Republican
candidates as well as his own
campaigns for school board,
city council and Fifth District
SUpervisor.

Cetina expended
$124,630.05 on the race be-
tween January 1 and May
21, and collected $81,750 in
donations through this week
since January 1, which was
added to the $95,000 he had
in his electioneering fund
when he decided in Novem-
ber to run for supervisor. He
has substantially less imme-
diately available money than

Armendarez, but he is confi-
dent enough in his electoral
prospects that he is willing
to accumulate some debt to
run his campaign. A ques-
tion still stands, however, as
to whether he will have the
staying power in the final
electoral round that will end
in November, as money is no
object with Armendarez.

Both the amount in Ceti-
na’s campaign war chest
and the money he spent was
dwarfed by the $345.865.19
Armendarez had banked
for his campaign, which
was augmented with more
than $100,000 in spending
on his behalf by an indepen-
dent expenditure committee,
Citizens Against Wasteful
Spending,

While Armendarez and
his supporters  doubtless
spent more on the campaign
than did Cetina, there is a
question as to how wisely
he spent it. At least some of
the electioneering material
he or those supporting him
sent out hurt him as much
as it assisted him. A case in
point were mailers that bela-
bored that Armendarez had
the support of Republican
stalwarts and the official sup-
port of the Republican Party
while Cetina did not, many
of which went to mixed
political households, that is
families where one member
was a Republican but anoth-
er, aspouse or child or parent,
are not Republicans and very
likely Democrats. Mention-
ing Cetina in this way may
have boosted his candidacy
in the June election and may
very well redound to assist
him in November.

One factor that may have
favored Cetina, perhaps im-
mensely, was the support he
has received from Stephen
Larson. Larson is the attor-
ney for developer Jeff Bu-
rum, who two decades ago
was one of the most prolific
political donors in San Ber-
nardino County. For more
than a decade, Burum took
a far lower profile as a politi-
cal donor while he was in the
midst of legal difficulty from
which Larson ultimately ex-
tracted him. During that pe-
riod of legal travail, Burum
desisted in providing money
to politicians. Now, he is
back in the saddle again.
Judging by the donation pat-
terns of some of Burum’s
closest associates — including
Raymond Crebs, Chris Leg-
gio, James Previti, Nick Ca-
cucciolo, James Erwin and
Nicholas Previti — it would
appear that Burum would
be inclined to support Ar-
mendarez, and support him
with considerable generos-
ity. Nevertheless, Burum’s
relationship with Larson and
the latter’s ability to serve

as a moderating influence
upon the wealthy developer
may have dissuaded Burum
from getting foursquare be-
hind Armendarez. Indeed,
Larson appears to have con-
vinced Burum to support
Cetina, albeit with what was
for Burum a rather modest
$500. Campaign finance
records show that Burum
does not hesitate to supply
candidates he favors with do-
nations of $5,000, $10,000,
$20,000, $25,000, $50,000
or even $100,000.

Unknown at this point is
whether Burum will contin-
ue to hold himself in check
and not come across with a
substantial amount of money
for Armendarez during the
campaign for the November
race. Burum’s influence on
the contest could be huge,
since his not supporting Ar-
mendarez going forward or,
conversely, his willingness
to do so could signal to his
associates whether they too
should hold off on enabling
Armendarez or, in the alter-
native, whether they should
swell his campaign coffers to
the point that he could bury
Cetina.

While Armendarez, his
campaign and those inde-
pendent actors supporting
him did endeavor to attack
Cetina during the primary
campaign, those attacks
were relatively tepid and not
pointedly personal. Given
that Cetina achieved a 4.54
percent edge over Cetina in
the primary as counted so
far, it would be logical for the
Armendarez camp to step
up the attacks on Cetina and
get ugly when the race hits
the clubhouse turn in late
September or early October.
Still, in Tuesday’s election,
which had poor voter turn-
out, the relatively mild nega-
tive campaign tactics used
against Cetina were not par-
ticularly effective and may
have had the opposite effect
on the high propensity voters
who did show up to vote. If
the low voter turnout of June
repeats itself in November
and there are not as large of
a number of poorly-focused
voters participating in the
general election this year as
there are normally, Arm-
endarez might see those vot-
ers who are concerned about
serious issues impacting
government and the Second
District reject his candidacy
if he insists on engaging in a
mudfest.

Armendarez’s  political
chops stem from his heavy
involvement as a political
donor, a term on the Fon-
tana Unified School District
Board of Directors and one
term on the Fontana City
Council.

Cetina was elected to the
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Cucamonga Valley Water
District Board of Directors in
November 2012, eight years
after the entity he was elect-
ed to represent had changed
its name from the Cucamon-
ga County Water District. He
represents Division 4 within
the district. He has served on
the district’s water resources
and government as well as
its public affairs committees,
and he represents the district
on the Chino Basin Water
Bank Planning Authority as
that entity’s chairman. Fur-
ther, he is the Cucamonga
Valley Water District’s rep-
resentative on the Fontana
Union Water Company
Board of Directors as well as
on the Rancho Cucamonga
Chamber of Commerce.
He was elected to the Asso-
ciation of California Water
Agencies Region 9 Board
of Directors in 2018, again
in 2020 and will serve his
third term through 2023. He
also serves on that entity’s
agriculture and water quality
committees.

Cetina is the chairman of
the Gateway Chambers Al-
liance, a member of the San
Gabriel Valley Legislative
Coalition of Chambers, a
Rancho Cucamonga Cham-
ber of Commerce board
member and an active par-
ticipant in the Inland Empire
Chamber Alliance.

This spring, both Cetina
and Armendarez seemed de-
termined to sell themselves
as what they characterized as
true Republicans, embracing
conservatism and suggesting
they had little sympathy for
those who aren’t disciplined
or don’t work hard. Neither
hesitated at disclosing he has
amean streak.

“Criminals can be tough,”
one of Armendarez’s mailers
stated. “Jesse Armendarez is
tougher”

The mailer asked, ““You
want tough?” before noting
that Armendarez, while on
the Fontana City Council
“stood up to radicals want-
ing to defund the police,
and when they tried to riot,
he backed the police and
sent the criminals packing,
Jesse is the only candidate
endorsed by the law enforce-
ment officers who keep us
safe.”

Cetina, in one of his
mailers mirrored what Ar-
mendarez had said. “As
your next supervisor, [ will
use my experience in busi-
ness and public policy to
fully support our police and
sheriffs and fight the liberals
who are trying to defund the
police. We must hold crimi-
nals accountable for their ac-
tions.” Cetina further vowed
to “clean out the homeless
camps.”

-Mark Gutglueck
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Ibarra’s Criticism Of Police Department’s

Passive Response To Rioting & Looting In-
duced It To Endorse Her Opponent Despite
His Extensive Criminal History from page 3

an affront, with members
of the department main-
taining they had done the
best they could under the
circumstances. The police
department’s defenders ex-
pressed the view that if the
police had been more con-
frontational and applied any
degree of force, given the
social and situational atmo-
spherics, injuries and death
may have ensued, creating
an even greater contretemps
than what the city already
had to deal with.

In an open letter, the San
Bernardino Police Officers
Association blasted Ibarra,
saying she had “blatantly
attacked the integrity of the
men and women of the San
Bernardino Police Depart-
ment,” asserting “Ms. Ibar-
ra’s claim that the San Ber-
nardino Police Department
was ineffective is. ... false.”

Members of the depart-
ment and the police officers
association were intent on
seeing Ibarra removed from
the council, and looked for-
ward to the 2022 election
during which they commit-
ted to supporting whoever
might emerge as her oppo-
nent. To their chagrin, how-
ever, no competitor from
within the Second Ward
organically surfaced to chal-
lenge her. Just prior to the
opening of the filing period
for this year’s city council
race, Elliott, previously a
resident of the city’s Seventh
Ward, established a boot-
legged domicile in the Sec-
ond Ward that did not have
rental permits with either
the city or the county. Mem-
bers of the police depart-
ment, it was reported, had
encouraged Elliott to make
the residency transition to
allow him to challenge Ibar-
ra in this year’s contest. That
encouragement, according
to one report, included fi-
nancial assistance to Elliott
in making that residency ac-
commodation.

When the campaign sea-
son began in earnest earlier
this year, the San Bernardi-
no Police Officers Associa-
tion endorsed Elliott.

In conferring the en-
dorsement on Elliott, the
police officers association
purposefully neglected to
carry out a background
investigation on him, by-
passing an official or even
unofficial production of a
report with regard to several
specifics about what at least
some of the associations
members already knew,
which was that he has an ex-

tensive criminal record and
has been challenged both
in court and elsewhere over
his financial exploitation of
members of the churches he
has led.

In 1984, Elliott was
convicted in Los Angeles
County on four of the 13
felony counts he had been
charged with in Novem-
ber 1983 relating to forgery
and check fraud, and was
thereafter given a three-year
prison sentence. He was
given an early good-conduct
release in April 1985 after
serving one year at the Cali-
fornia Institution for Men in
Chino.

Subsequent to his release,
young Elliott felt a calling
from God and embarked
on his life’s work as a man
of the cloth, becoming, in
time, the pastor of the Good
Samaritan Baptist Church
in Los Angeles. On April
21, 1994, he was charged
with felony grand theft after
he embezzled money from
the church. He entered a
guilty plea to those charges
on June 10, 1994. That con-
viction and accusations that
he had conned some of his
church’s congregants out of
money complicated his sta-
tus as a preacher in Los An-
geles County.

Elliott relocated to San
Bernardino, where in 1998,
following the death of the
Reverend Henry Campbell,
he stepped in to become the
pastor of a church, known as
The Ship, which had been
established by Campbell in
1962.

In 1999, Elliott, togeth-
er with James Marshall,
founded the Mt. Zion Mis-
sionary Baptist Church, lo-
cated at 1895 Del Rosa Av-
enue in San Bernardino, as a
California nonprofit corpo-
ration. Elliott was shown as
the pastor and president and
Marshall was designated as
the chairman and head dea-
con in the church’s charter.

Elliott entered into un-
toward and unethical finan-
cial relationships with some
of his church’s congregants.
One of those involved Tina
Satterwhite, who in 2004
found herself in a state of
crisis when her son was
killed in a shooting and her
bout of depression over the
matter led her into a further
downward spiral in which
she lost her job. That created
a circumstance in which she
was no longer able to make
her mortgage payments.
Foreclosure  proceedings
were about to be initiated
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against her. At that point,
Satterwhite confided in El-
liott, who informed her that
members of her own family
were on the verge of seeking
a conservatorship over her.

Elliott convinced Satter-
white to sell her house be-
fore it was foreclosed upon
and to then turn the net
$107,147.89 proceeds from
the sale over to him for safe-
keeping in a trust account he
said he would open for her
and which he claimed the
members of her family who
were seeking to take over her
affairs by means of the con-
servatorship would not have
access to. In fact, no such
trust account for Satterwhite
was established and instead
the money was put into the
“Mount Zion Community
Redevelopment ~ Corpora-
tion account” to which El-
liott had unfettered access.
Elliott then withdrew more
than $75,000 from the ac-
count for his own personal
use. Ultimately, her money
gone, Satterwhite was un-
able to pay her rent and was
evicted, ultimately rendered
homeless.

A local lawyer, Michael
Scafiddi, took up Satter-
white’s cause, and he was
able to convince San Ber-
nardino County Superior
Court Judge John Pacheco
that after subtracting a
roughly $12,000 tithe that
Satterwhite had made to the
church and $19,783 in dis-
bursements that Elliott had
made to Satterwhite over
time from the $107,147.89
proceeds from the sale of
the house deposited into the
church’s  “redevelopment”
account, that Satterwhite
was owed the difference.
In March 2010, Judge Pa-
checo entered a $75,166.21
judgment in favor of Sat-
terwhite  against  Elliott
and Mt. Zion plus interest
of $3,994.46 and another
$1,225 in attorney’s fees and
costs, for a judgment total of
$80,385.67.

When Scafiddi attempt-
ed to collect the judgment
for Satterwhite, however,
Elliott, who had by that
point declared bankruptcy
on behalf of Mount Zion,
used those proceedings to
duck out of paying Satter-
white the money owed her.
Using his attorney, Greta
Sedeal Curtis, who was also
the attorney representing
Mount Zion Church in the
bankruptcy, Elliot engaged
in ploy after ploy, including
changing the name of the
Mount Zion Church and
its tax status, to evade the
payment demands. As a
consequence of her efforts
on behalf of Elliott and the
church during the bankrupt-
cy proceedings, Curtis was

ultimately disbarred and can
no longer practice as an at-
torney in California.

Upon Scafiddi and Sat-
terwhite finally moving be-
yond the roadblocks strewn
in their way by Curtis, they
managed to bring the matter
involving Satterwhite and
Elliott before U.S. Bank-
ruptcy Judge William V.
Altenberger, who on June
11, 2014 rendered a decision
and order relating to the final
extinguishment of the bank-
ruptcy Elliott had filed on
behalf of Mt. Zion Church.

In his ultimate finding,
Judge Altenberger charac-
terized Elliott, essentially, as
aconman.

“Based upon the debtor’s
[Elliott’s] representation that
he would hold the funds in
trust for her, Satterwhite en-
dorsed the check for the net
proceeds from the sale of
her house over to the church
and gave it to the debtor.
Instead of creating a trust
for Satterwhite, the debtor
deposited the check into the
Mount Zion Community
Redevelopment ~ Corpora-
tion account, and never cre-
ated a trust account for the
benefit of Satterwhite.”

Judge Altenberger stated
that Elliot “was at times eva-
sive and uninformed about
what had occurred, indicat-
ing that other officials of
the church knew what had
occurred. Additionally, this
court observes that Sat-
terwhite was a person of
limited financial means. It
is simply not credible that a
person of limited financial
means would sell her home
and give away all of the net
proceeds, even to a church.”

Judge Altenberger con-
tinued, ‘“The evidence
presented by Satterwhite
establishes that the debtor
deceived Satterwhite into
turning over the net pro-
ceeds from the sale of her
house by telling her that he
would open a trust account
in her name and hold the
funds in that trust solely
for her benefit and that he
knew at the time he made
these representations that
they were false and decep-
tive. The debtor’s intent to
deceive may be inferred
from the surrounding cir-
cumstances.  Accordingly,
this court concludes that the
debtor obtained the funds
from Satterwhite by false
pretenses, a false representa-
tion or actual fraud. Satter-
white is entitled to judgment
against the debtor in the
amount of $75,166.21.”

To this date, one day
short of eight years after
Judge Altenberger’s ruling,
Elliott has yet to pay any
of the money he owes Sat-
terwhite. He continually

ghosts the process servers
who have sought to serve
subpoenas upon him.

According to a member
of the San Bernardino Po-
lice Officers Association,
members of the depart-
ment and members of the
association were aware of
the multiple derogatories in
Elliott’s past, including his
criminal convictions, but
they were so desperate to
find an alternate candidate
to Ibarra that they purpose-
fully bypassed carrying out
a background check on him
that upon open scrutiny by
the association’s members
would have resulted in the
association withholding its
endorsement of him. In-
stead, the union substituted
the consideration that Elliott
had already been vetted by
the department to take on a
role as a department chap-
lain years ago. The failure of
the department to have car-
ried out a full background
investigation of Elliott is an
issue that is likely to become
problematic for both the de-
partment and its chaplain
program in the near future,
the officer said.

According to the officer,
the association’s first priority
in making its endorsements
is stacking the city council
with members who will not
oppose the association’s pro-
posals during the collective
bargaining process, to thus
ensure that officers receive
wage and salary increases
coupled with the continua-
tion of benefits. In the past,
the officer said, the associa-
tion has endorsed city coun-
cil candidates with personal,
legal, and situational blem-
ishes which have rendered
them vulnerable to public
exposure and have left them
inclined to support the as-
sociation in getting for its
members adequate remu-
neration. While the officer
said that blackmail is per-
haps too strong of a word
to use in describing how the
association desires to have
council members amenable
to persuasion, the goal was
to have council members
who equate a well-paid con-
stabulary with a commit-
ment to public safety.

In this way, Elliott’s
checkered past as well as
personal financial short-
comings on the part of an-
other candidate in this year’s
city council competition,
Teresa Parra Craig, who was
running against incumbent
Fred Shorett in the city’s
Fourth Ward, are seen by
the association’s members
not as demerits but rather
features that would allow
both Eliott and Parra Craig
to be relied upon when the
association and the police
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department need their sup-
port. The San Bernardino
Police Officers Association
this year endorsed Parra
Craig over Shorett.

In a similar fashion, the
association collectively was
in favor of the reelection of
Mayor John Valdivia in this
year’s race because of a host
of personal vulnerabilities
in his makeup, including
excessive womanizing, his
willingness to receive un-
der-the-table payments from
entities doing business with
the city, his questionable use
of city resources, personnel
and facilities as well as his
participation in backroom
deals that he would prefer
to keep out of the limelight.
The negative publicity
which has attended much of
Valdivia’s action, however,
made it difficult if not im-
possible to publicly endorse
the incumbent mayor, the of-
ficer said, so the association
chose instead to make no
endorsement under the as-
sumption that Valdivia, who
had more than $300,000
in his campaign war chest
when the election season
began, would achieve re-
election. As it turned out,
that calculation did not hold,
as Valdivia finished third in
the seven-person race for
mayor, meaning he will not
qualify for the mayoral run-
off in November.

Another calculation the
association and its leader-
ship made in endorsing both
Elliott and Parra Craig was
that the derogatory informa-
tion relating to their crimi-
nal or civil court or personal
financial ~ entanglements
would not reach the public
before the election. While
Parra Craig in essence suc-
ceeded in keeping some
troubling elements relating
to her personal finances
from becoming public fod-
der, Elliott did not escape
exacting scrutiny of his fi-
nancial, civil and criminal
misadventures. Both the
Sentinel and the San Ber-
nardino Sun in May ran ex-
posés detailing his criminal
and civil tribulations and
his reputation for financially
exploiting members of his
congregation.

Faced with a wide cross
section of the public having
learned about the criminal
record of a candidate it had
endorsed in the Second
‘Ward council race, the San
Bernardino Police Officers
Association doubled down,
insisting in the weeks lead-
ing up to the election that
it would not rescind its en-
dorsement of Elliott.

“The SBPOA has not
changed its position regard-

Continued on Page 11
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With His Political Skill, Valdivia Managed
To Climb The Ladder To Ever Higher Posi-
tions Of Prestige And Public Trust, Reaping
Benefits For Himself As He Ascended from
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where he once again vied for
the council. In that race, he
first revealed his willingness
to market his authority — or
presumed authority — trad-
ing money provided to him
for his future votes in a public
capacity.

By 2011, then-Mayor Pat-
rick Morris and then-City
Manager Charles McNeely
were struggling with finan-
cial challenges and nearly
decade-long deficit spend-
ing which had depleted the
city’s reserves, which left the
municipality teetering over
a financial abyss. Morris, a
former Superior Court judge,
had come to recognize that
exorbitant personnel costs
were driving the city toward
an inevitable bankruptcy and
he was desperately seeking
to form a consensus on the
city council to hold the line
on further employee salary
and benefit increases, as 92
percent of the city’s budget
went to defray employee pay
and benefits, with 69 percent
of the budget devoted to the
salaries and perks of the city’s
public safety personnel, ie.,
sworn police officers and the
city’s firefighters.

A key Morris ally in this
regard had been Third Ward
Councilman Tobin Brinker,
who represented a crucial
city council vote in support
of Morris’s strategy to reduce
spending by not giving in
to city employee union de-
mands for continuing raises
and benefit enhancements.
Meanwhile, the city’s em-
ployee unions, including the
city’s powerful public safety
employees’ unions — the San
Bernardino Police Officers
Association and the San Ber-
nardino Firefighters Associa-
tion—were alarmed at the call
to freeze the pay of firefight-
ers and police officers. With
the unions’ support, Valdivia
in the November 2011 elec-
tion trounced Brinker, 826
votes or 69.24 percent to 367
votes or 30.76 percent.

Both before and after the
election, Valdivia confidently
declared that the city was
flush with money, and that no
municipal financial crisis ex-
isted. A week after his March
2012 swearing in, Valdivia
offered assurances that the
city was shipshape financial-
ly. Four months later it was
disclosed that the city’s ship
of state was listing economi-
cally, and in August 2012,
the city declared bankruptcy
with a Chapter 9 filing. To
this day, Valdivia refuses to
talk about that early faux pas

in his political tenure.

In February 2014, just a
little less than two years after
he had assumed municipal
office, Valdivia announced
he would seek the Republi-
can nomination for Congress
in the 31* Congressional Dis-
trict. Within a short period of
time, however, Valdivia and
his advisors thought better of
that, since such a campaign
would unequivocally iden-
tify him as a Republican, and
in the City of San Bernardi-
no, Democrats outnumbered
Republicans 48 percent to
22 percent, and in the Third
Ward that margin was 49
percent to 18 percent.

In 2015, Valdivia retained
his position as Ward Three
councilman when no one
surfaced to run against him.

Valdivia sought to culti-
vate a reputation as both a
fiscal and social conservative
who was mindful of the cost
of various city programs and
as someone who was ada-
mantly opposed to the prolif-
eration of marijuana.

Nevertheless, in 2015,
Valdivia’s financial profliga-
cy was put on display when
the city council, in its efforts
to guide San Bernardino, the
oldest of the county’s mu-
nicipalities and the county
seat, out of bankruptcy,
was forced to close out its
148-year-old fire department
in favor of a contract with
the county fire department,
and to shutter the municipal
sanitation department. Loss
of its fire department was a
severe blow to the city’s pres-
tige. Remarkably, Valdivia
was able to keep hidden from
most of his Republican con-
stituents that he had sided
with the unions in continu-
ing to grant city employees
raises and higher benefits
and he, at least for a time,
bypassed scrutiny of how his
unwillingness in 2012 to sta-
bilize city employee pay and
benefits resulted in the bank-
ruptcy that ultimately led to
the loss of the city’s fire and
sanitation departments.

In2016,amove by the city
council and activists in the
city was made to change the
city charter, which had been
in place since 1905, revamp-
ing city governance. The
new charter presented to vot-
ers that year called for chang-
ing the city’s treasurer, city
attorney and city clerk posi-
tions from elected to appoint-
ed ones, moving its elections
from odd-numbered to even-
numbered years, and reduc-
ing the power and admin-
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istrative reach of the mayor
from what it had been since
1905, such that the mayor no
longer had co-regency with
the city manager and control
over direct hiring and firing
of city employees. Valdivia,
who coveted strong mayoral
authority for himself, had op-
posed the charter change.

Likewise, the city’s voters
in 2016 had given approval to
Measure O, which allowed
for the sale of marijuana
within the city. Before the ini-
tiative passed and while the
matter was in doubt, Valdivia
hewed to the Republican line,
maintaining he was fiercely
opposed to marijuana avail-
ability in the city.

In 2018, despite the char-
ter change that had signifi-
cantly reduced the mayor’s
authority, Valdivia chal-
lenged Carey Davis, who in
2013 had succeeded Morris
as mayor with Morris’s en-
dorsement.

Valdivia prevailed in that
election, with 19,155 votes
or 52.51 percent to Davis’s
17,327 votes or 4749 percent.

Upon being sworn into
office on December 18,
2018, Valdivia had barely let
his hand down to his side
when he began gunning to
replace City Manager An-
drea Travis-Miller, whom
he considered to be a vestige
of the Davis Administration.
His intention was to install
a city manager of his own
choosing, one who would be
willing to broker a deal that
would give him the de facto
authority to hire and fire city
employees and department
heads, and thus provide him
with the power as mayor that
had been attenuated with the
2016 charter change. As of
December 2018, Valdivia es-
sentially controlled four votes
on the city council and by
the end of May 2019, when
a special election held to fill

trolled five of the city coun-
cil’s seven votes.

Valdivia seemingly
went off in a dozen direc-
tions at once, effectuating
Travis-Miller’s removal as
city manager, replacing her
with soon-to-retire Assistant
City Manager Teri Ledoux
and then cutting deals every
which way intended to ben-
efit his political benefactors.

He simultaneously began
to enrich himself by utiliz-
ing his position and authority
as mayor. Unsatisfied with
his $106,793 mayoral sal-
ary, $8,768 in stipends for at-
tending meetings of regional
boards, joint powers authori-
ties and other governmen-
tal entities and committees
along with medical, dental
and other benefits such as
a car and travel allowance
totaling $24,665 and retire-
ment benefits of $29,322.40,
for a total taxpayer-defrayed
compensation of $169,548.40
annually paid to him by the
city’s taxpayers, he went into
simultaneous money-mak-
ing mode. Using his consult-
ing company AAdvantage
Comm LLC, Valdivia con-
vinced clients they would
have something to gain by
hiring the mayor of San Ber-
nardino to intercede for them,
as he could use his influence
and ability to engage in back-
room political horse-trading
to ensure that their applica-
tions for project approval
or government contracts or
franchises would achieve for
them desired results.

Of major significance
was the way in which
Valdivia in the aftermath of
the 2016 passage of Mea-
sure O in San Bernardino
and the statewide passage
of Proposition 64, the adult
use of marijuana act, made a
180-degree flip from a poli-
tician adamantly opposed to
the sale of marijuana in his

nesses in San Bernardino.
More than a dozen would-be
commercial cannabis busi-
ness applicants have related
how Valdivia took money
from them, either in the form
of political contributions or
under-the-table payments, in
exchange for promises that
he would ensure their appli-
cations for cannabis-related
business permits would be
approved. It soon became ap-
parent that the stance he had
taken as a staunch opponent
of marijuana liberalization
was a pose he assumed to
draw votes from the city’s
conservative and Republi-
can voters. Once there was
money in it for him, he began
gladhanding with would-be
commercial marijuana en-
terprise  operators, hailing
them as the new breed of en-
trepreneurs that were to lead
San Bernardino into a pros-
perous future.

As Mayor, Valdivia soon
developed a further reputa-
tion for taking money from
anyone who needed the city
to take action that would
benefit them or their compa-
ny business-wise. Through
AAdvantage Comm LLC,
he accepted consulting fees,
assuring his clients he could
deliver for them the approv-
als they needed. As mayor,
he wielded the gavel at city
council meetings, controlled
the ebb and flow of discus-
sion and debate, had sway
over what matters would be
discussed and what actions
contemplated, but he did not
possess a vote, although he
could do so to break a tie,
and he had mayoral veto
power. Thus, he rational-
ized, he could take money
from those with business
before the city council, since
he would not Aimself be vot-
ing. Nevertheless, once his
ally Figueroa was on the
council, he controlled, es-
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and prospective clients know
that he had command over
the council, and the money
poured in. To sidestep any
conflict-of-interest issues, he
duly reported as personal in-
come on his official Califor-
nia Form 700 statements of
economic interest the money
he was making as the owner
of A Advantage Comm, clev-
erly omitting exactly who
AAdvantage Comm’s clients
were.

With Ledoux in place as
his handpicked city manager
who was to see her pension
upon retirement zoom from
the $125,000-per year range
to near $180,000 as a con-
sequence of the promotion
Valdivia had provided her
accompanied by his control
over five-sevenths of the city
council, Valdivia in the sum-
mer of 2019 was at the apex
of his power, bestriding San
Bernardino as a political co-
lossus.

There were cracks, how-
ever, in the magnificent
monument he had construct-
ed for himself.

First, his chief of staff, Bill
Essayli, left to take a position
with an Orange County law
firm. Then, one by one, as
Valdivia pursued objectives
that they saw as averse to
their own or that he was us-
ing their votes and support to
construct quid pro quos with
his clients in which he was
given money for their votes,
three of the members of his
coalition — Sandra Ibarra,
Henry Nickel and Ted San-
chez — parted political com-
pany from him, rendering it
so that he no longer had five
reliable votes on the coun-
cil but only two to support
whatever he was attempting
to achieve.

There followed a series
of revelations: cannabis en-
trepreneurs came out of the
woodwork, regaling newspa-

the Third Ward council posi- ~ city to an advocate of mul-  sentially, five of the seven per reporters and the public
tion he had vacated to move tiple individuals and entities ~ votes and was the head of a  with how he had promised
into the mayor’s post resulted ~ seeking permits and licenses ~ ruling coalition that essen- marijuana operation licenses
in a victory by his ally Juan  to operate marijuana-related tially ran the city. He letall of  and permits to those who had
Figueroa, he effectively con-  and cannabis-related busi- ~ AAdvantage Comm’sclients — Continued on Page 6
Harrison Leaves erside City Fire Department, ~ crossroads. Something men-  templating resigning as chief.
AVFPD fiom fiont & the time of his hiring was  tioned wasaphilosophy clash  In response, the board placed
a battalion chief with the Or-  between the board and the  him on paid non-disciplinary
page ange County Fire Authority ~ chief. ItisnotclearifHarrison  administrative leave,
agency personnel decisions with an office in Irvine and included Hultquist among The board then sched-
and action, no explicit expla- an assignment overseeing those he was at odds with. uled another special meeting
nation was givenastowhoor  the aircraft rescue program On June 4, the board held  for June 8, at which the only
what is at the basis of Harri-  at John Wayne Airport. In a special meeting in which  itemson the agenda pertained
son’s departure. 2019, he had been offered, discussion items listed on to Harrison’s “performance

At the time of Harrison’s
arrival in June of last year,
Sid Hultquist, then an Apple
Valley Fire Protection Dis-
trict board member and now
the board present, was en-
thusiastic about Harrison’s
hiring. Harrison, who was
previously employed with
the Carlsbad Fire Depart-
ment, Tahoe-Douglas Fire
Protection District and Riv-

but ultimately did not accept,
the position of fire chief in
South Lake Tahoe. Hultquist
is an experienced firefighting
professional himself, having
recently served as fire chiefin
Barstow.

Word is that it was Har-
rison’s discontent with the
district rather than the other
way around which brought
him and the district to this

the meeting agenda related
to consulting services with
Eide Bailly in open ses-
sion and a public employee
performance evaluation of
Harrison together with pos-
sible anticipated litigation in
a closed session. It is not clear
whether that litigation related
to Harrison. Reportedly, dur-
ing that meeting Harrison
told the board he was con-

evaluation,” his possible “dis-
cipline/dismissal/release’ and
a “public employee appoint-
ment,” apparently a reference
to the appointing of a replace-
ment acting or interim chief.

The meeting concluded
with Harrison’s departure be-
ing formally confirmed and
the board advancing Buddy
Peratt to replace Harrison on
an interim basis.
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. similar indecent overtures to
Since Last Year her; Valdivia’s field represen-
Valdivia Has tative Don Smith related how
Feverishly Spent ~ he had been present while
. Valdivia made a late night
Campaign Money rendezvous with a city tow

On Lawyers fiom
page 5

applied for them in exchange
for cash; an employee in his
office, Mirna Cisneros. told
of how he had made sexual
advances to her and how he
misused city funds to engage
in travel and activity that had
nothing to do with city busi-
ness and was taking money
from those with business
before the city; another em-
ployee of the mayor’s office,
Karen Cervantes, related
how the mayor had made
sexual advances toward
her; his field representative,
Jackie Aboud, likewise said
Valdivia had pressured her
to accommodate his sexual
needs; Alissa Payne, a single
mother whom Valdivia ap-
pointed to two city commis-
sions, said Valdivia had made

service franchise holder who
handed Valdivia an enve-
lope stuffed with cash; Matt
Brown, who had succeeded
Essayli as Valdvia’s chief of
staff, came forward to say
that Valdivia attempted to
have him make fraudulent
unfavorable work reviews of
Cisneros, Cervantes, Aboud
and Smith to justify their fir-
ings and discredit them with
regard to the allegations they
had made.

Based on a host of Valdiv-
ia’s actions, the city found
itself facing nearly a dozen
lawsuits.

With untoward accusa-
tions mounting, Valdivia
continved to engage in
questionable, bold and risky
behaviors, utilizing city re-
sources, funding and person-
nel to provide or defray the
cost of providing materials
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and services relating to po-
litical promotions of himself
and his associates while us-
ing city money to cover the
cost of travel, meals and lodg-
ing while he was engaged in
matters unrelated to his duty
or function as mayor.
Looking toward his 2022
election campaign, Valdivia
created a political war chest
titled John Valdivia For May-
or 2022. In 2021, he received
donations of $380,987.21 into
that account. In the first five
months of 2022, he received
another $106,500 into that
account for a total over 18
months of $487.487.21.
Valdivia also created an-
other fund, the Mayor John
Valdivia Legal Defense
Fund. With legal challenges
against him mounting, he
began transferring money
out of the John Valdivia For
Mayor 2022 account into the
Mayor John Valdivia Legal
Defense Fund, in the amount
of $165400 in 2021 and
$57,295.24 in 2022. In 2021,
the Mayor John Valdivia

Legal Defense Fund paid
Pacheco & Neach, the law
firm of his lawyer, Rod Pa-
checo, $199.88540. This
year, through the first five
months of 2022, the Mayor
John Valdivia Legal Defense
Fund paid Pacheco & Neach
$51,933.25.

Asof4p.m. today Valdiv-
ia was in third place with
2,127 votes or 17.88 percent,

behind second-place finish-
er, former City Attorney Jim
Penman, with 2,368 votes
or 1991 percent and the top
vote-getter, Helen Tran with
4,902 votes or 41.22 percent.
A one-time Valdivia as-
sociate/political ~ supporter
this week observed that if
Valdivia had used the money
provided to him by his do-
nors as they intended it for
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electioneering purposes rath-
er than diverting it to defray
his legal bills, he would have
been reelected.

The Sentinel sought to en-
gage with Valdivia this week
but could not reach him. He
was said to have embarked
on a trip to Europe via the
East Coast as of today, Fri-
day, June 10.

-Mark Gutglueck

Red Brennan
Group: Multiple
Victories, Yet Little

To Show For It
from page 2

than Measure J which called
for paying the supervisors
some $270,000 per year all
told, would go into effect.
Members of the board of
supervisors, however, who
were not prepared to accept
a $210,000 per year com-
pensation reduction, went to
court to dispute not only the
outcome of Measure K, but
its provisions as well. Instead

of using the county’s staff at-
torneys —the office of county
counsel — to take that legal
action, it hired outside legal
representatives in the form of
the Sutton Law Firm, and, in
particular three of the firm’s
attorneys — Bradley Hertz,
James Sutton and Nicholas
Sanders — to represent them.
Through the Sutton Law
Firm, the board of super-
visors sued their own em-
ployee — San Bernardino
County Clerk of the Board
Lynna Monell — to prevent
her from certifying as appli-
cable the election results and
implementing the provisions

of Measure K. In doing so,
Hertz, Sutton and Sanders
made a series of assertions,
including that Measure K is
“fatally flawed,” “violates
[the] California Constitution
by seeking to set supervisor
compensation via citizen ini-
tiative. . .” “‘exceeds the initia-
tive power of the electorate
by intruding on matters that
are exclusively delegated to
the governing body, in this
case the San Bernardino
County Board of Supervi-
sors...” “[and its] term limit
provision for members of
the county board of super-

Continued on Page 12

Hagman Drubs
Leyva fiom fiont
page

of that circumstance to ad-
vance to the position of city
councilman or assembly-
man. When competing in
districts where registration
favored, and in at least two
cases heavily favored, the
Democratic Party, Hagman
defied the odds and ran ag-
gressive and brilliant cam-
paigns that overcame his
opposition. When he found
his political way forward
obstructed by members
of his own party, through
backroom maneuvering he
disposed of that competition.
If that created resentment
toward him among Republi-
cans, his control of the local
GOP political machinery
rendered that complication
irrelevant to his power climb.

Prior to his 2014 election
to the Fourth District super-
visor’s post, the district, con-
sisting of Carbon Canyon,
Chino Hills, Los Serranos,
Chino, the West End, Mont-
clair, Ontario, Guasti and
southern Upland, had grown
predominantly Democratic,
with more voters registered
as Democrats than with
the GOP. Voter registration
in the district has progres-
sively grown more favorable
to the Democrats on a con-
stant basis, until at present
101,946 or 44.1 percent of
the district’s 230,975 voters
are Democrats and 61,271
or 26.5 percent are registered
as Republicans with 51,832
or 224 percent claiming
no party preference and 7
percent belonging to more
obscure political parties.

As a Republican, Hagman
would seem to have been
at a distinct disadvantage to
Leyva, a Democrat. Never-
theless, just as he was seem-
ingly at a disadvantage to his
opponent in the 2014 and
2018 races, Gloria Negrete-
McLeod, Hagman simply
outhustled the opposition,
proving more energetic, at-
tentive, aggressive, creative
and above all ruthless in pro-
moting his candidacy.

While local governmen-
tal races in California are by
state law non-partisan ones,
in San Bernardino County,
all of politics is guided by
party affiliation.

Though the Democrats
are the dominant political
party in California overall,
with both of its U.S. Senators
and 42 of its 53 Congress
members Democrats and its
governor, lieutenant gover-
nor, state attorney general,
secretary of state, insurance
commissioner,  controller,
treasurer, auditor, comptrol-
ler, and superintendent of
public instruction all being
Democrats and the Demo-
crats holding supermajori-
ties in both houses of the
state legislature, there are
five bastions of Republican-
ism in the Golden State, one
of which is San Bernardino
County.

The Republican pri-
macy in the county would
likewise seem unlikely,
given a similar registration
advantage that falls to the
Democrats overall in the
county. At present, 469,552
or 41.3 percent of the coun-
ty’s 1,137,606 voters are
registered Democrats and
332,495 or 29.2 percent are
Republicans, with 244,344

or 215 percent expressing
no party preference and 8
percent being members of
various smaller parties. Nev-
ertheless, the Republicans
in San Bernardino County
have proven far more ener-
getic, coordinated, focused
and intent than their Demo-
cratic counterparts when it
comes to electioneering and
far more willing to raise and
spend money in the effort to
promote Republican candi-
dates and Republican causes
than are the Democrats will-
ing to monetarily support
their party’s candidates and
initiatives. The Republicans
have proven themselves far
more adept and skilled at ap-
pealing to voters unaligned
with any party and those
members of the offshoot par-
ties. In addition, Republican
voter turnout in the United
States generally, in Califor-
nia and particularly in San
Bernardino County is higher
than that of the Democrats.
As a consequence, four of
the county’s five supervi-
sors are Republicans and in
17 out of the county’s 24 cit-
ies and incorporated towns
there are more Republicans
seated on the city and town
councils than Democrats.
Hagman, who was a
member of the Chino Hills
City Council from 2004
until 2008, including a short
stint as mayor, was elected
to the California Assembly
in 2008. In 2014, he was
obliged to leave the As-
sembly as a consequence of
what were then the strictures
of California’s term limits,
which restricted a member
of the Assembly to three
two-year terms. In 2013,
ahead of the 2014 election

season, Hagman ruthlessly
deposed Robert Rego as the
chairman of the San Ber-
nardino Republican Central
Committee, taking that po-
sition for himself and then
using that post to intimidate
Gary Ovitt, a Republican
who was then the incumbent
Fourth District supervisor,
into not seeking reelection.

In 2014, Negrete-
McLeod and two lesser-
known candidates also ran
for Fourth District super-
visor. McLeod was at that
point a sitting Democratic
Congresswoman who had
captured that position in
2012 when her maiden can-
didacy for Congress had
been infused with more than
$3 million by New York
Mayor Michael Bloomberg,
who did so because he want-
ed to remove the incum-
bent Negrete-McLeod was
running against that year
as a consequence of Cali-
fornia’s open primaries, fel-
low Democrat Joe Baca Sr,
whom Bloomberg consid-
ered unsympathetic toward
his gun control agenda.

After less than a single
term in Congress, Negrete-
McLeod wanted out of
Washington, D.C., and had
set her sights on the Fourth
District supervisorial posi-
tion.

Hagman, recogniz-
ing that Negrete-McLeod
throughout her political
career had been at best a
lackluster candidate who
had again and again experi-
enced serendipitous boosts
of her fortune in running
for office, as when Bloom-
berg had endowed her with
$3 million in funding she
would never have come up

with on her own when she
defeated Baca. Previously,
Negrete-McLeod had ad-
vanced when she tossed her
hat in the ring for the As-
sembly and the State Senate
in districts with highly favor-
able Democratic registration
numbers at propitious times
when the incumbent, Nell
Soto in both mstances, had
exhausted her time in office
under the state’s term limita-
tions. She had never faced
or overcome a stiff electoral
challenge. Hagman pressed
the advantage he had of em-
ploying the greater Republi-
can electioneering machin-
ery he had at his disposal
in what was supposed to be
a non-partisan race. He also
had the advantage in 2014
of having Mike Spence, a
brilliant Republican strate-
gist, directing his campaign.
After qualifying for a run-
off following the June 2014
balloting in which four can-
didates competed for Fourth
District supervisor, in the
November 2014 showdown
with Negrete-McLeod, Hag-
man eked out a 24,480 vote
or 52.11 percent victory over
the Congresswoman, who
tallied 22,502 votes or 47.89
percent. In 2018, Hagman
and Negrete-McLeod faced
each other in a head-to-head
rematch in the June primary.
Again proving far more de-
termined and energetic, not
to mention more politically
dexterous and creative than
Negrete-McLeod, Hag-
man prevailed, with 25468
votes or 5341 percent to her
22,213 or 46.59 percent.

It was widely anticipated
that Leyva, who, at 56, is
a year younger than Hag-
man and a quarter of a cen-

tury younger than Negrete-
McLeod, would prove a far
more dynamic campaigner
than the sluggish Negrete-
McLeod and give Hagman a
run for his money.

Hagman, however, came
out from his corner swing-
ing, and independent expen-
diture committees support-
ing him utilized the rise in
gasoline prices brought on
by the worldwide fuel short-
age in the wake of the Rus-
sian invasion of Ukraine to
suggest that Leyva, a current
member of the California
Legislature which has main-
tained high taxes on Cali-
fornia gasoline, was respon-
sible for “$6 dollar-a-gallon
gasoline.” Those ads carried
the tagline, “We can’t afford
Connie Leyva.”

Hagman did not hesitate
to make use of paradox and
contradiction in carving out
his victory. At the same time
that Hagman was attacking
Leyva as a tax-and-spend
liberal, he was accepting the
endorsements of the coun-
ty’s public employee unions,
which are more closely af-
filiated with Democrats than
Republicans. This cut right
to the heart of Leyva’s ap-
peal to Democrats, as she
built her political career on
her previous position as the
president of the California
Labor Federation. Leyva
was further hurt by Hag-
man’s campaign spots with
Democratic Congresswom-
an Norma Torres.

At no time during the
spring did Leyva ever seem
to get her campaign on track.
She took a worse shellacking
than Negrete-McLeod did in
either 2014 or 2018,

-Mark Guiglueck
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ORDER TO  SHOW
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF
NAME

CASE NUMBER CIV SB
2207605

TO ALL INTERESTED
PERSONS: Petitioner: SA-
MANTHA CHRISTINA HER-
NANDEZ and JOHN JAMES
LU filed with this court for a
decree changing names as fol-
lows:

KADEN JAMES LU to
JAMES CALVIN LU

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 petition should
not be granted. If no written ob-
jection is timely filed, the court
may grant the petition without
a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:

Date: June 13, 2022

Time: 08:30 AM

Department: S-17

The address of the court is

Superior Court of Califor-
nia, County of San Bernardino,

247 West Third Street, San
Bernardino, CA 92415,

San Bernardino District-
Civil Division

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

Dated: 04/06/2022

John M. Pacheco

Judge of the
Court.

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on
May 20 & 27 and June 3 & 10,
2022.

Superior

FBN 20220004468

The following person is do-
ing business as: DSA FREIGHT
INC 6142 GLEN ABBEY WAY
FONTANA, CA 92336: DSA
FREIGHT INC 6142 GLEN AB-
BEY WAY FONTANA, CA 92336

Mailing Address:  POST OF-
FICE BOX 4607 RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91729

The business is conducted by:
A CORPORATION.

The registrant commenced to
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed
above on: JANUARY 14, 2012

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/ DARLENE S ARITA, Presi-
dent

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on:
05/09/2022

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
12282

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 5/20, 5/27,
6/03 & 6/10,2022.

FBN 20220004511

The following person is doing
business as: PLUM TREE MAR-
KET 6325 PUMA PLACE RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91737
GEORGE ROLAND SLIVKA
6325 PUMA PLACE RANCHO
CUCAMONGA, CA 91737

The business is conducted by:
AN INDIVIDUAL

The registrant commenced to
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transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed
above on: MAY 2, 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. T am also
aware that all information on this
statement becomes Public Record
upon filing.

s/ GEORGE ROLAND SLIV-
KA

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on:
05/11/2022

I hereby certify that this copy is
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
18296

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 5/20, 5/27,
6/03 & 6/10,2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE
OF: EDWARD LEE HOOVER
CASE NO. PROSB220068!1
To all heirs, beneficiaries,
creditors, contingent creditors,
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will
or estate, or both of EDWARD
LEE HOOVER has been filed
by CHRISTINE MARIE BO-
BICK aka CHRISTINE MA-
RIE HOOVER in the Superior
Court of California, County
of SAN BERNARDINO.
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that CHRIS-
TINE MARIE BOBICK
aka CHRISTINE MARIE
HOOVER be appointed as per-
sonal representative to admin-
ister the estate of the decedent.
THE PETITION requests
authority to administer the
estate under the Independent
Administration of Estates Act.
(This authority will allow the
personal representative to take
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before
taking certain very important
actions, however, the personal
representative will be required
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent
administration authority will
be granted unless an 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 JUNE 20, 2022 at 9:00
A.M. in Dept. No. S35 at Supe-
rior Court of California, Coun-
ty of San Bernardino, 247 West
Third Street, San Bernardino,
CA 92415, San Bernardino
District.

IF YOU OBIJECT 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,
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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 Christine Marie
Bobick aka Christine Marie

Hoover:
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
May 27, June 3 & June 10,
2022.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER
ESTATE OF: MARGA-
RET JEAN  BARRETT
CASE NO. PROSB2200683
To all heirs, beneficiaries,
creditors, contingent creditors,
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will
or estate, or both of MARGA-
RET JEAN BARRETT has
been filed by GLORIA JEAN
ERAZIM in the Superior
Court of California, County
of SAN BERNARDINO.
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that GLO-
RIA JEAN ERAZIM  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 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 JUNE 16, 2022 at 9:00
A.M. in Dept. No. S35 at Supe-
rior Court of California, Coun-
ty of San Bernardino, 247 West
Third Street, San Bernardino,
CA 92415, San Bernardino
District.

IF YOU OBIJECT 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 Gloria Jean Eraz-
im:
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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
May 27, June 3 & June 10,
2022.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER
ESTATE OF: RAGNAR JO-
SEF SCHNEIDER, RAG-
NAR J. SCHNEIDER, aka
RAGNAR SCHNEIDER
CASE NO. PROSB2200734
To all heirs, beneficiaries, cred-
itors, contingent creditors, and
persons who may otherwise be
interested in the will or estate,
or both of RAGNAR JOSEF
SCHNEIDER, RAGNAR .
SCHNEIDER, aka RAGNAR
SCHNEIDER has been filed by
ERIC OROZCO in the Supe-
rior Court of California, Coun-
ty of SAN BERNARDINO.
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that ERIC
OROZCO be appointed as per-
sonal representative to admin-
ister the estate of the decedent.
THE PETITION  requests
authority to administer the
estate under the Independent
Administration of Estates Act.
(This authority will allow the
personal representative to take
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before
taking certain very important
actions, however, the personal
representative will be required
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent
administration authority will
be granted unless an 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 JUNE 30, 2022 at 9:00
A.M. in Dept. No. S36 at Supe-
rior Court of California, Coun-
ty of San Bernardino, 247 West
Third Street, San Bernardino,
CA 92415, San Bernardino
District.

IF YOU OBIJECT 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 Eric Orozco:

Leah Larkin (SB#
231329)

Law Offices of Leah Lar-
kin

873 Beaumont Avenue

Beaumont, CA 92223
Phone (951) 845 5930 Fax
(951) 845 5407 Leah@inland-
law.com

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on
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May 27, June 3 & June 10,
2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION
TO ADMINISTER ES-
TATE OF: MIKE GARZA
aka MICHAEL GARZA
CASE NO. PROSB2200669
To all heirs, beneficiaries,
creditors, contingent creditors,
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will
or estate, or both of MIKE
GARZA aka MICHAEL GAR-
ZA has been filed by SUSAN
KNOBLER in the Superior
Court of California, County
of SAN BERNARDINO.
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that SUSAN
KNOBLER be appointed as
personal representative to ad-
minister the estate of the de-
cedent.

THE PETITION requests
the decedent’s will and codi-
cils, if any, be admitted to pro-
bate. The will and any codicils
are available

for examination in the file
kept by the court.

THE PETITION requests
authority to administer the
estate under the Independent
Administration of Estates Act.
(This authority will allow the
personal representative to take
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before
taking certain very important
actions, however, the personal
representative will be required
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived
notice or consented to the 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 JUNE 14, 2022 at 9:00
a.m. in Dept. No. S37 at Superi-
or Court of California, County
of San Bernardino, 247 West
Third Street, San Bernardino,
CA 92415, San Bernardino
District.

Filed: MAY 6, 2022

VALARIE GOLD-
STEIN, Deputy Court Clerk
IF YOU OBIJECT 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: MAY 6, 2022
Attorney for Susan Knobler:
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
sam@pricelawfirm.com

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on
May 27, June 3 & June 10,
2022.
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FBN 20220003723

The following person is doing
business as: SANCHEZ CARRI-
ERS WAREHOUSE 14587 VAL-
LEY BLVD. FONTANA, CA
92335: YOER SANCHEZ-GOMEZ
8971 ROBINIA ST ~ FONTANA,
CA 92335 [and]

BRENDA G ORTIZ VILLE-
GAS 8971 ROBINIA ST  FON-
TANA, CA 92335

Mailing Address: 8971 ROB-
INIA ST FONTANA, CA 92335

The business is conducted by:
A MARRIED COUPLE

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. T am also
aware that all information on this
statement becomes Public Record
upon filing.

s/ YOER SANCHEZ-GOMEZ

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on:
04/21/2022

I hereby certify that this copy is
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
G8420

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 5/20, 5/27,
6/03 & 6/10,2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE
OF:

David Westcott Eichler

Case NO. PROSB2200705

To all heirs, beneficiaries,
creditors, contingent creditors,
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will or
estate, or both of David West-
cott Eichler

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

THE PETITION FOR
PROBATE requests that Layla
Eichler be appointed as person-
al 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 independent
administration authority will
be granted unless an interested
person files an objection to the
petition and shows good cause
why the court should not grant
the authority.

A hearing on the pe-
tition will be held in
Dept. S36 at 09:00
AM on 06/23/2022 Room:
at Superior Court of Cali-
fornia, County of San
Bernardino,Superior Court of
California, County of San Ber-
nardino, San Bernardino Dis-
trict-Probate Division at 247
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415 IF YOU
OBIJECT to the granting of the
petition, you should appear at
the hearing and state your ob-
jections or file written objec-
tions with the court before the
hearing. Your appearance may
be in person or by your attor-
ney.
IF YOU ARE A CREDI-
TOR or a contingent creditor
of the decedent, you must file
your claim with the court and
mail a copy to the personal
representative appointed by the
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court within the later of either
(1) four months from the date of
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as
defined in section 58(b) of the
California Probate Code, or (2)
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you
of a notice under Section 9052
of the California Probate Code.

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

YOU MAY EXAMINE
the file kept by the court. If
you are a person interested in
the estate, you may file with the
court a Request for Special No-
tice (form DE-154) of the filing
of an inventory and appraisal of
estate assets or of any petition
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is
available from the court clerk.

Anna Sacco-Miller

38975 Sky Canyon Drive,
Suite 104, Murrieta, CA 92563

Telephone No: (951) 296-
1775 Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on:

05/27/2022,  06/03/2022,
06/10/222

NOTICE OF PETITION
TO ADMINISTER ES-
TATE OF: RICHARD JOHN

SCHUERGER CASE
NO. PROSB2200742
To all heirs, beneficiaries,

creditors, contingent creditors,
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will
or estate, or both of RICH-
ARD JOHN SCHUERGER
has been filed by JOHN H.
TAYLOR III in the Superior
Court of California, County
of SAN BERNARDINO.
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that JOHN H.
TAYLOR III be appointed as
personal representative to ad-
minister the estate of the de-
cedent.

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 June 21,2022 at 9:00
a.m. in Dept. No. S35 at Superi-
or Court of California, County
of San Bernardino, 247 West
Third Street, San Bernardino,
CA 92415, San Bernardino
District.

Filed: MAY 19, 2022

SABRINA FE-
LIX, 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)
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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: MAY 19, 2022
Attorney for John H. Taylor:
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
sam@pricelawfirm.com
Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on
June 3, 10 and June 17, 2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION
TO ADMINISTER ES-
TATE OF: GLORIA JEAN
HOWARD  aka GLORIA
JEAN NORWARD CASE
NO. PROSB2200759
To all heirs, beneficiaries,
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may
otherwise be interested in the
will or estate, or both of GLO-
RIA JEAN HOWARD  aka
GLORIA JEAN NORWARD
has been filed by MICHAEL
CHATMAN in the Superior
Court of California, County
of SAN BERNARDINO.
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that MICHAEL
CHATMAN be appointed as
personal representative to ad-
minister the estate of the de-
cedent.

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 June 28,2022  at9:00
a.m. in Dept. No. S37 at Superi-
or Court of California, County
of San Bernardino, 247 West
Third Street, San Bernardino,
CA 92415, San Bernardino
District.

Filed: MAY 24, 2022

JENNIFER SEL-
DANA, Deputy Court Clerk
IF YOU OBIECT 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-
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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: MAY 19, 2022
Attorney for Michael Chatman:
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
sam@pricelawfirm.com

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on
June 3, 10 and June 17, 2022.

FBN20220001529

The following person is doing busi-
ness 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 CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91730

The business is conducted by: A
CORPORATION  registered with the
State of California 202016011125

The registrant commenced to trans-
act business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: February
13,2022

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

S/JENNIFER JONES , CEO

Statement filed with the County
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 18296

Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date it
was filed in the office of the county clerk.
Anew 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 fictitious
business name in violation of the rights of
another under federal, state, or common
law (see Section 14400 et seq., Business
and Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino
County Sentinel on 3/11, 3/18, 3/25 &
4/1,2022.

Published in the San Bernardino
County Sentinel on 3/11, 3/18, 3/25 &
4/1, 2022 and corrected on 4/22, 4/29,
5/6 & 5/13, 2022. Recorrected on 6/03,
6/10,6/17 & 6/24,2022

FBN20220002054

The following person is doing
business as: MOO MOO COWS 6870
ROVATO PLACE RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, 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 fictitious
business name or names listed above
on: N/A

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

S/ YING GUAN, Chief Financial
Officer

Statement filed with the County
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 11327

Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date it
was filed in the office of the county clerk.
Anew 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 fictitious
business name in violation of the rights of
another under federal, state, or common
law (see Section 14400 et seq., Business
and Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino
County Sentinel on 3/11, 3/18, 3/25 &
4/1, 2022 and corrected on 4/22, 4/29,
5/6 & 5/13, 2022. Recorrected on 6/03,
6/10,6/17 & 6/24,2022
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FBN FBN20220003079

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ELEV8 SPORTS PERFOR-
MANCE 12223 HIGHLAND AVE
STE 106 RANCHO CUCAMONGA,
CA 92585: NICOLE M WALKER
27658 BIG BEND DR MENIFFEE,
CA 92585

Mailing Address: 27658 BIG
BEND DR MENIFFEE, CA 92585

The business is conducted by: AN
INDIVIDUAL

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

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

s/NICOLEM WALKER

Statement filed with the County
Clerk of San Bernardino on: 04//05/2022

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 J2534

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 au-
thorize the use in this state of a fictitious
business name in violation of the rights of
another under federal, state, or common
law (see Section 14400 et seq., Business
and Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino
County Sentinel on April 8, 15,22 & 29,
2022.

Corrected on 6/03, 6/10, 6/17 &
6/24,2022

FBN20220001810

The following person is doing
business as: EPITOME CONSTRUC-
TION [and] EPITOME LANDSCAP-
ING [and] EPITOME STAGING
[and] EPITOME CONSULTING 1632
WILSON AVE UPLAND, CA 91784:
GEO COE LLC 1632 WILSON AVE
UPLAND, CA 91784

Mailing Address: 318 BALLENA
DRIVE DIAMOND BAR, CA 91765

The business is conducted by: A
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY

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

By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and cor-
rect. 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 informa-
tion on this statement becomes Public
Record upon filing.

s/ Geoffery T. Huang

Statement filed with the County
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 11327

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 au-
thorize the use in this state of a fictitious
business name in violation of the rights of
another under federal, state, or common
law (see Section 14400 et seq., Business
and Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino
County Sentinel on  3/04, 3/11, 3/18 &
3/25,2022. Corrected on 4/08, 4/15, 4/22
&4/29,2022.

FBN FBN20220003546

The following person is doing
business as: BIG BEAR PHYSICAL
THERAPY & WELLNESS 39031
WATERVIEW DRIVE BIG BEAR
LAKE, CA 92315: RECREATE
PHYSICAL THERAPY & WELL-
NESS, 2108 N ST. STE N SACRA-
MENTO, CA 95816

Mailing Address: PO BOX
120821 BIG BEAR LAKE, CA 92315

The business is conducted by: A
CORPORATION

registered in California 4862859.

The registrant commenced to
transact business under the fictitious
business name or names listed above
on: APRIL 8, 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. T am also aware
that all information on this statement
becomes Public Record upon filing.

s/ THOMAS BRADLEY

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on:
04/15/2022

T hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original statement
on file in my office San Bernardino
County Clerk By:/Deputy J2534

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 un-
der federal, state, or common law (see
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Section 14400 et seq., Business and
Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino
County Sentinel on 4/22, 4/29, 5/6 &
5/13,2022.

Corrected on 6/03, 6/10, 6/17 &
6/24,2022

FBN 20220003180

The following person is doing
business as: RIG RUNNER 2941 N.
LOCUST AVE RIALTO, CA 92377:
EZE TRUCKING, LLC 2941 N.LO-
CUST AVE RIALTO, CA 92377

Mailing Address: 24955 145
NORTH SUITE 300 THE WOOD-
LANDS, TX 77380

The business is conducted by: A
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY

registered in Delaware
200907710317.

The registrant commenced to
transact business under the fictitious
business name or names listed above
on: MAY 1, 2018

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

s/ DATREN WILLIAMS

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on:
04/08/2022

T hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original statement
on file in my office San Bernardino
County Clerk By:/Deputy 11327

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 common law (see Sec-
tion 14400 et seq., Business and Pro-
fessions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino
County Sentinel on 4/22, 4/29, 5/6 &
5/13, 2022. Corrected on 6/03, 6/10,
6/17 & 6/24,2022.

NOTICE OF  INTENT
TO DISPOSE OF SURPLUS
SCHOOL DISTRICT - PROP-
ERTY

Notice is hereby given to any
public district, public authority,
public agency, public corporation,
or any other political subdivisions
in this state, the federal govern-
ment, and qualifying nonprofit
entities, in accordance with Gov-
ernment Code Section 54222 and
Education Code Section 17464, that
the Baker Valley Unified School
District intends to dispose of the
real property described below, by
sale.

The subject property is lo-
cated near the Baily Road Exit of
California Interstate 15, near mile
post 171.50 in the County of San
Bernardino, State of California,
Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 0572-
091-02-0000;  0572-091-03-0000;
and 0572-091-23-0000 (“Moun-
tainPass Property”) and the prop-
erty is offered under the legal priori-
ties and for the purposes set forth in
Government Code Sections 54220
to 54232, inclusive, and Education
Code Section 17464. For the pur-
poses of acquiring said property
pursuant to Government Code Sec-
tion 54220 to 54232, inclusive, any
eligible interested party is required
to notify the selling agency (the
District) of its intention to acquire
within sixty (60) days after the third
publication of this notice which the
District has published pursuant to
Education Code Section 17464.

Please give such notice in writ-
ing and address to: Leopoldo C.
Santiago Erickson Law Firm A.P.C.
2878 Camino Del Rio South, Suite
115 San Diego, California 92108

THE LAND REFERRED TO
HEREIN BELOW IS SITUATED
INTHE COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO, STATE OF CALI-
FORNIA, AND IS DESCRIBED
ASFOLLOWS:

Parcel One:

S 12 NE 1/4 NE 4 SW 1/4
SEC 13 TP 16N R 13E (EX PTN
TO LOS ANGELES SMSA LTD
SBE LAND CHG FOR 91 PG 7).

Assessor’s Parcel No.:

0572-091-02-0000

Parcel Two:

N 172 SE 1/4 NE 1/4 SW 1/4
SEC I3 TP I6NR 13E

Assessor’s Parcel No.:

0572-091-03-0000

Parcel Three:

MAP 2532 36 13 PARCEL
NO 1 (POSS INT ONLY) ###i*
SBE LAND

CHG FOR 91 PG 7 ##tk

Assessor’s Parcel No.:
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0572-091-23-0000

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel

on 06/03/2022, 06/10/2022,
06/17/2022

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO  ADMINISTER
ESTATE OF: JOHN FATU
CASE NO. PROSB2200795

To all heirs, beneficiaries, credi-
tors, contingent creditors, and
persons who may otherwise
be interested in the will or es-
tate, or both of JOHN FATU
A PETITION FOR PROBATE has
been filed by GEORGE FATU  in
the Superior Court of California,
County of SAN BERNARDINO.
THE PETITION FOR PROBATE
requests that GEORGE FATU  be
appointed as personal representa-
tives to administer the estate of the
decedent.

THE PETITION requests
authority to administer the estate
under the Independent Administra-
tion of Estates Act. (This authority
will allow the personal representa-
tive to take many actions without
obtaining court approval. Before
taking certain very important ac-
tions, however, the personal rep-
resentative will be required to give
notice to interested persons unless
they have waived notice or consent-
ed to the proposed action.) The in-
dependent administration authority
will be granted unless an interested
person files an objection to the peti-
tion and shows good cause why the
court should not grant the authority.
A hearing on the petition will be
held in Dept. No. S-36 at 9:00
am. on JULY 11 14, 2022 at Su-
perior Court of California, County
of San Bernardino, 247 West
Third Street, San Bernardino, CA
92415, San Bernardino District.
IF YOU OBIJECT to the grant-
ing of the petition, you should
appear at the hearing and state
your objections or file written ob-
jections 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 person-
al representative appointed by the
court within the later of either (1)
four months from the date of first is-
suance of letters to a general person-
al representative, as defined in sec-
tion 58(b) of the California Probate
Code, or (2) 60 days from the date
of mailing or personal delivery to
you of a notice under Section 9052
of the California Probate Code.
Other California statutes and
legal authority may affect your
rights as a creditor. You may
want to consult with an attorney
knowledgeable in California law.
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file
kept by the court. If you are a per-
son interested in the estate, you
may file with the court a Request
for Special Notice (form DE-154)
of the filing of an inventory and
appraisal of estate assets or of any
petition or account as provided
in Probate Code section 1250. A
Request for Special Notice form
is available from the court clerk.
Attorney for the George Fatu:

ANTONIETTE  JAU-
REGUI (SB 192624)
1894 S. COMMERCENT-
ER  WEST, SUITE 108
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92408
Telephone No: (909) 890-2350
Fax  No:  (909)  890-0106
Published in the San Bernardino
County Sentinel on June 10, June
17 & June 24,2022.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER ES-
TATE OF:. STEVEN CRAIG
JONES, AKA STEVEN C.
JONES, AKA STEVE JONES
CASE NO. PROSB2200840
To all heirs, beneficiaries, credi-
tors, contingent creditors, and
persons who may otherwise be
interested in the will or estate,
or both of STEVEN CRAIG
JONES, AKA STEVEN C.
JONES, AKA STEVE JONES
has been filed by PAUL JONES in
the Superior Court of California,
County of SAN BERNARDINO.
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THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that PAUL
JONES be appointed as per-
sonal representative to admin-
ister the estate of the decedent.
THE PETITION requests author-
ity to administer the estate under
the Independent Administration
of Estates Act. (This authority will
allow the personal representative to
take many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before taking
certain very important actions,
however, the personal representa-
tive will be required to give notice
to interested persons unless they
have waived notice or consented
to the proposed action.) The inde-
pendent administration authority
will be granted unless an interested
person files an objection to the peti-
tion and shows good cause why the
court should not grant the authority.
A hearing on the petition will be
held July 14, 2022 at 9:00 A M. in
Dept. No. S35 at Superior Court
of California, County of San Ber-
nardino, 247 West Third Street,
San Bernardino, CA 92415, San
Bernardino District.

IF YOU OBJECT to the grant-
ing of the petition, you should
appear at the hearing and state
your objections or file written ob-
jections 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 person-
al representative appointed by the
court within the later of either (1)
four months from the date of first is-
suance of letters to a general person-
al representative, as defined in sec-
tion 58(b) of the California Probate
Code, or (2) 60 days from the date
of mailing or personal delivery to
you of a notice under Section 9052
of the California Probate Code.
Other California statutes and
legal authority may affect your
rights as a creditor. You may
want to consult with an attorney
knowledgeable in California law.
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file
kept by the court. If you are a per-
son interested in the estate, you
may file with the court a Request
for Special Notice (form DE-154)
of the filing of an inventory and
appraisal of estate assets or of any
petition or account as provided
in Probate Code section 1250. A
Request for Special Notice form
is available from the court clerk.
Attorney for Paul Jones:

Leah Larkin (SB# 231329)

Law Offices of Leah Larkin

873 Beaumont Avenue

Beaumont, CA 92223
Phone (951) 845 5930 Fax (951) 845
5407 Leah@jinlandlaw.com

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on June
10, June 17 & June 24, 2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE
OF: MIKE EUGENE WIL-
LIAMS , aka MIKE E. WIL-
LIAMS, aka MIKE WILLIAMS
CASE NO. PROSB-
PROSB22008409
To all heirs, beneficiaries, creditors,
contingent creditors, and persons
who may otherwise be interested
in the will or estate, or both of
MIKE EUGENE WILLIAMS,
aka MIKE E. WILLIAMS, aka
MIKE WILLIAMS has been filed
by MICHAEL J. WILLIAMS in
the Superior Court of California,
County of SAN BERNARDINO.
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that MICHAEL
J. WILLIAMS be appointed as
personal representative to admin-
ister the estate of the decedent.
THE PETITION requests author-
ity to administer the estate under
the Independent Administration
of Estates Act. (This authority will
allow the personal representative to
take many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before taking
certain very important actions,
however, the personal representa-
tive will be required to give notice
to interested persons unless they
have waived notice or consented
to the proposed action.) The inde-
pendent administration authority
will be granted unless an interested
person files an objection to the peti-
tion and shows good cause why the
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court should not grant the authority.
A hearing on the petition will be
held July 13, 2022 at 9:00 A.M. in
Dept. No. S37 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 grant-
ing of the petition, you should
appear at the hearing and state
your objections or file written ob-
jections 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 person-
al representative appointed by the
court within the later of either (1)
four months from the date of first is-
suance of letters to a general person-
al representative, as defined in sec-
tion 58(b) of the California Probate
Code, or (2) 60 days from the date
of mailing or personal delivery to
you of a notice under Section 9052
of the California Probate Code.
Other California statutes and
legal authority may affect your
rights as a creditor. You may
want to consult with an attorney
knowledgeable in California law.
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file
kept by the court. If you are a per-
son interested in the estate, you
may file with the court a Request
for Special Notice (form DE-154)
of the filing of an inventory and
appraisal of estate assets or of any
petition or account as provided
in Probate Code section 1250. A
Request for Special Notice form
is available from the court clerk.
Attorney for Michael J. Williams:

Leah Larkin (SB#231329)

Law Offices of Leah Larkin

873 Beaumont Avenue

Beaumont, CA 92223
Phone (951) 845 5930 Fax (951) 845
5407 Leah@jinlandlaw.com

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on June
10, June 17 & June 24, 2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE
OF: CAROL L. ROYAL
CASE NO. PROSB2200598
To all heirs, beneficiaries, credi-
tors, contingent creditors, and
persons who may otherwise be
interested in the will or estate, or
both of CAROL L. ROYAL has
been filed by BRET ROYAL in
the Superior Court of California,
County of SAN BERNARDINO.
THE PETITION FOR PROBATE
requests that BRET ROYAL be
appointed as personal representa-
tive to administer the estate of the
decedent.

THE PETITION requests
authority to administer the estate
under the Independent Administra-
tion of Estates Act. (This authority
will allow the personal representa-
tive to take many actions without
obtaining court approval. Before
taking certain very important ac-
tions, however, the personal rep-
resentative will be required to give
notice to interested persons unless
they have waived notice or consent-
ed to the proposed action.) The in-
dependent administration authority
will be granted unless an interested
person files an objection to the peti-
tion and shows good cause why the
court should not grant the authority.
A hearing on the petition will be
held August 3, 2022 at 9:00 a.m.
in Dept. No. S37 at Superior Court
of California, County of San Ber-
nardino, 247 West Third Street,
San Bernardino, CA 92415, San
Bernardino District.

Filed: APRIL 27,2022

NICOLE CART-
WRIGHT, Deputy Court Clerk
IF YOU OBIECT to the grant-
ing of the petition, you should
appear at the hearing and state
your objections or file written ob-
jections 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 person-
al representative appointed by the
court within the later of either (1)
four months from the date of first is-
suance of letters to a general person-
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al representative, as defined in sec-
tion 58(b) of the California Probate
Code, or (2) 60 days from the date
of mailing or personal delivery to
you of a notice under Section 9052
of the California Probate Code.
Other California statutes and
legal authority may affect your
rights as a creditor. You may
want to consult with an attorney
knowledgeable in California law.
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file
kept by the court. If you are a per-
son interested in the estate, you
may file with the court a Request
for Special Notice (form DE-154)
of the filing of an inventory and
appraisal of estate assets or of any
petition or account as provided
in Probate Code section 1250. A
Request for Special Notice form
is available from the court clerk.
Filed:  APRIL 27, 2022
Attorney for BRET ROYAL:
R. SAM PRICE SBN 208603
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC
300ESTATESTREET SUITE 620

REDLANDS, CA 92373

Phone (909) 328 7000
Fax 909) 475 8800
sam@pricelawfirm.com

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on June
10, June 17 & June 24, 2022.

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
FOR CHANGE OF NAME

CASE NUMBER CIV BA
2200218

TO ALL INTERESTED
PERSONS: Petitioner: PAULA
ISHAK BEKHEET DAWOOD
filed with this court for a decree
changing names as follows:

PAULA ISHAK BEKHEET
DAWOOD to MASRI ISHAK
DAWOOD

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

Notice of Hearing:

Date: July 18,2022

Time: 1:30 PM.

Department: B-2

The address of the court is

Superior Court of California,
County of San Bernardino,

235 East Mountain View
Street, Barstow, CA 92311,

Barstow District-Civil Divi-
sion

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: 05/18/2022

Judge James R. Baxter

Judge of the Superior Court.

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on June 10, 17
& 24 and July 1,2022.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS NAME

STATEMENT  FILE ~ NO-
FBN20220004676

The following person(s) is(are) do-
ing business as: L.A. Marketing Group,
10950 ARROW RTE #1962, RANCHO
CUCAMONGA, CA 91729

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY

Mailing Address: , JOEL D
QUIROZ, 10950 ARROW RTE #1962,
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91729

Business is Conducted By: AN
INDIVIDIAL

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

s/JOEL QUIROZ, OWNER This
statement was filed with the County
Clerk of SAN BERNARDINO on:
05/13/2022

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

Began Transacting Business: N/A

County Clerk,

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

06/10/2022,
06/24/2022,07/01/2022

06/17/2022,

AMENDED FICTITIOUS BUSI-
NESSNAME

STATEMENT
FBN20220003232

The following person(s) is(are) do-
ing business as: LITTLE BEAR BOT-
TLE SHOP, 28578 STATE HIGHWAY
18, UNIT A, SUITE 3, SKYFOREST,
CA 92385

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY

Mailing Address: PO BOX 857,
SKYFOREST, CA 92385,

LITTLEBEAR LLC,

28578 STATE HIGHWAY 18,
UNIT A, SUITE 3, SKYFOREST, CA
92385

STATE OF INC./ORG./REG. CA

Business is Conducted By: A LIM-
ITED LIABILITY COMPANY

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

s/NATHAN SAMUEL HAZ-
ARD, CEO

This statement was filed with the
County Clerk of SAN BERNARDINO
on: 04/11/2022

Thereby certify that this is a correct
copy of the original statement on file in

FILE ~ NO-

my office.

Began  Transacting  Business:
06/04/2021

County Clerk,

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

05/06/2022,05/13/2022,
05202022, 05/27/2022;  06/10/2022,
06/17/2022, 06/24/2022, 07/01/2022

AMENDED FICTITIOUS BUSI-
NESSNAME

STATEMENT
FBN20220003583

The following person(s) is(are) do-
ing business as: KJ FLIP FLOPPING,
6302 APPLE AVE, RAILTO, CA 92377

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY

Mailing Address: 6302 APPLE
AVE, RAILTO, CA 92377, JOSEPH F
SANCHEZ, 6302 APPLE AVE, RAIL-
TO, CA 92377, KERRI SANCHEZ,
6302 APPLE AVE, RIALTO, CA 92377

Business is Conducted By: A
MARRIED COUPLE

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

s/JOSEPH F SANCHEZ, OWN-
ER This statement was filed with the
County Clerk of SAN BERNARDINO
on: 04/18/2022

Thereby certify that this is a correct
copy of the original statement on file in

FILE ~ NO-

my office.

Began  Transacting  Business:
04/11/2022

County Clerk,

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

05/06/2022,05/13/2022,
05202022, 05/27/2022;  06/10/2022,
06/17/2022, 06/24/2022, 07/01/2022

FBN 20220004651
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: HIGHLAND VILLAGE
DENTISTRY. 7291 BOULDER
AVE STE 2B HIGLAND, CA 92346
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
CHANDRA CHOKALIN-
GAM 7291 BOULDER AVE
STE 2B HIGHLAND, CA 92346.
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, | declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ CHANDRA CHO-
KALINGAM, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 13, 2022
I hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 05/20/2022, 05/27/2022,
06/03/2022, 06/10/2022 CNB-
B20202207IR

FBN 20220004104

The following person is doing business
as: PACIFIC WEST HVAC-R. 790 N
TULARE WAY UPLAND, CA 961786
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
FIDEL MEZA JR 790 N TU-
LARE WAY UPLAND, CA 91786.
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ FIDEL MEZA JR, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 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 statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 05/20/2022, 05/27/2022,
06/03/2022, 06/10/2022 CNB-
B20202216IR

FBN 20220004151

The following person is doing business
as: VENTURA’S TOWING & TRANS-
PORTATIONLLC.451 W.9THSTREET
APT 2 SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92401
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
VENTURA'S TOWING & TRANS-
PORTATION LLC 451 W. 9TH
STREET #2 SAN BERNARDINO,
CA 92401; 451 W. 9TH STREET APT
2 SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92401; .
The business is conducted by: A LIM-
ITED  LIABILITY = COMPANY.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s /
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 03, 2022
I hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 05/20/2022, 05/27/2022,
06/03/2022, 06/10/2022 CN-
BB20202215MC

FBN 20220004628

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ZENJAY CONTRACT-
ING. 14050 CHERRY AVE SUITE

R #333 FONTANA, CA 92337
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
ZENJAY 12300 MORRISON ST
MORENO VALLEY, CA 92555
14050 CHERRY AVE  SUITE
R #333 FONTANA, CA 92337,

The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.

The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
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istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
N /
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 12, 2022
T hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/20/2022, 05/27/2022,

06/03/2022, 06/10/2022 CN-
BB20202207MT
FBN 20220004570

The following person is doing business
as: LEOS AUTO BODY. 2018 W FOOT-
HILL BLVD UPLAND, CA 91786
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
ABEL TOROSIAN 2018 W FOOT-
HILL BLVD UPLAND, CA 91786.
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ ABEL TOROSIAN, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 12, 2022
T hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/20/2022, 05/27/2022,

06/03/2022, 06/10/2022 CN-
BB20202206MT
FBN 20220004415

The following person is doing business
as: NEW PROPERTY MANAGE-
MENT, LLC. 517 N MOUNTAIN
AVE NUM 104 UPLAND, CA 91786
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
NEW PROPERTY MANAGE-
MENT LLC 517 N MOUNTAIN
AVE NUM 104 UPLAND, CA
91786; 517 N MOUNTAIN AVE
NUM 104 UPLAND, CA 91786; .
The business is conducted by: A LIM-
ITED LIABILITY COMPANY.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
N /
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 09, 2022
T hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/20/2022, 05/27/2022,

06/03/2022, 06/10/2022 CN-
BB20202205MT
FBN 20220004476

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: THE LIGHT HOUSE.
23964 SPRUCE DRIVE GREEN
VALLEY LAKE, CA 92341
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
TEAM SHAKE & BAKE ESTATE
INC 33078 ARROWBEAR DRIVE
RUNNING SPRINGS, CA 92382;
23964 SPRUCE DRIVE GREEN
VALLEY LAKE, CA 92341;

The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
N /
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Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 10, 2022
T hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/20/2022, 05/27/2022,

06/03/2022, 06/10/2022 CN-
BB20202204SB
FBN 20220005194

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: DANNY KATY TRUCK-
ING. 7231 BOULDER AVE
#171 HIGHLAND, CA 92346
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
KATHLEEN A. HARPER 6934
SEINE AVE HIGHLAND, CA 92346.
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ KATHLEEN A. HARPER, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 04, 2022
T hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/20/2022, 05/27/2022,

06/03/2022, 06/10/2022 CN-
BB20202203MT
FBN 20220004542

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: T°S CONSTRUCTION. 32798
KENTUCKY ST YUCAIPA, CA 92399
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
TOMOTHY S TIMMERMAN 32798
KENTUCKY ST YUCAIPA, CA 92399.
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ TOMOTHY N TIM-
MERMAN, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 11, 2022
T hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 05/20/2022, 05/27/2022,
06/03/2022, 06/10/2022 CN-
BB20202202MT

FBN 20220004274
The following person is doing busi-
ness as:  OMO-OYE  ENTER-
PRISE. 16405 VALENCIA AVE
#206 FONTANA, CA 92335
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
OYEJIDESOYENPEMI 16405 VALEN-
CIA AVE #206 FONTANA, CA 92335.
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ OYEJIDE S OYENPEMI, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 05, 2022
T hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
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ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 05/20/2022, 05/27/2022,
06/03/2022, 06/10/2022 CN-
BB2020220IMT

FBN 20220004298

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: TRAPGUMMIES 15847 AR-
BURY ST HESPERIA, CA 92345

PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO

ANDRE VICTOR PEREZ 15847
ARBURY ST HESPERIA, CA 92345

The business is conducted by: AN
INDIVIDUAL.

The registrant commenced to trans-
act business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: APR 29,
2022

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

s/ LUIS MATA, OWNER

Statement filed with the County
Clerk of San Bernardino on: MAY 05,
2022

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

Notice-This fictitious name 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 common law (see
Section 14400 et seq., Business and Pro-
fessions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino
County Sentinel 05/27/2022, 06/03/2022,
06/10/2022, 06/17/2022 CN-
BB22202204MC

FBN 20220004682

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: STUFF BOYS. 7537 MCKIN-
LEY AVE SAN BERNARDINO, CA
92410311 W CIVIC CENTER DR STEB
SANTA ANA, CA 92701

PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO

LUIS MATA 7537 MCKINLEY
AVE SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410.

The business is conducted by: AN
INDIVIDUAL.

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

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

s/ LUIS MATA, OWNER

Statement filed with the County
Clerk of San Bernardino on: MAY 13,
2022

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

Notice-This fictitious name 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 common law (see
Section 14400 et seq., Business and Pro-
fessions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino
County Sentinel 05/27/2022, 06/03/2022,
06/10/2022, 06/17/2022 CNB-
B22202203CV

FBN 20220003956

The following person is doing
business as: JOY B JEWELRY. 10935
TERRA VISTA PKWY #264 RANCO
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730

PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO

MOHAMMAD JOYBARI 10935
TERRA VISTAPKWY #264 RANCHO
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730.

The business is conducted by: AN
INDIVIDUAL.

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

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

s/ MOHAMMAD
OWNER

Statement filed with the County
Clerk of San Bernardino on: APRIL 27,
2022

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

Notice-This fictitious name 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

JOYBARI,
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name in violation of the rights of another
under federal, state, or common law (see
Section 14400 et seq., Business and Pro-
fessions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino
County Sentinel 05/27/2022, 06/03/2022,
06/10/2022, 06/17/2022 CNB-
B22202202IR

FBN 20220004790

The following person is doing
business as: CORNER EATERY. 6889
RAMONA AVE ALTA LOMA, CA
91701311 W CIVIC CENTER DR STE B
SANTA ANA, CA 92701

PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO

LEAH G SUMPTER 6889 RA-
MONA AVE ALTA LOMA, CA 91701.

The business is conducted by: AN
INDIVIDUAL.

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

By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and cor-
rect. 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 informa-
tion on this statement becomes Public
Record upon filing.

s/ LEAH G SUMPTER, OWNER

Statement filed with the County
Clerk of San Bernardino on: MAY 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

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 common law (see
Section 14400 et seq., Business and Pro-
fessions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino
County Sentinel 05/27/2022, 06/03/2022,
06/10/2022, 06/17/2022 CN-
BB22202201FA

FBN 20220004698
The following person is doing business
as: DOGWOOD BAR & GRILL. 870
N. STATE HIGHWAY 173 SUITE B
LAKE ARROWHEAD, CA 92352P.O
BOX 1041 BLUE JAY, CA 92317
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
CHAD E RATLYFF 870 N. STATE

HIGHWAY 173 SUITE B LAKE
ARROWHEAD, CA 92352.
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.

The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ CHAD E RATLYFF, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 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
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 06/03/2022, 06/10/2022,
06/17/2022, 06/24/2022 CNB-
B22202218IR

FBN 20220004913

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: CHURCH’S CHICKEN
#10753; CHURCH’S CHICKEN. 14507
PALMDALE ROAS VICTORVILLE,
CA 9239211408 FIGTREE TER-
RACE ROAD CORONA, CA 92392
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
FSPS GROUP, INC. 11408 FIGTREE
ROAD CORONA, CA 92883; 14507
PALMDALE ROAS VICTORVILLE,
CA 92392; 11408 FIGTREE TER-
RACE ROAD CORONA, CA 92392.
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ SAMEER SARKER, PRESIDENT
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 23, 2022
I hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
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rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/03/2022, 06/10/2022,

06/17/2022, 06/24/2022 CNB-
B22202217IR
FBN 20220004914

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: LA COMEITHDA. 632
NILES ST SAN BERNARDINO,
CA 9240412656 LASSELLE ST
MORENO VALLEY, CA 92553
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
JONATHAN R GIRON 12656 LASSE-
LLE STMORENO VALLEY, CA 92553.
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, [ declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ JONATHAN R GIRON, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 23, 2022
I hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/03/2022, 06/10/2022,

06/17/2022, 06/24/2022 CNB-
B22202216IR
FBN 20220005009

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: SWANN CLEANING. 15010
SPRING ST FONTANA, CA 92335
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
ISAIAH 1 OGUNLEYE 15010
SPRING ST FONTANA, CA 92335.
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ ISAIAH I OGUNLEYE, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 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 statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/03/2022, 06/10/2022,

06/17/2022, 06/24/2022 CNB-
B22202215IR
FBN 20220005045

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: JT SOLAR. 4758 INDIIO
AVE YUCCA VALLEY, CA 92284
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
DANIEL G WATSON 4758 INDIO
AVE YUCCA VALLEY, CA 92284.
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ DANIEL G WATSON, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 26, 2022
I hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/03/2022, 06/10/2022,

06/17/2022, 06/24/2022 CNB-
B22202214IR
FBN 20220004947

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: MIRACLE JANITORIAL
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SERVICES. 18160 RAMONA
AVE  FONTANA, CA 92336
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
MILAGRO CASTILLO 18160 RA-
MONA AVE FONTANA, CA 92336.
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ MILAGRO CASTILLO, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 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 statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/03/2022, 06/10/2022,
06/17/2022, 06/24/2022 CNB-
B22202213CH

FBN 20220005004
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: BREAKTHROUGH
CHAPEL INT. 721 NEVADA ST
#03 REDLANDS, CA 92373
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
BREAKTHROUGH CHAPEL IN-
TERNATIONAL, INC. 721 NE-
VADA ST #203 REDLANDS,
CA  92373; 721 NEVADA ST
#203 REDLANDS, CA 92373;
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ BENJAMIN  AFFOR, CEO
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 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 statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 06/03/2022, 06/10/2022,
06/17/2022, 06/24/2022 CN-
BB22202212MT

FBN 20220005027

The following person is doing business
as: IFIXPRO. 500 INLAND CENTER
DR 434 SAN BERNARDINO, CA
92408500 INLAND CENTER DR
434 SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92408
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
LIONS STABLE LLC 500 INLAND
CENTER DR 434 SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92408; 500 INLAND CEN-
TER DR 434 SAN BERNARDINO,
CA 92408; 500 INLAND CENTER DR
434 SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92408.
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ MUSTAFA BARBAARSLAN, CEO
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 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 statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 06/03/2022, 06/10/2022,
06/17/2022, 06/24/2022 CN-
BB22202211MT

FBN 20220004838

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: SPECIAL PRICE TREE
CARE. 112 SIR  TRISTRAM
DR  RIVERSIDE, CA 92507
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PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
GERARDO M AGUILAR
JR 112 SIR TRISTRAM DR
RIVERSIDE, CA 92507.
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.

The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/GERARDOMAGUILARJR,OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 19, 2022
I hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 06/03/2022, 06/10/2022,
06/17/2022, 06/24/2022 CN-
BB22202210MT

FBN 20220004820

The following person is doing business
as: DINAS APPAREL. 10856 LEMON
GRASS AVE FONTANA, CA 92337

PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
BALBINA PAEZ 11083 CATAW-
BA AVE FONTANA, CA 92337
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.

The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ BALBINA PAEZ, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 19, 2022
I hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 06/03/2022, 06/10/2022,
06/17/2022, 06/24/2022 CN-
BB22202209MT

FBN 20220004765

The following person is doing business as:
RED PHARMACY. 490 ALABAMA
ST SUITE #104 REDLANDS, CA 92373
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
ESORX INC 732 N MOUNTAIN
AVE SUITE #A UPLAND, CA
91786; 490 ALABAMA ST SUITE
#104 REDLANDS, CA 92373;

The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ EDWARD MICHAEL DENG,
PRESIDENT/CEO//CFO/DIRECTOR
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 18, 2022
I hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 06/03/2022, 06/10/2022,
06/17/2022, 06/24/2022 CN-
BB22202208SMT

FBN 20220004555

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: DIP LANDD. 745 W HIGH-
LAND AVE SAN BERNARDINO,
CA 924054779 SAN MIGUEL AVE
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92407

PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
DEWANNA PAYNEADAM-

LEE 4779 SAN MIGUEL AVE
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92407.
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
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name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ DEWANNA PAYNE-
ADAM-LEE, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 11, 2022
I hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 06/03/2022, 06/10/2022,
06/17/2022, 06/24/2022 CN-
BB22202206MT

FBN 20220004633

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: GINA’S KITCHEN + CA-
TERING. 8220 HAVEN AVE #100
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
GINA’S CATERING & EVENTS, LLC
16809 BARBEE ST FONTANA, CA
92336; 8220 HAVEN AVE #100 RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730; .
The business is conducted by: A LIM-
ITED LIABILITY COMPANY.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ JORGE VASQUEZ,
MANAGING MEMBER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 12, 2022
I hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 06/03/2022, 06/10/2022,
06/17/2022, 06/24/2022 CN-
BB22202205MT

FBN 20220005052

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: MADEX. 4200 CHINO
HILLS PKWY UNIT 650 STE
106 CHINO HILLS, CA 91709
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
MADEX BEAUTY LLC 5973
SNOWGRASS TRAIL RIVER-
SIDE, CA 92509; 4200 CHINO
HILLS PKWY UNIT 650 STE
106 CHINO HILLS, CA 91709;

The business is conducted by: A LIM-
ITED LIABILITY COMPANY.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ BIANCA M. BIN, MAN-
AGING MEMBER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 26, 2022
I hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 06/03/2022, 06/10/2022,
06/17/2022, 06/24/2022 CN-
BB22202204MT

FBN 20220005036

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: JJE TRUCKING. 629
E 7TH ST UPLAND, CA 91786
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
LUIS A FLORES MONTENEGRO
629 E 7TH 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 information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
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which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ LUIS A FLORES MON-
TENEGRO, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 26, 2022
I hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement ex-
pires five years from the date it was filed
in the office of the county clerk. A new
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 common law (see
Section 14400 et seq., Business and Pro-
fessions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino
County Sentinel 06/03/2022, 06/10/2022,

06/17/2022, 06/24/2022 CN-
BB22202203MT
FBN 20220004970

The following person is doing business as:
A-S5FLEETSERVICE,INC.7127 CONE-
JO DR SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92404
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
A-5 FLEET SERVICE, INC. 7127
CONEJO DR SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92404; 7127 CONEJO DR
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92404; .
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ JOSE A. ARROYO ES-
CAMILLA, PRESIDENT
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 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 statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 06/03/2022, 06/10/2022,
06/17/2022, 06/24/2022 CN-
BB22202202MT

FBN 20220004996

The following person is doing business as:
THEFUN TRUCK. 1663 ECHO DRIVE
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92404
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-

NESS SAN BERNARRDINO
JOHN L. MARTINEZ 1663
ECHO DRIVE SAN BER-
NARDINO, 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 information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ JOHN L. MARTINEZ, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 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 statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 06/03/2022, 06/10/2022,
06/17/2022, 06/24/2022 CN-
BB2220220IMT

FBN 20220004981

The following person is doing business
as: BURGER POINT. 444 W. MILL
ST SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92401
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
BURGER POINT LLC 444 W.
MILL ST. SAN BERNARDINO,
CA 92401; 444 W. MILL ST SAN
BERNARDINO, CA  92401;

The business is conducted by: A LIM-
ITED  LIABILITY  COMPANY.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
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s/

Statement filed with the County
ClerkofSanBernardinoon: MAY 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 statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 06/10/2022, 06/17/2022,
06/24/2022, 07/01/2022 CNB-
B232022161R

FBN 20220004893

The following person is doing business as:
MAS TRUCKING; MAS HAUL. 589
W. CASMALIA ST RIALTO, CA 92377
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
CARO JOSHUA 589 W. CAS-
MALIA ST RIALTO, CA 92377
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ CARO JOSHUA, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 23, 2022
I hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 06/10/2022, 06/17/2022,
06/24/2022, 07/01/2022 CNB-
B23202215IR

FBN 20220004741

The following person is doing business
as: MILLENNIUM REAL ESTATE
SOLUTIONS. 1255 W COLTON AVE
STE 143 REDLANDS, CA 92223
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
MILLENNIUM ENTERPRISES, LLC
1255 W COLTON AVE STE 143 RED-
LANDS, CA 92223; 1255 W COLTON
AVE STE 143 REDLANDS, CA 92223;.
The business is conducted by: A LIM-
ITED  LIABILITY  COMPANY.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ ALIMON WILLIAMS, MANAGER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 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 statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 06/10/2022, 06/17/2022,
06/24/2022, 07/01/2022 CNB-
B23202214IR

FBN 20220005076
The following person is doing busi-
ness as:  PROBID  CONSULT-
ING. 7724 HESS PL. #l RAN-

CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91739
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
RICHARD ALVAREZ 7724 HESS PL.
# RANCHOCUCAMONGA, CA91739.
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ RICHARD ALVAREZ, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 26, 2022
I hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
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filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 06/10/2022, 06/17/2022,
06/24/2022, 07/01/2022 CN-
BB23202213MT

FBN 20220005148

The following person is doing business
as: D&M MARKETING. 522 E MARI-
POSA DR REDLANDS, CA 92373
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
DONNA M BUSH 522 E MARIS-
POSA DR REDLANDS, CA 92373.
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ DONNA M BUSH, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 27, 2022
I hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 06/10/2022, 06/17/2022,
06/24/2022, 07/01/2022 CN-
BB23202212MT

FBN 20220005134

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: KW VISION; KW VISION
KELLER  WILLIAMS; KELLER
WILLIAMS; KELLER WILLIAMS
LUXURY; KW LUXURY; KW COM-
MERCIAL; KW COMMERCIAL
CHINO HILLS; OWN SOCAL HOMES
TEAM; KELLER WILLIAMS VI-
SION; KW CHINO HILLS; KW VI-
SION KELLER WILLIAMS REALTY;
KELLER  WILLIAMS REALTY.
15335 FAIRFIELD RANCH ROAD
STE 100 CHINO HILLS, CA 91709
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
CH MARKET CENTER, INC. 15335
FAIRFIELS RANCH ROAD STE.
100 CHINO HILLS, CA 91709; 15335
FAIRFIELD RANCH ROAD STE
100 CHINO HILLS, CA 91709;

The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ AMY SMITH, CHIEF OP-
ERATIONS OFFICER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 27, 2022
I hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-

ty Sentinel 06/10/2022, 06/17/2022,
06/24/2022, 07/01/2022 CN-
BB23202211MT

FBN 20220005116

The following person is doing busi-

ness as: TORRES GLASS &
WINDOW. 1084 BELVAN AVE
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
JOSE DELGADO AGUAYO
1084 BELVAN AVE SAN
BERNARDINO, CA 92410.
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.

The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/JOSEDELGADO AGUAYO,0OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 27, 2022
I hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
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nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/10/2022, 06/17/2022,

06/24/2022, 07/01/2022 CN-
BB23202210MT
FBN 20220005190

The following person is doing business as:
ESTRELLAS SHOP. 16194 TAWNEY
RIDGE LN VICTORVILLE, CA 92394
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
VIRIDIANA VERA 16194 TAWNEY
RIDGE LN VICTORVILLE, CA 92394.
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ VIRIDIANA VERA, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 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 statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
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ty Sentinel 06/10/2022, 06/17/2022,
06/24/2022, 07/01/2022 CN-
BB23202209MT

FBN 20220005195
The following person is  do-
ing business as: DONA MARIA.
9134 FOOTHILL BLVD RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SABN BERNARDINO
ILE. LLC 6339 TAYLOR CANYON
PL RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA
91739; 9134 FOOTHILL BLVD RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730; .
The business is conducted by: A LIM-
ITED LIABILITY COMPANY.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. T am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ ISIDRO J. ESCOBAR, PRESIDENT
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 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 statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/10/2022, 06/17/2022,

06/24/2022, 07/01/2022 CN-
BB23202208MT

FBN 20220005291
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: THE DELI STATION.
3990 CONCOURS ST  SUITE

108 ONTARIO, CA 917643210 E
GUASTI RD ONTARIO, CA 91761
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PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
JNA EVENTS SERVICES LLC
3210 E GUASTI RD ONTARIO, CA
91761; 3990 CONCOURS ST SUITE
108 ONTARIO, CA 91764; 3210 E
GUASTI RD ONTARIO, CA 91761.
The business is conducted by: A LIM-
ITED LIABILITY COMPANY.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ JEREMY MICHALSKI, MANAGER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: JUNE 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 statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/10/2022, 06/17/2022,

06/24/2022, 07/01/2022 CN-
BB23202207MT
FBN 20220005292

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: THE LOADED HOA-
GIE. 3281 E GUASTI RD SUITE
150 ONTARIO, CA 917613210 E
GUASTI RD ONTARIO, CA 91761
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
JNA EVENTS SERVICES LLC
3210 E GUASTI RD. ONTARIO, CA
91761; 3281 E GUASTI RD SUITE
150 ONTARIO, CA 91761; 3210 E
GUASTI RD ONTARIO, CA 9176l1.
The business is conducted by: A LIM-
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ITED LIABILITY COMPANY.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ JEREMY MICHALSKI, MANAGER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: JUNE 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 statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/10/2022, 06/17/2022,

06/24/2022, 07/01/2022 CN-
BB23202206MT
FBN 20220005282

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: HABLAME/TALK FOR
ME, LANGUAGE SERVICES
(HTFM). 17230 CORONADO
AVE  FONTANA, CA 92336
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SABN BERNARDINO
TALK FOR ME HABLAME INC
17230  CORONADO AVE FON-
TANA, CA 92336; 17230 CORO-
NADO AVE FONTANA, CA 92336; .
The business is conduct-
ed  by: A CORPORATION.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
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aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ANARARCHIBOLDDEMEIJIA,CEO
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: JUNE 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 statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/10/2022, 06/17/2022,

06/24/2022, 07/01/2022 CNB-
B23202205IR
FBN 20220005082

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: CAMILAS REGISTRATION.
16375 ARROW BLVD SUITE B
FONTANA, CA 9233515725 DIAN-
THUS AVE FONTANA, CA 92335
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
MAYBEOLIVASARMENTA 15725DI-
ANTHUS AVE FONTANA, CA 92335.
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ MAYBE OLIVAS AR-
MENTA, OWNER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 26, 2022
I hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
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expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/10/2022, 06/17/2022,

06/24/2022, 07/01/2022 CNB-
B23202204IR
FBN 20220004935

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: NINEPOINT. 997 W
GROVE ST RIALTO, CA 92377
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
NINEPOINT LLC 997 WEST GROVE
STREET RIALTO, CA 92376; 997
W GROVE ST RIALTO, CA 92377, .
The business is conducted by: A LIM-
ITED LIABILITY COMPANY.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ STEVANO SUBANDHI, CEO
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 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 statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
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06/24/2022, 07/01/2022
B23202202IR

CNB-

FBN 20220004886
The following person is doing business as:
LSGFITCO; FOSTER AGENCY; FOS-
TER GOODS; SHADOW DESIGN; LY-
ONSDESIGN. 10300 ARROWRTE 1612
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730;[
MAILING ADDRESS PO BOX 523
RANCHI CUCAMONGA, CA 91739];
PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO
SHADOW SUCCESS SOLUTIONS
LLC 1401 2IST STREET SUITE R
SACRAMENTO, CA 95811; 10300
ARROW RTE 1612 RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91730; PO BOX 523
RANCHI CUCAMONGA, CA 91739.
The business is conducted by: A LIM-
ITED LIABILITY COMPANY.
The registrant commenced to transact
business under the fictitious business
name or names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that all information
in this statement is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true information
which he or she knows to be false is guilty
of a crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also
aware that all information on this state-
ment becomes Public Record upon filing.
s/ STEPHANIE A. LYONS,
MANAGING MEMBER
Statement filed with the County Clerk
of San Bernardino on: MAY 23, 2022
I hereby certify that this copy is a
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name statement
expires five years from the date it was
filed in the office of the county clerk. A
new fictitious business name statement
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the
rights of another under federal, state,
or common law (see Section 14400 et
seq., Business and Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/10/2022, 06/17/2022,
06/24/2022, 07/01/2022 CNB-
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ing Elliott’s endorsement,”
Tamrin Olden, the associa-
tion’s spokesperson said.

Moreover, Olden insisted
there was no substance to
the suggestion that the union
was seeking to place Elliott
on the city council because
his personality flaws, crimi-
nal convictions and history
of scandal involving theft
from a church where he was
the pastor and from a mem-
ber of his own congregation
left him vulnerable to expo-
sure and would allow the
police union to control his
votes, and exploit that par-
ticularly when it came to ap-
proving union contracts and
raises for the department’s
officers.

“To make a statement
claiming that our endorse-
ment process, specifically
our current council endorse-
ments, is dictated by some
alternate agenda is simply
incorrect and unfair to both
the political action commit-
tee and association mem-
bers,” she said.

Just as the police associa-
tion had supported Ibarra in
2018 and by this year was
standing in opposition to her
reelection, Valdivia, who
in 2018 endorsed her and
helped her to victory in that

year’s November run-off,
this year was actively mili-
tating against her. Valdivia’s
campaign consultant, Chris
Jones, assisted Elliott in his
campaign.

Elliott’s campaign fund
through May 27 had taken
in $27493.00 and had uti-
lized most of that money in
directly supporting his elec-
toral effort.

Elliott’s campaign was
further boosted through the
efforts of an independent
expenditure committee
calling itself the Commit-
tee for Ethical Government
to Support Elliott and Op-
pose Ibarra for City Council
2022, which by May 27 had
collected $22,100 and had
spent $19,607.82 for mailers
attacking Ibarra.

Ibarra, who ran a grass-
roots campaign, had spent
$1,352.99 since the begin-
ning of the year, primarily
on signs and her filing fee
for her candidacy.

In the teeth of Elliott’s
aggressive and compara-
tively well-funded cam-
paign, Ibarra found herself
outgunned, as Elliott’s signs
were located virtually ev-
erywhere within the Sec-
ond Ward, as well as in the
visual spread near the vital
road choke points surround-
ing the district.

The only advantages that
had accrued to Ibarra as the
Tuesday June 7 election day
approached was her incum-
bency, fair name recogni-
tion and her performance
in office over the previous
three-and-a-half years.

Shortly after the polls closed
on Tuesday night, the San
Bernardino County Reg-
istrar of Voters released its
first results, consisting of the
mail ballots that had come in
up to that point.

Of the ward’s 13,263 vot-
ers, 670 had sent in mail bal-
lots early enough to arrive
before the polls had closed
on election day, June 7. El-
liott was off to a slim nine-
vote lead, as he claimed 336
votes or 50.15 percent to
Ibarra’s 327 votes or 48.81
percent. Another seven
votes or 1.04 percent in the
form of write-ins went to
Alissa Payne.

At 10 pm. on election
night, no further mail-in
ballots had come in, but the
polling results from ten of
Ward Two’s 17 precincts had
been counted. Those addi-
tions reflected an amazingly
minuscule voter turnout,
with a mere 58 votes hav-
ing been registered at the ten
precincts. Ibarra logged 30
of those and Elliott claimed
26. Two were what the reg-
istrar of voters’ office called
“unresolved write-in” votes.
Elliot led by five votes, 362-
to-357. Whereas previously
he had claimed a major-
ity of the votes cast, Elliott’s
total had dipped below 50
percent, which made for a
crucial distinction. To win
the race outright under San
Bernardino’s charter, a can-
didate must capture a major-
ity vote, that is 50 percent
and at least one more vote.
But with Elliott’s tally of
362 votes and Ibarra’s total

of 357 plus what were at that
point nine write-in votes, El-
liott’s percentage of the vote
had dropped to 49.73, while
Ibarra was at 49.04 percent.

Two hours later, at mid-
night, one further precinct
reported, making 11 out of
17. A total of 65 votes were
cast at that precinct, which
was more than the num-
ber of votes at the 10 pre-
viously counted precincts
combined. Ibarra received
28 of those votes while El-
liott scored 36. There was a
single unresolved write-in
vote in the precinct’s ballot
box. At that point, Elliott
had recaptured a majority of
the vote counted that far, a
total of 398 out of 793 votes
cast, equal to 50.19 percent.
Ibarra had registered 385
votes or 48.55 percent.

Two hours later, as of 2
am. on June 8, no further
precincts had reported but
three more votes for Elliott
were recorded. It is not clear
whence those votes came.
The additional votes boost-
ed his total to 401 of 796
votes cast, or 50.38 percent.
Ibarra remained static with
385 votes, though her per-
centage dipped to 48.37.

At 4 am., the results
from the final six precincts
were tallied and reported,
showing that just one vote
had been cast at the half
dozen precincts, that single
vote being for Ibarra. That
pushed her combined num-
ber of 327 mail ballot votes
and 59 polling place votes to
386 total votes or 4843 per-
cent, while Elliott held a ma-

seq., Business and Professions Code). B232022011R
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 06/10/2022, 06/17/2022,

Jority of the 797 votes cast 4931 percent.

with 401 or 50.31 percent.

That afternoon at 4 p.m.
on June 8§, the registrar
posted an update of the tally,
consisting of the incoming
mail ballots received and
counted that morning and
afternoon. Ibarra received
20 more mail-in votes and
Elliott 14. Thus, Elliott re-
mained in front, with 415
of the 831 votes cast and
Ibarra trailing by nine with
406 votes. At that point, El-
liott could no longer claim to
have a majority of the vote
needed to win the election
outright, as his vote ratio
stood at 4994 percent to
Ibarra’s 48.86 percent.

The following day, 24
hours later at 4 pm. on
Thursday June 9, another
updated posting was made.
Ibarra picked up 25 more
votes from incoming mail-
in ballots, pushing her vote
total to 431. Elliott picked up
13 votes, which meant that
he had suffered a deficit rel-
ative to Ibarra of 12, which
dropped him into second
place by three votes. At that
point, Ibarra was ahead,
431 votes to 428. Two of the
write-in votes received at the
polls were declared to have
been for Payne, giving her
a total of nine votes. The
other write-in vote that had
been cast at one of the pre-
cincts was disregarded. Nei-
ther Ibarra nor Elliott could
claim outright victory, as
neither had a majority of the
vote, with Ibarra favored by
49.65 percent of those vot-
ing and Elliott supported by

At 4 pm. today, Friday
June 10, the mail-in votes
that had come in since the
previous day — 90 for Ibar-
ra, 90 for Elliott and two
write-ins for Payne — were
counted. Thus, at present
and pending a potential
change based upon any fur-
ther mail-in votes that could
yet straggle in, Ibarra is the
winner in a photo finish,
with 521 or 49.62 percent
of the 1,050 total votes cast
so far in the Second Ward,
with Elliott nipping at her
heels with 518 votes or 49.33
percent.

According to the post
office, it is not likely that a
significant number of bal-
lots posted at or prior to 5
p.m. on Tuesday June 7 will
arrive at their destination at
any point after tomorrow’s
mail delivery, meaning the
unofficial election outcome
should be known by the next
posting of results, which is
scheduled for Monday June
13 at 4 pm. Unless Elliott
picks up at least 15 more
votes than Ibarra in the re-
maining counts or unless
Ibarra picks up at least 11
more votes over Elliott in the
remaining counts such that
the difference between the
two becomes greater than
the number of write-in votes
for Payne and any other un-
resolved write-in candidates
so one or the other is able to
lay claim to more than 50
percent of the votes cast, the
two appear to be headed for
arun-off in November.

-Mark Guiglueck
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visors violates the First and
Fourteenth ~ Amendments
to the United States Consti-
tution [by] impermissibly
infring[ing] on voters’ and
incumbents’ First and Four-
teenth Amendment rights.”
Additionally, the writ of
mandate drawn up by Hertz,
Sutton and Sanders main-
tained Measure K violates
“the single subject rule”
pertaining to voter initiatives
and that “Measure K must
not be implemented because
it does not embrace a single
subject.”

In making that final as-
sertion, Hertz, Sutton and
Sanders, ignored that Mea-
sure J, which they main-
tained should be operative

rather than Measure K, like-
wise “embraced”” more than
a single subject.

Ultimately, Judge Don-
ald Alvarez in a ruling is-
sued on August 31, 2021,
while rejecting much of what
Hertz, Sutton and Sanders
had maintained in their suit
on behalf of the supervisors,
found that Measure K can-
not be implemented because
limiting members of the
board of supervisors to four
years on the dais “violates
the 1stand 14th amendments
of the U.S. Constitution.”

The Red Brennan Group
has appealed Judge Alva-
rez’s ruling. As a conse-
quence of the legal challenge
to it, the provisions of Mea-
sure K have never been in
effect.

Despite the thicket of re-
sistance that the Red Bren-
nan Group has had to fight
its way through with virtu-
ally every reform proposal it
has made, it has not given up
on those efforts, showing re-
solve to subject governance
in San Bernardino County
to scrutiny and appeal to the
region’s citizenry to consider
revamping those elements of
the way both the county and
its cities operate where such
changes seem appropriate.

The Red Brennan
Group’s leadership, which
is convinced that the county
had made misrepresenta-
tions about the necessity
and validity of the FP-5 ex-
pansion and sincerely be-
lieves that the county board
of supervisors’ straight out
violated the basic tenant in
the California Constitution
granting taxpayers the right
to ratify by a majority vote
any taxes they are going
to pay with its use of a pro-
test process to expand the
boundaries of the FP-5 as-
sessment zone to cover all of

the county’s unincorporated
areas, further believes that
the San Bernardino County
Firefighters ~ Association’s
assertions made during its
2020 campaign in opposi-
tion to Measure U that the
county does not have the
means to continue to pro-
vide fire service to its remote
rural areas as it has histori-
cally done was disingenu-
ous. In previous years, the
Red Brennan Group notes,
based upon the revenue the
county receives from land-
owners in those area in the
form of unfettered ad valor-
em property tax, the county
met its obligation to provide
all types of basic services,
including fire protection.
While property owners in
the unincorporated county
areas are now being strapped
with a FP-5 assessment they
never approved and never
before were obliged to pay,
according to the Red Bren-
nan Group, the county is
accumulating  substantial
financial reserves defrayed
by an illegal form of double
taxation. The reform collec-
tive pressed forward with an
effort to qualify once more
an initiative for the ballot
challenging the FP-5 expan-
sion, and indeed succeeded
in gathering a sufficient
number of signatures to put
another version of Measure
U on the ballot this year, one
designated as Measure Z,
after the registrar of voters
certified that enough valid
signatures had been affixed
to the petitions seeking the
initiative. The county and its
fire district/fire department
sued the county registrar of
voters to prevent it from in-
cluding Measure Z on the
ballot.

In that lawsuit, the
county/fire district/fire de-
partment asserted that the
petition used by the Red
Brennan Group was factu-
ally incorrect and had misled
voters who signed it. The
Red Brennan’s contention
that the tax is unconstitu-
tional was false, the county
maintains, since in previous
legal sparring over FP-5, San
Bernardino Superior Court
Judge Donald Alvarez made
specific references to court
precedent in other jurisdic-
tions in California whereby
the language in California’s
Constitution  requiring a
two-thirds vote on general
or special taxes was held to
not apply in circumstances
involving annexations into
previously existing assess-
ment districts, as is the case

San Bernardino County Sentinel

with what San Bernardino
County did with FP-5, the
county claimed.

Judge David Cohn, who
considered the case, rejected
the Red Brennan Group’s
contention that the will of the
requisite number of voters
who had signed the petition
had to be complied with, and
he ruled in favor of the fire
district. On March 29, Cohn
made a finding that the peti-
tion misrepresented the fire
tax as unconstitutional. The
Red Brennan Group disput-
ed that and filed a petition to
astate appeals court. The ap-
peals court, seeing that there
was an April 1 deadline for
printing the June 7 ballots,
agreed to hear the matter and
ordered that the ballots be
printed with Measure Z on it.

The county pushed for-
ward with its challenge of
Measure Z. On May 31, after
the appeals court denied the
petition from the Red Bren-
nan Group and lifted its ear-
lier stay, Judge Cohn ruled
that his judgment that Judge
Alvarez’s ruling that FP-5
is constitutional should be
upheld was consistent with
the law and case law. Thus,
Judge Cohn ruled, even if
the voters on June 7 passed
Measure Z, the rescission
of FP-5’s applicability to all
other unincorporated areas
outside of Silverlakes and
Helendale will not stand.

On June 7, the county’s
voters indeed passed Mea-
sure Z. As of today, Friday,
June 10, the registrar of vot-
ers’ tally of the Measure Z
results show 27,554 votes or
58.69 percent in favor of it
and 19,395 or 42.31 percent
opposed to it.

Judge Cohn’s ruling will
not necessarily prove the last
word on whether the FP-5
assessment is applied to the
entirety of unincorporated
San Bernardino County, ac-
cording to the Red Brennan
Group.

“If current returns hold,
voters have enthusiastically
opted to repeal the Fire Pro-
tection Service Zone Five
special tax,” the Red Bren-
nan Group said in a state-
ment. “Election returns to
date indicate the “Yes” or
repeal votes for Measure Z
are nearly 60 percent while
the “No” votes trail at 40
percent. Local headlines
have trumpeted the demise
of Measure Z at the hands of
Superior Court Judge David
Cohn. However, an appeal of
Judge Cohn’s decision was
in place prior to the election.
Final passage of Measure Z
is still an entirely viable sce-
nario.”

Consistently, while Ki-
erman Brennan was yet
alive and in the time that the
group now functioning in his

memory have been pushing
for public agency reform in
San Bernardino, those ad-
vocates have time and again
found themselves, as a con-
sequence of their advocacy,
at odds with the expense of
government and the seem-
ing nonchalance by which
government officials confer
governmental  generosity
upon themselves through the
application of their authority.
Six times — in passing Mea-
sure R in 2012, in qualifying
Measure K in 2020 while
being held to a seemingly
impossibly high and uncon-
stitutional  signature-gather-
ing standard, in qualifying
Measure U for the ballot the
same year while fighting
the county’s similarly un-
lawful  signature-gathering
requirement, in achieving
passage of Measure K, in
getting Measure Z on the
ballot in face of the county’s
resistance and Judge Cohn’s
ruling and in achieving the
voters’ passage of Measure
7 —the Red Brennan Group
has used the citizen initiative
process to further its reform
agenda, only to see the forces
of the government thwart its
accomplishments.

Few entities or individu-
als, or perhaps none at all,
have equaled or surpassed
the Red Brennan Group in
earning the enmity of the po-
litical establishment in San
Bernardino County.

With the Measure R ef-
fort a decade ago, Kiernan
Brennan alarmed the mem-
bers of the board of supervi-
sors, as it was then composed
and which at that time had
but a single member who
is on that panel today, over
the prospect that their own
financial interest might be
impacted by the reform he
and his cohorts were seek-
ing. Today, the board, with
four different members than
were serving in 2012, is as
fiercely resistant to seeing its
members’ personal financial
circumstances affected by
reform.

In 2020, when the board
of supervisors sued its own
clerk to prevent the actua-
tion of Measure K, the Red
Brennan Group leapt into
the breach, asking the court
to take stock of the consid-
eration that legal action the
board was taking was against
an individual answerable to
the board — its own secretary
and clerk—who would notbe
likely to resist with any inten-
sity the board’s interpretation
of the law and the California
Constitution. The Red Bren-
nan Group’s attorney, Aaron
Burden, made a motion be-
fore the court that the Red
Brennan Group be granted
status, as the sponsor of
Measure K, to intervene and

participate in the lawsuit the
county board of supervisors
was pursuing in the effort to
overturn Measure K. Also
seeking to intervene and op-
pose the board of supervi-
sors in preventing Measure
K from being implemented
was the Inland Oversight
Committee, a separate group
of citizens represented by at-
torney Cory Briggs.

Judge David Cohn, who
heard the case, initially,
held that neither Burden nor
Briggs nor the Red Brennan
Group nor the Inland Over-
sight Committee were par-
ties involved in the matter, as
the board of supervisors’ suit
was filed against the clerk of
the board, and as such they
as outsiders did not have sta-
tus to involve themselves in
the proceedings.

Afternearly two weeks of
consideration, Judge Cohn,
in accordance with settled
law, relented and approved
the Red Brennan Group’s
motion to intervene, though
he ruled the Inland Oversight
Committee had no standing
in the matter.

Immediately upon Cohn
granting the Red Brennan
Group status to intervene,
Burden made a preemptory
challenge of Judge Cohn,
based on the Red Brennan
Group’s belief it would not
be able to have a fair and im-
partial trial or hearing before
him. The matter was then
sent to Judge Alvarez for his
consideration.

The Red Brennan
Group’s action in challeng-
ing Judge Cohn, based upon
whatever rationale Burden
and the organization’s lead-
ership had, whether it was
valid or invalid or for what-
ever tactical reasons they
possessed, was ultimately
a strategic faux pas of the
first magnitude. Having al-
ready established itself as
pursuing an agenda con-
trary to that of the county’s
political establishment, the
Red Brennan Group’s sug-
gestion by its challenge that
Judge Cohn was incapable
of dealing with the issues
the group was raising fairly
and squarely was taken not
only as an affront by Judge
Cohn but by the remainder
of the Brethren on the San
Bernardino County Superior
Court bench.

As the champion of San
Bernardino County’s com-
mon men and common
women, the Red Brennan
Group long ago assumed a
stance out of step with the
ethos of rank and privilege
that comes with the terri-
tory of serving as a so-called
“public servant” in San Ber-
nardino County, a station
which by its very definition
paradoxically place such
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“servants” above their “mas-
ters,” the masters being the
average citizens whom the
system of governance was
originally intended to serve.
In San Bernardino County,
the servants have been in-
vested with an authority that
can be defied only at one’s
peril. Burning whatever
bridge the group might have
had with the ultimate arbi-
ters of and determiners of
the social pecking order in
the county, no matter how
tenuous that link might have
been, did not redound in
any way to the Red Bren-
nan Group’s benefit. Rather,
Judge Alvarez, at some level
ultimately to the vindication
of his colleague Judge Cohn,
entered a decision last year
that has so far prevented the
Red Brennan Group from
taking possession of the
victory it scored with the
passage of Measure K by a
supermajority of San Ber-
nardino County’s voters.

The Red Brennan Group
has appealed Judge Alva-
rez’s decision, and the ap-
pellate court has yet to make
its decision on whether the
voters’ call for restoring the
members of the board of
supervisors to the status of
citizen legislators is one that
should be heeded.

Most recently, when the
board of supervisors chal-
lenged the Red Brennan
Group’s successful effort to
put Measure Z on this week’s
ballot, the San Bernardino
County Superior Court’s
executive echelon routed
the case to the courtroom of
Judge Cohn, with whom, as
a consequence of its Decem-
ber 2020 challenge of his
fairness, it was automatically
off on the wrong foot.

Such is the fate of those
who challenge what they
consider tyranny, at least in
San Bernardino County.

Tom Murphy, a spokes-
man for the Red Brennan
Group said, “Despite news
headlines to the contrary,
Measure Z remains very
much alive both from a po-
litical and legal standpoint.
From the political perspec-
tive, it is obvious district
voters see the special tax
exactly for what it is — a
scheme concocted by senior
county bureaucrats to end
run voter-enacted limits set
by Propositions 13 and 218,
From the legal perspective,
the proponents’ attorney ap-
pealed Judge Cohn’s flawed
decision the moment it was
released. The matter is now
in the hands of California’s
4th District Court of Appeal.
If Judge Cohn’s decision is
overturned, and it should be,
Measure Z will be enacted
and voters freed from this
unjust tax.”



