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Apple Valley Taps As New Town Manager Outsider 
Steeped In Running Small Municipal Organizations   

Haro In Second Degree Murder Plea Acknowledges Beating And Killing His Son 

Cody Holmes, whose 
greed and the position 
of trust bestowed upon 
him at the age of 27 
combined to threaten the 
viability of two of the 
more promising home-
less rehabilitation pro-
grams undertaken in San 
Bernardino County and, 
indeed, the state of Cali-
fornia, has been charged 
by federal authorities 
with fraud, more than 
two years after the ex-
tent of the embezzlement 
and other depredations 
he engaged him became 
publicly known.

Cody Holmes, 31, of 
Beverly Hills, was ar-
rested Thursday morn-
ing on a federal criminal 
complaint charging him 
with mail fraud, a felo-
ny offense that carries a 
statutory maximum sen-
tence of 20 years in fed-
eral prison.

Holmes made his 
initial appearance this 
Thursday afternoon in 
United States District 
Court in downtown Los 
Angeles. No plea was 
taken.

Holmes perfidy undid 
the efforts of dozens or 
scores of local officials 
in four municipalities 
in California and within 
San Bernardino 

Jake Haro, in an un-
anticipated move during 
a court hearing to final-
ize arrangements for 
his preliminary hearing 
and that of his wife and 
co-defendant, pleaded 
guilty this morning, 
Thursday October 15, 
in Riverside Superior 
Court to second degree 
murder in the death of 
his infant son.

The plea provides 
some but not all of 
the answers to a set of 

evolving questions that 
have been extant for 
more than two months. 

It seemingly confirms 
what investigators and 
prosecutors and a signifi-
cant portion of the public 
has believed and alleged 
for some time, which is 
that the original story 
about the disappearance 
of 7-month Emmanuel 
Haro told by the child’s 
mother, Rebecca Haro, 
was patently untrue.

In that version of 
events, provided to 
members of the San Ber-
nardino County Sheriff’s 

Department on August 
14, she, her husband, 
Jake, Jake’s two-year-
old sister and his ten-
year-old half brother had 
driven to Yucaipa from 
the Haro home in Caba-
zon in Riverside County 
so the ten-year-old could 
participate in a football 
scrimmage/practice at 
the large sports facility 
there. According to Re-
becca Haro, she went to 
the Big 5 Sporting Goods 
Store several blocks from 

the sports facility to pur-
chase a mouth guard 
for her stepson, where 
in the parking lot she 
stopped to change Em-
manuel’s diaper. As she 
was doing so, sometime 
7:44 p.m. and 7:54 p.m., 
with the 7-month-old on 
the backseat of the fam-
ily vehicle, she said, she 
was sucker-punched by a 
man who had greeted her 
in Spanish. When she 
came to on the ground 
moments later, 

Approaching three 
years into the Helen Tran 
Administration, San 
Bernardino City officials 
have now resolved to 
deal with one of the ves-
tiges of the mayoral reign 
of  John Valdivia. While 
there is relief among 
many that the city is at 
last dealing with a haz-
ard and an eyesore that 
has gone unaddressed 
for too long, there is far 
from universal satisfac-
tion with the means that 

will be used to make the 
fix, which a good cross 
section of the impacted 
public feels represents an 
environmental danger in 
and of itself.

The circumstance 
came about as part of an 
untoward arrangement 
that involved money 
passing into the hands of 
Valdivia, who was may-
or from 2018 until 2022.

 On June 5, 2020, 
a fire broke out in the 
600,000-square foot 

Kuehne & Nagel ware-
house, located in the 
2200 block of West Lu-
gonia Avenue in Red-
lands. The structure 
had served as a holding/
dist r ibut ion /dispatch 
facility for large items 
sold by on-line retail 
behemoth Amazon. The 
fire gutted the building, 
which was a total loss. 
The concrete walls were 
torn down. Initial plans 
were to haul them off to 
whatever landfill would 

take them changed when 
Eric Cernich, the princi-
pal officer with Newport 
Beach-based Oxbow 
Communities, Inc. indi-
cated he had a use for the 
over one thousand tons 
of fragmented concrete. 
Some but not all of what 
occurred next is known, 
with some events 
opaque. Cernich ingrati-
ated himself with Mayor 
Valdivia, first with a 
$750 donation to Valdiv-
ia’s campaign fund on 

July 14, 2020, which he 
followed up with another 
$750 installment on Sep-
tember 8, 2020. Green-
leaf Engineering of Hun-
tington Beach, owned 
by Tim Greenleaf, who 
had the contract for the 
demolition of the Kue-
hne & Nagel warehouse 
and relocating its con-
crete walls to San Ber-
nardino, made an effort 
to get on Valdivia’s good 
side, providing his elec-
tion fund with 

San Bernardino 
County’s second most 
populous and its 12th 
most populous munici-
palities appear headed 
in diametrically oppo-
site directions in terms 
of their acceptance of 
warehouse projects large 
and small. 

In both cities, a pre-
dominant contingent of 
the city’s residents ap-

pear adamantly opposed 
to the construction of 
further warehouses, 
which are cataloged by 
both cities as light indus-
trial uses. In Fontana, 
elected officials and the 
planning/land use divi-
sion employees who are 
answerable to the man-
agement echelon at City 
Hall who are in turn at 
the beck and 

Apple Valley, which 
over the course of its 37-
year history has proven 
itself to be among the 
most stable of San Ber-
nardino County’s 24 
current municipalities, 
has selected as its next 
manager an administra-
tor who has never over-
seen an entity with as 
much as one eighth of 
the town’s population.  

The Apple Valley 
Town Council recently 
chose Todd S. Bodem, 
who has been the top ad-
ministrator for the city 
of Guadalupe for the 
last six years, to replace 
outgoing Town Manager 
Doug Robertson upon 
his retirement as of De-
cember 1.

Robertson is the 
fourth town manager 

that Apple Valley has 
employed since its 
founding in 1988. When 
Bodem succeeds him, he 
will step into a position 
in which the holder of the 
title has averaged a ten-
ure of nine and a quarter 
years or 111 months.

Throughout the vast 
majority of its time as an 
incorporated town, Ap-
ple Valley has 

The most recent Hail 
Mary thrown by the con-
servative values/Repub-
lican/Christian contin-
gent on the Chino Valley 
Unified School District 
Board of Trustees failed 
to strike paydirt, nine 
years after a similar 
quixotic attempt by the 
coalition’s predecessors 
went to hell.   

This time around, the 
long-range effort to re-
verse the 1962 Supreme 

Court ruling banning 
prayer in public schools 
ran into the same federal 
judge who had thwarted 
the effort in 2016. The 
petitioners’ hope that 
changes on the U.S. Su-
preme Court and some 
rulings on related or pe-
ripheral issues that had 
signaled a change in at-
titude and a tolerance for 
expressions of religiosity 
in public forums would 
weigh in their favor did 

not pan out. Once again, 
it appears the district 
will need to pay the le-
gal fees of the advocates 
of religion-free public 
education environments 
as a consequence of 
the unsuccessful legal 
maneuver. This most 
recent setback and the 
expense associated with 
it does not seem to have 
dimmed the enthusiasm 
of the Christians on the 
board for engaging in 

the good fight, as they 
consider themselves, the 
district and the district’s 
taxpayers to be in for the 
long haul, from which 
they are praying they 
will emerge with a just 
and Christian victory.

In 2012, Andrew 
Cruz, a member of the 
Calvary Chapel Chino 
Hills Congregation, was 
elected to the school 
board. Cruz joined James 
Na and Sylvia Orozco, 

who were also Calvary 
Chapel parishioners on 
the panel. The pastor at 
Calvary Chapel Chino 
Hills is Jack Hibbs, a 
denominationalist, who 
holds that Christians 
have a duty to stand up 
for their beliefs by either 
running for election to 
public office themselves 
or supporting other 
Christians who do run, 
and then, upon taking of-
fice, Christian-
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she said, Emmanuel was 
gone.

Initially, her story 
was lent credibility by 
the consideration that 
she had a blackened 
right eye. An all points 
bulletin went out as an 
intensive search was 
initiated, which resulted 
in a report that the child 
had been sighted in Kern 
County near Bakersfield.

Within a few days, 
however, contradictions 
in Rebecca Haro’s story 
emerged, as video foot-
age from cameras in the 
area either did not con-
firm her version of events 
or seemed at odds with 
it. A social media frenzy 
ensued, which entailed 
the relatively new brand 
of citizen journalists, 
among whom were both 
amateur and professional 
videographers, staking 
out the Haro’s home, fol-
lowing them and tracing 
their previous move-
ments in the days and 
weeks prior to Emmanu-
el’s disappearance. Some 
of those efforts churned 

up information that went 
beyond what sheriff’s 
department investiga-
tors were able to obtain, 
such as indications that 
Rebecca Haro’s eye was 
blackened as early as 
August 3.

Both of the Haros 
were confronted with 
this information and 
other details gleaned by 
detectives when they 
were interviewed, re-
interviewed and inter-
rogated over the course 
of the next three days, 
at which point Rebecca 
Haro grew uncoopera-
tive. The investigation at 
that point made a crucial 
shift, with the parents 
now suspects in what 
was believed to be the 
death of their child.

Late in the evening 
on Sunday, August 18,  
an identification of Jake 
Emmanuel Haro and 
Jake Mitchell Haro as 
being one and the same 
was received through a 
backchannel to several 
media organizations and 
social media outlets. Riv-
erside County Superior 
Court records showed 
that a conviction against 
Jake Mitchell Haro had 
been entered against him 
in June 2023, stemming 

from his arrest on charg-
es of child cruelty in 
Hemet four years and 8 
months previously. Both 
Haro and his then wife, 
Vanessa Avina,   were 
arrested on October 13, 
2018 after their 10-week-
old daughter, Carolina 
Rose, was admitted to 
Hemet Valley Hospital. 
Doctors reported to po-
lice that the girl had a 
“fresh” and “acute” frac-
tured rib, six previously 
fractured ribs, a previous 
leg bone fracture and a 
previous skull fracture, 
all of which were in a 
state of “healing,” swell-
ing of the neck and a 
brain hemorrhage.

Carolina Rose, who 
was severely disabled 
after having had to un-
dergo a tracheotomy and 
was rendered blind, un-
able to walk or speak, 
with three to seven per-
cent brain function be-
cause of the beating to 
her head, making her 
entirely dependent upon 
her caregiver, was adopt-
ed by Vanessa’s sister, 
who changed the child’s 
name to Promise Faith.

A criminal case 
against Jake Mitchell 
Haro and Vanessa Avina 
was pursued by the Riv-

erside County District 
Attorney’s Office and 
dragged out for nearly 
five years, which con-
cluded with his 2023 
conviction for willful 
cruelty to a child.

It was incidentally 
mentioned that Haro had 
been arrested while in 
possession of a gun, and 
was yet facing charges of 
being a felon in posses-
sion of a firearm.

The already pointed 
suppositions on mul-
tiple social media sites 
that were suggesting the 
parents were involved in 
the child’s disappearance 
reached a cacophonous 
crescendo thereafter, at 
which point the involved 
law enforcement entities 
echoed those accusa-
tions, albeit in less sen-
sationalistic terms, and 
without disclosing the 
basis for that conclusion. 
A wide cross section 
of the traditional press 
and media, hamstrung 
by the standard limita-
tions relating to sourc-
ing and the production of 
verified specifics, while 
taken aback by Jake 
Haro’s criminal history 
that consisted of extreme 
abuse of a child, noted, 
without publishing as 

much, that the presump-
tion of the Haros’ guilt 
was unaccompanied by 
any specific hard evi-
dence to support the in-
ferences being drawn.

Yet another corner 
on the case was turned 
when both Jake and Re-
becca were rousted at 
6:59 a.m., on August 
22 by San Bernardino 
County Sheriff’s De-
partment deputies and 
detectives, who arrested 
them on suspicion of 
the murder of their son. 
They were entrusted to 
the custody of the Riv-
erside County Sheriff’s 
Department, which de-

layed in booking them. 
Rebecca was not booked 
into official custody at 
the jail until 12:32 p.m., 
more than a half hour af-
ter noon, five-and-a-half 
hours after her arrest. 
Jake was not booked un-
til 5:33 p.m., a full ten-
and-a-half hours after 
his arrest.

During that time, the 
Riverside County Sher-
iff’s Department used the 
opportunity to place un-
dercover officers into the 
inmate population in the 
holding cells where both 
were being detained. 
Those officers, in the 

County’s governmental 
structure, and destroyed 
or nearly destroyed ben-
efits intended for hun-
dreds of people living on 
the streets.

Redlands and the cit-
ies of Salinas, King and 
Thousand Oaks were 
among    dozens of Cali-
fornia cities that moved 
to take advantage of 
money being offered by 
the State of California 
through its Department 
of Housing and Com-
munity Development via 
the so-called Homekey 
Program, which was be-
ing pushed by Governor 
Gavin Newsom at around 
the time of the COV-
ID-19 pandemic in 2020. 
San Bernardino County 
also sought to make 
use of that program.   
Using Homekey funds 
and matching city mon-
ey, Redlands partnered 
with Step Up on Second, 
a Santa Monica-based 

nonprofit to take pos-
session of the Good Nite 
Inn, located on Industri-
al Avenue, and convert 
its 98 hotel rooms into 
mini-living quarters, 
complete with kitchen-
ettes and bathrooms to 
house and support, vari-
ously, individual home-
less or homeless couples. 
Step Up on Second af-
filiated with Shangri-La 
Industries, to engage in 
those conversions.

Similarly,  All Star 
Lodge, a former San 
Bernardino hotel with 76 
single and one-bedroom 
units, was converted to 
interim to permanent 
housing for individuals 
and families through the 
County of San Bernardi-
no’s participation in the 
Homekey Program.

Work on those proj-
ects progressed well. 
In March 2023, the fa-
cilities opened, becom-
ing what were, in the 

most straightforward of 
terms, two of the best 
examples of how a state/
local public agency/pri-
vate industry solution 
to the homeless problem 
could be applied. Both 
projects were among the 
first real successes of 
the Homekey program. 
Unbeknownst to virtu-
ally everyone involved, 
however, then-28-year-
old Holmes, using his 
position as Shangri-La’s 
chief financial officer, 
embezzled an estimated 
$40 million from the 
company, which re-
sulted in Shangri-La 
defaulting on the loans 
taken out to complete 
multiple construction 
projects for homeless 
shelters, including the 
Good Nite Inn in Red-
lands, the All Star Lodge 
in San Bernardino, one 
in the City of King, one 
in Thousand Oaks and 
three in Salinas. As per-
tained to the Good Nite 
Inn conversion project, 
Shangri-La received 
$30 million originating 
with the State of Cali-
fornia passed along to it 

through the Department 
of Housing and Commu-
nity Development and 
the City of Redlands, 
but then defaulted on a 
$12 million private loan 
it obtained in June 2022 
to purchase the motel. 
While precisely how 
Holmes utilized all the 
money he diverted might 
never be tallied in detail, 
it is known that he used 
money flowing through 
Shangri-La’s accounts 
to make $4.3 million in 
a down payment and a 
principal payment in 
July 2022 through a com-
pany he created, Holmes 
Capital, toward the pur-
chase of a seven-bed, 
11-bath 11,000-square-
foot mansion at 9301 
Cherokee Lane in Bev-
erly Hills valued at $13.4 
million; make over half 
of a million dollars in 
$48,000-per-month lease 
payments on another 
Beverly Hills property 
for over a year; lay out 
$54,400 in company 
funds on 20 VIP passes 
to the Coachella Valley 
Music and Arts Festival; 
another $43,475 for pri-

vate jet travel; purchase 
his then-girlfriend, Mad-
eline Witt, a $111,000 
Birkin bag; spend an-
other $16,839 for a 
Hermes Orange Togo 
Birkin; buy a $35,000 
Audemars Piaget dia-
mond watch; and ac-
quire a $127,073 53-carat 
weight diamond neck-
lace. Simultaneously, 
Holmes was leasing, us-
ing Shangri-La funds, a 
2021 Bentley Bentayaga 
and a Ferrari Portofino. 
The fallout from Hol-
mes’ action dealt a near-
fatal blow to the concept 
of altruistic assistance to 
the homeless in the cit-
ies of San Bernardino, 
Redlands, Thousand 
Oaks, King, Salinas and 
elsewhere.   The State of 
California sued city of 
Redlands, the County 
of San Bernardino, the 
City of King, the City of 
Thousand Oaks, the City 
of Salinas and Step Up 
on Second, together with 
PMF CA Real Estate 
Investment Trust, Qual-
fax, BMO Harris Bank, 
California TD Special-
ists, PPRF Real Estate 

Investment Trust, Lone 
Oak Fund, Arixa Institu-
tional Lending Partners, 
LLC; Fairview Loan 123 
LLC; 310 Real Estate In-
vestment Trust, Medal-
ist Partners Asset-Based 
Private Credit Fund III 
Commercial Real Estate 
LLC., Medalist Part-
ners Asset-Based Real 
Estate Investment Trust 
III and Pacific Western 
Bank, the Tullius Law 
Group, the Law Firm 
of Foley & Lardner, the 
Fidelity National Title 
Corporation and Chi-
cago Title Company, al-
leging they “breached 
their obligations” under 
terms of their agree-
ments with the state. 
According to the lawsuit, 
Shangri-La received 
more than $114 million in 
Homekey funds from the 
state to convert motels or 
other buildings into per-
manent supportive hous-
ing in San Bernardino, 
Redlands, Thousand 
Oaks , King and Sali-
nas, while Shangri-La 
thereupon granted and 
recorded deeds of trust 
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$2,000, likewise provid-
ed in two increments, in 
Greanleaf’s case, $1,000 
each, one on October 
2, 2020 and the other 
on October 7, 2020. 
In August 2020, Verde-
mont District residents 

noted that dump trucks 
were transiting up Palm 
Avenue and depositing 
massive loads of the large 
shards and chunks of 
shattered concrete onto 
vacant land near the site 
of Oxbow Communities’ 
planned development 
of a 40-unit single fam-
ily homes subdivision, 
which was to be built 
in cooperation with Jaz-
zar Construction Group, 
which had at that time an 
option on the property. 

The project had been 
stalled out at least since 
2018. Reportedly, one 
of the reasons the proj-
ect had been suspended 
was that the land upon 
which the project was to 
be built was uneven and 
would require either in-
tensive grading and then 
hillside reinforcement or 
the introduction of fill 
into the low-lying side of 
the property or its crev-
ices to render it level.  
Cernich apparently be-

lieved the concrete could 
be used as fill when the 
project was at last re-
vived. 

For such a use, how-
ever, permits had to be 
secured, which entailed 
inspections beforehand 
for the process to be 
legitimate. Given that 
Valdivia was extend-
ing Cernich legal cover, 
however, there was an 
unwritten understand-
ing at San Bernardino 
City Hall that there was 

no need to observe legal 
niceties and that both 
Cernich and Greenleaf, 
who had already gotten 
permission from Red-
lands officials to allow 
the concrete walls to be 
partially broken up at the 
Lugonia Avenue prop-
erty, were to be allowed 
to import the shattered 
concreted to the Ver-
demont location, some 
12.5 miles away from 
the burned-out Kuehne 
& Nagel warehouse as 

the crow flies or vari-
ously 15.6 miles or 18.3 
miles distant via differ-
ing routes using the lo-
cal freeway system. No 
permits were issued or 
required, and the con-
crete was deposited at 
the far extension of Palm 
Avenue in North San 
Bernardino’s Verdemont 
District, in proximity to 
Palm Elementary School 
and Tom Minor Park.

When they queried 

call of those politicians 
feel that popular senti-
ment can be disregarded 
with relative impunity. 
In Redlands, where the 
city council for more 
than two decades has 
been far more aggres-
sively in favor of growth 
than the majority of con-
stituents who voted them 
into office, city officials 

are more sensitive than 
those in Fontana with re-
gard to the type of devel-
opment that is going on 
within their city limits. 
They sense that while, 
on average, citizens in 
their city would prefer 
that as little new con-
struction take place as is 
possible, those residents 
are far less tolerant of 
factories, foundries and 
warehouses than they are 
of houses or commercial 
buildings. 

Throughout San Ber-
nardino County and the 

Inland Empire in gen-
eral, the expansion of 
warehousing over the 
last two decades has 
been intensive.

There is more than 
940 million square feet 
of warehousing in San 
Bernardino and River-
side counties at present, 
with more being built. 
That includes 3,052 
warehouses in San Ber-
nardino County. In On-
tario alone, there are 290 
warehouses larger than 
100,000 square feet. 
Reportedly, there are 

143 warehouses in Fon-
tana larger than 100,000 
square feet. In Chino 
there are 118 warehous-
es larger than 100,000 
square feet, 109 larger 
than 100,000 square feet 
in Rancho Cucamon-
ga and 75 larger than 
100,000 square feet in 
San Bernardino. Since 
2015, 27 warehouse proj-
ect applications have 
been processed and ap-
proved by the City of 
San Bernardino, entail-
ing acreage under roof of 
9,600,000 square feet, or 

more than one-third of a 
square mile, translating 
into 220.38 acres. After 
Ontario, Fontana, Chino, 
Rancho Cucamonga and 
San Bernardino, the city 
in San Bernardino Coun-
ty with the next largest 
number of warehouses 
of more than 100,000 
square feet is Redlands, 
with 57, followed by 
Rialto with 48. In addi-
tion to those 48 larger 
warehouses, Rialto has 
another 125 warehouses 
of under 100,000 square 
feet. 

Increasingly, some 
elected officials, local 
residents and futurists 
are questioning whether 
warehouses constitute 
the highest and best use 
of the property avail-
able for development in 
the region. The glut of 
logistics facilities in the 
Inland Empire has some 
thinking their numbers 
are out of balance. In re-
futing the assertions of 
the proponents of ware-
houses that they consti-
tute positive economic 

been relatively free from 
political or operational 
dissension. Shortly af-
ter its incorporation in 
1988, the maiden town 
council hired Bruce 
Williams to serve as 
the senior administra-
tor at Town Hall. He 
lasted in that position 19 
years. He was replaced 
by longtime Victorville 
City Manager Jim Cox, 
who came out of retire-

ment to guide the city for 
two years, whereupon he 
was succeeded by Frank 
Robinson in 2009. Rob-
inson remained in place 
for nine years. He was 
replaced by Robertson, 
who took a pay cut to 
leave his seven-year long 
assignment managing 
the larger and far more 
complex and challenging 
assignment of running 
Victorville. 

Other than minor 
bumps in the road and 
some legitimate differ-
ences of opinion with 
regard to public issues, 
at only two times did the 
circumstance in Apple 
Valley boil over into a 
major contretemps, that 
being after the Novem-
ber 1998 election, when 
Patrick Jacobo joined 
David Holman and Bar-
bara Loux, who had 
been elected to the town 
council in 1996. Jacobo, 
Holman and Loux, all of 
whom had ties to the de-
velopment community, 
formed a three-member 

ruling coalition on the 
council that was philo-
sophically at odds with 
the controlled growth 
principle that had per-
meated the town from 
its outset and had been 
enshrined in a a firm and 
fast rule that all single-
family homes built in 
the town be constructed 
on lots of no less than 
one-half acre. When Ja-
cobo, Holman and Loux 
politically outmuscled 
their two council col-
leagues, Mark Shoup 
and Bob Sagona, in a 
push to reduce the town’s 
standards to allow four 

residential units to the 
acre as a prelude to even 
further density conces-
sions, a counter-reaction 
among town residents 
ensued, resulting in a 
committee qualifying a 
recall election against 
the troika for the No-
vember 1999 ballot. All 
three recall efforts suc-
ceeded.

A somewhat shorter-
lived but intense ker-
fuffle played out in 2007 
when a majority on the 
council, as it was then 
composed,  moved to ter-
minate Williams as town 
manager, holding discus-

sions to do so in a closed 
session meeting without 
disclosing the rationale 
for doing so. That crisis 
passed without further 
incident when Cox, who 
had managed Victorville 
for three decades prior to 
his retirement in 1999, 
agreed to come in to 
steady the situation. 

Most recently, in 
2021, the town sustained 
something of a black 
eye when it undertook 
and failed to wrest con-
trol of its water system 
from its private sector 
owner, Liberty Utilities, 

ize public policy. 
With the religious 

trifecta of Orozco, Na 
and Cruz in place and 
in control of the district, 
there followed increas-
ingly bold efforts to 
make significant inroads 
on the district’s policies. 
Milestones in this re-
gard were achieved with 
making Bible study part 
of the district curricu-
lum, as well as includ-
ing benedictions at the 
beginning of the school 

board meetings and later, 
after Na became board 
president, outright evan-
gelism from the district 
board dais, with Na tell-
ing those present at meet-
ings that they should 
seek out Jesus Christ 
as their personal savior. 
When the district began 
to move toward includ-
ing daily prayer as part 
of basic instruction at 
the district’s schools, the 
Freedom From Religion 
Foundation of Madi-

son, Wisconsin in 2014 
stepped in and filed suit 
in Federal Court in Riv-
erside against the district 
on behalf of two named 
plaintiffs, Larry Maldo-
nado and Mike Ander-
son, and 21 unnamed 
plaintiffs who asserted 
they were alienated or in-
timidated at school board 
meetings because of the 
insistence of some dis-
trict officials to engage 
in so-called Christian 
witnessing, including 
“prayers, Bible read-
ings and proselytizing.” 
A ruling on the Freedom 
From Religion Founda-
tion lawsuit by Federal 

Judge Jesus Bernal re-
sulted in overt religiosity 
and proselytizing within 
the district’s schools be-
ing eliminated in 2016. 
As a consequence of that 
ruling, the district had to 
reimburse the Freedom 
From Religion Founda-
tion $546.70 for its cost 
in filing the lawsuit and 
cover its $202,425.00 
in attorney’s fees. 
Nevertheless, the Na, 
Cruz and Orozco voted 
for the district to appeal 
Bernal’s ruling to U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the 
Ninth Circuit. The Ninth 
Circuit ultimately upheld 
Bernal, which resulted in 

the district being respon-
sible for another $75,680 
of the Freedom From Re-
ligion’s legal fees with 
regard to the appeal.

In the years since, 
Orozco left the school 
board but two others of 
like mind, Sonia Shaw 
and Jon Monroe were 
elected to the board in 
2022. With the school 
board under the tight 
grip of Na, Cruz, Mon-
roe and Shaw, who was 
established shortly after 
her election as the school 
board president, the dis-
trict contemplated tak-
ing up once more an ef-
fort to acculturate public 

education in Chino Val-
ley in accordance with 
Christian principles. 

The time to do so was 
propitious the quartet 
figured.

In 2022, the U.S. Su-
preme Court, laden with 
six justices appointed 
by what are deemed to 
be “conservative,” i.e., 
Republican presidents 
and three by “liberal,” 
i.e., Democrat presi-
dents, took up the case of 
Kennedy v. Bremerton 
School District. In Ken-
nedy v. Bremerton a foot-
ball coach challenged his 
having been disciplined 
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guise of individuals who 
had just been arrested 
themselves, attempted to 
befriend the Haros in an 
effort to gain their confi-
dence and thereby obtain 
statements from them 
that further implicated 
them in the murder of 
their son, together with 
possible hints with re-
gard to where the child’s 
remains were located.

Within days, word 
of the undercover op-
eration became public 
knowledge, as did  in-
vestigators inability to 
locate the body of the 
child. The situation was 
compounded by a series 
of statements emanat-
ing out of the Riverside 
County Sheriff’s Depart-
ment, ones which failed 
to hold up or which ap-
peared, based upon 
available information, to 
be internally inconsistent 
or self-serving from the 
standpoint of the sher-
iff’s department or plain 
wrong. One report was 
that Jake Haro had ad-
mitted, either to another 
inmate or an undercover 
officer masquerading as 
an inmate, to killing the 
child in a fit of rage and 
then disposing of him in 
the trash. It went around 
that Jake had admitted 
to killing the child acci-
dentally when he rolled 
over on the infant in bed, 
crushing him. Thereaf-
ter, in a panic, he scat-
tered the remains in the 
wilderness.

Whereas previously, 
the detectives with the 
San Bernardino County 
Sheriff’s Department in 
investigating the matter 
had embraced the op-
portunity that the wide-
spread public interest 
and accompanying social 
media scrutiny provided 
them in pressuring the 
Haros to further their ef-
fort to learn what the ac-
tual circumstances sur-
rounding Emmanuel’s 
disappearance were, the 
Riverside County Sher-
iff’s Department and in 
particular Sheriff Chad 
Bianco,  with the couple 
in their custody, proved 
to be far less adept at 

harnessing the glare of 
attention that attended 
the case for any positive 
effect. The public, ex-
pectant as a consequence 
of the arrests of the par-
ents that at minimum an 
explication of the facts 
with regard to the killing 
of the child by his par-
ents would be provided 
and anticipating an even 
more comprehensive 
detailing of what had 
occurred, found them-
selves stonewalled as the 
Riverside Sheriff’s De-
partment showed itself 
to be far less forthcom-
ing than the San Ber-
nardino County Sheriff’s 
Department. Bianco and 
his crew grew even more 
coy when it was pressed 
about the most basic ele-
ment of the murder, i.e., 
how the child had died. 
It was at that point that 
it was intimated that 
the child’s body had not 
been found. On August 
24, two days after the ar-
rests, amid reports that 
Jake Haro was cooperat-
ing with his jailers, what 
was hoped would prove 
to be a public relations 
coup for the department, 
news outlets were tipped 
off that something sig-
nificant was in the off-
ing, and they were di-
rected to a location along 
the 60 Freeway east of 
Moreno Valley. Those 
who took the hint, found 
themselves at a lookout 
point along the side of 
the freeway near Gilman 
Springs Road, proximate 
to the San Timoteo Bad-
lands, a rugged, hilly 
area of eroded scrubland 
that separates Moreno 
Valley from Beaumont. 
A good number of law 
enforcement person-
nel were there, partially 
up the hillside, walking 
along a fire access road 
with Jake Haro, clad in 
his orange jail jump-
suit. The press and other 
members of the public 
were prohibited from 
progressing up the fire 
access road by police 
scene cordon tape not far 
from the freeway. Haro 
and his escorts could, 
however, be seen from a 
distance, and those with 
telephoto lenses on their 
cameras captured both 
still and moving images 
of the accused child mur-
derer as he appeared to be 
guiding his jailers to dif-
ferent spots along where 
the fire access road met 

the indigenous chapar-
ral. There was no op-
portunity to speak with 
Haro, so much as shout 
questions to him or over-
hear his exchanges with 
the law enforcement of-
ficers surrounding him. 
Nevertheless, the im-
plication was clear: it at 
the very least appeared 
that he was leading in-
vestigators to the body 
of Emmanuel. Photos of 
Jake Haro were posted 
to social media sites that 
day and appeared in the 
following days newspa-
pers, some of the cap-
tions for which strongly 
suggested that the child’s 
remains had been recov-
ered. A copy of the Mon-
day, August 25 edition 
of the local Riverside 
Press-Enterprise was left 
in the common area on 
the seventh floor of the 
Robert Pressley Deten-
tion Center in downtown 
Riverside, where Rebec-
ca Haro was housed.

In this way, the ges-
ture by the Riverside 
County Sheriff’s Depart-
ment on August 24 came 
across as designed to kill 
two birds with a single 
stone, that is, induce Re-
becca Haro to open up to 
those she was in deten-
tion with, including the 
undercover deputy who 
had been planted in her 
midst, as well as to lead 
the general public toward 
the conclusion that the 
Riverside County Sher-
iff’s Department was on 
top of the situation. It 
was the San Bernardino 
County Sheriff’s Depart-
ment which had initially 
established a connection 
with Jake Haro, such 
that it was officers from 
that agency with whom 
he was interacting. 
When that agency put 
out a statement that the 
“search for Emmanuel 
Haro” included the use 
of “cadaver dogs… has 
concluded, and Emman-
uel was not located,” the 
Riverside County Sher-
iff’s Department found 
itself back where it had 
started, trying to justify 
an arrest that to many 
came across as prema-
ture.

That provoked some 
intemperate remarks 
from Sheriff Bianco, 
who instead of perceiv-
ing the public’s close 
scrutiny of the case as 
providing him with more 
eyes an ears to see the 

matter from a different 
perspective than that 
which he and his in-
vestigators were locked 
into, felt he was being 
crowded and subject to 
unwelcome skepticism. 
He unsubtly suggested 
that the amateurs who 
had covered ground in 
the early phase of the 
case and had clued the 
San Bernardino County 
investigators into some 
salient facts should sim-
ply butt out and leave the 
investigating to the pro-
fessionals. Despite that 
assertion, the questions 
that naturally proceeded 
from the arrest of the 
Haros did not dimin-
ish, but intensified, with 
the central issue being 
how could the couple 
be charged with mur-
der when there was no 
body. And, scores, hun-
dreds, indeed thousands 
of members of the public 
wanted to know, if there 
was no body, what evi-
dence did law enforce-
ment have to indicate the 
child was dead and why 
couldn’t it be disclosed.

Bianco and his de-
partment was given 
some level of assistance 
when Riverside County 
District Attorney Mike 
Hestrin, lodged charges 
against both of the Ha-
ros, consisting of one 
charge of murder, Penal 
Code Section 187, and 
filing a false police re-
port, Penal Code Sec-
tion PC 148.5, each. At 
the Haros scheduled ar-
raignment on August 26, 
however, the proceed-
ings were abruptly con-
tinued until September 
4. With the crescendo of 
skepticism intensifying, 
something needed to be 
done. The following day, 
Hestrin called a press 
conference, where he 
stood side-by-side with 
San Bernardino County 
Sheriff Shannon Di-
cus and Bianco to stand 
down any suggestion 
from anyone that the case 
against the two parents 
was somehow invalid. 
That the prosecutor for 
Riverside County, where 
the child’s death had pre-
sumably occurred, was 
putting his imprimatur 
on the murder charges, at 
least at first, appeared to 
stymie the suggestions 
that either of the sheriff’s 
departments had gotten 
ahead of themselves in 
collaring the couple.

Hestrin’s gravitas, at 
least initially, stood off 
those who questioned 
the basis of the case. Rel-
atively early on, in fact, 
Hestrin, most likely to 
his later regret, endeav-
ored to move everyone 
over the lack-of-a-body 
hump. When a reporter 
delved into whether the 
location of Emmanuel’s 
body was known, Hes-
trin took, or at least 
seemed to take, the bull 
by the horns, though he 
was actually cleverly 
sidestepping the pitfall 
relating to the lack of a 
body of the murder vic-
tim by somewhat slyly 
suggesting, without di-
rectly saying, that the 
body had been located. 
“Yes,” Hestrin said. “We 
have a pretty strong in-
dication of where the 
remains of Baby Em-
manuel are.” He implied 
but did not specifically 
state that it was now 
just a matter of a scien-
tific confirmation being 
made. “That investiga-
tion is ongoing at this 
time,” he said.

Later in the press 
conference, however, 
Ahmed Bellozo, one of 
the new breed of citi-
zen reporters who lacks 
any formal journalistic 
training or polish, whose 
methodology of news-
gathering consists of 
being armed with a mi-
crophone and an accom-
panying videographer 
as he conducts man-or-
woman-on the-street in-
terviews pertaining to 
whatever issue he has 
taken an interest in with-
out observing the nice-
ties or manners of tradi-
tional newspapermen or 
media personalities, was 
given an opportunity to 
question the district at-
torney. Bellozo, despite 
his dearth of experience, 
in seeking out material 
for his Tik Tok Channel 
“On The Tira,” latched 
onto the Baby Emman-
uel Haro disappearance 
as a subject that would 
bring in viewers. Run-
ning on energy, intre-
pidity, resourcefulness 
and boldness, bordering 
on what some consider 
unmitigated gall and 
guided by instinct and 
perhaps some tips from 
nameless law enforce-
ment sources rather than 
established or standard 
journalistic means, Bel-
lozo somehow managed 

in the early going of the 
Haro case to get infor-
mation that no one – in-
cluding the sheriff’s de-
partment, the local press, 
the regional press, the 
national press, the mass 
media or his new age so-
cial media competitors 
– were able to nail down. 
Bellozo, either unable 
or unwilling to adhere 
to the polite norms of 
comportment typically 
employed by profession-
al news crews, did not 
hesitate to put Hestrin on 
the spot. Did authorities, 
Bellozo asked Hestrin, 
have Baby Emmanuel’s 
body or didn’t they?

Hestrin, the highly re-
fined, sophisticated and 
experienced prosecutor 
who has a mastery of 
pinning things and peo-
ple down, was himself 
pinned down, having to 
give an explicit rather 
than the elliptical answer 
he had tried to get away 
with before.

“I didn’t say I know 
where the remains are,” 
Hestrin responded to 
Bellozo’s challenge.

For over a month-and-
a-half, the credibility of 
the Riverside County 
Sheriff’s Department 
and law enforcement in 
the county in general 
has been on the line, as 
questions about whether 
it was incompetence or 
outright abuse of author-
ity that had led to the 
premature arrests of the 
Haros. In the back of the 
minds of at least some 
was the possibility that 
Emmanuel Haro would 
turn up in some unlikely 
place, but alive. Such a 
development would have 
had major implications 
on the political future 
of Bianco, who is chas-
ing after the Republican 
nomination for Califor-
nia governor in 2026, 
and Hestrin, who is due 
to seek reelection as dis-
trict attorney next year 
as well.

Yesterday’s develop-
ment sets any such issues 
aside.

The question yet re-
mains, however: Where 
are the remains of Em-
manuel Haro?

With Jake Haro hav-
ing entered guilty pleas, 
it would seem that main-
taining secrecy about 
that issue for investiga-
tive purposes is no lon-
ger necessary.

Investigators And 
Prosecutors Lost 
Patience With Social 
Media When The 
Glare Was Focused 
On Them    from 
page 2
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of San Bernardino city 
officials what was hap-
pening, nearby residents 
were told that Oxbow 
Communities had clear-
ance from the city to uti-
lize the concrete as fill. 
If they would just be pa-
tient, they were told, the 
concrete would be pul-
verized and ground into 
manageable-sized pieces 
and mixed with dirt to be 
thereafter compacted so 
it might disappear under 
the foundations of the 
homes that were to built 
and the yards and lawns 
that would eventually 
surround those homes. 
When the wind kicked 
up in the funnel below 
Devore stretching south 
to San Bernardino, be-
tween, on the east, the 

Shandin Hills and, on 
the west, the badlands 
that stretch westward 
toward Lytle Creek, the 
people in the neighbor-
hood found themselves, 
their houses, cars and 
pets peppered and pelted 
with dust and concrete 
fragments anywhere 
from the size of sand to 
pebbles. There was con-
cern that the concrete 
itself was not stable 
physically or chemically 
and that it represented 
a safety and health haz-
ard. When City Hall was 
met with complaints, 
then-City Manager Teri 
Ledoux at first sought to 
downplay the problem, 
offering an assurance 
that the Environmen-
tal Protection Agency’s 
standards contained in 
its Land Development 
and National Pollut-
ant Discharge Elimina-
tion System guidelines 
rated the concrete as a 
low-level or nonexistent 
health threat. 

A number of those 
who live in proximity to 
the site, however, were 
not as sanguine. They 
wanted the city to take 
action. 

Yet, just as political 
consideration, the per-
ceived strength of then-
Mayor Valdivia, was a 
major factor in creating 
the problem, political 
considerations played a 
significant role in pre-
venting the circumstance 
from being alleviated.

The impacted prop-
erty lies within the city’s 
Fifth Ward. The city 
is divided into seven 
wards, such that any sin-
gle ward comprises only 
one-seventh or slightly 
more than 14 percent of 
the city’s body politic. 
Thus, those most di-
rectly impacted by the 
issue of the concrete 
had suffrage – a direct 
voting impact – on but 
one of the city council’s 
members and just one-
seventh of the say in who 
is to be mayor. In 2000, 

Fifth Ward Councilman 
Henry Nickel was de-
feated by challenger Ben 
Reynoso. Reynoso did 
not immediately come 
to terms with the issue 
or up to speed with all 
of its implication or what 
was entailed in the mat-
ter. Like Nickel, he was 
unable to form a consen-
sus among the six other 
members of the coun-
cil to take action. For 
starters, For two years, 
Valdivia remained as 
mayor. In addition, there 
remained the possibility 
that Cernich and Oxbow 
Communities would in-
deed undo the problem 
by proceeding with the 
project. That was not in 
the cards, but Cernich’s 
failure to execute was 
not known at that time. 

The concern ex-
pressed about the po-
tential environmental 
hazard of breaking up 
the concrete on site, to 
potentially include saw-
ing it, pounding it to 
fragment it, crush it, 
grind it and/or pulver-
ize it, however, did lead 
to the council making a 
resolution to utilize the 
concrete as block fill or 
remove it rather than to 
break it up. 

In 2022, Valdivia 
failed in his effort to be 
reelected, becoming a 
lame duck in the after-
math of that year’s June 
primary election. With-
out a friend willing to cut 
corners for him, Cernich 
lost what little incentive 
he had to move forward 
with the project. The 
prospect that he would 
pay for the removal of 
the concrete was virtu-
ally nil. In this way, the 
city was going to have to 
bear the financial cost of 
removing the concrete 
and six-sevenths of the 
city council, with priori-
ties other than pleasing 
the residents of the Fifth 
Ward, who have no pow-
er in voting for or against 
them, were unwilling to 
commit city funds to ef-
fectuate the removal.

Indeed, First Ward 
Councilman Ted San-
chez said he was con-
vinced by his reading of 
the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency’s land 
development and nation-
al pollutant discharge 
standards and the related 
studies he had seen that 
the concrete represented 
no significant environ-

mental threat and that 
its presence could mere-
ly be tolerated until it 
was eventually utilized 
in some development 
scheme for the property, 
whether by Oxbow Com-
munities or some other 
landowner or developer. 

In 2024, Reynoso was 
supplanted as Fifth Ward 
Council representative 
by Kim Knaus. 

After five years of the 
concrete being in place, 
the city recently took 
up formulating a plan 
of action to get rid of 
it. Reversing the previ-
ous commitment not to 
grind it, the council seri-
ously considered and ul-
timately approved a plan 
to crush the concrete. 

Ultimately, the city 
council on October 15, 
with Councilwoman 
Sandra Ibarra absent 
from the meeting, voted 
5-to-1 to crush the con-
crete where it now is, a 
field near Palm Avenue 
and West Verdemont 
Drive. Councilwoman 
Knaus joined with coun-
cil members Sanchez, 
Juan Figueroa, Fred Sho-
rett and Mario Flores 
in voting to remove the 
debris. Councilwoman 
Treasure Ortiz was op-
posed. Mayor Tran is not 
empowered to vote on 
normal policy items that 
come before the council, 
under San Bernardino’s 
municipal charter.

There was no infor-
mation on how much the 
effort will cost. The con-
crete is to be smashed 
into piles of smaller 
rubble by a breaker and 
a crusher. The piles are 
to be arranged at various 
spots around the prop-
erty to be used as fill for 
future projects. 

For some, the break-
ing, crushing and re-
tention of the material 
at the site represents a 
potential environmental 
and health issue. It is not 
entirely clear how much 
concrete dust will be lib-
erated in the breaking 
and crushing process, 
although it admittedly 
will be substantially less 
than if the concrete were 
to be pulverized. Still, 
concrete dust, upon in-
halation can lead to lung 
cancer, silicosis, chronic 
obstructive pulmonary 
disease, asthma and oth-
er respiratory diseases 
and conditions.

Using water to anchor 

the dust is a standard 
practice to prohibit it 
from going airborne dur-
ing smashing operations. 
Nevertheless, upon the 
water evaporating, the 
dust is subject to libera-
tion during heavy winds. 

City officials, at one 
level, straightforwardly 
acknowledged that all 
of its options in dealing 
with the concrete had a 
downside in that there 
was “not any ideal so-
lution to removing or 
crushing the debris.” 
The report held that 
crushing the debris and 
keeping it in place on 
the property would avoid 
one negative health con-
sequence, that being the 
use of trucks to remove 
the concrete remnants. 

Knaus’s vote was 
made in the face of op-
position by a number of 
her constituents being 
opposed to the on-site 
crushing.

Nickel maintained 
crushing the concrete 
and leaving it in place 
would create a health 
risk. 

“Why would you re-
peal a resolution that 
prevents the crushing of 
concrete?” Nickel asked 
the council, telling its 
members, “You have a 
responsibility to protect 
the residents of this city, 
not to protect one devel-
oper.”

Knaus sought to de-
flect the opposition to 
the crushing by not ac-
knowledging it. She 
suggested those in her 
district who did not want 
the concrete smashed 
and reduced into mounds 
of rubble rather than re-
maining as it is were a 
minute minority. 

“I have to make deci-
sions that are reflective 
and best of all of the Fifth 
Ward, not just a few who 
chose to come tonight,” 
Knaus said. She said that 
during her campaign last 
year, at various civic fo-
rums and her surveying 
of residents’ opinions, 
“Not one individual has 
opined [that] they did not 
want crushing. Not one.”

Councilwoman Ortiz, 
in her dissent from the 
council vote called for 
the concrete to be “prop-
erly recycled.” She said, 
“Crushing and grinding 
is a slap in the face to the 
residents who have had 
to endure this.”

to secure loans from the 
host of lenders without 
first obtaining the state’s 
written authorization, 
as required under the 
Homekey agreements. 
The state also alleges in 
its lawsuit that for each 
of its Homekey-funded 
projects, Shangri-La 
used the address of each 
motel to create under-
capitalized limited part-
nerships to perpetrate the 
fraud, subjecting all of 
the properties, some ful-
ly converted and others 
only partially converted, 
to possible foreclosure. 
Only the Redlands proj-
ect and the San Ber-
nardino project   met the 
goal of transforming 
previously existing ho-
tels or motels into resi-
dences for the homeless. 
San Bernardino County, 
Redlands, Thousand 
Oaks, King and Sali-
nas failed to ensure that 
Shangri-La lived up to 
its performance require-
ments in its contract 
with them, according to 
the State of California. 
It took tremendous effort, 
some skillful lawyering 
and intensified lobbying 
on the part of the City 
of Redlands to convince 
state officials that Red-

lands officials had not 
been the perpetrators of 
any fraud and that they 
were in fact victims 
whose admirable inten-
tions and commitment 
had been egregiously 
betrayed and violated. 
For months, Redlands 
officials sought to work 
with officials from 
Shangi-La Industries, 
who made a convincing 
case that they were, af-
ter all, Holmes’ victims, 
to see if the money Hol-
mes had diverted could 
be recovered and the 
city’s financial obliga-
tions with regard to the 
financing of the conver-
sion of the hotel satis-
fied. By Spring 2024, it 
was acknowledge that 
Shangri-La’s internal 
tracking and accounting 
mechanisms left much to 
be desired, based on the 
way Holmes suckered its 
corporate officials, and 
that Redlands’ recovery 
of the money Holmes 
had taken would be too 
long in coming, if ever it 
was to come, as the com-
pany had filed for fed-
eral bankruptcy protec-
tion. In April 2024, the 
City of Redlands ended 
its relationship with 
Shangi-La Industries. 

Similarly, Redlands 
had placed a consider-
able amount of faith in 
the Santa Monica-based 
homeless services non-
profit Step Up. Redlands 
officials had brought 
Step Up in to manage the 
homeless services facil-
ity after it had been con-
verted from a hotel. That 
facility put homeless 
individuals and couples 
into minimalized living 
quarters. Step Up was 
affiliated with Shangri-
La in a number of home-
less residency projects, 
and was satisfactorily 
managing the Redlands 
facility. Nevertheless, its 
relationship with Shan-
gri-La was a complicat-
ing factor, as both were 
entangled in the lawsuits 
brought by the State of 
California.

In May, the City of 
Redlands gave Step Up, 
which was in the pro-
cess of discontinuing its 
homeless facility man-
agement operations, a 
30-day notice of its in-
tention to end its proper-
ty management services 
arrangement with the 
company. Consequently, 
Step Up’s last day in the 
role of the property man-
ager at the converted 
Good Nite Inn was June 
30. 

The Redlands City 
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Council, after consid-
ering options charted 
by Redlands Homeless 
Solutions Coordinator 
David Rabindranath, on 
September 16 opted to 
contract with Many Mis-
sions, a Thousand Oaks-
based nonprofit to take 
on property management 
responsibility at the Red-
lands municipal home-
less residence operation.

According to an affi-
davit filed with the fed-
eral criminal complaint 
against Holmes, in Octo-
ber 2022, the California 
Department of Housing 
and Community Devel-
opment paid approxi-
mately $25.9 million 
in grant money for the 
Thousand Oaks home-
lessness project to Shan-
gri-La Industries LLC. 
The grant funds were 
sent with the provision 
that the money be used 
to purchase, construct, 

and operate homeless 
housing in Thousand 
Oaks and followed many 
millions of dollars the 
California Department 
of Housing and Commu-
nity Development had 
already paid to Shangri-
La to buy, build, and 
operate housing for the 
homeless in Redlands 
and King City in Mon-
terey County, among 
other California cities.

“Holmes – as Shangri-
La’s CFO – knowingly 
submitted fake bank re-
cords to the California 
Department of Housing 
and Community Devel-
opment that purportedly 
showed approximately 
$160 million supposedly 
controlled by Shangri-
La and its affiliates to 
prove that Shangri-La 
had the capacity to ful-
fill the homeless hous-
ing projects for which it 
had coapplied for grants 
from the California De-
partment of Housing 
and Community Devel-
opment, including the 
Thousand Oaks project,” 
according to the U.S. At-
torney’s Office. “In fact, 

the bank accounts Shan-
gri-La and Holmes said 
contained these funds 
did not exist.”

The U.S. Attorney’s 
Office stated that “Hol-
mes and Shangri-La also 
submitted to the Califor-
nia Department of Hous-
ing and Community 
Development balance 
sheets falsely represent-
ing that Shangri-La-af-
filiated entities held mil-
lions of dollars in cash 
that these entities did not 
actually have on deposit 
in the known accounts 
for those entities. Hol-
mes and Shangri-La sub-
mitted these fake bank 
statements and false bal-
ance sheets with the in-
tent that the California 
Department of Housing 
and Community Devel-
opment should rely on 
them and release grant 
money to Shangri-La. 
After these documents 
were submitted to the 
California Department 
of Housing and Commu-
nity Development, the 
California Department 
of Housing and Commu-
nity Development paid 

millions of dollars more 
in grant money to Shan-
gri-La, including for the 
Thousand Oaks project.

Some of the Homekey 
money paid to Shangri-
La for homeless housing 
was used to pay credit 
card bills for American 
Express accounts associ-
ated with Holmes. In No-
vember and December 
of 2022, more than $2.2 
million was transferred 
from a Shangri-La ac-
count to a Holmes-con-
trolled account. After-
wards, from November 
2022 to May 2023, more 
than $2 million was 
paid towards Ameri-
can Express cards. The 
charges on those credit 
card accounts included 
purchases at well-known 
luxury retailers. Law en-
forcement believes these 
payments were made at 
least in part for Holmes’s 
benefit.”

The announcement 
of Holmes' arrest and 
the charges against him 
were made simultane-
ously with the arrest and 
filing of charges against 
Steven Taylor, 44, of 

Brentwood, who de-
frauded lenders to aid his 
property-flipping busi-
ness, including a Cheviot 
Hills home that he sold 
to a homeless housing 
developer for more than 
double his original pur-
chase price.

 “Accountability for 
the misuse of billions of 
tax dollars intended to 
combat homeless starts 
today,” said Acting Unit-
ed States Attorney Bill 
Essayli, “The two crimi-
nal cases announced is 
only the tip of the ice-
berg and we intend to 
aggressively pursue all 
leads and hold anyone 
who broke any federal 
laws criminally liable.”

“In both of these cas-
es, defendants took ad-
vantage of funds allocat-
ed to assist the homeless, 
some of the most vulner-
able people in society 
and many of whom may 
be suffering from myriad 
conditions, including ad-
diction,” said Akil Da-
vis, the assistant director 
of the FBI's Los Angeles 
Field Office. “The FBI is 
committed to the Home-

lessness Fraud & Cor-
ruption Task Force to 
find perpetrators of this 
insidious fraud and build 
cases to hold the offend-
ers accountable in court. 
It is my hope that the 
charges we’re announc-
ing today send a mes-
sage to others who may 
be contemplating similar 
criminal behavior.”

“IRS-Criminal Inves-
tigation is proud to be an 
inaugural member of the 
Homelessness Fraud and 
Corruption Task Force, 
which was formed to 
ensure that funds which 
were committed to aid-
ing California’s home-
less population were 
spent as intended,” said 
Special Agent in Charge 
Tyler Hatcher of IRS 
Criminal Investigation’s 
Los Angeles Field Of-
fice. “Today’s actions 
show our commitment 
to ensuring the public 
that we will investigate 
missing funds that were 
intended to benefit some 
of the most vulnerable 
Californians.”

-Mark Gutglueck

Jake’s admission of 
responsibility in the 
death of his son will 
impact, inevitably, the 
case against Rebecca. 
Straight up, Jake admit-
ting that the child is dead 
and that he had a full or 
a partial hand in killing 
him renders untenable, 
or so it would seem under 
virtually every conceiv-
able scenario, Rebecca’s 
not guilty plea to filing 
a false police report. At 
the same time, depend-
ing on what future state-
ments or testimony Jake 
provides, in particular 
the degree to which he 
takes responsibility for 
Emmanuel’s death, the 
murder case against his 
wife could be severely 
compromised.

Of note is that Jake 
made his plea directly 
to Judge Gary Polk. The 
district attorney was not 
a party, at least ostensi-
bly and officially, to the 
terms of the plea. He 
pleaded guilty to Penal 
Code §187, second de-

gree murder, signifying 
that he had not planned 
to take the life of his son 
in advance, and two ac-
companying charges Pe-
nal Code §273A, abuse 
of a child resulting in 
death, and Penal Code 
§148.5, filing a false po-
lice report.

Under California Pe-
nal Code §273a applies 
to “Any person, having 
the care or custody of a 
child who is under eight 
years of age, who as-
saults the child by means 
of force that to a reason-
able person would be 
likely to produce great 
bodily injury, resulting 
in the child's death.”

The district attorney’s 
office had the option of 
objecting to the guilty 
plea arrangement but 
did lodge any resistance 
to Judge Polk accept-
ing Haro’s plea. Of note, 
the district attorney’s of-
fice, in the personage of 
Assistant Deputy Dis-
trict Attorney Brandon 
Smith, who was assigned 
to prosecute the Haros, 
could have fought Haro 
and his attorneys on the 
issue of second degree 
murder, but chose not to, 
most likely because of 
the accompanying Penal 
Code §273A admission.

While California Pe-
nal Code §187, prose-
cuted as a second degree 
offense, does not involve 
or hinge on prior intent, 
California Penal Code 
§273a entails an intent 
element. For that reason, 
it appears, the district at-
torney’s office was will-
ing to accept Haro’s plea 
with the judge without 
protest. 

A Penal Code §187 
conviction brings with 
it a mandatory 15 years 
to life sentence. A Penal 
Code §273A conviction 
entails an even stiffer 
penalty of a mandatory 
sentence of 25 years to 
life. The Penal Code 
§148.5 is a minor con-
sideration, punishable 
by six months in jail. 
The real battle between 
Jake Haro’s attorneys 
and the prosecution will 
come down to convinc-
ing Judge Polk to impose 
his sentences concur-
rently or consecutively. 
If Judge Polk sides with 
the prosecution and rules 
that Haro must serve 
consecutive sentences – 
25 years followed by 15 
more years for a total of 
40 years, he will remain 
incarcerated for a sub-
stantially longer term. If 
Judge Polk imposes the 

sentences concurrently, 
allowing him to serve the 
15-year sentence while 
he is serving the 25-year 
sentence, he could see 
his sentence, practically, 
reduced to one quarter of 
a century.

 Under California 
law, an offender guilty 
of murder is required 
to serve 85 percent of 
his sentence before be-
ing eligible for parole 
or early release. Thus, 
if Judge Polk imposes 
a concurrent sentence, 
Haro, conceivably, could 
be released from prison 
in 21 years and three 
months, dependent upon 
his behavior in prison 
and other factors. Rarely 
are murderers granted 
parole on their first go-
round, meaning even if 
all of the factors moved 
in Haro’s favor, he would 
not likely be released, 
at the earliest until late 
2047. lf Judge Polk im-
poses consecutive sen-
tences, Haro would be 
unlikely to gain his free-
dom, just with regard to 
the charges relating to 
the death of his son, until 
2061. 

Haro on Thursday 
also pleaded guilty to an 
unrelated charge from 
2024, being a felon in 

possession of a firearm, 
which carries with it 
a sentence of from 16 
months to three years 
in jail. He further ac-
knowledged violating 
probation on the previ-
ous offense involving 
his daughter Carolina 
Rose, which could result 
in his original six year 
sentence of six years in 
prison, which was sus-
pended, being reinstated. 

Because the prosecu-
tion was not, apparently, 
party to the plea negotia-
tions, it did not have the 
opportunity to condition 
acceptance of the plea 
upon Jake’s agreement 
to cooperate – i.e., testify 
as a witness in a way that 
would be favorable to the 
prosecution – with the 
district attorney’s office 
going forward. While it 
is perhaps too early to 
make a definitive inter-
pretation of that aspect 
of Thursday’s develop-
ment, it is a possible in-
dication that Jake is on 
a trajectory to take the 
fall for his son’s death 
and testify to the effect 
that Rebecca was not in-
volved in the child’s kill-
ing, rendering it likely 
that the prosecution will 
need to content itself 
with a conviction against 

her of being an accesso-
ry to murder, most likely 
after the fact. 

Rebecca Haro was 
in the courtroom on 
Thursday, at which time 
preparations for her pre-
liminary were to be dealt 
with. Judge Polk ex-
tended her preliminary 
hearing date from Octo-
ber 28 until November 3, 
the same date he set for 
Jake Haro’s sentencing. 
It is therefore possible 
she will be present for 
his sentencing, unless it 
is postponed.

Meanwhile, sources 
tell the Sentinel,  As-
sistant Deputy District 
Attorney Smith was in 
a tentative mode with 
regard to moving ahead 
on the case, given that 
the child’s body has yet 
to be found. The Riv-
erside County District 
Attorney’s Office has 
successfully prosecuted 
murder cases previously 
in which the alleged vic-
tim’s  corpse was not pro-
duced. Still, Smith was 
nervous about taking a 
case to trial in which he 
would not be able to say 
how the child had died. 
That consideration was a 
factor in his willingness 
to accept without objec-

Penal Code §273A 
Child Beating Death 
Charge Carries 
Longer Sentence 
Than §187 from front 
page



Friday, October 17, 2025 Page 7San Bernardino County Sentinel

Continued on Page 12

development, their de-
tractors cite the relative-
ly poor pay and benefits 
provided to those who 
work in distribution fa-
cilities, the large diesel-
powered semi-trucks 
that are part of those 
operations with their 
unhealthy exhaust emis-
sions, together with the 
bane of traffic gridlock 
they create.

In Fontana in particu-
lar, an increasingly vocal 
element of the commu-
nity has decried the pro-
liferation of warehouses 
in that city, maintaining 
that city officials there 
have been indiscrimi-
nate in where they have 
allowed them to be built, 
including in close prox-
imity to schools and 
homes.

Acquanetta Warren 
was appointed to the 
Fontana City Council in 
2002 and elected to that 
post in her own right in 
2004 and reelected in 
2008. She was elevated 
by the city’s voters to 
the position of mayor 
in 2010. Throughout 
her time as an elected 
official, Fontana has 
embraced warehouse 
development. Both her 
supporters and detrac-
tors alike refer to her as 
“Warehouse Warren.” 
Citing Fontana’s loca-
tion, she says her city is 
a logical host for ware-
houses and distribution 
centers. She has argued 
that given the largely 
blue collar populace of 
Fontana and the consid-
eration that approaching 
30 percent of the parents 
of children attending 
Fontana schools either 
do not speak, or lack 
proficiency in, the Eng-
lish language, the best 
that can be done for a 
significant percentage of 
those who graduate from 
or drop out of Fontana’s 
high schools is to provide 
them with jobs such as 
those available in ware-
houses, which do not 
demand skilled laborers. 
Between 2016 and 2021, 
Fontana approved more 
than 30 warehouses to-
taling approximately 16 
million square feet in 

southern Fontana alone.
A number of organi-

zations, including the 
Center for Community 
Action and Environ-
mental Justice, the South 
Fontana Concerned Citi-
zens Coalition and the 
Robert Redford Con-
servancy have become 
animated in opposing 
Warren and her pro-
warehouse agenda in 
Fontana. The State of 
California – in the form 
of the California Attor-
ney General’s Office – in 
2021 second guessed the 
decision of the city coun-
cil decision to approve a 
warehouse next to Juru-
pa Hills High.

In the face of that op-
position, Warren and her 
three allies on the city 
council – John Roberts, 
Pete Garcia and Phil 
Cothran, Jr – have re-
mained convinced that 
building more ware-
houses in their city is 
a goal worth pursuing.  
Earlier this year, on June 
3, the Fontana Planning 
Commission, which 
serves at the pleasure 
of the city council, ap-
proved an environmental 
impact report which es-
sentially gave go-ahead 
for a plan to consolidate 
six land parcels into one 
for the construction of 
a 397,000-square foot 
warehouse. By its ac-
tion, the planning com-
mission approved a final 
environmental impact 
report, the adoption of 
a mitigation monitoring 
and reporting program, a 
tentative parcel map and 
design review for the 
warehouse, which is to 
constructed on roughly 
18.3 acres of land, situ-
ated between Sierra and 
Mango avenues, some 
1,300 feet south of Sum-
mit Avenue.

On June 16, the Gold-
en State Environmental 
Justice Alliance chal-
lenged that action, sub-
mitting an appeal of the 
approval. The alliance 
maintained in the appeal 
that the environmental 
impact report was inad-
equate and misleading, 
and did not provide an 
accurate or completed 

analysis of the environ-
mental impacts of proj-
ect or size up in its en-
tirety what would come 
about as a consequence 
of the project’s construc-
tion and operation. Ac-
cording to the Golden 
State Environmental 
Justice Alliance, the en-
vironmental impact re-
port did not provide an 
analysis of the health 
risk impacts associated 
with construction and 
the operation of the facil-
ity upon its completion. 

According to the 
Golden State Environ-
mental Justice Alliance, 
the city was permitting 
the developer to engage 
in a piecemeal approach 
in undertaking prepara-
tion for the project, had 
not provided an accurate 
site plan, floor plan or 
conceptual grading plans 
for the undertaking, and 
had not disclosed build-
ing elevations or given 
a project narrative dur-
ing the scoping session 
for the public to review. 
Moreover, according to 
the Golden State Envi-
ronmental Justice Al-
liance, the city and the 
developer did not openly 
address the closure of 
Windflower Avenue, 
which is to come about 
as a consequence of the 
project. The Planning 
Commission, Golden 
State maintains, should 
have requested a revised 
environmental report to 
make those details relat-
ing to the project avail-
able to the interested 
members of the public 
before the June 3 hear-
ing, extending to infor-
mation about the vaca-
tion of the road.

Fontana city officials 
maintain there is abso-
lutely no substance or 
truth contained in the 
appeal of the project’s 
approval. 

 The council major-
ity, consisting of War-
ren, Roberts, Garcia and 
Cothran, has instructed 
city staff to prepare a re-
sponse to the challenge 
to “blow the Golden 
State Environmental 
Justice Alliance out of 
the water” by establish-
ing that the project will 
“promote economic 
development by creat-
ing jobs, establishing a 
quick and consistent de-
velopment process and 
showing those seeking 

to establish operations 
in Fontana that we are a 
business-friendly com-
munity.”

By contrast, when 
the generalized issue of 
further warehouse de-
velopment came before 
the Redlands Planning 
Commission this week 
on Tuesday October 14, 
five of the six members 
present – Karah Shaw, 
Matt Endsley, Rosema-
rie Gonzales, Maryn 
Mineo-Wells and Emily 
Elliott – voted to recom-
mend that their political 
masters, the members of 
the city council, amend 
the city’s zoning ordi-
nance to ban discontinue 
the construction of ware-
houses within the city 
limits going forward. 
One member of the com-
mission, Mark Stanson, 
opposed making the 
recommendation. A sev-
enth commissioner, Rich 
Smith, was not in atten-
dance at the meeting. on 
the redevelopment of ex-
isting warehouses.

According to Red-
lands Planning Division 
Manager Brian Foote, 
within the northwest 
quadrant of the city, pri-
marily west of the 210 
Freeway closest to the 
City of San Bernardino, 
where traditionally the 
development of ware-
houses and light in-
dustrial uses has been 
encouraged,  there are 
59 warehouses. He said 
three of those exceed 
1 million square feet.  
Warehouses as defined in 
Wednesday’s discussion 
as building of 50,000 
square feet or more with 
six or more truck docks 
or loading doors.

One of the primary 
development standards 
relating to warehouses 
the city has adhered to 
previously is a site loca-
tion within one mile of 
a freeway ramp for new 
warehouses. Several of 
the city’s specific plans 
allow warehousing and 
distribution centers. The 
East Valley Corridor 
Specific Plan permits 
warehouses, limiting 
them to that specific plan 
area’s commercial indus-
trial, regional commer-
cial and special develop-
ment districts. The East 
Valley Corridor Specific 
Plan requires a discre-
tionary approval process 
by the planning commis-

sion and the city council 
for such entitlements. Ei-
ther a “planned develop-
ment” or “concept plan” 
entitlement is required 
and is processed as a 
quasi-legislative action.

According to a staff 
report, almost all of the 
larger warehouse/dis-
tribution facilities in 
Redlands have been de-
veloped over the past 20 
years. Staff ascertained 
the year of construc-
tion for each property.   
Six large facilities were 
constructed in Redlands 
between 2002 to 2005, 
thirteen large facilities 
constructed between 
2006 to 2008 and six 
large were facilities con-
structed between 2013 to 
2015. Overall, the  pace 
of development in the 
northwest area of Red-
lands shows six ware-
houses, all large, devel-
oped between 2001 and 
2005; 25, not all large, 
built between 2006 and 
2010; 19 warehouses 
of all types built in the 
northwest area between 
2011 and 2015; three 
built between 2016 and 
2020; and five built from 
2020 to 2025.

According to the staff 
report, “In the southwest 
part of the city, there are 
another five properties 
that are believed to have 
warehousing and dis-
tribution uses for local 
businesses, for example, 
furniture distribution 
owned by a retailer, 
food/beverage distribu-
tion for a fast food chain, 
another food/beverage 
distributor for several 
restaurants, and mix of 
other small office or light 
industrial businesses 
in the other buildings. 
These five buildings 
range between approxi-
mately 52,000 to 96,000 
square-feet each. The 
largest building with 
almost 96,000 square-
feet has been subdivided 
for two tenants of about 
48,000 square feet each 
and appears to be vacant 
presently. While these 
uses may involve stor-
age and distribution ac-
tivities serving Redlands 
and surrounding com-
munities, the operating 
characteristics that serve 
local businesses and the 
local economy are dif-
ferent from the larger re-
gional/national logistics 
distribution facilities in 

buildings that typically 
exceed 250,000 square-
feet.”

The staff report not-
ed that in 2026 a state 
law will go into effect 
that will apply to new 
warehouses of 250,000 
square-feet or ones 
that expand to 250,000 
square feet requiring a 
minimum of 500 feet of 
separation from a sensi-
tive receptor to a dock 
door; that heavy-duty 
trucks cannot use drive 
aisles on sides of the 
building adjacent to sen-
sitive receptors; that the 
site must have a separate 
entrance for heavy-duty 
trucks that directly ac-
cess the major thorough-
fare, arterial, or local 
commercial road abut-
ting the project site; and 
buffer areas which are to 
have a specified width 
of 100 feet for screening 
and sound mitigation.

Previously, members 
of the planning com-
mission had made state-
ments suggesting that 
the city might adopt a to-
tal prohibition on ware-
houses and logistics dis-
tribution centers, while 
allowing those already 
permitted to continue 
to operate or that the 
city could impose more 
stringent requirements 
on warehouses to en-
sure they are located in 
areas that do not impact 
on non-industrial-related 
uses and are properly 
buffered or separated 
from other uses. 

The planning com-
mission took up such a 
discussion in earnest on 
October 14.

What was brought up 
during the commission’s 
discussion was that in 
the rush to accommo-
date warehouse develop-
ment last year and this 
year, the planning com-
mission went along with 
staff’s recommenda-
tions regarding allowing 
a 357,610-square-foot 
warehouse to replace 
the Splash Kingdom 
waterpark and another 
warehouse for Prologis 
to replace the La-Z-Boy 
manufacturing plant at 
301 Tennessee Street. 
The vote on the Splash 
Kingdom replacement 
took place in July 2024 
and the vote in favor of 
Prologis four months ago 
in June. 

While Both Fontana & Redlands Deem 
Development To Be Positive, Redlands 
Officials Are More Sensitive Than Ones 
From Fontana About the Public’ Disaffec-
tion For Warehouses   from page 3 
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ORDER TO SHOW 

CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE

NUMBER CIV SB 
2526928

TO ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner 
PEDRO ALEJANDRO 
VAZQUEZ  filed with this 
court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

 PEDRO ALEJANDRO 
VAZQUEZ     to    ALEX 
VAZQUEZ

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: November 26, 2025, 

Time: 09: AM, Department: 
S 24

The address of the court is 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 
San Bernardino District-Civil 
Division, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415

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

Dated: 09/23/2025
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
Shuai Zhou, Deputy Clerk 

of the Court
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
September 26 and October 3, 
10 & 17, 2025.

FBN20250008447
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

PARKER HOUSE FURNI-
TURE 

[and] PARKER LIVING FUR-
NITURE

[and] PARKER HOUSE IN-
TERNATIONAL

[and] INVISIMAT
 5200 E. AIRPORT DR. 

SUITE B  ONTARIO, CA 91761: 
PARKER HOUSE MANUFAC-
TURING COMPANY INC   5200 
E. AIRPORT DR. SUITE B  ON-
TARIO, CA 91761

Business Mailing Address:    
5200 E. AIRPORT DR. SUITE B  
ONTARIO, CA 91761

The business is conducted by: 
A CORPORATION registered with 
the State of California under the 
number 1574609

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: May 01, 1991

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

/s/   CHRISTOPHER LUPO, 
President & CEO

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
09/09/2025

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 A5235

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 viola-
tion of the rights of another under 
federal, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Business and 

Professions Code).
Published in the San Bernardi-

no County Sentinel on September 
26 and October 3, 10 & 17, 2025.

FBN20250008106
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

DAD’S GARAGE AUTO 
SHOP  1687  W ARROW RTE 
UNIT A  UPLAND, CA 91786:  
CORDOVA’S AUTO SOLUTION, 
INC  1072  W 9TH ST. UPLAND, 
CA 91786 

   Business Mailing Address:    
6909 STONECROP LANE  FON-
TANA, CA 92336  

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

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

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

/s/   GUSTAVO CORDOVA. 
President

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
08/26/2025

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 A5235

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 viola-
tion of the rights of another under 
federal, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Business and 
Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on August 29 
and September 5, 12 & 19, 2025. 
Corrected on September 26 and 
October 3, 10 & 17, 2025.

FBN20250008015
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

THE GOD’S WAY MOVE-
MENT   9431 HAVEN AVE SUITE 
100  RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730:  COURSE AND 
COACHING LLC  9431 HAVEN 
AVE  100  RANCHO CUCAMON-
GA, CA 91730 

   Business Mailing Address:    
9431 HAVEN AVE SUITE 100  
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91730

The business is conducted by: 
A LIMITED LIABILITY COM-
PANY registered with the State of 
California

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

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

/s/   DENNIS M WEST, CEO
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
08/22/2025

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 viola-
tion of the rights of another under 
federal, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Business and 
Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on August 29 
and September 5, 12 & 19, 2025. 
Corrected on September 26 and 
October 3, 10 and 17, 2025.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMIN-
ISTER ESTATE OF: 
JEFFREY OVADIA 
CASE NO. PROVV2500345
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in the 

will or estate, or both of JEF-
FREY OVADIA: a petition for 
probate has been filed by JA-
SON OVADIA in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION for Probate 
requests that JASON OVA-
DIA be appointed as personal 
representative to administer 
the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The indepen-
dent administration authority 
will be granted unless an in-
terested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the peti-
tion will be held Novem-
ber 6, 2025 at 9:00 a.m. at: 
San Bernardino County Supe-
rior Court – Victorville District 
14455 Civic Drive 
Victorville, CA 92392 
Branch Name: Probate Division 
Department: V-12 
IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of 
the decedent, you must file 
your claim with the court and 
mail a copy to the personal 
representative appointed by 
the court within the later of 
either (1) four months from 
the date of first issuance of 
letters to a general personal 
representative, as defined in 
section 58(b) of the California 
Probate Code, or (2) 60 days 
from the date of mailing or 
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 credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Attorney for Jason Ovadia: 
Mathew Alden (Califor-
nia Bar Number 288429) 
255 North D Street Suite 200 
San Bernardino, CA 92401 
(909) 414-0797 
m r a l d e n 1 2 3 @ g m a i l . c o m 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on October 
3, 10 & 17, 2025. 

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: JESUS MU-
NOZ

CASE NO. PRO-
VA2500758

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of JESUS 
MUNOZ:

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by MA 
REFUGIO MUNOZ in the 
Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDI-
NO.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that MA 
REFUGIO MUNOZ be ap-

pointed as personal represen-
tatives to administer the estate 
of the decedent.

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

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in Dept. F-1 at 9:00 
a.m. on November 13, 2025

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court Fontana Dis-
trict

Department F1 – 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 
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 Ma Refugio 
Munoz:

ANTONIETTE JAU-
REGUI (SBN 192624)

1894 COMMERCENTER 
WEST, SUITE 108

SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92408

Telephone No: (909) 890-
2350

Fax No: (909) 890-0106
ajprobatelaw@gmail.com
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
October 3, 10 & 17, 2025.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF:

MANUEL RAMIREZ 
LUNA, JR

CASE NO. PROVA 
2500739

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of MANUEL 
RAMIREZ LUNA, JR:

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by RICH-
ARD EDWARD LUNA, SR 
in the Superior Court of Cali-
fornia, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that 
RICHARD EDWARD LUNA, 
SR be appointed as personal 
representative to administer 

the estate of the decedent.
THE PETITION requests 

that the decedent’s will and 
codicils, if any, be admitted 
to probate. The will and any 
codicils are available for ex-
amination in the file kept by 
the court.

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

A hearing on the petition 
will be held OCTOBER 30, 
2025 at 9:00 a.m. at

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court Fontana Dis-
trict

Department F1 – Fontana
17780 Arrow Boulevard
Fontana, CA 92335
Filed: SEPTEMBER 17, 

2025
MADISON YOUNG, 

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 Richard Ed-
ward Luna, Sr:

Jennifer M. Daniel
220 Nordina St.
Redlands, CA 92373
Telephone No: (909) 792-

9244 Fax No: (909) 235-4733
Email address: team@

lawofficeofjenniferdaniel.com
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
October 3, 10 & 17, 2025, 2024.

SUMMONS – (CITA-
CION JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER 
(NUMERO DEL CASO) 
CIVSB2515377

NOTICE TO:
EZ CABINETRY 

LLC., a California Limited 
Liability Company; WEI 
SHI, an individual and 
DOES 1-20, inclusive

(AVISO DEMANDA-
DO):

YOU ARE BEING 
SUED BY PLAINTIFF:

(LO ESTA DEMAN-
DANDO EL DEMAN-

DANTE):
LBA RV-COMPANY 

I, LP, a Delaware limited 
partnership

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

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

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

¡AVISO! Lo han deman-
dado. Si no responde dentro de 
30 días, la corte puede decidir 
en su contra sin escuchar su 
versión. Lea la información a 
continuación.

Tiene 30 DÍAS DE CAL-
ENDARIO después de que 
le entreguen esta citación y 
papeles legales para presen-
tar una repuesta por escrito 
en esta corte y hacer que se 
entregue una copia al deman-
dante. Una carta o una llamada 
telefónica no le protegen. Su 
respuesta por escrito tiene que 
estar en formato legal correcto 
si desea que procesen su caso 
en la corte. Es posible que haya 
un formulario que usted puede 
usar para su respuesta. Puede 
encontrar estos formularios 
de la corte y más información 
en el Centro de Ayuda de las 
Cortes de California (www.su-
corte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca 
de leyes de su condado o en la 
corte que le quede más cerca. 
Si no puede pagar la cuota de 
presentación, pida si secretario 
de la corte que le dé un formu-
lario de exención de pago de 
cuotas. Si no presenta su re-
spuesta a tiempo, puede perder 
el caso por incumplimiento 
y la corte le podrá quitar su 
sueldo, dinero y bienes sin más 
advertencia.

Hay otros requisitos le-
gales. Es recomendable que 
llame a un abogado inmediata-
mente. Si no conoce a un abo-
gado, puede llamar a un servi-
cio de remisión a abogados. Si 
no puede pagar a un abogado, 
es posible que cumpla con los 
requisitos para obtener ser-
vicios legales gratuitos de un 
programa de servicios lega-
les sin fines de lucro. Puede 
encontrar estos grupos sin 
fines de lucro en el sitio web 
de California Legal Services, 
(www.lawhelpcalifornia.org), 
en el Centro de Ayuda de las 
Cortes de California, (www.

sucorte.ca.gov), o poniéndose 
en contacto con la corte o el 
colegio de abogados locales. 
AVISO: Por ley, la corte tiene 
derecho a reclamar las cuotas y 
los costos exentos por imponer 
un gravamen sobre cualquier 
recuperación da $10,000 ó más 
de valor recibida mediante un 
acuerdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho 
civil. Tiene que pagar el grava-
men de la corta antes de que la 
corta pueda desechar el caso.

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

Superior Court of Califor-
nia, County of San Bernardino

247 W Third Street, San 
Bernardino California 92415 
San Bernardino District- Civil 
Division

Order for service of De-
fendant Wei Shi by publication 
made by  Stephanie Tañada, 
Judge of the Superior Court

DATE (Fecha): September 
11, 2025

Clerk (Secretario), by Ve-
ronica Gonzalez, Deputy (Ad-
junto)

The name, address and 
telephone number of plaintiff’s 
attorney, or plaintiff without an 
attorney, is: (El nombre, la di-
rección y el número de teléfono 
del abogado del demandante, o 
del demendante que no tiene 
abogado, es):

David Lawrence SBN 
210408

FitzGerald Kreditor Bold-
uc Risbrough LLP

2 Park Plaza, Suite 850,
Irvine, CA 92614
Ph. 949- 788-8900
Fax: 949-788-8980
dlawrence@fkbrlegal.com
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
October 3, 10, 17 & 24, 2025.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE

NUMBER CIV SB 
2526087,

TO ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner 
JUDE FRANK LIZAR-
RAGA filed with this court 
for a decree changing 
names as follows:

JUDE FRANK 
LIZARRAGA to FRANK 
JUDE LIZARRAGA, JR

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: 10/27/2025, Time: 

09:00 AM, Department: S36
The address of the court is 

Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 
San Bernardino District-Civil 
Division, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415, IT IS FURTHER OR-
DERED that a copy of this 
order be published in the San 
Bernardino County Sentinel 
once a week for four succes-
sive weeks prior to the date set 
for hearing of the petition.

Dated: 09/15/2025
Judge of the Superior 

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

nardino County Sentinel on 
September 26 and October 3, 
10 & 17, 2025.

FBN20250009183
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

SPEEDYG CUSTOM 5868 
OSBUN ROAD SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92404: SANDRA I GON-
ZALEZ

Business Mailing Address: 
5868 OSBUN ROAD SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92404
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The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL

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

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

/s/ SANDRA I GONZALEZ
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
09/30/2025

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 K3379

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 viola-
tion of the rights of another under 
federal, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Business and 
Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on October 3, 
10, 17 & 24, 2025.

FBN20250008780
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

LABLIFE 15959 MOON-
FLOWER AVE CHINO, CA 91708: 
NICOLE VAUGHN

Business Mailing Address: 
P.O. BOX 350 CHINO, CA 91708

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL

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

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

/s/ NICOLE VAUGHN
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
09/17/2025

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 K3379

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 viola-
tion of the rights of another under 
federal, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Business and 
Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on October 3, 
10, 17 & 24, 2025.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: GREGORY 
PAUL JOHNSON  

CASE NO. PRO-
VA2500796   

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of GREGO-
RY PAUL JOHNSON: a peti-
tion for probate has been filed 
by MATTHEW JOHNSON  
in the Superior Court of Cali-
fornia, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that MAT-
THEW JOHNSON  be ap-
pointed as personal represen-
tative to administer the estate 
of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
full authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The indepen-
dent administration authority 
will be granted unless an inter-
ested person files an objection 
to the petition and shows good 
cause why the court should not 
grant the authority.

A hearing on the petition 
will be held November 19, 
2025 at 9:00 a.m. at

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court Fontana Dis-
trict

Department F3 - 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 
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 Matthew 
Johnson:

R. SAM PRICE SB 
208603//ROSA M. MAR-
QUEZ SB 313405

PRICE LAW FIRM, APC
454 Cajon Street
REDLANDS, CA 92373
Phone (909) 328 7000
Fax (909) 475 9500
attorneys@pricelawfirm.

com 
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
October 10, 17 & 24, 2025.

NOTICE OF PUBLIC 
LIEN SALE 

Notice is hereby given 
that personal property in the 
following units will be sold at 
public auction pursuant to Sec-
tions 21701-21716 of the Cali-
fornia Self-Service Storage 
Facility Act. A public lien sale 
will be conducted by www.
storagetreasures.com on the 
31st  day of October 2025, at or 
after 10:00 am. The property 
is stored by AAA All Ameri-
can Storage Fontana located at 
14918 Foothill Blvd, Fontana, 
CA 92335. Purchases must be 
made in CASH ONLY. Items 
are sold AS IS WHERE IS and 
must be removed at the time of 
sale. AAA All American Stor-
age Fontana reserves the right 
to refuse any bid or cancel auc-
tion. The items to be sold are 
generally described as follows: 
miscellaneous personal and 
household goods stored by the 
following persons: 

Unit	 Name
A039 	 Cassey Collins
E088	 Christian D Hol-

loway
C065	 Cynthia T More-

land
D014	 Robert M Jauregui
E039	 Cynthia T More-

land
F028	 Shaun Michael 

Munoz

A013	 Juan Gutierrez
D085	 Lavonda Rouse
F051	 Tierra Janae Reed
Dated: 10/15/25	
Signed: Jonathan Gossett
storagetreasures.com
Sales subject to prior can-

cellation in the event of settle-
ment between Owner and obli-
gated party.

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on 
October 17 and October 24, 
2025.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE

NUMBER CIV SB 
2528342

TO ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner 
EFREN MARTINEZ RO-
DRIGUEZ filed with this 
court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

 EFREN MARTINEZ 
RODRIGUEZ     to     JES-
SE EFREN MARTINEZ

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: November 25, 2025, 

Time: 8:35 AM, Department: 
S 27

The address of the court is 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 
San Bernardino District-Civil 
Division, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415

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

Dated: 10/07/2025
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
Veronica Gonzalez, Depu-

ty Clerk of the Court
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
October 10, 17, 24 & 31, 2025.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: PATRICIA 
ANN CUNNINGTON  
CASE NO. PRO-
VA2500770

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of PATRI-
CIA ANN CUNNINGTON  
: a petition for probate has 
been filed by BELINDA 
LARSEN and KAREN VAN 
SANTEN in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION for Pro-
bate requests that BELINDA 
LARSEN and KAREN VAN 
SANTEN be appointed as per-
sonal representative to admin-
ister the estate of the decedent. 
THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-

sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The indepen-
dent administration authority 
will be granted unless an in-
terested person files an objec-
tion to the petition and shows 
good cause why the court 
should not grant the authority. 
A hearing on the petition will 
be held November 5, 2025 at 
9:00 a.m. at:

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court Fontana Dis-
trict

Department F1 - 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 CREDITOR 
or a contingent creditor of 
the decedent, you must file 
your claim with the court and 
mail a copy to the personal 
representative appointed by 
the court within the later of 
either (1) four months from 
the date of first issuance of 
letters to a general personal 
representative, 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 credi-
tor. You may want to consult 
with an attorney knowledge-
able in California law. 
YOU MAY EXAMINE the file 
kept by the court. If you are a 
person interested in the estate, 
you may file with the court 
a Request for Special Notice 
(form DE-154) of the filing of 
an inventory and appraisal of 
estate assets or of any petition 
or account as provided in Pro-
bate Code section 1250. A Re-
quest for Special Notice form is 
available from the court clerk. 
Attorney for Belinda Larsen 
and Karen Van Santen:

Mathew Alden (Cali-
fornia Bar Number 288429) 
255 North D Street Suite 200 
San Bernardino, CA 92401 
(909) 414-0797 
m r a l d e n 1 2 3 @ g m a i l . c o m 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on October  
17, 24 & 31, 2025. 

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE

NUMBER CIV SB 
2527555,

TO  ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner 
,Joshua David Munoz filed 
with this court for a decree 
changing names as fol-
lows: Joshua David Munoz 
to Joshua David Cambron 
Munoz, 

  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: 12/01/2025, Time: 

08:30 AM, Department: 
S30The 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  Montclair 
in San Bernardino County 
California, once a week for 
four successive weeks prior to 
the date set for hearing of the 
petition.

Dated: 09/30/2025
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
Published in the SBCS  

on 10/10/2025, 10/17/2025, 
10/24/2025, 10/31/2025

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE

NUMBER CIV SB 
2528389

TO ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner PEDRO 
BERMUDEZ VEGA filed with 
this court for a decree chang-
ing names as follows:

PEDRO BERMUDEZ 
VEGA to PETE VEGA

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: November 19, 2025, 

Time: 9:00 AM, Department: 
S 36

The address of the court is 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 
San Bernardino District-Civil 
Division, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415

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

Dated: 10/08/2025
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
Alyssia Skinner, Deputy 

Clerk of the Court
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
October 10, 17, 24 & 31, 2025.

WORKERS’ COM-
PENSATION APPEALS 
BOARD

SPECIAL NOTICE OF 
LAWSUIT

TO: Prime Staff Inc, 
Defendant, Illegally Unin-
sured Employer

Christian Banerjee, 
Applicant

WCAB NO.: 
ADJ10357952

1) A Special Notice of 
Lawsuit and Application For 
Adjudication of Claim, has 
been filed with the Workers’ 
Compensation Appeals Board 
against you as the named de-
fendant by the above named 
applicant(s). You may seek 
the advice of an attorney in 
any matter connected with 
this lawsuit and such attorney 
should be consulted promptly 
so that your response may be 
filed and entered in a timely 
fashion. If you do not know an 
attorney, you may call an at-
torney reference service or a 
legal aid office. You may also 
request assistance/information 
from an Information and As-
sistance Officer of the Division 
of Workers’ Compensation. 
(see telephone directory.)

2) An Answer to the Appli-
cation must be filed and served 
within six days of the service 
of the Application pursuant to 
Appeals Board rules; there-

fore, your written response 
must be filed with the Appeals 
Board promptly; a letter or 
phone call will not protect your 
interests.

3) You will be served with 
a Notice(s) of Hearing and 
must appear at all hearings or 
conferences. After such hear-
ing, even absent your appear-
ance, a decision may be made 
and an award of compensation 
benefits may issue against you. 
The award could result in the 
garnishment of your wages, 
taking of your money or prop-
erty, or other relief. If the Ap-
peals Board makes an award 
against you, your house or 
other dwelling or other prop-
erty may be taken to satisfy 
that award in a non-judicial 
sale, with no exemptions from 
execution. A lien may also 
be imposed upon your prop-
erty without further hearing 
and before the issuance of an 
award.

4) You must notify the 
Appeals Board of the proper 
address for the service of offi-
cial notices and papers and no-
tify the Appeals Board of any 
changes in that address.

TAKE ACTION NOW TO 
PROTECT YOUR INTER-
ESTS! Issued by: WORKERS’ 
COMPENSATION APPEALS 
BOARD

Name and Address of Ap-
peals Board: Workers’ Com-
pensation Appeals Board, 320 
W 4th St 9th Floor, Los Ange-
les CA 90013

Name and Address of Ap-
plicant’s Attorney: Ysabel 
Law, 12439 Magnolia Blvd Ste 
214, Valley Village CA 91607, 
Telephone No.: (213) 988-6033

NOTICE TO THE PER-
SON SERVED: You are 
served:  Prime Staff Inc.,

1.[X] As a corporation.
Legal documents served: 

Special Notice of Lawsuit and 
Application for Adjudication 
for claim number

Published in the SBCS 
Sentinel on 10/10/2025, 
10/17/2025, 10/24/2025,  
10/31/2025

FBN20250008987
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

FANTASY NAILS AND SPA 
SALON  255 W FRANCIS ST ON-
TARIO, CA 91762: VIVIAN LE

   Business Mailing Address:   
255 W FRANCIS ST ONTARIO, 
CA 91762

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: September 24, 2025

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

/s/   VIVIAN LE, Owner
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
09/24/2025

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 J9535

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 viola-
tion of the rights of another under 
federal, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Business and 
Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on October 10, 
17, 24 & 31, 2025.

FBN20250008380
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

SCHEMES & DREAMS  
25786 ALTO DR  SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92404: ALEX 
LOPEZ 

   Business Mailing Address:    

25786 ALTO DR  SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92404

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: September 8, 2025

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

/s/   ALEX LOPEZ, Owner
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
09/08/2025

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 J1808

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 viola-
tion of the rights of another under 
federal, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Business and 
Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on October 10, 
17, 24 & 31, 2025.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE

NUMBER CIV SB 
2528342

TO ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner 
EFREN MARTINEZ RO-
DRIGUEZ filed with this 
court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

 EFREN MARTINEZ 
RODRIGUEZ     to     JES-
SE EFREN MARTINEZ

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: November 25, 2025, 

Time: 8:35 AM, Department: 
S 27

The address of the court is 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 
San Bernardino District-Civil 
Division, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415

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

Dated: 10/07/2025
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
Veronica Gonzalez, Depu-

ty Clerk of the Court
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
October 10, 17, 24 & 31, 2025.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE

NUMBER CIV SB 
2528342

TO ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petition-
er  EFREN RODRIGUEZ 
MARTINEZ filed with this 
court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

EFREN RODRIGUEZ 
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MARTINEZ  to  JESSE 
EFREN MARTINEZ

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: November 25, 2025, 

Time:  8:35  AM, Department: 
S 27

The address of the court is 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 
San Bernardino District-Civil 
Division, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415

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

Dated: 10/07/2025
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
Veronica Gonzalez, Depu-

ty Clerk of the Court
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
October 10,  17  &  25 and No-
vember 1, 2025.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE

NUMBER CIV SB 
2529637

TO ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner 
JOSE ANTHONIO RUIZ/
MELITON CRISTOBAL 
BETANCOURT  filed 
with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

 JOSE ANTHONIO 
RUIZ     to     JOSE AN-
THONIO CRISTOBAL 
RUIZ

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: December 1, 2025, 

Time: 08:30 AM, Department: 
S 36

The address of the court is 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 
San Bernardino District-Civil 
Division, 247 West Third 
Street, San Bernardino, CA 
92415

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

Dated: 10/17/2025
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
Abrianna Rodriguez, Dep-

uty Clerk of the Court
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on  
October 17, 24 & 31 and No-
vember 7, 2025.

FBN20250009652
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

LANDCARE PRO  525 EAST 
RALSTON AVENUE   SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA  92404: HECTOR 
RAMIREZ 

Business Mailing Address: 525 
EAST RALSTON AVENUE   SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA  92404

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL. 

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

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

/s/ HECTOR RAMIREZ
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
10/09/2025

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 viola-
tion of the rights of another under 
federal, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Business and 
Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on October 17, 
24 & 31 and November 7, 2025.

FBN20250009400
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

PALITEL INC [and] METRO 
BY T-MOBILE   8922 BEECH AVE 
UNIT H FONTANA, CA  92335:  
PALITEL INC    8922 BEECH AVE 
STE H FONTANA, CA  92335 

Business Mailing Address: 
PALITEL INC    8922 BEECH AVE 
UNIT H FONTANA, CA  92335

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

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: JANUARY 13, 2013.

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

/s/  BAYAN MUBAREK, CFO
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
10/03/2025

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 K4616

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 viola-
tion of the rights of another under 
federal, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Business and 
Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on October 17, 
24 & 31 and November 7, 2025.

FBN20250009760
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

CLAUDIA’S EVENTS    360 
W FOOTHILL BLVD UPLAND, 
CA 91786:  CLAUDIA I BAL-
VANEDA 

Business Mailing Ad-
dress:  7268 MISSOURI ST  FON-
TANA, CA 92336

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: MAY 13, 2025

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

/s/  CLAUDIA I BALVANE-
DA, Owner

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
10/14/2025

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 F3010

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 viola-
tion of the rights of another under 
federal, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Business and 
Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on October 17, 
24 & 31 and November 7, 2025.

FBN20250009532
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

WINK ACTIVITIES   4812 
SAN JOSE ST MONTCLAIR, CA 
91763: DATING LI

Business Mailing Ad-
dress: 4812 SAN JOSE ST MONT-
CLAIR, CA 91763

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL

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

By signing, I declare that all 

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

/s/  DATING LI, Sole Propri-
etor

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
10/08/2025

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 viola-
tion of the rights of another under 
federal, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Business and 
Professions Code).

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on October 17, 
24 & 31 and November 7, 2025.

FBN 20250009177     
The following person is do-
ing business as: TAQUERIA 
MEXICO. 711 S EUCLID AVE 
ONTARIO, CA 91762;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 714 S EUCLID 
AVE ONTARIO, CA 91762]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
TAQUERIA MEXICO LLC 
711 S EUCLID AVE ONTARIO 
CA ARTICLES OF ORGA-
NIZATION B20250275922 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ANGELA GARCIA, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: SEPTEMBER 29, 2025 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/03/2025, 
10/10/2025, 10/17/2025, 10/24/2025          
CNBB40202501MT 

FBN 20250009122     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: L&M TRUCKING. 575 E 
JACKSON ST RIALTO, CA 92376;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 575 E JACK-
SON ST RIALTO, CA 92376]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JOSE L RAMOS HERNANDEZ  
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ JOSE L RAMOS HER-
NANDEZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: SEPTEMBER 29, 2025 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/03/2025, 
10/10/2025, 10/17/2025, 10/24/2025          
CNBB40202502MT 

FBN 20250009189     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: THE IMMIGRATION AND 

LAW CORPORATION. 2130 N AR-
ROWHEAD AVENUE SUITE 201A 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92405;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 2130 N AR-
ROWHEAD AVENUE SUITE 201A 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92405]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
U.S. IMMIGRATION & LEGAL-
IZATION CORPORATION 2130 
N ARROWHEAD AVENUE 
SUITE 201A SAN BERNARDINO 
CA 92405 STATE OF INCOR-
PORATION CA ARTICLES OF 
INCORPORATION C3582481 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: JUN 06, 2013 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ OLIVIA MUSTELIER, 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: SEPTEMBER 30, 2025 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/03/2025, 
10/10/2025, 10/17/2025, 10/24/2025          
CNBB40202503MT 

FBN 20250009166     
The following person is doing 
business as: SCNDVSN; SEC-
OND DIVISION 7051 ROCK-
SPRING LANE HIGHLAND, 
CA 92346;[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 7051 ROCKSPRING 
LANE HIGHLAND, CA 92346]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
CAREY E. COPELAND  
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ CAREY E. COPELAND, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: SEPTEMBER 29, 2025 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/03/2025, 
10/10/2025, 10/17/2025, 10/24/2025          
CNBB40202504MT

FBN 20250009200     
The following person is doing 
business as: LUCY’S BEAUTY 
SALON & BARBER; LUCY’S 
BEAUTY SALON. 715 S EU-
CLID AVE ONTARIO, CA 91762;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 714 S EU-
CLID AVE ONTARIO, CA 91762]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
LUCYS BEAUTY SALON & BAR-
BER LLC 715 S EUCLID AVE ON-
TARIO CA 91762 STATE OF OR-
GANIZATION CA ARTICLES OF 
ORGANIZATION B20250275959 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ANGELA GARCIA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: SEPTEMBER 30, 2025 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 

Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/10/2025, 
10/17/2025, 10/24/2025, 10/31/2025          
CNBB41202501MT 

FBN 20250009379     
The following person is doing 
business as: LILLIAN EMELY 
SNACK BAR. 3378 N LAUREL 
AVE RIALTO, CA 92377;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 3378 N LAU-
REL AVE RIALTO, CA 92377]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
MARIA I ENCINAS  
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MARIA I ENCINAS, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 03, 2025 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/10/2025, 
10/17/2025, 10/24/2025, 10/31/2025          
CNBB41202514003 

FBN 20250009544     
The following person is doing 
business as: TACOS SINALOA 
Y CARNICERIA. 17294 VAL-
LEY BLVD SUITE A FONTANA, 
CA 92335;[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 17294 VALLEY BLVD 
SUITE A FONTANA, CA 92335]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
MATTHEW E MEZA  
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MATTHEW E MEZA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 08, 2025 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/10/2025, 
10/17/2025, 10/24/2025, 10/31/2025          
CNBB41202504MT 

FBN 20250009379     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: LHD MOBILE TRAILER 
REPAIR. 980 W. EVANS ST. SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92411;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 980 W. EVANS ST. 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92411]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
LUIS A CERON 980 W. EVANS 
ST. SAN BERNARDINO CA 92411 
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: APR 05, 2010 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ LUIS A CERON, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 03, 2025 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/10/2025, 
10/17/2025, 10/24/2025, 10/31/2025          
CNBB41202505MT

FBN 20250009611     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: AV HAIR COLLECTIVE. 
780 E FOOTHILL BLVD SUITE 
D2 UPLAND, CA 91786;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 4880 GRAND 
AVE ONTARIO, CA 91762]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO      
VU B HO  
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: JUN 01, 2025 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ VU B. HO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 09, 2025 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/17/2025, 
10/24/2025, 10/31/2025, 11/07/2025          
CNBB42202501MT 

FBN 20250009549     
The following person is do-
ing business as: BEAUTY BY 
NOEL. 5148 WASHINGTON 
AVE CHINO, CA 91710;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 5148 WASHING-
TON AVE CHINO, CA 91710]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
NOEL Y WILSON  
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ NOEL Y WILSON, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 08, 2025 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/17/2025, 
10/24/2025, 10/31/2025, 11/07/2025          
CNBB42202502MT 

FBN 2025009550     
The following person is doing 
business as: DNA GENERAL 
STORE. 804 W HIGHLAND 
AVE SUITE A HIGHLAND, CA 
92405;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
804 W HIGHLAND AVE SUITE 
A HIGHLAND, CA 92405]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
FGMD LLC 4235 UNIVERITY 
PKWY STE #101 SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92047 STATE ORGA-
NIZATION CA ARTICLES OF-
ORGANIZATION 202462611320 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 

$10,000 REWARD for in-
formation regarding girl born 
August 4, 2001 whose parents 
(actors) were lost in a theater 
collapse in Colorado, April 27, 
2003. Thomas W. Campbell, 
Attorney-at-Law 15 Williams 
St. New York, NY 

Civil Service Employee 
wants to rent suburban detached 
apartment, 4 or 5 bedrooms 2 
baths, will pay cash for the right 
setting  Alfred Willenstein  Post 
Office Box 843 Sempleton, Wis. 

PERSONAL Lance Corpo-
ral who saw shy governess in 
rickshaw on the streets of Hong 
Kong on March 14 would like to 
meet up with her again. Steve 
Duvery of St. Louis Missouri.

Established and moderately 
famous scientific professional 
with literary background  — 
handsome, tall 6’2”, athletic 
(pole vaulter), San Jose-based, 
divorced white male of  53 
years, compassionate and witty, 
with Maserati, 45-foot yacht 
and Almaden Valley  real estate 
— seeks intelligent, college-
educated, multi-lingual  attrac-
tive, and realistic 35ish woman 
for exploratory relationship, po-
tentially extending to marriage 
and children. Please send photo 
in care of newspaper personals, 
box designation 27.

 
Marriageable Men! Take 

Notice! R. Mills of Sandusky 
Ohio will give to any man who 
will marry his daughter the 
sum of $500,000

Attention Mr. Daugherty:  
The rendezvous in Quebec is 
on for Saturday, the 25th.  Bring 
biefcase and all necessary in-
strumentation.

Healthy buck looking for 
a doe. If interested, contact 
Rodney P.O. Box 425 Casper, 
Wyo. 82604

Mr. Rodham —  Abort the 
flight. There are too many pry-
ing eyes looking on. Stand by 
and await further instructions 
as events continue to unfold.
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correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ FAHED G MOHANNA, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 08, 2025 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/17/2025, 
10/24/2025, 10/31/2025, 11/07/2025          
CNBB42202503MT 

FBN 20250009735     

The following person is doing 
business as: YOUR NEIGHBOR-
HOOD ASIAN MARKET #2. 
18793 VALLEY BLVD UNIT 
D&E BLOOMINGTON, CA 
92316;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
18793 VALLEY BLVD UNIT D&E 
BLOOMINGTON, CA 92316]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
YOUR NEIGHBORHOOD MAR-
KET, LLC. 738 S WATERMAN 
AVE STE A11 SAN BERNARDINO 
CA 92408-2360 STATE OF ORGA-
NIZATION CA  ARTICLES OF 
ORGANIZATION 202356519537 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ LLESENIA E. GONZA-
LEZ, MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 14, 2025 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/17/2025, 
10/24/2025, 10/31/2025, 11/07/2025          
CNBB42202504MT 

FBN 20250009685     
The following person is doing 
business as: H.E.L.P HOUS-
ING. 604 W 40TH ST SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92407;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 604 W 40TH ST 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92407]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
MARKUS PARHAM  
The business is conduct-

ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: OCT 10, 2025 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ MARKUS PARHAM, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 10, 2025 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 

correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/17/2025, 
10/24/2025, 10/31/2025, 11/07/2025          
CNBB42202506MT 

FBN 20250009468     
The following person is doing 
business as: D&N FASHION. 700 
E WASHINGTON BLVD ST 61 
COLTON, CA 92324;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 700 E WASHINGTON 
BLVD ST 61 COLTON, CA 92324]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
LOURDES M DIAZ  
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 

names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ LOURDES M DIAZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 07, 2025 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the date 
it was filed in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious business 
name statement must be filed before 
that time. The filing of this statement 
does not of itself authorize the use 
in this state of a fictitious business 
name in violation of the rights of 
another under federal, state, or com-
mon law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/17/2025, 
10/24/2025, 10/31/2025, 11/07/2025          
CNBB42202507MT 

Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/17/2025, 
10/24/2025, 10/31/2025, 11/07/2025          
CNBB42202505MT 

FBN 20250009713     
The following person is do-
ing business as: HIGHQUALI-
TYCONSTRUCTION. 1017 W 
D ST ONTARIO, CA 91762;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 1017 W 
D ST ONTARIO, CA 91762]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
ROBERT SANTANA  
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all infor-
mation in this statement is true and 
correct. A registrant who declares 
as true information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of a crime 
(B&P Code 179130. I am also aware 
that all information on this statement 
becomes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ROBERT SANTANA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 14, 2025 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 

for praying with mem-
bers of his team on the 
field after games. The 
Supreme Court, in its 
decision with regard to 
Kennedy v. Bremerton, 
by a 6-to-3 ruling dis-
pensed with the previ-
ous standard, one em-
bodied in the 1971 case 
of Lemon v. Kurtzman 
relating to such issues. 
Under Lemon v. Kurz-
man, laws could not have 
a religious intent, could 
not advance a particular 
religion but could not in-
hibit any religion either 
and could not promote 
government involvement 
in a particular religion. 
In Kennedy v. Bremer-
ton School District, the 
Supreme Court indicat-
ed that in prohibiting the 
coach from praying with 
his players, the coach’s 
free speech rights might 
have been violated and 
that before prohibit-
ing prayer straight out, 
a governmental entity 
should consider “histori-
cal practices and under-
standings” with regard 
to prayer in the particu-
lar community involved. 
Na, Cruz, Shaw and 
Monroe, heartened by 
the Kennedy v. Bremer-
ton decision, in July 
of this year rolled the 
dice in an effort to see 
whether the unwinding 
of the controlling prec-
edent in Lemon v. Kurz-
man will carry over and 
provide a different out-
come than the district 
had in 2016 and 2018 if 
it were to test the school 

prayer issue again. 
Quietly, the district re-
tained Advocates for 
Faith & Freedom, a 
Murrieta-based non-
profit law firm special-
izing in issues relating 
to religious liberty to 
represent it with regard 
to what was generically 
described as “anticipated 
litigation.” On Thursday, 
July 31, Advocates for 
Faith & Freedom, on be-
half of the district, filed 
with the Federal District 
Court in Riverside for 
relief from Judge Ber-
nal’s 2016 injunction en-
joining the board from 
permitting or endorsing 
prayers during meetings. 
The district’s filing in-
corporated wording from 
the Supreme Court’s de-
cision in the Kennedy 
v. Bremerton case, pro-
pounding that a majority 
of the board are intent 
on adopting a policy of 
kicking off the board 
meetings with an invoca-
tion or a prayer in keep-
ing with the district’s 
“history and traditions.” 
In a statement that mini-
mized the degree to 
which the board as it was 
previously composed 
including Na and Cruz 
had virtually exclusively 
utilized Christian prayer 
as the board homilies, 
Shaw insisted that the 
district had “welcomed 
voices of all faiths with-
out coercion or prefer-
ence.” She said that sec-
ular “groups driven by 
political agendas” had 
straitjacketed the district 
into having “to abandon 
a unifying tradition,” 
namely prayer recitation. 
“We will not quietly sur-
render our right to reflect 
the values of our com-
munity and the freedoms 

our nation was built 
upon,” Shaw vowed. 
Robert Tyler, an attorney 
for Advocates for Faith 
& Freedom who was in-
volved in 2016 and 2018 
when the district policy 
was successfully chal-
lenged by the Freedom 
From Religion Founda-
tion and lost on its ap-
peal of Judge Bernal’s 
ruling, said the district 
was banking on the re-
orientation the Supreme 
Court has made with 
regard to the subject of 
public religious expres-
sion in recent years. 
The Freedom From Re-
ligion Foundation im-
mediately reacted to the 
filing, and stepped in to 
oppose the district’s pe-
tition.

As a matter of course, 
the case was routed to 
Judge Bernal. Based on 
his familiarity with the 
subject matter and being 
up to speed with regard 
to the case law pertain-
ing to the full range of 
issues involved. 

This week, on Oc-
tober 13, Judge Bernal 
denied the district’s pe-
tition for the board to 
be able to engage in re-
ligious invocations at its 
meetings. Judge Bernal 
utilized the same cita-
tions and references as 
he had in 2016. He ruled 
again that the school dis-
trict cannot open board 
meetings with prayer.

“Defendants argue 
that the court should 
grant relief from the or-
der... because the legal 
basis underpinning this 
court’s order and the 9th 
Circuit’s opinion was 
overruled by the Su-
preme Court’s decision 
in Kennedy v. Bremer-
ton School District,” 

Judge Bernal wrote. 
“The court finds that de-
fendants have not articu-
lated a sufficient basis 
for relief.”

Judge Bernal noted, 
“Defendants waited over 
three years after Ken-
nedy to file this motion. 
Defendants provide no 
reason, let alone ‘excep-
tional circumstances,’ 
to justify this three-year 
delay.”

In his ruling, Judge 
Bernal stated that the 
school district, as the 
defendants in the origi-
nal case brought in 2014, 
had not articulated how 
the 2016 ruling was in 
error, grounded in fac-
tual misrepresentations 
or based upon inappli-
cable case law. Nor had 
the defendants brought 
up any new, novel or oth-
erwise previously unex-
plored legal territory, the 
judge said. “Defendants 
shouldn’t be allowed to 
get another bite at the 
apple years after losing 
just because they don’t 
like that the court ruled 
against them,” Judge 
Bernal stated. “The Chi-
no Valley School Board 
was unable to prove its 
case otherwise.”

The ruling further 
stated that “even if the 
court found that defen-
dants brought the mo-
tion within a reasonable 
time, the court is not 
persuaded that Kennedy 
represents a ‘significant 
change in the law.” The 
Supreme Court distin-
guished coach Joe Ken-
nedy’s private prayers 
from its line of Estab-
lishment Clause cases. It 
found ‘prayer involving 
public school students to 
be problematically coer-
cive’; the coach’s prayers 

were not ‘publicly broad-
cast or recited to a cap-
tive audience’ and he 
did not require or expect 
students to participate. 
Nothing in Kennedy per-
suades this court that the 
Supreme Court intended 
to overrule its line of 
school prayer cases ban-
ning ‘prayer involving 
public school students’ 
that is ‘problematically 
coercive.’”

In response to the 
ruling, Annie Laurie 
Gaylor, Freedom From 
Religion Foundation co-
president, said, “We are 
so pleased that reason 
and our secular Consti-
tution have prevailed 
here, and that the fami-
lies in this school district 
will not have to endure 
coercive prayers in order 
to attend school board 
meetings.” The founda-
tion’s attorneys plan to 
file a motion seeking ad-
ditional fees. 

“The district fails to 
protect taxpayer money 
as long as it continues 
to pursue this renewed 
attempt to coerce fami-
lies to engage in prayer,” 
Gaylor said.

Monroe, who moved 
out of state in August, 
resigned his position on 
the board as of August 
15. Shaw, Na and Cruz 
remain committed to 
the effort to obtain clear-
ance to initiate and close 
school board meetings 
with prayer and see es-
tablishing that right as 
a prelude to a further 
move toward allowing 
teachers and students to 
offer up prayer in class-
rooms. The district, the 
school board and Advo-
cates for Faith & Free-
dom went into the ap-
peal with their eyes wide 

open, anticipating to lose 
at the Federal District 
Court in Riverside and 
to lose as well before the 
9th Circuit Court of Ap-
peals. It is at the level of 
the U.S. Supreme Court, 
where the school board 
and Advocates for Faith 
& Freedom intend to 
achieve final reckoning. 

While the district is at 
liberty to appeal Judge 
Bernal’s most recent 
ruling to the 9th Circuit 
Court of Appeals and 
then, if that fails, appeal 
the 9th Circuit Court of 
Appeals’ ruling to the 
U.S. Supreme Court, that 
strategy is a longshot.

U.S. Courts of Ap-
peals routinely handle 
more than 50,000 cases 
each year. Generally, 
7,000 to 8,000 of those 
decisions are appealed to 
the U.S. Supreme Court. 
On a yearly basis, the Su-
preme Court considers 
only about 100 of those 
cases. Historically, the 
Supreme Court tends to 
affirm the lower court’s 
decision in a majority of 
the cases it chooses to 
hear, with reversal rates 
typically in the range of 
30 percent to 40 percent.

Ultimately, the issue 
of school prayer will at 
best only tangentially 
hinge on the Kennedy v. 
Bremerton case. The real 
crux of the school prayer 
issue comes down to 
the 1962 case of case of 
Engle v. Vitale, a land-
mark decision in which 
the Supreme Court ruled 
that state-sponsored or 
organized prayer in pub-
lic schools violates the 
Establishment Clause of 
the First Amendment.

-Mark Gutglueck
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According to Brian 
Desatnik, the city’s de-
velopment services di-
rector, there remain just 
three sites within the city 
where warehouse devel-
opment could take place. 

Desaltnik said the city 
can simply declare that 
there will be “basical-
ly… no new warehouses 
past a certain date.”  

 There is sentiment in 
the community and on 
the council that allow-
ing warehouse devel-
opment to override the 
potential for other types 
of development on those 
properties or that would 
supplant existing uses 
such as those at Splash 
Kingdom or the La-Z-
Boy facility which are 
treasured by elements of 
the Redlands population 
would create needless 
hostility toward city gov-
ernment and its planning 
division, to say nothing 
of elected city officials. 

Simultaneously, the 
city has been accommo-

dating of residential de-
velopers and some com-
mercial developers in 
recent years, which has 
rubbed some members 
of the community the 
wrong way. At the same 
time, Redlands, like oth-
er cities, is under pres-
sure by the California 
Department of Housing 
and Community Devel-
opment to accommodate 
more residential devel-
opment. The State of 
California has specified 
that Redlands should be 
prepared to allow, dur-
ing the October 2021 to 
October 2029 planning 
cycle 3,516 residential 

units to be built within 
its city limits, including 
967 units for very-low 
income homebuyers, 
615 units for low income 
buyers, 652 units for 
moderate income home 
purchasers and 1,282 
units for those of above-
moderate income. 

There is some evi-
dence to suggest that 
some concession to the 
anti-development senti-
ment among Redlands 
residents had to be made.

An idea floated was 
that the city will revamp 
its zoning such that the 
building of new ware-
houses would be banned 

and existing warehouses 
could not be torn down 
and replaced unless they 
were damaged or de-
stroyed by some form 
of disaster such as a fire 
or seismic event. Those 
rebuilds would not be al-
lowed to exceed the size 
of the original facility. 

While Shaw, Endsley, 
Gonzales, Mineo-Wells 
and Elliott were ame-
nable to asking the city 
council to declare Red-
lands off-limits to fur-
ther warehouses, Stan-
son rejected the concept, 
saying a prohibition on 
warehouses or any type 
of construction or limita-

tions on property rights 
were an unacceptable 
application of govern-
mental authority. 

“I can’t support tak-
ing away the rights of 
people to be able to do 
what they want with their 
property,” Stanson said. 
“That’s why they bought 
their property. I don’t 
understand the need to 
make it harder for people 
to do things in this town; 
it’s already hard enough 
to deal with the State of 
California and the City 
of Redlands as it is.”

expending $8.5 million 
in its own and its oppo-
sition’s legal fees in the 
process. A three-judge 
panel of the California 
Fourth District Court of 
Appeals overturned the 
ruling in that case. The 
matter, however, has 
not been fully resolved, 
and will entail the case 
again being litigated in 
San Bernardino County 
Superior Court before a 
resolution is reached, as 
well as the eventual ex-
penditure of at least $150 
million in bond money, 
to be debt serviced by 
increased property tax 
payments by the town’s 
landowners, to pay for 
the acquisition of the wa-
ter facilities.  

That, however, re-
quires that the town gov-
ernment keep pace with 
the infrastructure and 
other demands of provid-
ing for the needs of the 
town’s 78,808 residents, 
which includes employ-
ing a workforce of 239 
employees. 

In contrast, the City 
of Guadalupe, where 
Bodem is currently em-
ployed, has 27 employ-
ees. 

Bodem, 61, holds a 
Bachelor of Arts degree 
in local and urban affairs 
with a minor in minority 
studies from St. Cloud 
State University in Min-
nesota and a Master 
of Urban Studies from 
Minnesota State Univer-
sity, Mankato. He pur-
sued a career in munici-
pal management, but did 
so originally within the 
confines of Minnesota, 
where cities and govern-

ments, on average, func-
tion on a smaller scale 
than those in California. 

In the initial nine 
years of his career, Bo-
dem obtained the posi-
tion of city administrator 
with three  different cit-
ies in Minnesota, those 
of Red Lake Falls from 
September 1994 to De-
cember 1995;  Belle 
Plaine from May 2000 
to September 2001; and 
Jordan from September 
2001 to March 2003; as 
well as servicing as the 
city clerk and treasurer 
of Grand Marais from 
December 1995 to April 
2000. He subsequently 
found city administrator 
positions with the cities 
of Corcoran and Clare-
mont and Claremont in 
Minnesota.  From March 
2010 to February 2011, 
he was the county ad-
ministrator for Waseca 
County in Minnesota. 

Red Lake Falls  has 
a population of 1,333 
and encompasses  2.03 
square miles; Grand 
Marais has 1,344 reidents 
within 2.9 square miles; 
Belle Plaine boasts 7,400 
inhabitants spread over  
6.11 square miles; Jor-
dan, numbers 6,788 in-
side its 3.32-square mile 
confines; Corcoran with 
6,190 residents covers 
36 square miles; and 
1.15-square mile Cla-
remont is home to 513 
people. The population 
of Waseca County is 
18,680. 

Bodem made a so-
journ into the private 
sector between 2003 and 
2007 as a project manag-
er with Tollefson Devel-

opment on several resi-
dential and commercial 
projects, but that phase 
drew to a close with the 
economic downturn that 
gripped the nation in the 
aftermath of the 2007 
subprime mortgage col-
lapse.

Also in 2007, Bo-
dem’s career and life was 
interrupted and thrown 
off track by an extremely 
unfortunate domestic 
incident when on Au-
gust 25 of that year, his 
11-month old daughter, 
Cecelia, drowned in the 
Bodem home’s bathtub 
while his wife,  Kather-
ine Bodem was distract-
ed and engaged brows-
ing the internet. The 
following year, his wife 
was convicted of second 
degree manslaughter. 

After resuming his 
function as a public ad-
ministrator in his role 
with Waseca County, 
which he left in February 
2011 he landed an assign-
ment as the city manager 
of 4.56-square mile Lake 
City, which has a popula-
tion of 5,200. He  served 
in that role from from 
August of 2011 to June 
of 2014.

In 2014, Bodem left 
the employ of Lake City, 
where he was receiving a 
salary of $115,000 to ac-
cept a position as the city 
manager with Sand City 
in Monterey County at 
a salary of $151,252.50 
plus pay ad-ons and per-
quisites of $4,320 and 
benefits $35,117.63 for 
a total annual compen-
sation of $190,690.13. 
He remained with Sand 
City, which has a popu-
lation of 325 and encom-
passes 2.9 square miles 
two miles northeast of 
the City of Monterey, 

for four years, by which 
point he was being paid 
$173,502.68 in salary, 
another $23,478.52 in 
perks and pay add-ons 
along with $20,464.95 
in benefits for a total an-
nual compensation of 
$217,446.16. 

Despite Bodem’s de-
sire to remain as Sand 
City city manager, in 
2018 the city council 
there balked at  renew-
ing his contract. Rather 
than being terminated, 
Bodem resigned. 

He found some work 
thereafter as a manage-
ment specialist with 
Monterey County. He 
was on the verge of leav-
ing California when 
the following year, the 
8,900-population City 
of Guadalupe in Santa 
Barbara County, which 
is a 1.3-square mile ju-
risdiction located on the 
far western periphery of 
the City of Santa Ma-
ria, hired him as its city 
administrator, extend-
ing him a contract that 
provided a salary before 
benefits of  $146,028.

Bodem is still with 
Guadalupe. The most 
recently available docu-
ment shows that he is 
currently pulling down 
a salary of $154,552 per 
year, $2,289 in perks and 
pay add-ons and $27,049 
in benefits for a total an-
nual compensation of 
$183,890.

Landing the job in 
Apple Valley was some-
thing like winning the 
lottery for Bodem, who 
will see his salary jump 
to $290,004, which is to 
be augmented with perks 
and add-ons totaling 
roughly $34,000, includ-
ing a $700 per month 
vehicle allowance, and 

$60,000 in benefits for 
a total annual compen-
sation of $384,004. His 
contract carries a guar-
antee that if he is termi-
nated without cause be-
ing cited he is to receive 
a severance equal to six 
months of his salary.

In addition, the town 
agree to provide him 
with a $10,000 moving 
allowance. 

The town council 
retained the executive 
headhunting firm of Bob 
Murray & Associates 
to carry out a recruit-
ment for a candidate 
to replace Roberston. 
It is unknown, at this 
point, how many appli-
cants there were for the 
post, how many were 
interviewed by the town 
council or how many 
reductions of the list 
were made throughout 
the process as the candi-
date in the running were 
winnowed to Bodem as 
the final selection. The 
town, on its website stat-
ed, “Bodem was selected 
from a nationwide pool 
of candidates following 
an extensive recruitment 
process.” 

In the aftermath of 
his selection, as is cus-
tomary when a manager 
is selected for a munici-
pality, there followed a 
series of accolades and 
notation of his qualifica-
tions by town officials. 

The town’s website 
states, “Bodem brings 
a wealth of experience 
in local and regional 
government and real 
estate development. He 
has served as a city and 
county administrator for 
over 23 years in Minne-
sota and California and 
has also worked in real 
estate land development 

on multimillion-dollar 
residential projects. His 
leadership philosophy 
emphasizes collabora-
tion, innovation, and in-
tegrity, with a commit-
ment to building strong 
teams and high-quality 
results.”

Bodem was quoted on 
the website as well. 

“Apple Valley is a 
truly special commu-
nity, and I am excited 
to join a team that is so 
deeply dedicated to its 
residents,” the website 
reported Bodem as say-
ing. “I look forward to 
working with the coun-
cil, staff, and commu-
nity partners to continue 
building on the town’s 
success.”

tion Jake Haro’s plea, 
the Sentinel is informed. 
His misgivings remain 
with regard to proceed-
ing to trial on the murder 
charges against Rebecca 
Haro, those within his 
orbit report. 

With Jake’s guilty 
plea and evidence in 
the possession of inves-
tigators to indicate that 
her eye may have been 
blackened as early as 
August 3, the prosecu-
tion now must anticipate 
a redirection on the part 
of her defense that will 
explore whether a jury 
will find a narrative that 
she was physically co-
erced by her husband to 
concoct the false report 
of Emmanuel’s kidnap-
ping to assist him in cov-
ering up his killing of the 
child, an act she had no 
foreknowledge of.

Apple Valley Is Practically A Megalopolis 
Compared To The Small Potatoes Towns 
Bodem Led Before  from page 3

Redlands Planning 
Commission Recom-
mends City Council 
Pull Plug On Any 
Further Warehouse 
Construction  from 
page 7

Jake’s Pleas Both 
Weaken & Strength-
en Rebecca’s Posi-
tion  from page 6


