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Clean up your own backyard 
Oh, don't you hand me none of your lines
Clean up your own backyard
You tend to your business; I'll tend to mine
                                        -Elvis Presley

Twenty-three of 290 
Upland residents whose 
properties are being en-
cumbered by additional 
tax assessments that were 
selectively placed on them  
turned the tables on the 
Upland City Council this 
week, during a spontane-
ous rather than planned 
contesting of those offi-

cials’ municipal authority.
Despite the efforts of 

the council members to 
brand two dozen of their 
constituents as scofflaws 
and impose on them 
what were labeled as 
“exorbitant” and “draco-
nian” fines and penalties 
for their alleged failure 
to maintain their prop-

erty, some of those be-
ing singled out for the 
city’s sanctions were 
able to marshal evidence 
to demonstrate that the 
city’s public property – 
for which all five mem-
bers of the council are 
at the ultimate level offi-
cially responsible – is be-
ing maintained in a state 
that is equally or more 
abysmal, in many cases, 
to their own.

According to the city, 
290 primarily residential 
properties in the city at 

one point or another this 
year were overgrown with 
weeds. Of those, as of last 
month 24 were yet out of 
compliance to the point 
that the city had contrac-
tors remove the vegetation 
deemed to not be in code 
or which was creating a 
potential fire hazard. Any 
property owner whose 
yard elicited the attention 
of city employees in this 
manner was immediately 
subjected to a $72 fine. 
That would be the extent 
of it if the landowner rap-

idly complied with the 
city’s demand that the 
weeds be removed. Those 
who tarried would see 
that cost escalate, and in 
some cases, escalate dra-
matically. Owners whose 
properties were cited and 
not immediately purged 
of the complained-about 
vegetation were subject 
to an initial $72 citation 
fee, another $72 post-
ing fee, and thereafter a 
$278 administrative fee 
or a $350 non-compliance 
fee, abatement 

All but a few of this 
election season’s may-
oral and council races in 
San Bernardino County 
have shaped up as of to-
day, with the elapsing of 
today’s 5 p.m. across-the 
board filing deadline for 
candidates in 21 of the 
county’s 22 cities and 
both towns that are to 
hold municipal races in 
November. The lone ex-
ceptions are in those con-
tests where the incumbent 
is not seeking election, 
which by law requires 
that the deadline be ex-
tended another five days, 
in this case until August 
17.

 Both Loma Linda 
and San Bernardino held 
their municipal elections 
in correspondence with 
the June 7 primary. The 
two incumbent council-
men who ran in Loma 
Linda, Phill Dupper and 
Ronald Dailey, prevailed, 
as did the three incum-
bent council members 
in San Bernardino, First 
Ward Councilman Ted 
Sanchez, Second Ward 
Councilwoman Sandra 
Ibarra and Fourth Ward 
Councilman Fred Shorett. 
Helen Tran and James 
Penman proved the top 
vote-getters in the seven-
person race for mayor, 
and they are slated to go 
head-to-head in the final 
match-up in November.

Because the filing 
deadline fell so close to 
the Sentinel’s deadline 
and because the cities of 
Chino Hills, Chino, High-
land, Needles and Upland 
have not posted informa-
tion with regard to their 
elections on their respec-
tive websites, the contes-
tants in all of the races 
cannot presently be listed.

In Adelanto, Diana 
Emeralda, Tonya Ed-
wards, Tracy Hernan-
dez, Jacquelin Diaz, Roy 
Isaiah III, Dominic Cis-
neros, Edward C. Reyes 
and JayShawn Johnson 
are challenging 

Thirty-one residents 
of the High Desert, rep-
resented by two San 
Diego-based law firms, 
have sued Synagro Tec-
nologies and its corporate 
ownership, the American 
multinational investment 
bank Goldman Sachs, 
citing the environmental 
havoc from the fire in its 
unenclosed waste pit that 
has been burning out of 
control for close to two-
and-a-half months.

On behalf of Cath-

erine A. Blevins, Barbara 
Bryson, Alice M. Carri-
gan, Theresa Carter, Judy 
Ceja, Guadalupe Ceja, 
Veronica Davila, Terry 
Deaton, Justine Dellavec-
chia, April Evans, Mariah 
Evans, Patricia A. Evans, 
Andrea M. Figueroa, Jeff 
Gerhart, Norman Hal-
stead, Delfina Harrell, Al-
exandra Hendley, James 
Hood, Brianna Hoody, 
Brooklyn Hoody, Erica 
Jackson, Dorothy Ann 
Jackson, Sean E. Mac-

Donald, Sandra Martin, 
Daniela Natale, John Na-
tale, Carlos Ozuna, Helen 
Ozuna, Bryan Douglas 
Powers, Ilean Sanchez, 
and Lisa R. Sollars, attor-
neys Natasha N. Serino, 
Alexander M. Schack and 
Shannon F. Nocon of the 
Schack Law Group and 
Gregory J. Hout filed suit, 
alleging negligence, strict 
liability for ultrahazard-
ous activity, trespass, 
public nuisance and pri-
vate nuisance.

 Named as defendants 
in the suit are Synagro 
Technologies, Inc. and 
Goldman Sachs Group, 
Inc., as well as Nursery 
Products, LLC and Syna-
gro-WWT, I.

Beginning some 17 
years ago, near the mid-
way point of the first 
decade of the Third Mil-
lenium, Jeff Meberg, a 
wealthy resident of San 
Clemente, founded a 
company he called Nurs-
ery Products, Inc. and 

scanned the Southern 
California horizon for a 
location where the politi-
cal leadership would be 
lame enough to allow him 
to set up an operation to 
which he might import 
waste products originat-
ing from as far away as 
Rancho California, San 
Clemente, Santa Mar-
garita, the South Orange 
County Wastewater Au-
thority in Dana Point 
and Laguna, the Hyper-
ion Plant in 

Daniella Hess Prieto 
has gotten herself into a 
mess of trouble.

Previously, her affini-
ty for methamphetamine 
had complicated her life. 
Nevertheless, her pre-
vious run-ins with the 
law generally extended 
to simple possession of 
drugs charges, primarily 
misdemeanors.

Earlier this year 
things escalated some-
what when she was ar-
rested on a charge of 

maintaining premises 
where drugs were sold or 
could be obtained.

Now she is charged 
with capital murder. The 
circumstance of her ar-
rest would seem to in-
dicate she was making a 
dash for the border, and 
was about to go under-
ground in Mexico.

Now 40 years old, 
Daniella Maria Hess Pri-
eto has been somewhat 
itinerant, moving around 
to different locations 

mostly in San Bernardi-
no County, departing for 
a different locale when 
elements of her lifestyle 
have caught up with her. 
Most recently, she was 
living in Wonder Valley, 
having gone there after 
she was accused of run-
ning a drug house in Big 
Bear.

Over the weekend, 
when members of her 
family had not heard 
from her, even after sev-
eral attempts to reach 

her by phone, one of 
those family members 
contacted the Morongo 
Basin Sheriff’s Station, 
requesting that a wel-
fare check on her be car-
ried out. Deputies were 
dispatched to her latest 
known residence in the 
7000 block of Nablee 
Road in Wonder Valley 
around 8:36 a.m. Sunday 
morning. As the depu-
ties came up on the resi-
dence, they discovered a 
man, later identified as 

56-year-old Gary Sim-
rak of Wonder Valley, 
lying in the road. Sim-
rak had sustained a gun-
shot wound and could 
not be revived. He was 
pronounced dead at the 
scene.

When deputies sought 
to raise Hess Prieto at 
her residence, she was 
not there.

Homicide investi-
gators who were sum-
moned in short order 
came  to  the

By Mark Gutglueck
As much as any po-

litical entity in San 
Bernardino County and 
far more than most, the 
West Valley Water Dis-
trict Board of Directors 
has over the last eight 
months undergone an 
orientational, organiza-
tional and compositional 
change.

Despite its size and 
status among far larger 
local governmental or-
ganizations and its rela-

tively confined function, 
over the last five years 
the West Valley Water 
District has proven to be 
the most politically con-
tentious governmental 
operation in San Ber-
nardino County.

The dynamics of the 
relationship between 
two of the district’s lead-
ers, which began amia-
bly enough but devolved 
into a bitter enmity and 
power struggle, domi-
nated the district. As of 

last month, both of those 
personalities have left.

Clifford Young, who 
in 2004 served an ab-
breviated stint on the 
San Bernardino County 
Board of Supervisors, 
was arguably the region’s 
most influential African 
American Republican. 
An educator and admin-
istrator at Cal State San 
Bernardino, Young was 
elected to the West Val-
ley Water District Board 
of Directors in 2013. One 

of his neighbors was 
Mike Taylor, a law en-
forcement professional 
who had risen to the po-
sition of Baldwin Park 
police chief. He, too, was 
a Republican. Taylor, 
at Young’s suggestion, 
ran for the West Valley 
board in 2015, but was 
unsuccessful. The board 
oversees the district, 
which provides water to 
some 80,000 residents 
in portions of Fontana, 
Rialto, Colton, Bloom-

ington and northern Riv-
erside County. In 2017, 
with Young seeking re-
election to the board, he 
joined forces with Taylor 
in a combined election 
campaign that proved 
successful for both.

In the aftermath of 
the 2015 departure of the 
district’s general man-
ager, Anthony “Butch” 
Araiza, who had guided 
the district for two de-
cades, Young had sought 
to assert his 
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costs equal to what the 
city contractor charged 
for removing the weeds 
from the property and an 
abatement supervision fee 
tacked on by the city. Mul-
tiple homeowners were 
hit with charges of $700 
or greater, several with 
charges exceeding $800 
and a handful sustained 
charges beyond that, ap-
proaching or exceeding in 
some cases $10,000.

To levy those fines 
and assessments, the city 
council was required 
to hold a public hear-
ing which gives prop-
erty owners charged with 
abatement costs and/
or administrative fees 
a chance to address the 
council prior to the coun-
cil approving the list of 
assessments that city staff 
represents as intended to 
defray the costs of carry-
ing out the inspections of 
the subject properties, cit-
ing the property owners 
and informing them of 
having to remove the un-
wanted vegetation, moni-
toring the property for 
compliance and, in those 
cases where the vegeta-
tion removal did not oc-
cur, bringing in a city 
contractor to effectuate 
the weed abatement.

Monday night the Up-
land City Council was 
due to accept a report on 
the city’s annual weed 
abatement program and 
sign off on placing assess-
ments on the properties 
of city residents the city’s 
code enforcement divi-
sion says it took abate-
ment action against ear-
lier this year.

City officials sought, 
and initially succeeded, 
in setting the frame of 
reference and defining the 
issue.

Under the guidance 
of Robert Dalquest, Up-
land’s Director of Devel-
opment Services, Julie 
Hernandez, the city’s 
weed abatement coordi-
nator, initially assured 
the city council that the 
city carries out its in-
spection, citation, rein-
spection, follow-up and 
abatement processes in 
a by-the-book fashion, 
giving those cited ample 
warning and adequate 
information to allow the 

excessive vegetation to 
be removed prior to the 
abatement by the city 
contractor taking place, 
which entails greater ex-
pense for the property 
owner. She used a power 
point presentation which 
was visible to those with-
in the council chambers 
as well as anyone viewing 
the meeting on the local 
cable network and on the 
city’s website.

According to Hernan-
dez, every inspection 
and notice was uniformly 
done for every property 
found to be out of compli-
ance. That work, she said, 
was carried out without 
favoritism or bias.

“It was all the same 
for every property in Up-
land,” she said.

The city council in 
February approved a res-
olution declaring what the 
city defined as “unmain-
tained” properties and 
those where fire hazards 
existed as code violations. 
On March 1, Hernandez 
said, the city initiated in-
spections of properties. A 
file was opened on prop-
erties deemed to be in 
violation and the property 
owners were given a ten-
day timeframe to bring 
the properties into com-
pliance, followed by a site 
inspection. That action 
triggered a minimum $72 
charge to the property 
owner, she said.

Residents were given 
adequate warning of the 
program and an expla-
nation of the standards 
the city was applying, 
Hernandez said. “The 
residents were notified by 
the city website, the [City 
Hall] marquee, social me-
dia,” she said. “Also, a 
notice was included in all 
water or utility bills that 
were sent for residents in 
the City of Upland. That 
was the first notification 
that inspections would 
be starting in the city. On 
March 26, I held a public 
education meeting at the 
Carnegie Building, just 
so that anybody that got 
a notice, if they had any 
questions, I was there to 
personally answer any 
questions they might 
have.”

If the properties were 
at that point considered 
to be in compliance, she 
said, the case was con-
sidered to be closed. If 
compliance with the city’s 
code was not achieved, 
she said, photos of the 
violations and further no-
tation of the situation was 

made in the case file for 
that property not brought 
into compliance. At a 
council meeting on June 
13, the council declared 
non-compliant properties 
as hazards and requested 
the abatement of fire haz-
ards and nuisances.

Abatements were ini-
tiated June 14, with site 
inspections and postings 
on the property occurring 
before the abatement was 
begun, Hernandez said.

“Site inspection and 
postings before abate-
ment were done,” Her-
nandez said. “If the viola-
tions were corrected, then 
the case was closed. So, 
at the posting time, we 
went up to every door and 
knocked and were able 
to meet with most people 
to let them know that an 
abatement was going to 
happen. If they weren’t 
available at the time of 
posting, then we posted 
the notice on their door.”

From June 18 until 
July 24, she said, abate-
ments were completed on 
24 properties.

As a result, she said, 
those cited whose prop-
erties were abated were 
subject to an initial $72 
citation fee, another $72 
inspection fee; a $278 ad-
ministrative fee to cover 
the cost of taking pho-
tos, updating the file and 
preparing a report for the 
city council.

Thus, according to 
Hernandez, the lion’s 
share of those caught up 
in the code enforcement 
action with regard to 
weed abatement were be-
ing fined $422.

“There are invoices 
for $422,” she said. “This 
amount includes the initial 
$72 and an additional $72 
for the second inspection, 
a $278 administrative fee 
that includes the case up-
date, photos, the council 
report preparation. If the 
property was in compli-
ance at this time, then the 
case was closed. So, there 
will be $422 invoices. 
Because the violation ex-
isted there, there are ad-
ministrative fees for the 
notice and the photos and 
things that happen after.”

Ultimately, if further 
action was required, an-
other $72 posting fee was 
levied, along with a $350 
non-compliance fee, as 
well as abatement costs 
and abatement supervi-
sion costs, Hernandez 
said.

“Any invoice over the 
$422 includes the $72 

initial inspection fee, 
then $350 for the second 
inspection and the non-
compliance, then there 
was a $72 posting fee,” 
Hernandez said. “We 
actually conducted an 
inspection at the time of 
posting to let the people 
know that we were go-
ing to come out to do the 
abatement, so that’s $72 
for that. On each of the 
abatements I was pres-
ent just to make sure that 
what we were request-
ing was done and if there 
were any questions from 
the property owner or 
any concerns. I was there 
to answer them, and it 
wasn’t just the contractor. 
I was there at every one of 
the abatements.

“Today, we’re here 
for the final city council 
meeting where we’re ask-
ing permission to place 
the fees and administra-
tive costs on the property 
taxes,” Hernandez said. 
“A total of 290 properties 
were assessed. In 2019, 
there were 376 properties 
assessed. I just wanted to 
make sure you had that 
information so that you 
understood this was how 
the process was through-
out, for every case that 
we had.”

During the public 
hearing, 23 people were 
heard from, 21 who were 
present in the council 
chambers and two who 
spoke by phone.

Many disputed what 
Hernandez said. Some 
claimed that they had 
been given less than clear 
indication of what the lack 
of compliance they were 
cited for entailed and they 
claimed they were not 
given explicit instructions 
as to what they needed to 
do. Others said they had 
removed the weeds or 
made the corrections re-
quested but that the city 
had not acknowledged 
that they had done so. 
Others said they were un-
able to make contact with 
city employees in the af-
termath of receiving the 
notices, despite making 
efforts to do so.

Doug Mullane said he 
was intent on contesting 
the fine against his prop-
erty of $10,928.03.

“I got my first and only 
notice in April,” Mul-
lane said. “I called in to 
get some feedback on 
the notice. The only call 
I got back from them, in 
that call they pretty much 
responded in the same 
way that code enforce-

ment has in that, ‘As long 
as you make progress on 
the work, that’s great. You 
won’t be fined.’ I made 
sure to ask, ‘Can I call 
you back to get feedback 
on my property to get 
support, to find out what 
I need to work more on, 
what I need to focus more 
on?’ From April to late 
June, I called seven times. 
I left six messages and 
never heard one response. 
Because I heard nothing 
back, I had no idea I was 
not doing enough. As a 
result of all of this stuff 
they did on my property, 
you killed at a minimum 
at least 24 of my fruit 
trees, in containers and 
in the ground, big healthy 
fruit trees, destroyed a 
lot of my property. Some 
things, really, had nothing 
to do with weed abate-
ment. Throwing away 
a big picnic table? How 
is that weed abatement? 
What gives the city, this 
forum, the right to de-
stroy my property, to kill 
my fruit trees? What does 
that have to do with weed 
abatement?”

Mullane added, “The 
fine of $10,000 plus is 
way excessive.”

Michael Gillooly, who 
came to the podium with 
his wife Sandra, told 
the council that he and 
his wife had just moved 
to Upland in December 
2021. He said notices 
had come to his home in 
the name of the previous 
property owner.

“We never once got 
a notice,” Gillooly said. 
“It was all sent to the old 
property owner.”

He said he the prop-
erty was posted on June 
17, after which he said 
he used his weed eater 
to take out a shrub in his 
front yard. “I emailed 
Ms. Hernandez several 
times,” Gillooly said, dis-
playing several sheets of 

paper in his hand. “I have 
all of the correspondence 
right here. I even copied 
the mayor, city council, 
and no one returns my 
call or memorializes their 
comments in an email. 
I find it a bit disingenu-
ous when Ms. Hernandez 
suggests she is returning 
or being open in assisting 
the folks here in the City 
of Upland when in fact I 
never got a return email. 
No one could have just 
responded and told me 
how I can redress this or 
how I can fix this?”

Giloolly questioned 
Hernandez’s representa-
tions and veracity.

“She mentions that the 
information that we’re 
supposed to have our 
weed abatement squared 
away via our notices for 
our water bill, but I’ve 
got two months’ worth of 
water bills here and not a 
single mention is listed on 
there about weed abate-
ment,” Gilooly said. “I’m 
hopeful that someone can 
identify where that is. My 
wife was there, too, the 
day that you folks showed 
up with your vendors, and 
they were literally there 
for two minutes. I was 
talking to my wife be-
cause I was at work. She 
says that Ms. Hernan-
dez was not there. It just 
seems there are too many 
holes with respect to the 
process and how all this 
went down.”

Gilooly said he wanted 
to contest the $700 fee he 
and his wife had been hit 
with less than a year after 
moving to the city. “It’s an 
overreach,” he said.

Hernandez and Dahl-
quest had the use of the 
city’s photo- and video-
display system and over-
head projectors to assist 
them in their presentation. 
They were able to present 
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incumbents Daniel Ra-
mos and Joy Jeannette for 
their positions on the city 
council.

It does not appear that 
Mayor Gabriel Reyes has 
filed for reelection, which 
has extended the filing 
deadline until next Friday.

In Apple Valley, in-
cumbent Councilman 
Scott Nassif, who was last 
elected to the town council 
at-large in 2018, is the only 
person who had pulled pa-
pers to run for mayor in 
what is to be the first direct 
mayoral vote in the town’s 
34-year history. Until now, 
the mayor has been cho-
sen from among the five 
members of the council. 
Kari Leon, who was elect-
ed at-large to the council 
in 2018, is seeking election 
to the council in its recent-
ly created District 3. Also 
running for the District 
3 post is Xochiti Baker. 
Curt Emick, last elected 
to the council at-large in 
2018, is running for elec-
tion in the town’s District 
4. Running against him is 
Matthew Rutledge. Nas-
sif, Leon and Emick filed 
their nomination papers 
and the registrar of voters 
office has verified that the 
required number of voter 
endorsements of their can-
didacies. The registrar has 
yet to verify the signatures 
of the signatories on Bak-
er’s and Rutledge’s filings.

In Barstow, Tim Silva, 
the incumbent councilman 
in District 1 is not seeking 
reelection. That has ex-
tended the filing deadline 
in that race until August 
19. Carmen Hernandez 
and Martha O’Brien have 
pulled papers and quali-
fied their candidacies to 
replace Silva. Kelly Parker 
has pulled papers but the 

signatures endorsing his/
her candidacy had not yet 
been verified as of 5 p.m. 
today.

In Barstow’s District 2, 
incumbent James Noble 
has qualified his candi-
dacy in this year’s elec-
tion as has his challenger, 
Terri Peralta.

In Big Bear Lake, in-
cumbent Councilman 
Rick Herrick, who is cur-
rently serving as the city’s 
appointed mayor, has 
qualified his candidacy in 
the city’s District 2. He is 
being challenged by Omar 
Torres Cazares and Kirk 
Seigel, whose candida-
cies had yet to be certified 
through the confirmation 
of the signatures endors-
ing them. Incumbent 
District 3 Councilman 
Randall Putz has quali-
fied his candidacy for this 
year’s race as has Paul 
Sokoloff, who is opposing 
him. Kirk Seigel pulled 
papers to run in District 3, 
but had not qualified his 
candidacy as of this after-
noon. Appointed incum-
bent Councilwoman Perri 
Melnick has qualified her 
candidacy in District 4. 
She will face Robert Bar-
ton and Cory Blake Mi-
holich if they succeed in 
getting their candidacies 
qualified.

A recall against Dis-
trict 1 Councilman Alan 
Lee has been qualified 
for the November ballot. 
Kendi Segovia and Jim 
Eakin are vying against 
one another in the race 
to replace Lee, if indeed 
District 1’s voters choose 
to remove him from of-
fice.

In Chino, Marc Lucio 
is running to remain on 
the council represent-
ing District 3. It has not 
been disclosed whether 
any other candidates are 
seeking the position. The 
candidate filing deadline 
for the District 2 position 
on the council is extended 

to August 17, 2022 at 5:30 
pm pursuant to California 
Elections Code Section 
10225 since the incum-
bent, Walt Pocock, is not 
running. It is known that 
Greg Marquez is running 
in District 2.

In Chino Hills, Ray 
Marquez in District 1, 
Peter Rogers in District 
2, and Brian Johsz in Dis-
trict 4 are seeking reelec-
tion. The city clerk’s of-
fice has not disclosed who 
is running against them.

In Fontana, incumbent 
Mayor Acquanetta War-
ren is being challenged by 
Councilman Jesse Sando-
val, who had not quali-
fied his candidacy as of 5 
p.m. today and Shannon 
O’Brien, whose candida-
cy is qualified. In District 
1, incumbent Councilman 
Phillip Cothran Jr. is be-
ing challenged by Alfred 
Gonzales, whose candi-
dacy has been qualified, 
and Ricardo Quintana, 
whose candidacy is await-
ing verification. In Dis-
trict 4, incumbent John 
Roberts is facing Brian 
Kolde, whose candidacy 
was awaiting certification 
as of 5 p.m. today.

In Hesperia, Council-
man Bill Holland is not 
seeking reelection, which 
has extended the filing 
period until August 17.

Cameron Gregg is 
seeking reelection in Dis-
trict 3, as is Brigit Ben-
nington in District 4.

No information was 
available about the coun-
cil race in Highland, 
where District 2 Council-
woman Anaeli Solano’s 
and District 4 Council-
man John Timmer’s cur-
rent terms end this year.

In Montclair Mayor 
John Dutrey will fend 
off a challenge by Oscar 
Miranda in November. 
Incumbent Councilwom-
an Corysa Martinez and 
Councilman Bill Ruh are 
being challenged by Juliet 

Orozco and Xavier Men-
dez.

Information on candi-
dates in Needles, where 
the two-year term of 
Mayor Jeff Williams 
is to end and the four-
year terms of Zachery 
Longacre, Ed Paget and 
Wade Evans will come to 
a close, is not available.

In Ontario, Mayor 
Paul Leon is facing chal-
lenges from Council-
man Ruben Valencia and 
Christian Garcia. Coun-
cilmen Alan Wapner and 
Jim Bowman are seek-
ing reelection in the face 
of challenges by Celina 
Lopez, Norberto Corona 
and Aaron Bratton.

In Rancho Cucamon-
ga, it appears that Mayor 
Lloyd D. Michael is un-
opposed for mayor.

Incumbent District 2 
Councilwoman Kristine 
Scott is being challenged 
by David VanGorden 
and Joanne Nursall , 
both of whom have qual-
ified their candidacies.

It appears that Third 
District incumbent Ryan 
Hutchison is unopposed

In District 1, where 
those vying will be 
elected to a shortened 
two-year to fill out the 
term to which the late 
Sam Spagnolo was elect-
ed in 2020, Floyd Clark 
and Mary Hannah have 

qualified their candida-
cies and Erick Jimenez, 
Lawrence Henderson, 
Ashley Stickler and 
Rose Stephen Olmsted 
have taken out papers 
but the San Bernardino 
County Registrar of Vot-
ers Office verification of 
the signatures endorsing 
their candidacies was 
pending at press time.

In Redlands, First 
District Councilwoman 
Denise Davis is being 
challenged by Rodgir 
Cohen, whose candidacy 
has been qualified, as 
well as Andrew Hoder 
and Tom Berg, who are 
awaiting a determination 
by the registrar of voters 
that the signatories of 
their candidacy papers 
are indeed registered 
voters in District 1.

In Redlands’ District 
3, the incumbent appoint-
ed councilman, Mick 
Gallagher, is not seeking 
reelection. The filing pe-
riod for the District 3 post 
is extended until August 
17, while Mario Saucedo 
has qualified his candi-
dacy and Mike Saifee is 
awaiting qualification.

Incumbent District 5 
Councilman Paul Barich 
is facing no opposition.

In Rialto, Councilman 
Ed Scott and Council-
woman Karla Perez are 
being challenged by Joe 

Baca, Andrew Seyfried 
and Kelly Erving.

In Twentynine Palms, 
where District 3 Coun-
cilman Dan Mintz, Dis-
trict 4 Councilwoman 
and current Mayor Ka-
molette O’Gilvie and 
District 5 Councilman 
McArthur are up for 
reelection this year, in-
formation on who has 
qualified for this year’s 
contest is not available.

In Upland, it is known 
that Second District 
Councilwoman Janice 
Elliot, Third District 
Councilman Carlos Gar-
cia and Fourth District 
Councilman Rudy Zuni-
ga are intent on seeking 
reelection, but there is 
no information available 
about whether anyone 
has qualified candidacies 
in opposition to them.

In Yucaipa, District 1 
Councilman David Avila 
and District 2 Coun-
cilman Greg Bogh are 
scheduled to stand for 
reelection. The city clerk 
has not released any in-
formation relating to 
those races.

In the Town of Yucca 
Valley, James Schooler’s 
term as District 1 coun-
cil member is coming to 
a close this year as is that 
of District 3 Councilman 
Merl Abel.

-Mark Gutglueck

visual evidence of what 
they said were code viola-
tions and excessive weed 
growth at several proper-
ties in the form of photos. 
Those photos were visible 
on the overhead monitors 
in the council chamber, 
but were not displayed on 
the video broadcast on the 

local cable channels or on 
the city’s website. Sev-
eral of the residents who 
spoke before the council 
brought with them photo-
graphic evidence intend-
ed to show the progress 
they had made in re-
sponding to the citations 
they had received.

Those addressing the 
council had three minutes 
to present their case. The 
city counted against those 
three minutes the time the 
residents had to expend 
in presenting their photo-
graphic evidence, which 

was displayed on the over-
head projectors within the 
council chambers. De-
spite that, the viewers of 
the video broadcast both 
on local cable channels 
and on the city’s website 
were not able to see that 
evidence on their view-
ing screens. This, to some 
degree, undercut the case 
those residents were mak-
ing. In real time, during 
the meeting, the Sentinel 
by text message pointed 
out to Councilman Carlos 
Garcia and Councilwom-

leadership. The election 
of Taylor, with whom 
he was aligned, made it 
possible, at least initially, 
for Young to achieve his 
goal. Less than month 
after the election and 
even before Taylor was 
sworn in, the two – alpha 
male types both – sought 
to make the district over 
into their image. Initially 
each cooperated with 
and went along with the 

other’s designs.
Young, Taylor and 

their two Republican al-
lies on the board, Greg 
Young (who is no blood 
relation to Cliff Young) 
and Kyle Crowther, 
moved at once to purge 
the district of those who 
had earlier obstructed 
Clifford Young’s agenda, 
those being District Gen-
eral Manager Matthew 
Litchfield; Assistant 
General Manager Greg 
Gage; the district’s hu-
man resources manager, 
Karen Logue; the board’s 
secretary, Shanae Smith; 

and Chief Financial Of-
ficer Marie Ricci. The 
only Democrat on the 
board, Don Olinger, had 
been the lone dissident in 
those sackings.

Taylor, for his part, 
was able to obtain to key 
appointments/hirings at 
West Valley that fit his 
intentions: the hiring of 
Baldwin Park City Attor-
ney Robert Tafoya as the 
district’s general counsel 
as well as of Baldwin 
Park City Councilman 
Ricardo Pacheco into a 
lucrative and essentially 
do-nothing assignment 

as one of the district’s 
assistant general manag-
ers.

For a time, there was 
a honeymoon between 
Young and Taylor as they 
erected their empire, one 
in which public money 
provided by ratepayers 
and taxpayers could be 
used to intensify crony-
ism and assist in achiev-
ing political objectives 
unrelated to the district. 
But inevitably, fissures 
in their relationship wid-
ened, and less than a 
year after Taylor’s elec-
tion he used his Repub-

lican ally on the board 
– Crowther – to form a 
crossover alliance with 
the sole Democrat on 
the board – Olinger – to 
depose Young as board 
president and insert 
himself into that posi-
tion. From that point on, 
Taylor began to exploit 
his leadership position 
to hire into existing and 
newly created district 
positions political func-
tionaries such as then-
Hesperia City Council-
man and one-time San 
Bernardino County Re-
publican Party Executive 

Director Jeremiah Bro-
sowske. While serving 
in those sinecures – as in 
Broswoske’s case assis-
tant general manager – 
Taylor’s allies were able 
to engage in a host of 
activities supporting the 
political advancement 
of those aligned with 
Taylor. Simultaneously, 
those high-paying posi-
tions would be used as re-
wards to others who had 
engaged in past efforts 
to advance the agenda of 
Taylor, his allies and the 

Upland Council 
Didn’t Blink At 
Levying $10K Fine 
On Homeowner 
Over Yard Weeds 
from page 2
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During Hearing, Upland Council Kept Evi-
dence Contrary To The City’s Case Hidden 
From The Public Viewing The Meeting By 
Video from page 3

Lactuca serriola, otherwise known as wild lettuce, is growing out of 
control to heights of more than three feet, surrounded by an inches-thick 
layer of highly combustible pine needles on city property along Mountain 
Avenue.  Photo: Mark Gutglueck

an Janice Elliott that the 
video viewers were being 
deprived of the visual dis-
plays. No effort was made 
by the city, however, to 
adjust the broadcast to 
provide the home viewers 
or website viewers with 
that photographic evi-
dence.

Adam Pone told the 
council, “A lot of people 
here are a little bit con-
fused on how to correct 
it, because we have re-
moved the weed[s]. We 
have a parcel that’s out in 
front, maybe like 200-to-
300-square feet of it. We 
cleared it. It’s kind of like 
half-an-inch from the 
ground. It’s clean, un-
less you want us to take 
out the topsoil. I don’t 
know what else to do. 
It’s not creating a pest 
situation or some type of 
vermin or anything like 
that. Are we supposed to 
completely like gut it? I 
think it’s a lot of confu-
sion that’s going on and 
miscommunication. I 
think as residents of Up-
land we should be given 
the opportunity to just 
correct this effectively. 
There is nothing that’s 
clear enough to say what 
we need to do. There’s 
some kind of breakdown 
in communication here. 
That’s what I’m hear-
ing from other residents, 
too. We are in a drought. 
We’re in the middle of a 
pandemic. We’re not try-
ing to flagrantly create 
any problems for the city 
or what have you here.”

Glenda Tharp said, “I 
received a preliminary 
notice in the mail. Never 
had anybody come to my 
house on my yard. The 
weeds were mostly taken 
care of. They were all 
taken care. I am a handi-
capped senior citizen, and 
I am out there digging 
weeds. I talked to Ms. 
Hernandez and she said as 
long as the weeds weren’t 
over three inches. When 
I got the second one for 
the fine, I had one visible 
weed. I did find another 
one over three inches, but 
it was not where it could 
be seen. I have pictures 
of my house. She prob-
ably does, too. I do have 
rocks in my yard. I also 
have a quote here to put 
artificial grass in my front 
yard. I’m waiting on a 
quote for drought-tolerant 

landscaping. This will be 
taken care. Other than 
that weed right there,” 
she said, referring to a 
photo that was visible on 
the overhead projector 
in the council chambers 
but which was not visible 
in the video broadcast 
on the city’ cable outlets 
or on the city’s website. 
“There are no weeds over 
three inches tall. For com-
parison, there is a neigh-
bor who has weeds like 
this,” she said, indicating 
another photo the city 
did not display within the 
video, “who did not get 
anything. My yard will 
be fixed. I think the fine 
is unfair, since I have one 
weed that is over three 
inches.”

Theresa Litwinski 
said, “I’m a schoolteach-
er. I was home the whole 
time and, you know, no 
one came to my house. 
They supposedly did 
weed abatement. I don’t 
know what they did, be-
cause I was there. I don’t 
know what happened to 
you, Julie. I didn’t get to 
see you.”

Litwinski continued, 
“Now, admittedly, we had 
wind problems in Janu-
ary, and I have to redo my 
fence. Finally got some-
body to come give me a 
quote. This is the way it 
happened: The first letter, 
I made sure there was no 
weeds. I even left a mes-
sage: ‘I will make sure it’s 
all taken care of.’ Then 
a second one. I guess I 
didn’t meet the require-
ment. So, I called, left a 
message, saying, ‘What 
else do you want from 
me? I don’t know what’s 
missing. Admittedly, the 
fence is coming down, 
but it’s going to have a 
new one up in two weeks. 
I called and left messages. 
On the recording, it now 
says, ‘If I don’t get a hold 
of you, I will think the 
problem is resolved.’ No 
one’s called me. I have no 
missed calls. I was home 
from June 1 until August 
1, and I stayed at home 
because of COVID, and 
I made sure and I tried to 
take care of things. We’re 
talking about 36 feet. I do 
not want to be charged 
$703, especially [since] 
someone supposedly 
came and took care of 
the weeds. What weeds? 
I took care of them all 

myself. I bought my own 
weed whacker. I do not 
feel the $703.12 should be 
charged to me. There’s no 
weeds on the ground. The 
ivy is dying because I’m 
trying to kill it with the 
weed whacker.”

Paul Furness said, 
“All I got was this letter. 
No photos. No previous 
knock on the door or no-
tice on the door. We called 
the number. No response. 
I’m surprised. This is 
dated July 21. I don’t 
know when this property 
was deemed to be unac-
ceptable, but we’ve had 
a gardener for over three 
months now. I have pic-
tures that I can show.”

Upon showing photos 
of his front and side yard, 
Furness said, “I’m not re-
ally sure what’s the matter 
with this. If you can point 
it out, I’d be interested.”

Furness then launched 
a full frontal attack on the 
integrity of the city.

Displaying another 
photo, which the city 
once again did not in-
clude in the cable broad-
cast of the meeting or the 
city website broadcast of 
the meeting, he said, “I 
also took a picture here of 
Mountain Avenue, a pile 
of pine needles that are 
a part of the Upland area 
that you guys are respon-
sible for. I felt like that 
was way more dangerous 
than my property. I think 
you would probably agree 
if you look at that picture. 
I’m miffed and stunned.”

Emerson Levitt said, 
We believe we received 
this letter in error because 
we don’t have weeds in 
our yard.”

To refute Levitt, Her-
nandez displayed on the 
council chamber’s visual 
display monitors a photo 
of a home. That photo 
was not visible to those 
watching the video on the 
local cable channels or 
the city’s website.

Levitt retorted, “That’s 
not our house.”

He then displayed on 
the chamber monitors a 
photo of his home. “That 
is our house with very, 
very little to no weeds. I 
have a letter from my gar-
dener, which tells me that 
he takes care of like 80 
percent of the weeds, and 
I do the other maybe 20 
percent. When we called 
about it, we left a message 
that said we’d get a call 
back in two days, which 
is a common theme, I 
guess, and we didn’t re-
ceive a call back. We’re 

asking that this be waived 
because it’s the wrong 
house.”

If Furness had landed 
a gut punch that knocked 
the wind out of the city 
council, Edward Bo-
bich landed a series of 
head shots that left the 
five members either on 
their backs on the canvas 
counting lights or against 
the ropes.

Dr. Bobich, who has 
a PhD in biology from 
UCLA and is a professor 
at Cal Poly Pomona, told 
the city council, “I am 
a plant ecologist. I have 
also eight years landscap-
ing experience before I 
got my PhD. In April, we 
received a notice, with 
pictures, stating that we 
had violated the weed 
abatement program or at 
least the goals of the weed 
abatement program. We 
weren’t sure how. So, I 
did contact Julie [Hernan-
dez] and she stated that it 
wasn’t weeds that were 
the issue. It was the ac-
cess to the house by the 
fire department, which is 
something that I had nev-
er heard before.”

Displaying photos that 
were visible to those in 
physical attendance at the 
meeting but which were 
not displayed in the video 
broadcast on the city’s ca-
ble networks or the city’s 
website, Bobich said, 
“I don’t know how eas-
ily you can see my house 
there, but that was in 
April. There aren’t nearly 
as many plants there now 

but we have our sidewalks 
completely clear. There 
are spaces between all of 
the plants.”

Displaying more pho-
tographs, Bobich said, 
“They could easily walk 
to the front of the house. 
This is the side of the 
house. This is the drive 
leading up. This is the 
back here. This is the 
front of the house show-
ing a completely cleared 
area in front. So, I’m kind 
of confused. I went and I 
trimmed shrubs. I didn’t 
hear anything. We re-
ceived another notice on 
July 21. This one didn’t 
have any explanation as 
to why we would receive 
this. I don’t know if we 
were ever charged before 
or not. So, now I’m kind 
of confused. If it’s about 
weeds, I don’t know. We 
have tiny little weeds in 
our yard, spurges that 
don’t grow more than a 
couple of inches tall. We 
had poppies in our yard. 
Those are not weeds.”

At that point, Bobich 
put some further photos 
on display, ones which 
again could be seen on the 
overhead monitors by all 
of those within the coun-
cil chambers but not by 
those viewing the meet-
ing from their homes on 
the local networks or by 
means of the video on the 
city’s website. He then let 
the city council members 
have it square on their 
jaws.

“Here’s some pictures 
I took, though, of Moun-

es that are in my yard. 
Basically, what I’d like to 
say is that the weed abate-
ment program is kind of a 
joke if the City of Upland 
is not taking care of the 
weeds like in Green Belt 
Park or in any other area.”

Kevin Maloncon dis-
played a photo of the city-
owned property near the 
10 Freeway near the side-
walk on an unspecified 
street.

“My house had weeds,” 
Maloncon acknowledged. 
“I went and bought a 
brand new cordless grass 
trimmer, mower and one 
of those backpack things 
with the weed [whacker], 
so I could kill it because I 
used the salt and vinegar, 
[which] didn’t work. So, I 
had to get the pool acid. 
Then I get another no-
tice, and I’m like, ‘Why is 
that?’ So, I look at the or-
dinance, and it says that if 
you get rid of your weeds, 
you’ll be good. But then if 
you have dead grass and 
dirt, you’re still in viola-
tion. I can’t win.”

Maloncon paused.
“I think you guys 

should reevaluate this,” 
he continued. “As you can 
see, everybody’s kind of 
upset that Upland’s got 
weeds running up and 
down the city and you 
want us to pay for the 
guys to come out and look 
at our house. No one ever 
came out to my house. I 
did all the work.”

Darrell Medina said, 
“I received a notice a few 
months back. It talked 

because the flowers are 
gone.”

He then switched to 
a different photo, which 
again was not visible to 
those viewing the video. 
“I have a picture of it to-
day,” he said. “I don’t 
know what kind of access 
the fire department needs, 

tain Avenue going up to 
16th Street in property 
that is owned by the city,” 
Bobich said. “These are 
weeds that are three feet 
tall. They’re Lactuca ser-
riola, which is wild let-
tuce. There’s also pine 
needles all over the place. 
These are the same spurg-

about weeds and trash 
in the yard. I didn’t re-
ally have weeds and trash 
in the yard. So, I called. 
They said, ‘It was some 
of your plants are sort of 
overgrown.’ So, I went 
out and trimmed them 
and never heard another 
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Proponent Was Able To Set Up Substan-
dard Composting Plant At A Remote Desert 
Location By Paying Off Current & Former 
County Politicians    from front page

Continued on Page 12

Los Angeles, Carson, 
Van Nuys, Corona, Red-
lands, Rialto, Morongo, 
Cabazon, Riverside, 
Beaumont, Mira Loma, 
Chino, Lake Arrowhead 
and Big Bear, as well as 
Adelanto, Barstow, Lan-
caster, Palmdale, Harper 
Lake and Moorpark, and 
there set up a composing 
facility. The waste prod-
ucts were to include all 
order of organic materi-
als, green waste such as 
tree and grass trimmings, 
as well as sewage sys-
tem byproducts, euphe-
mistically referred to as 
“half biosolids,” which 
are nothing more than 
partially-treated human 
waste.

Meberg settled upon 
the City of Adelanto, 
which had a history of 
dysfunctional city coun-
cils he believed he could 
buffalo into approving his 
plan. When Adelanto offi-
cials resisted after a small 
but vocal band of the 
city’s residents took stock 
of what Meberg was at-
tempting to do, he shifted 
gears, resolving to grease 
San Bernardino County’s 
politicians, correctly cal-
culating that by doing so 
he could get clearance to 
proceed at a more remote 
location.

Meberg made gener-
ous donations to the then-
members of the board of 
supervisors, including 
Brad Mitzelfelt, Josie 
Gonzales, Gary Ovitt, 
Paul Biane and later and 
Janice Rutherford. As a 
consequence, the board 
gave Meberg permission 
to proceed with the waste 
processing and sludge-to-
agricultural-grade-com-
posting operation at a lo-
cation in the east Mojave 
Desert at 14479 Cougar 
Road in Helendale, which 
is roughly eight miles 
from Helendale and eight 
miles from Hinkley and 
approximately 17 miles 
from Barstow.

That permission was 
given despite penetrating 
questions that were raised 
with regard to environ-
mental concerns. The 
Center for Biological Di-
versity, an environmental 
group, stepped in to assist 
HelpHinkley.org, a group 
dedicated to fighting en-
vironmental issues on be-
half of Hinkley residents, 
in an effort to derail the 

project.
While the Center for 

Biological Diversity pre-
vailed with regard to sev-
eral issues pertaining to 
environmental consider-
ations and succeeded in 
getting judgments in its 
favor, Nursery Products 
again and again neglected 
to make good on paying 
the judgments against 
it granted by the judg-
es who heard the suits 
brought against the com-
pany, which included the 
requirement that it pay 
to cover the Center for 
Biological Diversity’s and 
HelpHinkley.org’s legal 
expenses.

Even though Nurs-
ery Products lost those 
battles, it won the war. 
Meberg, pleading finan-
cial hardship, claimed to 
San Bernardino County’s 
supervisors, who were 
inclined to listen to him 
because of his generos-
ity toward them and their 
electioneering funds, that 
his company could not 
pay for the mitigations 
that the environmental-
ists wanted in the de-
sign of the facility. One 
of those mitigations was 
putting a cover over the 
open-air waste pit that 
was the main feature of 
the plant.

Consequently, those 
design modifications that 
should have been logi-
cally applied were not in-
corporated into the plant 
because of the cost.

The facility was per-
mitted to process 400,000 
“wet tons” of material an-
nually.

Unbeknownst to many 
people, the incineration 
of a portion of the waste 
products that are trucked 
to the facility has always 
been a part of the plant’s 
operation.

It is less than clear how 
much material actually 
comes to the facility and 
how much compost goes 
out. Whatever those to-
tals, far greater tonnages 
came in than a final prod-
uct for use as compost 
was being created. What 
has long been ongoing is 
that the waste was simply 
dumped into a huge 80-
acre hole in the ground. 
The vast majority of the 
material deposited there 
would dry out through 
evaporation in the hot 
desert environment, at 

which point it would be 
ignited. This represented 
the so-called processing 
the plant was credited 
with performing.

The problem is the oxi-
dization of the material – 
its burning – created nox-
ious smoke. Moreover, 
substances which were 
not supposed to be pres-
ent in the waste mate-
rial, including chemicals, 
plastics, inorganics and 
pharmaceuticals, as well 
as organic byproducts 
such as non-edible veg-
etable derivatives, fruit 
derivatives or meat deriv-
atives, were dropped into 
the waste pit. Upon being 
burned, pollutants would 
be released into the atmo-
sphere.

In November 2016, 
Synagro Technologies, 
Inc. acquired Nursery 
Products from Meberg.

In 2020, Synagro 
Technologies Inc. was 
acquired by Goldman 
Sachs.

The management at 
the plant – whether it was 
under Nursery Products, 
Synagro or Goldman 
Sachs – was engaging 
in all of this unpermit-
ted activity without the 
knowledge or consent of 
the Mojave Air Quality 
Management District. A 
calculation was that the 
remote location of the 
facility allowed such en-
vironmental crimes to go 
undetected. That calcula-
tion was relatively accu-
rate. Nevertheless, those 
who lived close to the 
plant or downwind of it or 
who commuted through 
the area became aware of 
what was going on.

For quite some time, 
there were occasional 
complaints lodged about 
odors or smoke emanat-
ing from the plant. In the 
past there may have been 
instances where the fires 
in the waste pit defied, at 
least for a time, control 
and could not be doused. 
Eventually, though, they 
would be put out, in all 
known cases, in less than 
two weeks.

At some precisely un-
known time, probably the 
last week of May of this 
year, a fire was lit in the 
pit that has yet to be con-
tained.

Though the operations 
there previously were 
conducted outside official 
governmental scrutiny, 
since May 28 it has been 
widely known that the 
open-air pit has been on 
fire, with smoke pouring 

out of it, detectable, de-
pending on wind condi-
tions and visibility, as far 
away as Barstow.

There were 167 com-
plaints about the smoke, 
odor and hazard from 
the smoldering feces and 
organics mix in June. So 
far this year, despite the 
facility being in a rela-
tively obscure section of 
the desert, it has attracted 
more complaints to the 
Air Quality Management 
District than any other 
single entity or facility.

In June, the Mojave 
Air Quality Management 
District issued a citation, 
coupled with an order 
that Synagro extinguish 
the fire in the pit. The 
company did not comply.

On August 4 Serino, 
Schack, Nocon and Hout 
filed suit on behalf of 
their 31 clients, alleging 
that the “Defendants have 
operated the facility in an 
unreasonable, unsafe and 
dangerous condition,” 
such that the operation 
“has been out of compli-
ance with state and county 
regulations and contained 
dangerous conditions 
that posed a foreseeable 
risk of harm to plaintiffs. 
Among other things, the 
facility has repeatedly 
accepted excessive waste 
tonnage beyond the daily 
maximum… processed 
unpermitted forms of 
waste, allowed waste and 
litter to accumulate on its 
property, and engaged 
in unpermitted off-site 
dumping. The conditions 
at the facility were inher-
ently dangerous, created 
sanitary risks, and pose 
a continuous threat, an-
noyance, nuisance and 
harm to the public. De-
spite knowledge of the 
dangerous conditions that 
existed at the waste facil-
ity, defendants failed to 
disclose this information 
to plaintiffs or the public. 
Defendants also failed to 
take any steps to correct 
the conditions.”

According to the suit, 
“On or around May 28, 
2022, an uncontrolled 
fire began at the facility. 
As result of said fire and 
the other dangerous con-
ditions at the facility, the 
facility has and contin-
ues to emit smoke, nox-
ious or offensive gases, 
odors, pollutants, toxins, 
physical or particulate 
matter, contaminants 
and/or chemicals within 
at least a 25-mile radius 
surrounding the Nursery 
Products Hawes Com-

posting Facility.”
According to the suit, 

“Plaintiffs have been 
subjected to noxious air 
from pollutants, chemi-
cals, particulate matter, 
contaminants and toxins 
caused by the fire and 
by defendants’ failure to 
maintain the facility in 
a reasonably safe condi-
tion. The exposure to the 
smoke, noxious or offen-
sive gases, odors, pollut-
ants, toxins, physical or 
particulate matter, con-
taminants and/or chemi-
cals, has caused signifi-
cant injuries to plaintiffs 
including but not limited 
to breathing problems, 
chest tightness, burning 
eyes, headaches, nausea, 
sinus issues, coughing 
and/or a myriad of other 
illnesses.”

Serino, Schack, No-
con and Hout maintain 
that “Due to the nature 
of the waste processed 
at the facility and the 
contaminants involved, 
defendants’ operation 
of the waste facility is 
an ultrahazardous activ-
ity. If not operated in a 
reasonably safe manner, 
there is a foreseeable risk 
of harm to the surround-
ing public. Since at least 
January 2022, defendants 
have been operating the 
facility in an unreason-
ably dangerous manner. 
This includes accepting 
excessive waste, failing 
to control fires at the fa-
cility, improperly dump-
ing waste off site, putting 
mixed waste and unper-
mitted waste into the 
composting pit, allowing 
waste and litter to gather 
on the property, process-
ing unacceptable forms 
of waste, and operating 
the facility in a manner 
that causes smoke, nox-
ious or offensive gases, 
odors, pollutants, toxins, 
physical or particulate 
matter, contaminants 
and/or chemicals to ema-
nate into the surrounding 
area and enter the proper-
ties of plaintiffs.”

Furthermore, accord-
ing to the suit, “As a re-
sult of defendants’ failure 
to operate the facility in 
a reasonably safe man-
ner, the waste pit caught 
fire on or around May 28, 
2022 and has since fu-
eled embers, smoke and 
emissions in the area sur-
rounding the facility. It 
has resulted in extreme 
noxious air for areas 
within 25 miles from the 
facility and beyond, in-
cluding in Hinkley. The 

conditions at the facil-
ity and their effect on the 
surrounding area have 
also fueled complaints 
of ailments by members 
of the public who live 
and/or work in the areas 
surrounding the facil-
ity. Residents in this area 
have reported pungent 
and unbearable odors, 
smoke and matter in the 
air. There have also been 
reports of headaches, 
nausea, respiratory prob-
lems and animal illness. 
The facility has a history 
of dangerous conditions 
and ignoring State regu-
lations. As further al-
leged herein, throughout 
2022, defendants have 
repeatedly violated State 
laws and regulations and 
have been cited for vio-
lations multiple times by 
government agencies, 
including but not limited 
to the County of San Ber-
nardino and the Mojave 
Desert Air Quality Man-
agement District.  In vio-
lation of California Public 
Resources Code § 44002, 
the facility received more 
than the maximum daily 
tonnage of 2,000 wet tons 
on multiple occasions 
between April 2022 and 
June 2022. According to 
a San Bernardino County 
Environmental Health 
Services report (filed 
June 24), defendants ex-
ceeded the intake limit on 
multiple occasions before 
the fire started, including 
multiple times the week 
of the fire. Alleged in-
take violations occurred 
on April 1, 5, 6, 7, and 
11, 2022 and on May 10, 
12, 17, 20, 24, 25 and 26, 
2022.”

The suit maintains, 
“Defendants have also 
processed and continue 
to process unacceptable 
forms of waste. Between 
November 2020 and 
April 2022, the County of 
San Bernardino cited the 
facility for approximately 
39 health and safety code 
violations. Among one of 
the repeated violations 
was defendants’ practice 
of contaminating its pit 
with unpermitted forms 
of waste including mixed 
waste, raw sewage, in-
dustrial materials, mixed 
demolition and construc-
tion debris, plastics, food 
material and/or brew-
ery waste. The facility, 
however, is only allowed 
to accept two forms of 
waste: biosolids and 
green materials. On in-
formation and belief, de-
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thing. I thinned some of 
this out and then I got 
another notice. So, since 
then I have taken the hon-
eysuckles, which I had 
planted because we were 
low on bees and I thought 
I’d plant those. So, any-
way, they’re gone. The 
plants out in the park-
way – the only thing you 
can get to grow out in the 
parkway is succulents and 
a couple of palms. They 
seem to be doing well. I 
don’t think they look bad. 
Like everyone else, I just 
want to know what to do. 
Just tell me what to do. If 
someone would’ve left a 
note on my door – no one 
left a note on my door; if 
they said, ‘These trees, get 
rid of them,’ okay, I would 
have got rid of them. But 
now you guys want $480? 
No one’s came out and no 
one’s trimmed anything. 
I’ve cut everything down 
myself. Now, I’ve got 
to plant new plants be-
cause I think I may have 
overcut, because I really 
wasn’t sure of what peo-
ple wanted. I think that’s 
why everybody’s here. 
Everybody talks about, 
‘Oh, yeah, we left notes 
on the door.’ I never got a 
note on the door. I got two 
letters in the mail. The 
honeysuckles are gone. 
I just got the house re-
painted. [I’m] redoing the 
fence on the alleyway in 
the back. I’m putting a lot 
of money into the house. I 
don’t mind [fixing] things 
that are not in code. Like 
everyone else, I just want 
to know what to do.”

James Bean said, “I 
got my first notice in 
May. Shortly thereaf-
ter, we took care of the 
problem. We sent a voice 
mail plus pictures to the 
weed abatement people. 
We thought that it was 
all over and never heard 
back from them, never 
got a second notice. [I] 
walked out of my door a 
couple months later and 
I’ve got a posting on the 
front door. So, I called 
them back, finally got 
through to them, and 
said I’d like somebody to 
come out and show me 
what needs to be done 
on an issue I thought was 
already taken care of. 
Nobody ever came out. 
I got another notice, and 
just got one here in July 
that said they’ve abated 

the problem and I’ve got 
other charges which I 
don’t understand because 
nobody ever came out. 
All of my calls and all 
my emails have gone un-
answered. Maybe one of 
you guys up their ought 
to do what they call an 
undercover boss and call 
weed abatement just to 
see what the whole pro-
gram’s about, because 
I’m telling you, they’re a 
tough group to get a hold 
of. It’s not that we don’t 
want to take care of the 
problem, it’s just that we 
need a little help to un-
derstand what you guys 
need. I think you need 
a little tuning up on this 
program.”

Lisa Mayoral said “We 
never did receive a notice 
on any type of doors to 
do whatever we needed 
to do.”

She noted that a tree on 
a neighboring property 
had been blown down 
and landed on property 
owned by her mother ear-
lier this year.

While Hernandez 

pulled it off. We are reno-
vating that property. Right 
now, we are planting on 
the hill, but it does take 
time to renovate a prop-
erty. We gutted the whole 
unit. That would be the 
last part of it. We are just 
requesting that you look 
over this and waive the fee 
that is going to be attached 
to her property tax.”

Cynthia Zubiati told 
the city council, “There 
was no notice sent to 
us. There was nothing 
with our bill. There was 
no notice sent. Nobody 
came to our house. There 
was no notice left on the 
door. The only notice 
we have is this notice 
we received. You see the 
date is July 21 and it’s 
addressed to my father-
in-law, who doesn’t live 
with us. So, I know it is 
illegal to open somebody 
else’s mail. We didn’t 
open it until he was able 
to come over and open 
that. So, we had no idea 
that this was an issue.”

Zubiati’s husband, 
Randy Griffin, referenced 
the photos of the property 
in question that were on 
display on the overhead 
monitors which were vis-
ible in the council cham-

cleaning up and maintain-
ing. There are six palm 
trees that were put on our 
property prior to us mov-
ing in. About four weeks 
after we moved in, they 
got into our pipes, and we 
had a flood in the home. 
We ended up having to 
pay $25,000 to get every-
thing taken care of. Since 
then, we’ve really been 
on our Ps and Qs when it 
comes to the property.”

James Donaldson told 
the council, “I am frus-
trated by the fact that I did 
my best to comply with 
the original notice that I 
received, did not receive 
a follow-up notice detail-
ing the findings of the re-
inspection. I received no 
knock on my door. I don’t 
profess to be the smart-
est guy in the world, but 
based on the information 
that I was given, I took 
the necessary steps to be 
compliant and apparently 
just can’t crack the code 
that was embedded in my 
initial notice. It’s also up-
setting to receive a letter 
of this nature on a Thurs-
day afternoon when City 
Hall is closed on Friday, 
Saturday and Sunday. 
The office of weed abate-
ment will not return your 

ers that be will not only 
address the issue of weed 
abatement fees but what 
I perceive to be a certain 
ineptitude as to how the 
weed abatement depart-
ment handles its affairs.”

In reaction to the pub-
lic statements, members 
of the council questioned 
Hernandez about some of 
the specific cases and her 
general representations.

At that point, Hernan-
dez marshaled evidence 
to support the city’s ac-
tion, and she offered for 
public view photos of one 
specific property that ap-
peared to be a particular-
ly egregious case. Those 
photos were visible on the 
video broadcast to the ca-
ble subscribers in the city 
and the one posted on the 
city’s website.

As Hernandez was 
subjected to less-than-
exacting questioning by 
the council, discrepancies 
became apparent between 
Hernandez’s earlier insis-
tence of a thorough and 
meticulously documented 
code enforcement and 
abatement process and 
her description of how the 
process was carried out.

“Do you take a photo 
of the completion of the 
project?” Maust asked 
Hernandez at one point.

“Yes,” said Hernandez.
“So, all the photos we 

saw tonight are prior,” 
said Maust. “You also 
have photos of their com-
pleted yards that you 
could show us?”

“Right,” said Hernan-
dez.

“So, every address that 
we pulled up that we saw 
the before [photos], every 
address you have after 
[photos]?” Maust asked.

“Not all of them,” Her-
nandez acknowledged.

“Do you go back to 
the property after to spot 
check and say, ‘Okay, 
they’re clear’ and then 
you do not photograph 
it?” Maust asked.

“No, I just put ‘Closed. 
Complied.’” Hernandez 
said.

“Is that per our city or 
your program?” Maust 
asked.

“Based just on the fact 
that there is no guide-
line on that,” Hernandez 
said. “I would [make a 
conclusion of] ‘close and 
complied’ once I saw the 
violation was taken care. I 
didn’t take pictures on all 
of them. On some.”

Hernandez was ques-
tioned about the claims 
that phone calls and 

emails from those cited 
were not responded to.

“I do take notes and we 
have been making phone 
calls back,” Hernandez 
said. “Some of the people, 
we’ve got more than one 
phone call, a number of 
phone calls. We were call-
ing every day.

In response to Maust’s 
request, Hernandez 
showed notes relating to 
Mullane’s property, lo-
cated in the 1100 block 
of Winston Court. While 
Hernandez maintained 
that the notes reflected 
open communication 
with the property owner, 
the notes showed merely 
that on May 12 Hernan-
dez spoke with the prop-
erty owner “who advised 
of progress. Advised will 
be by Monday to update 
progress.”

The next entry in Her-
nandez’s notes on the case 
is on July 14, one that 
reads, “Spoke to PO to 
advise abatement will be 
done Friday July 15.”

The next notation in 
the notes, entered on 
July 16, states, “11XX 
Winston Court part two 
of a Batement (sic) trees 
shrubs against the fence 
line.”

The next notation, 
on August 3, states 
“7/16/2022: Abatement 
Complete.”

The final entry states, 
“Abatement Invoice 
Breakdown: $350 Non 
compliant administrative 
fee; $72 Posting admin-
istrative fee; $320 Abate-
ment Administrative fee; 
$10,186.03 Contractor 
Abatement Cost. Total: 
$10,928.03”

In Hernandez’s notes 
with regard to Mullane’s 
Winston Court property, 
no substantive exchange 
nor any type of exchange 
with Mullane is reflected 
between the May 12 no-
tation relating to prog-
ress having been made 
and the July 14 advisal to 
Mullane that a removal of 
trees and shrubs against 
the property’s fence 
line, a job for which the 
contractor was paid 
$10,186.03, was to take 
place the following day.

Dahlquest defended 
the application of admin-
istrative fees and invoic-
ing for the recovery of 
costs to defray the work of 
contractors carrying out 
such abatements, saying, 
“We’ve been doing this 
for a long time, almost 
40 years. Our department 

Underbrush and dried out pine needles along with twigs and downed limbs 
and branches litter the ground on city property along Mountain Avenue in 
Upland, kindling just waiting for a spark before it flashes into a conflagra-
tion.   Photo: Mark Gutglueck 
displayed on the coun-
cil chamber’s overhead 
monitors photos of May-
oral’s mother’s property 
which were not visible on 
the video of the meeting 
broadcast on the city’s lo-
cal channels or the one 
streaming on the city’s 
website, Mayoral said, “I 
don’t know where they 
said that they came out 
to do an abatement. I’m 
not sure what was abat-
ed, because as you can 
see that hill has just dirt. 
There was a cactus that 
was growing on it, and we 

bers but which were not 
displayed on the video 
of the meeting that was 
broadcast on the city’s 
cable channels or posted 
to the city’s website. He 
stated, “What you see 
is already taken care of, 
whether we received a no-
tice or not – because we 
didn’t – until we got this 
last week. We maintain 
our property regularly. 
You can ask our children. 
They’re out there with 
us. They clean the leaves 
at their own discretion to 
help out. We’re always 

call for at least 48 hours. 
The problem is com-
pounded with the fact 
that my lawn is com-
pletely dead as the con-
sequence of a sidewalk 
refurbishment project on 
my street, which resulted 
in the contractors tearing 
out the sprinkler lines in 
my parkway, rendering 
my irrigation system non-
functional, also neces-
sitating the removal of 
several trees which were 
deemed unstable as a re-
sult of the contractor’s ac-
tion. I hope that the pow-
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ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
FOR CHANGE OF NAME

CASE NUMBER CIV SB 
2213999

TO ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner: CHRIS-
TINE HUNT DOMINGUEZ 
filed with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

CHRISTINE HUNT 
DOMINGUEZ  to    CHRIS-
TINE HUNT SWAIN

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

Notice of Hearing:
Date: SEPTEMBER 6, 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 order 
be published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel in San Ber-
nardino County California, once 
a week for four successive weeks 
prior to the date set for hearing of 
the petition.

Filed: July 18, 2022
Judge John Pacheco
Rosanna Gaitan, Deputy
Clerk of the Superior Court.
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on July 
22 & July 29 and August 5 & Au-
gust 12, 2022.

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
FOR CHANGE OF NAME 
CASE

NUMBER CIV SB 2213530
TO  ALL INTERESTED 

PERSONS: Petitioner:  Burt La-
varez Labios filed with this court 
for a decree changing names as 
follows:

Burt Lavarez Labios to 
Norberto Lavarez Labios THE 
COURT ORDERS that all per-
sons 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 sched-
uled to be heard and must appear 
at the hearing to show cause 
why the petition should not be 
granted. If no written objection is 
timely filed, the court may grant 
the petition without a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 08/24/2022
Time: 08:30 AM
Department: S16
The address of the court is 

Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino San 
Bernardino County Superior 
Court 8303 Haven Avenue Ran-
cho Cucamonga, CA 91730 IT 
IS FURTHER ORDERED 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: 06/23/2022
Judge of the Superior Court: 

John M. Pacheco
Published in the San 

Bernardino County Sentinel 
on 07/22/2022, 07/29/2022, 
08/05/2022, 08/12/2022

SUMMONS – (CITACION 
JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER 
(NUMERO DEL CASO) 
37-2021-00034610-CU-PA-NC

NOTICE TO ALREDO 
ALVAREZ VAZQUEZ AND 
DOES 1 TO 10 (AVISO DE-
MANDADO):  

YOU ARE BEING SUED 
BY PLAINTIFF:

(LO ESTA DEMANDAN-
DO EL DEMANDANTE):

APRIL E. ORTIZ
NOTICE! You have been 

sued. The court may decide 
against you without your being 
heard unless you respond within 
30 days. Read the information 
below.

You have 30 CALENDAR 
DAYS after this summons is 
served on you to file a written 
response at this court and have 
a copy served on the plaintiff. A 
letter or phone call will not pro-
tect you. Your written response 
must be in proper legal form if 
you want the court to hear your 
case. There may be a court form 
that you can use for your re-
sponse. You can find these court 
forms and more information at 
the California Courts Online 
Self-Help Center (www.courtin-
fo.ca.gov/selfhelp), your county 
law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay the 
filing fee, ask the court clerk for a 
fee waiver form. If you do not file 
your response on time, you may 
lose the case by default, and your 
wages, money, and property may 
be taken without further warning 
from the court.

There are other legal re-
quirements. You may want to 
call an attorney right away. If 
you do not know an attorney, 
you may want to call an attorney 
referral service. If you cannot 
afford an attorney, you may be 
eligible for free legal services 
from a nonprofit legal services 
program. You can locate these 
nonprofit groups at the California 
Legal Services Web site (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), the Cali-
fornia Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/
selfhelp), or by contacting your 
local court or county bar asso-
ciation. NOTE: The court has 
a statutory lien for waived fees 
and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 or 
more in a civil case. The court’s 
lien must be paid before the court 
will dismiss the case.

¡AVISO! Lo han deman-
dado. Si no responde dentro de 
30 dias, la corte puede decidir en 
su contra sin escuchar su version. 
Lea la informacion a continu-
acion

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CAL-
ENDARIO después de que le 
entreguen esta citación y papeles 
legales para presentar una repu-
esta por escrito en esta corte y 
hacer que se entreque una copia 
al demandante. Una carta o una 
llamada telefonica no le prote-
gen. Su respuesta por escrito 
tiene que estar on formato legal 
correcto si desea que procesen su 
caso en la corte. Es posible que 
haya un formulano que usted pu-
ede usar para su respuesta. Puede 
encontrar estos formularios de 
la corte y mas información en 
el Centro de Ayuda de las Cor-
tes de California (www.sucorte.
ca.gov), en la biblioteca de leyes 
de su condado o en la corte que 
le quede mas cerca. Si no puede 
pagar la cuota de presentación, 
pida si secretario de la corta que 
le de un formulario de exencion 
de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta 
su respuesta a tiempo, puede 
perder el caso por incumplimien-
to y la corta le podrá quitar su 
sueldo, dinero y bienes sin mas 
advertencia.

Hay otros requisitos legales. 
Es recomendable que llame a un 
abogado inmediatamente. Si no 
conace a un abogado, puede lla-
mar a un servicio de referencia 
a abogados. Si no peude pagar a 
un a un abogado, es posible que 
cumpia con los requisitos para 
obtener servicios legales gratu de 
un programa de servicios legales 
sin fines de lucro. Puede encon-
trar estos grupos sin fines de lu-
cro en el sitio web de California 
Legal Services, (www.lawhelp-
california.org), en el Centro de 

Ayuda de las Cortes de Califor-
nia, (www.sucorte.ca.gov), o po-
niendoso en contacto con la corte 
o el colegio de abogados locales. 
AVISO: Por ley, la corte tiene 
derecho a reclamar las cuotas 
y los costos exentos gravamen 
sobre cualquier recuperación da 
$10,000 o mas de vaior recibida 
mediante un aceurdo o una con-
cesión de arbitraje en un caso de 
derecho civil. Tiene que pagar 
el gravamen de la corta antes 
de que la corta pueda desechar 
el caso.

The name and address of the 
court is: (El nombre y la direc-
cion de la corte es):

SUPERIOR COURT OF 
CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF 
SAN DIEGO

325 S. MELROSE DRIVE
VISTA, CA 92801
NORTH COUNTY DIVI-

SION
The name, address and 

telephone number of plaintiff’s 
attorney, or plaintiff without an 
attorney, is: (El nombre, la direc-
cion y el numero de telefono del 
abogado del demandante, o del 
demendante que no tiene abo-
gado, es):

EDWARD ALBEROLA, 
ESQ.; BAR NO: 243431

CARLTON & ALBEROLA
23792 ROCKFIELD BLVD, 

SUITE 101
LAKE FOREST, CA 92630
949-356-6444
Telephone: 949-356-6444
DATE (Fecha):08/13/2021
Clerk (Secretario), by ASH-

LEY CARINI
Published in the SAN 

BERNARDINO SENTINEL 
on: 07/22/2022, 07/29/2022, 
08/05/2022, 08/12/2022

 

STATEMENT OF DAM-
AGES (PERSONAL IN-
JURY OR WRONGFUL 
DEATH) CASE NUMBER: 
37-2021-00034610-CU-PA-NC 
TO ALVAREZ VAZQUEZ 
AND DOES 1-10   THE PLAN-
TIFF APRIL E. ORITZ SEEKS 
DAMAGES IN THE ABOVE-
ENTITLED ACTION, AS FOL-
LOWS:

1. GENERAL DAMAGES: 
A. PAIN, SUFFERING, AND 
INCONVENIENCE FOR 
$500,000.00

2. SPECIAL DAMAGES: 
A. MEDICAL EXPENSES (TO 
DATE) FOR $10,000.00

B. FUTURE MEDICAL 
EXPENSES (PRESENT VAL-
UE) FOR $50,000.00

C. LOSS OF EARNINGS 
(TO DATE) FOR $4,000.00

D. LOSS OF FUTURE 
EARNING CAPACITY (PRES-
ENT VALUE) FOR $125,000.00

DATE: 08/13/2021
s/EDWARD ALBEROLA, 

ESQ.
Published in the SAN 

BERNARDINO SENTINEL 
on: 07/22/2022, 07/29/2022, 
08/05/2022, 08/12/2022

 

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-FBN 
20220006147

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: LUNA PARTY 
RENTALS, 121 W CARLTON ST, 
ONTARIO, CA 91762

SAN BERNARDINO COUN-
TY

Mailing Address: LUNA 
PARTY RENTALS CORP 121 W 
CARLTON ST, ONTARIO, CA 
91762

State of Inc./Org./Reg. CA,
Inc./Org./Reg. No. 5101746
Business is Conducted By: A 

CORPORATION
Signed: BY SIGNING BELOW, 

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

s/ANGELICA CASTRO, CEO 
This statement was filed with the 
County Clerk of SAN BERNARDI-
NO on: 06/27/2022

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

Began Transacting Business: 

N/A
County Clerk,
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

ness name statement expires five 
years from the date it was filed in 
the office of the county clerk. A new 
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).

07/22/2022, 07/29/2022, 
08/05/2022, 08/12/2022

 AMENDED FICTITIOUS 
BUSINESS NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
FBN20220003583

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: KJ FLIP FLOP-
PING, 6302 APPLE AVE, RIALTO, 
CA 92377: JOSEPH F SANCHEZ, 
6302 APPLE AVE, RIALTO, CA 
92377, KERRI SANCHEZ, 6302 
APPLE AVE, RIALTO, CA 92377

SAN BERNARDINO COUN-
TY

Mailing Address: 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 reg-
istrant who declares as true infor-
mation, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P Code 
17913) I am also aware that all infor-
mation on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

s/JOSEPH F SANCHEZ, 
OWNER This statement was filed 
with the County Clerk of SAN BER-
NARDINO on: 04/18/2022

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

Began Transacting Business: 
04/11/2022

County Clerk,
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on 
05/06/2022,05/13/2022, 05/20/2022, 
05/27/2022; Corrected on 
06/10/2022, 06/17/2022, 06/24/2022, 
07/01/2022 Corrected on 7/22/2022, 
7/29/22, 8/5/22 & 8/12/22.  

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME STATEMENT 

FBN20220006844
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: NORTON DEL-
GADO FAMILY MEDICINE 8283 
GROVE AVE  STE 202  RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA  917309:  NOR-
TON DELGADO FAMILY MEDI-
CINE 8283 GROVE AVE  STE 202  
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA  
917309

SAN BERNARDINO COUN-
TY

Mailing Address: 6302 APPLE 
AVE, RIALTO, CA 92377, 

Business is Conducted By: A 
CORPORATION registered with the 
State of California as 3720499

BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P Code 
17913) I am also aware that all infor-
mation on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

s/LAURA A. NORTON,  CEO
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of SAN BER-
NARDINO on: 07/20/2022

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

County Clerk G8420,
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on 7/22/2022, 
7/29/22, 8/5/22 & 8/12/22.  

FBN20220006714
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: LOTUS GAR-
DEN 1639 N MOUNTAIN AVE  
UPLAND, CA 91784 THE 168 
TRADING, INC 5547 BRISAS CT  
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91739  

Business is Conducted By: A 
CORPORATION registered with the 
State of California as 4697804

BY SIGNING BELOW, I DE-
CLARE THAT ALL INFORMA-
TION IN THIS STATEMENT IS 
TRUE AND CORRECT. A regis-
trant who declares as true informa-
tion, which he or she knows to be 
false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P Code 
17913) I am also aware that all infor-
mation on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

s/JUN XU, President
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of SAN BER-
NARDINO on: 07/20/2022

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

County Clerk G8420
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on 7/22/2022, 
7/29/22, 8/5/22 & 8/12/22.  

FBN20220006319 
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: LUNA CINE-
MATICS 4195 CHINO HILLS PK-
WAY  #405  CHINO HILLS, CA  
91709:    MICHAEL LUNA  4195 
CHINO HILLS PKWAY  #405  CHI-
NO HILLS, CA  91709

SAN BERNARDINO COUN-
TY

Business is Conducted By: AN 
INDIVIDUAL 

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

s/MICHAEL C. LUNA
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of SAN BER-
NARDINO on: 06/30/2022

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

Began Transacting Business: 
June 14, 2022

County Clerk J2530
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on 7/22/2022, 
7/29/22, 8/5/22 & 8/12/22.  

 
FBN20220006875 
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: SMILE321 
PHOTO BOOTHS 6851 HUDSON 
COURT RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA  91701 DANDY J SANSOME  
6851 HUDSON COURT RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA  91701

  [and]  APRIL C SANSOME  
6851 HUDSON COURT RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA  91701

SAN BERNARDINO COUN-
TY

Business is Conducted By: A 
MARRIED COUPLE 

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

s/ DANDY J SANSOME
 This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of SAN BER-
NARDINO on: 07/21/2022

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

Began Transacting Business: 
June 12, 2022

County Clerk G8420
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

name in violation of the rights of an-
other under federal, state, or common 
law (see section 14400 et. Seq. Busi-
ness & Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on 7/22/2022, 
7/29/22, 8/5/22 & 8/12/22.  

T.S. No. 20-20197-SP-CA 
Title No. 200079866-CA-VOI 
A.P.N. 1050-661-09-0-000 NO-
TICE OF TRUSTEE’S SALE. 
YOU ARE IN DEFAULT UN-
DER A DEED OF TRUST DAT-
ED 01/22/2007. UNLESS YOU 
TAKE ACTION TO PROTECT 
YOUR PROPERTY, IT MAY 
BE SOLD AT A PUBLIC SALE. 
IF YOU NEED AN EXPLANA-
TION OF THE NATURE OF 
THE PROCEEDING AGAINST 
YOU, YOU SHOULD CON-
TACT A LAWYER. A public 
auction sale to the highest bidder 
for cash, (cashier’s check(s) must 
be made payable to National 
Default Servicing Corporation), 
drawn on a state or national bank, 
a check drawn by a state or feder-
al credit union, or a check drawn 
by a state or federal savings and 
loan association, savings asso-
ciation, or savings bank specified 
in Section 5102 of the Financial 
Code and authorized to do busi-
ness in this state; will be held 
by the duly appointed trustee as 
shown below, of all right, title, 
and interest conveyed to and now 
held by the trustee in the herein-
after described property under 
and pursuant to a Deed of Trust 
described below. The sale will be 
made in an “as is” condition, but 
without covenant or warranty, 
expressed or implied, regarding 
title, possession, or encumbranc-
es, to pay the remaining principal 
sum of the note(s) secured by the 
Deed of Trust, with interest and 
late charges thereon, as provided 
in the note(s), advances, under 
the terms of the Deed of Trust, 
interest thereon, fees, charges 
and expenses of the Trustee for 
the total amount (at the time 
of the initial publication of the 
Notice of Sale) reasonably esti-
mated to be set forth below. The 
amount may be greater on the 
day of sale. Trustor: Haidee S 
Royval, wife of Grantor herein, 
a married woman as her sole 
and separate property Duly Ap-
pointed Trustee: National De-
fault Servicing Corporation Re-
corded 01/31/2007 as Instrument 
No. 2007-0062975 (or Book, 
Page) of the Official Records of 
San Bernardino County, CA. 
Date of Sale: 09/08/2022 at 1:00 
PM Place of Sale: At the Main 
(South) Entrance to the City 
of Chino Civic Center, 13220 
Central Avenue, Chino, CA. 
91710 Estimated amount of un-
paid balance and other charges: 
$235,713.70 Street Address or 
other common designation of 
real property: 1459 South Euclid 
Avenue #17 Ontario, CA 91762 
A.P.N.: 1050-661-09-0-000 The 
undersigned Trustee disclaims 
any liability for any incorrect-
ness of the street address or other 
common designation, if any, 
shown above. If no street address 
or other common designation is 
shown, directions to the location 
of the property may be obtained 
by sending a written request to 
the beneficiary within 10 days 
of the date of first publication of 
this Notice of Sale. If the Trustee 
is unable to convey title for any 
reason, the successful bidder’s 
sole and exclusive remedy shall 
be the return of monies paid to 
the Trustee, and the success-
ful bidder shall have no further 
recourse. The requirements of 
California Civil Code Section 
2923.5(b)/2923.55(c) were ful-
filled when the Notice of Default 
was recorded. NOTICE TO PO-
TENTIAL BIDDERS: If you are 
considering bidding on this prop-
erty lien, you should understand 
that there are risks involved in 
bidding at a trustee auction. You 
will be bidding on a lien, not on 
the property itself. Placing the 
highest bid at a trustee auction 
does not automatically entitle 
you to free and clear ownership 
of the property. You should also 
be aware that the lien being auc-
tioned off may be a junior lien. If 

you are the highest bidder at the 
auction, you are or may be re-
sponsible for paying off all liens 
senior to the lien being auctioned 
off, before you can receive clear 
title to the property. You are 
encouraged to investigate the 
existence, priority, and size of 
outstanding liens that may exist 
on this property by contacting 
the county recorder’s office or a 
title insurance company, either of 
which may charge you a fee for 
this information. If you consult 
either of these resources, you 
should be aware that the same 
lender may hold more than one 
mortgage or deed of trust on the 
property. NOTICE TO PROP-
ERTY OWNER: The sale date 
shown on this notice of sale may 
be postponed one or more times 
by the mortgagee, beneficiary, 
trustee, or a court, pursuant to 
Section 2924g of the California 
Civil Code. The law requires that 
information about trustee sale 
postponements be made avail-
able to you and to the public, as 
a courtesy to those not present 
at the sale. If you wish to learn 
whether your sale date has been 
postponed, and, if applicable, the 
rescheduled time and date for the 
sale of this property, you may 
call or visit this Internet Web site 
www.ndscorp.com/sales, using 
the file number assigned to this 
case 20-20197-SP-CA. Informa-
tion about postponements that 
are very short in duration or 
that occur close in time to the 
scheduled sale may not immedi-
ately be reflected in the telephone 
information or on the Internet 
Web site. The best way to verify 
postponement information is to 
attend the scheduled sale. NO-
TICE TO TENANT*: You may 
have a right to purchase this 
property after the trustee auction 
pursuant to Section 2924m of the 
California Civil Code. If you are 
an “eligible tenant buyer,” you 
can purchase the property if you 
match the last and highest bid 
placed at the trustee auction. If 
you are an “eligible bidder,” you 
may be able to purchase the prop-
erty if you exceed the last and 
highest bid placed at the trustee 
auction. There are three steps to 
exercising this right of purchase. 
First, 48 hours after the date of 
the trustee sale, you can call 888-
264-4010, or visit this internet 
website www.ndscorp.com, us-
ing the file number assigned to 
this case 20-20197-SP-CA to find 
the date on which the trustee’s 
sale was held, the amount of 
the last and highest bid, and the 
address of the trustee. Second, 
you must send a written notice 
of intent to place a bid so that 
the trustee receives it no more 
than 15 days after the trustee’s 
sale. Third, you must submit a 
bid so that the trustee receives 
it no more than 45 days after the 
trustee’s sale. If you think you 
may qualify as an “eligible ten-
ant buyer” or “eligible bidder,” 
you should consider contacting 
an attorney or appropriate real 
estate professional immediately 
for advice regarding this poten-
tial right to purchase. *Pursuant 
to Section 2924m of the Cali-
fornia Civil Code, the potential 
rights described herein shall ap-
ply only to public auctions taking 
place on or after January 1, 2021, 
through December 31, 2025, 
unless later extended. Date: 
07/22/2022 National Default Ser-
vicing Corporation c/o Tiffany 
& Bosco, P.A., its agent, 1455 
Frazee Road, Suite 820 San Di-
ego, CA 92108 Toll Free Phone: 
888-264-4010 Sales Line 855-
219-8501; Sales Website: www.
ndscorp.com By: Jesse Gonza-
lez, Trustee Sales Representa-
tive 07/29/2022, 08/05/2022, 
08/12/2022 CPP352848

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: CHARLES RODRIGUEZ 
aka CHUCK RODRIGUEZ 
CASE NO.   PROSB2201006        
To all heirs, beneficiaries, credi-
tors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be 
interested in the will or estate, 
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Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
or both of  CHARLES RODRI-
GUEZ aka CHUCK RODRI-
GUEZ has been filed by RITA 
JEAN RODRIGUEZ in the Su-
perior Court of California, Coun-
ty of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that RITA JEAN 
RODRIGUEZ  be appointed as 
personal representative to ad-
minister the estate of the dece-
dent.

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that the dece-
dents 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 obtaining 
court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal represen-
tative will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will be 
held AUGUST 15, 2022   at 9:00 
a.m. in Dept. No. S36 at Superior 
Court of California, County of 
San Bernardino, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415, San Bernardino District.

Filed: JULY 11, 2022
VALARIE URU-

ENA, Deputy Court Clerk  
IF YOU OBJECT to the granting 
of the petition, you should ap-
pear at the hearing and state your 
objections or file written objec-
tions 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 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: July 11, 2022 
Attorney for Rita  Jean   
Rodriguez: 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 July 
29, August 5 and August 12, 
2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF: 
PAULINE LOPEZ ESPARZA    
CASE NO. PROSB2200487    
To all heirs, beneficiaries, credi-
tors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be 
interested in the will or estate, 
or both of PAULINE LOPEZ 
ESPARZA aka PAULINE 
APOLINAR LOPEZ ESPAR-
ZA aka PAULINE ESPARZA   
A PETITION FOR PROBATE 
has been filed by GENARA 

ROBERT ESPARZA and 
PAULINE NATALIA GRI-
NAGER     in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that GENARA 
ROBERT ESPARZA and PAU-
LINE NATALIA GRINAGER    
be appointed as personal repre-
sentatives to administer the es-
tate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtaining 
court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal represen-
tative will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S-37 at 
9:00 a.m. on SEPTEMBER 
14, 2022 at Superior Court 
of California, County of San 
Bernardino, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415, San Bernardino District. 
IF YOU OBJECT to the granting 
of the petition, you should ap-
pear at the hearing and state your 
objections or file written objec-
tions 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 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 Genera Robert Es-
parza and Pauline Natalia Gri-
nager:

 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 July 29, Au-
gust 5 and August 12, 2022.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: REBECCA 
CATHERINE ALMANZA    
CASE NO. PROSB2201058    
To all heirs, beneficiaries, credi-
tors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise 
be interested in the will or es-
tate, or both of REBECCA 
CATHERINE ALMANZA      
A PETITION FOR PROBATE 
has been filed by BRENDA 
CATHERINE ALMANZA        in 
the Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that BRENDA 
CATHERINE ALMANZA       
be appointed as personal repre-
sentatives to administer the es-
tate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 

estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtaining 
court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal represen-
tative will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will be 
held in Dept. No. S-37 at 9:00 a.m. 
on AUGUST 24, 2022 at Superi-
or Court of California, County of 
San Bernardino, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415, San Bernardino District. 
IF YOU OBJECT to the granting 
of the petition, you should ap-
pear at the hearing and state your 
objections or file written objec-
tions 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 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 Brenda Catherine 
Almanza:

 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 July 29, Au-
gust 5 and August 12, 2022.

NOTICE OF HEARING 
ON PETITION FOR TERMI-
NATION OF PARENT - CHILD 
RELATIONSHIP

CASE NUMBER JS21265
SUPERIOR COURT OF 

ARIZONA IN MARICOPA 
COUNTY

Juvenile Department
PA R E N T/GUA R DI A N 

NAMES: Tiffany Araujo – 
Mother; Malik Russell Etheridge 
– Father

Petitioner Tiffany Araujo 
In the Matter of Minor: Delani 
Nicole Van Damme (10/30/2012)

This is an important notice 
from the court. Read it carefully.

A petition about termination 
of parent- child relationship has 
been filed with the court, and a 
hearing has been scheduled re-
lated to your child. Your rights 
may be affected by the proceed-
ings. You have a right to appear 
as a party in the proceeding.

If you fail to participate in 
the court proceedings, the court 
may deem that you have waived 
your legal rights and admit to the 
allegations made in the petition. 
Hearings may go forward in your 
absence and may result in the ter-
mination of your parental rights.

Facility Assignment: Duran-
go Juvenile Court Center 3131 W. 
Durango St, Phoenix, AZ 85009.

Judicial Officer: Honorable 
Lauren R. Guyton

Hearing Date/Time: October 
13, 2022, at 9:30 a.m.

Hearing Type: Severance-
Initial Hearing Location - Court 
Connect Remote Appearance

Court Connect Hearing: Yes
Video: https://tinyurl.com/

jbazmc-juc02
Phone: (917) 781-4590, Par-

ticipant Code 312 434 5#
How can I prepare for the 

hearing? Any supporting docu-
mentation must be filed with the 
Clerk of Court at least seventy-
two hours in advance of the set 
hearing date.

If I have questions or con-
cerns who can I contact?

For questions concerning 
filing, please contact the Clerk 
of Court at (602) 372-5375. For 
questions about the hearing, 
contact the Juvenile Department 
at (602) 506-4533, Option 2 to 
reach the assigned Judicial Offi-
cer’s staff. If you have legal ques-
tions, seek legal counsel.

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel July 29, 
August 5, August 12 & August 
19, 2022.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: MICHAEL C. 
MADDUX aka MICHAEL 
CHARLES MADDUX     
CASE NO. PROSB2201012    
To all heirs, beneficiaries, credi-
tors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise 
be interested in the will or es-
tate, or both of MICHAEL C. 
MADDUX aka MICHAEL 
CHARLES MADDUX 
A PETITION FOR PROBATE 
has been filed by SHAYNA 
STEWART     in the Supe-
rior Court of California, Coun-
ty of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that SHAYNA 
STEWART     be appointed as 
personal representatives to ad-
minister the estate of the dece-
dent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtaining 
court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal represen-
tative will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will be 
held in Dept. No. S-35 at 9:00 a.m. 
on AUGUST 18, 2022 at Superi-
or Court of California, County of 
San Bernardino, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415, San Bernardino District. 
IF YOU OBJECT to the granting 
of the petition, you should ap-
pear at the hearing and state your 
objections or file written objec-
tions 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 affect your 
rights as a creditor. You may 
want to consult with an attorney 
knowledgeable in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court a 
Request for Special Notice (form 
DE-154) of the filing of an inven-
tory and appraisal of estate assets 
or of any petition or account as 
provided in Probate Code sec-

tion 1250. A Request for Special 
Notice form is available from the 
court clerk.

Filed: July 14, 2022
Sabrina Felix, Dep-

uty Clerk of the Court  
Pro Se:

Shayna Stewart
3260 Little Mountain Drive  

#A
San Bernardino, CA 92405  

Telephone No: (951) 941-9878 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on  July 29, Au-
gust 5 & August 12,  2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF: 
JAVIER RAMIREZ aka JAVI-
ER MAGALLAN RAMIREZ 
CASE NO.   PROSB2200901        
To all heirs, beneficiaries, credi-
tors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be 
interested in the will or estate, 
or both of  JAVIER RAMIREZ 
aka JAVIER MAGALLAN 
RAMIREZ has been filed 
by VICTOR PATROCINIO 
RAMIREZ MONROY  in the 
Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that VICTOR 
PATROCINIO RAMIREZ 
MONROY  be appointed as per-
sonal representative to adminis-
ter the estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that the dece-
dents 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 obtaining 
court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal represen-
tative will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held NOVEMBER 3, 2022   
at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S35 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Bernardi-
no, CA 92415, San Bernardino 
District.

Filed: JUNE 15, 2022
NICOLE CART-

WRIGHT, Deputy Court Clerk  
IF YOU OBJECT to the granting 
of the petition, you should ap-
pear at the hearing and state your 
objections or file written objec-
tions 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 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: JUNE 15, 2022 
Attorney for VICTOR PATRO-
CINIO RAMIREZ MONROY 
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 Au-
gust 5, August 12 and August 19, 
2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: JOHN T. CHRISTENSON 
CASE NO.   PROSB2201056        
To all heirs, beneficiaries, credi-
tors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be 
interested in the will or estate, 
or both of  JOHN T. CHRIS-
TENSON has been filed by SU-
SAN PEDERSON  in the Supe-
rior Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that SUSAN 
PEDERSON  be appointed as 
personal representative to ad-
minister the estate of the dece-
dent.

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that the dece-
dents 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 obtaining 
court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal represen-
tative will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will be 
held AUGUST 30, 2022   at 9:00 
a.m. in Dept. No. S36 at Superior 
Court of California, County of 
San Bernardino, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415, San Bernardino District.

Filed: JULY 18, 2022
Sasha Rodriguez, 

Deputy Court Clerk  
IF YOU OBJECT to the granting 
of the petition, you should ap-
pear at the hearing and state your 
objections or file written objec-
tions 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 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: JULY 18, 2022 
Attorney for Susan Pederson  
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 Au-
gust 5, August 12 and August 19, 
2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: GEORGE SCHAUT 
CASE NO.   PROSB2201068        
To all heirs, beneficiaries, credi-
tors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise be 
interested in the will or estate, 
or both of  GEORGE SCHAUT 
has been filed by CHRISTINA 
CARREON  in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that CHRIS-
TINA CARREON  be appointed 
as personal representative to 
administer 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 obtaining 
court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal represen-
tative will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will be 
held AUGUST 31, 2022   at 9:00 
a.m. in Dept. No. S37 at Superior 
Court of California, County of 
San Bernardino, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415, San Bernardino District.

Filed: JULY 22, 2022
SASHA RODRO-

GUEZ, Deputy Court Clerk  
IF YOU OBJECT to the granting 
of the petition, you should ap-
pear at the hearing and state your 
objections or file written objec-
tions 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 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: JULY 22, 2022 
Attorney for Christina Carreon  
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 Au-
gust 5, August 12 and August 19, 
2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: MARY LEE WARREN 
CASE NO.   PROSB2201069        
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To all heirs, beneficiaries, credi-
tors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise 
be interested in the will or es-
tate, or both of  MARY LEE 
WARREN has been filed by 
SHELIA DAVIS  in the Supe-
rior Court of California, Coun-
ty of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that SHELIA 
DAVIS  be appointed as personal 
representative to administer the 
estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that the dece-
dents 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 obtaining 
court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal represen-
tative will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will be 
held AUGUST 31, 2022   at 9:00 
a.m. in Dept. No. S37 at Superior 
Court of California, County of 
San Bernardino, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415, San Bernardino District.

Filed: JULY 22, 2022
SASHA RODRI-

GUEZ, Deputy Court Clerk  
IF YOU OBJECT to the granting 
of the petition, you should ap-
pear at the hearing and state your 
objections or file written objec-
tions 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 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: JULY 22, 2022 
Attorney for SHELIA DAVIS  
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 Au-
gust 5, August 12 and August 19, 
2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ESTATE 
OF: BRANDON BRIGHT 
CASE NO.   PROSB2201074        
To all heirs, beneficiaries, credi-
tors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise 
be interested in the will or es-
tate, or both of  BRANDON 
BRIGHT has been filed by AN-
DREA BRIGHT  in the Supe-
rior Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that ANDREA 
BRIGHT  be appointed as per-
sonal representative to adminis-
ter the estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtaining 
court approval. Before taking 
certain very important actions, 
however, the personal represen-
tative will be required to give 
notice to interested persons un-
less they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed ac-
tion.) The independent adminis-
tration authority will be granted 
unless an interested person files 
an objection to the petition and 
shows good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will be 
held AUGUST 31, 2022   at 9:00 
a.m. in Dept. No. S36 at Superior 
Court of California, County of 
San Bernardino, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415, San Bernardino District.

Filed: JULY 22, 2022
JENNIFER SAL-

DANA, Deputy Court Clerk  
IF YOU OBJECT to the granting 
of the petition, you should ap-
pear at the hearing and state your 
objections or file written objec-
tions 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 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: JULY 22, 2022 
Attorney for ANDREA BRIGHT  
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 Au-
gust 5, August 12 and August 19, 
2022.

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
FOR CHANGE OF NAME 
CASE

NUMBER CIVSB 2213752
TO  ALL INTERESTED 

PERSONS: Petitioner:  DEBO-
RAH STROTZ OBETSANOV 
and CHARLES STROTZ, JR. 
filed with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

CHARLES KURT 
STROTZ, III to KIRKY 
CHUCK STROTZ THE 
COURT ORDERS that all per-
sons 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 sched-
uled to be heard and must appear 
at the hearing to show cause 
why the petition should not be 

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

Notice of Hearing
Date: September 6, 2022
Time: 10:00 AM
Department: S36
The address of the court is 

Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 

247 West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415

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

Dated: 08/03/2022
Judge of the Superior Court:  

MICHELLE H. GILLEECE
Published in the San 

Bernardino County Sentinel 
on 08/05/2022, 08/12/2022, 
08/19/2022 & 08/26/2022

FBN 20220006980 
The following person is doing 

business as: LAW OFFICE OF JON 
F. HAMILTON   700 E. REDLANDS 
BLVD., SUIT U #165   REDLANDS, 
CA  92373

JON F HAMILTON   1320 
GARDEN STREET   REDLANDS, 
CA 92373 

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL   

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

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

s/ JON F. HAMILTON, Indi-
vidual Owner  

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
07/26/2022

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 G8420

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 
Section 14400 et seq., Business and 
Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on 8/5, 8/12, 8/19 & 
8/26, 2022.

FBN 20220006199 
The following person is doing 

business as: BIMA SERVICES 3837 
N SILVER TREE CT RIALTO, CA 
92377: URSULA MACIAS  3837 
N SILVER TREE CT RIALTO, CA 
92377 

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL.   

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

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

s/ URSULA MACIAS, Owner  
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
06/27/2022

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 J1677

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 
Section 14400 et seq., Business and 
Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on  7/1, 7/8, 7/15 & 
7/22, 2022. Corrected on 8/5, 8/12, 
8/19 & 8/26

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF:

DEBORA JENNINGS aka 
DE’BORA JENNINGS

Case NO. PROSB2200398
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may otherwise 

be interested in the will or estate, 
or both of DEBORA JENNINGS 
aka DE’BORA JENNINGS               

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by Polly 
Mallett in the Superior Court of 
California, County of San Ber-
nardino.

THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that Polly Mallett 
be appointed as personal repre-
sentative to administer the estate 
of the decedent.

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

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in Dept. S37 at 09:00 
AM on 10/13/2022 Room: at Su-
perior Court of California, Coun-
ty of San Bernardino,Superior 
Court of California, County of 
San Bernardino, San Bernardino 
District-Probate Division at 247 
West Third Street, San Bernardi-
no, CA 92415 IF YOU OBJECT 
to the granting of the petition, 
you should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or file 
written objections with the court 
before the hearing. Your appear-
ance may be in person or by your 
attorney.

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

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

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

George M. Halimi
1999 Avenue of the Stars, 

Suite 1100, Los Angeles, CA 
90067

Telephone No: 
310.553.5562Published in the 
San Bernardino County Senti-
nel on:

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on 
08/12/2022. 08/19/2022, & 
08/26/2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION TO 
ADMINISTER ESTATE OF: 
DAVID MICHAEL MOLINO   
CASE NO.   PROSB2201106

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, and contingent credi-
tors of DAVID MICHAEL MO-
LINO, and persons who may 
be otherwise interested in the 
will or estate, or both: A peti-
tion has been filed by STEVE 
MOLINO in the Superior Court 
of California, County of SAN 
BERNARDINO, requesting that 
STEVE MOLINO be appointed 
special administrator to admin-
ister the estate with general pow-
ers.

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 ob-
taining court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required to 
give notice to interested persons 
unless they have waived notice or 
consented to the proposed action. 
The independent administration 
authority will be granted unless 
an interested person files an ob-
jection to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court should 
not grant the authority.

The petition is set for hear-
ing in Dept. No. S36 at SU-
PERIOR COURT OF CALI-
FORNIA, COUNTY OF SAN 
BERNARDINO

 SAN BERNARDINO DIS-
TRICT – PROBATE DIVISION 
247 W. 3rd STREET SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92415-0212 on 
SEPTEMBER 6, 2022 at 09:00 
AM

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

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

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

Attorney for the Petitioner: 
MARY M. BADER 9227 HA-
VEN AVENUE, SUITE 368 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91730 Telephone: (909) 945-2775 
Fax: (909) 945-2778 

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on Au-
gust 12, 19 & 26, 2022.

FBN 20220007079
The following entity is doing 

business as CUNNING DENTAL 
GROUP  9595 CENTRAL AVE.  
MONTCLAIR, CA 91763

 RONALD CUNNING, DDS, 
INC.  9595 CENTRAL AVE.  
MONTCLAIR, CA 91763

Mailing Address:   9595 CEN-
TRAL AVE.  MONTCLAIR, CA 
91763

The business is conducted by: A 
CORPORATION registered with the 
state of California as C0605742  

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: AUGUST 24, 1970

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/ KEITH CUNNING, Secretary 
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
07/29/2022

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 D5511

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 
Section 14400 et seq., Business and 
Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on  August 12, 19, 26 
& September 2, 2022 

FBN 20220007224
The following entity is doing 

business as MOOMUCCA  12714 
HILLTOP DR  REDLANDS 92373    
SOPHIA R FRYE  12714 HILLTOP 
DR  REDLANDS 92373    SAN 
BERNARDINO COUNTY  Principal 
Place Of Business

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL  

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

By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement is true 
and correct. A registrant who 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/ SOPHIA R FRYE
Statement filed with the Coun-

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

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 G8420

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 
Section 14400 et seq., Business and 
Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on  August 12, 19, 26 
& September 2, 2022

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
FOR CHANGE OF NAME 
CASE

NUMBER CIVSB2206514
TO  ALL INTERESTED 

PERSONS: Petitioner:  DYCIE 
RANSOM filed with this court 
for a decree changing names as 
follows:

ZI’AHN KHARI SKIPPER 
to ZI’AHN KHARI MCCALL 
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 sched-
uled to be heard and must appear 
at the hearing to show cause 
why the petition should not be 
granted. If no written objection is 
timely filed, the court may grant 
the petition without a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 09/12/2022
Time: 08:30 AM
Department: S16
The address of the court is 

Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino San 
Bernardino District-Civil Divi-
sion 247 West Third Street, San 
Bernardino, CA 92415 IT IS 
FURTHER ORDERED that a 
copy of this order be published 
in the  San Bernardino Sentinel 
in San Bernardino County Cali-
fornia, once a week for four suc-
cessive weeks prior to the date set 
for hearing of the petition.

Dated: 07/27/2022
Judge of the Superior Court: 

JOHN M. PACHECO
Published in the San Ber-

nardino Sentinel on 08/19/2022, 
08/26/2022, 09/02/2022, 
09/09/2022\\\

FBN 20220006641     
The following person is doing business 
as: YESENIA’S GLAM STUDIO. 
5533 PHILADELPHIA STREET 
SUITE #132 CHINO, CA 91710 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
YESENIA LOPEZ 5533 PHILA-
DELPHIA STREET SUITE 
#132 CHINO, CA 91710. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ YESENIA LOPEZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 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 
County Sentinel 07/22/2022, 
07/29/2022, 08/05/2022, 08/12/2022          
CNBB29202208MT 

FBN 20220006689     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: BIG PROFIT; RAP AFFILI-
ATED PRODUCTIONS; RAP AF-
FILIATED PUBLISHING; R.A.P. 
RECORDS; R.A.P. TV; R.A.P. FILMS 
INC.; R.A.P. GEAR CLOTHING; 
SCHOOL OF R.A.P; RAP AFFILI-
ATED POSSE; RAP AFFILIATED 
POSSE; RAP AFFILLIATED PRO-
MOTIONS; IT’S A R.A.P (BLUNT 
WRAPS); IT’S A CRIP R.A.P 
(BLUNT WRAPS); IT’S A BLOOD 
R.A.P (BLUNT WRAPS); MEDINA 
TEQUILA; TEQUILA MEDINA; 
COCINA MEDINA; R.A.P IT UP 
CONDOMS 6617 DICARLO PLACE 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91739 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
RAP AFFILIATED, INC. 6617 
DICARLO PLACE RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91739 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ EDUARDO MEDINA, PRESIDENT  
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 15, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 07/22/2022, 
07/29/2022, 08/05/2022, 08/12/2022          
CNBB29202207MT 

FBN 20220006450     
The following person is doing 
business as: JZ REAL ESTATE 
INVESTMENT COM.. 387 E 
HEATHER ST RIALTO, CA 92376 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JENNY ZUNIGA 387 E HEATH-
ER ST RIALTO, CA 92376. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JENNY ZUNIGA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 06, 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 
County Sentinel 07/22/2022, 
07/29/2022, 08/05/2022, 08/12/2022          
CNBB29202206MT 

FBN 20220006706     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: LILY’S QUALITY WA-
TER; LILY’S JUICE BAR 638 E 
FRANCIS ST ONTARIO, CA 91761 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
ANA L. SANDOVAL 638 E FRAN-
CIS ST ONTARIO, CA 91761. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ANA L. SANDOVAL, OWNER 
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Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 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 
County Sentinel 07/22/2022, 
07/29/2022, 08/05/2022, 08/12/2022          
CNBB29202205MT 

FBN 20220006468     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: TOMSEN’S HEATING 
AND COOLING. 1025 EVER-
GREEN CT REDLANDS, CA 92374 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
DAVID P TOMSEN 1025 EVER-
GREEN CT REDLANDS, CA 92374. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ DAVID P TOMSEN, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 07, 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 
County Sentinel 07/22/2022, 
07/29/2022, 08/05/2022, 08/12/2022          
CNBB29202204MT 

FBN 20220006427     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: CALI DETAILING. 15957 
SAN LEANDRO DR FONTANA, 
CA 92336311 W CIVIC CENTER 
DR STE B SANTA ANA, CA 92336 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
FABIAN PICON 15957 SAN LE-
ANDRO DR FONTANA, CA 92336. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ FABIAN PICON, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 06, 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 07/22/2022, 07/29/2022, 
08/05/2022, 08/12/2022          CNB-
B29202203CV  

FBN 20220006384     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ALEX TRAILERS AND 
REPAIRS. 10916 ALDER AVE 
BLOOMINGTON, CA 92316 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JANETH AYALA FLORES 
10916 ALDER AVE BLOOM-
INGTON, CA 92316; JOSE A 
FLORES 10916 ALDER AVE 
BLOOMINGTON, CA 92316. 
The business is conducted 
by: A MARRIED COUPLE.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JANETH AYALA FLORES, WIFE 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 05, 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 
County Sentinel 07/22/2022, 
07/29/2022, 08/05/2022, 08/12/2022          
CNBB29202202MT 

FBN 20220006542     
The following person is doing 
business as: GOMEZ CAD SER-
VICES. 3045 SANGABRIEL ST 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92404 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
RAYMOND R GOMEZ 3045 
SAN GABRIEL ST SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92404. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ RAYMOND R GOMEZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 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 07/22/2022, 07/29/2022, 
08/05/2022, 08/12/2022          CNB-
B29202201IR

FBN 20220006752     
The following person is doing business 
as: TEAM SANCHEZ TRANSPORT. 
383 E MESA DR RIALTO, CA 92376 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JOSE M. SANCHEZ 383 E 
MESA DR RIALTO, CA 92376. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: OCT 19, 2016 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JOSE M. SANCHEZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 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 
County Sentinel 07/29/2022, 
08/05/2022, 08/12/2022, 08/19/2022          
CNBB30202206MT 

FBN 20220006583     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: J&R HEATING AND 
AIR COND. 2255 S. SAN ANTO-
NIO AVE ONTARIO, CA 91762 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
WILLIAM R SCIMONE 
2255 S. SAN ANTONIO 
AVE ONTARIO, CA 91762. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: JUL 12, 2022 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ WILLIAM R SCIMONE, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 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 07/29/2022, 08/05/2022, 
08/12/2022, 08/19/2022          CNB-
B30202205IR 

FBN 20220006799     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: MONTCLAIR EXPRESS 
CAR WASH. 10973 S CENTRAL 
AVE WINNETKA, CA 91306;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 19812 LULL 
ST WINNETKA, CA 91306]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
MONTCLAIR EXPRESS CAR 
WASH LLC 10973 S CENTRAL 
AVE MONTCLAIR, CA 91762 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MUSTANSIR CADERB-
HOY, MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 20, 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 07/29/2022, 08/05/2022, 
08/12/2022, 08/19/2022          CNB-
B30202204IR 

FBN 20220006764     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: YOLMA’S. 27445 MAIN 
ST HIGHLAND, CA 92346 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
YOLANDA HARO 27445 MAIN 
ST HIGHLAND, CA 92346; 
NORMA A HARO 27445 MAIN 
ST HIGHLAND, CA 92346. 
The business is conducted by: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: JUL 26, 2017 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ YOLANDA HARO, 
GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 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 07/29/2022, 08/05/2022, 
08/12/2022, 08/19/2022          CNB-
B30202203IR 

FBN 20220006849     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: OVERFLOWING WATER 
PRESSURE WASHING. 636 E 
RALSTON ST ONTARIO, CA 91761 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
MICHAEL MURILLO 636 E RAL-
STONS ST ONTARIO, CA 91761. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MICHAEL MURILLO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 20, 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 07/29/2022, 08/05/2022, 
08/12/2022, 08/19/2022          CN-
BB30202202MT 

FBN 20220006959     
The following person is doing business 
as: YE TRANSPORT. 213 E JACK-
SON ST APT B RIALTO, CA 92376 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
EMMANUEL QUINONES 213 
E JACKSON ST B RIALTO, CA 
92376; YURIKO QUINONES 213 E 
JACKSON ST B RIALTO, CA 92376. 
The business is conducted 
by: A MARRIED COUPLE.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ EMMANUEL QUI-
NONES, HUSBAND 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 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 07/29/2022, 08/05/2022, 
08/12/2022, 08/19/2022          CNB-
B30202201IR

FBN 20220006727     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: BERSH CONSTRUCTION 
INC. 5483 HEATH CREEK DRIVE 
WRIGHTWOOD, CA 92397;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS PO BOX 
2624 WRIGHTWOOD, CA 92397];  
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
BERSH CONSTUCTION INC. 5483 
HEATH CREEK DRIVE WRIGHT-
WOOD, CA 92397

The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: JUL 18, 2022 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MICHAEL BERSHEE, VP 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 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 
County Sentinel 08/05/2022, 
08/12/2022, 08/19/2022, 08/26/2022          
CNBB31202214IR 

FBN 20220006936     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: NORTHLAND DRIVING 
SCHOOL. 876 N. MOUNTAIN AVE. 
SUITE 200H UPAND, CA 91786;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 9908 PRADE-
RA AVE MONTCLAIR, CA 91763]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JOSE A GARCIA 9908 PRADERA 
AVE MONTCLAIR, CA 91763. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JOSE A GARCIA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 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 
County Sentinel 08/05/2022, 
08/12/2022, 08/19/2022, 08/26/2022          
CNBB31202213IR 

FBN 20220006942     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: LABOR FORCE SERVICES 
LOGISTICS. 213 E. GRANA-
DA CT. ONTARIO, CA 91764 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
MONICA M MANCIL-
LA 213 E. GRANADA 
CT. ONTARIO, CA 91764. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: JUL 24, 2022 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MONICA M MANCILLA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 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 
County Sentinel 08/05/2022, 
08/12/2022, 08/19/2022, 08/26/2022          
CNBB31202212IR 

FBN 20220007007     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: MODISH THREADING & 
WAX CENTER. 16960 E FOOT-
HILL BLVD STE D FONTANA, 
CA 92335; [ MAILING ADDRESS 
2640 DEL ROSA AVENUE APT 213 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92404];  
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
SARVJIT KAUR 2640 DEL 
ROSA AVENUE APT 213 SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92404; JA-
GAN NATH 2640 DEL ROSA 
AVENUE APT 213 SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92404. 
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: JUL 21, 2022 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ SARVJIT KAUR, WIFE 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 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 
County Sentinel 08/05/2022, 
08/12/2022, 08/19/2022, 08/26/2022          
CNBB31202211MT 

FBN 20220007022     
The following person is do-
ing business as: DIVERSIFIED 
RISK MANAGEMENT SER-
VICES. 7265 ISABELLA VILLA 
COURT HIGHLAND, CA 92346 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
NANCY C STATER 7265 
ISABELLA VILLA COURT 
HIGHLAND, CA 92346. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: JAN 20, 2022 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ NANCY C STATER, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 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 
County Sentinel 08/05/2022, 
08/12/2022, 08/19/2022, 08/26/2022          
CNBB31202210IR 

FBN 20220006922     
The following person is doing 
business as: GUZMAN BROS 
WELDING. 1826 W 19TH ST #68 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92411 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
LUIS A GUZMAN 1826 W 19TH ST 
#68 SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92411. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: JUL 05, 2022 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ LUIS A GUZMAN, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 22, 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 
County Sentinel 08/05/2022, 
08/12/2022, 08/19/2022, 08/26/2022          
CNBB31202209MT 

FBN 20220007132     
The following person is doing business 
as: BLACKTOP SEAL COAT AND 
LINE STRIPING. 1391 TOURNMA-
LINE AVE MENTONE, CA 92359 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JUSTIN J. BUCK 1391 TOURMA-
LINE AVE MENTONE, CA 92359. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: JUL 28, 2010 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JUSTIN J. BUCK, OWNER 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: AUGUST 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 
County Sentinel 08/05/2022, 
08/12/2022, 08/19/2022, 08/26/2022          
CNBB31202207IR 

FBN 20220007131     
The following person is doing business 
as: RAM FAM DEMOLITION. 6652 
TOKAY AVE FONTANA, CA 92336 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
RAM FAM DEMOLITION 6652 
TOKAY 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 infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ PEDRO DANIEL RAMIREZ, CEO 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: AUGUST 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 
County Sentinel 08/05/2022, 
08/12/2022, 08/19/2022, 08/26/2022          
CNBB31202206IR 

FBN 20220007056     
The following person is doing 
business as: GOLDEN STONE 
LOGISTICS. 17404 HIBIS-
CUS ST FONTANA, CA 92335 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
IMELDA LEDESMA DE 
ARREOLA 17404 HIBIS-
CUS 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 infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ IMELDA LEDESMA 
DE ARREOLA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 28, 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 
County Sentinel 08/05/2022, 
08/12/2022, 08/19/2022, 08/26/2022          
CNBB31202205MT 

FBN 20220007105     
The following person is doing 
business as: CLERK’S LIQUOR. 
2446 MIRA MONTE DR SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92405 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
CLERK’S LIQUOR, INC. 2446 
MIRA MONTES DR SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92405The business 
is conducted by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ZOHER SAMAAN, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: AUGST 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 
County Sentinel 08/05/2022, 
08/12/2022, 08/19/2022, 08/26/2022          
CNBB31202204MT 

FBN 20220006869     
The following person is doing 
business as: JDK SERVICES 
LLC. 15813 CANDLEWOOD 
DR VICTORVILLE, CA 92395 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JDK SERVICES 15813 
CANDLEWOOD DR VIC-
TORVILLE, CA 92395 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JOSE MARIO HERNAN-
DEZ, MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 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 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 08/05/2022, 
08/12/2022, 08/19/2022, 08/26/2022          
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FBN 20220006873     
The following person is doing 
business as: AYONIMI LLC. 760 
DAWN WAY FONTANA, CA 92336 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
AYONIMI LLC 760 DAWN 
WAY FONTANA, CA 92336 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ADENIYI DARAMOLA, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 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 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 08/05/2022, 
08/12/2022, 08/19/2022, 08/26/2022          
CNBB31202202MT 

FBN 20220006872     
The following person is do-
ing business as: RICK’S BAR-
BER SHOP. 35063 YUCAIPA 
BLVD YUCAIPA, CA 92399 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
E3C5 35063 YUCAIPA 
BLVD YUCAIPA, CA 92399 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ CARO L. TORRES, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: JULY 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 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 08/05/2022, 
08/12/2022, 08/19/2022, 08/26/2022          
CNBB31202201MT

FBN 20220007112     
The following person is doing business 
as: BRIGHTLINE AUTO SALES. 
21582 MAIN ST. SUITE M-102 
GRAND TERRACE, CA 92313 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
CAPITAL CAR REPAIR LLC 
21582 MAIN ST GRAND 
TERRACE, CA 92313. 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ KENNETH W. BECK-
LEY, MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: AUGUST 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 
County Sentinel 08/12/2022, 
08/19/2022, 08/26/2022, 09/02/2022          
CNBB32202207IR 

FBN 20220007380     
The following person is doing business 
as: PREMIER SECURITY SERVIC-
ES. 7744 HESS PL UNIT 1 RANCHO 

CUCAMONGA, CA 91739;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS PO BOX 2122 RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91729];  
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
CHRISTIAN V RIQUELME 
7744 HESS PL UNIT 1 RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91739. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ CHRISTIAN V 
RIQUELME, OWNER 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: AUGUST 10, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 08/12/2022, 
08/19/2022, 08/26/2022, 09/02/2022          
CNBB32202206MT 

FBN 20220007289     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: DANGER CORPORATION; 
LAGUNA BEACH DANGER RID-
ERS. 485 HIGHWAY 138 LAGUNA 
BEACH, CA 92325;[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 1278 GLENNEYRE ST BOX 
241 LAGUNA BEACH, CA 92651];  
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
EVEREN OZAN 485 HIGHWAY 
138 CRESTLINE, CA 92325. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ EVEREN OZAN, OWNER 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: AUGUST 04, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 08/12/2022, 
08/19/2022, 08/26/2022, 09/02/2022          
CNBB32202205MT 

FBN 20220007267     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ALOHA MINI DONUTS 
LLC. 1239 W 9TH STREET UP-
LAND, CA 91786;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 7505 SANTA ANA 
LUCIA ST FONTANA, CA 92336];  
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
ALOHA MINI DONUTS 
LLC 7505 SANTA LUCIA 
ST FONTANA, CA 92336 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ BOBBIE G. STODDARD, CEO 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: AUGUST 04, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 08/12/2022, 
08/19/2022, 08/26/2022, 09/02/2022          
CNBB32202204MT 

FBN 20220007185     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: MADEX. 4085 GRAND 
AVE STUDIO 18 CHINO, CA 91710 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
MADEX BEAUTY LLC 
5973 SNOWGRASS TRAIL 
RIVERSIDE, CA 92509 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ BIANCA M. BIN, MAN-
AGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: AUGUST 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 
County Sentinel 08/12/2022, 
08/19/2022, 08/26/2022, 09/02/2022          
CNBB32202203MT 

FBN 20220007188     
The following person is doing 
business as: LATINA BEAUTY 
BAR LLC. 219 S RIVERSIDE 
AVE #102 RIALTO, CA 92376 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
LATINA BEAUTY BAR 
LLC 219 S RIVERSIDE 

AVE RIALTO, CA 92376 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ VANESSA MENDEZ, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: AUGST 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 
County Sentinel 08/12/2022, 
08/19/2022, 08/26/2022, 09/02/2022          
CNBB32202202MT 

FBN 20220007242    
 

The following person is doing busi-
ness as: BLUE SPA. 5933 ADOBE RD 
TWENTYNINE PALMS, CA 92277 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JUNG HEE CHO 5933 ADOBE RD 
TWENTY NINE PALMS, CA 92277. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 

knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JUNG HEE CHO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: AUGUST 04, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 08/12/2022, 
08/19/2022, 08/26/2022, 09/02/2022          
CNBB32202201IR

has done it for most of those 
years, and the last 20 have 
been with one of the offi-
cers that had been doing it. 
We’ve followed the same 
process for the most part, 
using the state law, then of 
course using the process 
that has been laid out for 
quite a long time.”

“I’m not sure how to 
justly resolve this,” said 
Councilwoman Janice El-
liott. “I think this program 
is problematic in that there 
is a lot of personal judg-
ment as to what constitutes 
blight and what constitutes 
an actual harmful situation. 
It would seem like there 
should be some real clarity 
on this, but it doesn’t appear 
that there is at all. There is 
not in my mind, either. So, 
I am very concerned about 
these assessments. I can un-
derstand why people would 
want to have large trees and 
shrubbery, because that 
shields your house from the 
sun, and it is a passive so-
lar cooling. When you don’t 
have a lawn and you get 
some weeds that sprout up 
in the spring, that does hap-
pen and as long as they’re 
not an eyesore and we’ve 
got the three inches [height 
limitation], that shouldn’t 
be a problem. But a num-
ber of people said that these 
weren’t three inches, so, I’m 
deeply disturbed by this 
meeting and by these as-
sessments.”

While the council super-
ficially dealt with some of 
the issues raised by those 
who had spoken during the 
public hearing, its members 
assiduously avoided some of 
the more pointed criticisms 
that had been leveled at the 
city and danced around the 
assertions by several of the 

residents that they had not 
been able to engage with 
Hernandez and the city to 
get a clear understanding 
of what the city considered 
to be code violations. Nor 
did the other members of 
the council make any fur-
ther exploration of the is-
sues raised by Elliott vis-à-
vis whether vegetation that 
some residents purpose-
fully planted as landscaping 
could or should be interpret-
ed as weeds, what the prop-
er degree of pruning, trim-
ming and thinning of trees, 
shrubbery, plants, flowers 
and vegetation is, or where 
a property owner’s sense of 
aesthetics ends and where 
the proper public definition 
of aesthetics and safety be-
gins. The council did not 
want to address head-on the 
suggestions that in levying 
the fines, fees and assess-
ments Hernandez had cut 
corners. Nor was it will-
ing to so much as consider 
what Bobich and Furness 
had said directly and which 
Maloncon hinted at, which 
is that the city itself is the 
most prolific violator of its 
own codes with regard to 
the overgrowth of weeds 
within its borders and that 
in this way, Hernandez was 
falling down on the job.

Hernandez endeavored 
to defend her performance.

She suggested that she 
had made a straightforward 
effort to bring those who 
were not holding the weeds 
on their properties in check 
and that those who had 
been cited were guilty as 
charged.

“When I started here in 
Upland and started driving 
through the neighborhoods, 
I noticed that about 80 to 85 
percent of the properties, 
they take care of their prop-
erty,” she said. “They mow 
their lawn. They keep the 
trees limbed. They remove 
the dead material. They 
do the landscaping and the 
maintenance. The ones that 
I actually stopped and took 
pictures and sent notices 

were the ones that stood 
out.”

Still, by Hernandez’s 
own numbers, that would 
indicate that some 3,300 
to 4,400 of the city’s resi-
dential properties were out 
of compliance. As she had 
taken action against a mere 
290 of those, this suggested 
the city was engaging in se-
lective or arbitrary enforce-
ment.

Councilman Carlos Gar-
cia hinted at that when he 
mused about whether the 
city with its weed abate-
ment program was “going 
to go straight across the 
board for everybody. Is it 
the lack of manpower that 
we’re not capturing every-
thing? Is it just hit or miss, 
the luck of the draw?”

Mayor Velto leapt to 
Hernandez’s defense at that 
point, saying, “With 22,000 
houses, I don’t think you’re 
going to catch everyone. It’s 
absolutely a manpower issue 
in order to get every single 
property done at the same 
time and get notices sent out 
at the exact same time. The 
process itself is not perfect. 
We just have to get better 
each year at doing this.”

Nevertheless, in ac-
knowledging the manpow-
er issue, Velto laid bare the 
issue surrounding the ac-
cusation of misrepresenta-
tion that had been leveled 
at Hernandez.

Initially, she had 
claimed that every inspec-
tion, notice and abatement 
action was uniformly car-
ried out on every property 
she encountered, without 
favoritism or bias.

“It was all the same for 
every property in Upland,” 
she said.

But with Velto’s response 
when Garcia had raised the 
question of “across-the-
board” enforcement, what 
soon tumbled out was that 
the process was not uni-
formly carried out. Her-
nandez’s claim that she had 
assiduously paid attention 
to every case and stayed on 

top of their details collapsed 
under her and Dahlquest’s 
later assertion that the sheer 
number of weed-overgrown 
properties were over-
whelming and that she was 
scrambling and struggling 
in the effort to keep up.

Velto tried to establish 
that Hernandez used the 
same protocol with every 
abatement.

“I saw a picture with one 
notice on the door,” Velto 
observed and then asked 
Hernandez, “Did you take 
pictures each time?”

“Yes,” Hernandez said.
“So, you have pictures 

of every one of those that 
you posted?” Velto asked 
Hernandez.

“Yes, there were 24 that 
I had to post,” she replied.

Hernandez quickly 
qualified that answer.

“Or I had to hand them 
[out],” she said. “I handed 
them to the property own-
er.”

So, you have evidence 
you posted them on the 
door?” Velto again inquired.

“Yes,” said Hernandez. 
“There were only 24 and 
I went to every one of the 
doors and spoke to most all 
of the people and let them 
know what was going to 
happen the next – during 
the weekend – and/or if 
they weren’t there, I posted 
it on the door. There were 
only 24. Not every one of 
the notices did I post.”

“What do you mean?” 
Velto, having picked up on 
the discrepancy, asked.

“Not every single notice 
that I mailed,” Hernandez 
said.

“I’m talking about the 
ones for recovery, said 
Velto.

“Right,” responded Her-
nandez.

“You actually did physi-
cal work?” Velto asked. 
“You have evidence – pic-
tures on the door?”

“Yes, I do,” said Hernan-
dez.

Dahlquest endeavored 
Continued on Page 11
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to take the heat off Her-
nandez, suggesting that 
the overwhelming nature 
and sheer volume of the 
assignment kept her from 
being as thorough as she 
had earlier claimed to be.

“Keep in mind there’s 
290 properties on this 
list,” said Dahlquest. 
“This is basically a part-
time program, so we don’t 
have the manpower to go 
out and knock on every 
door. Julie tries to do the 
best she can. We’re fol-
lowing the same process 
that we’ve followed for 
many years.”

Hernandez at one point 
took a stab at explaining 
away what had seemed 
an obvious discrepancy. 
Some of those who ad-
dressed the city council 
expressed dismay at hav-
ing been told – by Her-
nandez – that if they re-
duced the weeds on their 
property to a height of 
three inches or less, they 
would be deemed to be 
in compliance. They had 
cut or mowed the weeds 
to the indicated level but 
were still hit with fines 
and assessments or sub-
ject to abatement action 
by the city’s contractor, 
they complained.

Hernandez defended 
the city’s action, saying 
that abatement in such 
cases was justifiable be-
cause, she said, “The 
code does not address the 
height of the vegetation or 
the weeds.”

With regard to those 
residents who asserted 
that they had been cited, 
fined and assessed for 
violations on neighboring 
properties, Hernandez of-
fered that “The Comcate 
application [i.e., a com-
puterized location finding 
device] I use to do the in-
spections, it actually has 
a GIS function, so that it 
gives me the location that 
I’m sitting in front of. Oc-
casionally, because of the 
Wi-Fi, it would put me 
off an address, and I did 
get calls that there were 
errors on the photos. So, 
what happened is I had to 
cancel them, you know, 
because the wrong pic-
ture’s on a notice. That’s 
something that needs to 

be addressed later for the 
next set of inspections, 
but there were those 
problems.”

When pressed, Her-
nandez offered a less 
than satisfactory expla-
nation of an aspect of the 
process that had caused 
tremendous confusion, 
and which she had previ-
ously misrepresented as 
well. Several residents 
who spoke Monday night 
indicated they had been 
told at one point that the 
action they took had re-
dressed the problem, only 
to be informed later that 
they were being fined and 
assessed or that abate-
ment of the vegetation on 
their property was going 
to occur. This was com-
pounded by the consider-
ation that those residents 
who did redress the weed 
growth on their property 
were never given an of-

ficial indication that they 
were no longer on the 
city’s abatement list. Her-
nandez said that no ex-
plicit city notice of com-
pliance was given to those 
who had knuckled under 
to the city’s standards on 
their property relating to 
vegetation growth.

“They get that last let-
ter, the invoice letter stat-
ing there is a $72 charge,” 
Hernandez said. “There is 
no additional letter in be-
tween, letting them know 
they are in compliance.”

Garcia explored that 
further.

“Is there a follow up… 
where everything is right 
completely?” Garcia 
asked. “Is there a follow 
up with them?”

“Once I’ve verified 
that they’ve complied, 
then I close the case,” 
Hernandez said. “I don’t 
mail anything or make a 

phone call to let the prop-
erty owner know. I just 
close the case.”

Dahlquest, who had 
defended Hernandez’s 
performance throughout 
the meeting, insisted at 
one point, “This is Julie 
Hernandez and her sister 
and their company that 
we’ve hired,” said Dahl-
quest. “This is their first 
year. I think they’ve done 
the best job they could do. 
We have 22,000 proper-
ties in the city, and I think 
they’ve done a good job.”

Mayor Velto angered a 
number of people present 
by insisting that the city 
stood by Hernandez and 
was prepared to side with 
her in any sort of dispute, 
factual or otherwise, with 
the city’s residents, de-
spite whatever discrepan-
cies had come to light.

“I’m not faulting what 
you’re doing,” Velto said 

to Hernandez, directly. 
“It’s a process and it’s a 
process that people don’t 
like.”

Velto then encouraged 
his council colleagues 
to put their faith and the 
city’s full backing behind 
Hernandez.

“Remember, this is 
someone that’s hired by 
the city,” Velto said, sug-
gesting that gave Her-
nandez a specialized 
status which placed her 
above the city’s residents. 
“When she tells me she 
put those on the door, I 
have to believe her. I have 
to. I’m sorry. I have to be-
lieve her. This is what we 
hired her to do, to post 
those notices on the door.”

The city council voted 
to waive the fines and as-
sessments of up to $422 
that had been levied on 
those who had been cited 
and penalized for initially 

being out of compliance 
but who had eventually 
redressed the weed issues 
on their property and did 
not trigger the city’s em-
ployment of its contractor 
to abate their properties 
if they were among those 
who had attended the 
meeting or had phoned 
in to the meeting. By the 
same motion, the city re-
solved to collect the fines, 
fees and assessments lev-
ied on those who did not 
attend the meeting, even 
if they removed the weeds 
on their property short 
of the city using its con-
tractor to effectuate the 
abatements. The city au-
thorized the billing for re-
imbursement for the cost 
of using the city’s con-
tractor to abate weeds on 
any property owner who 
was cited by Hernandez’s 
and her sister’s operation.

-Mark Gutglueck  

fendants have also added 
fresh waste to processed 
compost that was about 
to be shipped out. Despite 
the prohibition on certain 
wastes, defendants have 
accepted and processed 
brewery muck, which 
includes spent barley or 
rice malt. This material 
is considered food mate-
rial and is not a permit-
ted form of waste for the 
facility. In April 2022, 
San Bernardino County 
raised concerns after the 
facility accepted unap-
proved brewery waste 
from the Anheuser-
Busch’s Van Nuys brew-
ery north of Los Angeles. 
Nevertheless, the conduct 
has continued.”

The lawsuit continues, 
“Defendants have also 
engaged in unauthor-
ized dumping of harmful 
material. On informa-
tion and belief, since ap-
proximately June 2022, 
defendants have been 
trucking rancid mate-
rial off site and dumping 
it in unmarked areas in 
the Mojave Desert and 
in unpermitted areas. In 
addition, defendants have 
been cited for repeatedly 
failing to prevent off-site 
litter migration into the 
surrounding desert eco-
system. In particular, 
defendants have failed to 
clean up prevalent film 
plastic litter, which has 

been found on the north-
east of its property and 
frequently blows toward 
Hinkley. Defendants 
knew or should have 
known that the facility 
was accepting excessive 
waste, accepting waste 
with excessive contami-
nation levels, processing 
unacceptable forms of 

waste, allowing litter to 
accumulate on the prop-
erty and failing to control 
fires at the facility.”

According to the com-
plaint, “The conduct of 
defendants was oppres-
sive, malicious, and de-
spicable in that it was 
intentional and done in 
conscious disregard for 

the rights and safety of 
others.”

The suit seeks a judg-
ment against the defen-
dants, an order directing 
Synagro to comply with 
California law, includ-
ing the California Public 
Resources Code, and the 
California Code of Regu-
lations, repair, compensa-

tion for depreciation, and/
or replacement of dam-
aged property as well as 
loss of wages, earning 
capacity and/or profits 
or proceeds. Also sought 
are medical expenses, 
medical monitoring, legal 
expenses and attorney’s 
fees and other damages.

-Mark Gutglueck

conclusion that she was 
involved in Simrak’s 
death. They obtained a 
warrant for her arrest on 
suspicion of murder. An 
all-points bulletin was 
issued for her.

In Chula Vista in San 
Diego County, an officer 

on patrol around 4:45 
a.m. Tuesday August 9 
was alerted by his in-ve-
hicle electronic license 
plate reader that a ve-
hicle at that point asso-
ciated with Hess Prieto 
was parked proximate to 
the Motel 6 on E Street. 
The car was unoccupied. 
Officers with the depart-
ment determined that 
Hess Prieto had checked 
into the motel.

Concerned that she 

might be armed, Chula 
Vista police surrounded 
the hotel and called in 
the department’s Spe-
cial Weapons and Tac-
tics Team. Hess Prieto 
was taken into custody, 
according to the depart-
ment, “without inci-
dent.” She was handed 
over to San Bernardino 
sheriff’s deputies. She 
was originally taken 
to the San Bernardino 
County Sheriff’s Depart-

ment Headquarters and 
Administration Build-
ing at 655 E. 3rd Street in 
San Bernardino. She has 
since been booked into 
the West Valley Deten-
tion Center in Rancho 
Cucamonga, where she 
is being held without 
bail on suspicion of mur-
der and carjacking. She 
is to appear in Morongo 
Superior Court in Joshua 
Tree on August 15.

-Mark Gutglueck

San Bernardino County 
Republic Party machine 
in general.

Meanwhile, Young 
stewed. Eventually he 
launched a rare qui tam 
lawsuit against Taylor, 
alleging a sophisticated 
network of interconnec-
tions within the district 
involving bribes, graft, 
payoffs and corrupt prac-
tices.

Young was never able 
to regain his position of 
dominance in the dis-
trict. Meanwhile, Taylor 
militated to strengthen 
his hold. He, however, 
was undercut by mul-

tiple considerations. His 
efforts during the 2019 
election season to defeat 
Clifford Young’s ally on 
the board, Greg Young, 
and support of his Dem-
ocratic ally on the board, 
Olinger, both failed. 
Brosowske’s political ca-
reer imploded with his 
2019 removal from the 
Hesperia City Council 
by his colleagues, and 
revelations about the 
sinecure he had been 
given at West Valley led 
to his being force out of 
that post. The FBI and 
the U.S. Attorney began 
closing in on Pacheco, 
who was forced to resign 
from his post as a coun-
cilman in Baldwin Park. 
Pacheco has since been 
convicted of bribetaking 

and began cooperating 
with the feds, including 
revealing questionable 
practices as West Valley 
during his tenure there. 
Revelations from the qui 
tam lawsuit brought by 
Young stunted Taylor’s 
further political progres-
sion.

In quick succession 
early this year, both 
Crowther, because he 
was moving out of the 
state, and Cliff Young, 
based on his wife’s death 
and his own health chal-
lenges, tendered their 
resignations from the 
board and were replaced, 
respectively, by An-
gela Garcia and Kelvin 
Moore.

In July, Taylor left Ri-
alto to move to Arkan-

sas. The board moved 
to replace him with Dan 
Jenkins.

While municipali-
ties in California cannot 
have a majority of their 
individual town or city 
councils composed of 
appointed officials, ac-
cording to the water dis-
trict’s special counsel, 
an appointment was in 
order because elections 
law, the state water code 
and the California Gov-
ernment Code is not as 
restrictive with regard to 
board appointments as is 
the case with municipali-
ties.

Neither Clifford 
Young nor Mike Taylor 
remain a factor in the 
West Valley Water Dis-
trict’s governance.
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