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Fontana City Council, In Departure From Its Long 
Established Policy, Grants Marijuana Shop A Permit

Judge Rules Yucaipa City Clerk’s Suit Vs. Recall Blocked Resident Political Participation
By Mark Gutglueck

Yucaipa City Clerk 
Ana Sauseda last year 
initiated a lawsuit that 
was intended to prevent 
at least 197 of the city’s 
residents from engag-
ing in the public politi-
cal participation process, 
Judge Michael Sachs 
ruled on Wednesday.

That effort consisted 
of an effort, officially 
initiated in May with pa-
perwork filed with Sau-
seda’s office signaling 
that the residents intend-

ed to circulate petitions 
to recall Mayor Justin 
Beaver and councilmen 
Bobby Duncan and Matt 
Garner after they abrupt-
ly moved to terminate 
longtime City Manager 
Ray Casey and City At-
torney David Snow in 
January. 

Largely as a result of 
Sauseda’s lawsuit, the 
recall proponents ceased 
their effort and did not 
reach the goal of collect-
ing the 1,623 signatures 
needed to qualify for a 

recall question against 
Beaver,  the 1,478 sig-
natures needed to qual-
ify for a recall question 
against Duncan and the 
1,826 signatures needed 
to qualify for a recall 
question against Garner, 
which had to be returned 
to Sauseda’s office by 
August 16 to force the 
holding of a special elec-
tion in which those ques-
tions would appear on 
the ballot.

Though Sauseda’s suit 
has now been dismissed, 

leaving her and the city 
responsible for covering 
the recall proponents’ 
legal costs in fighting 
the suit, the stratagem, 
which was not devised by 
Sauseda but rather City 
Manager Chris Mann 
and two lawyers for the 
Los Angeles-based Sut-
ton Law Firm, Brad-
ley W. Hertz and Eli B. 
Love, succeeded in pro-
tecting Beaver, Duncan 
and Garner from being 
subjected to a process 
that potentially would 

have removed them from 
office. 

The recall proponents 
have reinitiated a recall 
effort against Duncan 
and Garner, amid wide-
spread speculation that 
Beaver will not seek re-
election later this year. 
Based upon Judge Sach’s 
ruling relating to the 
lawsuit Sauseda filed last 
year, it does not appear 
that she will again at-
tempt to use her author-
ity as city clerk and the 
city’s election 

It has now been con-
firmed that a young man 
and a middle-aged man 
who disappeared into 
San Bernardino Coun-
ty’s wilderness last year 
and this year perished in 
unrelated circumstances 
of misadventure.

 Trammell Evans, a 
26-year-old from Flor-
ida, who went into the 
Black Rock area of  Josh-
ua Tree National Park 
April 30, 2023 for an ill-

advised solo trek to clear 
his mind and body and 
exorcise some personal 
demons, did not reach, 
the point where he had 
arranged to be picked up 
on May 5. 

An effort to find him, 
including trying to spot 
him from the air using 
helicopters, airplanes, 
and drones, while on the 
ground bloodhounds, 
volunteers and members 
of the sheriff’s depart-

ment’s search and rescue 
team ensued, but was 
unsuccessful.

Evans was an experi-
enced  hiker with some 
familiarity with Joshua 
Tree National Park. 
Hope that he might be-
latedly arrive at the des-
ignated spot faded, with 
some of those closest to 
him suspecting the worst 
and yet others believing 
he had used the hike in 
the vast 1,234 square 

mile National Monu-
ment as a type of ruse 
to disappear and take on 
a new identity to evade 
certain realities of his 
own life that had become 
to complicated and self-
suffocating.

On January 25, hu-
man remains were found 
near Covington Flats, 
not too far from  Black 
Rock.

On January 14, 
55-year-old Christian 

Alan Petrie, was last 
seen near his home in 
Crestline in the San Ber-
nardino Mountains. His 
family noted his absence 
later that day, but had not 
involved authorities until 
the sheriff’s department 
was called on January 
20.

On January 23, dur-
ing a search and rescue 
effort, sheriff’s person-
nel came across Petrie’s 
lifeless body in 

In rapid fashion early 
this week came revela-
tions about the identities 
of the victims and the 
perpetrators of the vio-
lent murders of six men 
in a remote area of the 
Mojave Desert north of 
Adelanto, together with 
indications that sheriff’s 
investigators have solved 
the primary mystery sur-
rounding the crime.

For at least several 
hours after the shootings 

took place on January 
23, sheriff’s department 
investigators were un-
able to identify five of 
the six men who were 
gunned down by five of 
their criminal accom-
plices in the early hours 
of that evening. For five 
days thereafter, the de-
partment withheld the 
identities of the victims, 
as they pursued a multi-
plicity of leads in deter-
mining who the killers 

were.
The department has 

now identified Baldemar 
Mondragon-Albarran, 
34, of Adelanto; and two 
brothers, Franklin Noel 
Bonilla, 22, and Kevin 
Dariel Bonilla, 25, of 
Hesperia as three of the 
victims. The identity of 
a fourth, a 45-year-old 
man, has been ascer-
tained, but his name is 
being withheld pending 
notification of his next of 

kin. Two others, whose 
remains are in the custo-
dy of the coroner’s office, 
have not been identified. 

According to the 
San Bernardino County 
Sheriff’s Department, 
those six were involved 
in the unlicensed pro-
duction of marijuana in 
one or more locations 
throughout the High 
Desert subregion of the 
Mojave Desert in both 
San Bernardino and Los 

Angeles Counties and 
had a deadly encounter 
with  Toniel Baez-Du-
arte, 35, and his brother 
Mateo Baez-Duarte, 24;  
Jose Nicolas Hernandez-
Sarabia, 33, and  his 
brother, Jose Gregorio 
Hernandez-Sarabia, 36; 
and Jose Manuel Burgos 
Parra, 26 some time at or 
after sundown on Janu-
ary 23. 

Like the victims, their 
five assailants 

Against what appears 
to be the wishes of at 
least some members of 
the city council, Chino 
Hills Mayor Cynthia 
Moran has agreed to 
schedule a discussion 
regarding term limits for 
politicians in San Ber-
nardino County’s south-
westernmost municipal-
ity. 

Whether that discus-
sion will translate into 

the council’s willing-
ness to use its authority 
to put a measure on the 
November ballot to al-
low the city’s voters to 
decide whether mem-
bers of the city council, 
who also rotate into the 
mayor’s position, should 
be limited to one, two 
or three terms is by no 
means certain. 

Nevertheless, a group 
of the city resi-

The contesting of 
Measure W stands as 
what may prove a crucial 
battle over the cultural 
retrenchment in Califor-
nia and San Bernardino 
County as pertains to 
public service provision 
and whether it is govern-
ment or property owners 
who are to be financially 
responsible for the deliv-
ery of those services.

There was a time 
when local governments 
in California and indeed 
throughout the United 
States, the various levels 
of government existed 
for the implementation 
of mutually agreed-upon 
laws, rules and regula-
tions and the provision 
of in-common beneficial 
public services, includ-
ing but not limited to 
all order of constructing 
and maintaining infra-
structure such as streets, 
bridges, sidewalks, 
storm drains, sewers and 
water purification plants, 
cemeteries, hospitals, 
schools and parks and 
the establishment, out-
fitting manning and op-
eration of police and fire 
departments. For genera-
tions, government work-
ers were considered and 
were seen by themselves 
and the citizenry as pub-
lic servants, ones who 
were, to be sure, remu-
nerated for their work, 
but not overgenerously, 
and it was generally ac-
cepted that employees in 
the public sector were no 
more highly valued and 
in some degree less so 
than their counterparts 
in the private sector. The 
two minor benefits that 
came with working for 
the government 

In action that firmed 
up a radical departure 
from a policy steadfastly 
adhered to over the last 
quarter of a century, the 
Fontana City Council 
voted on January 23 to 
grant a permit to a busi-
ness trafficking in mari-
juana and other cannabis 
products.

On occasions too 
numerous to recount, 
both past and the cur-

rent Fontana City Coun-
cils refused to entertain 
or abruptly denied ef-
forts by entrepreneurs 
to obtain licensing to 
operate medical mari-
juana dispensaries in the 
43.07-square mile city in 
the years after Proposi-
tions 215, the Compas-
sionate Use of Mari-
juana Act of 1996, was 
passed or permits to sell 
marijuana or marijuana-

based substances to be 
used for intoxicative ef-
fect following the 2016 
passage of Proposition 
64, the Adult Use of 
Marijuana Act. At sever-
al points, members of the 
city council vowed that 
Fontana would remain a 
commercial Marijuana 
free zone, no matter what 
liberalizations of the law 
there were or changes in 
societal norms.

See P 2
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were involved in the traf-
ficking of marijuana.

According to Sheriff 
Shannon Dicus “Illicit 
marijuana was the guid-
ing force behind these 
murders.” 

Investigators were 
able to connect some 
of those involved to at 
least one site in the des-
ert where the cultivation 
of marijuana is known to 
have occurred. The site 
of the shooting – proxi-
mate to the El Mirage off-
road trail 4652 marker 
not far from the Shadow 
Mountain Road/Lessing 
Avenue intersection – is 
in an area well known is 
known for illegal mari-
juana cultivation. 

According to Dicus, in 
the 12 months from Jan-
uary 2023 through De-
cember 2023, his depart-
ment served 11 search 
warrants relating to mar-
ijuana growing opera-
tions “in the immediate 
area of where the mur-
ders took place and they 
served approximately 40 
search warrants to the 
west of what we call the 
Shadow Mountain area.”

Shadow Mountain 
Road and Lessing Av-
enue are dirt roads. That 
intersection is roughly 
three miles east of the 
Shadow Mountain ghost 
town, where a no-longer 
active mining opera-
tion once flourished, and 
about three-and-a half 
miles west of Highway 
395, 10 miles northeast 
of the center of El Mi-
rage, 12 miles west of 
Helendale, 15 miles west 
of Silver Lakes, 18 miles 
north-northwest of Adel-
anto and 26 miles north-
west of Victorville and 
50 miles north of San 
Bernardino.

According to Sergeant 
Michael Warrick, who 
headed the specialized 
investigations division/
homicide detail inves-
tigation, at 8:16 p.m. 
Tuesday, January 23, the 
gravely wounded Frank-
lin Bonilla managed to 
call 911 and, speaking 
in Spanish, told a sher-
iff’s dispatcher he had 
been shot. He was un-
able to provide his exact 
location beyond stating 
it was near Adelanto. 

Shortly thereafter, the 
call went dead. Using the 
geographic positioning 
data emanating from Bo-
nilla’s phone, his position 
was determined to be 
roughly a quarter of mile 
from the Lessing Avenue 
and Shadow Mountain 
Road intersection.

The sheriff’s depart-
ment has an air fleet 
which consists of 11 he-
licopters as well as other 
fixed wing aircraft, but 
no helicopter close to 
the site was available. A 
closer California High-
way Patrol helicopter was 
immediately dispatched 
to the area and was in-
strumental in helping the 
first arriving deputy at 
8:40 p.m. and then others 
who swiftly followed to 
locate the bodies of the 
victims. 

The initial report of 
the shootings provided 
to the media was that five 
men were found dead. 
The initial television and 
radio reports were that 
there were five victims 
and newspaper reports 
published the following 
day gave the same total 
of five dead. 

The five victims other 
than Franklin Bonilla 
were found near the Less-
ing Avenue and Shadow 
Mountain Road inter-
section, along with two 
vehicles,  a blue Chev-
rolet Blazer SUV with 
Oregon plates and a sil-
ver Dodge Caravan van 
9HUW954 with a blue 
2024 expiration tag. One 
of those five bodies was 
found inside the Chevro-
let Trailblazer. The other 
four were on the ground, 
one close to the Dodge 
Caravan. All four of the 
bodies had been burned 
to some degree, two 
more thoroughly than 
the others. An apparent 
attempt, one which was 
ultimately unsuccessful, 
had been made before 
the sheriff’s department 
arrived to set the Blazer 
afire. The body inside the 
Trailblazer had not been 
burned. 

Five were killed as the 
result of multiple gun-
shot wounds, according 
to the sheriff’s depart-
ment. Sergeant Warrick 
suggested but did not 
state categorically, that 
Franklin Bonilla might 
have been shot only once. 

It is not clear whether 
the report of the deaths 
that originally went out 
was limited to five be-

cause the body inside the 
Trailblazer was not in-
cluded in the tally of the 
dead or if, as has been 
suggested, the depart-
ment purposefully with-
held from the public that, 
in fact, all six victims 
had been located shortly 
after the response to the 
scene, most likely on the 
basis of hope that media 
reportage of five victims 
being found might en-
courage some or all of 
the perpetrators to return 
to the area to find the 
sixth – Franklin Bonilla 
– out of the belief that he 
was yet alive to eliminate 
him as the final witness 
to what had occurred.

Apprehending the 
criminals returning to 
the scene of the crime did 
not turn out to be neces-
sary in order to solve the 
case, according to the 
sheriff’s department.

Sheriff Dicus said, 
From the moment we 
started this investigation, 
we started to receive 
strong leads, and after I 
was briefed, I was quite 
confident that we would 
be able to get the subjects 
that were involved in this 
homicide into custody. 
We used some human 
source and technologi-
cal sources to be able to 
identify the suspects in 
this case.”

Of significant assis-
tance in the case was 
cellphone data gleaned 
from Bonilla’s phone 
and cell towers in the 
area. That information 
allowed investigators to 
put together who was 
in the area of the shoot-
ing and to reconstruct an 
itinerary of both the vic-
tims and the suspects on 
January 23, including the 
time all nine arrived near 
the Lessing Avenue and 
Shadow Mountain Road 
location and the time 
the six suspects left, as 
well as the direction and 
routes they took in leav-
ing.  

That information was 
augmented with infor-
mation provided by a 
walk-in at the Adelanto 
sheriff’s station as well 
as a group of what ap-
peared to be three adults 
and children who came 
to the site of the shoot-
ing and investigation on 
Wednesday evening Jan-
uary 24 around 5 p.m. At 
that time as was the case 
the entire day, a deputy 
stationed where the dirt 
Shadow Mountain Road 

links with paved High-
way 395 was preventing 
members of the pub-
lic other than the press 
from moving west. Ap-
parently, however, he let 
those potential witnesses 
pass with an escort after 
he was told that they be-
lieved they recognized 
one of the vehicles that 
was left near the Less-
ing Avenue and Shadow 
Mountain Road intersec-
tion based on what those 
adults saw of an aerial 
video of the crime scene 
broadcast by a Los Ange-
les television station.  

Investigators indicat-
ed there was evidence to 
suggest that the victims 
and the suspects had ar-
ranged to meet at the 
location for a marijuana 
transaction. The five sus-
pects arrived at the loca-
tion, apparently after the 
victims were there. At 
some point, the six vic-
tims were shot. There 
was no indication that the 
victims had themselves 
opened fire on the sus-
pects. The victims, with 
the possible exception of 
Franklin Bonilla, were 
stripped of their identifi-
cation. 

Franklin Bonilla, it 
appears, eluded the as-
sailants by heading off 
into the chaparral. He 
went at least an eighth of 
a mile from the scene of 
the shooting, where he 
made the 911 call that 
brought the sheriff’s de-
partment to the location. 

“As far as the motives, 
we are confident that this 
appears to be a dispute 
over marijuana, which 
resulted in the murders,” 
said Warrick. “Our inves-
tigators combed through 
evidence collected at the 
scene and followed up on 
information provided by 
the community. Through 
extensive investigation 
with the assistance of the 
sheriff’s narcotics and 
specialized enforcement 
division, on Sunday, 
January 28, 2024, we 
were able to serve mul-
tiple search warrants in 
the Town of Apple Val-
ley, Adelanto and the Los 
Angeles County area of 
Pinon Hills. We arrested 
five suspects involved in 
the murder of the six vic-
tims.”      

During those search-
es, Warrick said, eight 
firearms were seized, as 
well as additional evi-
dence.  “Our scientific 
investigations division 

will forensically process 
the evidence and deter-
mine if any of those fire-
arms were the firearms 
used in our murders,” 
Warrick said.

All of those identi-
fied as responsible for 
the killings have been 
jailed and are being held 
on a no-bail hold. There 
are no further supsects 
and no further arrest an-
ticipated, according to 
Warrick. “We are still 
conducting follow-up in-
vestigations but we are 
confident we have ar-
rested all the suspects in 
this case.”  

Dicus doubled down 
on that.

“I can guarantee you 
we got the five right peo-
ple,” the sheriff said. 

The arraignments of 
the five defendants in the 
case took place on differ-
ent days. 

  On Tuesday, Janu-
ary 30, the Baez-Duarte 
brothers, both of Apple 
Valley, pleaded not guilty 
in Superior Court in Vic-
torville to six counts of 
murder and six counts of 
second-degree robbery. 

Because of unspeci-
fied medical or health 
considerations, the ar-
raignments of the Her-
nandez-Sarabia brothers 
and Parra, all of whom 

resided in Adelanto, 
took place in Victorville 
Court on Thursday, Feb-
ruary 1. They too entered 
not guilty pleas to six 
counts each of murder 
and six counts of second-
degree robbery.

In trying the case, the 
district attorney’s office 
intends to pursue ob-
taining special circum-
stance convictions based 
on the multiple murder 
aspect of the case. De-
spite the special cir-
cumstance inclusion, it 
is unclear as to whether 
the prosecutors will al-
lege first-degree murder 
or second-degree mur-
der. The former charge 
would be appropriate and 
might be accepted by a 
jury if it can be shown 
that there were elements 
to the crime, such as ly-
ing in wait or prepara-
tions for the slaughter in 
advance that the defen-
dants engaged in. The 
latter charge would apply 
if the evidence or testi-
mony shows that a fatal 
disagreement erupted 
after all 11 of the parties 
had arrived at the fateful 
rendezvous, and that the 
murders were not con-
templated by any of the 
defendants in advance. 

official, which the recall 
proponents maintain she 
abused, to file another 
lawsuit in an effort to 
block the now ongoing 
recall attempt. 

The genesis of the 
contretemps in Yucaipa 
extends back at least to 
the evening of October 
23, 2022, when the Yu-

caipa City Council as it 
was then composed at 
its last meeting before 
the November 2022 elec-
tion voted to extend City 
Manager Ray Casey’s 
contract until June 2024. 
That council consisted of 
Greg Bogh, David Avila, 
Justin Beaver, Bobby 
Duncan and Jon Thorp. 
At the time of that vote, 
Bogh and Avila were 
lame ducks, as they had 
both opted against run-

City Manager Sack-
ing Precipitated Yu-
caipa Contretemps   
from front page
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dents who are commit-
ted to the term limitation 
concept and are calling 
themselves by the rath-
er predictable name of 
“Term Limiters” see Mo-
ran’s willingness to give 
the idea a public airing 
as a significant step for-
ward.

According to John 
Bruner, one of Term 
Limiters’ ringleaders, a 
core set of residents who 
believe that City Hall has 
become set in its ways 
and needs an infusion – 
more like a transfusion 
– of new blood, said he 
and those he is network-
ing with started with the 
assumption that reducing 
the number of years that 
Chino Hills’ citizen legis-

lators can remain in office 
is not going to fly with 
the members of the city 
council. He said he and 
his colleagues are com-
mitted to engaging in the 
tedious, time-consuming 
and energy-demanding 
effort that will be re-
quired for a citizen-led ef-
fort to qualify a measure 
for the ballot. In order to 
force the placement of a 
measure to be voted on 
within any given jurisdic-
tion, the California Gov-
ernment and California 
Elections codes require 
that proponents convince 
at least 8 percent of the 
number of voters in that 
bailiwick who voted in 
the last gubernatorial 
election to affix their sig-
natures to a petition for 
such a referendum. Since 
19,537 voters in Chino 
Hills turned out for the 
November 2022 election, 
Term Limiters would 

need to collect at least 
1,563 valid signatures of 
the city’s electorate. With 
enough coordination and 
work, Bruner said he has 
confidence that goal can 
be met. 

The city council, 
with a flick of its collec-
tive wrist, can spare the 
group’s members from 
that chore in one of two 
ways. Under California 
Government Code Sec-
tion 36502(b), the coun-
cil can simply impose 
term limits on itself and 
its members. Or a city 
council in California can 
place a measure impact-
ing its particular munici-
pality on the ballot by 
means of a majority vote 
to ask the county’s chief 
elections officer, in this 
case the San Bernardino 
County registrar of voters 
to do so. The city would 
have to pay a fee to the 
registrar’s office to cover 

the cost of preparing the 
presentation of the issue 
into the voter’s handbook 
and sample ballot distrib-
uted prior to the election 
and the printing cost of 
including the measure on 
the ballot if it were to take 
that route. 

In practical terms, 
however, as most politi-
cians have ambition to 
remain in office, only 
rarely have California 
officeholders at any level 
subjected themselves to a 
limitation on their time in 
office. Only slightly more 
frequently have those of-
ficeholders cooperated 
with citizens in their ef-
fort to impose term lim-
its.

Generally, in the Unit-
ed States, in California 
and locally, incumbent 
officeholders have an ad-
vantage over those who 
do not hold office who 
are vying against them. 

Incumbents usually start 
out with greater name 
recognition and posi-
tive name identification 
than do their challeng-
ers. With all else being 
equal – meaning when 
an incumbent spends 
no more and no less on 
campaigning than a non-
incumbent in an electoral 
contest – incumbents sta-
tistically hold an 8 per-
cent advantage over their 
competitors. That ad-
vantage increases when 
the incumbent’s superior 
ability to raise political 
donations is brought to 
bear. Since incumbents 
are in a position to ap-
prove or vote against any 
of a number of items that 
are considered by the 
city council, including 
development proposals, 
contracts for goods, con-
tracts for services, fran-
chises and the like, indi-
viduals and companies 

which have a stake in the 
decision-making process 
often prove generous 
in handing out political 
donations to those with 
that power, i.e., incum-
bents. The incumbents 
are then able to wield the 
money in their political 
war chests into greater 
electioneering capability 
than is available to those 
who are not in office and 
have nothing yet to offer 
to those deep-pocketed 
donors. In this way, it is 
very difficult for a new-
comer to unseat a sitting 
politician. 

Chino Hills, in par-
ticular within San Ber-
nardino County and 
indeed Southern Califor-
nia, has, depending on 
your perspective, either 
enjoyed or suffered tre-
mendous political sta-
bility since its inception 
as a city in 1991. In that 

Last week’s 4-to-1 
vote, with Mayor Ac-
quanetta Warren and 
councilmen John Rob-
erts, Phil Cothran Jr. and 
Pete Garcia prevailing 
and Councilman Jesse 
Sandoval dissenting, was 
all the more remarkable, 
given the political af-
filiations of the council 
members. Warren, Rob-
erts, Cothran and Garcia 
are all Republicans. San-

doval is the panel’s lone 
Democrat.

Historically, and at 
least until quite recently 
and in many cases up to 
the present, it has been the 
Democrats who pushed 
for marijuana legaliza-
tion and the Republicans 
who have consistently 
maintained that the drug 
is antithetical to a moral 
and decent existence 
and a productive, practi-
cal and meaningful way 
of life. As then-Senator 
and later U.S. Attorney 

General Jeff Sessions, a 
committed Republican, 
stated, “Good people do 
not smoke marijuana.” 
Closer to home, as re-
cently as this week, some 
six days after the Fon-
tana City Council opened 
the city’s door to the pot 
shop, San Bernardino 
County Sheriff Shannon 
Dicus referred to the pro-
liferation of marijuana 
that has inundated the 
county since the passage 
of Proposition 64 as a 
“plague.” Dicus opined 
that the fashion in which 

Proposition 64 allowed 
for the use and sale of 
recreational marijuana 
and the cultivation of the 
plant within registered 
operations and reduced 
the crime of illicitly pro-
ducing marijuana from a 
felony to a misdemeanor 
has ushered in a “black” 
market and “cartel ac-
tivity,” which he said 
has triggered an upward 
spike in violence, includ-
ing murders.

The approval of a pro-
posal by an outfit calling 

itself Fontana Respon-
sible and Compliant will 
allow it to market mari-
juana of all types, both 
medical and recreational, 
as well as a multiplicity 
of cannabis-based prod-
ucts in a 4,865-square-
foot building on a 
37,026-square foot (.85 
acre) lot at 9132 Sierra 
Avenue, within a com-
mercial zone on the west 
side of the avenue south 
of Athol Street.

Fontana Responsible 
and Compliant’s opera-

tion is the first actuation 
of the policy approved by 
the city council on July 
12, 2022, when, by the 
same 4-to-1 margin with 
Sandoval dissenting, it 
ended Fontana’s prohi-
bition on the sale of the 
drug to become the sixth 
San Bernardino County 
city to legalize the sale of 
marijuana. The council’s 
action approved a set of 
rules relating to com-
mercial cannabis busi-
nesses, which included 

were that the employ-
ment was steady and 
upon retirement loyalty 
was rewarded with a 
modest but still livable 
pension.

Over the years, and 
particularly within the 
last two generations, in 
California in particular 
employment in the public 
sector has become more 
and more lucrative, such 
that state, county and city 
employees in most cases 
have salaries that rival or 
even exceed salaries paid 
at most levels throughout 
the private sector and the 
benefits provided to pub-
lic employees overmatch 
those given to everyday 
workers employed by 

corporations and com-
panies large and small. 
Most significantly, the 
retirement benefits pub-
lic employee unions have 
wangled for government 
employees have become 
exceedingly generous. 
Virtually across the 
board, those who have 
worked for the govern-
ment all or or most of 
their adult working ca-
reers can count on re-
ceiving a pension that is 
equal to 75 percent to 80 
percent of the highest sal-
aries they earned while 
working for government. 
Moreover, between one-
fourth and one-third of 
those who worked their 
entire careers in the pub-
lic sector can count on 
receiving a pension that 
is equal to the highest 
salary they earned while 
they were working. In 
addition, over the last 25 
to 30 years, a significant 
percentage of those em-

ployed in the public sec-
tor have been able to re-
tire at increasingly lower 
ages.

For regular line em-
ployees in government 
jobs, the various pub-
lic employee retirement 
systems that exist in the 
state – the largest, the 
California Public Em-
ployees Retirement Sys-
tem (CalPERS), which 
covers state employees 
and the employees of 
many cities and coun-
ties; the California State 
Teachers Retirement 
System (CalSTRS); the 
San Bernardino County 
Employees Retirement 
System (SBCERA), 
which covers San Ber-
nardino County’s em-
ployees and those of the 
region’s cities and agen-
cies; and 79 other public 
retirement systems – 
they receive a yearly pen-
sion based on a formula 
that provides them with 

two percent of their high-
est annual income during 
the time they were em-
ployed times the number 
of years were employed. 
Thus, someone em-
ployed 20 years with a 
city or county or agency 
in a non-managerial ca-
pacity would receive 
a pension that was 40 
percent of that person’s 
highest annual salary, 
including overtime if the 
job in question provided 
overtime pay. A person 
employed 30 years with a 
city or county or agency 
in a non-managerial ca-
pacity would receive a 
pension that was 60 per-
cent of that person’s high-
est annual salary, includ-
ing overtime if the job in 
question provided over-
time pay. An individual 
employed 40 years with 
a city or county or agen-
cy in a non-managerial 
capacity would receive 
a pension that was 80 

percent of that person’s 
highest annual salary, 
including overtime if the 
job in question provided 
overtime pay. Those 
government employees 
who worked their way up 
into a managerial post or 
those who were employed 
in a public safety posi-
tion such as a policeman 
or prison guard or fire-
fighter are entitled upon 
retirement to a pension 
calculated according to a 
more generous pension. 
Depending upon which 
city, county or agency 
the employee works for, 
a government manager/
department head, police-
man, fireman or prison 
guard can pull a pension 
that is equal to either 
2.5 percent, 2.75 percent 
or 3 percent times the 
employee’s highest sal-
ary times the number of 
years employed by a gov-
ernmental entity.

Government em-

ployees who start out as 
regular line employee 
but who promote into 
a management position 
see the formula applied 
for management em-
ployees applied to the 
entirety of their years of 
employment, such that 
the higher managerial 
multiplicand is used for 
all years they were em-
ployed, even those when 
they were working in a 
regular line employment 
capacity.

In San Bernardino 
County, in 1990, sher-
iff’s deputies and high-
er-ranking officers were 
eligible to retire at the 
age of 60, at which time 
they would receive a pen-
sion equal to 2 percent 
times the deputy’s/offi-
cer’s highest annual sal-
ary times that employee’s 
number of years working 
for a governmental entity. 
Subsequently, the ritire-
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ning for reelection in 
the following month’s 
municipal election. In 
the November election, 
Matt Garner proved the 
top vote-getter in the 
race to replace David 
Avila in the First Dis-
trict and Chris Venable 
won in a two-person race 
to supplant Greg Bogh 
in the Second District. 
Unbeknownst to the 
electorate, prior to the 
election a discussion 
had taken place between 
then-candidate Garner 
and both Beaver and 
Duncan in which they 
had discussed removing 
Casey as city manager 
in the event that Garner’s 
election bid was suc-
cessful. At some point 
after Garner was elected 
but before he was sworn 
into office in December 
2022, the trio had con-
firmed that commitment. 
On January 9, 2023, the 
first substantive meet-
ing of the Yucaipa City 
Council with Garner and 
Venable as members, 
was held. Outside City 
Hall,  Steven Graham, 
the city attorney with 
the City of Canyon Lake, 
and Chris Mann, the city 
manager with the City 
of Canyon Lake. a mem-
ber of the Yucaipa Water 
District Board of Direc-
tors and the principal in 
Mann Communications, 
were lurking in the in 
the Civic Center park-
ing lot. After adjourn-
ing with the other two 
council members into a 
closed session conducted 
outside the scrutiny of 
the public shortly after 
the meeting began, Bea-
ver, Duncan and Garner 
pressured Casey into 
resigning and moved to 
conduct a vote to termi-
nate City Attorney David 
Snow. The vote to ac-
cept Casey’s resignation 
was 3-to-2, with Beaver, 
Duncan and Garner pre-
vailing and Thorp and 
Venable dissenting. The 
council then voted 5-to-
0 to fire Snow. At that 
point, Graham turned up 
in the council chamber 
and began functioning as 
Yucaipa’s City Attorney. 
The council thereafter 
voted 4-to-1, to offer the 

position of city manager 
to Mann.  Yucaipa Water 
District Board of Direc-
tors, and the principal in 
Mann Communications.  
Nearly two score Yu-
caipa residents who had 
been alerted at the last 
minute that something 
was in the offing had 
shown up at the meet-
ing, several of whom had 
hoped to be able to talk 
the council out of getting 
rid of Casey, a Princeton-
educated civil engineer 
with extensive public 
works experience in gov-
ernmental and municipal 
settings and construction 
experience in the private 
sector. He had served as 
Yucaipa’s city engineer/
director of public works 
for five years beginning 
in 2003 before he was 
promoted to the position 
of city manager in 2008. 
The crowd’s efforts at 
intercession had been 
to no avail, and Casey 
ignominiously joined 
the ranks of the unem-
ployed or retired or both. 
With Mann and Graham 
on hand for the meeting 
and Graham assuming 
the role of city attorney 
on the spot without any 
forewarning, there were 
immediate accusations 
that a violation of The 
Ralph M. Brown Act, 
California’s open public 
meeting law, had taken 
place. The Brown Act 
prohibits a quorum of 
an elected governmen-
tal body or an appointed 
governmental body with 
decision-making author-
ity from meeting, dis-
cussing any matter to be 
decided or voted upon or 
coming to a consensus 
in any way about a mat-
ter to be voted upon out-
side of a public forum. 
The Brown Act allows 
less than a quorum of an 
elected body – as in the 
case of the five-member 
Yucaipa City Council, 
two members – to meet 
and discuss some con-
templated action to be 
voted upon, but it pro-
hibits either of those two 
members from engaging 
in a “serial” meeting of a 
quorum, whereby one of 
those members then sep-
arately meets with anoth-

er member to discuss the 
upcoming action or vote. 
Residents who were 
opposed to what was 
tantamount to Casey’s 
sacking reasoned that 
a Brown Act violation 
had to have taken place, 
as Graham was on hand 
for the meeting before 
he was hired as city at-
torney and, likewise, 
Mann was immediately 
present, in anticipa-
tion of the action the 
council ultimately took. 
The council majority 
would eventually form 
a response to the Brown 
Act violation accusation 
that held no such viola-
tion had occurred since 
the collusion with regard 
to Casey’s forced exit and 
Snow’s firing had taken 
place prior to Garner be-
ing sworn in as a mem-
ber of the city council, 
such that when that plot-
ting took place, the three 
did not constitute a quo-
rum of the city council. 
For those upset at Casey’s 
departure, that defense 
was one that relied on a 
distinction without a dif-
ference and constituted 
an admission of duplicity 
on the part of the three, 
given Beaver’s and Dun-
can’s October 23 vote to 
extend Casey’s contract 
and Garner’s failure to 
inform the community 
of his intention with re-
gard to the city manager 
prior to his election. 
Moreover, many Yu-
caipa residents, acutely 
conscious that their 
27.8-square mile, 
55,495-population city 
at present is less densely 
populated than 13 of San 
Bernardino County’s 24 
incorporated municipali-
ties, were concerned that 
the council majority is 
set on allowing aggres-
sive development to oc-
cur, allowing the city’s 
largely rural nature to be 
eradicated and replaced 
by “stack and pack” sub-
division after subdivision 
that would make Yucaipa 
indistinguishable from 
scores of other cities 
in Southern California 
that are now composed, 
practically, of wall-to-
wall houses. Mann owns 
Mann Communications, 
which touts itself as a 
mouthpiece for the de-
velopment industry. Res-
idents believed putting 
him in place as city man-
ager presaged just such 

a development frenzy. 
A recall commit-
tee formed, and some 
193 city residents lent 
their names as spon-
sors of the effort, with 
62 residents of District 
4 signing the notice of 
the intention to circu-
late the recall petition 
against Justin A. Beaver, 
67 residents of District 3 
signing the notice of the 
intention to circulate the 
recall petition against 
Bobby Dean Duncan and 
64 residents of District 1 
signing the notice of the 
intention to circulate the 
recall petition against 
Councilmember Mat-
thew Gabriel Garner. 
Reasons given for seek-
ing the recall against 
each of the three were 
that they had acted 
to terminate Casey 
and had violated the 
Brown Act in doing so. 
In the aftermath of 
Casey’s departure and 
the hiring of Mann, 
Mann replaced the city 
clerk who had been in 
place under Casey, Kim-
berly Metzler, with his 
own choice, that being 
Ana Sauceda, whom 
he had previously pro-
moted to city clerk when 
she was employed at the 
City of Canyon Lake. 
To protect his politi-
cal masters on the city 
council, Mann formu-
lated a strategy of hiring 
the Los Angeles-based 
Sutton Law Firm, using 
city money, to represent 
Sauseda as plaintiff, act-
ing in her capacity as 
the city’s chief elections 
officer, in a lawsuit chal-
lenging the validity of 
the recall effort. 

The opportunity to 
file such a lawsuit had 
come about only briefly 
prior to the issues at 
hand had taken place. 
In reaction to the 2021 
effort to recall Gover-
nor Gavin Newsom, a 
Democrat, the Califor-
nia Legislature, which 
consisted of Democrat 
supermajorities in both 
the Assembly and State 
Senate, passed Assembly 
Bill 2584 in 2022. As-
sembly Bill 2584 became 
law on January 1, 2023. 
It permitted an elections 
official in a relevant ju-
risdiction to “seek a writ 
of mandate or an injunc-
tion requiring any or all 
of the statement of the 
proponents or the answer 

of the officer included 
with the petition to be 
amended or deleted. The 
writ of mandate or in-
junction request shall be 
filed no later than the end 
of the 10-day public ex-
amination period.” As-
sembly Bill 2584 stated, 
“A peremptory writ of 
mandate or an injunction 
shall issue only upon 
clear and convincing 
proof that the material 
in question is false, mis-
leading, or inconsistent 
with the requirements of 
this chapter.”

According to the suit 
as authored by two of the 
Sutton Law Firm’s attor-
neys, Bradley W. Hertz 
and Eli B. Love, the re-
call proponents could 
not prove their allegation 
that a Brown Act viola-
tion had occurred with 
the forced departure of 
Casey, and the recall 
proponents’ separate ac-
cusations against Beaver, 
Duncan and Garner that 
each had acted to ter-
minate Casey and Snow 
was not true since no 
single one of them had 
such authority and the 
actions to relieve Casey 
of his city manager’s 
post and fire Snow were 
ones taken collectively 
by the entire city council 
body. The lawsuit was 
presented as adhering to 
recently passed law, AB 
2584, allowing Sauseda 
to contest the accuracy 
of the stated grounds for 
a recall. Sauseda’s suit, 
was filed against all 193 
of the recall proponents. 
To augment that ef-
fort, Mann had Joseph 
Pradetto, whom he had 
hired to serve as Yu-
caipa’s director of gov-
ernmental affairs and 
official spokesperson, 
intensify the intimida-
tion level against the 
recall proponents. Pra-
detto, in trumpeting to 
the Yucaipa community 
that the recall propo-
nents were being sued 
by the city clerk, pub-
licly stated, “In addition 
to the provisions of AB 
2584, Sauseda also cau-
tions recall proponents 
that, ‘Per Elections Code 
section 18600, it is a 
misdemeanor offense to 
circulate or obtain signa-
tures on a recall petition 
that intentionally mis-
represent (sic) or make 
(sic) false statements.’” 
Faced with the distrac-

tion of the lawsuit and 
stood off by Pradetto’s 
threat to have them jailed 
for persisting with the 
recall effort, recall pro-
ponents fell far short of 
gathering, by the August 
16, 2023 deadline, the 
minimal 1,826 valid sig-
natures from among Dis-
trict 1’s 7,303 registered 
voters to qualify a ballot 
item on recalling Gar-
ner, the minimal 1,478 
valid signatures of the 
5,912 registered voters 
in District 3 to qualify a 
ballot item on recalling 
Duncan and the minimal 
1,623 valid signatures 
from among the 6,492 
registered voters in Dis-
trict 4 to qualify a vote 
on recalling Beaver.

The ploy of having the 
Sutton Law Firm prepare 
the writ of mandate and 
getting Sauseda to serve 
as the plaintiff had suc-
ceeded in staving off the 
recall effort, preserved 
Mann, Graham, Sau-
seda, Pradetto and any 
other hirees Mann had 
brought in as city man-
ager, city attorney, city 
clerk, city spokesman 
and whatever positions 
those hirees assumed 
and in dividing the recall 
proponents. Some of the 
recall proponents were 
so intimidated by having 
been dragged into court 
and by Pradetto’s threat 
of having them pros-
ecuted that they simply 
wanted to desist and bug 
out, so to avoid expense 
and potentially going to 
jail. Others were less in-
timidated than they were 
fed up with the compli-
cation the effort and the 
circumstance entailed, 
and they merely sought 
to move on with their 
lives. Others, however, 
were neither daunted nor 
dissuaded, and remained 
committed to redress-
ing the miscarriage of 
governance growing out 
of what they saw as an 
illegal series of events 
that the council majority 
had engaged in with the 
assistance of Mann and 
Graham before and after 
the fact and Hertz, Love, 
Sauseda and Pradetto 
after the fact. A handful 
of them retained James 
Penman, who had been 
the San Bernardino City 
Attorney for more than 
a quarter of a century as 
their legal representative. 
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time, it has had 13 city 
council members, a re-
markably limited degree 
of turnover in its elected 
decision-makers over a 
period of three decades. 
At present, Councilman 
Peter Rogers, who lives 
in District 2, is the lon-
gest serving member on 
the council, having been 
elected in 2006 and re-
elected in 2010, 2014, 
2018, and 2022. He has 
served as appointed may-
or four times, in 2009, 
2013, and 2018, and 2023. 
Councilman Art Ben-
nett, a resident of Dis-
trict 3, has served on the 
Chino Hills City Council 
since 2008, having been 
appointed and then fac-
ing no opposition in that 
year’s election. He was 
re-elected in 2012, 2016, 
and 2020. He has served 
three terms as mayor in 
2012, 2016, and in 2020. 
Mayor Cynthia Moran, 
who lives in District 5, 
was first elected to the 
Chino Hills City Coun-
cil in 2012 and re-elected 
in 2016 and 2020. She 
is currently serving her 
third term as mayor, hav-
ing served previously as 
Mayor in 2015 and 2019. 
Councilman Ray Mar-
quez was elected to the 
city council in a special 
election in 2013 and re-
elected in 2014, 2018, 
and 2022. He served as 
mayor in 2017 and 2022. 
Councilman Brian Johsz 
was appointed to the Chi-
no Hills City Council in 
2017 and was then elect-
ed to in 2018 and reelect-
ed in 2022. He served a 
single term as appointed 
mayor in 2021.

Supporters of the sta-
tus quo who are opposed 
to term limits make vari-
ous arguments against 
them. 

One is that experience 
in the role of positions 
such as a member of a city 
council provides for in-
formed leadership which 
understands the issues 
facing municipalities in 
general and the office-
holder’s city in particular. 
Positions of complexity 
such as those overseeing 
government, term limit 
opponents maintain, re-

quire knowledge that is 
patiently acquired, and 
having an individual or 
individuals in positions 
of power who are still 
progressing through a 
learning curve can result 
in ill-conceived and poor-
ly considered judgment 
calls, mistakes of naivete 
or outright ignorance, in-
deed ones that can prove 
dangerous. Moreover, 
joint powers authorities 
or regional or statewide 
organizations of govern-
mental entities invariably 
utilize seniority within 
those confabulations as 
requisite for moving into 
their respective leader-
ship positions, and a city 
which constantly replaces 
its council members will 
deprive itself of having a 
position of especial pow-
er and influence on the 
boards of those organi-
zations. It is also pointed 
out that there are at large 
among the population 
individuals who have an 
innate or acquired talent 
for leadership whose in-
sight, drive, determina-
tion, inspirational ability 
and wisdom can prove an 
invaluable asset to their 
communities, such that 
imposing an arbitrary 
limit on how long they 
can contribute is wrong-
headed and shortsighted.

Some point out that 
external forces have al-
ready imposed on Chino 
Hills, as indeed was im-
posed on many other 
cities in San Bernardino 
County, what has been 
referred to as “artificial 
limitations” on who can 
represent its citizenry on 
the city council. 

By 2014, a group of 
lawyers from outside of 
San Bernardino County 
– Lancaster-based R. Rex 
Parris, Milton C. Grimes 
of Los Angeles, Malibu-
based Kevin Shenkman 
and Matthew Barragan 
of Los Angeles – be-
gan assailing the lion’s 
share of San Bernardino 
County’s cities and in-
corporated towns which 
conducted at-large vot-
ing in selecting their city 
council members with 
demands that they move 
to by-district or by-ward 
voting. Parris, Grimes, 
Shenkman and Barragan 
based those demands 
on allegations that there 
was a pattern of racially-
polarized or ethnically-
polarized voting in those 
cities and towns which 
had resulted in fewer 

members of certain eth-
nic or racial minorities 
– essentially Hispanics 
– being elected to those 
municipalities’ councils 
percentagewise than the 
percentage of Hispanics 
within their various and 
respective populations. 
Since the terms of the 
California Voting Rights 
Act made it both expen-
sive and difficult for cities 
to contest such claims of 
ethnically-polarized or 
racially-polarized voting 
even in circumstances in 
which the claims were 
invalid, most cities sim-
ply chose to convert their 
electoral processes to 
ones in which members 
of their councils were 
elected to represent the 
district in which they 
lived through elections 
in which voters were re-
stricted to voting only 
with regard to the district 
in which they reside. The 
California Voting Rights 
Act contained a provi-
sion by which an attorney 
making such a by-district 
voting demand of a city 
would then be eligible 
to receive a $30,000 to 
$45,000 fee from the city 
for having written such 
a demand letter that was 
complied with. Conse-
quently, in virtually every 
case where a city made a 
transition to by-district or 
by-ward voting, the at-
torney would collect that 
fee, and discontinue any 
further involvement in or 
monitoring of the elec-
tion system transition.

Such was the case in 
Chino Hills. To the com-
munity’s credit, however, 
the city council as it was 
composed then – involv-
ing four of the five current 
members of the council 
– did not, as occurred 
with well in excess of 90 
percent of the cases – set 
up districts in which the 
incumbents serving at the 
time the transitions were 
made were provided with 
an advantage against 
any of their emerging 
competitors for office. 
One of the ways in which 
this manifested in other 
cities was the gerryman-
dering of the districts 
such that the district 
maps that were created 
put district boundaries 
between those who were 
in office, making it so in-
cumbents did not need to 
run against incumbents. 
Moreover, the cities 
would engage in sequenc-

ing of the elections such 
that the terms for those 
seeking to be elected to 
represent the newly cre-
ated districts were timed 
to begin just as the terms 
of the at-large council po-
sitions the council mem-
bers who were eligible to 
run in the new districts 
ended. This was a baldly 
political and self-serving 
manipulation of the elec-
toral process, and in city 
after city after city after 
city after city after city 
after city after city after 
city after city in San Ber-
nardino County where 
the transition to district 
elections had occurred, 
those in office took ad-
vantage of the power and 
authority that had been 
entrusted to them to fur-
ther advance their politi-
cal careers.

 Unlike virtually all 
of those cities and towns, 
however, Chino Hills had 
resisted the temptation to 
put into place a map in 
which the districts had 
been drawn to benefit 
those who were then in 
office. While the city did 
hire outside consultants 
and demographers to as-
sist in the electoral map 
drawing effort, the map 
ultimately selected for 
Chino Hills in June 2017 
for use beginning with 
the 2018 election was 
one that was drawn up by 
two citizens, those being 
Brian Johsz and Richard 
Austin. The city’s con-
sultant, the National De-
mographics Corporation, 
provided the city with 
four maps which divided 
the city into five districts, 
one of which included 
districts that kept all five 
council members in sepa-
rated districts. That map 
was presented in keep-
ing with National De-
mographics Corporation 
principal Douglas John-
son’s recognition that 
most politicians want to 
remain in office and they 
have both the power and 
reach to provide them-
selves with an advantage 
in terms of how electoral 
districts get drawn. Ac-
cordingly the National 
Demographics Corpora-
tion gave the Chino Hills 
City Council the option 
of conferring just such 
an advantage on itself. 
Worth noting is that the 
council as it was then 
composed, consisting of 
Ray Marquez, Art Ben-
nett, Cynthia Moran, Pe-

ter Rogers and Ed Gra-
ham, rejected the option 
of adopting the map that 
put all five of them in dif-
ferent districts. Instead, 
they adopted the Johsz/
Austin map. That map 
created districts in which 
three of the council mem-
bers were placed in a 
district by themselves, 
two of the incumbents re-
sided in the same district 
and one district had no 
incumbent. Specifically, 
the map put Ray Mar-
quez in District 1, Peter 
Rogers in District 2, Art 
Bennett in District 3 and 
Ed Graham and Cyn-
thia Moran in District 5. 
As it turned out, not too 
long after the map was 
adopted, Graham, one 
of the original members 
of the city council when 
Chino Hills incorporated 
in 1991, resigned while 
he was yet serving in the 
capacity of a councilman 
elected at-large. He was 
replaced, notefully, by 
Johsz, a resident of Dis-
trict 4, who was appoint-
ed to fill in for Graham 
until his term expired in 
2018.

Despite the shake-up 
to the council that was 
represented in putting 
Graham and Moran, the-
oretically at least, in com-
petition for the District 5 
post, the Chino Hills City 
Council has remained 
consistently composed of 
the same five members 
for nearly seven years. 

In 2021, when the city 
was due to reconfigure its 
districts consistent with 
the 2020 U.S. Census, the 
council’s five members 
locked in for themselves 
advantages in the next 
several races they stood 
to run in so they could 
remain on the council. In 
setting the boundaries for 
the city council districts 
that were and are now 
in place in Chino Hills 
2022, 2024, 2026, 2028 
and 2030 election cycles, 
they tweaked the city’s 
electoral map only slight-
ly, leaving Marquez in 
District 1, Rogers in Dis-
trict 2, Bennett in District 
3, Johsz in District 4 and 
Moran in District 5.

This, for many, is 
problematic in more than 
one sense. First, the Cali-
fornia Voting Rights Act 
was intended to facilitate 
the election of minori-
ties – protected minori-
ties – to elective office. 
The way things worked 

out in Chino Hills, where 
the intent of Parris, 
Grimes, Shenkman and 
Barragan was to make 
it easier for a Hispanic 
candidate to get elected, 
the actual overlooked so-
called protected minority 
in Chino Hills was not 
Latinos, since Marquez 
was already in office, but 
rather Asians. More than 
eight years after Parris, 
Grimes, Shenkman and 
Barragan collected their 
money and have yet to 
set foot back into Chino 
Hills, no Asian has been 
elected to the city coun-
cil or even come close to 
it. The political set-up in 
Chino Hills remains the 
same: Marquez, Rogers, 
Bennett, Johsz and Mo-
ran have a seeming lock 
on the city council of-
fices. As someone point-
ed out, members of the 
Mafia don’t refer to the 
Mafia as the Mafia. They 
call it “Cosa Nostra,” 
which translates to “our 
thing.” In Chino Hills, 
many residents, in refer-
ence to Marquez, Rogers, 
Bennett, Johsz and Mo-
ran, when discussing the 
city council, call it “their 
thing.”

There are those, most 
certainly, who believe 
Marquez, Rogers, Ben-
nett, Johsz and Moran de-
serve to have their thing, 
based on the competent 
job they have done while 
in office. Chino Hills is, 
after all, a democracy, 
and when the people have 
spoken, i.e., voted, they 
have voted in larger num-
bers for Marquez, Rog-
ers, Bennett, Johsz and 
Moran, which entitles 
them under the rules that 
apply to be on the city 
council. 

Bruner and other 
members of Term Limit-
ers, who include Doug 
McCormick, Elaine 
Anderson,  Sherry An-
derson and Von Stiegel, 
would like to see those 
rules changed and they 
are asking the primary 
beneficiaries of the way 
the rules are now to as-
sist them in making that 
change.

Councilman Marquez 
some two weeks ago had 
a sit-down with Bruner, 
McCormick, Anderson, 
Anderson and Stiegel, 
where he gave them a 
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From the outset of 
the litigation, the clock 
was running on the Sut-
ton Law Firm’s billing 
of the city for Hertz’s 
and Love’s legal work. 
Having achieved the 
goal of thwarting the 
recall, Beaver, Duncan, 
Garner, Mann, Graham, 
Sauseda, Hertz and Love 
were proposed to sim-
ply dismiss the lawsuit. 
However, with Penman 
representing some of the 
defendants, the city – in 
particular Sauseda, Gra-
ham and Mann – faced 
the unpleasant prospect 
of the city being in the 
position of having to pay 
not only for the Sutton 
Firm’s legal work but 
the lawyers’ fees the de-
fendants in the case had 
sustained if the matter 
were to simply be dis-
missed on a motion by 
the plaintiff. Moreover, 
simply dismissing the 
case with the demise of 
the recall effort would be 
construed by virtually 
anyone looking at the 
totality of the circum-
stance that the lawsuit 
was merely a manipula-
tion of the legal system to 
interrupt the recall effort. 
Consequently, Sauseda 
refrained from dismiss-
ing the suit, and for four 
months, from September 
through October, No-
vember December and 
to the end of January, the 
matter drug on, costing 
the taxpayers and the de-
fendants money.

In the meantime, 
through Penman, several 
of the defendants pushed 
to contest the allegations 
in the lawsuit and to have 
it dismissed on its merits 
or lack thereof. Parallel-
ing that was a so-called 
SLAPP motion by one of 
the defendants, Colleen 
Wang, who had been 
one of the 64 signatories 
of the intent to circulate 
a recall petition against 
Garner document. A 
SLAPP motion is a re-
quest by a defendant in a 
civil action for a finding 
that the cause of action 
cited in a lawsuit against 
him or her is activity that 
is a form of protected 
free speech or activity 
protected under the U.S. 

or California Constitu-
tion which is therefore 
not actionable, i.e., sub-
ject to being legally con-
tested. In Wang’s case, it 
was her assertion that in 
signing on to the recall 
effort, she was engaging 
in an effort to seek re-
dress of grievance using 
a methodology preserved 
for her and other citizens 
under the law, namely re-
calling an elected official 
from office, the process 
for which is outlined in 
the California Govern-
ment Code. 

The recall proponents 
had also lodged a com-
plaint with the San Ber-
nardino County Civil 
Grand Jury based upon 
the issue that had sparked 
the recall effort, that be-
ing the termination of 
Casey with virtually no 
warning followed by the 
hiring of Mann without 
any sort of competitive 
recruitment process for 
the city manager post 
in a way that appeared 
to have been a violation 
of the Brown Act.  Ul-
timately, in its end-of-
calendar-year report, the 
Grand Jury, while avoid-
ing delving into the issue 
of whether a Brown Act 
had occurred or not, de-
livered its findings with 
regard to the way the city 
council majority toler-
ated by the remainder of 
the city council had jet-
tisoned Casey less than 
three months after hav-
ing extended his contract 
20 months. According 
to the Grand Jury, “[T]
he council immediately 
replaced the city man-
ager with its pre-select-
ed choice. The council 
didn’t require applicant 
vetting; indeed, it didn’t 
require any applicants 
at all. The council didn’t 
interview other qualified 
applicants; there were 
no other applicants to be 
considered for such an 
important decision. Even 
before the city council 
vote, the soon-to-be ap-
pointed new city man-
ager (and city attorney) 
waited in the parking 
lot outside the council 
chambers, to be called 
into the meeting and in-
troduced to the council. 
These city council ac-
tions blindsided many 
residents; their outrage 
followed, soon to be fu-
eled by additional ques-
tionable actions. Many 
Yucaipa citizens are 
incensed. They do not 

believe the city council 
demonstrated adequate 
concern for their objec-
tions…[and] believe that 
the council acted with 
a lack of transparency 
when it replaced the for-
mer city manager and 
city attorney, with pre-
selected people, without 
much notice to or input 
from the community.”

The grand jury ob-
served that with the re-
call effort having failed, 
the judge hearing the 
lawsuit brought by Sau-
seda concluded that the 
matter being litigated 
“is deemed moot.” De-
spite that, the grand 
jury noted that Sauseda 
continued pursuing the 
lawsuit, which the grand 
jury said is perpetuating 
the community’s dis-
trust of city government. 
“As of the writing of this 
report, the office of the 
city clerk had not agreed 
to dismiss the petition 
for writ of mandate, de-
spite the fact that the 
judge deemed the mat-
ter moot,” the grand jury 
stated. “Nevertheless, 
the Office of the Yucaipa 
City Clerk, with retained 
counsel, decided to move 
forward with the law-
suit. If the city clerk’s 
office continues on this 
path, Yucaipa likely will 
spend thousands of dol-
lars in attorney fees and 
the defendants, residents 
who had signed the re-
call petitions, may spend 
thousands more on their 
own attorney fees. These 
actions may further 
erode the public trust and 
the Yucaipa City Council 
itself must share some of 
the blame. Since the new 
council term began in 
2023, the Yucaipa City 
Council has developed a 
reputation among many 
residents of ignoring the 
concerns of the public 
and of fostering an atmo-
sphere of mistrust, dis-
dain, anger, resentment, 
lack of transparency and 
appearances of conflicts 
of interest.”

In responding to the 
grand jury report, May-
or Justin Beaver seized 
upon that body stopping 
short of making any find-
ing of criminal wrongdo-
ing to state, “After nearly 
an entire year of public 
upset and scrutiny, the 
County Civil Grand Jury 
has confidently declared 
our city council violated 
no laws.” Mann and Pra-
detto insisted that the 

same could not be said 
of the grand jury itself, 
which had violated the 
law in the way it went 
about investigating the 
city, they said.

Not only were the 
grand jury’s findings that 
the city council majority 
had engaged in action 
which alienated residents 
and resulted in a level of 
distrust that undercut the 
credibility of city gover-
nance in Yucaipa erro-
neous and unjustifiably 
critical of the city and the 
city council, they were 
“based on an incomplete 
investigation and under-
standing of the laws and 
standard practices ap-
plicable to local govern-
ment,” which constituted 
either a civil or crimi-
nal violation on the part 
of the grand jury itself. 
“The grand jury report 
violates state law,” Mann 
and Pradetto said. “By 
not interviewing the city 
manager, the grand jury 
report not only contains 
antiquated and incorrect 
information, but it also 
violates provisions of the 
California Penal Code. 
As the chief executive of-
ficer of the public agency 
that is the subject of the 
report, the city manager 
must be interviewed. Un-
der Penal Code Section 
933.05(e), an opportunity 
to address the grand jury 
is mandatory unless the 
court determines that 
such an interview would 
be detrimental to the in-
vestigation. Interviewing 
the city manager is a ba-
sic step in completing a 
comprehensive and fair 
investigation. Failing to 
do so has resulted in a 
report rife with factual 
inaccuracies.”

Thus, 2013 closed out 
with City Hall seemingly 
having the last say over 
the controversy.

On Wednesday, how-
ever, Judge Michael 
Sachs, who was oversee-
ing the lawsuit filed by 
Sauseda against 193 of 
the city’s residents, en-
tered a tentative ruling in 
favor of the defendants 
and simultaneously 
granted Wang’s SLAPP 
motion against Sauseda 
and the City of Yucaipa, 
allowing attorney fees to 
be awarded, and finding 
that the grounds for the 
recall were truthful. 

Judge Sachs stated 
from the bench, “In my 
humble opinion, she 
[Sauseda] could have 

avoided this. The city 
could have avoided incur-
ring costs. The respon-
dents who are essentially 
exercising their constitu-
tional rights, would not 
have had to incur costs. 
And this seems to me to 
be a waste of funds, both 
public funds and private 
funds. Frankly, we can't 
afford to be doing that in 
this time of need.”

Wang had estab-
lished that she, like the 
other recall proponent 
defendants, was acting 
in the capacity of a citi-
zen seeking to apply her 
constitutional rights by 
trying to qualify a re-
call measure, in her case, 
against Garner, the judge 
said.

“First, I know that the 
respondent /defendant 
bears the burden of dem-
onstrating and establish-
ing the challenged cause 
of action is one arising 
from protected activity,” 
Judge Sachs stated. “I 
have already commented 
on the fact that I believe 
that is the case here. All 
this particular respon-
dent did was sign the 
recall petition. If that's 
not an expression of a 
constitutional right, I'm 
not sure what would be.  
That [signing the notice 
of intent to start the re-
call process] is an exam-
ple of her exercise of free 
speech. And the purpose 
of the anti-SLAPP statute 
is to protect free speech. 
She [Colleen Wang] also 
states after reviewing the 
petition and agreeing the 
content matched her own 
impressions, she added a 
signature and authorized 
submission of the paper-
work. On May 18. 2023, 
petitioner [City Clerk 
Sauseda] sent a letter in-
forming the proponents 
she had approved and ac-
cepted the proposed peti-
tion in all but one respect. 
That one respect was as 
follows: ‘that the state-
ments of the grounds for 
the recall contain false 
and or misleading infor-
mation,’ closed quotes. 
At the end of that letter, 
the petitioner notified 
each of the proponents 
that she had commenced 
the lawsuit.”

Judge Sachs then 
delivered the coup de 
grace, stating, “Again, 
regarding the arguments, 
it's pretty clear to the 
court the arguments be-
ing made by the respon-
dents [recall proponents], 

that they were exercising 
their civil rights, that they 
did not assert anything 
that was false or untrue. 
Here, I would note that 
the assertions on the re-
call petition by the peti-
tioner are not false and 
are inherently politi-
cal writings. Petitioner 
admitted that Council-
member Garner did vote 
to terminate the city at-
torney. So again, I'm go-
ing to find the petitioner 
has not met her burden. 
I would be granting the 
anti-SLAPP. As to the at-
torney’s fees, this is not 
an attorney fee hearing. 
I'm not here to make any 
findings regarding attor-
ney’s fees [for the other 
192 defendants]. Howev-
er, I am noting that Ms. 
Wang would be entitled 
to attorney’s fees. Just so 
the record is clear, I have 
found that Wang has met 
her threshold showing 
that the complaint arises 
from a protected activ-
ity.”

The Sentinel sought 
Sauseda’s reaction to the 
ruling. She deferred all 
comment to Pradetto. 

According to Pra-
detto, like the grand jury 
before him, Judge Sachs’ 
analysis of the situation 
in Yucaipa was faulty 
and error-prone. 

“Regarding the Janu-
ary 31st ruling in favor of 
one of the recall propo-
nents, we disagree with 
the way Judge Sachs 
analyzed the facts and 
the law, and we stand by 
the city clerk’s decision 
to challenge the recall 
proponents’ statements 
on the grounds that they 
were false and mislead-
ing. California Elections 
Code Section 11042.5 
expressly authorizes the 
city clerk to ask the court 
to delete or amend false 
or misleading recall peti-
tion language.”

Pradetto, who last 
year had authored a let-
ter intimating that the re-
call proponents could be 
prosecuted for engaging 
in what were character-
ized as false statements 
in the intent to circulate 
recall petitions docu-
ments, thereby persuad-
ing many of the propo-
nents to give up on their 
effort, said, “The bottom 
line is that, after the law-
suit was filed, the recall 
proponents backed away 
from their statements.” 
He did not acknowledge 
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ment age was reduced 
to 55. Then the multipli-
cand was increased to 
2.5 percent. Then it was 
increased to 3 percent. 
The retirement age was 
dropped to 50.

At present, there are 
69 retired former San 
Bernardino County em-
ployees who are receiv-
ing annual pensions in 
excess of $250,000.

Throughout Califor-
nia among the 422 of 
its total 482 cities that 
were incorporated prior 
to 1980, actuarials show 
that nearly one quarter 
of those will be paying 
their retired employees 
more than they will be 
paying their yet-working 
employees. By 2034, 
according to those ac-
tuarials, two thirds of 
those 422 cities will have 
ongoing payrolls that are 
less than the amount of 
money in their budgets 
devoted to paying those 
cities retirees. By 2037, 
according to actuarials, 
all 422 of those cities 
will be paying people no 
longer working for them 
more money than they 
will be paying those ac-
tually working for them.

Already, in example 
after example among 
California’s cities and 
counties, the lion’s share 
of spending goes to per-
sonnel. Over the last 
twenty years, salaries to 
current employees and 
pensions to former em-
ployees have eaten up 
more and more of the 
funding that would have 
been otherwise avail-
able for public works and 
capital improvements, 
the provision of new and 
maintenance of old in-
frastructure and the pur-
chase of new equipment 
and vehicles.

This circumstance has 
come about as a direct 
result of the increasing 
political sophistication 
and accompanying sheer 
ruthlessness of those 
public employees and 
more particularly pub-
lic employee unions, as 
government employees 
have united in the vec-
toring of electoral force 
when it comes to putting 
candidates favorable to 

public employees and 
their collective bargain-
ing units into political 
office. By pooling union 
dues and concentrating 
that money into the cof-
fers of the public em-
ployees’ unions’ political 
action committees, those 
unions have made mas-
sive donations to elected 
officials, who then, with 
better than 97 percent 
frequency, vote to ap-
prove pay and benefit 
increases for public em-
ployees. Generally, with 
only a small sliver of 
exceptions, public em-
ployee unions support 
incumbent officeholders 
at election time. When 
those unions do not sup-
port incumbents, it is 
overwhelmingly the case 
that the opposition came 
about because those poli-
ticians opposed or resist-
ed the terms sought by 
the unions in the collec-
tive bargaining process. 
Statistically, something 
slightly less than 3 per-
cent of politicians in of-
fice throughout the state 
have made a consistent 
record of opposing the 
final union contracts ap-
proved with employee 
unions in their jurisdic-
tions/agencies. Despite 
the consideration that 
such intransigence on the 
part of those elected de-
cision-makers is ineffec-
tive because the balance 
of officials in their juris-
dictions prove amenable 
to the unions’ demands, 
the unions nevertheless 
target them for removal 
from office, running 
campaigns against them 
by means of television, 
radio and newspaper ads 
or mailers or by making 
donations to their oppo-
nents.

As a consequence, 
governmental entities 
up and down the Golden 
State, including San Ber-
nardino County, have 
found themselves un-
able to make ends meet. 
A recurrent solution that 
counties and cities have 
forged in response to this 
has been to, as stealth-
ily as is possible, engage 
themselves in a colossal 
paradox by which they 
opt out of paying for a 

significant part of the 
provision of essential 
public services, a func-
tion that is at the core of 
government’s reason for 
existence.

Indeed, the service 
that government has for 
years now been opting 
out of paying for directly 
and instead financing 
through double taxation 
of the citizenry is fire 
protection.

In California, cities 
and counties are allowed 
to create subsidiary fi-
nancing districts, ones 
which create a revenue 
stream for any of a va-
riety of purposes, from 
park maintenance to 
parkway landscaping to 
providing street lighting, 
making public improve-
ments or constructing in-
frastructure. Over the last 
two decades, as revenues 
have tightened up and 
the demands on them, 
driven in large measure 
by higher and higher 
salaries and benefits paid 
to governmental employ-
ees, creative county and 
municipal finance man-
agers turned to an option 
of reinventing/realigning 
their fire departments in 
a way that they were no 
longer departments, but 
districts, ones that had 
newly created financing 
mechanisms that were 
quasi-independent of the 
government agencies, 
such that the fire protec-
tion function tradition-
ally carried out by the 
departments was still, to 
a point, under the um-
brella of those cities and 
counties but at the same 
time separate. They 
were no longer fish ex-
actly, nor were they quite 
fowl. Those called upon 
to augment the funding 
were the taxpayers. And 
government officials 
would cleverly get the 
consent of those taxpay-
ers to foot the bill in such 
a way that they would 
not know what they were 
consenting to.

Under the California 
Constitution and voters’ 
passage of Proposition 
218 in 1996, any new tax 
or assessment to be im-
posed on California resi-
dents must be approved 
by a vote of those to pay 
the tax. To get around that 
constitutional require-
ment government offi-
cials devised a strategy 
which allows a so-called 
“protest process” to sub-
stitute and suffice as an 

official election to there-
by establish an assess-
ment district. In a protest 
process, each landowner 
in the jurisdiction where 
the tax or assessment is 
to be applied is mailed 
notice of a one-month 
“protest period,” during 
which the county or city 
will accept letters pro-
testing the creation of 
the assessment district. 
Each such letter in pro-
test that is mailed to the 
county or city is then tal-
lied as a vote against the 
annexation and assess-
ment imposition. Each 
landowner who does not 
deliver a letter of protest 
is deemed to be in sup-
port of the annexation 
and assessments being 
levied, and a vote ratify-
ing the creation of the as-
sessment district and im-
posing the tax is cast on 
the landowner’s behalf. 
Under the rules apply-
ing to a protest process, 
if more than half, that is 
at least 50 percent plus 
one, of the landowners 
protest, then the creation 
of the assessment dis-
trict is voided and the 
tax or assessment is not 
imposed. If more than 
25 percent but less than 
50 percent of those noti-
fied landowners offer a 
protest, then the govern-
mental entity proposing 
the assessment district 
creation must hold a tra-
ditional election in which 
the vote would have been 
made at polling places 
or by mail, allowing 
landowners or residents 
at large to cast ballots 
containing a straightfor-
ward yes or no question 
as to whether the district 
should be formed and the 
tax collected. In virtu-
ally every case where a 
protest process has been 
used in California, the 
formation of the assess-
ment district at issue and 
its accompanying tax has 
been approved. A signifi-
cant percentage of those 
receiving the unsolicited 
notification perceive it as 
junk mail and discard it 
without reading it. The 
vast majority of citizens/
parcel owners who do 
open the notification do 
not understand or ap-
preciate its implication 
or feel motivated to re-
spond.

In 2006, residents in 
the unincorporated des-
ert communities of Sil-
verlakes and Helendale, 
seeking a level of public 

safety service beyond 
what the county was 
providing with its fire 
department, voted to ap-
prove what was initially 
designated as County 
Service Area 70, Im-
provement Zone Five to 
defray the added cost of 
providing enhanced fire 
and paramedic service 
to a 5.6-square mile area 
overlaying the two towns 
in which they lived by 
having a certified medi-
cal technician aboard the 
firetrucks in that neck 
of the desert. In 2008, 
County Service Area 70, 
Improvement Zone Five 
was renamed Fire Protec-
tion District 5, referred to 
as FP-5 for short.

Between 2014 and 
2017, the cities of San 
Bernardino, Needles and 
Upland, as well as the 
Twentynine Palms Wa-
ter District, put off by the 
rising costs of maintain-
ing their cities’ fire de-
partments, sought to dis-
solve their departments 
and have the county fire 
department take on the 
responsibility for fire 
protection. In accom-
modating those requests, 
the county coordinated 
with the San Bernardino 
County Local Agency 
Formation Commission 
and arranged, in addi-
tion to having those cit-
ies hand over a part of 
the property tax they had 
historically been receiv-
ing to the county, for a 
protest process so that 
FP-5’s borders could be 
extended to include those 
cities. As was expected, 
there was insufficient re-
action against, i.e., pro-
test of, the district expan-
sion to prevent it from 
occurring. As a result, 
homeowners and parcel 
owners in the four cities 
found themselves pay-
ing what initially were, 
depending upon the date 
they were annexed into 
FP-5, $147 to $153 yearly 
assessments, subject to 
a 3 percent per year in-
crease.

Seeing the ease with 
which four of the coun-
ty’s cities were subsumed 
by FP-5, prompted coun-
ty officials to latch onto 
the concept taking the 
money-generating poten-
tial of a fire assessment 
district – namely FP-5 – 
to its logical conclusion. 
Why not, they asked, 
expand FP-5 to include 
all of San Bernardino 
County’s unincorporated 

areas, those areas out-
side the city limits of the 
county’s 19 cities other 
than San Bernardino, 
Twentynine Palms, Nee-
dles and Upland? When 
the board of supervisors 
was briefed at just how 
much money would be 
generated to provide op-
erating capital for the fire 
department and thus re-
lieve the county’s general 
fund of a corresponding 
monetary burden, they 
were all for it. In short 
order, again consulting 
with the San Bernardino 
County Local Agency 
Formation Commission, 
which is a creature of the 
county, the board sched-
uled a protest vote with 
regard to placing 19,078 
of the county’s 20,105 
square miles – equal 
to 94.89 percent of the 
county’s area within FP-
5.

When some of those 
who were paying atten-
tion objected to what 
was about to happen by 
pointing out that those 
residents of the county’s 
unincorporated areas al-
ready were paying prop-
erty tax that was sup-
posed to cover the cost 
of the governmental ser-
vices they were receiving 
and that for more than 
a century or nearly so, 
the residents in all of the 
county’s unincorporated 
areas had been provided 
with fire protection ser-
vice as a consequence of 
the county government’s 
normal function, then-
County Fire Chief Mark 
Hartwig asserted that 
the traditional methods 
of taxation and revenue 
generation for local gov-
ernment were no longer 
adequate to ensure the 
county fire department 
was sufficiently manned, 
outfitted and prepared to 
ensure the public safety. 
“Most of the sustainable 
districts that I’m aware 
of, and I do quite a bit 
of work throughout the 
state, don’t solely rely 
on property tax reve-
nue,” Hartwig responded 
when some residents 
complained about the 
ploy to subject them to 
double taxation. “They 
rely on some other type 
of revenue.” The use of 
such funding strategies 
was being implemented 
elsewhere, Hartwig said, 
and residents of San Ber-
nardino County’s unin-
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ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE

N U M B E R 
CIVSB2400010

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner:  MA-
MOON JAMAL MATLAB 
filed with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

ELYAS MAMOON MAT-
LAB to ADAM MAMOON 
MATLAB 

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

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 02/27/2024
Time: 08:30 AM
Department: S17
The address of the court is 

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

Filed: 01/02/2024
Brianna Johnson, Deputy 

Clerk of the Court
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
January 12, 19, 26 and February 
2, 2024.

FBN 20240000243
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Bernardi-
no County as

SUPREME CONSTRUCTION 
GROUP 7083 OREGON STREET  
FONTANA, CA 92336

ALEX FERNANDEZ 
Business Mailing Address: 

7083 OREGON STREET  FON-
TANA, CA 92336 

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL.

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: JANUARY 10, 2024.

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/ ALEX FERNANDEZ
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
01/10/2024

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 
J7550

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 January 12, 
19, 26 and February 2, 2024.

SUMMONS – (CIT-
ACION JUDICIAL) 
CASE NUMBER (NU-
MERO DEL CASO) 
C I V S B 2 2 1 6 1 5 8 
NOTICE TO LIZZETH 
ZARAGOZA-MARTINEZ  
YOU ARE BEING 
SUED BY PLAINTIFF: 
(LO ESTA DEMANDAN-

DO EL DEMANDANTE): 
NAVY FEDERAL 
CREDIT UNION
NOTICE! You have been sued. 
The court may decide against 
you without your being heard un-
less you respond within 30 days. 
Read the information below. 
You have 30 CALENDAR 
DAYS after this summons is 
served on you to file a written 
response at this court and have 
a copy served on the plaintiff. A 
letter or phone call will not pro-
tect you. Your written response 
must be in proper legal form if 
you want the court to hear your 
case. There may be a court form 
that you can use for your re-
sponse. You can find these court 
forms and more information at 
the California Courts Online 
Self-Help Center (www.courtin-
fo.ca.gov/selfhelp), your county 
law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay 
the filing fee, ask the court clerk 
for a fee waiver form. If you do 
not file your response on time, 
you may lose the case by default, 
and your wages, money, and 
property may be taken without 
further warning from the court. 
There are other legal require-
ments. You may want to call an 
attorney right away. If you do 
not know an attorney, you may 
want to call an attorney referral 
service. If you cannot afford an 
attorney, you may be eligible for 
free legal services from a non-
profit legal services program. 
You can locate these nonprofit 
groups at the California Le-
gal Services Web site (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), the Cali-
fornia Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/
selfhelp), or by contacting your 
local court or county bar asso-
ciation. NOTE: The court has 
a statutory lien for waived fees 
and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 
or more in a civil case. The 
court’s lien must be paid before 
the court will dismiss the case. 
¡AVISO! Lo han demandado. Si 
no responde dentro de 30 dias, la 
corte puede decidir en su con-
tra sin escuchar su version. Lea 
la informacion a continuacion 
Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALEN-
DARIO después de que le ent-
reguen esta citación y papeles 
legales para presentar una repu-
esta por escrito en esta corte y 
hacer que se entreque una copia 
al demandante. Una carta o una 
llamada telefonica no le prote-
gen. Su respuesta por escrito 
tiene que estar on formato legal 
correcto si desea que procesen 
su caso en la corte. Es posible 
que haya un formulano que ust-
ed puede usar para su respuesta. 
Puede encontrar estos formu-
larios de la corte y mas infor-
mación en el Centro de Ayuda de 
las Cortes de California (www.
sucorte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca 
de leyes de su condado o en la 
corte que le quede mas cerca. Si 
no puede pagar la cuota de pre-
sentación, pida si secretario de 
la corta que le de un formulario 
de exencion de pago de cuotas. 
Si no presenta su respuesta a 
tiempo, puede perder el caso 
por incumplimiento y la corta 
le podrá quitar su sueldo, dinero 
y bienes sin mas advertencia. 
Hay otros requisitos legales. Es 
recomendable que llame a un 
abogado inmediatamente. Si no 
conace a un abogado, puede lla-
mar a un servicio de referencia 
a abogados. Si no peude pagar a 
un a un abogado, es posible que 
cumpia con los requisitos para 
obtener servicios legales gratu 
de un programa de servicios 
legales sin fines de lucro. Puede 
encontrar estos grupos sin fines 
de lucro en el sitio web de Cali-
fornia Legal Services, (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), en el 
Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes 
de California, (www.sucorte.
ca.gov), o poniendoso en con-
tacto con la corte o el colegio 
de abogados locales. AVISO: 
Por ley, la corte tiene derecho a 
reclamar las cuotas y los costos 
exentos gravamen sobre cu-
alquier recuperación da $10,000 
o mas de vaior recibida mediante 
un aceurdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho 
civil. Tiene que pagar el grava-
men de la corta antes de que la 

corta pueda desechar el caso. 
The name and address of 
the court is: (El nombre y 
la direccion de la corte es): 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 247 
West 3rd St, San Bernardino, 
CA 92415-0212, Branch Name: 
San Bernardino Justice Center 
The name, address and telephone 
number of plaintiff’s attorney, 
or plaintiff without an attorney, 
is: (El nombre, la direccion y el 
numero de telefono del abogado 
del demandante, o del demen-
dante que no tiene abogado, es): 
REA STELMACH, 
Esq. (SBN 296671) 
SILVERMAN THE-
OLOGOU, LLP 
11835 W OLYMPIC 
BLVD, SUITE 855E 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90064 
2 1 3 - 2 2 6 - 6 9 2 2 
DATE (Fecha): 09/13/2022 
Clerk (Secretar-
io), by Paola Iniguez 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on January 12, 
19 & 26 and February 2, 2024. 

AFFIDAVIT OF OWN-
ERSHIP OF CERTIFI-
CATE OF TITLE & REG-
ISTERED SECURITIES

REG’D NO: 104-77-
188182
In North America       }
                                           }   SS
Land of California.     }

“Equality if Paramount and 
Mandatory by Law”

[WITH TRUST]         To 
all to whom these presents shall 
come, Greetings: 

     I, (Sur-name) Rucker, 
(Given name) Damion-Lewis, a 
living and original natural man, 
Affiant (hereinafter Registered 
Owner), being duly sworn, 
declare and state that I am of 
the age of majority and legally 
competent and have firsthand 
knowledge of the facts stated 
herein and believe these facts to 
be true and correct to the best 
of my knowledge. I also depose 
and say that I am the Registered 
Owner of the record and the 
holder of the Certificated Se-
curity and / or Certificate No: 
0190-058517 whose name also 
appears on the face of the in-
strument as DAMION LEWIS 
RUCKER (Estate / Trust) by 
reference to the Official Cer-
tificate of Live Birth (Title), re-
corded and filed dated July 11, 
1977, in the Office of the Clerk, 
County of Los Angeles, Land 
of California, as the same name 
appears to be held for safekeep-
ing by State Registrar of Titles. 
Said Certificate is a Valid 
Trust Instrument and further 
describes the same property 
that is an active Trust / Estate 
conveyed unto Affiant (Regis-
tered Owner) as set forth in the 
above-mentioned Certificate of 
Title and all financial assets, 
accounts, registered securities, 
entitlements, real and other 
personal property that are as-
sociated with said Trust / Estate 
(whether now owned or hereaf-
ter acquired), further described 
in the attached Form UCC 1 
and Addendum under Notice 
of Claim. Affiant (Registered 
Owner) is the one legally enti-
tled and duly authorized to act, 
appoint, assign, conveyed, and 
/ execute said Trust / Estate no 
other parties are allowed with-
out consent from Entitlement 
Holder / Registered Owner. 

[AND IT IS SO OR-
DERED]

In Witness Whereof, said 
Affiant (Owner) has hereunto 
set his hand and seal.

 Done this 29th day of De-
cember, 2023

BY: Damion-Lewis Rucker 
       Entitlement Holder / 

Registered Owner
 Affiant Sur-name Rucker: 

Given name: Damion-Lewis, 
Address: 10808 Foothill 

Blvd., Suite 160-406
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 

ZIP Exempt Non-domestic,         
without the UNITED STATES

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel Janu-
ary 12, 19, & 26 and February 
2, 2024.

FBN 20240000235
The following entity is  doing 

business primarily in San Bernardi-
no County as

BODHI HOME 7265 TRIVEN-
TO PL RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91701: STEPHANIE H CHIU  

Business Mailing Address:  
3045 S ARCHIBALD #H134 ON-
TARIO, CA 91761 

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL.

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

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

/s/ STEPHANIE H CHIU,  
Owner 

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
1/09/2024

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 
J7550

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  January 12, 
19 & 26 and February 2, 2024.

 

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: RONALD P. 
JOHNSON   

CASE NO. PRO-
VA2400011    

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of RONALD 
P. JOHNSON : a petition for 
probate   has been filed by DA-
VID ALLEN JOHNSON  in the 
Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDI-
NO.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that DA-
VID ALLEN JOHNSON be ap-
pointed as personal representa-
tive to administer the estate of 
the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an interested 
person files an objection to the 
petition and shows good cause 
why the court should not grant 
the authority.

A hearing on the petition 
will be held March 26, 2024   at 
9:00 a.m. at

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court Fontana Dis-
trict

Department F2  - Fontana 
17780 Arrow Boulevard
Fontana, CA 92335
Filed: JANUARY 4, 2024
NYCOLE PATTERSON, 

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 CREDI-
TOR or a contingent creditor 
of the decedent, you must file 
your claim with the court and 
mail a copy to the personal 
representative appointed by the 

court within the later of either 
(1) four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code.

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

YOU MAY EXAMINE the 
file kept by the court. If you are 
a person interested in the es-
tate, 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 David Allen 
Johnson:

R. SAM PRICE
SBN 208603
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC
454 Cajon Street
REDLANDS, CA 92373
Phone (909) 328 7000
Fax (909) 475 9500
sam@pricelawfirm.com
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
January 26 and February 2, & 
9, 2024.

 

 

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF:

Gerald Raymond Heard 
Case NO. PROVA2400014

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of Gerald 
Raymond Heard A PETITION 
FOR PROBATE has been filed 
by DeJuan K. Ogilvie in the 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that De-
Juan K. Ogilvie be appointed 
as personal representative to 
administer the estate of the de-
cedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an interested 
person files an objection to the 
petition and shows good cause 
why the court should not grant 
the authority.

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in Dept. F3 at 09:00 
AM on 02/21/2024 at Superior 
Court of California, County of 
San Bernardino, 17780 Arrow 
Blvd., Fontana, CA. 92335, 
Fontana Superior Court

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

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

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

YOU MAY EXAMINE the 
file kept by the court. If you are 
a person interested in the es-
tate, 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.

DeJuan K. Ogilvie:
1136 River Crest Court 

Stockton CA 95206
Telephone No: (209) 507-

3981
Published in the SBCS  

Rancho Cucamonga on:
01/19/2024, 01/26/2024, 

02/02/2024

 
ORDER TO SHOW 

CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE

N U M B E R 
CIVSB2328935,

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner: Rachel 
Caryn Espinoza Gonzalez, 
filed with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows: 
Rachel Caryn Espinoza Gon-
zalez to Rachel Caryn Hidalgo,   
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 in-
cludes the reasons for the objec-
tion at least two court days be-
fore the matter is scheduled to 
be heard and must appear at the 
hearing to show cause why the 
petition should not be granted. 
If no written objection is timely 
filed, the court may grant the 
petition without a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 02/20/2024, Time: 

08:30 AM, Department: S 
24The 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 published 
in the  SBCS ? Ontario in San 
Bernardino County California, 
once a week for four successive 
weeks prior to the date set for 
hearing of the petition.

Dated: 01/08/2024
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G Ochoa
Published in the SBCS 

Ontario on  01/19/2024, 
01/26/2024, 02/02/2024, 
02/09/2024

FBN 20240000354
The following entity is  doing 

business primarily in San Bernardi-
no County as

FOREVER YOUR MUSE 
5179 SAGEBRUSH TERRACE  
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92407:  
RUBI DE SANTIAGO 

Business Mailing Address:  
5179 SAGEBRUSH TERRACE  
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92407

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL.

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: JANUARY 03, 2024.

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

/s/ RUBI DE SANTIAGO 
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
1/12/2024

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 
J5842

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 January 19 & 
26 and February 2 & 9, 2024.

FBN 20230012660
The following entity is  doing 

business primarily in San Bernardi-
no County as

NAILS BY DIANA 1004 W 
RALSTON ST ONTARIO, CA 
91762: DIANA JAIMES  1004 W 
RALSTON ST ONTARIO, CA 
91762

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL.

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: December 26, 2023

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

/s/ DIANA JAIMES,  Owner 
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
12/27/2023

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 
J7550

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 January 19 & 
26 and February 2 & 9, 2024.

FBN 20240000507
The following entity is  doing 

business primarily in San Bernardi-
no County as

RM ACADEMY 13673 
SMOKESTONE ST RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA  91739:  RAISA 
TEXEIRA ESPARZA

[and]
MICHELLE L LIMO 
Business Mailing Address:     

13673 SMOKESTONE ST RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA  91739

The business is conducted by: 
A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP.

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

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

/s/ RAISA TEXEIRA ESPAR-
ZA,  General Partner 

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
1/18/2024

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 
J7550

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 January 19 & 
26 and February 2 & 9, 2024.

FBN 20240000235
The following entity is  doing 

business primarily in San Bernardi-
no County as

BODHI HOME 7265 TRI-
VENTO PL RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91701: STEPHA-
NIE H CHIU  

Business Mailing Address:  
3045 S ARCHIBALD #H134 ON-
TARIO, CA 91761 



Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
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 
declares as true information which 
he or she knows to be false is guilty 
of a crime (B&P Code 179130). I am 
also aware that all information on 
this statement becomes Public Re-
cord upon filing.

/s/ STEPHANIE H CHIU,  
Owner 

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
1/09/2024

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 
J7550

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  January 12, 
19 & 26 and February 2, 2024.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: MARIA 
GUADALUPE GOMEZ

CASE NO. PRO-
VA2300374    

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of MARIA 
GUADALUPE GOMEZ: a pe-
tition for probate has been filed 
by EDGAR GARCIA  in the 
Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDI-
NO.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that ED-
GAR GARCIA be appointed 
as personal representative to 
administer the estate of the de-
cedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an interested 
person files an objection to the 
petition and shows good cause 
why the court should not grant 
the authority.

A hearing on the petition 
will be held February 28, 2024   
at 9:00 a.m. at

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court Fontana Dis-
trict

Department F3  - Fontana 
17780 Arrow Boulevard
Fontana, CA 92335
Filed: JANUARY 4, 2024
Jonathan Luna, 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 CREDI-
TOR or a contingent creditor 
of the decedent, you must file 
your claim with the court and 
mail a copy to the personal 
representative appointed by the 
court within the later of either 
(1) four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code.

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

YOU MAY EXAMINE the 
file kept by the court. If you are 
a person interested in the es-
tate, 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 Edgar Garcia:
R. SAM PRICE
SBN 208603
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC
454 Cajon Street
REDLANDS, CA 92373
Phone (909) 328 7000
Fax (909) 475 9500
sam@pricelawfirm.com
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
January 26 and February 2 & 
9, 2024.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: MIGUEL 
LEAL 

CASE NO. 
PROSB2101062    

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of MIGUEL 
LEAL: a petition for probate 
has been filed by MARCOS 
LEAL  in the Superior Court 
of California, County of SAN 
BERNARDINO.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that MAR-
COS LEAL be appointed as 
personal representative to ad-
minister the estate of the de-
cedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an 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 March 27, 2024   at 
9:00 a.m. at

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court Fontana Dis-
trict

Department F2  - Fontana 
17780 Arrow Boulevard
Fontana, CA 92335
Filed: DECEMBER 10, 

2021
Sabrina Felix, 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 CREDI-
TOR or a contingent creditor 
of the decedent, you must file 
your claim with the court and 
mail a copy to the personal 
representative appointed by the 
court within the later of either 
(1) four months from the date of 
first issuance of letters to a gen-
eral personal representative, as 
defined in section 58(b) of the 
California Probate Code, or (2) 
60 days from the date of mail-
ing or personal delivery to you 
of a notice under Section 9052 
of the California Probate Code.

Other California statutes 
and legal authority may affect 
your rights as a creditor. You 
may want to consult with an at-

torney knowledgeable in Cali-
fornia law.

YOU MAY EXAMINE the 
file kept by the court. If you are 
a person interested in the es-
tate, 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 Marcos Leal:
R. SAM PRICE
SBN 208603
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC
454 Cajon Street
REDLANDS, CA 92373
Phone (909) 328 7000
Fax (909) 475 9500
sam@pricelawfirm.com
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
January 26 and February 2 & 
9, 2024.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF:

Barbara Joan Jordan, 
aka Barbara J. Jordan, aka 
Barbara Jordan Case NO. 
PROVA2400028

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of Barbara 
Joan Jordan, aka Barbara J. 
Jordan, aka Barbara Jordan A 
PETITION FOR PROBATE 
has been filed by Bonnie Jean 
Settle in the Superior Court of 
California, County of San Ber-
nardino.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that Bon-
nie Jean Settle be appointed 
as personal representative to 
administer the estate of the de-
cedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an interested 
person files an objection to the 
petition and shows good cause 
why the court should not grant 
the authority.

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in Dept. F1 at 09:00 
AM on 02/20/2024 at Superior 
Court of California, County of 
San Bernardino, 17780 Arrow 
Boulevard, Fontana, CA 92335, 
Fontana District-Probate Divi-
sion

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

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

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

YOU MAY EXAMINE the 
file kept by the court. If you are 
a person interested in the es-
tate, 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.

Amy M. Stover:
954 Main Street Fortuna 

CA 95540
Telephone No: (707) 725-

4426
Published in the SBCS  On-

tario on:
01/19/2024, 01/26/2024, 

02/02/2024

NOTICE OF PUBLIC 
LIEN SALE 

Notice is hereby given that 
personal property in the follow-
ing units will be sold at public 
auction pursuant to Sections 
21701-21716 of the California 
Self-Service Storage Facility 
Act. A public lien sale will be 
conducted by www.storaget-
reasures.com on the 16th day of 
February 2024, at or after 10:00 
am. The property is stored by 
AAA All American Storage 
Fontana located at 14918 Foot-
hill Blvd, Fontana, CA 92335. 
Purchases must be made in 
CASH ONLY. Items are sold 
AS IS WHERE IS and must 
be removed at the time of sale. 
AAA All American Storage 
Fontana reserves the right to 
refuse any bid or cancel auc-
tion. The items to be sold are 
generally described as follows: 
miscellaneous personal and 
household goods stored by the 
following persons: 

Unit Name 
B03 Angela Searles 
B05 Sonia Galvez 
B06 Laurisa Sandoval 
D151 Domenick Laabs 
D163 Anthony Aguilar 
D53 Talaiasi Latu 
D76 Abraham Chagolla 
D93 Carolina Oyarzabal 
E139 Juanita Stimel 
E77 Jose Madrigal 
F102 Lauren Aguirre 
F35 Kiuesha Shanquie 

Ross 
F64 Martina Guzman 
Dated: 1/31/2024 
Signed: Jonathan Gossett 
storagetreasures.com
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
February 2 & 9, 2024

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE

N U M B E R 
CIVSB2400577

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner LI-
ZETTE RAE NOLA-SMITH 
filed with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

LIZETTE RAE NOLA-
SMITH to LIZETTE RAE 
SMITH 

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 ob-
jection is timely filed, the court 
may grant the petition without 
a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 03/05/2024
Time: 08:30 AM
Department: S32
The address of the court is 

Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino San 
Bernardino District-Civil Divi-
sion 247 West Third Street, San 
Bernardino, CA 92415 IT IS 
FURTHER ORDERED that a 
copy of this order be published 
in the  San Bernardino County 
California, once a week for four 

successive weeks prior to the 
date set for hearing of the peti-
tion.

Filed: 01/23/2024
Matthew Stutte, Deputy 

Clerk of the Court
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
January 26 and February 2, 9 
and 16, 2024.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE

N U M B E R 
CIVSB2400568 

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner FRAN-
COIS MARTIN CAMPBELL 
filed with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

FRANCOIS MARTIN 
CAMPBELL to FRANCOIS 
MARTIN McGINNIS

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 ob-
jection is timely filed, the court 
may grant the petition without 
a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 03/05/2024
Time: 08:30 AM
Department: S30
The address of the court is 

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

Filed: 01/23/2024
Sergio Villanueva, Deputy 

Clerk of the Court
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
January 26 and February 2, 9 
and 16, 2024.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE

NUMBER CIVSB2400634 
TO  ALL INTERESTED 

PERSONS: Petitioner JAN 
BLASS ANES filed with this 
court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

JAN BLASS ANES to JAN 
BLAS 

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 ob-
jection is timely filed, the court 
may grant the petition without 
a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 03/07/2024
Time: 08:30 AM
Department: S24
The address of the court is 

Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino San 
Bernardino District-Civil Divi-

sion 247 West Third Street, San 
Bernardino, CA 92415 IT IS 
FURTHER ORDERED that a 
copy of this order be published 
in the  San Bernardino County 
California, once a week for four 
successive weeks prior to the 
date set for hearing of the peti-
tion.

Filed: 01/25/2024
Sergio Villanueva, Deputy 

Clerk of the Court
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
January 26 and February 2, 9 
and 16, 2024.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE

N U M B E R 
CIVSB2400636 

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner MADE-
LINE LEIGH ANES filed with 
this court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

MADELINE LEIGH 
ANES to  MADELINE LEIGH 
BLAS

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 ob-
jection is timely filed, the court 
may grant the petition without 
a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 03/07/2024
Time: 08:30 AM
Department: S25
The address of the court is 

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

Filed: 01/25/2024
Sergio Villanueva, Deputy 

Clerk of the Court
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
January 26 and February 2, 9 
and 16, 2024.

FBN 20230012304  ABAN-
DONMENT OF A FICTICIOUS 
BUSINES NAME 

The following person was do-
ing business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as: GAMESTOP 
4994 3935 GRAND AVENUE, 
SUITE C1  CHINO, CA  91710: 
GAMESTOP, INC   625 WEST-
PORT PARKWAY    GRAPEVINE, 
TX  76051

Mailing Address:   625 
WESTPORT PARKWAY    
GRAPEVINE, TX  76051 
The business was conducted by: A 
CORPORATION registered with 
the STATE OF MINNESOTA under 
the number 1969245.

The date of the current 
filing for this business was 
11/16/2020. The original file 
number was FBN20200010532. 
in San Bernardino County.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: AUGUST 7, 2003 
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 state-
ment becomes Public Record upon 
filing.

/s/ MARK ROB-
INSON,  Secretary 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: DECEMBER 14, 2023 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original statement 
on file in my office San Bernardino 
County Clerk By:/Deputy J3256 
Notice-This fictitious name state-

ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel on December 22 & 
29, 2023 and January 5 & 12, 2024. 
Corrected on January 26 and Febru-
ary 2, 9 & 16, 2024.

FBN 20230012239
The following entity is do-

ing business primarily in San 
Bernardino County as

VINEYARD INSUR-
ANCE SERVICES   22617 
HIGHWAY 18   APPLE VAL-
LEY, CA    92307: GOLDEN 
STATE INSURANCE SER-
VICES, INC.  22617 HIGH-
WAY 18   APPLE VALLEY, 
CA    92307

Mailing Address: P.O. BOX 
3157  APPLE VALLEY, CA  
92307. 

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION.

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: DE-
CEMBER 4, 2004.

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

/s/ AMBER SCHWING, 
President

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: 12/13/2023

I hereby certify that this 
copy is a correct copy of the 
original statement on file in my 
office San Bernardino County 
Clerk By:/Deputy J3256

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 
fictitious business name in vio-
lation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions 
Code).

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on 
December 15, 22 & 29, 2023 
and January 5,  2024. Corrected 
on January 26 and February 2, 
9 & 16, 2024.

FBN 20230011879     
The following person is doing 
business as: PLATINUM COM-
MUNITY SERVICES. 7909 MID-
HURST DR HIGHLAND, CA 92346 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
MASSAI J BATES 7909 MID-
HURST DR 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/ MASSAI J BATES, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: NOVEMBER 30, 2023 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business name 
statement must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 01/05/2024, 
01/12/2024, 01/19/2024, 01/26/2024          
CNBB1202402MT 
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NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: STEVEN MI-
CHAEL EKDAHL    

CASE NO. 
PROVV2400032    

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will or 
estate, or both of STEVEN MI-
CHAEL EKDAHL: a petition 
for probate   has been filed by 
CHRISTOPHER WHITTON 
in the Superior Court of Cali-
fornia, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that 
CHRISTOPHER WHITTON 
be appointed as personal rep-
resentative to administer the 
estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The independent 
administration authority will 
be granted unless an interested 
person files an objection to the 
petition and shows good cause 
why the court should not grant 
the authority.

A hearing on the petition 
will be held February 27, 2024   
at 9:00 a.m. at

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court Victorville Dis-
trict

Department V12  - Victor-
ville 

14455 Civic Center Drive, 
Suite 100

Victorville, CA 92392
Filed: JANUARY 23, 2024
ANGELINE GARCIA, 

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

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

YOU MAY EXAMINE the 
file kept by the court. If you are 
a person interested in the es-
tate, 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 Christopher 
Whitton:

R. SAM PRICE
SBN 208603
PRICE LAW FIRM, APC
454 Cajon Street
REDLANDS, CA 92373
Phone (909) 328 7000
Fax (909) 475 9500
sam@pricelawfirm.com
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
February 2, 9, 16 & 23, 2024.

FBN 20240000180

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Bernardi-
no County as

ABBY RED ACCESSORIES  
15218 SUMMIT AVE 300-144 
FONTANA, CA 92336:  APRIL 
McFADDEN 

Business Mailing Address:  
15218 SUMMIT AVE 300-144 
FONTANA, CA 92336

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL.

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the fictitious 
business name or names listed above 
on: JULY 17, 2020.

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/ APRIL McFADDEN,  
Owner 

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
1/08/2024

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 
J7527

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  February 2, 
9, 16 & 23, 2024.

FBN 20240000153
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Bernardi-
no County as

AMERICAN VOODOO DIE-
SEL  290 N BENSON AVE  STE 13  
UPLAND, CA 91786:  MATTHEW 
POULIOT 

Business Mailing Address:   
290 N BENSON AVE  STE 13  UP-
LAND, CA 91786

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL.

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

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

/s/ MATTHEW POULIOT,  
Owner 

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
1/08/2024

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 
J7527

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 February 2, 9, 
16 & 23, 2024.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE

N U M B E R 
CIVSB2400933

TO  ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner:  JULI-
ANA YA XUAN WAN filed 
with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

JULIANA YA XUAN 
WAN to JULIANA YA XUAN 
WAN SAM 

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 ob-
jection is timely filed, the court 
may grant the petition without 
a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 04/08/2024
Time: 08:30 AM
Department: S24
The address of the court is 

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

Filed: 02/02/2024
Veronica Gonzalez, Depu-

ty Clerk of the Court
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
February 2, 9, 16 & 23, 2024.

FBN 20240000078     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: TUTIS PARTY RENT-
ALS. 1097 SANTOS ANTONIO 
DR UNIT 10 COLTON, CA 92324 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
LOURDES M DIAZ  
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/ LOURDES M DIAZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 01/04/2024 
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 01/12/2024, 01/19/2024, 
01/26/2024, 02/02/2024          CN-
BB2202401MT 

FBN 20230012794     
The following person is doing business 
as: STOP 5 MARKET. 1505 W 9TH 
ST SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92411 
COUNTY OF SAN  BERNARDINO 
DFFM, INC. 1505 1/2 W 9TH 
STREET SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92411 STATE OF INCOR-
PORATION CA ARTICLES OF 
INCORPORATION 3748377 
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/ DANI MHANA, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: DECEMBER 29, 2023 
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 01/12/2024, 01/19/2024, 
01/26/2024, 02/02/2024          CN-
BB2202402MT 

FBN 20230012796     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ALCOHOL LICENSE 
PRO. 285 S DUPONT AVE 
STE #101 ONTARIO, CA 91761 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
YNA-IT, INC 2834 HAMMER AVE 
#512 NORCO, CA 92860 STATE OF 
INCORPORATION CA ARTICLES 
OF INCORPORATON 3478374 
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 CVARGAS, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: DECEMBER 29, 2023 
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 01/12/2024, 01/19/2024, 
01/26/2024, 02/02/2024          CN-
BB2202403MT 

FBN 20240000091     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: STRAINS DISPENSARY; 
STRAINS 16600 KOALA RD 
BLDG B ADELANTO, CA 92301 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
HIGH DESERT RESEARCH AND 
DEVELOPMENT, INCORPO-
RATED 16600 KOALA RD BLDG B 
ADELANTO, CA 92301 STATE OF 
INCORPORATION CA ARTICLES 
OF INCORPORATION 3841279 
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/ WAHEED ABDULLA, PRESIDENT  
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 05, 2024 
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 01/12/2024, 01/19/2024, 
01/26/2024, 02/02/2024          CN-
BB2202404MT 

FBN 20230012721     
The following person is doing business 
as: PRECISION BUSBAR WORKS. 
4277 RAQUEL CT SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92407;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 311 W CIVIC CENTER 
DR STE B SANTA ANA, CA 92701]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
MAURICIO HINOJOSA 
4277 RAQUEL CT SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92407. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 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/ MAURICIO HINOJOSA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: DECEMBER 28, 2023 
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 01/12/2024, 01/19/2024, 
01/26/2024, 02/02/2024          CNB-
B2202405CV 

FBN 20230012723     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: GOMEZ TRANSPORTS. 
1991 MESA ST SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92407;[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 311 W CIVIC CENTER DR 
STE B SANTA ANA, CA 92701]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JOSE A. GOMEZ TRANS-
PORTS 1991 W MESA ST SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92407. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  

The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JOSE A. GOMEZ 
TRANSPORTS, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: DECEMBER 28, 2023 
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 01/12/2024, 01/19/2024, 
01/26/2024, 02/02/2024          CNB-
B2202406CV 

FBN 20230012720     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: KING’S KEEPER. 3922 
COMPTON STREET CHINO, 
CA 91710;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
311 W CIVIC CENTER DR STE 
B SANTA ANA, CA 92701]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
HER RELOADS LLC 3922 
COMPTON STREET CHINO, 
CA 91710 STATE OF ORGA-
NIZATION CA ARTICLES OF 
ORGANIZATION 201618210307 
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/ JAMES ANTHO-
NY CASTILLO, CEO  
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: DECEMBER 28, 2023 
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 01/12/2024, 01/19/2024, 
01/26/2024, 02/02/2024          CNB-
B2202407CV 

FBN 20240000134     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: MY PIZZA OR NOTHIN. 
2411 S VINEYARD AVE # E ON-
TARIO, CA 91761;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 2411 S VINEYARD 
AVE #E ONTARIO, CA 91761]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
KHALED M IBRAHIM  
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/ KHALED M IBRAHIM, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 05, 2024 
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 01/12/2024, 01/19/2024, 
01/26/2024, 02/02/2024          CN-
BB2202408MT 

FBN 20240000086     
The following person is doing business 
as: GOD’S VARSITY. 9348 LEDIG 
DRIVE RANCHO CUCAMON-
GA, CA 91701;[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 9348 LEDIG DRIVE RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91701]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
DIAMOND ANDREWS  
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/ DIAMOND ANDREWS, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 05, 2024 
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 01/12/2024, 01/19/2024, 
01/26/2024, 02/02/2024          CN-
BB2202409MT 

FBN 20240000152     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: DISCOUNT AUTO REPAIR 
& TIRES. 160 W. HIGHLAND AVE 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92405;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 25586 LOREN 
WAY MORENO VALLEY, CA 92553]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
CHRISTINA M PEREZ  
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 01, 2023 
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/ CHRISTINA M PEREZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: JANUARY 08, 2024 
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 01/12/2024, 01/19/2024, 
01/26/2024, 02/02/2024          CN-
BB2202410MT 

FBN 20230012724     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: KING’S CONCRETE 
PUMPING. 19314 CRICKET 
CT BLOOMINGTON, CA 92316 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
LUIS R GONZALEZ RO-
JAS 19314 CRICKET CT 
BLOOMINGTON, CA 92316. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ LUIS R GONZA-
LEZ ROJAS, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: DECEMBER 28, 2023 
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 01/12/2024, 01/19/2024, 
01/26/2024, 02/02/2024          CN-
BB2202411MT 

FBN 20240000057     
The following person is doing business 
as: CLASS ACT BOOKKEEPING; 
AA BUSINESS SERVICES 11767 AU-
BURN AVE YUCAIPA, CA 92399;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 11767 AU-
BURN AVE YUCAIPA, CA 92399]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
ANDREW A GRIGOLEIT  
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/ ANDREW A GRIGOLEIT, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: JANUARY 04, 2024 
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 01/12/2024, 01/19/2024, 
01/26/2024, 02/02/2024          CN-
BB2202412MT 

FBN 20230012528     
The following person is do-
ing business as: JM CONVEY-
ORS AND MORE. 13502 BENT 
WOOD ST HESPERIA, CA 92344 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JUAN M BARAJAS 13502 BENT 
WOOD ST HESPERIA, 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/ JUAN M BARAJAS, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: DECEMBER 19, 2023 
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 01/12/2024, 01/19/2024, 
01/26/2024, 02/02/2024          CN-
BB2202413MT 

FBN 20240000297     
The following person is doing business 
as: COMPADRES AUTO WHOLE-
SALE. 17694 VALLEY BLVD STE 
B FONTANA, CA 92316;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 17694 VALLEY 
BLVD STE B FONTANA, CA 92316]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
GIOVANNY MORENOS  
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: SEP 11, 2023 
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/ GIOVANNY MORENOS, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 11, 2024 
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 01/12/2024, 01/19/2024, 
01/26/2024, 02/02/2024          CN-
BB2202414MT 

FBN 20240000489     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: SOSA. 11467 VIA CAPRI 
LOMA LINDA, CA 92354;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 11467 VIA CA-
PRI LOMA LINDA, CA 92354]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
SCHOLARSHIP OF OVER-
SEASS SUPPORT ASSOCIATION 
INC 11467 VIA CAPRI LOMA 
LINDA, CA 92354 STATE OF IN-
CORPORATION CA ARTICLES 
OF INCORPORATION 5919465 
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 
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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/ RICHARD C. LEE, TREASURER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 18, 2024 
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 01/19/2024, 01/26/2024, 
02/02/2024, 02/09/2024          CN-
BB3202401MT 

FBN 20240000062     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: C.E.C; GATEWAY DELI; 
CUTTING EDGE CREATIONS. 
3210 EAST GUASTI ROAD ON-
TARIO, CA 91761;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 35495 ALEXANDRIA 
WAY BEAUMONT, CA 92223]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
GOURMET GATHERINGS LLC 
3210 E. GUASTI RD. ONTARIO, 
CA 91761 STATE OF ORGANI-
ZATION CA ARTICLES OF OR-
GANIZATION 202360215044 
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/ JEREMY MICHALSKI, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANAURY 04, 2024 
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 01/19/2024, 01/26/2024, 
02/02/2024, 02/09/2024          CN-
BB3202402MT 

FBN 20240000349     
The following person is doing business 
as: HOOKED ON TOWING. 8224 
GOLDMINE AVE FONTANA, CA 
92335;[ MAILING ADDRESS 525 
W STATE ST ONTARIO, CA 91762]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
HOOKED ON TOWING LLC 
525 W STATE ST ONTARIO, CA 
91762 STATE OF ORGANIZA-
TION CA ARTICLES OF OR-
GANIZATION 201927410018 
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/ ADRIAN M. HERNAN-
DEZ, MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: JANUARY 12, 2024 
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 01/19/2024, 01/26/2024, 
02/02/2024, 02/09/2024          CN-
BB3202403MT 

FBN 20240000447     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: NFTC LLC; NYLASH FAT 
THIGHZ CUPCAKES; BLACK 
TEA; BLACK TEA CAFE & BRIS-
TO. 4975 APPLEWOOD AVENUE 
FONTANA, CA 92336;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 4975 APPLEWOOD 
AVENUE FONTANA, CA 92336]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
N.F.T.C. LLC 4975 APPLE-
WOOD AVENUE FONTANA, 
CA 92336; 4975 APPLEWOOD 

AVENUE 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/ NYLASH SHANI DA-
VIS, MANAGER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 16, 2024 
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 01/19/2024, 01/26/2024, 
02/02/2024, 02/09/2024          CN-
BB3202404MT 

FBN 20240000458     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: DRL CONSULT SER-
VICES. 11175 AZUSA COURT 
#110 RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
11175 AZUSA COURT #110 RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 917330];  
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
DANIELLE R LIPKIN 11175 
AZUSA COUR #110 RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: JAN 12, 2024 
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/ DANIELLE R LIPKIN, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 17, 2024 
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 01/19/2024, 01/26/2024, 
02/02/2024, 02/09/2024          CN-
BB3202405MT 

FBN 20240000247     
The following person is doing business 
as: LA TIENDITA CATRACHA DE 
ZOE. 142 E 42ND ST APT #29 SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92404;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 142 E 42ND ST APT 
#29 SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92404]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
KAREN E HERRERA GON-
ZALES 142 E 42ND ST APT #29 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92404. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ KAREN E HERRERA 
GONZALES, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 10, 2024 
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 01/19/2024, 01/26/2024, 
02/02/2024, 02/09/2024          CN-
BB3202406MT 

FBN 2024000321     
The following person is doing 
business as: SUPAJUPA. 8036 
MARILYN ST APT A SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92410;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 8036 MARILYN ST APT 
A SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410]; 

COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JENNYTRINH T NGUYEN 
8036 MARIKYN ST APT A 
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/ JENNYTRINH T. 
NGUYEN, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 11, 2024 
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 01/19/2024, 01/26/2024, 
02/02/2024, 02/09/2024          CN-
BB3202407MT 

FBN 20240000353     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: GREEK JUNK. 12538 
7TH ST YUCAIPA, CA 92399;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 12538 
7TH ST YUCAIPA, CA 92399]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
GREEK JUNK LLC 12538 7TH ST 
YUCAIPA, CA 92399 STATE OF 
ORGANIZATION CA ARTICLES 
OF ORGANIZATION 202360216316  
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/ CRYSTAL I. AGUIRRE, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: JANUARY 12, 2024 
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 01/19/2024, 01/26/2024, 
02/02/2024, 02/09/2024          CN-
BB3202409MT 

FBN 20240000215     
The following person is doing business 
as: SLIM’S KEY SHOP; SKS AC-
CESS CONTROL SOLUTIONS; SKS 
LOCKSMITH. 34022 SILVER LAN-
TERN #B DANA POINT, CA 92629P.O 
BOX 334 DANA POINT, CA 92629 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JACOB J HORN 34022 SILVER LAN-
TERN #B DANA POINT, CA 92629. 
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/ JACOB J HORN, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 09, 2024 
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 01/19/2024, 01/26/2024, 
02/02/2024, 02/09/2024          CN-
BB3202410MT 

FBN 20230012470     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: BROTHERS GOURT-
MET JAMS & JELLIES. 268 S 
2ND AVE UPLAND, CA 91786 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
CHAD E BUFLER 268 S 2ND 

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/ CHAD E BUFLER, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: DECEMBER 19, 2023 
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 01/19/2024, 01/26/2024, 
02/02/2024, 02/09/2024          CN-
BB3202411MT 

FBN 20240000364     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: NSH CELANING SER-
VICES. 2635 SAINT ELMO DR 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JOSE A. BARRAGAN GENER-
AL CONTRACTOR. HERNAN-
DEZ BALTRAN 2635 SAINT 
ELMO DR SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92410; ADAN MARTINEZ 
ROBLES 2635 SAINT ELMO DR 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410  
The business is conducted by: A 
GENERAL PARTNERSHIP.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JOSE A. HERNANDEZ BAR-
RAGAN, GENERAL PARTNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 12, 204 
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 01/19/2024, 01/26/2024, 
02/02/2024, 02/09/2024          CN-
BB3202412MT 

FBN 20240000227     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: BIBI ENTERPRISE. 110 
EUCLID AVE SECOND FLOOR 
SUITE #844 ONTARIO, CA 91762 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
APEX ADVANCED AGEN-
CY AND ACADEMY, LLC. 
10722 ARROW RTE RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ DAVID G VARGAS, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 09, 2024 
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 01/19/2024, 01/26/2024, 
02/02/2024, 02/09/2024          CN-
BB3202413MT 

FBN 20240000215     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: SLIM’S KEY SHOP; SKS 
ACCESS CONTROL SOLUTIONS; 
SKS LOCKSMITH. 34022 SILVER 
LANTERN #B DANA POINT, CA 
92629;[ MAILING ADDRESS P.O 
BOX 334 DANA POINT, CA 92629]; 

PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSI-
NESS SAN BERNARDINO 
JACOB J HORN 34022 SILVER LAN-
TERN #B DANA POINT, CA 92629. 
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/ JACOB J HORN, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 09, 2024 
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 01/19/2024, 01/26/2024, 
02/02/2024, 02/09/2024          CN-
BB3202410MT 

FBN 20230010474     
The following person is doing 
business as: MISIDARA WELL-
NESS SERVICES. 7060 DAWN 
WAY FONTANA, CA 92336 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
AMGG DIGITAL 7060 DAWN 
WAY FONTANA, CA 92336 
STATE OF ORGANIZATION CA 
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/ OLUWAYEMISI O. DAR-
AMOLA, MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: OCTOBER 17, 2023 
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 11/24/2023, 12/01/2023, 
12/08/2023, 12/15/2023          CN-
BB032414MT 

CORRECTION DATES 
12/29/2023, 01/05/2024, 01/12/2024 & 
01/19/2024

FBN 20240000904     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: THE MARKETPLACE 
PROPERTIES. 7828 N. HAVEN 
AVENUE SUITE #100 RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 10808 FOOT-
HILL BLVD STE 160-748 RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JULIE A GOMEZ  
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/ JULIE A GOMEZ, INDIVIDUAL  
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 31, 2024 
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 02/02/2024, 02/09/2024, 
02/16/2024, 02/23/2024          CN-
BB5202418MT 

FBN 20240000979     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: CHURROS DON PEPE. 
1582 FERREE ST #A SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92408;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 1582 FERREE ST #A 

SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92408]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
CLAUDIA T RUBIO 
PRECIADO JIMENEZ  
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/ CLAUDIA T RUBIO PRE-
CIADO JIMENEZ, INDIVIDUAL 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: FEBRUARY 01, 2024 
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 02/02/2024, 02/09/2024, 
02/16/2024, 02/23/2024          CN-
BB5202417MT 

FBN 20240000898     
The following person is doing 
business as: JRS DESIGN AND 
DRAFTING. 1875 OLD BALDY-
WAY UPLAND, CA 91784;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 1875 OLD 
BALDWAY UPLAND, CA 91784];  
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
SUMAYOD R JUANTIO  
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/ JUANITO R SUMAYOD  
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: JANUARY 30, 2024 
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 02/02/2024, 02/09/2024, 
02/16/2024, 02/23/2024          CN-
BB5202416MT 

FBN 2024000863     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ELIE TRUCKING. 8809 
NUEVO AVE FONTANA, CA 
92335;[ MAILING ADDRESS 8809 
NUEVO AVE FONTANA, CA 92335]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JOSEPH ILIASS  
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: JAN 29, 2024 
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/ JOSEPH, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 29, 2024 
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 02/02/2024, 02/09/2024, 
02/16/2024, 02/23/2024          CN-
BB5202415MT 

FBN 20240000825     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: BACK HOME BAILBONDS. 
11629 TEABERRY COURT FON-
TANA, CA 92337;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 11629 TEABERRY 
COURT FONTANA, CA 92337]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
RASHAD H CANNON  

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/ RASHAD CANNON, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: JANUARY 26, 2024 
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 02/02/2024, 02/09/2024, 
02/16/2024, 02/23/2024          CN-
BB5202414MT 

FBN 20240000826     
The following person is doing business 
as: DON’T SWEAT IT HVAC. 848 
WEST 20TH STREET SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92405;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 848 WEST 20TH STREET 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92405]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO  
QUINN ESTRADA  
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/ QUINN ESTRADA, SOLE OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: JANUARY 26, 2024 
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 02/02/2024, 02/09/2024, 
02/16/2024, 02/23/2024          CN-
BB5202413MT 

FBN 20240000799     
The following person is doing business 
as: MAY SHOP DELUXE. 16375 AR-
ROW BLVD FONTANA, CA 92335;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 16375 AR-
ROW BLVD FONTANA, CA 92335]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
MAYBE OLIVAS ARMENTA  
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: JAN 25, 2024 
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/ MAYBE OLIVAS AR-
MENTA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 25, 2024 
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 02/02/2024, 02/09/2024, 
02/16/2024, 02/23/2024          CN-
BB5202412MT 

FBN 20240000872     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: CRIS & NAOMI’S BRIDAL 
SHOP & BANQUETS. 317 N EU-
CLID AVE ONTARIO, CA 91762;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS P.O BOX 
707793 RIVERSIDE, CA 92513];  
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
ORALIA CERVANTES 317 N EU-
CLID AVE ONTARIO, CA 91762. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
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rights of another under federal, state, 
or common law (see Section 14400 et 
seq., Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino Coun-
ty Sentinel 02/02/2024, 02/09/2024, 
02/16/2024, 02/23/2024          CN-
BB5202410MT 

FBN 20240000494     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: G A MARBLE AND 
GRANITE INC. 950 W 2ND ST 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 950 W 2ND 
ST SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
G A MARBLE AND GRANITE 
INC 950 W 2ND ST SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92410 STATE OF 
INCORPORATION CA ARTICLES 
OF INCROPORATION 3891885 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: APR 16, 2015 
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/ KARLA RODRIGUEZ, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 18, 2024 
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 02/02/2024, 02/09/2024, 
02/16/2024, 02/23/2024          CN-
BB5202409MT 

FBN 20240000641     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: MOBILE LIVE SCAN 
SOLUTIONS & NOTARY. 18224 
DAMIAN LN SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92407;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
1101 S MILLIKEN AVE STE E 
#10005 ONTARIO, CA 92407];  
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
WIGGINS EXPRESS LIVE SCAN 
LLC 18224 DAMIAN LN SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92407 STATE OF 
ORGANIZATION CA ARTICLES 
OF ORGANIZATION 202358816175 
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/ KINISHIA L CLARK, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 23, 2024 
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 02/02/2024, 02/09/2024, 
02/16/2024, 02/23/2024          CN-
BB5202408MT 

FBN 20240000720     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: SANCHEZ MUFFLER 
INC. 15038 VALLEY BLVD 
FONTANA, CA 92335;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 15038 VALLEY 
BLVD FONTANA, CA 92335]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
SANCHEZ MUFFLER INC 15038 
VALLEY BLVD FONTANA, 
CA 92335 STATE OF INCOR-
PORATION CA ARTICLES OF 
INCORPORATION 4276682  
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/ FRANK SANCHEZ, CEO 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 24, 2024 
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 02/02/2024, 02/09/2024, 
02/16/2024, 02/23/2024          CN-
BB5202407MT 

FBN 20240000743     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: AMERICAN TRANS-
PORT. 18277 10TH ST BLOOM-
INGTON, CA 92316;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 18277 10TH ST 
BLOOMINGTON, CA 92316];  
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
IGANCIO DENIZ JR 18277 10TH 
ST BLOOMINGTON, CA 92316. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: 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/ IGANCIO DENIZ JR, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 24, 2024 
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 02/02/2024, 02/09/2024, 
02/16/2024, 02/23/2024          CN-
BB5202406MT 

FBN 20240000742     
The following person is doing business 
as: I.M.D LOGISTICS. 11420 LEE 
AVE SP18 AELANTO, CA 92301;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 11420 LEE 
AVE SP18 ADELANTO, CA 92301];  
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
IVAN M DELGADO 11420 LEE 
AVE SP18 ADELANTO, CA 92301. 
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/ IVAN M DELGADO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANAURY 24, 2024 
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 02/02/2024, 02/09/2024, 
02/16/2024, 02/23/2024          CN-
BB5202405MT 

FBN 20240000750     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: ADVEX SIGN DESIGN. 
10382 HOLLISTER ROAD OAK 
HILLS, CA 92344;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 10382 HOLLISTER 
ROAD OAK HILLS, CA 92344]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
ISSAC J NAVA 10382 HOLLISTER 
ROAD 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/ ISSAC J NAVA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 24, 2024 
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 02/02/2024, 02/09/2024, 
02/16/2024, 02/23/2024          CN-

BB5202404MT 

FBN 20240000450     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: EXPRESS FINGERPRINTS 
AND NOTARY. 1101 S MILLIKEN 
AVE STE E #10005 ONTARIO, 
CA 91761;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
1101 S MILLIKEN AVE STE E 
#10005 ONTARIO, CA 91761];  
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
WIGGINS EXPRESS LIVE SCAN 
LLC 1101 S MILLIKEN AVE STE E 
#10005 ONTARIO, CA 91761 STATE  
OF ORGANIZATION CA ARTICLES 
OF ORGANIZATION 202358816175 
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/ KINISHIA L CLARK, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 16, 2024 
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 02/02/2024, 02/09/2024, 
02/16/2024, 02/23/2024          CN-
BB5202403MT 

FBN 20240000534     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: LEO’S AUTO REPAIR. 
16666 FOOTHILL BLVD FON-
TANA, CA 92335;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 16666 FOOTHILL 
BLVD FONTANA, CA 92335];  
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
ROSALIO LOZANO 16666 FOOT-
HILL BLVD FONTANA, CA 92335. 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to transact 
business under the fictitious business 
name or names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 

(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ROSALIO LOZANO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 19, 2024 
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 02/02/2024, 02/09/2024, 
02/16/2024, 02/23/2024          CN-
BB5202401MT 

FBN 20240000451     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: TROYSXPRESS TRANS-
PORT. 13032 HIGH VISTA ST VIC-
TORVILLE, CA 92395;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 13032 HIGH VISTA 
ST VICTORVILLE, CA 92395];  
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
TROY S SUGIYAMA 13032 HIGH 
VISTA 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/ TROY S SUGIYAMA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 16, 2024 
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 02/02/2024, 02/09/2024, 
02/16/2024, 02/23/2024          CN-
BB5202402MT

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/ ORALIA CERVANTES, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 29, 2024 
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 02/02/2024, 02/09/2024, 
02/16/2024, 02/23/2024          CN-
BB5202411MT 

FBN 20240000840     
The following person is doing 
business as: MIHART’S. 285 W 
BASELINE ST SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92410;[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 285 W BASELINE ST 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410];  
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
RAYSHAUNNA R ATCHI-
SON 285 W BASELINE ST SAN 
BERNARDINDO, 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/ RAYSHAUNNA R 
ATCHISON, OWNER 
Statement filed with the County Clerk of 
San Bernardino on: JANUARY 29, 2024 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name statement 
expires five years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county clerk. A 
new fictitious business name statement 
must be filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state of a ficti-
tious business name in violation of the 
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that Judge Sachs had en-
tered his finding pursu-
ant to his tentative ruling 
that the statements con-
tained in the intent to cir-
culated recall petitions 
documents were true. 

“Since then,” Pradetto 
said, “they have refiled 
their recall paperwork 
with very different state-
ments. The city clerk did 
her job by challenging 
the earlier statements 
pursuant to the Elections 
Code, thereby protect-
ing the city’s voters from 
false and misleading 
information that would 
have tainted the recall 
process.”

City officials, least of 
all Sauseda and Mann, 
can hardly be faulted 
for having latched onto 
the newly created Gov-
ernment Code Section 
11042.5 (b) 1 & 2 cre-
ated with the passage of 

Assembly Bill 2584 in 
seeking to prevent Bea-
ver, Duncan and Garner 
from the wrath of the 
city’s residents over the 
cashiering of Casey, Pra-
detto said. 

“As the City Clerk’s 
lawsuit was the very 
first one brought under 
a brand-new law, no-one 
was sure how the court 
would approach the 
case,” Pradetto said.

Moreover, Pradetto 
suggested, it was the re-
call proponents who had 
lost their nerve and faith 
in a cause they had not 
fully thought through 
before initiating. 

“We are disappointed 
that court proceedings 
never got to the point 
where a ruling was is-
sued on the merits of the 
case, as recall propo-
nents mooted the case by 
failing to circulate and 
file petitions within the 
prescribed timeline, thus 
effectively ending the 
original recall attempt,” 
he said.

Chris Robles, the 
spokesman for Save Yu-
caipa, which is synony-

mous with the remaining 
members of the commu-
nity seeking the recall 
of Beaver, Duncan and 
Garner, said, “Yucaipa 
recall proponents re-
ceived full vindication in 
their fight against Yucai-
pa City Clerk Ana Sau-
seda when Judge Sachs 
said that arguments be-
ing made by the recall 
proponents while exer-
cising their civil rights, 
‘did not assert anything 
that was false or untrue,’ 
as she alleged in her May 
17, 2023 lawsuit. 

Wang said, “Today’s 
verdict is a win for our 
right to recall, our First 
Amendment rights and 
our right to criticize 
our elected officials. It’s 
a huge loss to the city 
council who chose to at-
tack residents rather than 
do the right thing. Judge 
Sachs also ruled that we 
were honest and truthful 
in our recall statement.”

The Yucaipa City 
Council yet faces issues 
growing out of the Janu-
ary 9, 2023 move to get 
rid of Casey and Snow, 
the recall effort that 

spawned and Sauseda’s 
suit to prevent the recall 
effort from proceeding. 

A majority of the 
original sponsors of the 
recalls against Duncan 
and Garner have once 
more filed a declaration 
of their intention to cir-
culate petitions to recall 
Duncan and Garner and 
are now in the process 
of gathering signatures 
on those petitions. In 
addition, the full coun-
cil, which includes Jon 
Thorp and Chris Ven-
able in addition to Bea-
ver, Duncan and Garner, 
is confronted with Judge 
Sachs’s findings that the 
statements in the inten-
tion to circulate petitions 
to recall Beaver, Duncan 
and Garner documents 
were true and that Sause-
da had alleged in her suit 
that they were false and 
that the writ of mandate 
had the practical effect of 
preventing 193 Yucaipa 
residents from engaging 
in the exercise of their 
constitutionally protect-
ed rights. In the face of 
an anticipated request 
by some, most or even 

all of those 193 Yucaipa 
residents that the city 
both address and redress 
the city’s highest rank-
ing election official – the 
city clerk – preventing 
citizens from engaging 
in the electoral process, 
the city council will need 
to determine whether it 
will countenance what 
Sauseda did or hold her 
responsible.

 That, in itself is a 
question mired in com-
plexity and contradic-
tion. Last spring, when 
Sauseda, represented by 
Hertz and Love – whose 
services were being 
paid for with taxpayer 
money, the expenditure 
of which was approved 
during a closed session 
vote by Beaver, Duncan 
and Garner – filed for the 
writ of mandate, there 
were immediate accusa-
tions that the concept of 
the lawsuit had not origi-
nated with her but had 
instead been cooked up 
by Mann and Graham as 
part of an effort to insu-
late Beaver, Duncan and 
Garner. That was met by 
denials that Mann and 

Graham had put Sauseda 
up to the filing of the suit 
and eventual assertions 
from Sauseda that the 
lawsuit was her brain-
child. There is intense 
speculation as to where 
Mann, Graham and Sau-
seda will go next with 
their statements about 
the genesis of the peti-
tion for a writ of man-
date. While Graham will 
be able to dodge any such 
questions by making an 
assertion of attorney-
client privilege, Mann 
and Sauseda will have 
no such luxury. In an ef-
fort to protect Sauseda 
from termination, Mann 
may indeed man up at 
that point and acknowl-
edge that the lawsuit 
was his idea rather than 
Sauseda’s, and that she 
merely proceeded with 
it upon his suggestion or 
order. Such an approach, 
nonetheless, carries with 
it the potential for equal-
ly problematic questions 
asserting themselves, 
not to mention undercut-
ting the credibility of the 
current administration 

Grand Jury Broke 
The Law In Criticiz-
ing Him & The City 
Council, Yucaipa 
City Manager Main-
tains  from page 6
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corporated areas would 
simply need to adjust to 
that means of keeping 
government afloat being 
applied to them.

In October 2018, after 
the county had mailed 
notifications to all of the 
landowners in the coun-
ty’s unincorporated areas 
as well as to those in the 
areas already absorbed 
into FP-5 and the one-
month response deadline 
had elapsed with just 3.2 
percent of those eligible 
to provide letters of pro-
test having done so, the 
expansion was officially 
effectuated by action of 
the board of supervisors. 
Just like that, $157.26 
per year assessment on 
all parcels in the unin-
corporated areas of the 
county were in place, 
calculated to add $26.9 
million dollars per year 
in revenue to the coun-
ty’s fire protection divi-
sion. Overnight the San 
Bernardino County Fire 
Department became the 
San Bernardino County 
Fire District.

The transfer of the 
financial responsibility 
for what had historically 
been a primary function 
of government from the 
government to the tax-
payers was in full swing. 
The following year, in 
2019, Jim Grigoli, the 
president of the Inter-
national Association of 
Firefighters Local 935, 
which represents the 
San Bernardino County 
Fire District’s firefight-
ers, made no bones about 
how the move to expand 
FP-5 to cover the en-
tirety of the unincorpo-
rated areas of the county 
was intended as a major 
stride toward ending 
the traditional arrange-
ment of having county 
government pay for fire 
service within the unin-
corporated county areas 
and those cities that had 
annexed into the fire dis-
trict and switch that fis-
cal onus to residents, or 
more specifically land-
owners, of those areas.

“Last year, in 2018, we 
– the board – successful-
ly passed a resolution to 
approve the expansion of 

FP-5,” Grigoli said. “That 
was a funding source 
that would make us a sta-
ble, funded organization. 
When I say stable, fund-
ed organization, it would 
continue to increase with 
the 3 percent [annually] 
and give us the funding 
necessary to eventually 
get off the general fund. 
That is what the goal 
was. We have to be inde-
pendent and stand alone 
sometime.”

In the meantime, how-
ever, the Red Brennan 
Group, a coalition of gov-
ernment reform activists, 
had, just before the coun-
ty signed off on the an-
nexation, sued the coun-
ty in an effort the FP-5 
expansion from going 
through. That attempted 
roadblock joined up with 
one that had been perpet-
uated by a group of land-
owners in San Antonio 
Heights, an unincorpo-
rated 2.619-square mile 
community that adjoins 
Upland. San Antonio 
Heights had been rolled 
into the 2017 FP-5 annex-
ation of Upland, much 
against the San Antonio 
Heights residents’ wish-
es. Approaching 90 per-
cent of the landowners 
there had mailed in let-
ters of protest. Neverthe-
less, the Local Agency 
Formation Commission 
had lumped San Anto-
nio Heights together with 
Upland for the purposes 
of the protest process and 
when the total of protest 
letters from both San 
Antonio Heights and the 
much larger and heav-
ily populated Upland 
was put into a ratio of 
the landowners in both 
jurisdictions overall, the 
percentage was not high 
enough to prevent that 
annexation from occur-
ring or even to force the 
matter to be decided by a 
traditional ballot vote.

As it would turn out, 
the San Antonio Heights 
Homeowners Associa-
tion prevailed in its law-
suit, which effectively 
threw the Upland/San 
Antonio Heights an-
nexation into jeopardy. 
The county, however, 
maneuvered out of that 
path toward perdition by 

pushing forward with the 
October 2018 FP-5 an-
nexation, which redid the 
Helendale, Silverlakes, 
Twentynine Palms, San 
Bernardino, Needles, 
Upland and San Anto-
nio Heights annexations 
and added in the annexa-
tions and added in the re-
maining unincorporated 
county areas to boot.

The Red Brennan 
Group’s lawsuit against 
the county sputtered out 
as well. Still undaunted, 
the Red Brennan Group 
determinedly went out 
and gathered a sufficient 
number of signatures 
from registered voters 
living throughout the 
areas of the county that 
had been annexed into 
FP-5 to force the county 
to place on the November 
2020 ballot a measure, 
designated by the coun-
ty registrar of voters as 
Measure U, asking voters 
within the FP-5 Assess-
ment Zone if they wanted 
to repeal the enlargement 
of FP-5 and end its tax-
ing authority. In qualify-
ing the measure for the 
ballot, the Red Brennan 
Group overcame a stum-
bling block county offi-
cials had set in its path. 
The office of county 
counsel, the stable of 
in-house county lawyers 
acting on behalf of the 
board of supervisors, in-
sisted that the activists 
obtain 27,303 signatures 
from among the voters 
in the county’s unincor-
porated communities, 
which was over 37 per-
cent of the 73,526 Fire 
Protection Zone 5 voters 
who had taken part in the 
November 2018 guberna-
torial election. Making a  
Herculean effort, the Red 
Brennan group obtained 
the number of signatures 
the county insisted upon, 
finding out later through 
legal action that the ac-
tual standard should have 
been ten percent of the 
voters in the assessment 
zone who had partici-
pated in the 2018 election 
– 7,353.

After surmount-
ing that challenge, the 
Red Brennan Group in 
its campaign promot-
ing Measure U asserted 
the protest process was 
a backhanded method 
of securing support for 
FP-5’s expansion. The 
county’s firefighters’ col-
lective bargaining unit, 
San Bernardino County 
Professional Firefight-

ers Union Local 935, to-
gether with some deep-
pocketed supporters of 
members of the board of 
supervisors, funded and 
ran an energetic cam-
paign against Measure 
U, one that emphasized 
the importance of keep-
ing fire suppression ca-
pability throughout the 
far-flung county in a tip-
top state of readiness. In 
support of that campaign 
to convince the FP-5 dis-
trict’s voters they should 
opt to stay within the 
district, 117 firefighters, 
and emergency medical 
technicians/paramedics 
with the San Bernardino 
County Fire Depart-
ment, through the union, 
chipped in $126.75 each 
to the No on U indepen-
dent expenditure cam-
paign as did 36 of their 
firefighting brethren em-
ployed with the Colton 
Fire Department and 33 
firefighters with the Big 
Bear Fire Department, 
along with one from the 
Big Bear Fire Depart-
ment who ponied up 
$131.25 and one other 
who donated $102.50. 
Another 22 firefighters or 
emergency medical tech-
nicians with the Loma 
Linda Fire Department 
put up $139.50 each and 
eight firefighters from 
the Montclair Fire De-
partment gave $118.50 
a piece. Functioning in 
an independent expendi-
ture committee capacity, 
San Bernardino County 
Professional Firefighters 
Union Local 935 poured 
$139,384.85 into the No 
on U campaign. Ulti-
mately, in the November 
2020 election, Measure 
U was defeated, with 
109,483 votes or 47.97 
percent in favor of it and 
118,772 votes or 52.03 
percent against it.

After licking their 
wounds, members of 
the Red Brennan Group 
regathered themselves 
and in 2021 again set to 
work, gathering enough 
signatures on petitions to 
again place the FP-5 rati-
fication issue before the 
voters, qualifying a refer-
endum for the June 2022 
primary. That initiative, 
designated Measure Z, 
called for liberating all 
of the county other than 
Helendale and Silver-
lakes from inclusion in 
FP-5 and the imposition 
of its fire protection tax, 
which at that point had 
risen to $161.98 per par-

cel per year.
Having submitted the 

petition for the measure 
through five of its citi-
zen members in October 
2021, the Red Brennan 
Group was heartened 
when in December 2021, 
the registrar of voters 
certified the number of 
signatures on the initia-
tive petition as sufficient 
to qualify the initiative 
for the June 7, 2022 bal-
lot. On January 11, 2022, 
the San Bernardino 
County Board of Su-
pervisors, being bound 
by the California Gov-
ernment Code, voted to 
place the initiative on the 
ballot and to consolidate 
the election with the June 
7, 2022 gubernatorial 
primary election.

Prior to doing that, 
however, the board of su-
pervisors began casting 
about for a way in which 
the county could act pro-
cedurally or legally act 
to prevent the vote on 
the initiative from tak-
ing place. On February 
8, 2022, the board of in-
tentionally made false 
statements concerning 
the contents, purport or 
effect of the initiative pe-
tition supervisors had the 
Los Angeles-based Sut-
ton Law Firm and three 
of its attorneys, Brad-
ley Hertz, James Sutton 
and Nicholas Sanders, 
file a petition for a writ 
of mandate, asserting 
the measure should be 
withdrawn from the bal-
lot because in circulat-
ing the petition, the Red 
Brennan Group and its 
members had violated 
the “full text doctrine” 
principle contained in 
California law regard-
ing voter initiatives when 
they did not provide 
those signing the docu-
ment copies of reports by 
then-County Fire Chief/
Fire Warden Pat Den-
nen and San Bernardino 
County Fire Chief/Fire 
Warden Dan Munsey 
which would have pro-
vided background infor-
mation about FP-5 and 
their recommendations 
that it remain in place. 
The writ further alleged 
the proponents of the 
measure had provided 
those who signed the pe-
titions “materially false 
and/or misleading infor-
mation” relating to FP-5.  
The matter was heard by 
San Bernardino County 
Superior Court Judge 
David Cohn.

Judge Cohn, while re-
jecting Hertz’s, Sutton’s 
and Sanders’ contention 
that the petition circu-
lated to county voters 
violated the “full text 
doctrine” principle, yet 
made a finding that the 
Red Brennan Group’s 
claim that imposing the 
tax through a protest val-
idation rather than a nor-
mal vote of the people to 
pay the tax was inconsis-
tent with the California 
Constitution was inaccu-
rate. Technically, accord-
ing to Judge Cohn, the 
protest process, as was 
used in the expansion of 
FP-5, constitutes an op-
portunity of those to be 
impacted by the tax to 
vote, and is thus an elec-
tion.

Despite Cohn’s rul-
ing, it came too late for 
the ballots for the June 
2022 election, which had 
already been printed, to 
be changed out. Measure 
Z appeared on the ballot 
and was voted upon by 
the residents of the FP-5 
zone who participated 
in the election. Prior to 
the election, Judge Cohn 
stated that the Measure 
Z would not apply if it 
passed. The tally of the 
vote from the June 2022 
gubernatorial primary 
showed that Measure 
decisively passed, by a 
margin of 42,015 votes or 
58.43 percent in favor to 
29,888 or 41.57 percent 
opposed.

The Red Brennan 
Group appealed Judge 
Cohn’s ruling that its 
contention that substi-
tuting a protest process 
in which it is incumbent 
upon the “voters” to write 
and post a letter in order 
to enter a vote against the 
tax for an actual vote in-
volving ballots and poll-
ing places does not meet 
constitutional standards 
or the intent of Proposi-
tion 218 was factually 
false. With the matter yet 
tied up in the California 
Appellate Court, the Red 
Brennan Group decided 
that rather than wait for a 
decision regarding what 
had been voted upon 
in 2022, it would again 
gather a sufficient num-
ber of signatures and re-
file for another measure 
to be presented to voters 
this year. Enough signa-
tures were gathered to 
satisfy the registrar of 
voters and what is now 
designated as Measure 
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Council Reportedly 
Willing To Hear 
Citizens’ Perspec-
tive On Term Lim-
its    from page 3

shot at convincing him 
that term limits represent 
a step forward for the city 
and he propounded his 
belief that term limits are 
already in place in that 
every four years the vot-
ers have an opportunity 
to turn incumbents out of 
office. It does not appear 
that either side succeeded 
in peeling the other off of 
its position.

If, as Moran has re-
portedly committed to 
doing, Term Limiters 
will get an opportunity 
to appeal not just to the 

city council but the larger 
Chino Hills community, 
in making their case dur-
ing a regular city council 
meeting, which is open 
to the public, or at least 
as many members of the 
public who can squeeze 
into the council chamber, 
and which is broadcast on 
the local cable network as 
a public service. It is also 
available for viewing on 
the city’s website. 

One selling point Term 
Limiters have is pointing 
out that if the council col-
lectively outright resists 
the term limit concept 
and refuses to use its au-
thority to order up from 
the registrar of voters 
placement of a measure 
asking the voters whether 
they are in favor of term 

limits, it will make it ap-
pear that the council fears 
having the public at large 
having a say in the matter 
and that the council is im-
posing its will on the vot-
ers. If, indeed, the council 
believes that term limits 
is contrary to the best 
interests of the commu-
nity and people of Chino 
Hills, Bruner is prepared 
to assert, then the council 
should have no problem 
with testing their belief 
in the crucible of democ-
racy by letting the matter 
go to a vote. If the coun-
cil will not facilitate put-
ting the matter to a vote, 
Bruner vowed he and 
the other Term Limiters 
will suck it up and do the 
heavy lifting of gather-
ing the required number 

W is on the ballot for the 
March 5 California Pri-
mary Election.

According to the Red 
Brennan Group, “Voting 
yes on Measure W will 
repeal the FP-5 special 
tax. In 2018 the San Ber-
nardino County Supervi-
sors, acting in their role 
as Board of Directors 
of the San Bernardino 
County Fire District, 
voted 3-2 to impose the 
FP-5 Special Tax across 
all unincorporated of 
the fire district. This 
‘annexation’ was done 
without a two-thirds vote 
of the electorate. Article 
XIII C Section 2.(d) of 
the California Consti-
tution states: ‘No local 
government may impose, 
extend, or increase any 
special tax unless and 
until that tax is submit-
ted to the electorate and 
approved by a two-thirds 
vote.’ Because the tax 
was imposed without 
a vote of the electorate 
it should be repealed. 
District voters agreed 
with this statement and 
voted to remove the tax 
in 2022. Because the 
county legally contested 
the matter it is now tied 
up in the courts. Instead 
of waiting for the out-
come of that legal action, 
we are again taking the 
question of whether this 
tax should be imposed to 
the voters.”

San Bernardino Coun-

of signatures, putting the 
matter before the voters 
anyway and will then be 
able to use the council’s 
refusal to embrace the 
democratic system as a 
campaign theme. 

A second selling point 
is that the current council 
members, for all intents 
and purposes, will have 
nothing to personally fear 
from embracing the term 
limit concept for some 
time. If term limits are 
approved by Chino Hills’ 
voters in the 2024 elec-
tion, those limits would 
not be applicable to any 
terms past or current, but 
would go into effect going 
forward. So, assuming a 
two-term limit, Marquez, 
Rogers and Johsz would 
be eligible to run in 2026 

and again in 2030 and re-
main, with the consent of 
the voters, in office until 
December 2034. A limit 
on terms approved in the 
2024 election would be 
applicable only to elec-
tions occurring after the 
2024 election, so Bennett 
and Moran would be at 
liberty to run in 2028 and 
2032 and remain, with 
the consent of the voters, 

in office until December 
2036.

“It’s their decision as 
to whether they will put 
it on the ballot,” Bruner 
said. 

Meanwhile, he said, in 
terms of getting sufficient 
signatures on petitions to 
place the measure before 
the voters, “I think we’re 
about 65 percent there.”

ty Fire District Chief Dan 
Munsey warned those 
residents in the area sub-
ject to the FP-5 assess-
ment that “It could be that 
with the repeal of this tax 
we will see a potential 
reduction in service and 
staffing. It means poten-
tial station closure and 
reorganization. If FP-5 is 
not repealed, we’ll main-
tain the funding and the 
revenue to maintain the 
fire stations and maintain 
current staffing and re-
source levels. There is no 
identified revenue source 
that can replace this.”

We believe in safety 
for our firefighters, but 
I’ll make it clear:

Despite the consider-
ation that We are not a 
Cadillac fire department. 
We are Ford or Chevy. 
We make sure that we 
buy reliability and that 
we’re conservative. The 
fact is at the end of the 
day providing fire pro-
tection is increasingly 
getting expensive. FP-5 
currently accounts for 
18 percent of our total 
operating budget. This 
18 percent directly is in 
relationship to our fire 
engines, our firefighters 
and our fire stations. The 
revenue from this fire 
tax must be spent in the 
zone where it’s collected. 
I can’t take the money 
from Upland and send it 
to the High Desert and 
I can’t take High Desert 
money and send it to the 
mountains. It’s got to be 
spent in the zone.”

If the voters take the 
funding that FP-5 repre-
sents to the county fire 
district away by approv-
ing Measure W, Munsey 

said, “There is no current 
revenue replacement.”

While a substantial 
part of the county’s effort 
to counteract the cam-
paign the Red Brennan 
Group is running in favor 
of Measure W is relying 
on those the county fire 
district employs mak-
ing the case for keeping 
FP-5 in place, elements 
in what they are present-
ing, the way they are pre-
senting it and their own 
interests have, at times, 
inadvertently illustrated 
why the Red Brennan 
Group and such a large 
swathe of county resi-
dents are opposed to not 
just FP-5 in particular, 
but the concept of assess-
ment zones altogether. It 
is through the creation 
of assessment zones that 
previously did not exist 
to have citizens pay for 
the delivery of services 
government took care of 
as a matter of course that 
has provoked the ire of so 
many citizens. The Red 
Brennan Group has tak-
en a lead in expressing 
that citizen discontent. 
Many see the extension 
of FP-5 from the place it 
originated in – the Helen-
dale/Silverlakes commu-
nity of the High Desert – 
to the rest of the county’s 
unincorporated areas as 
a grotesque example of 
government disengaging 
from its traditional re-
sponsibility of utilizing 
taxpayer money already 
entrusted to it to defray 
the total cost of provid-
ing basic services and in-
stead using double taxa-
tion, by means of ploys 
such as proposing a sec-
ond layer of government 

in the form of assessment 
zones and then using 
sleight-of-hand such as 
protest processes to in-
veigle citizens into rati-
fying their creation.

This reality is a mani-
festation of the increas-
ing cost of government, 
which has come about 
because of escalating pay 
and benefits provided to 
government employees.

A random survey of 
the pay and benefits pro-
vided to 26 captains, en-
gineers and paramedics 
with the San Bernardino 
County Fire District in 
2021 and 2022 indicates 
the total annual average 
compensation of fire-
fighters with the agency 
tops a quarter of a million 
dollars – $250,896.10.

Over the past eight 
years, meeting payroll 
has consumed more than 
77 percent of the county 
fire district’s budget. In 
its annual budget, the 
county references the 
fire district as a division 
of the county. For Fiscal 
Year 2023-24, according 
to the San Bernardino 
County Chief Financial 
Officer Matthew Erick-
son, $440.85 million 
[$440,851,052], which is 
4.52 percent of the coun-
ty’s overall $9.75 billion 
[$9,752,920,353] budget, 
has been allotted to the 
fire safety division. The 
San Bernardino County 
Fire District employs a 
staff of 1,166, of whom 
712 are fire suppression 
personnel.

The San Bernardino 
County Board of Super-
visors, as it is currently 
composed and going 
back for two decades, 

has demonstrated little or 
no will to engage in the 
level of fiscal discipline 
that would require hold-
ing county employee pay 
and benefit levels in line 
with what is provided in 
the private sector. While 
at the national level, Re-
publican politicians en-
joy a reputation as the 
representatives of cor-
porations and entrepre-
neurs and Democrats are 
celebrated as advocating 
on behalf of labor and 
unions, that stark dichot-
omy is not upheld at the 
local and county level in 
San Bernardino County, 
which is considered to be 
one of the last bastions 
of the GOP in Califor-
nia. At present, despite 
the fact that registered 
Democrats outnum-
ber registered Republi-
cans in San Bernardino 
County 478,586 or 40.5 
percent to 348,500 or 
29.5 percent, four of the 
five members of the five 
members of the board of 
supervisors are Republi-
cans and among the 24 
city and town councils in 
San Bernardino County, 
Republicans outnumber 
Democrats on 17 of them. 
Nevertheless, all four 
Republican members of 
the current board of su-
pervisors – Paul Cook, 
Jesse Armendarez, 
Dawn Rowe and Curt 
Hagman – have assidu-
ously avoided crossing 
the unions representing 
the county’s employees, 
most particularly the 
San Bernardino Public 
Employees Association, 
which is affiliated with 
Teamsters Local 932 
and represents the coun-

ty’s line employees; the 
Safety Employees Ben-
efit Association, which 
represents the county’s 
sheriff’s deputies, district 
attorney’s office inves-
tigators and probation 
staff; San Bernardino 
County Professional 
Firefighters Association, 
which is associated with 
the International As-
sociation of Firefighters 
Local 935 and represents 
the county fire district’s 
firefighters and those of 
several of the municipal 
fire departments in the 
county; and the San Ber-
nardino County Public 
Attorneys Association, 
which represents deputy 
district attorneys, deputy 
public defenders and at-
torneys in the county’s 
child support division. 
This year, the San Ber-
nardino County Profes-
sional Firefighters Asso-
ciation has endorsed one 
of Rowe’s opponents in 
her race for reelection as 
Third District supervisor, 
Chris Carrillo, based not 
on any votes she has cast 
contrary to the interest of 
firefighters and their bar-
gaining unit but because 
Carrillo as an attorney 
has represented the divi-
sion’s firefighters in legal 
actions against the coun-
ty with regard to person-
nel issues. Hagman, in 
particular, has pioneered 
for himself reciprocally 
advantageous arrange-
ments and trade-offs 
between the normally-
Democratic Party-affili-
ated labor organizations 
in the county, most no-
tably with those unions 
representing county em-

a in the San Bernardino 
National Forest not too 
far from Crestline, near 
Mormon Springs Road 
and State Highway 138. 

The search team con-
ducted an extraction of 
Petrie’s remains from the 
remote and rough area in 
an effort to keep them 
intact for examination 
by the coroner’s office. 
An autopsy will be car-
ried out to determine the 
cause of death.
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at City Hall by confirm-
ing that Mann, Graham, 
Sauseda and Pradetto 
falsely claimed that Sau-
seda was the prime mov-
er behind the petition for 
a writ of mandate.

If Mann continues to 
maintain that the peti-
tion for a writ of man-
date ploy was Sauceda’s 

idea alone, leaving it up 
to the city council to 
direct him to terminate 
her as a means of pla-
cating resident outrage 
over the squandering of 
taxpayer funds and the 
cynical manipulation of 
state law to derail resi-
dent participation in the 
political process, he runs 
the risk of disgruntling 
Sauceda, who at this 
point is in possession of 
inside information she 
has gleaned during her 
now-11-month tenure at 
Yucaipa City Hall, infor-
mation that, if exposed, 
could bring Mann’s ca-
reer as a public admion-
strator to an end. 

-Mark Gutglueck
 

confining the number of 
those operations to three, 
one north of Baseline 
Avenue, another between 
Baseline and Valley Bou-
levard and another south 
of Valley Boulevard. 
Fontana Responsible and 
Compliant’s 9132 Sierra 
Avenue store qualifies as 
the one that is to occupy 
the plum spot between 
Baseline and Valley 
Boulevard in the city’s 
primary commercial dis-
trict.

All commercial mari-
juana or cannabis-related 
businesses in Fontana are 
required to hold a state 
license to traffic in mari-
juana.

Fontana Respon-
sible and Compliant is 
a limited liability com-
pany registered with 
the State of California, 
which gives a principal 
address of 1616½ Web-
ster Street in Alameda, 
California 94501. It has 
a management structure 
that consists of a single 
individual, according to 
a document filed with the 
California Secretary of 
State’s office on Decem-
ber 28, 2022 signed by 
Eric Lichtman.

For more than 15 
years following the pas-
sage of Proposition 215, 
no municipalities in San 
Bernardino County nor 
the county itself consent-
ed to allowing medical 
marijuana dispensaries 
to operate. The City of 
Needles broke the ice in 
2012, when it permitted 
five dispensaries to set 

up shop in the county’s 
easternmost city along 
the banks of the Colo-
rado River and moved to 
allow the drug to be cul-
tivated in indoor facili-
ties as well.  Three years 
later, Adelanto under-
took to allow cultivation 
of the plant in enclosed 
warehouses within a spe-
cially zoned portion of its 
industrial district. With 
the passage of Proposi-
tion 64 in 2016, the city 
liberalized its approach 
to capitalizing on com-
mercial cannabis activ-
ity subject to zoning 
limitations, permitting 
all order of cultivation 
with the single restric-
tion that it take place 
indoors, and allowing 
medical marijuana and 
intoxicative marijuana to 
be sold along with can-
nabis products. The city 
also permitted and court-
ed marijuana/cannabis 
product manufacturers, 
as well as researchers and 
marijuana product inno-
vators to locate within its 
confines as a deliberate 
effort to transform what 
was then the county’s 
eighth-smallest or 17th 
largest municipality in 
terms of population into, 
in the words of one city 
official, “the marijuana 
capital of California.” 
Over time, two of Ad-
elanto’s elected officials 
at that time would be 
indicted, convicted and 
sent to prison for accept-
ing bribes from the can-
nabis industry business 
applicants that flooded 

the city. A third narrow-
ly avoided indictment. 
Thereafter, the cities of 
San Bernardino and Bar-
stow moved to permit 
commercial marijuana 
and cannabis operations. 
Hesperia chose to allow 
businesses that delivery 
marijuana products to 
customers to function 
out of a limited portion 
of its industrial zone, 
without allowing direct 
sales to take place from 
any premises within the 
city.

The Adult Use of 
Marijuana Act permitted 
adults to grow marijuana 
for personal use, with a 
six-plant cultivation limit 
at any given time. Fon-
tana burnished its repu-
tation for being zealously 
anti-drug and anti-mari-
juana by overstepping its 
authority in both regu-
lating and preventing 
its residents from grow-
ing marijuana on their 
residential property or 
within their homes. This 
effort was so draconian 
it resulted in legal ac-
tion being taken against 
the city, which ultimately 
resulted in a court ruling 
preventing the city from 
enforcing those regula-
tions.

For that reason, 
among others, the city 
council’s July 2022 vote 
to allow marijuana sales 
within the Fontana City 
Limits was widely seen 
as extraordinary.

Following the pas-
sage of Proposition 64 
in 2016, Mayor Warren 
and her ruling coalition 
on the city council were 
adamant: Fontana was 
not going to jump on 
the marijuana legaliza-
tion bandwagon. One of 
the provisions of Propo-
sition 64 was that local 
jurisdictions retained 
autonomy over questions 
of marijuana availability 
and commercial licens-
ing, and she vowed that 
Fontana was not going to 
traffic in the human mis-
ery that marijuana repre-
sented. Selling marijuana 
in Fontana and growing it 
for commercial purposes 
was to remain illegal.

In 2021, former San 
Bernardino County Su-
pervisor Bill Postmus, 
who in his time as an 
elected official was a 
strident opponent of the 
legalization of mari-
juana but who upon be-
ing convicted on politi-
cal corruption charges 

and being banned from 
again holding public 
office in California re-
invented himself as a 
political consultant and 
marijuana entrepreneur, 
set his sights on Fontana. 
He began lobbying War-
ren, holding a fundraiser 
for her and Councilman 
Cothran in April of that 
year. By the spring of 
2022, Fontana officials 
signaled that maybe 
marijuana use isn’t all 
that bad of a thing after 
all. Warren was soon 
pointing out that when 
Proposition 64 passed, it 
had been approved by a 
higher margin in Fontana 
than everywhere else in 
the county.

Penultimately, city of-
ficials entrusted Assis-
tant City Manager Phil 
Burum to come up with a 
program by which mari-
juana sales might take 
place in the city. Burum, 
in consultation with state 
officials as well as with 
those in cities where le-
galization/liberalization/
permitting/licensing of 
marijuana sales has tak-
en place, came up with 
the regulations that have 
now been layered into 
the Fontana City Code 
relating to making it so 
the products can be sold 
and the city can realize 
a modicum of tax rev-
enue now that people are 
permitted to blow some 
grass if they feel like it.

Those seeking a per-
mit must submit with the 
application a non-refund-
able $25,000 filing fee. 
Burum said forcing an 
applicant to put up that 
kind of money would en-
sure that those compet-
ing for the permits were 
serious and willing to 
meet the criteria the city 
was specifying.

After Warren and her 
council colleagues had 
stridently asserted for 
more than five years that 
marijuana would not be 
made available commer-
cially in the city, Burum 
said city leaders had at 
last come to the conclu-
sion that cannabis liber-
alization entailed “com-
munity benefits in the 
form of income to the 
city generated by legally 
authorized cannabis re-
tailers.” Those benefits 
would include, Burum 
predicted “additional 
police officers… social 
services… [and] general 
community benefits,” 
which he said would ex-

tend to funding “park 
maintenance and up-
grades” and city “opera-
tional expenses.”

Ironically, given that 
for so long Fontana of-
ficials had vowed not to 
allow marijuana legal en-
try into the city because 
of the threat the drug 
represents against youth, 
Burum said sales of the 
once-outlawed weed 
would generate tax rev-
enue that would pay for 
“drug counseling [and] 
youth programs.”

Burum simply called 
upon the city council to 
enact a “zone change to 
remove the current pro-
hibition against cannabis 
sales.” The council did 
so.

The process Burum 
designed for selecting 
who among the appli-
cants for a commercial 
marijuana establishment 
operating permit in Fon-
tana would get the nod 
calls for an evaluation of 
the requests to be carried 
out by the city manager 
or his designee, who is 
tasked with evaluating 
the integrity of the indi-
viduals seeking the per-
mits, their ability to per-
form and the propriety of 
the operations they seek 
to license. The mayor 
and city council do not 

directly participate in 
the selection process of 
the eventual licensees, 
other than to ratify the 
determinations once the 
city manager’s selection 
of the three operators is 
made.

That is what occurred 
with one of the three 
available permits last 
week, when the coun-
cil signed off on the ap-
proval of giving the mid-
city location permit to 
Fontana Responsible and 
Compliant, which has 
agreed to provide the city 
with 5 percent of its an-
nual gross sales – calcu-
lated at around $700,000 
each year – and another 
community benefit fee of 
one percent of gross sales 
on top of that, in addition 
to carrying out minor 
interior and exterior ten-
ant improvements to the 
existing building at 9132 
Sierra Avenue, including 
refurbishing the exterior 
façade, re-landscaping 
the property and repaint-
ing the lines for the stalls 
in the parking lot. The 
permit given to Fontana 
Responsible and Com-
plaint sunsets in three 
years but can be renewed 
at the discretion of the 
city manager.

-Mark Gutglueck

ployees. As the former 
chairman of the San Ber-
nardino County Republi-
can Central Committee, 
he has signaled to other 
local Republican candi-
dates and officeholders, 
including his board col-
leagues, that it is accept-
able and, more than that, 
politically viable, to as-
sociate closely with pub-
lic employee unions to 
the point that that those 
unions have endorsed 
him over his Democratic 
opposition. The upshot is 
that the board of supervi-
sors has no appetite for 
reducing employee wag-
es and benefits, further 
driving the need for the 
county’s governmental 
structure to find ways of 
generating fees to meet 
operating costs, such as 
the ploy of creating pre-
viously nonexistent as-
sessment districts or ex-
panding existing ones, as 

was the case with FP-5.
Munsey acknowl-

edged that the need for 
creative and expanding 
revenue sources is in-
creasing and has been 
met changing depart-
ments that used to be 
part of government into 
standalone districts that 
hit taxpayers up for fur-
ther operating capital.

“We are a California 
special district and not a 
department of San Ber-
nardino County,” Mun-
sey said of the fire pre-
vention entity he heads. 
“We have our own fund-
ing mechanisms. We are 
not a general fund of 
the County of San Ber-
nardino. As such, we are 
bound by fire protection 
district law.”

The need for the ser-
vice the San Bernardino 
County Fire District 
provides is real, Munsey 
said, and the residents 
should not forget that.

“In 2023, we received 
almost 196,000 calls for 
service,” he said. “We 
are [an] all risk [agency] 
that includes [respond-
ing to] emergency medi-
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cal, hazardous materials, 
rescues, aircraft, marine 
and all other emergen-
cies, including ten feet of 
snow.”

Munsey further ac-
knowledged that when 
the cities of San Ber-
nardino, Needles, Up-
land and the Twentynine 
Palms Water District 
dissolved their fire de-
partments and handed 
fire protection and emer-
gency medical response 
responsibility over to the 
county district he now 
heads, those entities did 
so because they could 
no longer juggle the ex-
pense of maintaining fire 
departments using the 
available revenue in their 
various general funds, 
and in so doing trans-
ferred the cost of provid-
ing that service to the 
various cities’ residents.

Those cities’ decision 
to shutter their munici-
pal or community fire 
departments, Munsey 
said “was that it was be-
coming a burden on their 
general funds. In annex-
ing, they annexed not 
only the fire protection 
district but into FP-5, 
which brought with it an 
increase in property tax.”

In making its case 
against keeping the en-
tirety of the county’s 
unincorporated areas 
other than Helendale and 
Silverlakes within Fire 
Protection District Five, 
the Red Brennan group 
cites California Constitu-
tion Article XIII C.2.(d), 
which states, “No local 
government may impose, 
extend, or increase any 
special tax unless and 
until that tax is submit-
ted to the electorate and 
approved by a two-thirds 
vote.”

According to the Red 
Brennan group, “Over 
one million San Ber-
nardino County residents 
are subject to a special 
tax that violates this 
clause in the state Consti-
tution. The FP-5 special 
tax violates our founda-
tional social contract and 
represents an existential 
threat to San Bernardino 
County residents. The 
2018 decision by elected 

supervisors to impose 
the FP5 tax on unincor-
porated residents without 
the people’s vote demon-
strates a willingness by 
San Bernardino Coun-
ty’s ruling elite to violate 
our social contract. That 
is why a ‘small’ tax, in-
tended to support public 
safety, is actually a threat 
to our very existence. If 
the government, as a par-
ty to the social contract, 
ignores the stipulations 
of that contract, both 
parties will increasingly 
ignore any and all stipu-
lations of the contract. 
Eventually, the end re-
sult is a complete failure 
of the underlying social 
contract that governs and 
orders our society. Ei-
ther we will disintegrate 
into a dystopian society 
where the weak can only 
survive by clinging to the 
strong or we will sell our 
individual freedoms to a 
dictator in exchange for 
stability and security.”

Residents in two un-
incorporated San Ber-
nardino County com-
munities have provided 
what they say is a com-
pelling reason to vote in 
favor of Measure W. ac-
cording to them, the fire 
district has failed to live 
up to its promises about 
what it would do with the 
funding from the expan-
sion of FP-5.

Rosena Ranch is an 
unincorporated commu-
nity southwest of Devore, 
west of the I-215 Freeway 
and the City of San Ber-
nardino and north of Fon-
tana and Rialto. First ap-
proved for development 
by the county in Sep-
tember 1985, the project 
was subject to numer-
ous delays, during which 
time no clear mandate 
was given by the county 
that the developer, Len-
nar Homes, would need 
to include a fire station 
as part of what was origi-
nally a 2,000-lot subdivi-
sion. When construction 
began in the late 1990s 
and continued into the 
first decade of the Third 
Millennium, long-fester-
ing issues relating to the 
parallel construction of 
adequate infrastructure 
on the land located in 
an alluvial creek lying 
in the geographical gap 
between the San Gabriel 
Mountains and the San 
to the west and the San 
Bernardino Mountains 
to the east lingered. Ul-
timately, storm drains 

and regional flood con-
trol alleviences would 
be incorporated into the 
project to ensure that all 
of the houses to be con-
structed had foundations 
that were at least one foot 
above the 100-year flood 
plain so that the residenc-
es were immune to flood-
ing, but planning for a 
fire station was somehow 
lost in the shuffle. County 
Fire Department officials 
gave multiple guarantees 
that the station would be 
in place shortly over the 
next two decades without 
fulfilling that commit-
ment. In 2017, then-Fire 
Chief Hartwig informed 
those inquiring about it 
that the county’s assis-
tant fire chief – Munsey 
– was awork on the issue 
and that property for sta-
tion would soon be ac-
quired and construction 
would commence shortly 
thereafter. The following 
year, during the run-up 
to the expansion of FP-5, 
Rosena Ranch residents 
were given assurance 
that once the countywide 
funding mechanism was 
in place, the station would 
be built and manned. De-
spite the consideration 
that in 2022, through the 
intercession of Assem-
blyman James Ramos, 
the County received $7 
million from the State 
of California to build the 
fire Rosena Ranch Fire 
Station, the county has 
yet to obtain land upon 
which to construct it.

Currently, the fire sta-
tion assigned to Rosena 
Ranch is Station #2 lo-
cated in Devore, which 
covers covers 49.6 square 
miles and handled 1,700 
calls for service in 2022. 
If the firefighters, para-
medics and emergency 
medical technicians at 
Station #2 are unavil-
able because they are in-
volved with other calls, 
the Rialto Fire Depart-
ment is tasked with re-
sponding to emergencies 
in Rosena Ranch. There 
is no local police/sheriff 
department in this area 
and on average it takes 
over 18 minutes for the 
sheriff’s department to 
respond to a call for ser-
vice from the Fontana 
station. The fire depart-
ment’s average response 
time is 10.22 minutes, 
almost three times the 
national average accord-
ing to the National Fire 
Protection Association. 
According to the depart-

ment, the response time 
for roughly 50 percent of 
the calls in the East Val-
ley Division, in which 
Rosena Ranch falls, is 
four minutes or less. Ap-
proaching 92 percent of 
the calls in the area have 
a response time of 8 min-
utes or less.

In September 2017, the 
San Bernardino County 
Fire Department made 
a decision to shut down 
Fire Station Number 45, 
located in Wonder Val-
ley, an unincorporated 
community roughly 10 
miles east of the City of 
Twentynine Palms and 
approximately 15 miles 
northeast of the east en-
trance to Joshua Tree Na-
tional Park that lies south 
of the Sheep Hole Moun-
tains and Bullion Moun-
tains and north of the 
Pinto Mountains in the 
east Mojave Desert. The 
county said that action 
was taken after it was 
learned that the water in 
the well that supplied the 
station was contaminated 
with hexavalent chromi-
um, fluoride and arsenic, 
along with at least ten 
other toxic chemicals or 
elements.

The closure brought 
protests from a fair cross 
section of Wonder Val-
ley’s 565 residents.

There was skepticism 
about the real reason and 
intent behind the shutter-
ing. The San Bernardino 
County Fire Department 
operated Station 45, lo-
cated at 80526 Amboy 
Road, manned with both 
on-call firefighters and 
volunteers along with 
two professional, full-
time firefighters, serving 
under the command of a 
county fire division com-
mander. Earlier that year, 
there was some concern 
that the county, as part 
of its budget for 2017-18, 
was going to terminate 
operations at the Won-
der Valley Fire Station, 
as the first version of the 
county budget released 
in May 2017 did not in-
clude funding for Station 
45. But county supervi-
sors elected to maintain 
funding for the station 
after it was demonstrated 
that the call volume there 
justified its continuing 
operation.

After the closure of 
Station 45, the County 
Fire Department con-
tinued to serve Wonder 
Valley from Twentynine 
Palms.

Between 2006 and 
2018, Wonder Valley 
property owners paid a 
fire service assessment 
of roughly $37 per parcel 
annually. The number of 
parcels in the city sub-
stantially out ran the pop-
ulation. In 2016, the San 
Bernardino County Fire 
Department proposed an 
increase of that assess-
ment to $321 to supply 
the community with an 
additional two-man crew 
or $489 for a 3-man crew. 
Wonder Valley residents 
considered assessments 
of that magnitude pretty 
much out of their af-
fordability range. There 
was conjecture and sus-
picion among Wonder 
Valley residents that be-
cause they had turned 
their noses up and their 
thumbs down at the in-
creased assessments the 
county had closed Fire 
Station 45.

There were sugges-
tions at the time the FP-5 
district expansion was 
being discussed that a 
part of the revenue could 
be used for building a 
new station or redress-
ing the water contami-
nation issue at the well 
used by Fire Station 45 in 
one way or another and 
thereby reopen it. Upon 
the FP-5 district enlarge-
ment, like all property 
owners in the county’s 
unincorporated areas, 
Wonder Valley residents 
began paying the annual 
per parcel assessment of 
$157.

Thusly, the residents 
of Wonder Valley saw 
the fire service assess-
ment they agreed to pay 
to the county for fire 
protection in 2005 zoom 
from $37 per year to $157 
annually, while the coun-
ty closed out the town’s 
fire station.

According to the San 
Bernardino County Fire 
Department in 2017, with 
the closure of Fire Station 
45, the average response 
time to a call for emer-
gency service in Wonder 
Valley had increased by 
more than four minutes. 
Wonder Valley residents 
maintain that is a gross 
undercalculation and that 
the actual response time 
increase, in the best of 
circumstances, is around 
8 minutes. The dis-
tance from Station 44 in 
Twentynine Palms to the 
central area of Wonder 
Valley is 8 miles, with 
roughly 6.8 of those miles 

being a straight shot out 
Highway 62, also known 
as the 29 Palms High-
way, less than two miles 
of which is encumbered 
by city traffic.

In 2019, the San Ber-
nardino County Fire 
Department, which had 
transitioned to become 
the San Bernardino 
County Fire District, an-
nounced that Fire Station 
45 was being permanent-
ly closed.

Grigoli, a captain 
with the San Bernardino 
County Fire District, who 
has been the president of 
the San Bernardino Pro-
fessional Fire Fighters 
Association Local 935 
for going on nine years, 
said the board of supervi-
sors had made a wise and 
courageous decision in 
2018 to expand FP-5 and 
that the county’s voters 
should stay the course.

Grigoli, who in 2022, 
the most recent year 
for which information 
is publicly available, 
earned $119,411.60 in 
regular pay as a fire cap-
tain with the district, 
$109,797.52 in overtime 
pay, $15,289.18 in pay 
add-ons and perquisites 
along with $116,876.38 
in benefits for a total an-
nual compensation of 
$361,374.68, character-
ized the Red Brennan or-
ganization as a “radical 
group.”

He insisted that the 
protest processes that 
brought Upland, Nee-
dles, Twentynine Palms 
and San Bernardino and 
all of the county’s unin-
corporated areas into the 
assessment district were 
voting opportunities for 
the residents of those 
cities to accept or reject 
participating in FP-5.

Referencing the 2020 
vote on Measure U with-
out mention of the 2022 
vote on Measure Z, he 
said, FP-5 had prevailed 
once more.

“lt was successful 
again,” he said. “At that 
point it went to a pub-
lic vote and not to just a 
parcel vote, and it was 
passed by the entire 
county with about a 14 
peercent margin. Today, 
we’re challenged again 
by the same group. I urge 
you to unanimously vote 
no on W. This is the most 
important thing we’ve 
had for county fire in a 
long time.”

-Mark Gutglueck
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