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In Redlands Council Run Hoder 
Emphasizes Maturity & Perspective

U.S. District Court 
Judge Virginia A. Phil-
lips last month dismissed 
a federal lawsuit brought 
by veterans who served 
at the former George Air 
Force and their families 
who alleged negligence 
on the part of the govern-
ment for exposing them 
to toxic substances when 
they were serving or liv-
ing on the now-shuttered 
military installation. 

Judge Phillips dis-

posed of the suit without 
making a determination 
as to the validity of the 
allegations contained 
within it, ruling the 
federal government has 
“sovereign immunity” 
which puts it beyond the 
reach of the court with 
regard to such matters.

Over a thousand peo-
ple, hundreds of whom 
no longer live in the 
Victor v i l le/Adelanto 
area where the base is 

located or California, 
filed an administrative 
claim against the De-
partment of Defense/Air 
Force on June 30, 2021 
in an effort to force the 
U.S. Department of De-
fense and in particular 
the U.S. Air Force to 
acknowledge negligence 
in their stewardship 
of the now-discarded 
relic of the Cold War.  
The claim by the Mili-
tary Accountability and 

Transparency Alliance, 
known by its acronym 
MAATA and which 
numbers among its mem-
bers more than 1,500 Air 
Force veterans or their 
spouses who once served 
or resided at George Air 
Force Base, related to 
its members’ exposure 
to toxic chemicals, sub-
stances and radiation 
while at the base. When 
the federal government 
rejected the claim, attor-

ney Paul Starita, a Ma-
rine Colonel and 16-year 
assistant U.S. Attorney, 
sued the government on 
behalf of 51 members of 
MAATA.

According to that 
suit, the plaintiffs expe-
rienced a wide variety 
of medical problems and 
health challenges as a 
consequence of their ex-
posure to 33 hazardous 
chemicals used, stored 
and buried at 

By Mark Gutglueck
Redlands officials 

this week broached the 
threshold of allowing 
the construction of hun-
dreds of single-bedroom 
dwellings, large numbers 
of which are ultimately 
to be used to house fami-
lies.

Casually and with 
seeming indifference to 
the concerns of several 
people who expressed 
specific reservations 
and thousands who had 
weighed in previously 

but were not present to 
lodge a protest this week, 
the Redlands Planning 
Commission unanimous-
ly approved two projects 
in the downtown area 
proposed by the same 
firm. Within the foot-
print of the residential 
development component 
of each of the projects, 
are densities, respec-
tively, approaching 100 
units to the acre in one 
instance and 78 units to 
the acre in the other. 

At no time during the 

discussion leading up 
to the approval of the 
so-called “The Grand” 
project at the corner of 
Redlands Boulevard and 
Eureka Street and its sis-
ter “City Center” project 
at the corner of Eureka 
Street and Brookside Av-
enue did officials explore 
the implication of raising 
children in such confined 
space.

Suggested, but left 
unsaid, was that the ris-
ing cost of housing has 
led to a circumstance in 

which public officials do 
not flinch at the prospect 
of mothers and fathers 
living with their chil-
dren in circumstances 
that during the last cen-
tury in many places in 
California would have 
constituted violations of 
public health and safety 
codes  that could, and in 
many cases did, result in 
children being removed 
from the custody of their 
parents and put into fos-
ter care.

Approved as two sep-

arate projects were 276 
dwelling units, nine of 
which were to comprise 
two-bedroom models. 
The remaining 267 units 
were single bedroom liv-
ing arrangements. The 
size of the units are to 
range from 517 square 
feet to 1,249 square feet, 
with an average size of 
650 square feet.

While both city of-
ficials and the project 
proponent justified con-
structing the diminu-
tive units by 

Alfred Gonzales, who 
is one of two challeng-
ers who have surfaced 
against incumbent Fon-
tana First District Coun-
cilman Phil Cothran Jr. in 
this year’s race, said his 
candidacy came about as 
a direct result of what he 
saw as an underhanded 
move to gerrymander 
Cothran’s strongest com-
petitor out of the race. 
Cothran is the son of 
Phil Cothran Sr., one of 
Fontana Mayor Acqua-
netta Warren’s firmest 
and most loyal political 
supporters. For a dozen 
years, Warren ruled Fon-
tana with an iron first by 
virtue of her overpower-
ing electioneering ma-
chine. In 2018, she used 
her political reach to 
establish young Cothran 
onto the council. That 
election was the first by-
district council race in 
the city’s then-66-year 
history, and Warren’s 
team pulled out all the 
stops to ensure Cothran 
prevailed over three 
other candidates, in-
cluding one-time School 
Board Member Shannon 
O’Brien.

Brewing for three 
years thereafter was 
an anticipated matchup 
between Cothran and, 
instead of Shannon 
O’Brien, her husband, 
Los Angeles Police De-
tective Jason O’Brien. 
With the redistricting 
of the city following the 
2020 Census, 

Lawrence Hender-
son, who in his profes-
sional capacity as the 

lead planner in Rancho 
Cucamonga played a be-
hind-the-scenes role in 
shaping the city’s present 
character, a decade after 
retiring is now seeking 
to take on a more promi-
nent leadership position 
by running to fill the gap 
on the city council that 
came about with the un-
anticipated death of Sam 
Spagnolo in May.

Henderson, along 

with Floyd Clark, Mary 
Hannah, Erick Jimenez, 
Ashley Stickler and Rose 
Stephens Olmsted, is vy-
ing to complete the last 
two years of the term 
representing the city’s 
District 1 to which Spag-
nolo was elected in 2020.

 “I am running for 
city council to provide 
active representation for 
the citizens in District 
1, assure fiscal 

Andrew Hoder, who 
is one of three candi-
dates competing against 

Redlands incumbent 
Councilwoman Denise 
Davis in this year’s mu-
nicipal election, said his 
familiarity with the com-
munity going back a half 
century and his currency 
with the issues recently 
roiling the city make him 
District 1 voters’ best 
choice to represent them 
on the city council.

“I have been a regular 
attendee at city 

 In three of the coun-
ty’s municipalities this 
election season   - Hespe-
ria, Highland and Yucca 
Valley - there will be no 
council contests at all, 
as no challengers of the 
incumbents now serving 
there emerged.

 In two of the county’s 
cities - Needles and Yu-
caipa -  none of the in-
cumbents due to stand 
for reelection in No-
vember are vying in the 

council elections. 
In  seven of the coun-

ty’s municipalities  - Ap-
ple Valley, Chino Hills, 
Colton, Grand Terrace, 
Redlands, Twentynine 
Palms and Upland - at 
least one incumbent will 
face no opposition this 
year. 

In two cities - Barstow 
and Chino - an incum-
bent in one of those cities’ 
races is not competing. 

In Hesperia, District 

3 Councilman Cameron 
Gregg and incumbent 
District 4 Councilwom-
an Brigit Benington were 
given free rides when no 
one filed to run against 
them. In Hesperia’s Dis-
trict 2, the current term 
of Councilman Bill Hol-
land is due to elapse in 
December. He did not 
seek reelection, because 
he could not; as a result 
of the city’s redistrict-
ing in 2021, the borders 

of District 2 were moved 
such that he is no longer  
a District 2 resident. No 
candidates came forward 
to run in the election for 
District 2 and the city 
council has chosen Al-
lison Lee from among 
seven applicants to fill 
the post until 2026.

In Highland, no one is 
challenging incumbent 
Anaeli Solano in District 
2 or John Timmer in Dis-
trict 4. 

In Yucca Valley, 
District 1 Councilman 
and current Mayor Jim 
Schooler, District 3 
Councilman Merl Abel 
and District 5 Council-
man Rick Denison have 
no opposition this year. 

In Needles, neither 
Mayor Jeff Williams nor 
Councilman Ed Paget 
nor Councilman Wade 
Evans nor Councilman 
Zachery Longacre are 
seeking reelec-
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asserting that limiting 
the square footage of the 
dwelling units would re-
duce the rental cost, no 
specific unit rental rates 
were mentioned or com-
mitted to.

What occurred at the 
August 30 Redlands 
Planning Commission 
meeting is historically, 
culturally and socially 
notable because Red-
lands, which incorpo-
rated as San Bernardino 
County’s third city in 
1887, has long been, 
and is yet, considered 
its grandest and most 
visually resplendent mu-
nicipality, located within 
the heart of the Inland 
Empire’s once-thriving 
citrus producing region. 
With the urbanization of 
Southern California that 
began creeping eastward 
from Los Angeles in the 
1950s and which intensi-
fied in the 1960s, 1970s, 
1980s, 1990s and then 
into the Third Millenni-
um, Redlands residents 
more than any others in 
the region resisted the 
destruction of the idyllic 
living ambiance that had 
typified life in their city 
in the early 20th Cen-
tury.

Over the decades, a 
multi-generational con-
tingent of Redlands 
residents demonstrated 
themselves to be more 
committed than any 
other citizens within San 
Bernardino County’s 
24 municipalities to the 
concept of attenuating 
the tenor of development 
within their locality, as 
was demonstrated by the 
city’s voters’ passage of 
the controlled-growth or 
slow-growth Proposition 
R in 1978, Measure N in 
1987 and Measure U in 
1997.

A milestone in that 
cultural war was the pro-
development city coun-
cil’s effort in 2020 to, 
in one fell swoop, undo 
generations of bulwarks 
against overdevelopment 
that have been built into 
the city mode of gover-
nance. Through Measure 
G, the council two years 
ago sought to allow de-
velopers to construct up 
to 27 housing units per 

acre, eliminate height 
limits on buildings in the 
city, relieve developers 
of the requirement that in 
completing their projects 
they have to provide in-
frastructure to maintain 
traffic-bearing capacity 
on the city’s streets equal 
to what was available 
prior to the development 
taking place, permit resi-
dential land use designa-
tions to be placed into the 
city’s general plan that 
did not previously exist 
and abolish the require-
ment that developers 
carry out socioeconom-
ic‐cost/benefit studies 
for the projects they are 
proposing, among other 
things.

In March 2020, the 
city’s residents soundly 
rejected Measure G, 
with 93,21 votes or 64.88 
percent opposing it and 
5.052 or 35.12 percent in 
favor of it.

Developers and city 
officials appear undaunt-
ed by the intense resident 
resistance to high inten-
sity, high-density devel-
opment.

This week, at the plan-
ing commission meeting, 
the city administratively 
moved forward with two 
residential projects that 
exceed the density of 
anything previously built 
in the 36.43-square mile, 
73,168-population city.

The first item consid-
ered and approved was 
Vantage One Real Es-
tate Investments, LLC’s 
proposal to convert an 
approximately 40,000 
square foot retail furni-
ture store constructed 
in 1975 at the north-
east corner of Redlands 
Boulevard and Eureka 
Street into what has been 
dubbed, according to 
Planning Commission 
Chairman Steve Frasher, 
“The Grand.” The devel-
opment is to entail the 
demolition of the exist-
ing commercial building 
and site improvements 
and the conversion of the 
site into a 145-unit apart-
ment building, com-
prised of studio and one-
bedroom units ranging in 
size from 517-square feet 
to 829-square feet. The 
project is to consist of a 
single four-story build-
ing, built over a subter-
ranean and surface level 
parking structure and 
includes a total of 22,948 
square feet of com-
mon recreational space 

consisting of a 12,214 
square-foot roof deck and 
a 10,733 square-foot pool 
plaza within a courtyard 
on the first level.

There are to be 33 “ju-
nior” units of 517-square 
foot single-bedroom 
units, six 612-square 
foot one-bedroom, one-
bathroom units with a 
den; 43 units one bed-
room, one bathroom 
units with a 586-square 
foot floor plan and 43 
one-bedroom, one-
bathroom with dimen-
sions of 655-square feet; 
thirteen 768-square foot 
one-bedroom, one bath-
room units; and a single 
804-square foot one-
bedroom, one bathroom 
unit.

The second item con-
sidered is what Frasher 
referred to as the “City 
Center Project,” located 
two blocks south from 
The Grand Project, also 
brought forth by Van-
tage One Real Estate 
Investments, LLC. It is 
located at 212 and 216 
Brookside Avenue. It en-
tails the consolidation of 
17 parcels totaling 3.01 
acres at the northwest 
corner of Eureka Street 
and Brookside Avenue 
where the city’s safety 
hall and police station, 
city council chamber, a 
San Bernardino County 
courthouse, and two 
single-family residences 
were located. The devel-
opment proposal for the 
property, which was pur-
chased by Vantage One 
from the city in 2017 and 
where the previously ex-
isting structures have al-
ready been demolished, 
is to create two parcels 
for development purpos-
es. The westlying 1.68-
acre parcel is to be con-
verted to 131 residential 
units. The lion’s share of 
those are to be 68 Stu-
dio apartments of 559 
square feet. The remain-
ing residences are pro-
posed as two 587-square 
foot units consisting of a 
studio apartment with a 
den; 27 apartments with 
a single-bedroom and 
bathroom with dimen-
sions of 745 square feet; 
25 one-bedroom, one-
bathroom 815-square 
foot units, each with a 
den; six spacious two 
bedroom, two bathroom 
1,010-square foot units 
and three luxurious two 
bedroom, two bathroom 
1,349 units with a den.

The second 1.33 acre 
parcel to the east is 
planned as the location 
of the commercial/retail 
portion of the project. 
Touted as a “transit-ori-
ented development locat-
ed less than one-quarter 
mile from the downtown 
Santa Fe Depot train sta-
tion,” the mixed-use pro-
posal is to involve four 
new buildings, those be-
ing the 131-unit apart-
ment building and three 
commercial buildings 
for restaurant uses, rep-
resented by Vantage One 
as a 3,505-square foot 
pad; a 3,450-square foot 
pad; and a 3,578-square 
foot pad. The project 
is to involve a parking 
garage underneath the 
apartment building, as 
well as a surface lot with 
carports located in the 
northwesterly portion of 
the site, with a total of 
213 parking spaces, of 
which 173 are intended 
for residents and 40 as 
parking spaces for non-
reidents.

There has been wide-
spread speculation with-
in Redlands over what is 
motivating the city’s po-
litical leadership and its 
staff members involved 
in land use decisions to 
gravitate toward devel-
oping and redeveloping 
the Redlands downtown 
core so intensively, to a 
density far greater than 
was the case historically, 
greater than what is the 
case in the vast majority 
of other cities in San Ber-
nardino County and in a 
manner so out of keeping 
with that favored by an 
energized and vocal set 
of politically active Red-
lands residents, the ones 
who historically were re-
sponsible for the passage 
of strict low-growth and 
controlled growth mea-
sures in 1978, 1987 and 
1997 and the rejection of 
the city government’s ef-
fort to have residents ap-
prove the intensification 
of development in the 
city two years ago. 

The most benign in-
terpretation is that Red-
lands city officials are 
ahead of the curve and 
have come to embrace 
the theories and strate-
gies of futurists and ur-
ban planners who con-
sider it imperative that 
Americans, indeed, the 
residents and citizens of 
the world and inhabitants 
of the planet, end their 

dependence on individ-
ual motor vehicles. Such 
urban planning enthusi-
asts envision construct-
ing cities and commu-
nities where larger and 
larger numbers of the 
population, in particular 
that element consisting 
of unmarried recent high 
school graduates or col-
lege graduates who are 
entering the workforce or 
married couples without 
children, cluster in domi-
ciles close to commuting 
centers such as railroad 
stations, subway termi-
nals and the like, and use 
public transportation to 
commute to work and 
elsewhere. In this inter-
pretation, Redlands city 
officials’ adherence to 
its Transit Villages con-
cept, by which high-rise 
residential structures at 
various spots in the city’s 
core along the commuter 
rail route that has been 
established, explicates 
why they are defying the 
preference expressed by 
the city’s residents that 
the tempo of develop-
ment not intensify and 
that the city maintain 
the traditional and past 
residential density stan-
dard of somewhere in the 
range of four to eight res-
idential units to the acre.

A more malignant 
theory as to why the 
city’s political leadership 
and its municipal profes-
sionals are refusing to ef-
fectuate the development 
standards articulated and 
expressed by its residents 
in the course of four ref-
erendums related to land 
use policy in the 42 years 
between 1978 and 2020 
is afoot. In that narrative, 
some elected officials 
and key city employ-
ees are being paid off 
by elements within the 
development industry 

and their colleagues are 
either blindly or know-
ingly going along with 
them and abetting them 
in what is taking place.

Evidence for both 
theories, depending 
upon one’s orientation 
and perspective, were 
on display at the August 
30 planning commission 
meeting.

An issue of determi-
nate focus in this matter 
is the manner in which 
regard was being shown 
toward the eventual oc-
cupants of the residential 
units Vantage One on 
Tuesday night was seek-
ing permission to build 
and whether units of that 
size would be appropri-
ate for family units that 
included children which 
will come to occupy 
them. That such living 
arrangements would be 
acceptable for young and 
perhaps upwardly mo-
bile recent entrants into 
the workforce or couples 
without children is not in 
dispute. Less certain is 
that the configurations of 
all but the two-bedroom 
models of the City Cen-
ter Project would be con-
sidered appropriate liv-
ing quarters for families 
with children.

Emily Elliott, a reg-
istered member of the 
American Institute of 
Certified Planners, has a 
relationship to the first of 
the Vantage One projects 
approved by the planning 
commission early Tues-
day evening, that being 
The Grand Project. One 
of two available sourc-
es pertaining to Elliott 
shows her as a senior as-
sociate and project man-
ager at Michael Baker 
International. Another 
shows her association 



Friday, September 2, 2022
 1

Page 3San Bernardino County Sentinel

Continued on Page 5

Hoder Says His-
torical Perspective 
On Redlands Is In 
Order For Members 
Of The City Council   
from front page

Henderson Embod-
ies Institutional & 
Practical Knowl-
edge Of Rancho 
Cucamonga’s Civic 
Operations  from 
front page

Gonzales Took Up 
City Council Can-
didacy In Reaction 
To Maneuverings By 
The Warren Po-
litical Machine from 
front page 

however, Warren used 
her control of the council 
– including Cothran and 
two of her other allies – 
Fourth District Council-
man John Roberts and 
Third District Council-
man Peter Garcia – to 
redraw the city’s district 
map, carving out a small 
notch of District 1 and 
placing it into District 
2, where Warren’s only 
rival on the board, Jesse 
Sandoval, resides. It was 
a skillful employment 
of political jiu-jitsu, one 
that was meant to insu-
late young Cothran and 
simultaneously pit two 
of her natural opponents 
– Jason O’Brien and 
Sandoval – against one 
another.

Meanwhile, Gonza-
les, a recently retired 

law enforcement officer 
and a resident of the First 
District, was looking on.

“I am a supporter 
of Jason O’Brien, who 
originally was going to 
run for the District 1 
seat,” Gonzales told the 
Sentinel. “The mayor 
redrew the district lines 
and Jason’s home, in a 
strange change of the 
district lines, was sud-
denly no longer in the 
district. According to the 
new map, he now lives in 
District 2. While having 
a conversation about the 
subject, I decided there 
would be no better time 
to run than now.”

Gonzales said, “Feb-
ruary of this year, I 
retired from a nearly 
27-year career in law en-
forcement. I always felt 
that one day I would run 
for local office when ‘the 
time was right.’ Dur-
ing my career I worked 
closely with the coun-
cilman’s office to serve 
the community I worked 
in. Serving the public in 
a city council member 

capacity where I live 
would be an extension of 
what I have done for the 
last 27 years.”

Gonzales said he is 
fully committed to tak-
ing the battle to the 
younger Cothran and 
right into the heart of 
Warren’s political camp.

“I am transitioning to 
the next chapter in my 
life,” he said. “I have no 
ties to any large donors. 
I believe in my abilities 
to be an excellent public 
servant, and I am back-
ing my words by self-
funding approximately 
90% of my own cam-
paign.”

That last comment 
was aimed at Warren, 
who over the last de-
cade has shown herself 
to be one of the most 
prolific political fund-
raisers not just in Fon-
tana, but in all of San 
Bernardino County. She 
has achieved much of 
that with the assistance 
of Phil Cothran Sr, the 
councilman’s father. Phil 
Cothran Sr is currently 

serving as the chairman 
of the San Bernardino 
County Republican Cen-
tral Committee, where 
he has widened his fund-
raising activity, tran-
sitioning himself from 
being not just a queen-
maker and kingmaker in 
Fontana but a kingmaker 
throughout the county. 
In the midst of all of 
that fundraising involv-
ing politicians, there has 
been a lot of talk about 
some unscrupulous ac-
tivity, involving pay-to-
play politics and slush 
funds.

Gonzales said he is 
going to take a no-non-
sense approach to repre-
senting his constituents 
in District 1 and the city 
as a whole and not get 
caught up in the untow-
ard political deals that 
surround his opponent 
and the political ma-
chine he and his father 
are a part of.

“I am 52 years old with 
a 27-year background in 
law enforcement,” Gon-
zales said. “Not only do 

I have practical experi-
ence with public safety, 
but I have also dealt with 
on a daily basis homeless 
issues, street vendors, 
quality of life issues, 
traffic enforcement, drug 
abuse as it pertained to 
family members deal-
ing with addicted loved 
ones, the violence as-
sociated with drug sales 
and use, violent crime on 
a daily basis and more. I 
worked with a diverse 
community to help solve 
problems and address 
issues and concerns. I 
put together community 
watch groups and pro-
vided the citizens with 
information and the 
tools, contacts and re-
sources needed to, on a 
certain level, police their 
own communities.”

Surveying the land-
scape, Gonzales intoned, 
“I’ve lived in and have 
been a homeowner in 
District 1 for 20 years.”

His primary competi-
tion in the race to repre-
sent District 1, Gonzales 
said, is a relatively inex-

perienced political light-
weight who caters to the 
whim and will of his fa-
ther and his political ma-
triarch Warren.

“My opponent was 
elected to office at ap-
proximately 26 years of 
age with limited real life 
experience and no prob-
lem solving experience 
to draw from,” Gonzales 
said. “My opponent was 
a cadet for the police de-
partment that endorses 
him. I was the real thing, 
an actual police officer 
for 27 years.  I took away 
all the training and expe-
rience that came with it. 
While he was a cadet, 
I was already 12 years 
into my real law enforce-
ment career.”

He has faced down 
challenges in his profes-
sional and personal life 
that give him depth and 
display his mettle and re-
silience, Gonzales said.

“In 2008, during the 
housing crises, my home 
lost half of its value and 
I was given options to let 

equity for all city areas 
regardless of specialized 
funding sources and en-
sure proper maintenance 
and development of city 
parks and trails,” Hen-
derson said.

He is qualified to hold 
the position of city coun-
cilman by virtue of his 
training and more than 
a third of a century of 

professional experience 
relating to planning for 
how development is to 
be coordinated at the 
municipal level.

“My education in 
urban planning and ar-
chitecture and 34-year 
work experience in gov-
ernment service has 
given me an inside view 
of how a city works,” 
he said. “The over 30 
years of volunteering 
with groups such as Alta 
Loma Little League, 
the Etiwanda Historical 
Society, the Alta Loma 
Riding Club, the Sam 
and Alfreda Maloof 
Foundation and my 27 
years as a San Bernardi-
no County Sheriff’s De-

partment volunteer has 
allowed me to work with 
the Rancho Cucamonga 
Community.”

He is set apart from 
the other candidates 
largely on the basis of 
his understanding of 
how local government 
works and his hands-on 
experience in Rancho 
Cucamonga, Henderson 
said.

“What distinguishes 
me from my opponents 
is my experience work-
ing in city government,” 
he said. I have worked 
for the City of Rancho 
Cucamonga for 24 years 
as principal planner in 
the planning depart-
ment. My past planning 

activities involved long 
range planning, current 
planning, historic pres-
ervation, trails and open 
space. During that time, 
I dealt with budget prep-
aration and management 
for the department. I un-
derstand this city’s gov-
ernment structures, pro-
cesses and procedures.”

Henderson said, “The 
major issues facing our 
city are the erosion of 
‘home rule,’ greater 
challenges to budget 
management and the 
retention of open space 
and trail access.”

Elaborating, he said, 
“A general law city, such 
as Rancho Cucamonga, 
should have the power 

to make its own policies 
and laws to fit its unique 
situations. State man-
dates often do not rec-
ognize these situations 
and create a ‘one size fits 
all’ type of solution to 
area problems. Our vot-
ers should have a greater 
say in the laws enacted 
within our city.”

Henderson said, “Cre-
ating a balanced budget 
that includes fiscal equity 
for all city areas has be-
come more challenging. 
Taxation measures have 
not been favorable with 
the voters of District 1. 
To turn this around, 
funding priorities should 
be established by the 
citizens themselves. Au-

tomatic increases should 
be avoided, relying more 
on better communication 
with the citizens. That, 
and a steady effort to 
restore trust in city gov-
ernment.”

In addition, Hender-
son said, “Open space 
and our trail system 
need to be seen as finite 
resources that give our 
community great value. 
Any development in the 
city should seek to in-
clude or enhance this 
resource as an important 
amenity to the commu-
nity. Red Hill Park has 
had improvements made 
to it recently but Heri-

Continued on Page 11

Continued on Page 12

council meetings for the 
past ten years,” Hoder 
said. “This gives me in-
sight into what the coun-
cil has or hasn’t accom-
plished in that period of 
time. I believe my per-
spective on these various 
issues can help guide the 
city in the best direction 
going forward.”

Hoder said his ser-
vice as chairman of the 

Redlands Street Tree 
Committee is an ideal 
foundation for the more 
exacting role of being a 
decision-maker on the 
city council.He further 
referenced his experi-
ence as president of a 
homeowners association. 
“It’s really a microcosm 
of municipal govern-
ment,” he said. “Our 
board of directors had 
to cope with virtually 
all the same challenges, 
including preparing an 
annual budget that bal-
anced the collection of 
dues with the various 
expenditures that were 

anticipated. We also had 
to ensure compliance 
with the covenants, con-
ditions and restrictions 
that every homeowner 
was obligated to when 
they purchased their 
property — exactly like 
code enforcement in any 
municipality. We negoti-
ated contracts for servic-
es, and we maintained an 
oversight on the property 
to ensure that the best 
standards were main-
tained.”

He positively con-
trasted his life experi-
ence, maturity and over-
all frame of reference 

with that of Davis.
“My opponent doesn’t 

have the historical per-
spective on the issues the 
city has faced over the 
last decade or longer,” 
Hoder said.

Hoder said, “The 
city’s commitment to 
the Transit Villages 
plan, which calls for 
high density residential 
development in the core 
of Downtown Redlands 
and in the neighborhood 
adjacent to the Univer-
sity of Redlands will 
dramatically and perma-
nently change the char-
acter of our town, and 

not in a good way. It is 
a major challenge facing 
the city.”

The transit villages 
concept taps into a trend 
in urban planning in re-
cent years which empha-
sizes the need to facili-
tate heavier use of public 
transportation, including 
commuter rail systems. 
This inevitably involves 
intensified and dense de-
velopment, including the 
construction of clusters 
of high-rise apartment 
buildings that will entail 
as many as 100 units per 
acre. Hoder cautioned 
that this will present a 

radical departure from 
the long-extant char-
acter of the downtown 
area, impose strains on 
the city’s existing infra-
structure and potentially 
erode the quality of life 
in the city.

“The emergence of 
the Transit Villages is 
in conjunction with the 
pending Arrow Train 
service, and a signifi-
cant component of that 
development is in deter-
mining the disposition 
of the long defunct Red-
lands Mall, a contentious 
issue in itself,” Hoder 
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George AFB Served As The Front Line Of 
The USA’s Nuclear Defense During The 
Cold War  from front page 

the air base along with 
radioactive substances. 
Prominent among the 
chemicals were jet fuels 
and their constituents, 
the solvent trichloroeth-
ylene, asbestos, dioxin, 
lead, polychlorinated bi-
phenyls, acetone, tetra-
chloroethane,  acrolein, 
toluene, acrylamide, 
phenyl hydrazine,  be-
ryllium compounds and 
nitrobenzene. 

According to the suit, 
after their exposure to 
the base environment the 
plaintiffs experienced 
multiple maladies, in-
cluding leukemia and 
multiple lymphomas, 
rare cancers, peripheral 
neuropathy and heart 
disease. A good cross 
section of the women 
who lived at the base, 
either as members of 
the military themselves 
or as the wives of the 
men stationed there, suf-
fered from a plethora of 
conditions that included 
ovarian cysts and uterine 
tumors, had undergone 
hysterectomies, and had 
experienced miscar-
riages at a rate ten times 
higher than the national 
average, and had general 
problems with infertil-
ity. The children born to 
those families that were 
housed on the base had 
an inordinate number of 
birth defects. 

Built as the Victor-
ville Army Airfield in 
1941, just prior to the 
United States’ entrance 
into World War II, what 
would later become 
5,347-acre George Air 
Force Base was utilized 
for training Army Air 
Corps pilots during the 
war. It was placed on 
standby status in Sep-
tember 1945, shortly 
after hostilities in that 
conflict concluded. In 
1950, three years after 
the Army Air Corps was 
reconstituted as the Air 
Force, the base was re-
activated in June of that 
year and renamed in hon-
or of Brigadier General 
Harold Huston George. 
Over the years, George 
was a key component 
for the training of fight-
er pilots sent into aerial 
combat during the Ko-
rean War and the Viet-
nam War, as well as be-

ing a primary base for 
the Western Air Defense 
Force. As such it was 
home to the 1st Fighter-
Interceptor Wing, the 
94th Fighter-Intercep-
tor Squadron, the 27th 
Fig h t e r- I n t e r c e p t o r 
Squadron, the 71st Fight-
er-Interceptor Squadron, 
the 94th Fighter-Intercep-
tor Squadron, the 452nd 
Light Bombardment 
Wing, the 116th Fight-
er-Bomber Wing, 131st 

Fighter-Bomber Wing, 
the 21st Fighter-Bomber 
Wing, the 456th Fighter-
Interceptor Squadron, 
the 518th Fighter-Inter-
ceptor Squadron, the 
327th Fighter-Intercep-
tor Squadron, the 329th 

F ig h t e r- I n t e r c e p t o r 
Squadron, the 413th 
Tactical Fighter Wing, 
the 831st Air Division, 
the 31st Tactical Fighter 
Wing, the 355th Tactical 
Fighter Wing, the 431st 
Tactical Fighter Training 
Squadron, the 32nd Tacti-
cal Fighter Wing, the 32nd 
Tactical Fighter Squad-
ron, the 479th Tactical 
Fighter Wing, the 479th 
Fighter-Bomber Wing, 
the 479th Fighter-Day 
Wing, the 479th Tactical 
Fighter Wing, the 131st 
Fighter-Bomber Wing, 
the 35th Tactical Fighter 
Wing, the 434th Tacti-
cal Fighter Squadron, 
the 434th Tactical Fight-
er Training Squadron, 
the 435th Combat Crew 
Training Squadron, the 
4435th Tactical Fighter 
Replacement Squadron, 
the 4452nd Combat Crew 
Training Squadron, the 
20th Tactical Fighter 
Squadron, the 21st Tac-
tical Fighter Training 
Squadron, the 21st Tac-
tical Fighter Squadron, 
the 4535th Combat Crew 
Training Squadron, the 
561st Tactical Fighter 
Squadron, the 563rd Tac-
tical Fighter Training 
Squadron, the 563rd Tac-
tical Fighter Squadron, 
the 39th Tactical Fighter 
Squadron, the 35th Tac-
tical Training Wing, 
the 35th Tactical Wing, 
the 37th Tactical Train-
ing Wing, the 32rd/8th 
Tactical Fighter Wing, 
the 37th Tactical Fighter 
Wing, the 562nd Tactical 
Fighter Training Squad-
ron, and the 561st Tacti-

cal Fighter Squadron. 
Among the aircraft 
deployed at the base 
were F-51 Mustangs, 
Douglas B-26 Invad-
ers, North American 
F-86 Sabres, Repub-
lic F-84 Thunderjets, 
F-102s, A F-106s, F-4 
Phantoms and F-105s. 
George Air Force Base 
was officially decommis-
sioned in December 1992. 
Throughout the Cold 
War between the United 
States and the Soviet 
Union, George Air Force 
Base was a key element 
of the strategy and fa-
cilities intended to pro-
vide an umbrella over 
Central and Southern 
California, Arizona and 
Southern Nevada to pre-
vent the Soviet Union’s 
atomic and nuclear 
weaponry from raining 
down onto American 
soil. Planes such as the 
F-102 Delta Dagger, the 
F-105 Thunderchief, the 
F-106 Delta Dart and the 
F-4 Phantom, with ord-
nance such as the Genie 
nuclear air-to-air missile 
affixed to their undercar-
riages, would take off 
from George, and fly in 
a patrol pattern at 30,000 
feet or higher, from 
which perch they could 
be vectored into posi-
tion by ground-based 
radar control with ac-
cess to the distant early 
warning radar system 
or satellite-based radar 
profiles of any incoming 
aircraft or missiles to at-
tempt to launch their in-
terceptor missiles to pre-
vent a successful attack 
on the U.S. mainland. 
Ultimately, with the po-
litical ascendancy of 
Mikhail Gorbachev in 
the Soviet Union in the 
1980s and the Glasnost 
which he espoused even-
tually reaching fruition, 
a thaw in the Cold War 
occurred, bringing with 
it the de-erection of the 
Berlin Wall, the reunifi-
cation of Germany and 
ultimately the fragment-
ing of the Soviet Union. 
In 1992, the Department 
of Defense made good on 
the tentative plans that 
had been floated as early 
as 1987 to decommission 
George Air Force Base.

According to the law-
suit, the environment 
at George was an ex-
tremely hazardous one, 
arising not only out of 
the presence of toxic, 

hazardous, and radioac-
tive substances in use 
relating to the military 
mission at the base but 
as a consequence of ma-
terials used in the living 
quarters for the airmen 
and their families sta-
tioned at the base, the 
school on the base where 
the children of airmen 
were educated and the 
hangars, workshops and 
offices where the officers 
worked on a daily basis. 
The asbestos-containing 
building materials used 
for constructing base 
housing, the lead-based 
paints used at base facili-
ties, an incinerator used 
to dispose of refuse and 
a system that drew water 
from contaminated wells 
on the base and sup-
plied what was deemed 
potable water to those 
residents for household 
use and to irrigate land-
scaping and the base golf 
course exposed base res-
idents to poisons, mist-
laden solvents, noxious 
chemicals, particulate 
matter and radioactivity, 
according to the suit.

George Air Force 
Base supplied water to 
the community and what 
later became the City of 
Adelanto from the sup-
ply wells next to the golf 
course. The wells for 
George Air Force Base 
and Adelanto were were 
next to and downstream 
of what are now recog-
nized as the three worst 
contaminated sites on the 
base. Those three areas 
of contamination were 
what was the base’s orig-
inal landfill, referred to 
as the southeast disposal 
area, a storage facility 
that housed containers 
with the insecticides al-
drin and dieldrin, which 
resulted in an aldrin and 
dieldrin contamination 
plume in the aquifer 
beneath the base, and a 
well that was contami-
nated by five million gal-
lons of industrial waste 
that were deposited there 
from 1965 to 1981. 

Even while the base 
was yet operational, the 
federal government rec-
ognized that its grounds 
were contaminated. In 
1990, two years before 
it was shuttered, the En-
vironmental Protection 
Agency granted George 
status as a Superfund 
site. 

Frank Vera, now 69, 

an airman who was sta-
tioned at George in the 
early 1970s who had 
direct exposure to con-
tamination on the base 
that brought his military 
career to an early close, 
was the prime mover be-
hind the founding of the 
website and Facebook 
group George Air Force 
Base, CA – Hazardous 
Toxic and Radioactive 
Waste (HTRW).

In late August 1973, 
Vera, a then-20-year-old 
airman stationed at the 
base, was motorcycling 
at an extreme corner of 
what was then the base 
grounds, in an autho-
rized recreational area 
for the base’s personnel, 
when he came across a 
mostly-buried metal bar-
rel in what was known 
as the base’s “southeast 
disposal area.” Curious, 
Vera pried the top off the 
barrel, which appeared 
to be filled with a sub-
stance Vera would later 
describe as roughly the 
consistency of powdered 
porcelain that was a light 
brownish red or tan in 
color. Shortly after he be-
gan digging into the bar-
rel using his hands and 
a stick, he passed out. 
Vera awoke in the base’s 
infirmary, bleeding from 
every orifice in his body. 
His heartbeat would race 
for minutes at a time, 
exceeding 200 beats per 
minute, and then precipi-
tously drop, to as few as 
30 per minute. Likewise, 
his blood pressure was 
librating radically, at one 
minute ranging into the 
neighborhood of 200/170 
and then dropping, 
reaching standard systol-
ic and diastolic pressure 
and continuing to decline 
as low as 60/40 before 
zooming upward again. 
Vera has had extreme 
health challenges ever 
since. He had reached 
what was considered his 
full adult height, 5 foot 11 
inches, more than a year 
previously, at the age of 
19. After his encounter 
with the barrel, however, 
he began to experience 
further growth, reaching 
a height of 6 foot 3 inch-
es, although his growth 
was not even, such that 
one leg grew significant-
ly longer than the other, 
causing a pronounced 
unevenness in his pelvic 
region that would make 
walking difficult for him. 

Furthermore, Vera ex-
perienced a variety of 
physical ailments, in-
cluding hematological 
damage, neurological 
damage, further skel-
etal damage, pulmonary 
emphysema and chronic 
lymphatic conditions. 
As early as 1975, female 
personnel at George 
and the wives of air-
men serving at the base 
were being advised that 
they should not become 
pregnant while living 
on the base grounds. 
In a June 2018 Military 
Times article by Tara 
Copp, female Airman 
Kate Kelly, who was 
stationed at George in 
1975 and worked on the 
George flight line, relat-
ed that she “fell ill almost 
immediately upon arriv-
ing at George,” experi-
encing chronic vaginal 
and urinary tract infec-
tions, which base medi-
cal personnel treated 
with antibiotics. Accord-
ing to Copp, Kelly “ul-
timately had three mis-
carriages and was never 
able to have children.” 
Additionally, according 
to Copp, Kelly met her 
former husband, Ronald 
Holdren, who was sta-
tioned at George. Hold-
ren died in 2008, accord-
ing to Copp, of multiple 
myeloma, a cancer that 
forms in plasma cells. 
Copp’s June 2018 Mili-
tary Times article fur-
ther related the unfor-
tunate experience of 
Lisa McCrea, a military 
wife, who resided on 
George Air Force Base 
with her husband while 
he was stationed there 
from 1987 to 1991. Ac-
cording to Copp’s Mili-
tary Times article, when 
McCrea was 19, she was 
pregnant and “in her sec-
ond trimester began to 
bleed. She’d miscarried. 
By the time her hus-
band got her to the base 
emergency room, he had 
to carry her in, she’d 
lost so much blood.” 
Over the years, after a 
host of doctors diag-
nosed Vera as suffering 
from radiation exposure, 
the Air Force engaged in 
a curious round of denial 
with regard to the former 
airman’s efforts to actu-
ate the provision of care 
the Pentagon had desig-
nated as appropriate for 
what were designated as 
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Gonzales Says Co-
thran Jr Is Not Ex-
perienced Enough 
To Deal With City’s 
Challenges On His 
Own  from page 3

the bank foreclose, get 
a loan modification, re-
main upside down….” he 
said. “I was dealing with 
potential life changing 
events, as was everyone 
else. My opponent was 
16 years old at the time, 
most likely completely 
unaware of the times. I 
felt the pain that many 
Fontana homeowners 
were feeling. My oppo-
nent just doesn’t have 
that life experience to 
actually connect with 
the voters.”

Gonzales said, “I do 
not sit on the board of 
any beauty pageants as 
my opponent states that 
he does.”

The challenges facing 
the city are the matters 
city residents are com-
plaining about, Gonzales 
said. At the top of that 
list is the overbuilding of 
warehouses, he said.

Mayor Warren is 
known, by both her ad-
mirers and detractors as 
“Warehouse Warren,” a 
consequence of the City 
of Fontana’s policy of 
facilitating warehouse 
development within its 
42.4-square mile con-
fines. While many con-

sider warehouse devel-
opment to represent a 
legitimate means of ex-
panding the local econ-
omy, increasingly, some 
elected officials, local 
residents and futurists 
are questioning whether 
warehouses constitute 
the highest and best use 
of the property avail-
able for development in 
the region. Many believe 
their numbers are out 
of balance in relation 
to other development 
that might exist in their 
place. Opponents of fur-
ther warehouse creation 
cite the relatively poor 
pay and benefits pro-
vided to those who work 
in distribution facilities, 
the large diesel-powered 
semi-trucks that are part 
of those operations with 
their unhealthy exhaust 
emissions, together with 
the bane of traffic grid-
lock they create. 

“The expansion of 
warehouses is always in 
the top two concerns that 
I hear people express-
ing concerns about,” 
Gonzales said. “New 
warehouse projects are 
making their way to the 
northern part of the dis-
trict. If elected, where 
possible, I would sup-
port a moratorium on 
new warehouse proj-
ects. I will consistently 
vote against newly pro-
posed warehouse proj-
ects. Warehouses often 

provide low paying jobs 
with little to no benefits. 
Most of the employees 
hired will not even live 
in the city of Fontana. As 
time goes on, the costs 
of technology comes 
down. Many warehouses 
will become automated 
and fewer jobs will be 
available. Some ware-
houses are getting a re-
turn on their investment 
when going automated 
within one-and-a-half to 
two years. When a facil-
ity goes automated, it 
doesn’t pay out as much 
in benefits, it makes no 
shift adjustment costs, 
it pays out less in work-
man’s compensation 
costs, and holiday pay 
and sick pay are discon-
tinued.”

Gonzales referenced 
U.S. Energy Secretary 
Jennifer Granholm’s 
tour of the TEC Equip-
ment facility in Fontana 
yesterday, September 1. 
TEC Equipment is the 
largest certified electric 
Mack and Volvo semi-
truck dealership in the 
United States, standing 
at the threshold of the 
push toward clean en-
ergy programs that are 
a part of the federally 
financed effort grow-
ing out of the Inflation 
Reduction Act as well 
as the Bipartisan Infra-
structure Bill of 2021. 
Mayor Warren accom-
panied Granholm on the 

tour. 
“How can Warren 

take photos with Sec-
retary of Energy Gran-
holm, celebrating TEC 
Equipment selling elec-
tric Mack and Volvo 
semi-trucks, but prior to 
that voted to allow ad-
ditional warehouses that 
run trucks that pollute 
the air?” he asked. “The 
secretary addressed the 
heat that day and said it 
was because we power 
our homes and trucks 
with dirty power. Mean-
while Warren stands 
there knowing she push-
es for exactly that.”

Gonzales said, “Public 
safety, property crimes, 
homelessness and qual-
ity of life issues are all 
of high importance to 
the Fontana community. 
The homeless problems 
along Foothill Blvd is 
something we need to 
be working on. An often 
overlooked problem in 
the southwest portion of 
District 1 occurs when 
inmates are released 
from the West Valley 
Detention Center. The 
released inmates often 
travel on foot north to 
Foothill Blvd, then east. 
Businesses along Foot-
hill Blvd then have to 
deal with persons sleep-
ing at their front door, 
defecating in public 
view, harassing of cus-
tomers, theft of prop-
erty.”

According to Gonza-
les, “Violent crime will 
never be at an acceptable 
rate unless it’s at zero. 
Property crimes are way 
too high. I would work 
with the police depart-
ment to come up with 
a public service an-
nouncement campaign 
for the citizens of Fon-
tana to teach them how 
to reduce their chances 
of becoming a victim of 
violent crime or of prop-
erty crimes.”

Gonzales said he has 
no previous government 
experience beyond his 
law enforcement work. 

“I have lived in Fon-
tana for 20 years,” he 
said. “I attended El Ran-
cho High School in Pico 
Rivera. I did not attend 
college. I am a retired 
police officer, with just 
short of 27 years on the 
Los Angeles Police De-
partment. I am now a 
small business owner in 
Fontana. I run a private, 
personal training gym. I 
opened the business in 
January of 2018. I oper-
ated it the first three-and-
a-half years in District 1, 
where I became familiar 
with the homeless and 
drug use problems in 
the district. I have been 
married for seven years 
and have no children or 
grandchildren.”

Gonzales said, “Fon-
tana is made up of nearly 
50 percent registered 

Democrats. The city 
council is made up of 
four registered Republi-
cans and one Democrat. 
Almost half of the city’s 
registered voters are un-
derrepresented. In order 
to address the issues that 
concern the majority of 
the citizens, we need to 
mobilize and get out and 
vote! Change is need-
ed. But to make those 
changes we must tilt the 
majority in our favor. A 
vote for myself for city 
council and Shannon 
O’Brien for mayor will 
give us the majority we 
need to make change. 
Myself and Shannon 
along with the single 
Democrat already seated 
would give us the votes 
to pass what the major-
ity of Fontana citizens 
want.”

Gonzales said, “I am 
not for defunding our 
police. I do not support 
the continuing expan-
sion of warehouses. I am 
for cleaner air. I support 
our veterans and believe 
the city should work to-
wards fixing what ap-
pears to be a broken 
relationship with them. 
I fully support a wom-
an’s to right choose and 
to reproductive care. A 
woman should also have 
access to safe and legal 
abortions. I am for term 
limits. I am for budget 
transparency.”

-M.G.

with the City of Redlands 
in the capacity of project 
manager in the arena of 
environmental and com-
munity planning.

Though Ryan Mur-
phy, another planner 
with Michael Baker In-
ternational was listed as 
the “principal planner” 
on The Grand Project, 
Elliott offered the presen-
tation with regard to it to 
the planning commission 
and the public on Tues-
day evening. Though it 
was not explicitly articu-
lated Tuesday evening, it 
appears that the firm of 
Michael Baker Interna-
tional is serving in the 
capacity of providing 
contract environmental 
and community planning 
services to the city.

Elliott avoided mak-
ing reference to it as a 
multifamily project but 
did acknowledge that 
it is to be a “high den-
sity residential develop-
ment.” In her iteration of 
what she said was Mur-
phy’s presentation relat-
ing to the project, Elliott 
offered an explication of 
the grounds for the inten-
sity of the project, saying 
it was “related to the de-
velopment of downtown 
train stations.” She said 
The Grand Project was 
“therefore exempt from 
Measure U approved 
in 1997 to enact several 
principles of managed 
development within the 
city,” including limita-
tions on the height and 
density of residential 

structures.
Elliott alluded to the 

concept of locating large 
numbers of resident com-
muters near train sta-
tions, explaining that the 
limitations on building 
height and density that 
are inherent in the low-
growth measures adopt-
ed by voters in Redlands 
over the decades have 
built into them suspen-
sion of those restrictions 
to accommodate transit-
oriented projects.

“The language of 
Measure U provides ex-
emptions for six special 
categories of develop-
ment, including one 
for future development 
directly related to Red-
lands train stations,” El-
liott said. “On October 
19, 2021 the city council 
adopted Resolution 8270 
determining the project 
is directly related to the 
downtown train stations 
and therefore is exempt 

from the provisions of 
Measure U. The 1.49 
acre site is located in 
the commercial land use 
designation of the gen-
eral plan.”

Elliott asserted, “The 
project is consistent with 
several goals and policies 
of the general plan, one 
of the primary strategies 
[being] to encourage 
more transit oriented de-
velopment in close prox-
imity to the three train 
stations in the core areas 
of Redlands rather than 
continuing the pattern of 
subdivisions in sprawl-
ing development around 
the periphery of the city.”

Elliott said the area’s 
official planning designa-
tion is the “Town Center 
Historic District,” which 
is now tied in with the 
Transit Villages concept. 
Under the city’s guide-
lines, builders are al-
lowed to erect buildings 
as high as four stories 

in the University Street 
Transit Village and the 
Alabama Street, Califor-
nia Street and New York 
Street Transit Villages.

“Four stories residen-
tial is permitted within 
the Town Center Historic 
District,” Elliott noted.

This has run head-on 
into conflict with the ex-
pectations of a substan-
tial number of Redlands 
residents, who value 
Downtown Redlands as 
a quaint area that should 
be preserved as it is.

Tom Robinson, a prin-
cipal partner in Vantage 
One, in his remarks to 
the planning commission 
said of The Grand, “It’s 
the right use for the right 
property. Residential 
downtown is definitely 
needed. It’s a great proj-
ect.”

In the face of what 
was essentially friendly 
questioning by the plan-
ning commission, trou-

bling elements of the 
residential plan emerged, 
one of which was the 
impact of space limita-
tions in accommodating 
at least 285 residents and 
perhaps as many as 1,385 
within 3.17 acres, in par-
ticular the inadequate 
provisions for parking.

A 183-space two-
floor subterranean park-
ing structure is to be 
built below the four-
story The Grand Project 
and a 213-space park-
ing garage underneath 
the apartment building 
portion of the City Cen-
ter Project, as well as a 
40-space surface lot with 
carports located in the 
northwesterly portion of 
the City Center site.

No one directly ad-
dressed the inadequate 
parking at the two proj-
ects, though Robinson 
indicated, when queried 
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“atomic veterans.” When 
Vera’s physicians sought 
to verify that Vera had 
absorbed atomic mate-
rial by means of a body 
radioactive content anal-
ysis, the Department of 
Defense refused autho-
rization of the tests on 
the grounds of national 
security. When Vera 
pushed beyond that, at 
one point the Air Force 
directly maintained that 
no weapons grade mate-
rials were ever present at 
George Air Force Base. 
That claim was problem-
atic.

The Air Force and the 
Pentagon, even after the 
Cold War had drawn to 
a close, were reluctant 
to make full disclosure 
of the nuclear policy and 
military strategy and 
tactics that had been em-
ployed by the U.S. mili-
tary.

Denise Caron, the 
civilian Air Force em-
ployee who in 1993 was 
overseeing the clean-
up of George, publicly 
stated that no radioac-
tive materials had been 
present on the base. “We 
didn’t have a nuclear 
mission at George,” she 
asserted. “We didn’t 
use nukes. We didn’t 
use tactical nukes.” 
Caron’s assertions result-
ed in a number of former 
airmen at the base com-
ing forward to contradict 
her statements, includ-
ing some who offered 
documentary and photo-
graphic evidence to back 
up their claims.

Vera, rebuffed by the 
Air Force, utilized the 
Freedom of Information 
Act to obtain internal Air 
Force documents dis-
closing a nuclear weap-
ons testing decontami-
nation center, referred to 
in Air Force parlance as 
a “hot washdown” facil-
ity, had been in place at 
George in the 1960s. The 
decontamination center 
was an inherent element 
of the Department of De-
fense’s efforts to obtain 
data by having planes 
purposefully fly into the 
mushroom clouds pro-
duced by atomic and 
thermonuclear explo-
sions during  weapons 

tests to photograph the 
internal environment of 
and area in the aftermath 
of an explosion and to 
collect samples of radio-
active debris.

 The information Vera 
obtained pertained to, 
according to the docu-
mentation, “Nevada 
Test Site (NTS) train-
ing operations,” with 
cloud debris sampling 
flights staged from 
George Air Force Base. 
Vera further obtained in-
formation generated dur-
ing an Office of Special 
Investigations (O.S.I.) 
investigation undertaken 
at the base in 1989 and 
1990, which was aimed 
at determining if weap-
ons-grade materials had 
been disposed of at the 
base. The investigator 
heading that inquiry was 
Christian Filipiak.

 The standards applied 
in that investigation re-
quired that findings of 
radioactive contamina-
tion not be reported until 
radioactive contamina-
tion readings from a sin-
gle well were confirmed 
by two subsequent read-
ings. According to Filip-
iak, who retired shortly 
after the investigation at 
George was completed, 
the wells at George that 
showed the presence of 
radiation were capped in 
each case after a second 
sampling showing ra-
dioactive contamination 
was drawn, thus circum-
venting any mandated 
report of that contamina-
tion.

In December 1993, 
Caron asserted that the 
O.S.I. investigation had 
determined no weapons 
grade materials had ever 
been disposed of at the 
base. Filipiak, however, 
contradicted Caron, stat-
ing publicly that the pa-
rameters of the report, as 
dictated by the Air Force 
and the Department of 
Defense, had steered 
the investigation away 
from such a conclusion 
by limiting the scope 
and content of both the 
investigation and its re-
port.

In 1994, then-Hespe-
ria Councilman/Mayor 
Theron Honeycutt relat-

ed to the publisher of the 
Sentinel who was then 
working as a reporter 
with the Victorville Des-
ert Mountain Express 
that his company had 
been hired by the Air 
Force to go onto George 
and “cap,” i.e., fill with 
gravel and then cover 
with concrete, several 
existing wells.

Caron’s claims were 
discredited under an 
avalanche of data, in-
cluding lab tests ordered 
by then-congressmen 
George Brown and Jerry 
Lewis and performed by 
Helgeson Scientific Ser-
vices, which involved 
gamma radiation counts 
showing enriched ura-
nium-235 and other un-
identified radionuclides, 
believed to be Ameri-
cium and strontium, had 
been present on the base. 
Also surfacing were 
surveys of water drawn 
from test wells showing 
the presence of radionu-
clides in the water table 
below the base.

The Air Force has 
continued to avoid pub-
licly and directly ad-
dressing the issue of ra-
dioactive contamination 
at the base. Evidence has 
emerged over time that 
indicates both its mili-
tary and civilian leaders 
have known for decades 
that nuclear contamina-
tion on the base property 
is a realty. That evidence 
is most stark in those 
areas where the Depart-
ment of Defense has 
had to cooperate with 
state government agen-
cies involved in certify-
ing the livability of the 
former base property. 
In May 2015, Linda 
Stone of the Lahontan 
Regional Water Qual-
ity Control Board told 
the Sentinel, “The water 
board has information 
regarding radiological 
waste at Site RW009, lo-
cated in the covered por-
tion of the southeast dis-
posal area of the former 
facility on land currently 
owned by the Federal 
Bureau of Prisons, south 
of Air Expressway Blvd. 
The Air Force issued a fi-
nal remedial action com-
pletion report [for] Ra-
dioactive Disposal Site 
RW009 in November 
2013. The water board 
deferred review of the 
radiological issues to the 
Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (EPA) based 

on EPA’s expertise on 
human health risks. The 
EPA accepted the docu-
ment and the Air Force’s 
request for no fur-
ther action at RW009.” 
In the body of the text 
for the remedial ac-
tion completion report, 
the Air Force sought to 
downplay the serious-
ness of the contamina-
tion issue at the south-
east disposal area. Page 
2-4 of that document 
states “Site character-
ization activities were 
performed in 1994 and 
served to investigate the 
potential for the pres-
ence of low-level radio-
active wastes. These 
activities determined 
background levels of to-
tal gamma radiation and 
quantified radionuclide 
concentrations. All exca-
vated materials were ra-
diologically screened via 
a material sorting plant 
and sampled for analy-
sis where necessary. All 
soils which represented 
background were back-
filled. This investigation 
thoroughly explored Site 
RW009 areas suspected 
of containing radioac-
tive materials, and two 
radioactive sources were 
identified, a 2.3-micro-
curie cesium-137 source 
and an electron tube 
(vacuum tube) contain-
ing thorium and ura-
nium. These items were 
disposed via destructive 
testing at an off-site ana-
lytical laboratory. The 
identification of very few 
radioactive materials in-
dicated that large-scale 
disposal of radioactive 
waste did not occur at 
IRP Site RW009. This 
work demonstrated that 
no known radiologi-
cal contamination re-
mained, and that the IRP 
Site RW009 disposal site 
was suitable for removal 
as an impacted site from 
the southeast disposal 
area.”

Stone further told 
the Sentinel, “The re-
port also described two 
groundwater sampling 
events for radiologic 
constituents. The first 
event (1986) found gross 
alpha activities exceeded 
the maximum contami-
nant levels for drinking 
water in two of five wells 
at the site. The second 
event (1987) found all 
radiologic samples were 
below maximum con-
taminant levels in all five 

wells. Based on the data 
showing that the ground-
water met drinking wa-
ter standards, the water 
board did not require 
additional groundwater 
investigations for radio-
logical constituents.” 
More recently, documen-
tation long buried by the 
Air Force has surfaced, 
including a secretive 
1979 investigation by 
Dr. John Sabol, then the 
Air Force chief of envi-
ronmental and contract 
programming. Sabol’s 
findings demonstrated 
that larger quantities of 
radioactive waste were 
dumped in the disposal 
area than the Air Force 
has officially document-
ed or acknowledged, 
and that the intensity of 
radiation exceeds that 
which would have been 
a product of discarded 
x-ray machines or 1950s 
and 1960s era electronic 
vacuum tubes.

In 2015, when the 
Sentinel approached 
Don Gronstal, then the 
environmental coordi-
nator with the Air Force 
Civil Engineer Center 
overseeing the Air Force 
remediation effort at 
George whose office is 
at McClellan Air Force 
Base in Northern Cali-
fornia, Gronstal agreed 
to field any questions 
put to him relating to 
the environmental cir-
cumstance at the for-
mer George Air Force 
Base, but requested that 
those questions be put in 
writing. After the Sen-
tinel did as requested, 
Gronstal broke off all 
further contact with the 
Sentinel, and never re-
sponded to the questions. 
In publicly available 
documents, the Air 
Force has acknowledged 
groundwater at, around 
or below the base is “con-
taminated with jet fuel, 
trichloroethylene, pesti-
cides and nitrates. Soil 
is contaminated with 
total petroleum hydro-
carbons, dioxins, con-
struction debris, medi-
cal wastes, pesticides, 
semi-volatile organic 
compounds and various 
inorganic compounds.” 
In 2016, in an article 
authored by Dan Ross 
which was published by 
both the Sentinel and 
Truthout, an independent 
reporting organization, 
the experience of Terrine 
Crooks, originally from 

New Hampshire, who 
had joined the Air Force 
and was stationed at 
George Air Force Base 
beginning in the sum-
mer of 1980, was related. 
Crooks met her husband 
at George. Toward the 
end of 1981, she became 
pregnant. Her son, Brian, 
was born 13 weeks pre-
maturely in April 1982. 
Within three months 
of his birth, Brian sus-
tained multiple brain 
hemorrhages, thereafter 
developing, according to 
Ross’s report, an array 
of ongoing health con-
ditions and disabilities, 
including cerebral palsy. 
Upon reaching the age of 
30, Terrine Crooks’ own 
health deteriorated, and 
she endured endometrio-
sis, uterine fibroids and 
heavy bleeding during 
menstruation, necessi-
tating she have a hyster-
ectomy at the age of 31. 
At the age of 40, she had 
a bilateral mastectomy. 
Ross reported how Ter-
rine Crooks eventu-
ally related her health 
challenges to her toxic 
exposure while in the 
military, whereupon she 
made a claim to the Vet-
eran’s Administration. In 
2014, Crooks prevailed, 
with the Veteran’s Ad-
ministration making a 
finding that her medical 
conditions were “at least 
as likely as not” caused 
by her military service. 
George Air Force Base 
was mentioned in the 
ruling. In 2016, Crooks 
and her husband were yet 
caring for their 34-year-
old son at their home in 
Florida, according to 
Ross.

George Air Force 
Base has been converted 
to civilian use in the de-
cades since it closed, and 
is now known as South-
ern California Logistics 
Airport. Little heed was 
given by local officials to 
the environmental prob-
lems at the base. 

Shortly after the de-
cision to shutter George 
was reached, the two 
cities closest to it, Vic-
torville and Adelanto, 
engaged each other in 
what turned into a sev-
en-year-running admin-
istrative and legal battle, 
costing Adelanto over 
$25 million in attorneys’ 
fees and expenses, and 
Victorville more than 
$30 million, to take con-
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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 ficti-
tious 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 de-
clares as true information which he 
or she knows to be false is guilty of a 
crime (B&P Code 179130. I am also 
aware that all information on this 
statement becomes Public Record 
upon filing.

s/ KEITH CUNNING, Secre-
tary 

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 state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
D5511

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on  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  Princi-
pal Place Of Business

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL  

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

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

s/ 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 state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
G8420

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on  August 12, 
19, 26 & September 2, 2022

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME    

  CASE NUMBER 
CIVSB2206514

TO  ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner:  
DYCIE RANSOM filed with 
this court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

ZI’AHN KHARI SKIP-
PER to ZI’AHN KHARI MC-
CALL 

THE COURT ORDERS 
that all persons interested in 
this matter appear before this 
court at the hearing indicated 
below to show cause, if any, 
why the petition for change of 
name should not be granted. 
Any person objecting to the 
name changes described above 
must file a written objection 
that includes the reasons for 
the objection at least two court 
days before the matter is sched-

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

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 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 Di-
vision 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 IT 
IS FURTHER ORDERED that 
a copy of this order be pub-
lished in the  San Bernardino 
Sentinel in San Bernardino 
County California, once a 
week for four successive 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 

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

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: LAWRENCE 
CARL TURNER CASE 
NO.   PROSB2201119        
To all heirs, beneficiaries, cred-
itors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise 
be interested in the will or es-
tate, or both of  LAWRENCE 
CARL TURNER has been 
filed by LEIGHTON MYHEN-
GAN TURNER in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that LEIGH-
TON MYHENGAN TURNER  
be appointed as personal rep-
resentative to administer the 
estate of the decedent.

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

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an inter-
ested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held SEPTEMBER 21, 2022   
at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S37 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

Filed: JULY 29, 2022
BRITTNEY SPEARS, 

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

Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Filed: July 29, 2022 
Attorney for Leighton My-
hengan Turner: 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 
August 19,  26 and September 
2, 2022.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE

NUMBER CIVSB 
2212918

TO  ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner:  
RANIA BISHAY  filed with 
this court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

ANDREAS USAMA 
GIRGES BOLEUS GIRGES 
to ANDY USAMA GIRG-
ES BOLEUS GIRGES

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

Notice of Hearing
Date: September 19, 2022
Time: 8:30 AM
Department: S17
The address of the court is 

Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 

247 West Third Street, San 
Bernardino, CA 92415

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

Dated: 06/21/2022
Judge of the Superior 

Court:  JOHN M. PACHECO
Published in the San 

Bernardino County Sentinel 
on 08/12/2022, 08/19/2022, 
08/26/2022 & 09/02/2022.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE

NUMBER CIVSB 
2215473

TO  ALL INTER-
ESTED PERSONS: Peti-
tioner RICHARD GARCIA 
CERA  filed with this court 
for a decree changing names as 
follows:

RICHARD GARCIA 
CERA to RICHARD CERA 
GARCIA 

 THE COURT ORDERS 
that all persons interested in 
this matter appear before this 
court at the hearing indicated 
below to show cause, if any, 
why the petition for change of 

name should not be granted. 
Any person objecting to the 
name changes described above 
must file a written objection 
that includes the reasons for 
the objection at least two court 
days before the matter is sched-
uled to be heard and must ap-
pear at the hearing to show 
cause why the petition should 
not be granted. If no written 
objection is timely filed, the 
court may grant the petition 
without a hearing.

Notice of Hearing
Date: September 20, 2022
Time: 8:30 AM
Department: S16
The address of the court is 

Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 

247 West Third Street, San 
Bernardino, CA 92415

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

Filed: July 18, 2022
Order Dated: 08/09/2022
Judge of the Superior 

Court:  JOHN M. PACHECO
Published in the San 

Bernardino County Sentinel 
on 08/12/2022, 08/19/2022, 
08/26/2022 & 09/02/2022.

SUMMONS – (CITA-
CION JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER (NU-
MERO DEL CASO):   CIV 
SB 2128482

NOTICE TO DEFEN-
DANT:

(AVISO DEMANDA-
DO):

DAVID ALAN 
BOUCHER, MERCEDES 
MARTINEZ, AND DOES 
1 to 10, inclusive 

 YOU ARE BEING 
SUED BY PLAINTIFF: 

(LO ESTA DEMAN-
DANDO EL DEMAN-
DANTE): MTC FINAN-
CIAL INC. dba TRUSTEE 
CORPS

NOTICE! You have been 
sued. The court may decide 
against you without your be-
ing heard unless you respond 
within 30 days. Read the infor-
mation below.

You have 30 CALENDAR 
DAYS after this summons and 
legal papers are 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 protect 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 response. 
You can find these court forms 
and more information at the 
California Courts Online Self-
Help Center (www.courtinfo.
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, mon-
ey, 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 at-
torney referral service. If you 
cannot afford an attorney, you 
may be eligible for free legal 
services from a nonprofit le-
gal services program. You can 
locate these nonprofit groups 
at the California Legal Ser-
vices Web site (www.lawhelp-
california.org), the California 
Courts Online Self-Help Cen-
ter (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 
continuacion

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CAL-
ENDARIO después de que 
le entregue esta citación y 
papeles legales para presen-
tar una respuesta por escrito 
en esta corte y hacer que se 
entregue una copia al deman-
dante. Una carta o una llamada 
telefonica no le protegen. 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 formulario que usted puede 
usar para su respuesta. Puede 
encontrar estos formulario de 
la corte y mas información 
en el Centro de Ayuda de las 
Cortes de California (www.su-
corte.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 formu-
lario de exencion de pago de 
cuotas. Si no presenta su respu-
esta a tiempo, puede perder el 
caso por incumplimiento y la 
corte le podrá quitar su sueldo, 
dinero y bienes sin mas adver-
tencia.

Hay otros requisitos lega-
les. Es recomendable que llame 
a un abogado inmediatamente. 
Si no conoce a un abogado, pu-
ede llamar a un servicio de re-
misión a abogados. Si no puede 
pagar a un abogado, es posible 
que cumpla con los requisitos 
para obtener servicios legales 
gratuitos de un programa de 
servicios legales sin fines de 
lucro. Puede encontrar estos 
grupos sin fines de lucro en el 
sitio web de California Legal 
Services, (www.lawhelpcali-
fornia.org), en el Centro de 
Ayuda de las Cortes de Cali-
fornia, (www.sucorte.ca.gov), 
o poniendose en contacto con 
la corte o el colegio de aboga-
dos locales. AVISO: Por ley, la 
corte tiene derecho a reclamar 
las cuotas y los costos exentos 
gravamen sobre cualquier re-
cuperación de $10,000 o mas 
de valor recibida mediante un 
acuerdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho 
civil. Tiene que pagar el grava-
men de la corte antes de que la 
corte pueda desechar el caso.

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

San Bernardino Justice 
Center

247 West Third Street
San Bernardino, CA 

92415-0210
 The name, address and 

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

John C. Steele, Steele LLP,
17272 Red Hill Avenue,
Irvine, CA  92614 
Phone: (949) 222-1161
DATE (Fecha): November 

12, 2021
Clerk (Secretario), by Kar-

ina Venegas, Deputy (Adjunto) 
Published in the San 

Bernardino County Sentinel 
on:  08/19/2022, 8/26/2022, 
9/02/2022 & 9/09/2022.

FBN 20220007622     
The following person is do-
ing business as: E’s POWER 
OAT BARS 263 SULTANA 
AVE UPLAND, CA 91786 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
ELAINE M CRAWFORD 263 SUL-
TANA AVE UPLAND, CA 91786 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL   
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 

(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ELAINE M. CRAWFORD 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: AUGUST 17, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
I5199 Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name statement must be 
filed before that time. The filing 
of this statement does not of it-
self authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common 
law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel  08/19/2022, 
08/26/2022, 09/02/22 & 09/09/22. 

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: TAMARA 
LYN MADDEN  CASE 
NO.   PROSB2201147        
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in the 
will or estate, or both of  TA-
MARA LYN MADDEN has 
been filed by KIMBERLY 
RENEE LOGAN in the Supe-
rior Court of California, Coun-
ty of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that KIM-
BERLY RENEE LOGAN  be 
appointed as personal represen-
tative to administer the estate of 
the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without 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 SEPTEMBER 14, 2022   
at 11:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S37 
at Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

Filed: August 10, 2022
VALERIE URU-

ENA, Deputy Court Clerk  
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Filed: August 10, 2022

Attorney for Kimberly Re-

nee Logan:
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 
August 25, September 2 & Sep-
tember 9, 2022.

FBN 20220007622     
The following person is do-
ing business as: E’s POWER 
OAT BARS 263 SULTANA 
AVE UPLAND, CA 91786 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
ELAINE M CRAWFORD 263 SUL-
TANA AVE UPLAND, CA 91786 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL   
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ELAINE M. CRAWFORD 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: AUGUST 17, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
I5199 Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name statement must be 
filed before that time. The filing 
of this statement does not of it-
self authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common 
law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel  08/26/2022, 
09/02/22 09/09/22 & 09/16/22. 

FBN 20220007463     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: DUMPLING DUTIES   
1236 E 9th ST UPLAND, CA 91786 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
BOBA GIRL GANG, LLC 1236 
E 9th ST UPLAND, CA 91786 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COM-
PANY registered with the State 
of California as 202250613492   
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: May 1, 2022 
By signing, I declare that all in-
formation 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 be-
comes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ NEYSA SIMAN-
GUNSONG, Manager 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: AUGUST 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 
G8420

  Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name statement must be 
filed before that time. The filing 
of this statement does not of it-
self authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common 
law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel  08/26/2022, 
09/02/22 09/09/22 & 09/16/22. 

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE

NUMBER CIVSB 
2215266

TO  ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner:  
SUSANA CORONA & 
MARCELINO DABALOS 
CORONA JR. filed with this 
court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

ISAAC MANUEL 
WOLFORD to ISAAC 
MANUEL CORONA 
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 THE COURT ORDERS 

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

Notice of Hearing
Date: September 21, 2022
Time: 8:30 AM
Department: S16
The address of the court is 

Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 

247 West Third Street, San 
Bernardino, CA 92415

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

Dated: 07/20/2022
Judge of the Superior 

Court:  JOHN M. PACHECO
Attorney for Susana Co-

rona & Marcelino Dabalos Co-
rona Jr.:

Sandy S. Garcia, Esquire
Garcia & Miller, APLC
49459 Palo Verde Street, 

Suite 207C
Montclair, California 

91763
(909) 321-9241
s.garcia@garciamiller.com  
Published in the San 

Bernardino County Sentinel 
on  08/26/2022, 09/02/2022, 
09/09/2022 & 09/16/2022. 

FBN 20220006519 
The following person is doing 

business as: UPLAND INDUS-
TRIAL HEALTH SERVICES INC   
921 W FOOTHILL BLVD  #2   UP-
LAND, CA 91786  UPLAND IN-
DUSTRIAL HEALTH SERVICES 
INC   921 W FOOTHILL BLVD  
Suite 2  UPLAND, CA 91786

Mailing Address: 1085 N. LIN-
DEN AVE. RIALTO, CA 92376

County of Principal Place of 
Business: SAN BERNARDINO 

 The business is conducted by: 
A CORPORATION registered with 
the State of California as 4028897 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: JUNE 1, 2017

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

s/ MARTHA GALVEZ, CEO
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
07/08/2022

I hereby certify that this copy is 
a correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
I5199

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on 7/8, 7/15, 
7/22 & 7/29, 2022 and corrected on 
8/26, 9/02, 9/09 & 9/16, 2022. 

FBN20220006319 
The following person(s) is(are) 

doing business as: LUNA CINE-
MATICS 4195 CHINO HILLS 
PKWAY  #405  CHINO HILLS, 
CA  91709:    MICHAEL C LUNA  
4195 CHINO HILLS PKWAY  #405  
CHINO 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 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 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 
correct copy of the original state-
ment 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 
fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The 
filing of this statement does not of 
itself authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious name in violation of 
the rights of another under federal, 
state, or common law (see section 
14400 et. Seq. Business & Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on 7/22/2022, 
7/29/22, 8/5/22 & 8/12/22 and cor-
rected on 8/26, 9/02, 9/09 & 9/16, 
2022. 

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 LAS BRI-
SAS CT  RANCHO CUCAMON-
GA, 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 information 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: 07/18/2022

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

Began Transacting Business: 
N/A

County Clerk 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 & Profes-
sions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on 7/22/2022, 
7/29/22, 8/5/22 & 8/12/22 and cor-
rected on 8/26, 9/02, 9/09 & 9/16, 
2022. 

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  91730:  NOR-
TON DELGADO FAMILY MEDI-
CINE 8283 GROVE AVE  STE 
202  RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA  91730

SAN BERNARDINO COUN-
TY

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 information 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 
correct copy of the original state-
ment 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 & Profes-

sions Code).
Published in the San Bernardi-

no County Sentinel on 7/22/2022, 
7/29/22, 8/5/22 & 8/12/22  and cor-
rected on 8/26, 9/02, 9/09 & 9/16, 
2022.  

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ES-
TATE OF: JUAN SERNA    
CASE NO. PROSB2201197   
To all heirs, beneficiaries, cred-
itors, contingent creditors, and 
persons who may otherwise 
be interested in the will or es-
tate, or both of JUAN SERNA 
A PETITION FOR PROBATE 
has been filed by ANGIE MA-
RIE SERNA     in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that ANGIE 
MARIE SERNA     be appoint-
ed as personal representatives 
to administer the estate of the 
decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an inter-
ested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held in Dept. No. S-37 at 
9:00 a.m. on SEPTEMBER 
26, 2022 at Superior Court of 
California, County of San Ber-
nardino, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, 
San Bernardino District. 
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Attorney for Angie Marie 
Serna:

 ANTONIETTE JAU-
REGUI (SB 192624) 
1894 S. COMMERCENT-
ER WEST, SUITE 108 
SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92408 
Telephone No: (909) 890-2350 
Fax No: (909) 890-0106 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on Septem-
ber 2, 9 & 16, 2022.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: FREDERICK 
SANCHEZ

 CASE   NO.   

P R O S B 2 2 0 1 2 0 3        
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of  FRED-
ERICK SANCHEZ has been 
filed by CANDICE RENEE 
WILLIAMS in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that CANDICE 
RENEE WILLIAMS be ap-
pointed as personal representa-
tive to administer the estate of 
the decedent.

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

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an inter-
ested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held SEPTEMBER 27, 2022   
at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S35 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

Filed: AUGUST 22, 2022
BRITTNEY SPEARS, 

Deputy Court Clerk  
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Filed: July 11, 2022 
Attorney for Candice Re-
neee Williams: 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 
September 2, 9 & 16, 2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ES-
TATE OF: ALLEN HOOD

 CASE   NO.   

PROSB2201228
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in the 
will or estate, or both of  AL-
LEN HOOD has been filed by 
VICY WALKER in the Supe-
rior Court of California, Coun-
ty of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that VICY 
WALKER be appointed as per-
sonal representative to admin-
ister the estate of the decedent.

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

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an inter-
ested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held OCTOBER 12, 2022   
at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S37 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West Third Street, San Ber-
nardino, CA 92415, San Ber-
nardino District.

Filed: AUGUST 25, 2022
AMY GAMEZ-

REYES, Deputy Court Clerk  
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Filed: July 11, 2022 
Attorney for Vicy Walker:

 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 
September 2, 9 & 16, 2022.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: LEMUEL 
NICOLAS

CASE NO. 
P R O S B 2 2 0 1 2 3 1 
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 

creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of LEMUEL 
NICOLAS has been filed by 
RUTH PASCO in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that RUTH 
PASCO be appointed as per-
sonal representative to admin-
ister the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that the de-
cedents wills and codicils, if 
any, be admitted to probate. 
The will and any codicils are 
available for examination 
in the file kept by the court. 
THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an inter-
ested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held OCTOBER 12, 2022 
at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S35 
at Superior Court of Califor-
nia, County of San Bernardi-
no, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, 
San Bernardino District. 
Filed: AUGUST 25, 2022 
AMY GAMEZ-REYES, 
Deputy Court Clerk 
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Filed: AUGUST 25, 2022 
Attorney for Ruth Pasco: 
R. SAM PRICE SBN 208603 
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC 
300 E STATE 
STREET SUITE 620 
REDLANDS, CA 92373 
Phone (909) 328 7000 
Fax (909) 475 8800 
s a m @ p r i c e l a w f i r m . c o m 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on Septem-
ber 2, 9 & 16, 2022.

     

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: LORIE DUN-
LING

CASE NO. 
PROSB2201207

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-

tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in 
the will or estate, or both of 
LORIE DUNLING has been 
filed by JESSICA BALL-
ESTEROS in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that JES-
SICA BALLESTEROS be 
appointed as personal rep-
resentative to administer 
the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE requests that the de-
cedents wills and codicils, if 
any, be admitted to probate. 
The will and any codicils are 
available for examination 
in the file kept by the court. 
THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an inter-
ested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held OCTOBER 5, 2022 
at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. No. S37 
at Superior Court of Califor-
nia, County of San Bernardi-
no, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415, 
San Bernardino District. 
Filed: AUGUST 23, 2022 
NICOLE CARTWRIGHT, 
Deputy Court Clerk 
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of the 
decedent, you must file your 
claim with the court and mail a 
copy to the personal represen-
tative appointed by the court 
within the later of either (1) 
four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code. 
Other California statutes 
and legal authority may af-
fect your rights as a credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Filed: AUGUST 23, 2022 
Attorney for Jessica Ballesteros: 
R. SAM PRICE SBN 208603 
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC 
300 E STATE 
STREET SUITE 620 
REDLANDS, CA 92373 
Phone (909) 328 7000 
Fax (909) 475 8800 
s a m @ p r i c e l a w f i r m . c o m 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on Septem-
ber 2, 9 & 16, 2022.

NOTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ES-
TATE OF IVAN IB KLIT-
GAARD

Case  No. PROSB2201206
                To all heirs, ben-

eficiaries, creditors, contingent 
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creditors, and persons who 
may otherwise be interested 
in the will or estate, or both, of 
IVAN IB KLITGAARD

                A PETITION 
FOR PROBATE has been filed 
by Thomas I. Klitgaard in the 
Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDI-
NO.

                THE PETITION 
FOR PROBATE requests that 
Thomas I. Klitgaard be ap-
pointed as personal representa-
tive to administer the estate of 
the decedent.

                THE PETITION 
requests the decedent’s will 
and codicils, if any, be admit-
ted to probate. The will and 
any codicils are available for 
examination in the file kept by 
the court.

                THE PETITION re-
quests authority to administer 
the estate under the Indepen-
dent 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 per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an interested 
person files an objection to the 
petition and shows good cause 
why the court should not grant 
the authority.

                A HEARING 
on the petition will be held on 
Sept. 29, 2022 at 9:00 AM in 
Dept. No. S36 located at 247 
W. Third St., San Bernardino, 
CA 92415.

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

                IF YOU ARE 
A CREDITOR or a contingent 
creditor of the decedent, you 
must file your claim with the 
court and mail a copy to the 
personal representative ap-
pointed by the court within the 
later of either (1) four months 
from the date of first issuance 
of letters to a general personal 
representative, as defined in 
section 58(b) of the California 
Probate Code, or (2) 60 days 
from the date of mailing or per-
sonal delivery to you of a notice 
under section 9052 of the Cali-
fornia Probate Code.

                Other Califor-
nia statutes and legal author-
ity may affect your rights as a 
creditor. You may want to con-
sult with an attorney knowl-
edgeable in California law.

                YOU MAY 
EXAMINE the file kept by the 
court. If you are a person in-
terested 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 pro-
vided in Probate Code section 
1250. A Request for Special 
Notice form is available from 
the court clerk.

Attorney for petitioner:
TANYA L WILLIS ESQ
SBN 249613
LAW OFFICES OF TAN-

YA L WILLIS
545 N. MOUNTAIN AVE
STE 111
UPLAND CA 91786
CN989894 KLITGAARD 

Sep 2,9,16, 2022

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME

CASE NUMBER CIV 
SB 2216329

TO ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner: 
NGA CUU NGUYEN  filed 
with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

NGA CUU NGUYEN  
to    ANNA NGA NGUYEN 

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
THE COURT ORDERS 

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

Notice of Hearing:
Date: OCTOBER 3, 2022
Time: 08:30 AM
Department: S-16
The address of the court is
Superior Court of Califor-

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

Bernardino, CA 92415,
San Bernardino District-

Civil Division
IT IS FURTHER OR-

DERED that a copy of this 
order be published in the San 
Bernardino County Sentinel 
in San Bernardino County 
California, once a week for 
four successive weeks prior to 
the date set for hearing of the 
petition.
Filed: August 15, 2022
Judge John Pacheco
Eduardo Hernandez, Deputy
Clerk of the Superior Court.
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on Septem-
ber 2, 9, 15 & 23, 2022.

SUMMONS – (CITA-
CION JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER (NU-
MERO DEL CASO):   CIV 
SB 2022567

NOTICE TO DEFEN-
DANT:

(AVISO DEMANDA-
DO): ARTURO M. RUIZ, 
an individual [and] JOHN 
H. BUCKNER, AN INDI-
VIDUAL

 YOU ARE BEING 
SUED BY PLAINTIFF: 

(LO ESTA DEMAN-
DANDO EL DEMAN-
DANTE): GILBERT SAN-
DOVAL

NOTICE! You have been 
sued. The court may decide 
against you without your be-
ing heard unless you respond 
within 30 days. Read the infor-
mation below.

You have 30 CALENDAR 
DAYS after this summons and 
legal papers are 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 protect 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 response. 
You can find these court forms 
and more information at the 
California Courts Online Self-
Help Center (www.courtinfo.
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, mon-
ey, 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 at-
torney referral service. If you 
cannot afford an attorney, you 
may be eligible for free legal 
services from a nonprofit le-
gal services program. You can 
locate these nonprofit groups 
at the California Legal Ser-
vices Web site (www.lawhelp-
california.org), the California 
Courts Online Self-Help Cen-

ter (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 
continuacion

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CAL-
ENDARIO después de que 
le entregue esta citación y 
papeles legales para presen-
tar una respuesta por escrito 
en esta corte y hacer que se 
entregue una copia al deman-
dante. Una carta o una llamada 
telefonica no le protegen. 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 formulario que usted puede 
usar para su respuesta. Puede 
encontrar estos formulario de 
la corte y mas información 
en el Centro de Ayuda de las 
Cortes de California (www.su-
corte.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 formu-
lario de exencion de pago de 
cuotas. Si no presenta su respu-
esta a tiempo, puede perder el 
caso por incumplimiento y la 
corte le podrá quitar su sueldo, 
dinero y bienes sin mas adver-
tencia.

Hay otros requisitos lega-
les. Es recomendable que llame 
a un abogado inmediatamente. 
Si no conoce a un abogado, pu-
ede llamar a un servicio de re-
misión a abogados. Si no puede 
pagar a un abogado, es posible 
que cumpla con los requisitos 
para obtener servicios legales 
gratuitos de un programa de 
servicios legales sin fines de 
lucro. Puede encontrar estos 
grupos sin fines de lucro en el 
sitio web de California Legal 
Services, (www.lawhelpcali-
fornia.org), en el Centro de 
Ayuda de las Cortes de Cali-
fornia, (www.sucorte.ca.gov), 
o poniendose en contacto con 
la corte o el colegio de aboga-
dos locales. AVISO: Por ley, la 
corte tiene derecho a reclamar 
las cuotas y los costos exentos 
gravamen sobre cualquier re-
cuperación de $10,000 o mas 
de valor recibida mediante un 
acuerdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho 
civil. Tiene que pagar el grava-
men de la corte antes de que la 
corte pueda desechar el caso.

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

San Bernardino Justice 
Center

247 West Third Street
San Bernardino, CA 

92415-0210
 The name, address and 

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

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

Date of the order for ser-
vice by publication (Fecha): 
June 30, 2022

Clerk (Secretario), by Ar-
lene Guardado, Deputy (Ad-
junto)

Date of the original filing 
of the lawsuit (Fecha): October 
13, 2020 

 Clerk (Secretario), by 
Sylvia Guajardo , Deputy (Ad-
junto)

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on 
September 2, 9, 15 & 23, 2022.

FICTITIOUS BUSINESS 
NAME

STATEMENT FILE NO-
FBN20220007191

The following person(s) is(are) 
doing business as: SOLUTIONS 
LABOR RELATIONS CONSULT-
ING, 5489 STAGECOACH DR, 
FONTANA, CA 92336,

SAN BERNARDINO COUN-
TY

Mailing Address:  CARLOS 
ORTIZ, 5489 STAGECOACH DR, 
FONTANA, CA 92336,

State of Inc./Org./Reg. ,
Inc./Org./Reg. No.
Business is Conducted By: AN 

INDIVIDUAL
Signed: BY SIGNING BE-

LOW, I DECLARE THAT ALL 
INFORMATION IN THIS STATE-
MENT IS TRUE AND CORRECT. 
A registrant who declares as true in-
formation, which he or she knows to 
be false, is guilty of a crime. (B&P 
Code 17913) I am also aware that 
all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing.

s/CARLOS ORTIZ,
This statement was filed with 

the County Clerk of SAN BER-
NARDINO on: 08/03/2022

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

Began Transacting Business: 
01/01/2010

County Clerk,
NOTICE- This fictitious busi-

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

09/02/2022, 09/09/2022, 
09/16/2022, 09/23/2022

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 Bernardino 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 Coun-
ty Sentinel 08/12/2022, 08/19/2022, 
08/26/2022, 09/02/2022          CNB-
B32202207IR 

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 Bernardino 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          CN-
BB32202206MT 

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 Bernardino 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          CN-
BB32202205MT 

FBN 20220007267     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ALOHA MINI DONUTS 
LLC. 1239 W 9TH STREET UP-
LAND, CA 91786;[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 7505 SANTA ANA LU-
CIA 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 Bernardino 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          CN-
BB32202204MT 

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 Bernardino 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          CN-
BB32202203MT 

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          CN-
BB32202202MT 

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 Bernardino 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          CNB-
B32202201IR

FBN 20220007301     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: SCALE DOCTOR POS & 
IT SERVICES. 15930 SITTING 
BULL ST VICTORVILLE, CA 92395 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDDINO 
CARLOS L GARCIA PER-
EZ 15930 SITTING BULL ST 
VICTORVILLE, CA 92395. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ CARLOS L GAR-
CIA PEREZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGUST 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 08/19/2022, 08/26/2022, 
09/02/2022, 09/09/2022          CN-
BB33202205MT 

FBN 20220007370     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: WV PAINTING 1023 S CY-
PRESS AVE ONTARIO, CA 91762 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDDINO 
WILLIE VALENCIA ROJAS 1023 S 
CYPRESS AVE ONTARIO, CA 91762 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: 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/ WILLIE VALEN-
CIA ROJAS, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino 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 08/19/2022, 08/26/2022, 
09/02/2022, 09/09/2022          CNB-
B33202203IR 

FBN 20220007381     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ARROYO SERVICES. 1142 
ACACIA CT ONTARIO, CA 91766 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDDINO 
EDUARDO ARROYO 1401 W 
9TH ST POMONA CA 91766. 
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: NOV 23, 2011 
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 ARROYO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 08102022 
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 08/19/2022, 08/26/2022, 
09/02/2022, 09/09/2022          CN-
BB332204MT 

FBN 20220007210     
The following person is doing business 
as: FAMA BEAUTY SALON. 3156 N 
E ST SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92405 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDDINO 
VERENICE F VALENZUELA 3456 
N E ST SAN BERNADINO CA 92405. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 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/ VERENICE F VA-
LENZUELA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino 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 08/19/2022, 08/26/2022, 
09/02/2022, 09/09/2022          CNB-
B332202IR 

FBN 20220007350     
The following person is doing business 
as: ZAPATA’S TRUCKING. 975 N 
ALTHEA AVE RIALTO, CA 92376 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDDINO 
MARTIN Z MOLINA 975 N AL-
THEA AVE RIALTO CA 92376. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
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tious business name or names 
listed above on: AUG 08, 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/ MARTIN Z MOLINA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGUST 09, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name 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 08/19/2022, 08/26/2022, 
09/02/2022, 09/09/2022          CNB-
B332201IR

FBN 2022007453     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ENHANCE ESTHETICS 
5370 SCHAEFER AVE #B CHI-
NO, CA 91710;[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 311 W CIVIC CENTER DR 
STE B SANTA ANA, CA 92701 ]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDDINO 
ENHANCE BODY SCULPT-
ING, LLC 5220 CARLINGFORD 
AVE RIVERSIDE, CA 92504 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: AUG 04, 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/ JASMINE LARA, CEO 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGUST 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 County 
Sentinel 08/26/2022, 09/02/2022, 
09/09/2022, 09/16/2022          CNB-
B34202201CV 

FBN 20220007889     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: JALISCO SEA FOOD AND 
GRILL 303 E FOOTHILL BLVD 
RIALTO, CALIFO 92376;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 2712 LOS ROBLES 
AVE 909 RIALTO, CALIFO 92376];  
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDDINO 
GABRIEL MONTIEL 2712 LOS 
ROBLES 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/ GABRIEL MONTIEL 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGUST 24, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel 08/26/2022, 09/02/2022, 
09/09/2022, 09/16/2022          CN-
BB34202202MT

FBN 2022007854     
The following person is doing business 
as: E & M TRANSPORT 8015 JU-
NIPER AVE FONTANA,  CA 92336 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDDINO 
ERIK VALENCIA-MENDOZA 8015 
JUNIPER AVE FONTANA, CA 92336 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL 
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 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/ ERIK VALENCIA-
MENDOZA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGUST 23, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel 08/26/2022, 09/02/2022, 
09/09/2022, 09/16/2022          CN-
BB34202203MT 

FBN 20220007855     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ML LANDSCAPING CON-
STRUCTION 1065 W EVANS ST 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92411 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDDINO 
PEDRO MORALES REYES 
1065 W EVANS ST SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92411 
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/ PEDRO MORALES 
REYES, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGUST 23, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel 08/26/2022, 09/02/2022, 
09/09/2022, 09/16/2022          CN-
BB34202204MT 

FBN 20220007829     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: QUALITY WELDING 160 N 
CACTUS AVE RIALTO, CA 92376 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDDINO 
ROSA GARCIA DE RANGEL 160 N 
CACTUS AVE RIALTO, CA 92376 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL 
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ROSA GARCIA DE 
RANGEL, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGUST 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 08/26/2022, 09/02/2022, 
09/09/2022, 09/16/2022          CNB-
B34202205IR 

FBN 20220007504     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: JUNIORS DMV SERVICES 
1500 CRAFTON AVE MENTON, 
CA 92359;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
311 W CIVIC CENTER DR STE 
B SANTA ANA, CA 92359 ];  
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDDINO 
JUNIORS TUNING TECHNOLO-
GIES, LLC 1500 CRAFTON AVE 
UNIT 132 MENTON, CA 92359 
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/ ALBERTO JAFET LLANOS, CEO 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGUST 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 County 
Sentinel 08/26/2022, 09/02/2022, 
09/09/2022, 09/16/2022          CNB-
B34202206CV 

FBN 20220007610     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: XPRESS APPLIANCE 
XCHANGE. 4230 E AIRPORT DR 
SUITE #109 ONTARIO, CA 91761 
COUNTY OF  SAN BERNARDINO 
YNA-IT INC 2834 HAMNER 
AVE #512 NORCO, CA 92860; 
4230 E AIRPORT DR SUITE 
#109 ONTARIO, CA 91761; . 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ TIANY C. VARGAS, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGUST 16, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel 09/02/2022, 09/09/2022, 
09/16/2022, 09/23/2022          CN-
BB35202215MT 

FBN 20220007595     
The following person is doing business 
as: GARCIA JANITORIAL CLEAN-
ING SERVICES. 7547 GOLONDRINA 
DR SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410 
COUNTY OF  SAN BERNARDINO 
SANTOS GARCIA GARCIA 
7547 GOLONDRINA DR SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92410. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 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/ SANTOS GAR-
CIA GARCIA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGUST 16, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel 09/02/2022, 09/09/2022, 
09/16/2022, 09/23/2022          CN-
BB35202213MT 

FBN 20220007606     
The following person is doing 
business as: GONZALEZ CON-
STRUCTION. 7461 LYNWOOD 
WAY HIGHLAND, CA 92346 
COUNTY OF  SAN BERNARDINO 
ALEJANDRA GUTIER-
REZ 7461 LYNWOOD WAY 
HIGHLAND, CA 92346. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 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/ ALEJANDRA GUTI-
ERREZ, OWNER 

Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGUST 16, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel 09/02/2022, 09/09/2022, 
09/16/2022, 09/23/2022          CN-
BB35202210MT 

FBN 20220008009     
The following person is doing 
business as: CHURROMANIA 
BAKERY. 1600 E. HOLT BLVD. 
SP# J1 FONTANA, CA 92335 
COUNTY OF  SAN BERNARDINO 
WENDY DE ARCOS 1600 E. HOLT 
BLVD. SP# J1 POMONA, CA 91767. 
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/ WENDY DE ARCOS, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGUST 29, 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 09/02/2022, 09/09/2022, 
09/16/2022, 09/23/2022          CNB-
B35202209IR 

FBN 20220007976     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: SEMI CRAZY. 6912 ESCON-
DIDO AVE OAK HILLS, CA 92344 
COUNTY OF  SAN BERNARDINO 
CURTIS R ALLLERT 6912 ESCON-
DIDO AVE OAK HILLS, CA 92344. 
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/ CURTIS R ALLLERT, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGSUT 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 County 

Sentinel 09/02/2022, 09/09/2022, 
09/16/2022, 09/23/2022          CNB-
B35202208IR 

FBN 20220007856     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: BIG J’S AUTO REPAIR & 
BODY. 208 S. STODDARD AVE. 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92401 
COUNTY OF  SAN BERNARDINO 
DIANA D LEON 208 S. STODDARD 
AVE. SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92401. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ DIANA D LEON, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGUST 23, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel 09/02/2022, 09/09/2022, 
09/16/2022, 09/23/2022          CNB-
B35202207IR 

FBN 20220007858     
The following person is doing business 
as: CITY MEN’S STUDIO. 129 E. 3RD 
ST SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410 
COUNTY OF  SAN BERNARDINO 
JAIRO PONCE 129 E. 3RD ST 
SAN BERNATDINO, CA 92410. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JAIRO PONCE, CEO 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGUST 23, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel 09/02/2022, 09/09/2022, 
09/16/2022, 09/23/2022          CNB-
B35202206IR 

FBN 20220007859     
The following person is doing business 
as: JP PERFORMANCE. 604 OAK 
CT SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410 
COUNTY OF  SAN BERNARDINO 
JP PERFORMANCE 604 OAK CT SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92410; 604 OAK 
CT SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410; . 
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/ JAIRO PONCE, CEO 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGUST 23, 2022 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino County 
Sentinel 09/02/2022, 09/09/2022, 
09/16/2022, 09/23/2022          CNB-
B35202205IR 

FBN 20220007898     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: SHINE PAINTING & RE-
MODELING. 3170 YUCCA TER-
RACE DR. PHELAN, CA 92371 
COUNTY OF  SAN BERNARDINO 
CHANG H AN 3170 YUCCA TER-
RACE DR. PHELAN, CA 92371. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ CHANG H AN, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGUST 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 09/02/2022, 09/09/2022, 
09/16/2022, 09/23/2022          CNB-
B35202204IR 

FBN 20220007948     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: BUTTAFLII DREAMS CPR. 
1274 S. WATERMAN AVE. STE 
109 SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92408 
COUNTY OF  SAN BERNARDINO 
BUTTAFLII DREAM CPR, LLC 
17283 BRONCO LN MORENO 
VALLEY, CA 92555; 1274 S. WA-
TERMAN AVE. STE 109 SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92408; . 
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/ TINA R. GANT-GREEN, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGUST 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 09/02/2022, 09/09/2022, 
09/16/2022, 09/23/2022          CNB-
B35202203IR 

FBN 20220007914     
The following person is doing business 
as: KORSO TRANSPORT. 1912 W 
ADMIRALTY ST COLTON, CA 92324 
COUNTY OF  SAN BERNARDINO 
REGINA A LIMAS 1912 W ADMI-
RALTY ST COLTON, CA 92324; 
ARMANDO LIMAS 1912 W AD-
MIRALTY ST COLTON, CA 92324. 
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/ REGINA A LIMAS, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGUST 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 09/02/2022, 09/09/2022, 
09/16/2022, 09/23/2022          CNB-
B35202202IR 

FBN 20220008038     
The following person is doing business 
as: SHE CLASSY BOUTIQUE; OH SO 
CLASSY BOUTIQUE. 7513 LYTLE 
CREEK CT FONTANA, CA 92336 
COUNTY OF  SAN BERNARDINO 
RAQUEL CARCOBA 7513 LYTLE 
CREEK CT FONTANA, CA 92336. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ RAQUEL CARCOBA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: AUGUST 29, 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 09/02/2022, 09/09/2022, 
09/16/2022, 09/23/2022          CNB-
B35202201IR

about the dearth of park-
ing spaces, that city officials 
were responsible for Vantage 
One skimping on that ele-
ment of the project. “They 
want to discourage car own-
ership, so you have your 
rental rate for your apartment 
and you’ll have an additional 
rate for your parking space,” 
he said. “All the guest spaces 
are free. Anyone can park in 
those. Every unit will have 
a parking space, but they’ll 

have to pay for it. I’ll envi-
sion that some of the people 
are not going to have cars, 
[with] people riding skate 
boards and scooters.”

Robinson added, some-
what improbably, “I would 
like to park my car and not 
have a car and Uber around 
or... jump on the train.”

At one point, Commis-
sioner Karah Shaw maneu-
vered toward a focus on the 
heart of the issue relating 
to the minuscule size of the 
living quarters that Vantage 
One is going to construct. 
The primary factor behind 
the reduction in the size of 
the apartments was the de-

veloper’s effort to drive down 
the cost while maintaining 
profitability, such that as 
many units as possible were 
included in the projects.

Shaw asked if “middle in-
come” renters would be able 
to afford the units.

Robinson provided a less 
than clear answer, one that 
implied the units would be 
affordable to lower tier gov-
ernment employees, who 
are relatively well-paid in 
comparison to many of those 
working at basic jobs in the 
private sector. He replied, 
“That all depends on cost, 
but what we’re looking at is 



Friday, September 2, 2022 Page 11San Bernardino County Sentinel

trol of the base property. 
Victorville, adroitly led 
by then-Mayor Terry 
Caldwell, an attorney, 
and Jim Cox, who had 
been city manager since 
1969, networked with the 
County of San Bernardi-
no, the Town of Apple 
Valley and the City of 
Hesperia in the guise of 
the Victor Valley Eco-
nomic Development 
Authority, a joint pow-
ers agency, to draw up a 
competing reuse plan to 
what Adelanto was pro-
posing. Equally impor-
tantly, Victorville, where 
the city council was com-
posed of a majority of 
Republicans, cultivated 
a close relationship with 
the area’s Congressman, 
Republican Jerry Lewis, 
outmaneuvering Adelan-
to, which had leadership 
that was predominant-
ly associated with the 
Democratic Party. Ulti-
mately, the Department 
of Defense awarded the 
lion’s share of the base – 
about 75 percent – to the 

Victor Valley Economic 
Development Authority, 
which then deferred to 
Victorville in allowing it 
to annex the base prop-
erty. The federal govern-
ment maintained title to 
what was variously re-
ferred to as “strategic” or 
“problematic” land.

A giveaway that there 
is a nuclear contamina-
tion issue on the former 
base property is that the 
Air Force has closed off 
six spots on the former 
base grounds that will be 
inaccessible even after 
the bulk of the rest of the 
base has been fully trans-
ferred to Victorville. It 
is believed at least two 
of those are “hot spots” 
where radioactive ma-
terials were discarded 
and where radioactiv-
ity is still present in the 
soil and water. There 
have been unconfirmed 
reports that contractors 
working for the federal 
government have done 
extensive excavation in 
those areas that are to re-

main as federal property.
The Air Force and the 

Department of Defense 
have openly acknowl-
edged that the base was 
beset with a host of con-
tamination issues. Most 
prominent among the 
chemicals the federal 
government said perme-
ated the base’s tarmac, 
the soil and the ground-
water below it was a sol-
vent used in servicing 
the planes throughout 
the 1940s, 1950s, 1960s, 
1970s, 1980s and into 
the early 1990s – tri-
chloroethylene, known 
by its acronym, TCE. In 
addition, the Air Force 
readily admitted, there 
were other heavy indus-
trial solvents that had 
been used at the base 
along with jet fuel ingre-
dients such as ethylene 
dibromide, benzene and 
naphthalene, as well as 
chlorinated pesticides 
like dieldrin and aldrin.  
By the Spring of 2016, 
the Department of De-
fense/Air Force had had 
spent $101 million in 
Superfund money aug-
mented by funding from 
the Pentagon’s base clo-
sure budget to engage 
in soil and water table 
remediation on and be-

neath the former base 
grounds. Since that time, 
at least $34 million of 
the remaining budgeted 
$53 million projected 
to complete the job has 
been expended.

While the 1946 Fed-
eral Tort Claims Act al-
lows federal employees 
to seek redress and com-
pensation for injury, loss, 
damage, death, wrongful 
acts, omissions or neg-
ligence on the part of 
the federal government, 
Judge Phillips on August 
18, 2022 nonetheless en-
tered a final decision that 
the limits of the law and 
case law established that 
the federal government 
has “sovereign immuni-
ty” and the lawsuit there-
fore had to be dismissed 
when that principle was 
asserted. 

Phillips wrote that pri-
or “cases have found that 
the military’s disposal 
of the radioactive mate-
rial in this case, like Ce-
sium-137, Thorium-232, 
and Uranium-238, as 
well as trichloroethylene 
(“TCE”), which is used 
to degrease and clean 
aircraft, is grounded in 
policy. Accordingly, ‘[b]
ecause [the Air Force’s] 
policies are not manda-

tory and allow for discre-
tion, and that discretion 
is susceptible to policy 
analysis,’ the discre-
tionary exception bars 
Plaintiffs’ claim under 
the Federal Tort Claims 
Act.” 

Judge Phillips found 
that the law and prec-
edent, including the re-
quirements that must be 
met to establish what is 
termed the “discretion-
ary function exception,” 
to the principle of sov-
ereign immunity “pre-
vent judicial ‘second-
guessing’ of legislative 
and administrative deci-
sions grounded in social, 
economic and political 
policy.”

Phillips said, “The 
Federal Tort Claims Act 
permits private suits 
against the United States 
for damages for loss of 
property, injury, or death 
caused by a government 
employee's negligence” 
but that “The United 
States has sovereign im-
munity unless it waives 
its immunity from suit. 
The discretionary func-
tion exception, howev-
er, exempts the United 
States from suit if a claim 
is ‘based upon the exer-
cise or performance or 

the failure to exercise or 
perform a discretionary 
function or duty on the 
part of a federal agency 
or an employee of the 
government, whether 
or not the discretion in-
volved be abused.”

The plaintiffs, having 
previously come togeth-
er in the forum of the 
Military Accountability 
and Transparency Alli-
ance and lodged a claim 
and filed suit, have now 
concluded that since the 
claim was rejected and 
the suit dismissed they 
will not appeal the rul-
ing. 

Rather, they intend 
to seek federal legisla-
tion, modeled on the 
Camp Lejeune Justice 
Act signed into law in 
July by President Joseph 
Biden, which empowers 
individual Marines who 
were stationed at the Ma-
rine Base in North Caro-
lina that was beset with 
water contamination is-
sues to seek recompense 
through civil actions 
against the federal gov-
ernment while prevent-
ing the government from 
asserting any immunity 
claims.

-Mark Gutglueck 

tage Park is in need of 
infrastructure repair and 
maintenance. Both parks 
are used by the entire 
city as well as people 
outside our borders. We 

should strive to keep 
them in good condition 
not only for our enjoy-
ment but for our safety 
as well.”

To pay for the solu-
tions and innovations he 
envisages, Henderson 
said, “I propose that the 
city apply for and use 
federal, state or private 
grants when funds are 
required. I advocate liv-
ing within our means. 
No new taxes.”

Emphasizing his 
depth of experience re-
lating to government, 
Henderson said, “Before 
my employment with 
the City of Rancho Cu-
camonga, I worked for 
the cities of Oceanside, 
Fullerton and Fontana. 
Each city had their own 
philosophy and goals, 
giving me a chance to 
develop skills and have 
experiences that were 
beneficial to my under-

standing of city govern-
ment.”

Henderson and his 
family have lived in 
Rancho Cucamonga for 
33 years.

A graduate of Mar 
Vista High School in Im-
perial Beach in San Di-
ego County, Henderson 
graduated from Cali-
fornia Polytechnic Uni-
versity, Pomona, with a 
Bachelor of Science de-
gree in urban planning. 

He retired from the city 
of Rancho Cucamonga 
in 2012.

Henderson has been 
married, he said, “hap-
pily” for 44 years. He 
and his wife have three 
children and two grand-
children.

Henderson said, “I 
believe in fair and hon-
est government with 
citizen involvement. I 
have a great respect for 
volunteers. They are the 

glue that makes a city a 
community. I encour-
age everyone to partici-
pate in their city in some 
volunteer capacity. We 
all have talents that are 
worthwhile and needed. 
I appreciate you giving 
me this opportunity to 
connect with your read-
ers. If any of them are in 
District 1, I ask that they 
consider voting for me 
on November 8.”

-M.G.

it’s a community build-
ing, so the community 
should be in there and 
it’s important to have a 
school teacher and [an 
employee of] the fire 
department. They make 
enough so they’ll be able 
to rent apartments.”

Robinson then gave 
an unsolicited defense of 
the size of the units, say-
ing that formerly the av-
erage size of apartments 
ranged from 950 square 
feet to 1,000 square 

feet but that the typical 
size of apartments had 
“shrunk down to 700 to 
750 square feet.”

 While there were 
references during the 
hearing and discussion 
among the commission-
ers to the apartments be-
ing suitable for younger 
working adults who were 
unmarried and presum-
ably primarily without 
children, the consider-
ation that the apartments 
were to also be occupied 

by families crept into the 
discussion.

Commission Chair-
man Frasher at one point 
said with regard to The 
Grand Project, “These 

units are a studio and 
one bedroom, so they are 
going to be appealing to 
younger tenants or small 
family units. I’m con-
cerned that they would 

be affordable to people 
that are starting out be-
cause that does seem to 
be the part of the mix 
that we are missing in 
downtown Redlands.”

In response to that, 
Robinson said, “I think 
the affordability comes 
from how much is it gon-
na cost to build the build-

Using Need For Affordable Housing As Its 
Justification, Commission Gave Approval To 
High-Rise Redlands Apartments Without 
Any Commitment On Rental Rates  from 
page 10

Some County Mu-
nicipal Races Are 
Uncontested  from 
front page 

Continued on Page 12

tion.
In Yucaipa, District 1 

Councilman and current 
Mayor David Avila and 
District 2 Councilman 
Greg Bogh have chosen 
not to stand for reelection.

  In Apple Valley, 
where the first mayoral 
election in that city’s 
history is to be held this 

year, no one is running 
against Councilman 
Scott Nassif. 

In Chino Hills, Coun-
cilman Peter  Rogers has 
no opposition.

In Colton, District 1 
Councilman David Toro 
is unopposed.

 In Grand Terrace, 
Councilman Doug Wil-
son is going unchal-
lenged this year.

 Redlands District 3 
Councilman and cur-
rent Mayor  Paul Barich, 

this year running in a re-
drawn District 5, is not 
being challenged.

 In Twentynine Palms, 
Daniel Mintz in District 
3 and McArthur Wright 
in District 5 are in no-
contests. 

Upland Third District 
Councilman Carlos Garcia 
has an unobstructed path 
to reelection this year. 

In Barstow, Tim Silva 
is not seeking reelection 
in District 1. 

In Chino, incumbent 

District 2 Councilman 
Walt Pocock has elected 
to not seek election. 

In the county seat 
of San Bernardino, in-
cumbent Mayor John 
Valdivia is not vying in 
the November race for 
mayor. He finished third 
in the polling for mayor 
that was conducted with 
the June 7 Primary Elec-
tion and thus did not 
qualify for the run-off in 
the November 8 General 
Election.  

Henderson Wants 
To Involve The 
Talents Of All Into 
A Showing Of Civic 
Volunteerism  from  
page 3

USAF Used George AFB To Stage Its 
Nuclear Mission During Cold War But Has 
Proven Reluctant To Acknowledge That As 
The Ravages Of Radiation Poisoning On 
Airman Have Become Evident  from  page 6
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City Officials Should 
Adhere To The 
Will Of The City’s 
Residents When It 
Comes To Further 
Development In 
Redlands, Hoder 
Says from page 3

Redlands Officials 
Evinced Annoy-
ance With Public’s 
Qualms Over Hous-
ing Families In One-
Bedroom Quarters  
from page 11 

said. “Further to this 
are concerns about the 
crime rate in Redlands 
and the lack of adequate 
resources to deal with 
those conditions. We 
need more uniformed of-
ficers. We also need to 
face more than a decade 
of neglect in maintain-
ing our wastewater treat-
ment plant, which is in 
dire need of repairs and 
upgrades. The estimated 
cost for the necessary 
work is in the neighbor-
hood of $45 million — 
far more than the city has 
in reserves. So, it will be 
a major challenge to de-
termine how the city will 
finance a project of this 
magnitude.”

Hoder said, “The dif-

ficulties the city faces 
can be redressed with a 
sensible application of 
logic and by respecting 
the collective will of the 
city’s residents.”

He referenced Mea-
sure G, an initiative put 
before the city’s voters 
by the unabashedly pro-
development city coun-
cil in 2020. Measure G 
was intended to free the 
city council, the plan-
ning commission, City 
Hall generally and real 
estate speculators from 
the limitations on devel-
opment inherent in past 
measures approved by 
voters in Redlands. It 
asked the city’s residents 
to eliminate, in one fell 
swoop, the restrictions 
of Proposition R, Mea-
sure N and Measure U, 
which were low-growth 
or controlled-growth ini-
tiatives passed with the 
solid support of the city’s 
residents in, respectively, 
1978, 1987 and 1997. 
Through Measure G, the 
council sought to allow 

developers to construct 
up to 27 housing units 
per acre, eliminate height 
limits on buildings in the 
city, relieve developers 
of the requirement that in 
completing their projects 
they have to provide in-
frastructure to maintain 
traffic-bearing capacity 
on the city’s streets equal 
to what was available 
prior to the development 
taking place, permit resi-
dential land use designa-
tions to be placed into the 
city’s general plan that 
did not previously exist 
and abolish the require-
ment that developers 
carry out socioeconom-
ic‐cost/benefit studies 
for the projects they are 
proposing, among other 
things.

In March 2020, the 
city’s residents soundly 
rejected Measure G, 
with 9,321 votes or 64.88 
percent opposing it and 
5,052 voters or 35.12 per-
cent in favor of it.

“As to developments 
within or near the Transit 

Villages, we need to lis-
ten to the voters,” Hoder 
said. “Two years ago, 
Measure G was defeated 
by a resounding margin, 
almost 2-to-1. It would 
have given developers 
almost unrestricted crite-
ria for construction with-
in the ‘villages.’ Voters 
rejected the concept of 
high-rise buildings in 
the historic downtown 
area. We need to make 
the developers work for 
us and not the other way 
around.”

Hoder continued. “As 
to law enforcement, we 
now have a steady rev-
enue stream from the 
Measure T sales tax in-
crease,” he said. “A sig-
nificant portion of that 
money is supposed to be 
dedicated to resources for 
our police department. 
The city council needs 
to ensure that Measure T 
money is being allocated 
accordingly.

“As to the renovation 
of our wastewater treat-
ment plant,” he contin-

ued, “this work cannot 
be delayed.”

Asked how the city is 
to pay for the actions he 
suggested it take, Hoder 
said, “Funding for the 
wastewater treatment 
plant will have to come 
in the form of a loan 
from the state or through 
commercial lenders, or 
the city may have to sub-
mit a bond issue to the 
voters. However, the city 
currently has a sufficient 
revenue stream such that 
it should not be neces-
sary to introduce any 
new taxes.”

Holder said, “My con-
nection to Redlands be-
gan at least 50 years ago, 
through relatives who 
lived here. I moved to 
Redlands permanently in 
conjunction with my re-
tirement from the airline 
industry.”

A California native, 
Hoder graduated from 
Long Beach Polytech-
nic High School in 1965. 
Thereafter, he said, “I 
initially attended classes 

at Long Beach City Col-
lege after high school, 
but withdrew as I entered 
service in the U.S. Army. 
While in the Army, after 
a year in a combat zone, I 
was enrolled in the rotary 
wing aviator course (i.e. 
helicopter pilot training). 
Upon graduation I was 
given the rank of war-
rant officer, and I subse-
quently served two years 
in Germany, as well as 
other assignments. I was 
employed as an airline 
pilot until retirement in 
1998.”

Hoder said, “I’ve been 
very active in volunteer 
and charitable work in 
Redlands since my re-
tirement, including be-
ing a tutor in the adult 
literacy program, be-
ing a guide on the Red-
lands Heritage Tours for 
4th grade students and 
working as a volunteer at 
an animal sanctuary in 
Yucaipa, as well as being 
an active member of the 
American Legion.”

-M.G.

ing, and then you have to 
back into the rents. We 
want to have a commu-
nity building. It’s better 
for us to have the people 
who work here live here 
and we’re going to do ev-
erything we can to keep 
them affordable.”

In this way, the impli-
cation was that the units 
were meant for anyone 
who could afford them, 
irrespective of whether 
they had a family, includ-
ing a substantial family, 
or not.

As the meeting’s pre-
siding officer, Frasher 
did not use the opportu-
nity available to him to 
elicit from Robinson pre-
cise dollar figures as to 
what would be deemed 
affordable, nor any com-
mitment to adhere to any 
particular rental rates 
once the projects are 
completed.

Brian Foote, Redlands 
planning manager and 
city planner, at a point 1 
hour, 37 minutes and 54 
seconds into the meet-
ing, gave clear and away 

confirmation that the city 
officially considered the 
one-bedroom apartment 
units to be acceptable 
and adequate quarters 
for families. In response 
to resident suggestions 
during the public input 
portion of the hearing 
that the placement of 
densely packed residen-
tial uses in buildings ris-
ing to the level of four 
stores in the downtown 
area were either inap-
propriate, improper or 
out of compliance with 
the city’s zoning code 
and sound planning prin-
ciples, said “In the draft 
Transit Villages Specific 
Plan, a multifamily resi-
dential project such as 
this would be a permit-
ted use in the district 
known as Village Center 
which is immediately 
surrounding the train 
stations. A residential 
project such as this is an 
allowable use.”

Foote’s characteriza-
tion of an apartment 
complex that consisted 
of what are exclusively 
one-bedroom units pro-
voked some guffaws and 
expressions of skeptical 
regard from those mem-
bers of the public seated 
in the gallery, which in 
turn elicited from Elliott 
an icy glower.

City officials are hav-

ing, or so it seems, the 
last word on what is 
permitted and what is 
to take place in terms 
of the property ulti-
mately being developed 
in the city, overriding 
the objections of a sig-
nificant cross section of 
Redlands residents who 
believe that those offi-
cials are disregardful of 
the public’s misgivings 
about the intensity of that 
development. Simultane-
ously, a subset of that 
cross section believe that 
those officials are ignor-
ing the public because 
inducements have been 
provided to pivotal influ-
encers or decision mak-
ers at City Hall by those 
with millions of dollars 
invested in property they 
have designs on devel-
oping and tens of mil-
lions of dollars or even 
hundreds of millions 
of dollars riding on the 
outcome of official city 
action. Indeed, at Tues-
day’s meeting, several of 
those in attendance made 
verbal note among them-
selves of the presence of 
one individual also in 
attendance who, it was 
said, was responsible for 
the delivery of payola to 
a handful of Redlands 
city officials and thereby 
swaying the votes of the 
city council and the plan-

ning commission with 
regard to a number of 
projects that have been 
approved recently.

Reports of bribes be-
ing filtered to Redlands 
officials hit a crescendo 
in the summer of 2021, 
which was punctuated 
by the September 7, 2021 
announcement by then-
Councilman and former 
Mayor Paul Foster that 
he was resigning from 
the council, effective 
the first week of Janu-
ary 2022, and moving to 
Camino Island in Wash-
ington State.

Foster came onto the 
Redlands City Council 
in 2010, having achieved 
that status largely on 
the strength of his ac-
tivism and other efforts 
to limit growth in Red-
lands. Within a relatively 
short period of time once 
he was on the council, 
however, Foster made a 
transition into a pro-de-
velopment force within 
the community through 
his function at City Hall. 
Abandoned were the ar-
guments he had once 
made that though the 
city city could not ban 
development from oc-
curring, it could apply 
the strictest standards 
and the law, statutes and 
existing codes to limit 
that growth to what was 

permissible and ensure 
that it was beneficial to 
the community rather 
than a drag on its infra-
structure, resources and 
finances, such that the 
development community 
should defray the costs 
its projects imposed on 
the city. In the place of 
the arguments he once 
made, Foster asserted 
that both landowners and 
developers had rights 
that had to be honored. 
Whereas he previously 
had maintained that the 
city was under no ob-
ligation to grant zone 
changes and approve or 
agree to variances or the 
granting of conditional 
use permits simply be-
cause those seeking ap-
proval for their project’s 
requested them, Foster 
grew willing to accom-
modate virtually any 
application that came be-
fore the city from a real 
estate speculator or proj-
ect proponent. Over the 
last seven or eight years 
he was in office, Foster 
assumed the role of men-
tor to the several mem-
bers of the council that 
were elected after he was 
in office. With seemingly 
no exceptions when it 
came to land use policy 
in Redlands, as Foster 
voted, so voted the rest 
of the city council, such 

that the development 
proposals that have come 
before the city in recent 
years have found enthu-
siastic accommodation.

Even after Foster’s de-
parture, the current city 
council and the plan-
ning commissioners the 
council as a body in-
stalled continue to vote 
in favor of aggressive de-
velopment projects that 
are out of favor with a 
large and vocal segment 
of the Redlands com-
munity. Suspicions that 
Foster may have tainted 
Redlands’ official gov-
ernmental and land use 
processes and served as 
a zerk in the distribution 
of political grease to his 
one-time colleagues and 
underlings at City Hall 
in a way that has outlived 
his presence in Redlands 
persist. This week’s de-
cision by the planning 
commission to approve 
267 one-bedroom dwell-
ing units as potential liv-
ing quarters for families 
who are to take up resi-
dence in Redlands in the 
future deepen questions 
as to whether those of-
ficials are more loyal to 
the developers who are 
profiting by doing busi-
ness in the city than the 
constituents they have 
been entrusted to repre-
sent.      


