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Consortium San Bernardino Selected To Redo The 
Carousel Mall Is The Latest Entity To Sue The City

Case Against Alleged Outlaw Deputy Hinges As Much On What is Not Told As What Is 
By Mark Gutglueck

The San Bernardino 
County Sheriff’s De-
partment by arresting 
one of its own deputies 
on somewhat nebulous 
charges relating to his 
ties with what has been 
termed “an outlaw mo-
torcycle gang” appears 
to have opened a can of 
worms that now cannot 
be untangled short of the 
involvement of federal 
investigators and pros-
ecutors, if at all.

At issue is whether 

the guilt by association 
implied with some of the 
department’s actions and 
statements together with 
that of the San Bernardi-
no County District At-
torney’s Office can pass 
constitutional muster, 
taken together with a test 
of the accuracy of the 
assumptions the depart-
ment and prosecutors 
have made with regard 
to the case’s underlying 
facts, a circumstance 
complicated further still 
by whatever investiga-

tive role the deputy was 
serving in which may 
not have been known by 
all or even most of his 
colleagues within the 
department. 

Even assuming the 
deputy was, as is alleged, 
a criminal who had in-
sinuated himself into the 
county’s primary law 
enforcement agency and 
was in possession of il-
legal weaponry he was 
not allowed to possess 
in his off-duty capacity, 
questions attend the ad-

missibility of the mate-
rials seized in the effort 
to adduce his guilt thus 
far, given the dubious 
grounds cited in obtain-
ing the warrant used in 
conducting the search of 
his premises that yielded 
that evidence.

In analyzing the case 
against Deputy Christo-
pher Bingham, the most 
important determination 
may not turn on whether 
what the sheriff’s depart-
ment and the district at-
torney’s office is at this 

point disclosing about 
him is true, which it 
might very well be, but 
rather what information 
about him is not being 
provided or deliberately 
withheld.

Bingham is a former 
Marine, one who enlist-
ed in August 1998 and 
was inducted in Septem-
ber of that year at the age 
of 19 and  one day shy of 
four years later in Sep-
tember 2002 was hon-
orably discharged, hav-
ing achieved 

In an impactful rever-
sal, a three-member pan-
el of the California State 
Court of Appeal, Fourth 
Appellate District Divi-
sion Two in Riverside 
has set aside the 2021 
ruling of San Bernardino 
County Superior Court 
Judge David Cohn that 
has prevented a the con-
struction of a warehouse 
in Upland that which 
was to serve as the cen-
ter for online retail be-
hemoth Amazon’s distri-
bution efforts in western 
San Bernardino County 
and eastern Los Angeles 
County.

While the basis for 
Cohn’s ruling suspend-
ing the project had been 
what he had determined 
to be insufficient recog-
nition, and inadequate 
mitigation, of the antici-
pated air quality impacts 
of the proposed project, 
the delay had provided 
the community an op-
portunity to focus on 
what a substantial cross 
section of Uplanders felt 
was city officials’ fail-
ure to insist upon the 
company providing ad-
equate offsets in terms 
of financing and offsite/
infrastructure improve-
ments to balance the 
downsides of the mas-
sive operation. 

With the Court of 
Appeal panel’s tentative 
ruling, which is likely 
to be finalized in June 
or shortly thereafter, the 
legal and practical lever-
age a group of activists 
had previously seemed 
to have secured toward 
imposing further condi-
tions on the company 
building the warehouse 
now appears to have 
vanished.

 On April 1, 2020, the 
Upland City 

The gulf between the 
city of Redlands’ elected 
officials, who are cel-
ebrated as forward-look-
ing futurists, and the 
most vocal and effective 
of that city’s politically 
active residents, who 
pride themselves on their 
traditionalism, has long 
been apparent.

Time and again the 
action of City Hall has 
sought to break or over-
come that resident re-

solve but never succeed-
ed, though, curiously, 
anti-traditionalists man-
age to get elected to the 
city council in Redlands. 

Since the beginning 
of the month, yet another 
issue has been raised by 
city officials, one im-
pacting not just the city’s 
residents but its down-
town business communi-
ty, which is threatening 
to move a major portion 
of the city’s business 

community, which has 
previously steered clear 
of the struggle between 
the traditionalists and 
the futurists, into the tra-
ditionalists’ camp.

One report has it that 
senior Redlands offi-
cials are using parking 
enforcement downtown  
in an effort to clear the 
city of its quaiant but ag-
ing mercantile district to 
make way for a forest of 
highrises. 

Incorporated in 1888, 
the third San Bernardino 
County to become a mu-
nicipality, Redlands was 
founded by a group of 
wealthy investors from 
Chicago, who became 
known as the Chicago 
Colony,  on land that was 
previously sparsely de-
veloped for agricultural 
use. The city attracted 
affluent Easterners 
wanting winter homes 
in the region and became 

what was arguably the 
grandest residential/ag-
ricultural/resort venue 
in Southern California 
at that time, and through 
subsequent generations 
its residents built on and 
enhanced that status. By 
the late mid-20th Cen-
tury, a core of sophisti-
cated and energetic city 
residents were acutely 
conscious of the city’s 
rich heritage and assets 
and, looking at 

The City of Yucaipa 
is galloping toward an 
intensive round of de-
velopment, a profile of 
applications pending 
before the 54,254-popu-
lation city’s community 
development/planning 
department shows.  

Fully 42 commercial/
industrial/institutional 
projects, ones of relative-
ly minor scope to one in-
volving a light industrial 

logistics facility of more 
than two million square 
feet under roof located on 
site larger than 300 acres 
are either proposed, have 
been approved, are un-
der construction or were 
recently completed. 

The city is undergoing 
an even more substantial 
transformation in terms 
of residential develop-
ment, one that is likely 
to see its popu-

San Bernardino De-
velopment Company 
LLC, the joint venture 
between Renaissance 
Downtowns USA and 
ICO Real Estate Group 
chosen by San Bernardi-
no officials to undertake 
a makeover of the Car-
ousel Mall in 2021, has 
sued the city over its 
cancellation of that con-
tract.

After years of de-

terioration at the mall, 
which first opened in 
1972 as the Central City 
Mall by incorporating 
the 1927 Harris Depart-
ment Store at its east 
end, city officials in ear-
nest about two decades 
ago undertook, through 
its redevelopment and 
economic development 
agencies, to revive it as a 
commercial center. This 
involved several entities, 

including the Spanish 
company El Corte In-
glés, S.A.; LNR Corpo-
ration; the San Manuel 
Band of Mission Indians; 
AECOM; the Fransen 
Company; KB Homes; 
Lynwood-based devel-
oper Placo, functioning 
as Placo San Bernardino 
LLC; Tishman Con-
struction Corporation 
and Hunt Development 
Group. None of 

State legislators are 
pressing for way to assist 
citrus farmers who are 
seeing the profitability 
of the agricultural opera-
tions evaporate as a con-
sequence of the Oriental 
fruit fly quarantine.

The California De-
partment of Food and 
Agriculture earlier this 
year implemented quar-
antine measures in Con-
tra Costa, Riverside, 

Sacramento, San Ber-
nardino, and Santa Clara 
counties to address the 
presence of the Orien-
tal fruit fly. The orien-
tal fruit fly, previously 
known by the scientific 
name, Dacus dorsalis 
and now referred to as 
Bactrocera dorsalis, is a 
species of tephritid fruit 
fly that was endemic to 
Southeast Asia. It is a 
major pest species, with 

a broad host range of cul-
tivated and wild fruits.

In January, the Cali-
fornia Department of 
Food and Agriculture 
imposed quarantine 
and initiated a fruit re-
moval program locally 
in the target area cen-
tered in Redlands north 
and south of I-10, with 
a northern boundary of 
East Highland Ave, a 
western boundary at the 

intersection of Garden 
and Elizabeth streets, 
an eastern boundary of 
Alta Vista Drive and 
a southern boundary 
of Silver Leaf Court. 
“If left unchecked,” the 
Department of Food and 
Agriculture said at that 
time, “the Oriental fruit 
fly could become perma-
nently established and 
cause billions of dollars 
worth of losses annually, 

which would significant-
ly impact California’s 
food supply,” according 
to the Department of 
Food and Agriculture.

The state’s action 
meant, essentially, that 
citrus growers would not 
be able to market any of 
the fruit they grow this 
year. No arrangements 
to reimbursement those 
farmers were made at the 
time. 
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the rank of corporal 
and received numerous 
commendations to in-
clude the Navy’s Distin-
guished Service Medal,  
the National Defense 
Service Medal, two Sea 
Service Deployment 
Ribbons and the  Marine 
Corps Good Conduct 
Medal. His final tour of 
duty was with the 1st 
Battalion, 7th Marines at 
the Marine Corps Air 
Ground Combat Center 
in Twentynine Palms.

 At the age of 23, he 
was looking for gainful 
employment. As rifle-
man in Marine Corps, he 
had extensive experience 
with firearms. After 
spinning his wheels, for 
a time, he looked into the 
posssibility of a career in 
law enforcement.  

 The San Bernardino 
County Sheriff’s De-
partment, which actively 
recruits from among 
recently discharged 
military personnel, had 
advertised that it was 
seeking to fill deputy 
positions with qualified 
candidates, which led 
him to apply for and ob-
tain almost immediate 
admission to the basic 
sheriff’s academy at the 
Frank Bland Training 
Center in Devore run by 
the sheriff’s department. 
He excelled at most of 
the courses and training, 
particularly those relat-
ing to the physical train-
ing program, firearms 
and defensive tactics.

Shortly after gradua-
tion as a member of the 
142nd Class of the Frank 
Bland Basic Police Acad-
emy in 2005, having al-
ready been screened to 
be admitted to the acad-
emy, he passed a more 
intensive background 
investigation and was 
hired as a deputy by the 
San Bernardino County 
Sheriff’s Department in 
September of that year. 
By going to work with 
the sheriff’s depart-
ment rather than any of 
a number of other law 
enforcement agencies, 
including the Azusa, 
Barstow, Chino, Clare-
mont, Corona, Fontana, 

La Verne, Montclair, Po-
mona, Rialto, Riverside 
and San Bernardino po-
lice departments which 
routinely hired Frank 
Bland Basic Academy 
graduates, Bingham fig-
ured he would be able, 
after working at other 
locations throughout far-
flung 20,105-square-mile 
San Bernardino County, 
to eventually obtain a 
duty assignment close to 
his home in Twentynine 
Palms. 

After his acclima-
tion to the department, 
Bingham, as a firearms 
expert, former Marine 
stationed locally and 
someone who had grown 
intimately familiar with 
the Highway 62 com-
munities of Twentynine 
Palms, Joshua Tree, Yuc-
ca Valley and the Moron-
go Valley and many of 
the rugged individualist 
types who are attracted 
to that sparsely popu-
lated sub-region, to say 
nothing of his own de-
meanor as an individual 
up for physical challeng-
es, including functioning 
as a motorcycle patrol-
ment on the open des-
ert highway, became a 
valuable department as-
set. He was able to meld 
into the milieu of desert 
life and, on occasion, 
pick up information that 
was of some value to the 
department and its mis-
sion of enforcing the law, 
keeping the peace, ex-
ploring behaviors among 
the area’s residents, visi-
tors and serviceman that 
represented the near 
occasion of violence or 
criminality.

 In 2015, just around 
the time of his son’s first 
birthday, Bingham reg-
istered a limited liabil-
ity company in which he 
was the sole owner with 
California Secretary of 
State, O’Three Tacti-
cal, located at 73749 
29 Palms Highway in 
Twentynine Palms. At 
that point, his effective-
ness as a receptor of in-
formation being casually 
and passively collected 
mushroomed by a factor 
of more than one hun-
dred. O’Three Tactical 
was a gun shop, one that 
dealt in standard firearm 
sales as well as obtaining 
for its customers special-
ized equipment and 
hardware prized by gun 
aficionados, particularly 
ones looking to replicate 

the actuality or mystique 
of military firepower.  
Contained within a shop 
next to a Mexican restau-
rant east of Adobe Road 
in the downtown section 
of Twentynine Palms on 
Highway 62, known in 
that neck of the woods 
as 29 Palms Highway, 
O’Three Tactical had 
found a niche in a place 
where both current and 
former military person-
nel lived and congregat-
ed. While he was some-
times engaged during 
normal business hours 
working daytime shifts 
with the sheriff’s depart-
ment, for certain periods, 
Bingham worked swing 
or graveyard patrol or 
duty within the sheriff’s 
jail system, freeing him 
to be present at O’Three 
Tactical, which was nor-
mally manned by one of 
four different employees, 
all of whom were cur-
rent or former military 
personnel or law enforc-
ment officers, he had 
over the years O’Three 
Tactical remained in op-
eration. Because of his 
own affinity for guns 
and weaponry, his shop 
became one known for 
the ability to track down 
and deliver specialized 
firearms, as well as for 
providing servicing 
and augmenting equip-
ment to those products, 
along with, as the shop’s 
name implied, all order 
of tactical gear. Knives, 
bulletproof wear and 
helmets, ammunition, 
magazines, cartridges, 
powders, primers, sights 
and scopes and all or-
der of other accessories. 
O’Three Tactical did 
deal, legally insofar as 
the sheriff’s department 
certified, in some weap-
onry and equipment that 
was banned or outlawed 
in California, such as 
certain types of firearms 
and silencers, devices 
that in some other states 
can be purchased or pos-
sessed legally.

 Bingham main-
tained, however, and the 
sheriff’s department’s 
standoffishness seemed 
to confirm, that such 
items were being sold, 
as Bingham stated more 
than once, to “individual 
California law enforce-
ment officers properly li-
censed and permitted to 
carry them or out of state 
buyers.” His shop also 
engaged in gunsmith-

ing, making firearms to 
order, and legal firearm 
adaptations.

Bingham decried the 
“liberal” California leg-
islature and state gov-
ernment which was, in 
his view, infringing on 
the Second Amendment 
rights of law abiding 
citizens by engaging in 
excessive regulation of 
firearms and gun own-
ership. Calfifornia citi-
zens should be free to 
own and practice with 
firearms, as long as the 
firearms themselves fell 
within the rubric of the 
type of weapons that 
could be owned and 
used, and their owners 
properly registered and 
responsibly stored and 
used them. 

His second job as a 
gun shop owner brought 
him into contact with 
a subset of the not just 
the Morongo Basin’s 
population, but many 
people from outside the 
area who traveled hun-
dreds of miles and oc-
casionally from outside 
of California to look at, 
examine and buy the of-
tentimes exotic models 
of firearms he had ob-
tained. 

Bingham fastidiously 
adhered to the law with 
regard to regulations 
about whom guns can be 
sold to. One report held 
that he had a policy of 
asking anyone who came 
into O’Three Tactical 
smelling of marijuana 
to leave. At one point, 
in 2019, the sheriff’s de-
partment’s internal af-
fairs division, referred 
to as professional stan-
dards, initiated an inves-
tigation into Bingham 
when it was alleged that 
he was improperly using 
the CLETS – California 
Law Enforcement Tele-
communications System 
– the data base avail-
able to California law 
enforcement agencies 
that, among other things, 
catalogs the arrest his-
tories and criminal con-
victions of the state’s 
residents. That investi-
gation came to nothing, 
however, when it was de-
termined that Bingham 
was merely delving into 
whether he could make 
gun sales to certain in-
dividuals seeking to pur-
chase firearms whom he 
had legitimate grounds 
to believe might actually 
be felons who could not 

legally purchase, own 
or possess firearms as 
a consequence of their 
convictions. The depart-
ment ended that inves-
tigation without taking 
any action against him. 

There is informa-
tion to suggest that on a 
multitude of occasions, 
Bingham’s status as a 
gun shop owner resulted 
in the production of in-
formation useful in the 
sheriff’s department’s 
operations, as he became 
privy to potential or ac-
tual criminal activity 
through his or his em-
ployees’ interaction with 
customers or would-be 
customers, which was 
passed along to his col-
leagues within the sher-
iff’s department.

On at least one occa-
sion, Bingham himself 
became involved as a 
witness in a prosecution 
in which he had knowl-
edge about activity/a 
circumstance relevant to 
a crime. In 2019, Lance 
Corporal Rafael Aikens, 
who had been stationed 
at the Marine Corps Air 
Ground Combat Center 
in Twentynine Palms, 
went on trial for the 
March 23, 2017 murders 
of Christy McKissic and 
her mother, Renee Met-
calf, who were shot in 
their  Twentynine Palms 
home. Aikens hand been 
in a dating relationship 
with McKissic, whom he 
had met at the Virginian 
bar in downtown Twen-
tynine Palms, where 
she worked with her 
mother. The San Ber-
nardino County District 
Attorney’s Office put on 
a largely circumstantial 
case against Aikens,  a 
machine gunner attached 
to 2nd Battalion, 7th Ma-
rines at the time of kill-
ings. The case against 

him was strengthened 
by his alleged confiding 
in two of the Marines 
housed within his liv-
ing quarters at the Ma-
rine Corps Air Ground 
Combat Center in Twen-
tynine Palms and by the 
testimony of Bingham. 
Bingham told the jury 
that O’Three Tactical 
sold a 45-caliber hand-
gun to Aikens a month 
before the killings.

 O’Three Tactical was 
popular with customers 
and did what was a rela-
tively brisk business, at 
least for a time, provid-
ing Bingham’s employ-
ees with a steady income. 
Nevertheless, Bingham 
was not a particularly 
astute businessman, as 
he saw O’Three Tactical 
as a more of a vehicle by 
which he could support 
the Second Amendment 
and engage in the milieu 
of gun ownership and 
paramilitary pride rather 
than make a lot of money. 
Because his profit mar-
gins were not that high 
and the cost he some-
times went to to obtain 
rare firearms requested 
by his patrons, O’Three 
Tactical was, somewhat 
surprisingly, hurt by the 
increase in demand for 
both firearms and am-
munition that accompa-
nied the rioting nation-
wide that followed in the 
aftermath of the May 25, 
2020 death of George 
Floyd during his arrest 
by Minneapolis Police. 
O’Three Tactical, which 
might have otherwise 
enjoyed a windfall as 
a result of the increase 
in sales, at first kept up 
with that demand by 
scrambling to find ammo 
and guns from creatively 
derived sources, as sup-
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Council, over the pro-
tests of 22 residents who 
went on record as being 
opposed to the ware-
house/distribution center 
project during a remotely 
held city council meet-
ing to consider the proj-
ect, gave 4-to-1 approval 
of Bridge Development 
Partners’ request to con-

struct the Bridgepoint 
Distribution Center, a 
single 201,096-square 
foot facility involving 25 
dock-high loading bays 
for 18-wheeler trucks, 
another 32 bays for de-
livery vans and trucks, 
along with 1,438 parking 
spaces around the build-
ing. The facility was 
slated for a 50-acre site 
in Upland north of Foot-
hill Boulevard slightly 
east of Central Avenue 
and south of Cable Air-
port on property owned 
by the Biogiovani Fam-
ily Trust. Bridge Devel-
opment was to lease the 

property from the trust 
for 50 years, subject to 
an option to extend the 
lease another 50 years.  
In approving the project 
proposal, the city coun-
cil accepted the terms of 
a $17 million develop-
ment agreement offered 
by Bridge Development 
Partners. Some city resi-
dents saw that as a show 
of generosity on Bridge 
Development’s part. 
Others, taking stock of 
the consideration that 
the city would realize no 
sales tax revenue from 
the project because of 
Amazon’s non-Califor-

nia-based internet sales 
model, felt that the deal 
was a bad one since the 
impacts of the Ama-
zon operation, which 
would remain in place 
for at least 50 years per 
the ground lease Bridge 
Development had for the 
50-acre site and perhaps 
a full century if the lease 
was renewed, would far 
exceed $17 million when 
wear and tear on the city’s 
roads and other infra-
structure demands of the 
project were considered. 
From the time the proj-
ect had been proposed, 
it was steeped in con-

troversy. It was origi-
nally previewed to the 
community by Bridge 
Development’s cor-
porate representatives 

in June 2019 as three 
buildings comprising 
977,000 square feet. 
Over the next several 

the unbridled develop-
ment occurring in many 
areas within Southern 
California, undertook 
efforts to head off the 
wall-to-wall urbaniza-
tion of their city. This 
vanguard – traditional-
ists who were in place as 
many as three and four 
generations ago, worked 
together to codify pro-
tections against the 
urbanization that was 
consuming most of the 
surrounding communi-
ties. Using the initiative 

process, they bypassed 
their elected pro-de-
velopment city coun-
cil, authoring among 
themselves ordinances 
to be placed into the 
city code, then obtained 
the needed signatures 
to qualify them for the 
citywide ballot and then 
convinced a majority of 
the city’s voters to pass 
them. This was done 
with Proposition R in 
1978, Measure N in 1987 
and Measure U in 1997, 
all of which were intend-
ed to reduce growth to 
manageable levels.

1978’s Proposition 
R in relevant part pro-
vided that no more than 
450 residential dwelling 
units could be developed 
within the city in any 
single year.

1987’s Measure N 
amended Proposition 
“R” to reduce the num-
ber of residential dwell-
ing units could be de-
veloped within the city 
in any one calendar year 
to 400 and extended the 
issue of controlling the 
growth rate by further 
setting standards for de-
velopment and making 
requirements that for 
citrus groves to be de-
veloped a portion of that 
agricultural land had to 
be maintained as unde-
veloped open space. It 
put into place limitations 
on how much density 
could be created with 
any particular develop-
ment.

1997’s Measure U 
enacted several further 
principles of managed 

development within 
Redlands, requiring a 
four-fifths vote of the 
council for projects that 
exceed two stories in 
height, disallowing any 
project that exceeded 
27 units to the acre, re-
quiring a four-fifths vote 
of the council for any 
project exceeding 18 
dwelling units per acre 
and imposing a myriad 
of requirements on the 
city and developers with 
regard to assessing what 
that development was to 
entail requiring that con-
ditions be imposed on 
that growth to offset the 
impacts that develop-
ment would have on the 
quality of life of those 
already living in Red-
lands or who would live 
there in the future.  

In combination with 
Measure U, the city cre-
ated a mechanism by 
which 100 acres of citrus 
came under city owner-
ship.”

Today, Redlands con-
tains more of the vestig-
es of the verdant citrus-
growing empire that the 
region once was than 
any of the other cities in 
San Bernardino or Riv-
erside counties.

As has long been the 
case, however, with the 
diminishing profitability 
of farming, the increase 
in the value of property 
adapted for residential, 
commercial and indus-
trial use, the aging or 
eventual demise of those 
who once operated large 
swaths of property in 
Redlands for agricultur-

al production, succeed-
ing generations of heirs 
to that property no lon-
ger interested in farming 
and/or the acquisition 
of those properties by 
real estate speculators 
or developers, city offi-
cials – in particular the 
city council members 
who possess the ulti-
mate land use decision-
making authority – view 
the further maturation 
of Redlands as an urban 
entity in a far more posi-
tive light than do its resi-
dents who are motivated 
to preserving its late 
19th Century/early 20th 
Century character. At 
virtually every turn, city 
officials – both elected 
and the municipal man-
agement professionals 

those efforts panned out. 
City officials in 2020 

resolved to hold a com-
petition to find a con-
tract redeveloper of the 
property and perhaps 
see it regain the glory 
of its heyday in the 
1980s when it was host 
to Montgomery Ward, 
JC Penney, Harris’ and 
114 other tenants. Bid-
ding for that opportunity 
were SCG America, an 
American affiliate of a 
Chinese-owned compa-
ny; Los Angeles-based 
BLVD Communities, 
Calabasas-based Al-
liant Strategic Devel-
opment, Renaissance 
Downtowns USA and 
ICO Real Estate Group. 
Along the way, Hun-

tington Station, New 
York-based Renais-
sance Downtowns USA 
and Los Angeles-based 
ICO Real Estate Group, 
which had initially en-
tered competing bids but 
which had cooperated 
on projects previously, 
elected to combine their 
efforts.

Ultimately, de-
spite then-Mayor John 
Valdivia, because SCG 
had slipped him a lot of 
money, and then-City 
Manager Bob Field mili-
tating heavily on behalf 
of SCG America, Re-
naissance Downtowns 
USA and ICO Real Es-
tate Group, function-
ing under the collective 
name San Bernardino 
Development Com-
pany LLC, on March 3, 
2021,captured the right 
to develop the mall prop-
erty when a majority of 
the San Bernardino City 
Council consisting of 
Councilman Theodore 

Sanchez, Councilwoman 
Sandra Ibarra, Council-
man Fred Shorett, Coun-
cilman Ben Reynoso, 
Councilwoman Kimber-
ly Calvin and Council-
man Damon Alexander 
voted in favor of accept-
ing the San Bernardino 
Development Company 
LLC proposal to serve 
as the mall’s combined 
master redeveloper. 

Things proceeded 
apace, but on March 16, 
2023, David Zisser, the 
assistant deputy direc-
tor for the California 
Department of Housing 
and Community De-
velopment’s account-
ability unit, stated in a 
publicly-released let-
ter that the City of San 
Bernardino had violated 
four state laws or poli-
cies with its action in 
approving the arrange-
ment with Renaissance 
Downtowns USA and 
ICO Real Estate Group 
and its subsequent fa-

cilitating of that deal. 
According to Zisser, the 
city violated the Surplus 
Land Act in its disposi-
tion of the entire mall 
property by having sub-
mitted to the California 
Department of Housing 
and Community Devel-
opment documentation 
on August 5, 2021 that 
was inaccurate and in-
complete, to wit, that no 
affordable housing de-
velopers had expressed 
interest in the Carousel 
Mall property. While 
the California Depart-
ment of Housing and 
Community Develop-
ment initially accepted 
that documentation and 
issued a letter to the city 
on September 2, 2021 
approving the disposi-
tion based on the infor-
mation and documen-
tation, subsequently, 
according to Zisser, the 
department learned of 
the inaccuracies in the 
August 5, 2021 letter and 

rescinded its approval 
and referred the mat-
ter to California Attor-
ney General Rob Bonta 
for possible criminal or 
civil action against the 
city and its officials. 
In August 2021, accord-
ing to Zisser, San Ber-
nardino city officials 
dissembled by repre-
senting that the city had 
been provided with no 
qualified notices of in-
terest in developing/re-
developing the Carousel 
Mall property by low-in-
come housing develop-
ers. In actuality, Zisser 
said, two entities, BLVD 
Communities and Alli-
ant Strategic Develop-
ment – both of which 
have divisions concen-
trating on building af-
fordable residential units 
– responded to the city’s 
notice of availability. 
The city did not meet 
its obligation of holding 
a round of “good faith” 
negotiations with BLVD 

and Alliant, according 
to the State of Califor-
nia. In recent years, the 
California Department 
of Housing and Commu-
nity Development has 
been stressing the need 
for local governmental 
jurisdictions, both cities 
and counties, to develop 
affordable housing in re-
sponse to what is widely 
considered a housing cri-
sis in the Golden State. 
According to Zisser, the 
city issued a prelimi-
nary exclusive negotiat-
ing agreement with Re-
naissance Downtowns 
USA/ICO Real Estate 
Group on May 26, 2021, 
less than a week af-
ter the notice of avail-
ability was issued and 
during the subsequent 
60-day notice period. 
“Based on publicly 
available documents 
on the city’s website, 
it is evident that the 
city negotiated with at 
Continued on Page 16

San Bernardino 
Struggled In Deal-
ing With The White 
Elephant Mall At 
Its Municipal Core   
from front page

For Three Gen-
erations, Redlands 
Establishment 
Futurists Have Been 
At Odds With The 
City’s Traditionalist  
Residents   from front 
page

In February, Assem-
blywoman Eloise Gomez 
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Deputy Bingham Existed At The Conver-
gence Of The Testosterone-Fueled And 
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forcement, Firearms & Biking   from page 2 

plies of both dwindled 
because of the stepped-
up demand. But Bing-
ham’s commitments to 
make guns and ammu-
nition available to those 
who wanted them at 
prices that existed prior 
to the panic fueled by the 
riots not only ate into his 
profit margin but created 
a circumstance in which 
he was functioning at a 
loss. 

“After being unable to 
maintain any kind of in-
ventory and hemmor[h]
aging my own personal 
finances over the last 
year trying to keep our 
doors open, O’Three 
Tactical will be perma-
nently closing its doors 
on Wednesday, June 
23rd,” Bingham posted 
to O’Three Tactical’s 
Facebook page on June 
5, 2021.

At that point, Bing-
ham maintained with 
regard to O’Three Tac-
tical’s inventory, “Any-
thing remaining will be 
sent back to manufactur-
ers or wholesalers. After 
refunds are issued, any-
one owed balances or re-
funds will be contacted 
within 90 days of closing 
for payments. 

Unfortunately there 
will be no closing sales 
as remaining inventory 
will be sold off to pay 
some of our debts we 
have accrued trying to 
stay open.”

Concurrent with his 
operation of O’Three 
Tactical and his func-
tioning as a sheriff’s dep-
uty, it was known that 
Bingham was both an 
off-road enthusiast, and 
that he used both dune 
buggies and dirt bikes 
in pursuing that pas-
sion. Moreover, it was 
recognized by at least 
some of his department 
colleagues, that Bing-
ham’s motorcycling had 
brought him into contact 
with other bikers. 

Both the Hells An-
gels and the Devils Di-
ciples, what are referred 
to as “outlaw motorcycle 
clubs” originated in San 
Bernardino County, that 
is Fontana, in 1948 and 
1967, respectively. 

  Beginning in 1977, 

the Hells Angels became 
involved in a longrun-
ning feud with the Mon-
gols, another outlaw mo-
torcyle club founded in 
Montebello in 1969. By 
1988, the Hells Angels 
ceded control of much of 
Southern California, in-
cluding protions of San 
Bernardino County, to 
the Mongols, based on 
an arrangement by which 
they agreed to discon-
tinue the overt hostilities 
between them and the 
Monglos would respect 
the Hells Angels prima-
cy in Northern Califor-
nia. The Hells Angels, 
while remaining preemi-
nent in Fontana and San 
Bernardino, have little or 
no presence in the east-
ern Mojave Desert, such 
as in the Morongo Basin 
generally or in Twen-
tynine Palms. Thus, 
Bingham’s interaction 
with bikers in the area in 
which he lives has pretty 
much been confined to 
those who associate with 
the Mongols.

Given that several 
of his fellow deputies 
with the San Bernardino 
County Sheriff’s De-
partment and at least a 
handful of the detectives 
and sergeants he worked 
with knew of his casual 
relationship with other 
motorcyclists, includ-
ing most definitely some 
members of the Mon-
gols, it is impossible for 
those knowledgeable 
about San Bernardino 
County in general, the 
greater Twentynine 
Palms area in particu-
lar, the fashion in which 
law enforcement agen-
cies operate and specif-
ics with regard to the 
San Bernardino County 
Sheriff’s Department’s 
operations to believe that 
Bingham and members 
of the Mongols having 
existed in the same or-
bit was unknown up the 
chain of command in the 
sheriff’s department for 
some time. 

Nevertheless, the de-
partment has put out that 
what it now has come to 
see as Bingham’s “unac-
ceptable” relationship 
with the Mongols, or at 
least some of its mem-

bers, was something re-
alized only within the 
last three or four months. 

At 06:40 p.m. on 
Thursday April 4, the 
sheriff’s department’s 
public affairs division 
put out a release slugged, 
“Extensive Investigation 
Leads to the Arrest of a 
Deputy Sheriff in Twen-
tynine Palms.”

According to that re-
lease, the incident ex-
tended to Bingham’s 
“possession of a ma-
chine gun, possession 
of silencers, possession 
of destructive device[s], 
possession of [a] stolen 
firearm” and his being 
an “active participant in 
a criminal street gang.”  
 According to the de-
partment, “In January 
2024, the Gangs/Nar-
cotics Division began 
an investigation into 
Deputy Christopher 
Bingham and his asso-
ciation with a local out-
law motorcycle gang. 
During the investigation 
it was learned Bingham 
rode and socialized with 
several members from 
the outlaw motorcycle 
gang.”

Further, according to 
the press release, “On 
Saturday, March 23, 
2024, Bingham was ob-
served riding his motor-
cycle with two outlaw 
motorcycle gang mem-
bers. With the assis-
tance of the California 
Highway Patrol, a traf-
fic stop was conducted 
on Bingham and the 
two outlaw motorcycle 
gang members. During 
a search of Bingham's 
person, a loaded, un-
registered firearm was 
located. Bingham was 
arrested and booked at 
the Smith Correctional 
Facility in Banning.” 
The release goes on to 
state, “Investigators 
from the gangs/narcot-
ics division conducted a 
search warrant on Bing-
ham's residence. Investi-
gators located approxi-
mately 160 firearms. 
One of the firearms was 
a fully automatic assault 
rifle, with an attached 
grenade launcher. In-
vestigators also located, 
destructive devices, si-
lencers, outlaw motorcy-
cle gang paraphernalia, 
and a stolen San Ber-
nardino County Sheriff's 
Department shotgun. 
“On Thursday, April 

4, 2024, the San Ber-
nardino County District 
Attorney’s Office filed 
several felony charges 
against Bingham and is-
sued an arrest warrant,” 
according to the release. 
“The charges are Penal 
Code 32625 - Posses-
sion of a Machine Gun, 
Penal Code 33210 - Pos-
session of a Short-Bar-
reled Rifle, Penal Code 
487(D)(2) - Grand Theft 
of a Firearm, Penal Code 
496(A) - Possession of 
a Stolen Firearm, Penal 
Code 18710 - Possession 
of a Destructive Device, 
PC 33410 - Possession 
of Silencers, and PC 
186.22(B)(1)(A) - Par-
ticipation in a Criminal 
Street Gang.”

At approximately 1:00 
p.m. on April 4, inves-
tigators from the Spe-
cialized Enforcement 
Division and the Gangs/
Narcotics Division ar-
rested Bingham at his 
home at 7225 Adobe 
Road in Twentynine 
Plams.  He was booked 
at the West Valley De-
tention Center in lieu 
of $500,000 bail. He re-
mains there, being held 
in lieu of whast has been 
reduced to $240,000 
bail.”

 
Sheriff Shannon Dicus 
was quoted in the April 
4 press release stating, 
“The actions of this 
deputy are alarming and 
inexcusable; he not only 
tarnishes his badge but 
also undermines the in-
tegrity and credibility 
of the entire department. 
Criminal behavior will 
not be tolerated, and 
we have placed him on 
compulsory leave effec-
tive immediately. The 
investigation has been 
forwarded to the District 
Attorney’s Office, and 
charges have been filed.” 
Certain anomalies attend 
the case. 

Much of what oc-
curred with regard to 
Bingham is shrouded 
in mystery. A difficulty 
with the sheriff’s depart-
ment’s operation with 
regard to him is a con-
flict that might already 
exist relating to the pre-
cedence that federal law 
has over state law when 
it comes to firearms, one 
which might cut Bing-
ham’s way. Another is 
recent federal experi-
ence with the Mongols, 

in which the federal gov-
ernment has a burning 
grudge aginst the gang 
and its members, mak-
ing Bingham an individ-
ual of interest to federal 
prosecutors, who may 
see him as a more invit-
ing target than does the 
San Bernardino County 
District Attorney’s Of-
fice. Complicating that, 
however, is the sugges-
tion that Bingham is 
not, as the sheriff and 
district attorney’s office 
are implying, a member 
of the Mongols. Just off 
stage is a nightmare sce-
nario, one not confirmed 
but hinted at by cir-
cumstance, suggesting 
Bingham is some order 
of undercover operative, 
perhaps for one federal 
agency or other, and the 
sheriff’s department by 
its action has stepped all 
over that investigation. 

Of significant rel-
evance is whether Bing-
ham’s federal firearms 
license is yet operative. 
A federal firearms li-
cense allows the entity, 
an individual or a com-
pany, to whom or which 
it is issued to engage in 
business or trransactions 
relating to firearms. Li-
censes vary, ranging 
from ones which per-
tain to manufacturing, 
importation, or inter-
state and intrastate sale 
of firearms, ammuni-
tion, or destructive de-
vices. Such licenses are 
issued and controlled 
by the Bureau of Alco-
hol, Tobacco, Firearms 
and Explosives under 
the auspices of the Gun 
Control Act of 1968. 
Such licensees must be 
21 years or older, not 
be prohibited from han-
dling or possessing fire-
arms or ammunition as 
the consequence of any 
state or federal criminal 
convictions, cannot have 
violated any provisions 
of the Gun Control Act 
of 1968, have disclosed 
all required informa-
tion in connection with 
his application and have 
premises for conducting 
business or collecting 
firearms. Such licenses 
are specific as to what 
they permit, including 
manufacturing of fire-
arms, manufacturing 
of destructive devices, 
manufacturing of non-
destructive devices, 
manufacturing of am-

munition, dealing in fire-
arms, dealing in destruc-
tive devices, importing 
firearms, importing de-
structive devices, pawn-
broking in firearms and 
collecting of curios and 
relics. Firearms con-
sidered curios, relics or 
antiques, which include 
primarily manually op-
erated and semi-auto-
matic firearms that have 
not been changed out of 
their original configura-
tions which were used by 
a military force prior to 
1974 can be subject to the 
National Firearms Act of 
1934, a slightly different 
set of rules. For the most 
part, Bingham and his 
customers seemed to be 
interested in modern, or 
relatively modern, state-
of-the-art weaponry. 

One of the require-
ments of obtaining a 
federal firearms license 
is providing certification 
that the firearm-related 
business is conducted 
meeting the require-
ments of State and local 
law and that the appli-
cant has sent or deliv-
ered a form to the chief 
law enforcement officer 
where the premises are 
located notifying the of-
ficer that the applicant 
intends to apply for a li-
cense. In this way, Bing-
ham, as the sole owner of 
O’Three Tactical, had to 
have informed the sher-
iff’s department, which 
is the contract law en-
forcement provider to 
the City of Twentynine 
Palms, that he was deal-
ing in firearms. 

Further requirements 
for obtaining a license 
relate to having secure 
gun storage and safety 
devices and maintain-
ing a registry of firearms 
sales in a Bureau of Al-
cohol, Tobacco, Fire-
arms and Explosives-ap-
proved Bound Book, or a 
computerized equivalent 
using Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, Firearms and 
Explosives-approved 
software. Licensed deal-
ers must also maintain 
file copies of Form 4473 
or eForm 4473 "fire-
arms transaction record" 
documents for a period 
of not less than 20 years 
after the date of sale or 
disposition.”

As O’Three Tactical 
went out of business on 
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months, as objections 
to the scope of the pro-
posal manifested, the 
tentative site plan was 
modified several times 
until in October 2019, a 
revamped conception of 
the project was present-
ed, one that was reduced 
to a single structure of 
276,250 square feet. 
When the environmental 
certification documenta-
tion for the project was 
posted on December 16, 
2019, it came in the form 
of a mitigated negative 
declaration. In that doc-
umentation, the project 
was shown as a having 
been reduced once more 
to a 201,096-square-
foot distribution cen-
ter, with 1,438 park-
ing spaces contained 
on the project grounds. 
The city allowed the 
project to proceed to-
ward approval without 
being subject to a com-
prehensive environmen-
tal impact report, which 
many Upland residents 
believed should have 
been carried out for a 
project of such size, in-
tensity and complexity. 
Rather, the city elect-
ed to use a mitigated 
negative declaration to 
complete the environ-
mental review process. 
An environmental im-
pact report is an involved 
study of the project site, 
the project proposal, the 
potential and actual im-
pacts the project will 
have on the site and sur-

rounding area in terms 
of all conceivable issues, 
including land use, water 
use, air quality, potential 
contamination, noise, 
traffic, and biological 
and cultural resources. 
It specifies in detail 
what measures can, will 
and must be carried out 
to offset those impacts. 
A mitigated negative 
declaration is a far less 
exacting size-up of the 
impacts of a project, 
by which the panel en-
trusted with the city’s 
ultimate land use author-
ity, in this case the city 
council, issues a decla-
ration that all adverse 
environmental impacts 
from the project will be 
mitigated, or offset, by 
the conditions of approv-
al of the project imposed 
upon the developer. 
A committed group of 
city residents disputed 
the city council’s dec-
laration that all impacts 
from the project had been 
adequately mitigated, 
based both on the mag-
nitude of the project and 
the consideration that the 
city council lacked land 
use and environmental 
expertise. There were 
questions as well as to 
whether the zoning at the 
project site would allow 
a distribution facility 
to be established there. 
Suspicion remained that 
the project would be sub-
ject to substantial expan-
sion, without any further 
environmental analysis, 
perhaps to as large as the 
977,000 square feet orig-
inally proposed, since 
1,438 parking spaces 
is far in excess of what 
would normally be need-
ed for a 201,096-square 

foot warehouse. 
On February 12, 2020, 
the Upland Planning 
Commission voted 3-to-
2, with Commissioner 
Alexander Novikov 
absent, to recommend 
that the city council not 
approve project. Two 
weeks later, on Febru-
ary 26, 2020, the com-
mission met again, and 
in a move unprecedent-
ed in Upland’s history, 
reversed itself, voting 
4-to-2 to recommend 
that the city council ap-
prove the project, with 
two of the members who 
had voted against the 
project on February 12, 
Linden Brouse and Gary 
Schwary, changing their 
votes, while Novikov, 
on this occasion present, 
registering his opposi-
tion to the undertaking. 
Less than five weeks 
later, the city council 
recorded its 4-to-1 vote 
to approve the project. 
Thereafter, a contin-
gent of Upland citizens 
banded together in an 
effort to challenge that 
approval, taking on the 
name Upland Commu-
nity First. The group’s 
members retained attor-
ney Cory Briggs, who 
then filed a petition for a 
writ of mandate, seeking 
from the court an order 
that the city revisit the 
environmental review 
process for the project, 
make a determination 
that the mitigated nega-
tive declaration was in-
adequate and require 
that a full-blown envi-
ronmental impact report 
for the project be carried 
out before the project is 
allowed to proceed. In its 
filing, Upland Commu-

nity First named the City 
of Upland and its council 
as defendants and Bridge 
Development Partners as 
a real party in interest. 

As a consequence of 
the Upland Community 
First legal filing, any ac-
tion toward the comple-
tion of the project, in-
cluding site grading, was 
suspended.

The case was assigned 
to San Bernardino Supe-
rior court Judge David 
Cohn. 

In the meantime, 
Bridge Development 
Partners seemingly re-
cruited Bill Velto, who 
voted in April 2020 as a 
member of the city coun-
cil to approve the project 
and who in November 
2020 was elected Up-
land mayor, to serve as 
its agent in approach-
ing members of Upland 
Community First in an 
effort to get that group 
to end its challenge of 
the project approval. To 
that end, Velto indicated 
via text messages that 
Bridge Development 
Partners had expressed a 
willingness to more than 
double the $17 million in 
project impact offsets the 
company had agreed to 
pay in the development 
agreement for the project 
approved in April 2020 
to $40 million. That of-
fer was conditional upon 
Upland Community First 
dropping its demand for 
a comprehensive envi-
ronmental impact report 
and accepting an envi-
ronmental review that 
would allow the project 
to proceed, without any 
of the changes that would 
typically be required by 
an environmental impact 

report. 
 Upland Community 

First members, skeptical 
that Velto could guaran-
tee that Bridge Develop-
ment would ever deliver 
on its offer, requested 
Velto to have Bridge De-
velopment Partners put 
the offer in writing. Velto 
was unable to get Bridge 
Development to do so. 

Inquiries by the Sen-
tinel with Bridge De-
velopment corporate of-
ficers in late December 
2020/early January 2021 
produced a denial from 
Bridge Development’s 
First Vice President for 
Development, Heather 
Crossner that the compa-
ny was willing to up the 
combination of develop-
ment fees, infrastructure 
damage/impact offset 
fees and fees in lieu of 
sales tax from the $17 
million referenced in the 
documentation consid-
ered by the city council 
when it ratified the de-
velopment agreement 
and gave go-ahead to the 
project in April 2020.

“We cannot com-
ment on any confidential 
settlement discussions 
that may or may not be 
happening, because any 
such discussions would 
be confidential under 
the California Civil 
Code,” Crossner said at 
the time, as was quoted 
in the January 8, 2021 
edition of the Sentinel. 
“We can comment that 
dollar figures referenced 
in your questions [$38 
million to $40 million] 
are wholly inaccurate.” 
Instead, Crossner in her 
statement indicated that 
the best the city could 
hope to get out of the 

project was the $17 mil-
lion the documentation 
presented to the city 
council at the April 1, 
2020 meeting appeared 
to promise.

Upland Community 
First spurned the suc-
cessive $38 million and 
$40 offers, insisting that 
the matter be resolved 
though the writ of man-
date proceeding.

In July 2021, when 
Judge Cohn finalized 
his analysis of Upland 
Community First’s con-
tentions and the city’s re-
sponses, he rejected Up-
land Community First’s 
contention that the miti-
gated negative decla-
ration underestimated 
traffic counts anticipated 
from the distribution 
center; misdefined the 
project as a high-cube 
parcel hub warehouse 
instead of classifying it 
as a fulfillment center; 
failed to recognize the 
project was in conflict 
with Upland’s general 
plan and zoning code; 
mistakenly allowed a 
distribution center to be 
built in an area zoned for 
commercial/industrial 
mixed-use; failed to rec-
ognize that the project 
was an impermissible 
use where it was located; 
inadequately defined 
the project;  and that the 
project was improperly 
ratified during a meeting 
which was not publicly 
held but rather conduct-
ed remotely and elec-
tronically and therefore 
did not give Upland resi-
dents adequate oppor-
tunity to provide input 
with regard to the proj-
ect. Furthermore, Judge 

least one prospective 
developer before the 
city declared the prop-
erty surplus or issued 
a notice of availabil-
ity,” according to Zisser. 
Since the city did not 
negotiate with BLVD 
Communities or Alliant 
Strategic Development 
while negotiating with 
Renaissance Down-
towns USA/ICO Real 
Estate Group, which did 
not respond to the notice 
of availability, the city 

further violated Califor-
nia law in that it “failed 
to properly prioritize 
affordable housing,” 
according to Zisser. 
The city was given un-
til May 15, 2023 to 
cure the violations. 
On May 3, 2023 a five-
sevenths majority of 
the city council voted 
to abrogate its agree-
ment with the Renais-
sance Downtowns USA 
and ICO Real Estate 
Group consortium. To 
head off any legal ac-
tion that Rennaissance/
ICO might pursue for 
having been crossed up 
after spending two years 
preparing to make good 

on its proposal, the city 
council voted to pay the 
partnership $100,000 for 
its trouble. The vote of-
ficially terminated the 
city’s exclusive negotiat-
ing agreement with the 
two entities, or so the 
city thought. 

As it turns out, law-
yers for Renaissance 
Downtowns USA and 
ICO Real Estate Group 
say that is not good 
enough. 

In a complaint for 
open-ended damages 
filed in San Bernardi-
no Superior Court on 
March 28 that does not 
delineate precisely what 
Renaissance Down-

towns USA and ICO 
Real Estate Group are 
owed, attorneys An-
thony Barron, Carlos 
Becerra and Adriana 
Levendowski of the Los 
Angeles-based law firm 
Nixon Peabody maintain 
that “[San Bernardino 
City officials controlled 
and manipulated the 
process in bad faith for 
their own ends by sys-
tematically misleading 
the state housing author-
ity, obstructing the ne-
gotiations, delaying key 
milestones, refusing to 
provide exclusive nego-
tiating agreement-man-
dated progress reports to 
the city council and the 

community (including 
exclusive negotiating 
agreement-mandated 
prepared by the San Ber-
nardino Development 
Company which were 
purposefully withheld 
from elected officials), 
hiding material informa-
tion from the San Ber-
nardino Development 
Company and publicly 
disparaging the project 
and the San Bernardino 
Development Company. 
If that were not enough, 
city officials engaged 
with other developers 
relative to the project 
while the exclusive ne-
gotiating agreement re-
mained in effect.”

This amounted to a 
“web of deceit,” accord-
ing to Barron, Becerra 
and Levendowski, that 
led Renaissance Down-
towns USA and ICO 
Real Estate Group down 
the garden path. The city 
used the state complaint 
to back out of the deal 
with the San Bernardino 
Development Company. 

“After the San Ber-
nardino Development 
Company spent years 
and millions of dollars 
for services and intellec-
tual property contribu-
tions upholding its end 
of the bargain, the city 
unilaterally terminated 
Continued on Page 14
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An Investigation Of Unknown Origin Led 
To A Detective Trailing Bingham As He 
Took A Saturday Motorcycle Ride In The 
Company Of A Couple Of Mongols  from 
page 4

June 23, 2021, it is pos-
sible, though not likely, 
that the license Bingham 
had then is yet valid. 
Despite his statement at 
the time any of O’Three 
Tactical’s remaining in-
ventory was to be sent 
back to manufacturers 
or wholesalers, it is not 
known, precisely, if that 
in fact occurred. What 
is known is that at least 
some of the O’Three 
Tactical merchandise 
was transferred to Bing-
ham’s 7225 Adobe Road 
home, which had stan-
dard locking doors and 
windows. 

According to the de-
partment, Bingham, who 
was off duty on March 
23, a Saturday, was un-
der surveillance by a 
detective, who observed 

him riding a Harley-Da-
vidson along with two 
known Mongols gang 
members near Onaga 
Trail and Elk Trail in 
Yucca Valley. 

While Bingham was 
not flying immediately 
apparent gang colors, his 
fellow riders were attired 
in black leather vests, 
one of which had two 
Mongols gang patches 
and the other with at 
least a single Mongols 
gang patch. It is not 
clear whether the motor-
cyclists became aware 
that they were being fol-
lowed. The detective, 
however, was able to ob-
serve them and follow at 
a distance as they headed 
first west and then south 
on Highway 62 to the 10 
Freeway, which they en-

tered westbound.  
The detective made 

agency-to-agency con-
tact with the California 
Highway Patrol, which 
had a patrol unit make 
a visual apprehension of 
the bikers further west. 
When the Highway Pa-
trol officer clocked the 
motorcycles moving in 
excess of the speed limit, 
he pulled them over for 
speeding just as they 
were coming to High-
land Springs Road in 
Beaumont. 

To the highway pa-
trolman’s inquiry as 
to whether they were 
armed, Bingham and 
one of the other riders 
acknowledges they had 
knives. Bingham, who 
at some point told the 
highway patrolman that  
he was “law enforce-
ment” was searched, at 
which point he was dis-
covered to also be carry-
ing a  Glock 9 millimeter 
handgun. Bingham and 
at least one of the other 

riders were arrested 
and taken to the  Smith 
Correctional Facility in 
Banning. While there, 
he was searched more 
thoroughly, at which 
point it was noted that 
he was wearing a T-shirt 
beneath his jacket em-
blazoned “Fuck the 81!” 
and “SYLM. ”The num-
ber “81” is a gang code 
for the Hells Angels, the 
Mongols’ rivals. The ac-
ronym “SYLM,” trans-
lates to “Support Your 
Local Mongols.” On a 
chain around his neck 
was a ring with a black 
letter M signet, which 
was interpreted to refer 
to the Mongols.  

Bingham’s arrest had 
been effected and he was 
booked on the somewhat 
questionable charge of 
being a suspected gang 
member. He was released 
on his own recognizance 
in relatively short order. 
Nevertheless, based on 
what was represented in 
an affidavit as indicia of 

gang membership, the 
detective who had been 
following Bingham was 
able to obtain a search 
warrant for Bingham’s 
premises at 7225 Adobe 
Road that was served 
that day. While a deputy 
remained on watch out-
side, three detectives 
went into Bingham’s 
home to search it, where 
they came upon “about 
160 firearms.” These in-
cluded a Remington 870 
shotgun that the depart-
ment later said was the 
property of the depart-
ment and which Bing-
ham had stolen. Other 
notable finds, according 
to the department were a 
modified, fully automat-
ic assault rifle with an at-
tached grenade launcher, 
a customized AR-15 12-
inch barrel assault rifle, 
four silencers and two 
projectile explosive de-
vices. The cache repre-
sented, a detective said, 
“a virtual arsenal.” 

Grenade launchers, 

which are specially de-
signed, large caliber pro-
jectile weapons, can be 
legally owned in several 
states, although they are 
subject to restrictions. 
They are Classified as a 
destructive device by the 
National Firearms Act. 
Silencers can be legally 
purchased and owned 
under the penal codes of 
42 states, with Califor-
nia, Delaware, Hawaii, 
Illinois, Massachusetts, 
New York, New Jersey 
and Rhode Island having 
outlawed them outright 
or restricting them to 
those who have a permit 
to outfit their guns with 
them. 

In addition to the 
weaponry and ammuni-
tion found at Bingham’s 
house, investigators 
found what they cata-
loged as “gang para-
phernalia.”   In his bed-
room closet was a vest 
with multiple Mongols 
patches and insignia, in-

lation double or close 
to double in the next 20 
years.

The Freeway Corridor 
Specific Plan, approved 
in 2008 just before 
the massive economic 
downturn that became 
known as the great re-
cession which resulted in 
dramatic changes to the 
retail and commercial 
industry, was intended 
to provide a develop-
ment blueprint for the 
largest undeveloped area 
in Yucaipa, extending 
to both commercial and 
residential uses. Before 
adjustments were made 
to the Freeway Corridor 
Specific Plan as part of 
a Yucaipa General Plan 
adopted in 2016 which 
resulted in the modifica-
tion to the City’s Hillside 
Overlay District require-
ments, roughly 2,400 
housing units, give or 
take a few hundred were 
anticipated to eventu-
ally built in the freeway 

corridor. Assuming four 
people to a household 
that was the norm in the 
late 1990s and very early 
2000s and the average of 
six people or more to a 
household that is a more 
recent trend, Yucaipa 
should see a boost in its 
population of something 
between 9,600 resi-
dents to 14,400 residents 
through the build-out of 
a limited  area around 
the freeway alone.

In addition, the Oak 
Glen Creek Specific Plan 
calls for the eventual 
development of a 47.7-
acre residential district 
and plans for the College 
Village Overlay District 
encourage the develop-
ment of a range of hous-
ing, including at least 
418 residential units.

There are 53 appli-
cations relating to resi-
dential uses either under 
consideration, approved, 
under construction or 
close to completion at 
present. While 16 of 
those are minor projects 
involving remodels and 
expansions,   changes to 
fence and wall heights, 
modifications to exist-
ing homes, constructing 
a detached or attached 
garage, building a shed, 
adding an oversized 
structure to a property 
or a single accessory 

dwelling unit being built 
to augment an existing 
residential unit, 37 of 
those projects are more 
substantial and some are 
significantly large.

Among the commer-
cial/industrial projects 
is one undertaken by 
Chicago Capital Funds, 
LLC, which now has 
under construction a 
storage facility at 33063 
Yucaipa Boulevard with 
accessory recreational 
vehicle storage on the 
site. 

The city planning di-
vision is now reviewing 
Pacific Industrial’s ap-
plication for the Pacific 
Oaks Commerce Center, 
a proposed development 
of a light industrial lo-
gistics facility consisting 
of two concrete tilt-up 
buildings totaling ap-
proximately 2,054,801 
square feet on an ap-
proximate 312.91 gross 
acres of land located at 
32335 Live Oak Canyon 
Road within the Freeway 
Corridor Specific Plan 
Area. For approval to be 
granted, Pacific Indus-
trial will need to obtain 
a conditional use permit 
and tentative map ratifi-
cation. 

Transwestern Devel-
opment has site prepa-
ration in progress to be-
gin construction of the 

Brookfield Commerce 
Center, an approximate-
ly 363,000-square foot 
tilt-up concrete ware-
house and office project, 
located on 19.32 acres at 
the corner of 7th Place 
and County Line Lane 
within the regional com-
mercial land use district 
of the Freeway Corridor 
Specific Plan Area. A 
conditional use permit 
was given for the project, 
which further required 
architectural review. 

SG Opal, Inc has ob-
tained approval of its 
plan to proceed with the 
Oak Glen Road Hotel 
and Fuel Station Project. 
A conditional use permit 
has been granted and 
a development agree-
ment is in place for the 
phased development of 
a commercial center 
that includes a fuel sta-
tion with a 9,000 square 
foot building to house a 
convenience store, quick 
service restaurant, and 
office space. Featured 
will be a fuel canopy 
under which will be 16 
fuel dispensers and an 
express carwash, and 
a 66-room hotel with a 
rooftop bar and restau-
rant. 49,630- square foot 

A series of projects to 
fit within Vantage One’s 
commercial center lo-
cated on the southwest 

corner of Yucaipa Bou-
levard and 18th Street. 
One is a restaurant pad 
at 31607 Yucaipa Bou-
levard. Another is a Mo-
bile Gas Station at 31429 
Yucaipa Boulevard. A 
third is a Chipotle drive-
thru pad at 31495 Yucai-
pa Boulevard. Another 
is a Jack-in-the-Box at 
31500 Yucaipa Boule-
vard. Other approved 
uses include an Ono Ha-
waiian, Panera Bread, 
Quick Quack Car Wash, 
and a Dutch Bros Coffee 
kiosk. 

Electronic messaging 
billboards are to be com-
pleted at 13500 Calimesa 
Boulevard, 31103 Outer 
Highway 10 and 31547 
Outer Highway 10. 

An Arby’s Drive Thru 
has been approved for 
33281 Yucaipa Boule-
vard.

The city has given a 
approval by means of a 
conditional use permit 
and architectural review 
passage for the construc-
tion of a self-storage fa-
cility, including four (4) 
one-story buildings and 
781 individual units, 
that would yield a total 
of 122,150 square feet 
of storage space at 31875 
Dunlap Boulevard. The 
business’s name is to be 
Alpine Storage. 

A Jack-In-The-Box 

application for 34504 
Yucaipa Boulevard is 
under review and will 
be considered by the 
planning commission on 
April 19, 2023.

Sabbah Development, 
LLC was given approval 
on its conditional use 
permit application for a 
phased commercial com-
plex that would include 
a 4,988 square foot gas 
station, a 4,335 square 
foot convenience store, a 
2,866 square foot drive-
thru car wash, a 2,105 
drive-thru restaurant, 
and a 5,000 square foot 
office and retail building 
at 32598 Oak Glen Road. 
The project required ar-
chitectural review. 

The city is reviewing 
an application for a con-
ditional use permit for a 
retail commercial truck 
dealership at 31497 Out-
er Highway 10 S. 

A Taco Bell has been 
approved at 31522 Yu-
caipa Boulevard.

Dr. Fadi Batar has 
obtained approval to 
more than double the 
size of his  existing 
1,280-square foot dental 
office at 34895 Yucaipa 
Boulevard with a 1,663 
square foot addition. 

An entity known sim-
ply as Sorenson is seek-
ing approval of the So-

Continued on Page 8
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Cohn ruled that any con-
clusions Upland Com-
munity First’s members 
may have drawn based 
on the number of park-
ing spaces included in 
the project plans, most 
particularly that Bridge 
Development Partners 
and Amazon intended 
at some indefinite point 
in the future to expand 
the project from 201,096 
square feet to as much 
as 977,000 square feet, 
were speculative.

Nevertheless, Judge 
Cohn entered a find-
ing that the mitigated 
negative declaration 
the city council made 
to clear the way for the 
project to proceed was 
inadequate. According 
to Judge Cohn, Upland 
Community First and its 
attorney, Briggs, were 
correct in acceptance 
of their assertion that 
the city had wrongfully 
used a greenhouse gas 
threshold of ten thou-
sand metric tons of car-
bon dioxide equivalent 
in calculating emissions 
from the distribution fa-
cility on a yearly basis 
as a maximum allowable 
limit. Since the city had 
sought to use an inopera-
tive maximum threshold 
for emissions, he said, 
the mitigated negative 
declaration was flawed, 
and had to be done over.

Greenhouse gasses 
are those such as carbon 
dioxide and chlorofluo-
rocarbons, which create 
a “greenhouse” effect, 
that is, causing the at-
mosphere to increase in 
temperature through the 
constant absorption of 
infrared radiation. 

Judge Cohn conclud-
ed that the ten thousand 
metric ton maximum al-
lowable limit of carbon 
dioxide used by the city 
in its mitigated negative 
declaration was on the 
order of 333 percent of 
the three thousand met-
ric ton maximum allow-
able limit of carbon diox-
ide it should have been.   
“The failure to provide 
substantial evidence to 

justify the single quan-
titative method used 
as the greenhouse gas 
threshold of significance 
constitutes a prejudicial 
abuse of discretion,” 
Judge Cohn ruled. “The 
public and decision-
makers have not been 
provided sufficient in-
formation necessary to 
understand the threshold 
or the data used in the 
analysis establishing the 
threshold and reason for 
the significant change in 
baseline emissions in the 
subsequent greenhouse 
gas analysis. Accord-
ingly, the city’s approval 
of the mitigated negative 
declaration is set aside.”

Upon the city revisit-
ing the greenhouse gas-
ses analysis for the ware-
house project, Judge 
Cohn said, it would have 
the discretion to choose 
an appropriate “thresh-
old of significance” and 
to determine under that 
standard whether an 
environmental impact 
report is required, or it 
might reconduct a more 
comprehensive study 
and analysis and redraft 
the mitigated negative 
declaration accordingly, 
one that would presum-
ably include a descrip-
tion of how the opera-
tions at the distribution 
facility would need to be 
altered to mitigate or off-
set the impacts/damages 
from the generation of 
greenhouse gasses there.

Judge Cohn ordered 
that the mitigated nega-
tive declaration with re-
gard to the emission of 
greenhouse gasses had 
to be done over, but his 
order did not include a 
requirement that a full-
blown environmental 
impact report had to 
be completed. The city 
could rather utilize the 
mitigated negative dec-
laration process once 
more, as long as it did 
a more thorough assess-
ment and cataloging of 
mitigations, he ruled.

Though Judge Cohn’s 
ruling against the city 
was done on on rela-

tively narrow grounds 
– that being over the is-
sue of the project’s im-
pact on air quality – it 
delayed the project and 
gave those with misgiv-
ings about the project 
time and an opportu-
nity to revisit in a public 
fashion through social 
media postings and word 
of mouth the longterm 
problems the project 
would entail. 

According to Upland 
Community First mem-
bers and others who 
had analyzed all that 
the Amazon operation 
at the BridgePoint Dis-
tribution Center was to 
entail, the city stood to 
sustain a $160 million li-
ability over the 50-year 
life of the Bongiovanni 
Family Trust’s lease of 
the 50-acres in ques-
tion to Bridge Develop-
ment Partners in terms 
of the loss of sales tax 
revenue, the destruc-
tion or deterioration of 
the road infrastructure, 
covering the cost of re-
ducing the production 
of harmful air pollutants 
and redressing any other 
untoward impacts of the 
project. Upland Commu-
nity First members said 
they hoped the lawsuit 
they had brought would 
force city officials to 
take stock of that reality 
and they would therefore 
insist on reconsidering 
the April 2020 approval 
of the project. In doing 
so, Upland Community 
First Members said, they 
wanted the city to in-
corporate conditions of 
approval of a revamped 
project and development 
agreement that would 
involve Bridge Develop-
ment Partners entering 
into a community benefit 
agreement that would 
require state of the art 
machinery and vehicles 
be used as the center to 
reduce air pollution. In 
addition, Upland Com-
munity First wanted 
Bridge Development 
Partners/Amazon to 
cover the cost of repair-
ing damage to the city’s 
roadways from the truck 
traffic generated by the 
center’s operation. Last-
ly, Upland Community 
First members felt city 
officials should insist 
that the City of Upland 
receive from Amazon 
payments in lieu of sales 
tax on all merchandise 
distributed from Ama-

zon’s Upland Distribu-
tion Center equivalent to 
the 1 percent in sales tax 
the city receives from re-
tail sales that take place 
in the city.

While Upland city of-
ficials were at that point 
ready to go back to the 
drawing board and re-
consider the project ap-
proval, Bridge Develop-
ment Partners took up 
the gauntlet and filed an 
appeal of Judge Cohn’s 
ruling. The city, initially, 
did not join in that ap-
peal.

Subsequently, in the 
November 2022 elec-
tion, the lone member of 
the Upland City Council 
who had voted to oppose 
the project in April 2020, 
Janice Elliott, was voted 
out of office. The pres-
ence of her replacement, 
James Breitling, on the 
council changed that 
panel’s dynamics, and in 
2023 the council voted 
to have the city join with 
Bridge Development 
Partners in its appeal to 
the Fourth District Court 
of Appeal in Riverside.

When Bridge Devel-
opment Partners had 
raised its objections to 
Judge Cohn’s ruling 
against the city on the 
lone issue of air qual-
ity, Upland Community 
First utilized the oppor-
tunity to revisit the is-
sues it had raised in the 
writ of mandate upon 
which Judge Cohn had 
ruled against it.

The Court of Appeal 
has now entered a tenta-
tive ruling in which it re-
versed Cohn’s lone find-
ing in favor of Upland 
Community First. 

In that tentative rul-
ing, the Court of Ap-
peal panel summarizes 
the history of the project 
proposal and its approv-
al and covers the issues 
raised in the writ of man-
date. With regard to the 
pertinent issue of of the 
excessive greenhouse 
gas emissions that will 
result from the comple-
tion of the project, the 
panel wrote, “As the 
California Environmen-
tal Quality Act requires, 
the city performed an 
initial study of the proj-
ect to determine whether 
it may have significant 
environmental effects. 
On December 16, 2019, 
the city circulated the 
draft initial study and 
proposed mitigated neg-

ative declaration to the 
public for review and 
comment.  As indicated, 
the draft  mitigated nega-
tive declaration analyzed 
the project as a larger, 
276,350 -squa re -foot 
warehouse, not as the 
201,096-

square-foot ware-
house Bridge was 
proposing. The draft 
mitigated negative dec-
laration concluded that, 
with mitigation, all en-
vironmental impacts 
of the project would be 
less than significant. The 
draft mitigated negative 
declaration analyzed 
potential impacts from 
the project's greenhouse 
gas emissions using (1) 
a quantitative compari-
son to the 10,000 [metric 
tons] threshold, which, 
according to the draft 
was recommended by the 
South Coast Air Qual-
ity Management District 
(the SCAQMD), and (2) 
a qualitative evaluation 
of the consistency of the 
project's greenhouse gas 
emissions with the Up-
land 2015 general plan 
update and climate ac-
tion plan. Comments on 
the draft mitigated nega-
tive declaration indicated 
the 10,000 threshold was 
too high for a mixed-use 
commercial/industrial 
warehouse project, and 
urged the city to use a 
3,000 threshold that the 
South coast Air qual-
ity Management District 
had proposed lead agen-
cies use for all land use 
projects, and for ‘mixed-
use’ commercial/indus-
trial projects in particu-
lar.”

The panel’s narrative 
continues, “In response, 
and following further 
working group sessions 
with the city planning 
commission, Bridge fur-
ther refined the project 
by adding sustainability 
features ‘to reduce the 
project's greenhouse gas 
emissions even further 
so that they would be 
less than 3,000 metric 
tons of [carbon dioxide 
equivalent] per year.’ 
The added sustainabil-
ity features include so-
lar panels to allow the 
building to operate with 
‘net-zero’ electricity 
consumption; EV [elec-
tric vehicle ]-ready park-
ing spaces and charging 
stations; and additional 
landscaping. The city 
also completed a ‘supple-

mental greenhouse gas 
analysis of the project's 
emissions, showing that, 
with revised (increased) 
baseline emissions, and 
the added sustainabil-
ity features, the project 
would generate 2,904 
[metric tones of carbon 
dioxide each year], less 
than the 3,000 thresh-
old.’ Like the original 
greenhouse gas analysis 
in the draft mitigated 
negative declaration, 
the supplemental green-
house gas analysis as-
sumed the project would 
be a 276,250-square foot 
warehouse building. 
Two peer review entities 
evaluated and confirmed 
the city's supplemental 
greenhouse gas analy-
sis.”

The panel wrote that 
Judge Cohn  “questioned 
whether the city ‘relied 
on’ the 3,000 threshold, 
given that the supple-
mental greenhouse gas 
analysis stated that it 
was prepared ‘for infor-
mational purposes only’ 
and the city ‘continued 
to assert’ that the 10,000 
threshold ‘was the 
threshold that applied.’ 
In sum, the court con-
cluded the city prejudi-
cially abused its discre-
tion in failing ‘to provide 
substantial evidence 
to justify the quantita-
tive method used as the 
greenhouse gas thresh-
old.’ The court also ruled 
an environmental impact 
report was not neces-
sarily required; the city 
could still ‘establish an 
appropriate threshold of 
significance’ for green-
house gas emissions and 
conclude an mitigated 
negative declaration was 
appropriate.”

According to the pan-
el, “a lead agency has 
substantial discretion in 
determining the appro-
priate threshold of sig-
nificance to evaluate the 
severity of a particular 
impact, and the agen-
cy's choice of threshold 
will be upheld if it is 
‘founded on substantial 
evidence.’ Substantial 
evidence shows that the 
3,000 threshold is an 
appropriate numerical 
threshold for measur-
ing the significance of 
the project's greenhouse 
gas emissions. Substan-
tial evidence shows that 
screening nonindustrial 
projects for whether 

Upland Citizen Group’s Seeming Vic-
tory In Stopping The Amazon Warehouse 
Project Based On What They Said Was A 
Flawed Air Pollution Calculation Turns To 
Naught With The Appellate Court Saying 
The Carbon Dioxide Threshhold From 
Smokestacks & Exhaust Pipe Emissions 
Will Not Be Exceeded   from page 5
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Court Of Appeal 
Says It Will Dismiss 
Upland Community 
First’s Suit In Its 
Entirety  from page 7 

Sheriff’s Department’s Action Against 
Bingham Raises Questions About Where A 
Lawman’s Constitutional Rights Of Free 
Association End  from page 6 
cluding a red and white 
“1%er” [one-percenter] 
patch, which is a com-
mon piece of regalia that 
motorcycle club mem-
bers wear to signal that 
they are among the one 
percent of motorcycle 
riders who are bonafide 
criminals and not among 
the 99 percent of motor-
cycle owners who are 
law abiding. Another 
patch bore the acronym 
"MFFM," interpreted as 
"Mongols Forever For-
ever Mongols."  

The upshot, those 
investigators insist, is 
that Bingham is a gang 
member. With his public 
statement, Sheriff Shan-
non Dicus said as much. 

On April 10, San Ber-
nardino Sun reporter Joe 
Nelson was able to carry 
out an exclusive inter-
view with Bingham at 
the West Valley Deten-
tion Center where he is 
being housed. During 
that interview, accord-
ing to Nelson, Bingham 

told him, “100 percent, I 
am not a Mongols gang 
member.” 

The Mongols self-
describe themselves us-
ing law enforcement’s 
imposed sobriquet of 
an “outlaw motorcycle 
club” and are ranked as 
the world’s fifth-largest 
such organization be-
hind, respectively, the 
Hells Angels, the Ban-
didos, the Outlaws and 
the Pagans. Mongols 
members individually 
and as a group have 
been subject to repeated 
legal challenges both 
civil and criminal, with 
many of its members 
and leaders convicted 
of murder, assault, rack-
eteering, engaging in 
the illegal distribution of 
drugs, money launder-
ing, robbery, extortion 
and firearms violations. 
While being a member 
of the Mongols Motor-
cycle Club may expose 
prospective members 
to illegal activities, not 

all members engage in 
criminal behavior, and 
the club’s bylaws offi-
cially prohibit criminals 
and drug users from 
being members. While 
criminal activity the 
gang or its members 
participate in have legal 
consequences, being a 
Mongols gang member 
is not inherently illegal. 
Similarly, associating 
with, socializing with, 
being acquainted with, 
being in the presence of 
or knowing a Mongol 
member – or any gang 
member – is not in and of 
itself a crime. Possessing 
or displaying so-called 
indicia of gang member-
ship is not expressly il-
legal nor is it clear what 
the San Bernardino 
County Sheriff’s Depart-
ment meant by the use of 
the term “gang parapher-
nalia.”

The sheriff’s depart-
ment has acknowledged 
that on March 23, when 
Bingham was spotted by 
the detective surveilling 
him and then encoun-
tered by the Highway 
Patrol officer who later 
effectuated his arrest, 

he was not overtly mak-
ing a show of his Mon-
gol affiliation. The shirt 
he was wearing with the 
Mongol references was 
beneath a jacket and the 
ring with the Mongols 
signet was on a chain 
around his neck, neither 
of which was apparent 
until he was subject to a 
more exacting search at 
the Banning incarcera-
tion facility.

The quick action of 
the sheriff’s department 
on March 23 in which it 
used the Mongols “indi-
cia” on Bingham’s per-
son as at least a partial 
basis contained in the af-
fiddavit for a search war-
rant to obtain that search 
warrant and then serve 
it undeniably resulted in 
the department’s inves-
tigators finding within 
Bingham’s premises 
the items – weaponry, 
equipment and further 
gang indicia – which the 
has now formed the ba-
sis of the charges against 
Bingham. Nevertheless, 
the department’s inves-
tigators might have got-
ten out in front of them-
selves. Undoubtedly, 

the search warrant will 
come under attack by a 
Franks motion, which 
will call into question 
the sufficiency, veracity 
of the search warrant. 
Moreover, the manner in 
which the case against 
Bingham has been pur-
sued sets up the grounds 
for a a 402 motion to 
exclude that evidence if 
the matter should get to 
a pretrial or preliminary 
hearing stage.

Bingham’s mere pos-
session of Mongols 
paraphernalia, while in-
dicative of something, is 
hardly probative that he 
is a gang member. The 
internal chambers of 
the Fontana Police De-
partment, for example, 
is a veritable museum 
of Hells Angels rega-
lia, equipment, symbols 
and memorabilia. That 
Bingham kept Mongels 
patchwork as souvenirs 
is not criminal. That he 
rode his own motorcycle 
in the company of Mon-
gols members does not 
establish him either as a 
member of the Mongols 
or as a criminal.  While 
the prosecution may 

want to put on a case-in-
chief against Bingham 
relating to the firearms, 
explosive devices and 
banned equipment such 
as the silencers and si-
multaneously have the 
jury hear about his gang 
affiliation, Evidence 
Code section 352 states 
that if evidence is not 
less probative than it is 
prejudicial the trial court 
has the discretion to ex-
clude it.

As a matter of course, 
the attorney represent-
ing Bingham will most 
certainly allege, with 
cause, that the detectives 
with the department 
omitted facts from the 
search warrant affidavit 
and that they failed to 
present mitigating evi-
dence that would have 
caused the magistrate to 
not issue the warrant.  If 
Bingham’s defense team 
succeeds in establishing, 
as Bingham has already 
unequivocally stated to 
Nelson, that he is not a 
Mongols member, the 
prosecution’s current 
strategy, which includes 
seeking gang enhance-

their greenhouse gas 
emissions fall above or 
below the 3,000 thresh-
old is a reasonable way 
to screen such projects 
for cumulatively consid-
erably greenhouse gas 
emissions.

Substantial evidence 
also supports the City's 
use of the 3,000 thresh-
old in evaluating the sig-
nificance of this project's 
greenhouse gas emis-
sions, after the project 
was revised during the 
public comment period 
to add the sustainability 
features.”

According to the 
panel, “The use of the 
3,000 threshold use for 
this project was conser-
vative-it tended to un-
derestimate a reasonable 
level of greenhouse gas 
emissions for this proj-
ect, which a mixed use 
commercial and indus-
trial project. The record 
indicates that industrial 
projects and mixed use 
commercial and indus-

trial projects tend to have 
higher greenhouse gas 
emissions than mixed use 
commercial and residen-
tial projects, commercial 
projects, and residential 
projects. But this proj-
ect, despite its industrial 
component, is projected 
to have greenhouse gas 
emissions below the 
3,000 threshold. Thus, 
the city did not abuse its 
discretion in concluding 
the project's greenhouse 
gas emissions would not 
be cumulatively con-
siderable because they 
will be below the 3,000 
threshold. Substantial 
evidence supports the 
City's determination, 
in its resolution adopt-
ing the mitigated nega-
tive declaration, that the 
project, with the added 
sustainability features 
and related greenhouse 
gas-related mitigation 
measures, will not have 
significant impacts on 
greenhouse gas emis-
sions.”

According to the pan-
el, “[T]he city's resolu-
tion adopting the final 
mitigated negative dec-
laration is supported by 
substantial evidence, in-
cluding the supplemental 

greenhouse gas analysis, 
which concluded that the 
project's greenhouse gas 
impacts would not be cu-
mulatively considerable 
because they would not 
exceed the 3,000 thresh-
old.”

The panel contin-
ued, “Upland Commu-
nity First suggests the 
supplemental green-
house gas analysis does 
not constitute sufficient 
evidence to support the 
city's resolution adopt-
ing the mitigated nega-
tive declaration because 
the supplemental green-
house gas analysis states 
that it was prepared ‘for 
informational purposes 
only.’ As Bridge points 
out, however, Upland 
Community First cites 
no authority that ‘dis-
counts’ the supplemental 
greenhouse gas analysis 
‘as substantial evidence.’ 
In sum, the city's resolu-
tion adopting the final 
mitigated negative dec-
laration is supported by 
the supplemental green-
house gas analysis and 
the record as a whole, 
which show that the proj-
ect's net greenhouse gas 
emissions will not be cu-
mulatively considerable 

as they will not exceed 
the 3,000 threshold.”

Moreover, according 
to the panel, “In its ap-
peal, Upland Commu-
nity First claims its pe-
tition should have been 
granted on an additional 
ground, namely, (1) the 
city performed a legally 
inadequate analysis of 
the project's traffic im-
pacts, and (2) the city's 
analyses of the project's 
impacts on air qual-
ity and greenhouse gas 
emissions are also inad-
equate because they re-
lied in part on the city's 
deficient traffic analy-
sis. We find no merit to 
this claim; thus, we re-
ject Upland Community 
First's appeal.”

According to the 
Fourth District Court of 
Appeal panel, “Upland 
Community First claims 
"there is a fair argument 
that the project will have 
significant transporta-
tion impacts" because 
the mitigated negative 
declaration ‘severely 
understates’ the number 
of vehicles and vehicle 
trips the project would 
generate. As we explain, 
no substantial evidence 
shows that the mitigated 

negative declaration un-
derestimated the num-
ber of vehicles or vehicle 
trips the project would 
generate.”

Furthermore, the 
panel stated, “Upland 
Community First has 
not shown that the City, 
in the mitigated negative 
declaration, the traffic 
impact analysis, or the 
vehicle miles travelled 
analysis, undercounted 
the "vehicles and vehicle 
trips" daily passenger 
car equivalent trips at-
tributable to the project. 
More broadly, Upland 
Community First has 
pointed to no substan-
tial evidence supporting 
a fair argument that the 
project could have sig-
nificant traffic or trans-
portation impacts, based 
on a vehicle miles trav-
elled methodology or 
any other analysis.”

In total, Upland Com-
munity First fell short in 
supporting its claim the 
city’s mitigated negative 
declaration overlooked 
significant environmen-
tal impacts that will re-
sult from the project, the 
Court of Appeal panel 
maintains. 

Upland Community 

First's claim that the proj-
ect could have signifi-
cant impacts on air qual-
ity and greenhouse gas 
emissions is based solely 
on Upland Commu-
nity First's unsupported 
claim that the project 
could have significant 
impacts on transporta-
tion,” according to the 
panel. “Because there is 
no merit to Upland Com-
munity First's claim that 
the project could have 
significant transporta-
tion impacts, there no 
merit to Upland Com-
munity First's claim that 
the project could also, by 
extension, have signifi-
cant impacts on air qual-
ity and greenhouse gas 
emissions. The judgment 
is reversed. The matter 
is remanded to the supe-
rior court with directions 
to enter a new judgment 
denying Upland Com-
munity First's writ peti-
tion in its entirety.”

The Court Of Appeal 
has scheduled a hearing 
for June 3 in which Up-
land Community First’s 
attorney, Cory Briggs, 
will have 15 minutes to 
persuade it not to reverse 
Judge Cohn.

-Mark Gutglueck

Continued on Page 15
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Redlands Officials Two Years Ago Got Out 
In Front Of Themselves By Compromising 
With The Godfather Of The City’s Low 
Growth On A Measure To Allow Highrises,  
Only To See It Fail At The Ballot Box  from 
page 6 

Continued on Page 15

they have hired to run 
the city on a day-to-day 
basis – have militated 
to cast off the develop-
ment restrictions that 
have been put in place in 
order to accommodate 
the “more modern” con-
cepts of massive resi-
dential and commercial 
subdivisions being built 
throughout the city and 
displacing the city’s ag-
ricultural zones togeth-
er with an urban core 
featuring skyscrapers. 
Their intent is to trans-
form, by the latter 21st 
Century, what is today 
San Bernardino Coun-
ty’s 12th most populous 
city at 74,441 residents, 
into what will be its 
first, second-, or third- 
largest, with upwards of 
300,000 living within its 
36.13 square miles. 

City officials have 
made multiple attempts 
to get around those re-
strictions imposed by its 
residents and their in-
tent to preserve both the 
quality of life and the 
slower pace of existence 
Redlands has tradition-
ally offered.

One of those efforts 
was the introduction 
of the Transit Villages 
Concept, which tapped 
into a trend in urban 
planning in recent years 
which emphasizes the 
need to facilitate heavier 
use of public transporta-
tion, including commut-
er rail systems. 

In Redlands, the tran-
sit villages plan calls for 
high density residen-
tial uses in multi-story 
structures to be built 
within walking distance 
of train stations located 
near Redlands Universi-
ty, Downtown Redlands 
and in the New York 
Avenue, Alabama Street 
and California Street 
districts. Those proj-
ects involve construct-
ing highrises will entail 
as many as 100 units 
per acre.  Thus, city of-
ficials indicated they 
were ready to embrace 
having clusters of high-
rise apartment buildings 
in what was envisioned 
as five densely packed 

neighborhoods through-
out the city where pre-
viously commercial de-
velopment or far lower 
density housing existed. 
This flew in the face of 
not just the quality-of-
life values embodied in 
Proposition R, Measure 
N and Measure U, but 
the restrictions con-
tained therein, as well. 
At first, Redlands of-
ficials tried to fashion 
some bureaucratic, pro-
cedural, land use regu-
lation or by-council-fiat 
workarounds, but were 
unable to do so, given 
the vigilance of the city’s 
traditionalists. 

A next effort was for-
mulated in 2019, when 
the city council used its 
authority to to place on 
the March 2020 ballot 
Measure G, an initiative 
that was intended to free 
the council and City Hall 
generally from the limi-
tations on development 
inherent in past mea-
sures approved by voters 
in Redlands. Measure G 
asked the city’s residents 
to eliminate, in one fell 
swoop, the restrictions 
of Proposition R, Mea-
sure N and Measure U. 
Measure G asked the 
city’s voters to allow de-
velopers to construct up 
to 27 housing units per 
acre, eliminate height 
limits on buildings in 
the city, relieve develop-
ers of the requirement 
that in completing their 
projects they have to 
provide infrastructure to 
maintain traffic-bearing 
capacity on the city’s 
streets equal to what 
was available prior to 
the development taking 
place, permit residential 
land use designations to 
be placed into the city’s 
general plan that did 
not previously exist and 
abolish the requirement 
that developers carry 
out socioeconomic cost/
benefit studies for the 
projects they are propos-
ing. Moreover, Measure 
G would have eliminat-
ed the requirement that 
a four-fifths vote of the 
city council is needed 
to approve residential 

densities exceeding 18 
dwelling units per acre, 
would have eliminated 
the requirement that a 
four-fifths vote of the city 
council is needed to ap-
prove residential build-
ings exceeding two sto-
ries or 35 feet in height, 
would have eliminated 
the requirement that the 
voters of the city rather 
than the city council be 
solely authorized to es-
tablish any new land use 
designations in the city, 
would have eliminated 
the requirement that cer-
tain residential subdivi-
sion projects be subject 
to competitive review 
for issuance of build-
ing permits, would have 
eliminated the require-
ment that the developers 
of new projects pay 100 
percent of the develop-
ment impact fees that 
are imposed on those 
projects and would have 
permanently exempted 
residential dwelling 
units constructed within 
Redlands’ Transit Vil-
lage Planning Area from 
the 400 dwelling unit 
per year limitation.

The city’s voters in 
March 2020 soundly re-
jected Measure G, with 
9,321 votes or 64.88 
percent opposing it and 
5,052 votes or 35.12 
percent in favor of it. 
Undaunted, the city 
council and city staff 
continued to accom-
modate developers in 
their submission of 
projects which sought 
density levels substan-
tially greater than what 
has been the standard in 
Redlands since its 1888 
founding as a munici-
pality. 

In 2022, city offi-
cials once more took a 
stab at getting the city’s 
residents to suspend key 
elements of the city’s 
low growth initiatives 
when it persuaded the 
late former Mayor Bill 
Cunningham, perhaps 
the most committed con-
trolled-growth advocate 
in city history, to alter 
an initiative he had qual-
ified for that year’s ballot 
– Measure F – from its 
original form in a way 
that would have allowed  
the city to procced with 
the first major phase of 
its Transit Villages Plan. 

In 2021, the then-95-
year-old Cunningham 
had authored and with 

the assistance of other 
controlled-growth en-
thusiasts qualified for 
the ballot an initiative 
calling for a height limi-
tation of 50 feet – es-
sentially three stories 
or less – on structures 
to be built in the area 
around the University 
of Redlands and Down-
town Redlands and no 
more than 62 feet – tan-
tamount to no more than 
four stories – in the New 
York Street district. 

Officials with the 
University of Redlands, 
in particular, were intent 
on being able to build 
dormitories to house 
more students as well as 
to rent or lease housing 
at a profit to nonstudents 
to shore up the univer-
sity’s dwindling reve-
nue. University officials, 
along with city officials, 
brought to bear all the le-
verage they possessed in 
the discussion with Cun-
ningham, including that 
Cunningham had once 
taught at the university. 
As the author and offi-
cial sponsor of what had 
been designated as Mea-
sure F for the November 
2022 ballot, Cunning-
ham had the authority to 
pull the measure or alter 
its terms. Would he con-
sider, university and city 
officials holding those 
discussions with him 
asked, allowing a slight-
ly higher height limita-
tion on the buildings 
near the university train 
station? Cunningham 
balked at that request, 
but then city officials 
sought to persuade him 
by offering, if he were 
to accept the four-story 
university limitation, to 
include a provision that 
would prevent any alter-
ation of the agricultural 
zoning in the city’s south 
end without a prior vote 
of the city’s residents. 
As that accomplished a 
goal Cunningham had 
long sought, he agreed. 
Thereby, Measure F was 
reconstituted to call for 
limiting building heights 
near the downtown train 
stations and buildings 
more than a quarter-mile 
from the university sta-
tion to three stories and 
43 feet. It called for lim-
iting buildings within a 
quarter-mile of the uni-
versity station and near 
the planned stations on 
Alabama Street, Cali-

fornia Street and in the 
New York Street dis-
trict to four stories and 
68 feet. It called for re-
moving the city’s devel-
opment fee policy from 
any development near 
the university station, 
which was instead to 
be government funded 
and/or subsidized. It 
called for prohibiting 
buildings more than 
two stories tall from 
being built near single-
family residences, with 
specified exceptions. It 
called for requiring ap-
proval by voters before 
certain agricultural land 
in San Timoteo Can-
yon can be rezoned. 
When Cunningham 
agreed to those altera-
tions to Measure F, the 
city used its authority to 
place it onto the Novem-
ber 8, 2022 ballot, large 
numbers of the city resi-
dents who had assisted 
him in getting the origi-
nal version of Measure F 
onto the ballot objected, 
believing the concession 
of allowing buildings in 
the university district to 
reach four stories to be 
an unacceptable sell out. 
They revolted when the 
matter came to a vote 
on November 8, 2022 
and Measure F was de-
feated by an overwhelm-
ing margin, with 8,504 
or 38.19 percent of the 
22,267 voters partici-
pating in the election in 
favor of it and 13,763 or 
61.81 percent opposed.

In August 2022, bank-
ing on the passage of 
Measure, the Redlands 
Planning Commission 
unanimously approved 
two four-story projects 
in the downtown area, 
both proposed by by 
Vantage One Real Estate 
Investments, LLC. One 
entailed a single four-
story 145-unit apartment 
building on 1.49 acres, 
“The Grand” on the 
grounds formerly occu-
pied by an approximate-
ly 40,000-square foot 
retail furniture store 
constructed in 1975 at 
the northeast corner of 
Redlands Boulevard 
and Eureka Street. The 
second, the“City Cen-
ter Project,” located 
two blocks south from 
The Grand Project, at 
212 and 216 Brook-
side Avenue, entailed 
the consolidation of 17 
parcels totaling 3.01 

acres at the northwest 
corner of Eureka Street 
and Brookside Avenue 
where the city’s safety 
hall and police station, 
city council chamber, a 
San Bernardino County 
courthouse, and two 
single-family residences 
were located. It called for 
four buildings, including 
a four-story apartment 
structure with 131 units. 

The approval of that 
project stood at the time 
and remains a provoca-
tion of the traditionalists 
in the city. 

The latest effort by the 
pro-development Red-
lands City Council to 
counteract or otherwise 
neutralize the efforts of 
the city’s well-organized 
and energetic group of 
city residents intent on 
controlling the intensity 
of growth in Redlands 
and clear the way for a 
radical transformation 
of the city over the next 
several decades now ap-
pears to be focused on 
dislodging the entrepre-
neurs in the city’s quaint 
downtown district, 
which has as its epicen-
ter State Street running 
between Orange Street 
and 7th Street. Being 
hatched, according to 
individuals ensconced 
deep within City Hall, 
is a scheme by which 
the city is to rid itself 
of the historic buildings 
in the downtown area – 
ones that are between 80 
and 120 years old, and 
replace them with high-
rises. This is to include, 
the lion’s share of the 
structures along Orange 
Street south of the 10 
Freeway on the east side, 
the buildings along both 
sides of State Street run-
ning east from Orange to 
7th Street, the buildings 
along the north side of 
Citrus Avenue from Or-
ange Street/Cajon Ave-
nue to 6th Street and the 
buildings along the east 
side of Cajon from Vine 
Street to Olive Street 
with the exception of the 
Methodist Church. City 
officials are anxious to 
see these buildings go, 
one well-placed source 
says, because of the seis-
mic instability as well as 
what the council deems 
to be the age and appear-
ance of the structures 
in question, extending 
to those that house So-
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ACCOUNTING CITA-
TION

Accounting Number 
2021-358/A

S U R R O G A T E ’ S 
COURT – CAYUGA 
COUNTY

SUPPLEMENTAL CI-
TATION

THE PEOPLE OF THE 
STATE OF NEW YORK,

By the Grace of God 
Free and Independent

TO: Michael A. 
Ritchie, if living, but if 
dead, his distributees, 
legal representatives, as-
signs and all persons who 
by purchase, inheritance or 
otherwise have or claim to 
have an interest in the Es-
tate of Angie Buonocore 
a/k/a Angelina Buonocore, 
whose last known address 
was in Highland, CA and 
whose current address is 
unknown to petitioner.

A petition and an ac-
count having been duly 
filed by Mary Jane R 
Wilkinson, whose address 
is 7449 Beach Road, Au-
burn, NY 13021,

YOU ARE HEREBY 
CITED TO SHOW CAUSE 
before the Surrogate’s 
Court, Cayuga County, at 
Auburn at Auburn, New 
York, on May 13th, 2024, at 
9:30 o’clock in the fore of 
that day, why the account 
of Mary Jane R Wilkinson, 
a summary of which has 
been served herewith,  as 
Administrator of the estate 
of ANGIE BUONOCORE 
aka ANGELINA BUONO-
CORE should not be judi-
cially settled.

HONORABLE JON E. 
BUDELMANN, Surrogate

Dated, Attested and 
Sealed March 18, 2024

HALEY A. BROWN, 
Chief Clerk

Name of Attorney: 
Midey, Mirras & Ricci, 
LLP by Frank R Fisher, 
Esq Telephone Number: 
315 568 5861

Address of Attorney: 
54 Fall Street, PO Box 299, 
Seneca Falls, NY 13148

[Note: This citation 
is served upon you as re-
quired by law. You are not 
required to appear; how-
ever, if you fail to appear 
it will be assumed you do 
not object to the relief re-
quested. You have a right 
to have an attorney appear 
for you, and you or your at-
torney may request a copy 
of the full account from the 
petitioner or petitioner’s at-
torney.

ESTATE OF ANGIE 
BUONOCORE A/K/A 
ANGELINA BUONO-
CORE

SUMMARY OF AC-
COUNT

BY
MARY JANE R. 

WILKINSON, ADMINIS-
TRATOR

CHARGES:
Principal received 

$123,214.66
Total Charges: 

$123,214.66
CREDITS:
Funeral and adminis-

tration expenses $31,395.33
Total Credits: 

$31,395.33
Balance on Hand 

$91,819.33
Plus balance in trust ac-

count + $4.00
$91,823.33
Less unpaid adminis-

trative expenses $ 560.00

Balance on hand: 
$91,263.33

The foregoing balance 
of $91,263.33 consists of 
$91,263.33 in cash and $0 
in other property on hand 
as of the 5th day of June, 
2023. It is subject to deduc-
tion of estimated principal 
commissions amounting 
to $5,928.58, estimated at-
torney fees amounting to 
$5,928.58, and to the prop-
er charge to principal of ex-
penses of this accounting.

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel on March 22 & 29 and 
April 5 & 12, 2024.

FBN 20240002571
The following entity is do-

ing business primarily in San 
Bernardino County as

REVITALIZE BUSI-
NESS SOLUTIONS 2603 
HARBOUR TOWN TRL ON-
TARIO, CA 91761: LAURIE L 
PETRI

Business Mailing Address: 
2603 HARBOUR TOWN TRL 
ONTARIO, 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 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 informa-
tion on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

/s/ LAURIE L PETRI, 
Owner

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: 3/15/2024

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 
authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of anoth-
er 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 
March 22, 29 and April 5 & 
12, 2024.

FBN 20240002572
The following entity is do-

ing business primarily in San 
Bernardino County as

BEST KEPT BOOK-
KEEPING SERVICES 2603 
HARBOUR TOWN TRL ON-
TARIO, CA 91761: LAURIE L 
PETRI

Business Mailing Address: 
2603 HARBOUR TOWN TRL 
ONTARIO, 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: Janu-
ary 1, 2024.

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 informa-
tion on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

/s/ LAURIE L PETRI, 
Owner

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: 3/15/2024

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 
authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of anoth-
er 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 
March 22, 29 and April 5 & 
12, 2024.

FBN 20240002561
The following entity is do-

ing business primarily in San 
Bernardino County as

DEL MAR SOCIAL 
SERVICES RESOURCES 
7380 CORRESPONDENCE 
PLACE RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91730: TRA-
CI M MARTINEZ

Business Mailing Ad-
dress: 7380 CORRESPON-
DENCE PLACE RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730

The business is conducted 
by: AN INDIVIDUAL.

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: March 
13, 2024.

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 informa-
tion on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

/s/ TRACI M MARTI-
NEZ, Director

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: 3/15/2024

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 J9784

Notice-This fictitious 
name statement expires five 
years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of anoth-
er 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 
March 22, 29 and April 5 & 
12, 2024.

FBN 20240002532
The following entity is do-

ing business primarily in San 
Bernardino County as

ODDBALL ARTWORKS 
7512 ALTA CUESTA DR 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730: ELIZABETH AL 
GALANG

Business Mailing Address: 
7512 ALTA CUESTA DR 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730

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 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 informa-
tion on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

/s/ ELIZABETH AL 
GALANG

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: 3/14/2024

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 D9865

Notice-This fictitious 
name statement expires five 
years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of anoth-
er 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 
March 22, 29 and April 5 & 
12, 2024.

FBN 20240002759
The following entity is do-

ing business primarily in San 
Bernardino County as

DUOMI SPA 5239 AR-
ROW HWY MONTCLAIR, 
CA 91763: DONG WANG

Business Mailing Address: 
6858 KEMPSTER LN 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: March 
20, 2024.

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 informa-
tion on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

/s/ DONG WANG, Owner
Statement filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: 3/20/2024

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 J2523

Notice-This fictitious 
name statement expires five 
years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of anoth-
er 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 
March 22, 29 and April 5 & 
12, 2024.

FBN 20240001582
The following entity is do-

ing business primarily in San 
Bernardino County as

MUNCHBOX 510 N CEN-
TRAL AVE APT 7101, CEN-
TRAL UPLAND, CA 91786: 
SYDNEY SL BOURNE

Business Mailing Address: 
510 N CENTRAL AVE APT 
7101, CENTRAL UPLAND, 
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: Febru-
ary 20, 2024.

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 informa-
tion on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

/s/ SYDNEY SL 
BOURNE, Owner

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: 2/20/2024

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 J6748
Notice-This fictitious 

name statement expires five 
years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of anoth-
er 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 
March 22, 29 and April 5 & 
12, 2024.

FBN 20240002881
The following entity is do-

ing business primarily in San 
Bernardino County as

GIBIN MILLWORK 4201 
E SANTA ANA ST UNIT F 
ONTARIO, CA 9761: GIBIN 
REMODELING INC 2125 S 
HELLMAN AVE STE O ON-
TARIO, CA 91761

Business Mailing Address: 
2125 S HELLMAN AVE STE 
O ONTARIO, CA 91761

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION regis-
tered with the State of Califor-
nia under the number 4649368.

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: Janu-
ary 4, 2024.

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 informa-
tion on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

/s/ IMELDA PULIDO, 
Secretary

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: 3/22/2024

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 J6748

Notice-This fictitious 
name statement expires five 
years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of anoth-
er 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 
March 22, 29 and April 5 & 
12, 2024.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE

N U M B E R 
CIVSB2404955

TO ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner: 
Gaven Daniel Martin filed 
with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

Gaven Daniel Martin to 
Gaven Daniel De La Fosse, 
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 ob-
jection at least two court days 
before the matter is scheduled 
to be heard and must appear 
at the hearing to show cause 
why the petition should not be 
granted. If no written objec-
tion is timely filed, the court 
may grant the petition without 
a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 05/03/2024

Time: 08:30 AM
Department: S27
The address of the court is 

Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino San 
Bernardino District-Civil Di-
vision,, 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 IT 
IS FURTHER ORDERED that 
a copy of this order be pub-
lished in the SBCS Upland in 
San Bernardino County Cali-
fornia, once a week for four 
successive weeks prior to the 
date set for hearing of the pe-
tition.

Dated: 03/08/2024
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
Published in the SBCS 

Upland on 03/28/2024, 
04/04/2024, 04/11/2024, 
04/18/2024

FBN 20240002503
The following entity is do-

ing business primarily in San 
Bernardino County as

SUNSHINE CLEANING 
SOLUTION 8529 SIERRA 
MADRE AVE RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730: 
AMANDA M LANTER

Business Mailing Address: 
8529 SIERRA MADRE AVE 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730

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 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 informa-
tion on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

/s/ AMANDA M LANT-
ER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: 3/13/2024

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 D9865

Notice-This fictitious 
name statement expires five 
years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of anoth-
er 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 
March 29 and April 5, 12 & 
19, 2024.

FBN 20240002998
The following entity is do-

ing business primarily in San 
Bernardino County as

GIBIN MILLWORK 4201 
E SANTA ANA ST UNIT F 
ONTARIO, CA 91761: GIBIN 
REMODELING INC 2125 S 
HELLMAN AVE STE O ON-
TARIO, CA 91761

Business Mailing Address: 
2125 S HELLMAN AVE STE 
O ONTARIO, CA 91761

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION regis-
tered with the State of Califor-
nia under the number 4649368.

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: Janu-
ary 4, 2024.

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 informa-
tion on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

/s/ IMELDA PULIDO, 
Secretary

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardi-

no on: 3/26/2024
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 J9965

Notice-This fictitious 
name statement expires five 
years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of anoth-
er 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 
March 29 and April 5, 12 & 
19, 2024.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: PAUL LU-
THER WILLIAMS

CASE NO. PRO-
VA2400132

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in the 
will or estate, or both of PAUL 
LUTHER WILLIAMS: a peti-
tion for probate has been filed 
by MARDEN GEORGE PAUL 
WILLIAMS in the Superior 
Court of California, County of 
SAN BERNARDINO.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that 
MARDEN GEORGE PAUL 
WILLIAMS be appointed as 
personal representative to ad-
minister the estate of the de-
cedent.

THE PETITION requests 
full authority to administer 
the estate under the Indepen-
dent Administration of Estates 
Act. (This authority will allow 
the personal representative 
to take many actions without 
obtaining court approval. Be-
fore taking certain very im-
portant actions, however, the 
personal representative will be 
required to give notice to inter-
ested persons unless they have 
waived notice or consented to 
the proposed action.) The full 
independent administration 
authority will be granted un-
less an interested person files 
an objection to the petition 
and shows good cause why 
the court should not grant the 
authority.

A hearing on the petition 
will be held July 10, 2024 at 
9:00 a.m. at

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court, Fontana Dis-
trict

Department F2 – Fontana
17780 Arrow Boulevard
Fontana, CA 92335
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 ei-
ther (1) four months from the 
date of first issuance of letters 
to a general personal represen-
tative, as defined in section 
58(b) of the California Probate 
Code, or (2) 60 days from the 
date of mailing or personal de-
livery to you of a notice under 
Section 9052 of the California 
Probate Code.

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

YOU MAY EXAMINE 
the file kept by the court. If 
you are a person interested in 
the estate, you may file with 
the court a Request for Spe-
cial Notice (form DE-154) of 



Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
the filing of an inventory and 
appraisal of estate assets or of 
any petition or account as pro-
vided in Probate Code section 
1250. A Request for Special 
Notice form is available from 
the court clerk.

MARDEN GEORGE 
PAUL WILLIAMS, In Pro Per

21935 VAN BUREN 
STREET #B6

GRAND TERRACE, CA 
92313

Phone (951) 529-1599
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
April 5, 12 & 19, 2024.

FBN 20240002751
The following entity is do-

ing business primarily in San 
Bernardino County as

SOUTHLAND POOL 
PLASTERING, INC. 6421 
SUNSTONE AVE RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 90701: 
SOUTHLAND POOL PLAS-
TERING, INC. 6421 SUN-
STONE AVE RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 90701

Business Mailing Ad-
dress: 6421 SUNSTONE AVE 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 90701

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION reg-
istered with the State of Cali-
fornia.

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: June 
6, 1978.

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 informa-
tion on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

/s/ MARIO JUAREZ, 
CEO

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: 3/20/2024

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 D9865

Notice-This fictitious 
name statement expires five 
years from the date it was 
filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed 
before that time. The filing of 
this statement does not of itself 
authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of anoth-
er 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 
April 5, 12. 19 & 26, 2024.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: LETA MA-
RIE PAUL

CASE NO. PRO-
VA2400289

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in the 
will or estate, or both of LETA 
MARIE PAUL:

A petition for probate has 
been filed by VICTOR MAN-
UEL PAUL JR. in the Superior 
Court of California, County of 
SAN BERNARDINO.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that VIC-
TOR MANUEL PAUL JR. be 
appointed as personal repre-
sentative to administer the es-
tate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
FULL AUTHORITY to ad-
minister the estate under the 
Independent Administration 
of Estates Act. (This authority 
will allow the personal repre-
sentative to take many actions 
without obtaining court ap-
proval. Before taking certain 
very important actions, how-
ever, the personal representa-

tive will be required to give 
notice to interested persons 
unless they have waived notice 
or consented to the proposed 
action.) The independent ad-
ministration 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 May 23, 2024 at 
9:00 a.m. at

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court Fontana Dis-
trict

Department F1 – Fontana
17780 Arrow Boulevard
Fontana, CA 92335
Filed: April 8, 2024
CHRISTINA WRIGHT, 

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 ei-
ther (1) four months from the 
date of first issuance of letters 
to a general personal represen-
tative, as defined in section 
58(b) of the California Probate 
Code, or (2) 60 days from the 
date of mailing or personal de-
livery to you of a notice under 
Section 9052 of the California 
Probate Code.

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

YOU MAY EXAMINE 
the file kept by the court. If 
you are a person interested in 
the estate, you may file with 
the court a Request for Spe-
cial Notice (form DE-154) of 
the filing of an inventory and 
appraisal of estate assets or of 
any petition or account as pro-
vided in Probate Code section 
1250. A Request for Special 
Notice form is available from 
the court clerk.

Attorney for Victor Manu-
el Paul Jr.:

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 
April 12, 19 & 26, 2024.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE

N U M B E R 
CIVSB2404448

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

DANIEL MAZAR-
IEGOS to DANIEL SAN-
DOVAL

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

Notice of Hearing:

Date: 05/20/2024
Time: 08:30 AM
Department: S26
The address of the court is 

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

Filed: 03/20/2024
Khiyara Frontela, Deputy 

Clerk of the Court
Judge of the Superior 

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

nardino County Sentinel on 
April 12, 19, 26 & May 3, 2024.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE

N U M B E R 
CIVSB2404442

TO ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner 
OLGA MARINA MAZ-
ARIEGOS filed with this 
court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

OLGA MARINA 
MAZARIEGOS to MA-
RINA SANDOVAL

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

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 05/20/2024
Time: 08:30 AM
Department: S25
The address of the court is 

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

Filed: 03/20/2024
Khiyara Frontela, Deputy 

Clerk of the Court
Judge of the Superior 

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

nardino County Sentinel on 
April 12, 19, 26 & May 3, 2024.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE

N U M B E R 
CIVSB2405577

TO ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner 
MOHAMMED KHALAF 
NASSRULLAH ALOTH-
MAN filed with this court 
for a decree changing 
names as follows:

M O H A M M E D 
KHALAF NASSRULLAH 
ALOTHMAN to MIKE 
ALOTHMAN

[and]
ZENNALABADEEN 

MOHAMMED KHALAF 
ALOTHMAN to ZAIN 
ALOTHMAN

[and]
KANZ MOHAMMED 

ALOTHMAN to KANZ 
ALOTHMAN

[and]
FAHAD MOHAM-

MED ALOTHMAN to 
FAHAD ALOTHMAN

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

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 05/07/2024
Time: 08:30 AM
Department: S32
The address of the court is 

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

Filed: 03/26/2024
Abrianna Rodriguez, Dep-

uty Clerk of the Court
Judge of the Superior 

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

nardino County Sentinel on 
April 12, 19, 26 & May 3, 2024.

FBN 20240002146
The following entity is do-

ing business primarily in San 
Bernardino County as

JJ IRON WORKS & 
WOOD DESIGNS 4115 N 
SIERRA WAY  SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92407: RO-
BERTO C VILLALOBOS  

Business Mailing Address: 
4115 N SIERRA WAY  SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92407

The business is conducted 
by: AN INDIVIDUAL.

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: Janu-
ary 1, 2024.

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 informa-
tion on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing.

/s/ ROBERTO C. VIL-
LALOBOS

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: 3/05/2024

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 
authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of anoth-
er 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 
April 12, 19, 26  & May 3, 
2024.

FBN 20240002078
The following person is 

doing business as: ATMY-
FRIENDSHOUSE; ANGEL 
WINGSUAS. 4195 CHINO 
HILLS PARWAY #1199 CHINO 
HILLS, CA 91709;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 14947 CHEL-
SEA AVE CHINO HILLS, CA 
91709];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

JEVITA R WEBSTER 4195 
CHINO HILLS PARKWAY 
#1199 CHINO HILLS, CA 
91709.

The business is conducted 
by: AN INDIVIDUAL.

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

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ JEVITA R WEBSTER, 
OWNER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 01, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 03/22/2024, 03/29/2024, 
04/05/2024, 04/12/2024 CN-
BB12202401MT

FBN 20240002602
The following person is do-

ing business as: PROSPERITY 
LEASING SOLUTIONS. 9161 
SIERRA AVE SUITE 203-B 
FONTANA, CA 92335;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 9161 SIERRA 
AVE SUITE 203-B FONTANA, 
CA 92335];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

J&F INNOVATIONS 
GROUP INC 9161 SIERRA 
AVE SUITE 203-B FONTANA, 
CA 92335 STATE OF INCOR-
PORATION CA ARTICLES OF 
INCORPORATION 3429001

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION.

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

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ FAVIOLA NIEVES, 
PRESIDENT

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 15, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 03/22/2024, 03/29/2024, 
04/05/2024, 04/12/2024 CN-
BB12202402MT

FBN 20240002460
The following person is do-

ing business as: MAMI SKIN 
LAB 28. 14298 ST ANDREWS 
DR SUITE #7 VICTORVILLE, 
CA 92395;[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 14298 ST ANDREWS 
DR SUITE #7 VICTORVILLE, 
CA 92395];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

LILIAN A VILLEDA MU-
RILLO 14298 ANDREWS DR 
SUITE #7 VICTORVILLE, CA 
92395.

The business is conducted 
by: AN INDIVIDUAL.

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

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ LILIAN A VILLEDA 
MURILLO, OWNER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 13, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 03/22/2024, 03/29/2024, 
04/05/2024, 04/12/2024 CN-
BB12202403MT

FBN 20240002462
The following person is 

doing business as: BOBA KO-
RNER. 15567 SHARON CT 
FONTANA, CA 92336

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

BOBA CORNER LLC 
15567 SHARON CT FON-
TANA, CA 92336 STATE OF 
ORGANIZATION CA AR-
TICLES OF ORGANIZATION 
202358517211

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 information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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 SORENSEN, 
MANAGING MEMBER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 13, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 03/22/2024, 03/29/2024, 
04/05/2024, 04/12/2024 CN-
BB12202404MT

FBN 20240002617
The following person is do-

ing business as: DL DENTAL 
CERAMICS. 164 W HOSPI-
TALITY LN STE 14A SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92408

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

DAMON D LE 164 W HOS-
PITALITY LN STE 14A SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92408.

The business is conducted 
by: AN INDIVIDUAL.

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 

names listed above on: N/A
By signing, I declare that 

all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ DAMON D LE, OWNER
Statement filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 15, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 03/22/2024, 03/29/2024, 
04/05/2024, 04/12/2024 CN-
BB12202405MT

FBN 20240002818
The following person is do-

ing business as: GET FRESH 
BARBER SHOP. 264 W BASE-
LINE RD. RIALTO, CA 92376;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 12329 
IMPERIAL HWY NORWALK, 
CA 90650];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

ALL STARS BARBER-
SHOP NORWALK 12329 IM-
PERIAL HWY NORWALK, 
CA 90650 STATE OF INCOR-
PORATION CA ARTICLES OF 
INCORPORATION 4600649

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION.

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

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ VERONICA SANDO-
VAL, CEO

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 21, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 03/22/2024, 03/29/2024, 
04/05/2024, 04/12/2024 CN-
BB12202406SD

FBN 20240002553
The following person is do-

ing business as: DINGLI YAO 
DBA VCA AUTO GROUP. 
16004 CONDOR AVE CHINO, 
CA 91708;[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 16004 CONDOR AVE 
CHINO, CA 91708];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

DINGLI YAO
The business is conducted 

by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced 

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

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

s/ DINGLI YAO, OWNER
Statement filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 14, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 03/22/2024, 03/29/2024, 
04/05/2024, 04/12/2024 CN-
BB12202407MT

FBN 20240002640
The following person is do-

ing business as: DONUT MAK-
ER #5. 393 W HIGHLAND 
AVE SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92405;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
393 W HIGHLAND AVE SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92405];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

TOSSNIPHEAP POK
The business is conducted 

by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced 

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

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ TOSSNIPHEAP POK, 
OWNER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 18, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 03/22/2024, 03/29/2024, 
04/05/2024, 04/12/2024 CN-
BB12202408MT

FBN 20240002813
The following person is 

doing business as: WATER-
MAN PRINT CO. 999 N WA-
TERMAN AVE STE A23 SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92405;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 999 N 
WATERMAN AVE STE A23 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92405];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

J’S HOBBY SHOP INC 
999 N. WATERMAN AVE STE 
B118 SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92410 STATE OF INCORPO-
RATION CA ARTICLES OF 
INCORPORATION 5321257

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION.

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

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ JAMALL A. THOMAS, 
CEO

Statement filed with the 

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 21, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 03/22/2024, 03/29/2024, 
04/05/2024, 04/12/2024 CN-
BB12202409MT

FBN 20240002736
The following person is do-

ing business as: ANGI RESI-
DENTIAL SERVICES. 1127 
WHISPERING FOREST DR 
BIG BEAR CITY, CA 92314;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS PO BOX 
1561 BIG BEAR CITY, CA 
92314];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

ANGELA L CATUNA N/A.
The business is conducted 

by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced 

to transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: FEB 28, 
2019

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ ANGELA L CATUNA, 
OWNER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 20, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 03/22/2024, 03/29/2024, 
04/05/2024, 04/12/2024 CN-
BB12202410MT

FBN 20240002650
The following person is do-

ing business as: BLISS SHOES 
1 MILLS CIRCLE SUITE 800 
ONTARIO, CA 91764;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 1 MILLS CIR-
CLE SUITE 800 ONTARIO, 
CA 91764];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

SHARLYN LU
The business is conducted 

by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced 

to transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: JAN 16, 
2020

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ SHARLYN LU, OWNER
Statement filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 18, 2024

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

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years 
from the date it was filed in the 

office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name state-
ment must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this state-
ment does not of itself authorize 
the use in this state of a fictitious 
business name in violation of 
the rights of another under fed-
eral, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Business 
and Professions Code).

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 03/22/2024, 03/29/2024, 
04/05/2024, 04/12/2024 CNB-
B12202411IR

FBN 20240002117
The following person is 

doing business as: TRANSIT 
NOW LOGISTICS 9431 HA-
VEN AVENUE SUITE 100 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91730;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
9431 HAVEN AVENUE SUITE 
100 RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

TRANSIT NOW LOGIS-
TICS 9431 HAVEN AVENUE 
SUITE 100 RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91730 STATE 
OF ORGANIZATION CA AR-
TICLES OF ORGANZIATION 
202460816166

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: FEB 27, 
2024

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ MARCO SANCHEZ, 
CEO

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 04, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 03/29/2024, 04/05/2024, 
04/12/2024, 04/19/2024 CN-
BB14202401MT

FBN 20240003269
The following person is do-

ing business as: EZ MOVING 
AND HAULING. 9074 SUR-
REY AVE MONTCLAIR, CA 
91763;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
9074 SURREY AVE MONT-
CLAIR, CA 91763];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

JUAN R GONZALEZ JR 
9074 SURREY AVE MONT-
CLAIR, CA 91763.

The business is conducted 
by: AN INDIVIDUAL.

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

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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 R GONZALEZ JR, 
OWNER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: APRIL 02, 2024

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

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years 
from the date it was filed in the 

office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name state-
ment must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this state-
ment does not of itself authorize 
the use in this state of a fictitious 
business name in violation of 
the rights of another under fed-
eral, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Business 
and Professions Code).

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/05/2024, 04/12/2024, 
04/19/2024, 04/26/2024 CN-
BB14202401MT

FBN 20240003289
The following person is do-

ing business as: GET IT GONE. 
808 COLLEGE AVENUE RED-
LANDS, CA 92375;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS P.O BOX 7944 
REDLANDS, CA 92375];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

LENARI UNLIMITED 
LLC 808 COLLEGE AVENUE 
REDLANDS, CA 92374 STATE 
OF ORGANIZATION CA AR-
TICLES OF ORGANIZATION 
202359918373

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 information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ LENEIR B. WEBB II, 
MANAGING MEMEBER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: APRIL 02, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/05/2024, 04/12/2024, 
04/19/2024, 04/26/2024 CN-
BB14202402MT

FBN 20240003117
The following person is do-

ing business as: ICARS AUTO 
SALES. 1254 S WATERMAN 
AVE STE 53 SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92408;[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 1254 S WATERMAN 
AVE STE 53 SAN BERNAD-
RINO, CA 92408];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

ICARS AUTO SALES, 
LLC. 1254 S WATERMAN 
AVE STE 53 SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92408 STATE 
OF ORGANIZATION CA AR-
TICLES OF ORGANIZATION 
2018135510029 The business is 
conducted by: A LIMITED LI-
ABILITY COMPANY.

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

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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 K ABURA-
JAB, MANAGING MEMBER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 29, 2024

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

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years 
from the date it was filed in the 

office of the county clerk. A new 
fictitious business name state-
ment must be filed before that 
time. The filing of this state-
ment does not of itself authorize 
the use in this state of a fictitious 
business name in violation of 
the rights of another under fed-
eral, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Business 
and Professions Code).

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/05/2024, 04/12/2024, 
04/19/2024, 04/26/2024 CN-
BB14202403MT

FBN 20240003200
The following person is 

doing business as: J & M CON-
STRUCTION CONSULTANT 
AND SERVICES. 610 W J ST 
ONTARIO, CA 91762;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 610 W J ST 
ONTARIO, CA 91762];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

MARTHA MURO 610 W J 
ST ONTARIO, CA 91762.

The business is conducted 
by: AN INDIVIDUAL.

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

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

s/ MARTHA MURO, 
OWNER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: APRIL 01, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/05/2024, 04/12/2024, 
04/19/2024, 04/26/2024 CN-
BB14202404MT

FBN 20240003207
The following person is do-

ing business as: A’S PLUMB-
ING AND DRAIN CLEAN-
ING. 6341 N ANGELS PEAK 
DR SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92407;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
6341 N ANGELS PEAK DR 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92407];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

SAMNUEL N ARQUI-
ETA 6341 N ANGELS PEAK 
DR SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92407.

The business is conducted 
by: AN INDIVIDUAL.

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

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ SAMNUEL N ARQUI-
ETA, OWNER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: APRIL 01, 2024

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

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

business name in violation of 
the rights of another under fed-
eral, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Business 
and Professions Code).

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/05/2024, 04/12/2024, 
04/19/2024, 04/26/2024 CN-
BB14202405MT

FBN 20240003225
The following person 

is doing business as: OUT-
DOORADSRIVERLUX. 429 
N K STREET MURRIETA, 
CA 92363;[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 23400 BLUE GARDE-
NIA LANE MURRIETA, CA 
92562];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

MICHAEL P WEST 429 N 
K STREET LANE NEEDLES, 
CA 92363.

The business is conducted 
by: AN INDIVIDUAL.

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

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

s/ MICHAEL P WEST, 
OWNER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: APRIL 01, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/05/2024, 04/12/2024, 
04/19/2024, 04/26/2024 CN-
BB14202406MT

FBN 20240003224
The following person is 

doing business as: EPICURE 
SOLUTIONS. 23915 SPRING-
WATER RD UNIT #2 CRES-
TLINE, CA 92325;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS P.O BOX 1202 
REDLANDS, CA 92373];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

THOMAS J WRIGHT 
23915 SPRINGWATER RD 
UNIT #2 CRESTLINE, CA 
92325.

The business is conducted 
by: AN INDIVIDUAL.

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

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ THOMAS J WRIGHT, 
OWNER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: APRIL 01, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 

Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/05/2024, 04/12/2024, 
04/19/2024, 04/26/2024 CN-
BB14202407MT

FBN 20240003094
The following person is do-

ing business as: A1 FINANC-
ING SERVICES. 1511 W HOLT 
BLVD SUITE G ONTARIO, CA 
91762;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
1511 W HOLT BLVD SUITE G 
ONTARIO, CA 91762];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

IK INVESTMENTS, INC. 
1511 W HOLT BLVD SUITE G 
ONTARIO, CA 91762 STATE 
OF INCORPORATION CA

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION.

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: JUL 01, 
2001

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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 E RODRIGUEZ, 
PRESIDENT

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 29, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/05/2024, 04/12/2024, 
04/19/2024, 04/26/2024 CN-
BB14202408MT

FBN 20240003097
The following person is do-

ing business as: ACTION MO-
BILE HOMES. 1511 W HOLT 
BLVD STE F ONTARIO, CA 
91762;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
1511 W HOLT BLVD STE F 
ONTARIO, CA 91762];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

ACTION MOBILE 
HOMES, INC. 1511 W HOL 
BLVD SUITE F ONTARIO, CA 
91762 STATE OF INCORPO-
RATION CA

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION.

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: JUN 01, 
1993

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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 E RODRIGUEZ, 
PRESIDENT

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 29, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/05/2024, 04/12/2024, 
04/19/2024, 04/26/2024 CN-
BB14202409MT
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FBN 20240003153
The following person is 

doing business as: ZAPATO 
AUTO SALES CORP. 363 
WEST 6TH STREET SUITE 
113 SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92401;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
363 W 6TH ST SUITE 13 SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92401];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

ZAPATO AUTO SALE 
CORP 363 W 6TH STREET 
SUITE 13 SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92401 STATE OF IN-
CORPORATION CA

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION.

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: JAN 05, 
2004

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ SANTA BARRON, 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFI-
CER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 29, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/05/2024, 04/12/2024, 
04/19/2024, 04/26/2024 CN-
BB14202410MT

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE

N U M B E R 
CIVSB2405577

TO ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner 
MOHAMMED KHALAF 
NASSRULLAH ALOTH-
MAN filed with this court 
for a decree changing 
names as follows:

M O H A M M E D 
KHALAF NASSRULLAH 
ALOTHMAN to MIKE 
ALOTHMAN

[and]
ZENNALABADEEN 

MOHAMMED KHALAF 
ALOTHMAN to ZAIN 
ALOTHMAN

[and]
KANZ MOHAMMED 

ALOTHMAN to KANZ 
ALOTHMAN

[and]
FAHAD MOHAM-

MED ALOTHMAN to 
FAHAD ALOTHMAN

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

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 05/07/2024
Time: 08:30 AM
Department: S32

The address of the court is 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino San 
Bernardino District-Civil Di-
vision 247 West Third Street, 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 IT 
IS FURTHER ORDERED that 
a copy of this order be pub-
lished in the San Bernardino 
County California, once a 
week for four successive 
weeks prior to the date set for 
hearing of the petition.

Filed: 03/26/2024
Abrianna Rodriguez, Dep-

uty Clerk of the Court
Judge of the Superior 

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

nardino County Sentinel on 
April 12, 19, 26 & May 3, 2024

FBN 20240003096
The following person is 

doing business as: IGLESIA 
MANANTIAL. 16779 ARROW 
BLVD FONTANA, CA 92335;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 33345 
COLORADO ST YUCAIPA, 
CA 92399];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

IGLESIA MANANTIAL 
16779 ARROW BLVD FON-
TANA, CA 92335 STATE OF 
ICNORPORATION CA AR-
TICLES OF INCOPORATION 
2089929.

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION.

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: DEC 07, 
1997

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

s/ NANCY MORALES, 
SECRETARY

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 29, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/05/2024, 04/12/2024, 
04/19/2024, 04/26/2024 CN-
BB14202411MT

FBN 20240002940
The following person is do-

ing business as: LUSH PRINT 
CO.. 999 N. WATERMAN AVE 
STE A-23 SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92410;[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 999 N. WATERMAN 
AVE STE A-23 SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92405;

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

COCCO LUSH INC 999 N. 
WATERMAN AVE STE B-17 
SANBERNARDINO, CA 92410 
STATE OF INCORPORATION 
CA

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION.

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

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ ROBIN WITHERS, CEO
Statement filed with the 

County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 25, 2024

I hereby certify that this 
copy is a correct copy of the 
original statement on file in my 
office San Bernardino County 

Clerk By:/Deputy
Notice-This fictitious name 

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/05/2024, 04/12/2024, 
04/19/2024, 04/26/2024 CN-
BB14202412MT

FBN 20240003233
The following person is 

doing business as: JB ENTER-
PRISE. 15050 MONTE VIS-
TA AVENUE SP 91 CHINO 
HILLS, CA 91709;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 15050 MONTE 
VISTA AVENUE SP 91 CHINO 
HILLS, CA 91709];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

JUAN J BAILLY
The business is conducted 

by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced 

to transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: MAR 
11, 2024

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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 J BAILLY, OWN-
ER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: APRIL 02, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/05/2024, 04/12/2024, 
04/19/2024, 04/26/2024 CN-
BB14202414MT

FBN 20240003320
The following person is do-

ing business as: ROYAL COL-
LISION CENTER. 1800 FOOT-
HILL BLVD FONTANA, CA 
92335;[ MAILING ADRESS 
1500 FOOTHILL BLVD FON-
TANA, CA 92335 ];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

AJ MAGMEN, INC 1500 
LONG BEACH BLVD LONG 
BEACH, CA 90813 STATE OF 
INCORPORATION CA

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION.

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: OCT 11, 
2017

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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 MAGDALENO, 
CEO

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: APRIL 04, 2024

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

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/05/2024, 04/12/2024, 
04/19/2024, 04/26/2024 CN-
BB14202415MT

FBN 20240003323
The following person is 

doing business as: INVICTUS 
SERVICES. 9668 MILLIKEN 
AVE SUITE 104-220 RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 9668 
MILLIKEN AVE SUITE 104-
220 RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

HILDA GONZAGA
The business is conducted 

by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced 

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

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ HILDA GONZAGA, 
OWNER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: APRIL 04, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/05/2024, 04/12/2024, 
04/19/2024, 04/26/2024 CN-
BB14202416MT

FBN 20240003162
The following person is do-

ing business as: EVOLUTION 
LIFT. 12757 KIOWA RD APT 
3 APPLE VALLEY, CA 92308;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 311 W 
CIVIC CENTER DR STE B 
SANTA ANA, CA 92701];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

ANDREW ALFARO
The business is conducted 

by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced 

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

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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 ALFARO, 
OWNER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 29, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/05/2024, 04/12/2024, 
04/19/2024, 04/26/2024 CNB-
B14202417CV

FBN 20240003464
The following person is do-

ing business as: THE G COM-
PANY. 25388 7TH ST SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92410;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 25388 
7TH ST SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92410];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

JOAN M GAMEZ-CRUZ 
25388 7TH ST SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92410; DE-
SIRAE R GAMEZ 25388 7TH 
ST SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92410.

The business is conducted 
by: A MARRIED COUPLE.

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

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ JOANN M GAMEZ-
CRUZ, HUSBAND

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: APRIL 09, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/12/2024, 04/19/2024, 
04/26/2024, 05/03/2024 CN-
BB15202407MT

FBN 20240003351
The following person is 

doing business as: EMPIRE 
INN. 294 E HOSPITALITY 
LANE SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92408;[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 294 E HOSPITALITY 
LANE SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92408];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

SKYLARK HOTEL, INC 
294 E HOSPITALITY LANE 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92408 STATE OF INCORPO-
RATION CA ARTICLES OF 
INCORPORATION 4281623

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION.

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

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ KALPESH SOLANKI, 
PRESIDENT

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: APRIL 05, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/12/2024, 04/19/2024, 
04/26/2024, 05/03/2024 CN-
BB15202406MT

FBN 20240003489
The following person is 

doing business as: FLEXX-
PARTS. 15218 SUMIT AVE. 
SUITE #300-251 FONTANA, 
CA 92336;[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 15218 SUMIT AVE. 
SUITE #300-251 FONTANA, 
CA 92336];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

FLEXXPARTS 15218 
SUMMIT AVE SUITE #300-
251 FONTANA, CA 92336 
STATE OF INCORPORATION 
CA

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION.

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

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

s/ VANESSA FLORES, 
CEO

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: APRIL 10, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/12/2024, 04/19/2024, 
04/26/2024, 05/03/2024 CN-
BB15202405MT

FBN 20240003486
The following person is 

doing business as: DIVINE 
BEAUTY & WELLNESS BY 
SHERLY. 8405 HAVEN AVE 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91730;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
10808 FOOTHILL BLVD 
STE 160-302 RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91730];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

SARAH S MANOPO
The business is conducted 

by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced 

to transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: APR 04, 
2024

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ SARAH S MANOPO, 
OWNER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: APRIL 10, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-

nel 04/12/2024, 04/19/2024, 
04/26/2024, 05/03/2024 CN-
BB15202404MT

FBN 20240003440
The following person is do-

ing business as: 2ND CHANCE 
COLLISION & AUTOBODY. 
909 W 21ST STREET SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 2405;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 19193 
MOUNTAIN SHADOW LN 
PERRIS, CA 92570];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

ROBERT L. EARLY
The business is conducted 

by: AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced 

to transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: APR 01, 
2024

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ ROBERT L. EARLY, 
OWNER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: MARCH 09, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/12/2024, 04/19/2024, 
04/26/2024, 05/03/2024 CN-
BB15202403MT

FBN 20240003428
The following person is 

doing business as: TOP KNOT 
HAIR SALON. 28200 CA-189, 
UNIT R115 LAKE ARROW-
HEAD, CA 92352;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS PO BOX 3841 
LAKE ARROWHEAD, CA 
92352];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

LAUREN ANDREW ; 
BONNIE SUNSERI

The business is conducted 
by: A GENERAL PARTNER-
SHIP.

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: APR 13, 
2019

By signing, I declare that 
all information in this statement 
is true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true informa-
tion 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/ LAUREN ANDREW, 
MANAGER

Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: APRIL 09, 2024

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

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

Published in the San 
Bernardino County Senti-
nel 04/12/2024, 04/19/2024, 
04/26/2024, 05/03/2024 CN-
BB15202402MT



Continued on Page 16

Cavalry Coming 
For Citrus Farm-
ers  
from page 3

renson Building, to be 
located at 17th & Dunlap 
Boulevard. Sorenson is 
seeking a conditional 
use permit for the con-
struction of a phased 
manufacturing facil-
ity with the first phase 
consisting of a 25,548 sf 
structure and the second 
phase  consisting of the 
remaining 33,652 square 
feet for a total footprint 
of 59,200 square feet. 

A 2,899-square foot 
Raising Cane’s restau-
rant with 1,360 square 
feet of outdoor patio area 
and associated parking 
lot, landscaping and sig-
nage has been approved 
for the southeast corner 
of Yucaipa Boulevard 
and 12th Street. 

A 9,300 square-foot 
multiple tenant general 
commercial facility at 
12154 6th Street has 
been approved. 

With regard to resi-
dential projects in the 
city, in addition to the 
16 minor alterations that 
include the building an 
accessory dwelling unit 
– also known as a gran-
ny flat – wing additions, 
addition of carports, 
garages, storage sheds, 
recreational vehicle cov-
ers, a small horse barn, 
awnings and  structure 
enlargements, a 52-unit 
residential senior proj-
ect proposed by John 
Nejad consisting of four 
two-story residential 
buildings, a club house, 
barbecue area and com-
munity garden has been 
approved for construc-
tion at  34567 Wild-
wood Canyon Road. The  

22,854 square feet under 
roof on this 6.27 acre site 
project are to entail very 
small living quarters, 
with 18 439.5 square feet 
one-bedroom units and 
32 two-bedroom units 
and two additional one 
bedroom units, along 
with a  1,070 square foot 
clubhouse. The average 
space of the units will be 
858.42 square feet. 

The city is engaged in 
a renewal of prior entitle-
ments and reconfirming 
the conditional use per-
mit for Century Com-
munity’s  gated com-
munity consisting of 57 
detached condos on 7.48 
acres at Avenue H & 4th 
Street, to be known as 
Stonebrook Meadows.

Yucaipa 52, LLC & 
Premium Land Devel-
opment have obtained 
approval for Serrano 
Estates, a planned de-
velopment project that 
includes a preliminary 
development plan and 
tentative tract map and 
final development plan 
for 51 single family 
residential lots on par-
cels greater than 12,000 
square feet and averag-
ing over 20,000 square 
feet, of which 41 of the 
lots will be age restricted 
to those over 55, some 
lots being reserved for 
water quality basins, 
and a combined 12-acre 
area that is to include 
space for vineyards, and 
13 acres of what the city 
has referred to as “per-
manent” open space, lo-
cated on three existing 
parcels totaling 52 acres.

Under construction I 
Century Communities 
Willow Park, consisting 
of 33 detached condo-
miniums on 5.47 Acres 
located at 12742 5th 
Street.

The city is reviewing 

Dan Gruner’s applica-
tion to subdivide approx-
imately 2.21 acres into 
three single-family lots 
with a minimum lot size 
of 20,000 square feet at 
32568 Kentucky Street.

The city is reviewing 
Mohammed Khalifa’s 
application for the Wild-
wood Meadows apart-
ment complex, to consist 
of 216 units on an unde-
veloped 9.20-acre parcel 
lot at the northwest com-
er of Avenue G and 6th 
Place. Khalifa is request-
ing the city grant him a 
general plan amendment 
to change the land use 
district from RM-I OM 
(Multiple Residential) 
to RM-24 (High Density 
Multiple Residential). 
That entails a land use 
compliance review. 

The city is review-
ing the Rockwell Land 
Company’s application 
of its proposed Starling 
Heights Specific Plan, 
a request for a tentative 
tract map for the pro-
posed construction of 
a townhome residential 
development located at 
the northeast corner of 
12th Street and Avenue 
E. The map would facili-
tate the project by merg-
ing four existing parcel 
lots totaling 14.78 acres, 
followed by subdividing 
the combined lots into 
128 single unit parcels. 

The city has approved 
Everett Homes, LLC’s 
conditional use permit 
for a 22 unit duplex proj-
ect east of 4th Street and 
Nunnally Court on 2.72 
acres for the construc-
tion of eleven duplexes, 
essentially multi-family 
apartment units, that 
each provide a footprint 
of 2,173 square feet.

Brenson Homes has 
been given planning 
commission approval 

for a 15-unit detached 
single-family condomin-
ium Project, and a ten-
tative tract map for the 
one-lot subdivision for 
condominium purposes 
located on the 1.7 acre 
property east side of 4th 
street, south of Avenue E 
and north of Wildwood 
Canyon Road.

The city has approved 
Nova Homes and Premi-
um Land Development’s 
privately gated 172-unit 
two-story multi-family 
Fallbrook Meadows 
apartment project on 
8.39 acres between 3rd 
Street and 2nd Street, 
north of County Line 
Road, that includes an 
affordability provision 
that provided the devel-
opers a density bonus on 
four parcels totaling 8.39 
acres.

The city is review-
ing West Coast Entitle-
ment Wang Subdivision, 
which calls for a gen-
eral plan amendment to 
change the land use des-
ignation on four parcels 
totaling 14.05 acres from 
RS-20M (single residen-
tial, 20,000 square foot 
minimum lot sizes) to 
RS-72C (single residen-
tial, 7,200 square foot 
minimum lot sizes) and 
a tentative tract map to 
subdivide the properties 
into forty-nine single-
family residential prop-
erties at 10555 Bryant 
Street. 

The city has approved 
D&J Construction’s 
overture to subdivide 
a 2.17 acre-lot into four 
parcels with one remain-
der parcel at the south-
east corner of Oak Glen 
Road and 10th Street

The city has approved 
RAMCAM Engineer-
ing’s proposal to con-
struct a 16-unit, multi-
family phased housing 

project which will allo-
cate three (3) of the units 
as low-income afford-
able throughout the pro-
posed development 
north of Avenue D and 
Poplar Street. City docu-
ments give no indication 
of the size of the lot or 
the unit sizes. 

The city is consider-
ing Pristine Builders re-
quest to greatly intensify 
the land use in the area 
around 12419 13th Street 
by granting a zoning 
change on the surround-
ing property from RS-
20M (Single-Residen-
tial, 20,000 square feet 
minimum lot size) and 
RM-10M (Multiple-Res-
idential, 10,000 square 
foot minimum lot size) 
to RM-24 (High Den-
sity Multiple Residen-
tial, 24 dwelling units/
acre), and granting a 
density bonus request to 
permit a 24.5% increase 
in density for agreeing 
to covenant 23 units as 
affordable, thereby al-
lowing a 216-unit hous-
ing project across four 
(4) adjacent parcels. The 
city gives no indication 
of how large the lot sizes 
are. They are proximate 
to Dunlap elementary 
School. 

The city has approved 
Hobbs Companies’ re-
quest for a conditional 
use permit to develop a 
22-unit detached single-
family condominium 
project and a tentative 
tract map for a one-lot 
subdivision for condo-
minium purposes lo-
cated on an approximate 
2.85-acre property at 
31711 Avenue E.

A 22-lot subdivision 
for single-family resi-
dences associated with 
Tract Map 17349 be-
ing undertaken by Pa-
cific Horizon Builders 

is now under construc-
tion west of Bryan Street 
and south of Sunnyside 
Drive.  There is no in-
dication in the readily 
available city documen-
tation as how large the 
lots are. 

Premium Land Com-
pany and the Moss Fam-
ily have gotten their pro-
posal to construct “The 
Cottages” multiple-fam-
ily project consisting of 
144 units on 5.1 gross 
acres on 14th Street ap-
proved. 

Mark Bouye has ini-
tiated construction on 
his “Apartments at 5th 
Street” project, which 
required a conditional 
use permit for the 17-
unit complex at 13561 
5th Street. 

Western Heights has 
obtained approval for it 
s tentative map to subdi-
vide an 8.57 acre parcel 
north of Marbeth Road, 
south of Tennessee 
Street, and east of Over-
crest Drive into twelve 
20,000-square foot min-
imum size single-family 
residential parcels 

Levy Affiliated Hold-
ings has obtained ap-
proval for three modu-
lar residential projects 
intended for senior citi-
zens, defined as those 
who are 55-years-old or 
older. One is a 32-Unit 
modular senior project 
on the west side of 4th 
Street between Yucaipa 
Boulevard and Avenue E. 
It is under construction. 
Another 52 units, which 
are also age-restricted, 
have been approved for 
construction at 12845 
3rd Street. Thirty more 
units are under construc-
tion at 34855 Avenue E.

A company with the 
moniker Neighborhood 
Improvement has ob-

nor Gavin Newsom, As-
sembly Speaker Robert 
Rivas, California Senate 
President Pro Tem Mike 
McGuire, State Senate 
Budget and Fiscal Re-
view Chairman Scott 
Wiener and Assembly 
Committee on the Bud-
get Chairman Hess Ga-
briel request that the 
legislature and governor 
free up $45 million in 

emergency funding to 
assist citrus growers be-
ing hurt by the invasive 
fruit fly infestation. 

The $45 million be-
ing sought is some $23 
million more than the 
$22 million Newsom has 
already indicated he is 
willing to devote toward 
the problem in the 2024-
25 budget. 

“The infestation has 
led to restrictions on 
moving fruit from the 
quarantine areas.” ac-
cording to the letter. 
“While we understand 

there will be catastroph-
ic consequences for 
California’s economy 
if the outbreaks are not 
controlled, these restric-

tions are currently hav-
ing a significant impact 
on commercial growers 
within the quarantined 
areas. The $45 million 

appropriation would be 
available in the form of 
grants to growers within 
the quarantine areas who 
have significant crop loss 

and are not eligible for 
crop insurance to cover 
their losses.”

-Mark Gutglueck
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the exclusive negotiat-
ing agreement on May 

3, 2023, without warn-
ing and in breach of the 
exclusive negotiating 
agreement,” according 
to Barron, Becerra and 
Levendowski. “As a re-
sult of the city’s and its 
staff’s misconduct, the 
San Bernardino Devel-
opment Company has 
suffered millions of dol-
lars in damages.”

According to Bar-

ron, Becerra and Le-
vendowski, the city 
simply pulled the plug 
on the deal it had go-
ing with Renaissance 
Downtowns USA and 
ICO Real Estate Group 
instead of endeavoring 
to incorporate an afford-
able housing component 
into the mall redevel-
opment project as the 
California Department 

of Community Develop-
ment and Housing was 
seeking and which Re-
naissance Downtowns 
USA and ICO Real Es-
tate Group.

City officials, who 
are still rocking back on 
their heels two weeks 
after the suit was filed, 
have given no public re-
sponse to the suit. 

-Mark Gutglueck

Consortium Claims 
SB Deliberately 
Aced It Out Of Mall 
Redevelopment Con-
tract After Choos-
ing It For That Task  
from page 5

Yucaipa Rapidly 
Losing Its Semi-
Countrified Char-
acter  
from page 6



Was Bingham Gathering Information Of 
Value To Sheriff’s Department Opera-
tions By Means Of His Off-Duty Social 
Interactions & Did The Department 
Withhold Crucial Information From The 
Judge Who Gave Investigators Clearance 
To Search His Premises? from page 8

Are Redlands City Officials At The High-
est Levels Determined To Have The Dow-
town District’s Aging &  Seismically Vul-
nerable Buildings Housing More Than 50 
Unique Businesses Razed To Accommo-
date Skyscrapers? from page 9 
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ments with regard to the 
ten charges now lodged 
against the deputy is 
weakened. If his defense 
team goes beyond that 
to convincingly refute 
the representations con-
tained in the affidavit for 
the search warrant that 
the indicia in his pos-
session established him 
as a Mongols member, 
the search warrant it-
self could be invalidated 
and therefore the fruit 
of the search at Bing-
ham’s home – the 160 or 
firearms, the explosive 
devices, Mongols para-
phernalia and whatnot – 
deemed inadmissible ev-
idence against Bingham. 

Yet even if the prose-
cution manages to move 
beyond that threshold 
and have the search war-
rant and all that it led to 
upheld, the coast for the 
prosecution is not auto-
matically clear. There 
is still the consideration 
that Bingham was a gun 
dealer in good standing, 
that he had or maybe yet 
holds a federal a federal 
firearms license, one that 
would have or maybe yet 
allows him to warehouse 
the items found in his 
home for sale to out-of-
state purchasers. 

Sheriff Dicus, per-
haps, cannot be faulted 

for wanting to purge his 
department of any mem-
bers who are involved 
in any criminal activity 
or have entangled them-
selves directly or even 
indirectly with crimi-
nal figures or those who 
are actively engaged in 
violating the law or par-
ticipating in murder, kid-
napping, racketeering, 
the illegal distribution of 
drugs, money launder-
ing, robbery or extor-
tion. At the same time, it 
is not clearly established 
at this point that any of 
those Mongols Bingham 
had contact with were 
engaged in any such ac-
tivity and there is noth-
ing at all that has been 
publicly revealed to indi-
cate Bingham was him-
self involved in any of 
that. 

Another anomaly, a 
disturbing one that must 
be resolved, relates to ex-
actly what Bingham was 
up to and how or why 
certain lines – indeed 
wires – were crossed. 
Bingham was a Marine 
turned lawman yet living 
in a community chock 
full of Marines, ones en-
gaging in testosterone-
driven forms of amuse-
ment, such as acquiring 
guns and then riding 
out into remote areas of 

the desert to engage in 
target practice. In their 
orbit and hanging out at 
the same watering holes 
were members of the 
dominant biker gang. 
In such a cauldron, ex-
traordinary and crazy 
things can occur. Bing-
ham was plopped down 
right in the middle of all 
of that, a window into 
that world, someone who 
had established trust 
among people with cer-
tain lifestyles who are 
normally distrustful of 
law enforcement person-
nel. Yet five days a week, 
week-in and week-out, 
he was reporting to work 
as sheriff’s deputy. If the 
sheriff’s department was 
not availing itself of the 
insight he could provide 
into certain reaches of 
the community, it should 
have. Indeed, it is hard 
to accept that the depart-
ment didn’t value Bing-
ham for the intelligence 
he could pass on. Sher-
iff’s deputies who are 
bold enough to report to 
work Monday through 
Friday or Saturday thru 
Thursday or Sunday 
through Friday, work-
ing the streets, collaring 
criminals or working the 
jails and dealing with 
inmates and then, one 
day a week or two days a 
week ride with members 
of an outlaw motorcycle 
club have to be pretty 
rare. Someone such as 
that must also be either 
brave or not very smart. 
According to Sheriff 
Dicus and District At-
torney Jason Anderson, 
Bingham was the latter, 

someone who mistak-
enly believed he could 
be involved in a criminal 
enterprise and serve as a 
lawman at the same time. 
An alternative theory is 
that Bingham isn’t stu-
pid but rather intrepid, 
riding the cutting edge 
and gathering informa-
tion for the department 
among the crooks, cran-
nies and recesses of soci-
ety where normal peace 
officers cannot or dare 
not go to serve as the 
eyes and ears of the law. 
Under that theory, on 
March 23 and then again 
on April 4, the sheriff’s 
department blew what 
little cover Bingham 
had. If that theory, as far 
fetched as it is, is true, 
the questions are: Why? 
Why was the department 
willing to give up a scout 
who had advanced not 
just up to the doorstep of 
what Sheriff Dicus calls 
“an outlaw motorcycle 
gang” but right into the 
living room? What has 
Christopher Bingham 
learned from the unique 
vantage point he had ac-
ceded to? Why is there 
now a move on to dis-
credit him?

In court for a hearing 
before Judge Colin Bi-
lash in Department S2 in 
San Bernardino Superior 
Court on April 9, Bing-
ham was clad in blue, to 
distinguish him from the 
general population of the 
San Bernardino County 
jail system, members 
of which wear orange 
jumpsuits. He is being 
held in protective cus-
tody, separate from other 

inmates who might take 
the opportunity to harm 
him, given that he is, or 
at least was, a law en-
forcement officer.  It was 
Bingham’s first court 
appearance beyond his 
April 5 video arraign-
ment. He appeared, if not 
frightened, confused and 
out of his element. 

District Attorney 
Anderson has assigned 
Deputy District Attor-
ney Alberto Juan, who 
has previously handled 
multiple serious felony 
cases including murder 
prosecutions, to the case. 

Given the difficulties 
the case represents, how-
ever, there is an expec-
tation that the San Ber-
nardino County District 
Attorney’s Office might 
back off and allow the 
U.S. Attorney’s Office, 
to take up the matter. 

Federal prosecutors 
have had a mixed degree 
of traction prosecuting 
the Mongols in recent 
years. The U.S. Depart-
ment of Justice has put as 
much or even more of a 
priority in going after the 
Mongols as the grand-
daddy of all criminal 
motorcycle gangs, the 
Hells Angels. Accord-
ing the U.S. Department 
of Justice, the Mongols 
exists as “a highly orga-
nized criminal organiza-
tion.” 

The intensity with 
which the U.S. Attorney 
has wanted to undercut 
the Mongols is demon-
strated by the determina-
tion with which the fed-
eral government sought, 
in the penalty phase of 

a racketeering convic-
tion obtained against 
the Mongols in 2015, to 
use civil forfeiture laws 
to seize all right to the 
Mongols emblems and 
patches to prevent mem-
bers from wearing them. 
At the center of this con-
troversy is the Mongols' 
insignia, which shows a 
Mongol warrior reputed 
to be Genghis Khan 
with a topknot, wearing 
bell-bottoms and sun-
glasses, riding a motor-
cycle. After the federal 
government argued that 
the Mongols should sur-
render their ownership 
of the insignia – which 
is trademarked with the 
U.S. Patent and Trade-
mark Office – Federal 
District Judge David 
O. Carter dismissed the 
case. The federal gov-
ernment pressed on and 
in 2019, after a In Janu-
ary 2019, a California 
jury had ruled that fed-
eral prosecutors could 
strip the motorcycle club 
of its brand, but a panel 
of federal judges with 
the United States Dis-
trict Court for the Cen-
tral District of California 
concluded that would 
violate the First Amend-
ment’s right to free ex-
pression and the Eight 
Amendment protection 
from excessive punish-
ment.

For his part, Bingham 
may prefer to wrestle 
with the U.S. Attorney’s 
Office over the matter 
rather than with Ander-
son and Juan, given their 
degree of allegiance to 
the sheriff’s department. 

sugu Ramen & BBQ, 
Landeros Furniture, 
Aoi Mak Mak, the Fla-
mingo, Romano’s Italian 
Restaurant, The Three 
Stags Pub, Greensleeves 
Steakhouse, Jersey’s 
Pizza, Baelash Esthet-
ics, the Tartan, Parlia-
ment Chocolate, Klud-
des Kitchen, the Royal 
Falconer, Darby’s Can-
tina Moon and Mir-
ror Hair Studio, Rok n 
Fondue, Leroy’s Board-
shop, Emerson Jewelry, 

The Treatment Skin 
Boutique, Gardenia 
Aesthetics & Wellness, 
Pacific Premier Bank, 
State Street Dental, the 
Redlands Art Associa-
tion, McDuff’s, State 
Street Pilates, the Vil-
lage Candy Kitchen, 
Mina Koshari, Nicho’s 
Ice Cream, The Mane 
Collective, Pacific West-
ern Bank, Wells Fargo 
Bank, The Gourmet Piz-
za Shoppe, Hair By Dio-
na, Salon Motif, Melt’m 

Jewelry, The Frugal 
Frigate, Brookside Den-
tal, Caprice Cafe, Wok 
In Cafe, The State, For 
Good, Redlands Oyster 
Cult, Nectar Clothing, 
Ozel Jewelers, Red-
lands Jewelers, Crepes 
of Wrath, The District, 
The Redlands Under-
ground Restaurant, Bat-
ter Rebellion, Cheese-
walla, A Shop Called 
Quest, the Vault, Bricks 
& Birch, the Rose of 
Sharon, Wilson’s Classic 
Barber Shop and Cajon 
Cleaners, among other 
shops and businesses.

Furthermore, it is 
reported city officials 
have reached a consen-
sus about the desirabil-
ity of razing City Hall/
the civic center and 

will ultimately take out 
Ed Hales Square to as-
semble a large T-shaped 
piece of real estate that 
is to be marketed to a 
developmental interest 
with the proviso that it 
will be developed into a 
project to rival or exceed 
the seven-story structure 
being contemplated in 
Upland just north of the 
210 Freeway by devel-
oper Jeff Burum. This 
would entail, at the least, 
a structure that would in 
places be seven stories 
and would potentially 
extend to eight, nine, ten 
or even 11 stories or per-
haps more.

To convince the own-
ers of the land in ques-
tion to sell their prop-
erty, the city has three 

options, it was related 
to the Sentinel. One ap-
proach would be to let 
the project evolve organ-
ically, with the develop-
er seeking to assemble 
the land on his own. The 
second would be to use 
eminent domain to force 
the sale of the property. 
The third is the course 
now being taken, which 
is to conduct a rather 
draconian parking en-
forcement program in 
the downtown area that 
will make it so that cus-
tomers cannot possibly 
hope to engage in nor-
mal shopping or din-
ing activity without be-
ing subject to a parking 
ticket, which is to run to 
well over $150, includ-
ing tacked on city and 

court fees. With cus-
tomers unable to enjoy 
a meal at restaurants, or 
shop at a store for more 
than either 15 minutes or 
30 minutes before hav-
ing to head out to repark 
their vehicles or put 
more quarters into park-
ing meters, it is said that 
it is the hope and expec-
tation of Mayor Eddie 
Tejeda and that of City 
Councilman Paul Bar-
ich, City Councilman 
Mario Salceda, Coucil-
woman Denise Davis 
and Councilwoman Jen-
na Guzman-Lowery that 
patrons of the businesses 
in question will simply 
get the message and not 
shop or dine at those es-
tablishments, rendering 
Continued on Page 16
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them unprofitable and 
causing them to close. 
This will, in turn, result 
in the cancellation of the 
leases for the properties 
in question, such that by 
2026 or 2027, the devel-
oper the city is gravitat-
ing toward can swoop in 
and pick up the land at 
less than 50 cents on the 
dollar and proceed with 
the high-rise develop-
ment scheme envisioned 
for the city by its con-
trolling futurists.  

An indicator, indeed 
what was referred to as 
“proof” that this plan 
is now under way is the 
manner in which the city 
is proceeding with the 
downtown parking en-
forcement plan within 
the temporal context of 
city officials having, in 
the Fall of 2022, con-
vinced the police de-
partment to go along 
with a plan to increase 
speed limits throughout 
the city. It is pointed out 
that just 18 months ago 
the city council, city 
administration and the 
police department were 
willing to increase the 
speed limits when resi-
dents were asking for 
reductions in speed lim-
its, thus putting motor-
ists and pedestrians at 
greater risk, while the 
mayor, city council and 
City Manager Charles 
Duggan were claiming 
stepped-up traffic en-
forcement was beyond 

the financial means of 
the police department 
and the city. That claim 
of impoverishment is 
contrasted with the para-
dox of city officials now 
saying the city has the 
resources to engage in 
intensified parking en-
forcement in the down-
town area. This throws 
into stark relief the city’s 
actual intention, accord-
ing to the knowledgeable 
City Hall source, which 
is to raze the aging 
buildings in the down-
town area and replace 
them with highrises. 
The city’s readiness to 
intensify the land use in 
the downtown area is an 
indication of the influ-
ence of the development/
building industry and 
real estate speculators, 
who stand to profit by 
such accelerated growth, 
have over the city coun-
cil, it was observed. 

On March 28, the 
Sentinel sent an email 
to Mayor Eddie Tejeda, 
electronically carbon 
copying that missive to 
all of the other mem-
bers of the city council 
as well as City Manager 
Duggan inquiring about 
the intensified parking 
enforcement the city 
was to initate on April 1. 
Since that time, patrons 
of the downtown area 
have made note of the 
stepped-up citation and 
enforcement effort. 

The Sentinel email 

failed to induce a re-
sponse from the mayor, 
council or city manager, 
who offered no input on 
why some residents and 
others have come to per-
ceive that ythe city is 
seeking to get take the 
city’s historic commer-
cial district buildings 
down. 

Mayor Tejeda did 
not respond to a direct 
inquiry as to whether 
the council and city are 
about to engage in a 
massive urban renewal 
project in Downtown 
Redlands, which devel-
oper the city is gravitat-
ing toward in pursuing 
such an effort and what 
the actual purpose of the 
stepped-up parking en-
forcement in the down-
town area is. 

The Sentinel asked 
the mayor if the city 
had concerns about the 
seismic stability of the 
structures in city’s core 
and if such a concern 
was fueling a move to 
get rid of those build-
ings. Mayor Tejeda was 
asked to share whether 
he believed that high-
rise construction in cen-
tral urban areas, as in 
Redlands, is the wave of 
the future. 

The Sentinel asked 
Tejeda point blank if 
he and his council col-
leagues are trying to 
put the current crop of 
entrepreneurs in and 
around State Street/Or-
ange Street/Cajon Street 
out of business and, if 
so, whether he felt the 
city bore any responsi-
bility toward the busi-
nesses that were being 
targeted in that way or 
if he merely saw them 
as necessary casualties 

asked Baker if the city 
is intent on pursuing 
highrise development in 
the downtown district 
whether it will make ad-
equate preparation for 
that intensity of land use 
by creating extensive – 
meaning four to five to 
six level - underground 
parking facilities in the 
downtown area. The 
Sentinel asked how city 
officials expected to be 
able to accommodate the 
vehicles of the people to 
be residing in or patron-
izing the highrises with-
out parking facilities of 
at least four levels un-
derground and whether, 
in Baker’s view, the city 
should be encouraging 
or, indeed requiring, 
prospective developers 
who are to build down-
town to construct such 
deep underground park-
ing facilities. The Sen-
tinel asked for a cogent 
refutation of suggestions 
by some that the refusal 
or unwillingness of the 
Redlands City Fathers to 
require such infrastruc-
ture support construc-
tion from the building 
interests intent on con-
verting the downtown 
area is an indicator that 
those development in-
terests are improperly 
influencing city officials 
at the highest level. The 
Sentinel inquired if the 
city was delaying the 
construction of the deep 
underground parking 
facilities until after the 
current businesses are 
defunct or if the city has 
no intent to construct 
deep underground park-
ing facilities at all. 

In 2022, a 385-space 
multi-level above-
ground parking struc-

in the march of progress 
that Redlands must en-
gage in.

 With regard to the 
enforcement effort, the 
Sentinel asked the may-
or how it is that the city 
cannot afford to carry 
out stepped up traffic en-
forcement but can afford 
more intensive parking 
enforcement. The Senti-
nel inquired if the mayor 
and the city perceived 
possible money-making 
potential in increasing 
parking enforcement 
and, if so, whether he be-
lieved the new parking 
enforcement policy will 
net the city more than it 
costs to conduct. 

While Mayor Tejeda 
did not respond to the 
Sentinel’s inquiries, the 
city’s spokesman, Carl 
Baker, made a selec-
tive response to ques-
tions posed to him in an 
email sent on April 10 
revisiting the issues of 
downtown parking en-
forcement, the reported 
effort to close out the the 
downtown businesses as 
part of a strategy to clear 
the city’s core to accom-
modate far more aggres-
sive construction there 
and seeking, either from 
him an official response 
from the city with regard 
to those issues or to have 
him intercede with the 
mayor to make such a 
response. 

The Sentinel asked 
Baker if reports that city 
officials have come to a 
consensus that creating 
a humongous transit vil-
lage downtown, displac-
ing virtually everything, 
or at least a lot of what is, 
there now is a goal worth 
pursuing is accurate. 

The Sentinel also 

ture on Stuart Avenue 
between Orange and 
Eureka streets that had 
been constructed over 
the previous year was 
opened to the public. 

According to Baker, 
the stepped-up park-
ing enforcement in the 
downtown district is not 
intended at all to harm 
the businesses currently 
located there but rather 
to have the opposite ef-
fect.

“Parking enforcement 
downtown – which had 
been suspended in 2020 
due to Covid – was re-
instated as part of the 
city’s effort to boost the 
business community by 
making parking down-
town more available for 
customers while dis-
couraging employees 
from using short-term 
parking areas,” Baker 
told the Sentinel. “It 
has the full support and 
recommendation of the 
Chamber of Commerce.”

As pertains to the gen-
eral impression among 
residents and reports to 
the effect that city offi-
cials are working toward 
driving all of the shops, 
eateries and public hous-
es in the downtown area 
operating out of build-
ings that have been in 
existence for approach-
ing or exceeding a cen-
tury out of business as a 
means of clearing those 
properties to all that 
land to be redeveloped 
into modern highrises, 
Baker called such spiels 
to be prevarications of 
the lowest sort, what he 
characterized as “specu-
lation... too ridiculous to 
merit a response.”

-Mark Gutglueck

tained approval for an 
18-unit senior citizen 
housing project at 12710 
3rd Street. The company 
obtained a density bonus 
on the project. Either 
despite that or because 
of that the city has not 
made clear in its docu-
mentation what the acre-
age of the project is or 
the size of the units. 

The city has given 
approval to Randy Cit-
lau’s Riverwalk Senior 
Housing Project. Cit-
lau sought and obtained 
a minor general plan 
amendment to change 
the land use designation 
of the property, locat-
ed at 12836 3rd Street, 
from RM-72C (Multiple 
Residential) to RM-24 
(High Density Multiple 
Residential), along with 
a density bonus agree-
ment to qualify for a 25 
percent increase in land 
density, to construct a 
150-unit, three story, 
age-restricted senior 
housing complex for 

individuals who are 55 
years and older. Citlau 
passed both a land use 
compliance review and 
an architectural review 
in getting the project 
approved. He was given 
two major variances to 
allow for a total of eighty 
percent of the 150-units 
to be 1-bedroom in lieu 
of 35 percent, and for one 
bedroom units to provide 
76 square feet of private 
open space in lieu of the 
150 square feet required 
for ground floor units 
and the one hundred 100 
square feet required for 
above ground units. 

Mark Bogh, whose 

family has considerable 
political pull in Yucai-
pa, was provided with a 
density bonus to allow a 
100 percent increase in 
land density to establish 
the Bogh Senior Hous-
ing Project at 12301 3rd 
Street. Bogh obtained a 
conditional use permit 
for and passed architec-
tural review on the proj-
ect, which is now under 
construction. 

Eagle Yucaipa 55 
LLC has obtained ap-
proval on for an age-re-
stricted 6-plex for indi-
viduals who are 62 years 
or older at the northeast 
corner of 5th Street and 

County Line Road. This 
project is considered an 
expansion of “The Vil-
las.”

Yucaipa 55 LLC was 
given a density bonus 
for restricting the sale 
of the units to those who 
are 62 and older and was 
also given a variance to 
reduce the minimum 
sideyard setback re-
quirement on a residen-
tially-zoned parcel.  

John Nejad has ob-
tained go-ahead on two 
senior citizen housing 
projects, one 34-unit 
project at 12790 6th 
Street and another 16-
unit project on the east 

side of 5th Street be-
tween Avenue H and 
county Line Road. 

The 16-unit project 
is under construction 
while the 34-unit proj-
ect is about to undergo 
site preparation.  The 
city did not give acreage 
figures on the projects or 
unit sizes either. 

With regard to its se-
nior citizen residential 
projects, Yucaipa city 
officials come across as 
bashful when it comes to 
identifying the density 
of the projects or the size 
of the units. 

-Mark Gutglueck
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