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November Victorville Homeless Encampment Murder  
Victim’s Identity And Limited Details Released

Specter Of Graft-Ridden Backroom Dealing Mars Cox’s Kickoff As RC City Manager 

I had to leave work 
early. If I had stayed, I 
might have driven my 
fist through the comput-
er monitor—or worse, 
through my boss’s nose. 
As I headed home, I no-
ticed what a beautiful 
spring morning it was. 
I had forgotten what 
it was like to be out at 
this time of day. The air 
smelled just as I remem-
bered from childhood. 

The third managerial 
transition in Rancho Cu-
camonga’s 48-year histo-
ry this week was marred 
by deep controversy over 
a secretive move by City 
Hall to reverse course on 
a key element of its land 
use policy, raising the 
specter of graft and influ-
ence peddling impacting 
governmental operations 
within San Bernardino 
County’s fourth most 
populous city.

The abrupt shift city 
officials are seeking to 

implement with regard to 
the intensity of develop-
ment that is to be permit-
ted to take place within 
the expanse of land most 
recently annexed the 
city while those officials 
were withholding from 
the public information 
relating to that alteration 
in policy is taking place 
just as Elisa Cox is of-
ficially succeeding John 
Gillison, who as of Mon-
day officially departed 
as city manager after a 
tenure in that capacity 

which began in 2011.   
Among Gillison’s 

most significant ac-
complishments was the 
city’s 2020 annexation 
of 6.38-square mile Eti-
wanda Heights, which 
was then situated above 
the northeastern quad-
rant of the city. That 
acquisition boosted the 
40.12 square miles that 
were then within Rancho 
Cucamonga city lim-
its to 46.5 square miles. 
That expansion was not 
effectuated casually, but 

had come after more 
than two decades of con-
templation and informal 
discussion, followed 
by focused and intense 
preparation and action 
toward the annexation of 
the 4,085 acres in ques-
tion in the 2017-to-2020 
timeframe. This en-
tailed, throughout all of 
2018 and most of 2019, 
multiple public hearings, 
community workshops, 
scoping sessions, vir-
tual workshops, surveys, 
and pop-up meetings in 

which the community, 
most particularly those 
then-current residents 
living in close proximity 
to the 4,085 acres under 
consideration for annex-
ation, were encouraged 
to and did weigh in with 
regard to their percep-
tion of the advisability 
of expanding the city’s 
jurisdiction to include 
the land and the stan-
dards under which the 
property was to be de-
veloped once it became 
part of the city. 

There are reliable but 
controverted reports that 
it was one of the world’s 
top woman military pi-
lots who narrowly es-
caped death on Wednes-
day when the F-16 she 
was flying crashed into 
Searles Valley Dry Lake 
near Trona. 

The Air Force has 
yet to officially confirm 
that the airwoman in-
volved was Major Laney 
"Rogue" Schol. Nev-
ertheless, statements 
made in the aftermath 
of the incident and the 
process of elimination 
based upon the known 
circumstances compel 
the conclusion that it 
was Schol at the helm of 
the Thunderbird F-16C 
Fighting Falcon that was 
involved in a training 
exercise with four other 
aircraft which origi-
nated from from  Nellis 
Air Force Base in Ne-
vada earlier that morn-
ing and was engaged in 
a training mission over 
the Naval Air Weapons 
Station China Lake’s 
controlled airspace when 
a yet-unknown or undis-
closed incident led to the 
single-engine, General 
Dy namics-designed , 
multirole, supersonic-
capable fighter to plunge 
to earth. 

The fiery crash oc-
curred around 10:44 
a.m., about three miles 
south of Trona Air-
port and about 25 miles 
northeast of the China 
Lake Naval Air Weapons 
Station, and was seen by 
civilian witnesses who 
were situated on Trona 
Road in Trona. 

A video shot by an 
onlooker captured the 

In the Chino Valley’s 
on-again, off-again battle 
with the State of Califor-
nia over whether land use 
strategy should be deter-
mined by local officials 
or by Sacramento, Chino 
less than three months 
ago capitulated, agree-
ing to drop its opposi-
tion to allowing the state 
to dictate development 
standards and supersede 
local planning authority. 
Having unilaterally dis-

armed in the fight over 
who can regulate the 
construction industry in 
an effort to meet the gov-
ernor and legislatures 
demands that they allow 
builders virtually unfet-
tered license to construct 
more than 5,000 addi-
tional homes within their 
city limits before the de-
cade is out, Chino mu-
nicipal officials are now 
confronted by a recent 
court ruling indicating 

that despite their attitude 
of obsequious accommo-
dation they are still out 
of compliance with the 
state’s housing creation 
mandate. 

Traditionally in Cali-
fornia, land use deci-
sions have been left to 
local governments rather 
than to the state legisla-
ture of bureaucrats in the 
state capital. In this way, 
city councils or planning 
commissions, in consul-

tation with city planning 
staffs determined the 
character of the devel-
opment that was to take 
place in their individual 
cities and how intensely 
the properties in their 
communities were to 
be developed. Hang-
ing in the balance was 
the question of density, 
or how many dwelling 
units were allowed to 
be constructed per acre, 
the height of buildings, 

the ratio of space occu-
pied by buildings to the 
space occupied by un-
paved ground with grass 
or plants growing on it, 
the mix of residential, 
commercial, industrial 
development and open 
space to be permit-
ted in a city, along with 
whether apartments and 
condominiums should 
be allowed to displace 
single family homes. 
These decisions 

The identities of both 
the victim and the man 
believed to have killed 
her at homeless encamp-
ment in Victorville last 
month have been identi-
fied by San Bernardino 
County authorities. 

On Saturday, Novem-
ber 15, a 38-year-old 
man went to the Victor 
Valley Global Medi-
cal Center, located at 
15248 Eleventh Street 

in Victorville at around 
3:40 p.m., telling one of 
the personnel there, ac-
cording to the San Ber-
nardino County Sheriff’s 
Department that “there 
was an injured female on 
the ground near the hos-
pital.”

Sheriff’s deputies 
were summoned, and 
the man, identified as 
Taureen Alden Sims, led 
them to an encampment 

south of Verde Road and 
east of Hesperia Road, 
according to the sheriff’s 
department. There, just 
before 4 p.m.,  the re-
sponding deputies found 
a 52-year-old woman 
who had sustained, ac-
cording to the depart-
ment, massive injuries. 

“The female victim 
was alive but unrespon-
sive and had trauma to 
her face,” ac-

What was that smell? 
Sagebrush? Eucalyptus? 
I took a deep breath.

My old elementary 
school was just a couple 
of miles off the freeway, 
so on impulse, I took the 
exit.

Driving past the aban-
doned drive-in theater, I 
felt a twinge of nostal-
gia. Mom used to take 
my brother 

Mark and me there to 
see Disney movies. She 
always dressed us in pa-
jamas because she knew 
we’d fall asleep on the 
way home. Now, the 
big outdoor screen was 
falling apart, its once-
proud structure reduced 
to a crumbling relic. 
The enormous lot where 
cars once gathered was 
cracked and potholed, 
repurposed now as an 
outdoor flea market. My 

wife likes to go there 
and pick up “bargains”. I 
think it’s just a bunch of 
old junk. 

I pulled into the 
school parking lot. The 
squat beige buildings 
were still there, now 
used as an adult educa-
tion center. The asphalt 
play yard bore the faded 
white outlines of forgot-
ten games. Then I saw 
them—the tiny white 
daisies dotting the grass 

playfield.
I remembered recess, 

sitting in the grass, weav-
ing daisy chains with my 
friends. We would pick a 
daisy, push a thumbnail 
through the stem to make 
a small hole, then thread 
another daisy through it. 
Over and over, linking 
them together into deli-
cate chains.

Without thinking, I 
sat down in the grass and 
started picking daisies, 

linking them just as I 
had all those years ago. 
A gentle breeze brushed 
my face, carrying that 
familiar scent again. 
Whatever it was, it 
smelled like home. I took 
another deep breath, lay 
back, and closed my 
eyes. The grass was cool 
and slightly damp from 
the rain a few days ago, 
but the sun warmed me 
just enough to make it 
perfect.

How had my life got-
ten so complicated? How 
had I filled it with so 
many things I didn’t en-
joy? From the moment I 
woke up to the moment 
I went to bed, it seemed 
like everything I did was 
for someone else—my 
boss, my wife, my kids, 
the house. I never did 
anything for myself any-
more.

A loud bell jolted me 
awake.
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The predominate, in-
deed nearly universal 
sentiment, expressed 
throughout this process 
was that the rustic and 
virtually undeveloped 
land should not be ag-
gressively or intensely 
developed. Those pres-
ent at the meetings, 
workshops and scoping 
sessions voiced, and the 
city staff summaries of 
that input documents 
consistently strong op-
position to “apartments,” 
“condos,” “high-densi-
ty,” and “multi-family 
housing.” Staff reports 
show residents explicitly 
added “No Apartments” 
and “No Condos” to 
priority boards during 
workshops. That input 
was utilized to inform 
what ultimately became 
the Etiwanda Heights 
Neighborhood and Con-
servation Plan, a bind-
ing planning document 
which was was ultimate-
ly given approval by the 
city council in Novem-
ber 2019. 

As drawn up and 
ratified, the Etiwanda 
Heights Neighborhood 
and Conservation Plan 
permits a relatively nar-
row swath of property 
that was previously with-
in the city limits, featur-
ing chaparral, grasslands 
and oak woodlands 
alongside a natural al-
luvial creekbed, to be 
developed with some-
thing on the order of 90 
to 100 homes. Further, 
under the plan, another 
790 acres in the annexed 
property is to be desig-
nated as eligible for a va-
riety of residential uses, 
including senior living 
cottages, some relatively 
small single family units 
as well as a number of 
half-acre sized lots to be 
zoned to allow eques-
trian use. Overall, the 
lion’s share of the land 
to be annexed, 88.2 per-
cent or 3,603 of its 4,085 
acres, is zoned for “ru-
ral/conservation” land 
use where no develop-
ment is to occur.

The adopted plan re-
flected a prohibition on 

multifamily units by 
providing only single-
family housing types in 
the designated “neigh-
borhood area” within 
Etiwanda Heights. Over-
all, documents show, 
the Etiwanda Heights 
Neighborhood and Con-
servation Plan was to 
allow “2,700–3,000 
single-family homes” 
to be built while ensur-
ing that there were to be 
“no multi-family units 
across the 790 acres” 
zoned to be developed 
residentially. The adopt-
ed plan reflected this by 
providing only single-
family housing types in 
the so-called neighbor-
hood area.

Thereafter, the Eti-
wanda Heights Neigh-
borhood and Conserva-
tion Plan was presented 
as the land use docu-
ment cited in support of 
the city’s application 
with the San Bernardino 
Couny Local Agency 
Formation Commission 
to annex the 4,085 acres. 
That effort concluded 
successfully on Novem-
ber 9, 2020, when the 
Local Agency Forma-
tion commission, known 
by its acronym LAFCO, 
gave approval to the an-
nexation. Throughout 
LAFCO’s processing 
and ultimate granting of 
that request, Rancho Cu-
camonga officials gave 
repeated assurances that 
the city was committed 
to abiding by the devel-
opment standards and 
limitations contained in 
the Etiwanda Heights 
Neighborhood and Con-
servation Plan, including 
assurances that upon the 
6.38 square miles tran-
sitioning from unicor-
porated San Bernardino 
County land to property 
lying within Rancho 
Cucamonga municipal 
boundaries, that portion 
of it deemed suitable 
for residential develop-
ment would consist of 
unattached single-fam-
ily homes, each with its 
surrounding and sepa-
rate yard. There were 
multiple attestations of 

this commitment, made 
by city officials in both 
verbal and written form, 
including the The 2020 
LAFCO annexation ap-
proval summary, dated 
November 9, 2020; city 
website announcements 
and at public presenta-
tions surrounding the 
annexation. 

Ultimately, in mak-
ing its annexation ap-
plication and throughout 
LAFCO’s processing and 
ultimate granting of that 
request, the Etiwanda 
Heights Neighborhood 
and Conservation Plan 
formed the basis of how 
the city was proceeding 
toward the eventuality 
of expanding its bound-
aries. In this way, the 
city and its officials were 
doubly committed, and 
the city’s residents dou-
bly assured, that there 
were to be no multifam-
ily residences construct-
ed in Etiwanda Heights 
and there was to be no 
high-density develop-
ment of the property, and 
what development was 
to occur there would be 
within a subdivision or 
subdivisions of a density 
between 3.3 units to the 
acre and 3.67 units to the 
acre, an intensity below 
that which had occurred 
in the city’s residential 
tracts in the 1980s and 
1990s. City officials’ 
repeated commitments 
to adhere to these stan-
dards were manifest in 
the 2020 LAFCO an-
nexation approval sum-
mary, dated November 
9, 2020; announcements 
on the city’s website; 
and city officials’ verbal 
statements during public 
presentations surround-
ing the annexation.

Throughout the re-
mainder of Gilllison’s 
official tenure as city 
manager – a period of 
slightly more than five 
years running through 
November 30, 2025 – 
the Etiwanda Heights 
Neighborhood and Con-
servation Plan had re-
mained operative.

Contained within 
Etiwanda Heights was 
1,252.21 acres of land 
owned by the San Ber-
nardino County Flood 
Control District. Follow-
ing the Army Corps of 
Engineers construction 
of a regional flood con-
trol system that included 
concrete channelization 

some two decades ago, 
the use of the acreage for 
damming, diversion pur-
poses and containment 
basins ceased, although 
those basins remained 
operative, following 
normal precipitation or 
deluges, for percolation 
purposes. The county 
declared the property as 
surplus during the fist 
decade of the 21st Cen-
tury and for a time en-
tertained purchase and 
development propos-
als from various enti-
ties entities, including a 
competition in 2009 that 
was never resolved. Un-
beknownst to the pub-
lic, last year the county 
entered into confiden-
tial and exclusive nego-
tiations with developer 
James “Jimmy”  Previti 
and representatives of 
his company, Frontier 
Enterprises. On the day 
prior to Thanksgiving 
2024, November 27, 
2024, in a closed-door 
session from which the 
public was excluded, 
the San Bernardino 
County Board of Super-
visors worked out the 
final details and then 
ratified the sale of the 
1,252.21 acres – slightly 
less than 1.96 square 
miles – for the agreed-
upon price of $93 mil-
lion, or $74,275.21 per 
acre. Though ownership 
of the property changed 
hands, it remained with-
in the Etiwanda Heights 
Neighborhood and Con-
servation Plan Area, and 
subject to the land use 
standards and restric-
tions contained in the 
document in its final-
ized form when ratified 
by the city council in 
2019 and memorialized 
for a second time dur-
ing LAFCO’s 2020 pro-
cessing and ratification 
of the annexation of the 
4,085 acres within which 
the 1,252.21-acres flood 
zone purchased by Pre-
viti lies. 

In August 2025, it 
was announced that Gil-
lison was to depart as 
manager as of December 
1, at which time he was 
to be succeeded by Elisa 
Cox, who had been serv-
ing as the city’s second-
in-command as assis-
tant city manager since 
May 2002, had deputy 
city manager between 
August 2016 and April 
2022 and prior to that 

had been assistant city 
manager in Sierra Madre 
for 22 months after hav-
ing served in the capac-
ity of that city’s human 
resources director and, 
previously, its head of 
community and person-
nel services.

The slightly-more-
than-three-month dura-
tion of Cox’s transition 
into the position of city 
manager ensued. On 
November 18, 2025, as 
the countdown toward 
Cox’s inheritance of full 
oversight of City Hall 
was proceeding apace, 
public notice was given 
on that on December 10, 
2025, the planning com-
mission is to discuss and 
consider an alteration 
of the city’s planning 
standards as pertains to 
Etiwanda Heights in the 
form of a specific plan 
amendment – meaning 
most apparently the Eti-
wanda Heights Neigh-
borhood and Conserva-
tion Plan – which would 
add nine new building 
types, including duplex-
es, quadplexes, 12-plex-
es, walkups, so-called 
cottage courts, several 
higher-density small-
lot product types, new 
block configurations, a 
density transfer mech-
anism and objective 
standard changes along 
expanded regulating 
zones permitting those 
products. The proposed 
amendment clearly pres-
ages the introduction of 
multi-family housing 
types that were excluded 
in the adopted 2019 Eti-
wanda Heights Neigh-
borhood and Conserva-
tion Plan and referenced 
in the city’s 2020 public 
commitment.

On the same day that 
the notice went out a 

handful of people fol-
lowed a few days later 
by even more local resi-
dents grew alarmed at 
what they perceived to 
be in the offing. A num-
ber of them initiated in-
quiries with City Hall 
to ascertain, precisely, 
what was happening, 
why it was happening, 
who was driving the pro-
posed land use and pol-
icy change, whether this 
had been triggered by a 
proposal at odds with the 
previous development 
standards that origi-
nated with a landowner/
developer or whether 
the change was being 
pushed by either elected 
city officials or city staff. 
According to several 
of those city residents 
who made those inqui-
ries, city officials – from 
those at the level of the 
planning division up to 
that of city administra-
tion and the city council 
– stonewalled them.

While it is abundantly 
clear that there has been 
a reversal of attitude on 
the part of the city’s pub-
lic officials with regard 
to Etiwanda Heights, 
most notably with re-
gard to the prohibition 
on residential develop-
ment of an intensity/den-
sity greater than single 
family units or cottages 
intended for senior citi-
zens, who or what is 
driving the shift was not 
made clear. Sources deep 
within City Hall have 
told the Sentinel that the 
change was played very 
close to the vest, and 
that information relat-
ing to the liberalization 
of land use standards 
on the property was not 
shared generally within 
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sound of the impact and 
the formation of a dark 
black mushroom/oak 
tree-shaped cloud of 
smoke in which a fireball 
migrates upwards near 
the ground level while 
off to the left and higher 
within the video frame, 
at a height of approxi-

mately 200 feet, the pilot 
and a secondary object, 
perhaps the F-16 ejec-
tion seat or its cover, are 
visible dangling beneath 
an opened parachute as 
they progress toward the 
ground. 

According to the San 
Bernardino County Fire 
Department, known of-
ficially as the San Ber-
nardino County Fire 
Protection District, fire-
fighters and paramed-
ics from its agency re-
sources in Trona as well 

as safety personnel from 
the Naval Air Weapons 
Station China Lake re-
sponded to the site of the 
downed aircraft near the 
San Bernardino County/
Inyo County line. 

Upon arrival, the fire-
fighters suppressed a fire 
in the dry lake bed which 
had ignited as a result of 
the crash. 

The pilot, the sole 
occupant of the plane, 
despite having ejected 
cleanly from the Thun-
derbird, sustained what 

were described as “mi-
nor injuries,” the nature 
of which were given no 
further illustration. The 
pilot was treated on the 
ground by paramed-
ics and transported to a 
hospital for further pre-
cautionary treatment of 
the injuries, which were 
cataloged as “not life 
threatening” by fire de-
partment personnel. 

 One of those within 
visual range of the crash 
site said he saw the para-
chute deploy almost si-

multaneously with the 
aircraft diving into the 
ground, which he said 
created a “terrible” ex-
plosion.

At 20:41 Coordinated 
Universal Time or 12:41 
p.m. California time, 
the Air Force released a 
statement that the Thun-
derbirds display team 
experienced an “inci-
dent” at approximately 
10:45 a.m. local time in 
which a pilot of one of 
the team’s craft had suc-
cessfully ejected. “[The] 

Pilot is in stable condi-
tion with minor inju-
ries,” according to the 
statement. 

There were conflict-
ing reports as to whether 
the plane that went down 
was Thunderbird 5 or 
Thunderbird 6.

The pilot currently as-
signed to Thunderbird 
5 is Major Jeff Downie, 
the lead solo pilot on the 
Thunderbirds team. The 
pilot assigned to Thun-
derbird 6 is Schol.  

cording to a statement 
provided by the sheriff’s 
department at the time of 
the incident. 

The woman was 
transferred to a hospital 
for treatment, but suc-
cumbed to her her inju-
ries.

Detectives from the 
sheriff’s department’s 
specialized investiga-
tions division/homicide 

detail were dispatched 
to Victorville. Accord-
ing to the department, 
investigators identified 
Sims, who is six foot five 
inches tall and weighs  
195 pounds, as a suspect 
in the killing. 

The woman was iden-
tified as  Karen Marie 
Beatty, but here name 
was wothheld in the im-
mediate aftermath of 
her death as attempts 
to locate her family and 

notify them were being 
made. 

Despite the arrest of 
Smith on murder charg-
es, the cause of Beatty’s 
death, beyond the nota-
tion that she had suffered 
consderable physical 
trauma, was not immedi-
ately cataloged. The cor-
oner’s office, a division 
of the sheriff’s depart-
ment was assigned to 
come to a determination 
of the cause of death. 

Sims was charged 
with murder by the dis-
trict attorney’s office on 
November 17. His pros-
ecution is being handled 

by Deputy District At-
torney John Richardson. 
Deputy Public Defender 
Michael Matthias is rep-
resenting him. 

With Deputy District 
Attorney Sherman Curi 
standing in for Richard-
son, Sim was arraigned 
before Judge Miriam 
Morton on November 
18. Sims, with Matthias 
present, was unrespon-
sive and Judge Morton 
entered a not guilty plea 
for him. 

Overseeing the case 
against Sims is Judge  
Elizabeth Ulsh, who 
was appointed to the 

bench in September by 
Governor Gavin New-
som. Yesterday, De-
cember 4, during Sim’s 
pre-preliminary hear-
ing before Judge Ulsh 
in Victorville Superior 
Court’s Department 12, 
the proccedings against 
Sims were suspended 
after the court declared 
there to be doubt about 
the defendant’s mental 
health The hearing was 
continued to January 22, 
at which time a report 
on Sims’ fitness to stand 
trial to be completed by 
court appointed Orange 
County-based  Doctor 

of Psychiatry John Kins-
man is to be provided to 
the court. 

Neither the sheriff’s 
Department nor the dis-
trict attorney’s office has 
been forthcoming with 
information relating to 
the evidence implicating 
Sims in the murder.  It is 
not known how familiar  
Sims and Beatty were 
with one another prior 
to the murder. Both were 
denizens of the homeless 
encampment near Verde 
Road.

Sims was charged with 

I sat up in shock. That 
bell—it couldn’t be. But 
then I heard the rush of 
feet, laughter spilling 
across the playground. I 
blinked. Had they turned 
this place back into an 
elementary school?

I was still trying to 
process it when a kid 
came running straight 
toward me.

“Hey, Mike! How’d 
you get out here so fast?”

I froze. The voice. 
The face. It was Dan-
ny—my best friend from 
childhood. But that was 
impossible. Danny was 
dead. He had joined a 
gang in high school and 
was stabbed in a fight.

A surge of adrenaline 
shot through me. My 
heart pounded. I looked 
down at myself and 
nearly fainted. My hands 
were small. My body—
pre-adolescent. The 
mole on my left forearm, 
the one I had removed 
years ago, was back, but 
it was small—just like 
when I was a kid.

“What the fuck?” I 
gasped. The voice that 

came out of me wasn’t 
my adult voice. It was 
the voice of a boy.

Danny stopped in his 
tracks. His face twisted 
in confusion. “What’s 
wrong, Mike?”

I felt dizzy and sat 
back down in the grass 
before I collapsed.

Danny crouched be-
side me. “Are you sick?”

I opened my mouth, 
but no words came out. 
My mind refused to 
make sense of what was 
happening.

Danny grabbed my 
arm and pulled me up. 
“I better take you to the 
nurse’s office. You don’t 
look so good.”

I let him pull me, my 
legs moving on autopi-
lot. Kids ran and played 
all around us, their voic-
es a chorus of youthful 
energy. They looked fa-
miliar, their clothes dis-
tinctly from the 1960s.

As we walked, anoth-
er boy ran up to us.

“Hey, where are you 
guys going?”

Ray. My other best 
friend. We used to do ev-

erything together.
“I think Mike is sick,” 

Danny told him.
“Yeah, Mike, you 

don’t look so good.” Ray 
peered at me with con-
cern.

I opened my mouth 
again—still nothing.

As we neared the 
nurse’s office, a memory 
hit me. I had always hat-
ed that nurse. She was a 
bitch who never seemed 
to like kids. Ha! Maybe 
she liked her job as much 
as I did!

“Hey, Danny,” I fi-
nally managed. “I don’t 
want to go to the nurse.”

Danny hesitated. “You 
sure? ‘Cause you really 
don’t look so good.”

“Yeah, I’m sure. Just 
give me a minute.”

I sat down on a green 
wooden bench in the 
breezeway. Danny just 
stared at me.

After a long silence, 
he sighed. “Well, I can’t 
stand here all day. I’m 
missing out on recess.”

“Okay,” I said.
Danny ran off toward 

the playground. I stared 
down at my hands. 
Small. Stubby fingers. 
I looked at my shoes—
black tennis shoes with 

big white rubber toes.
The recess bell rang, 

signaling the end of play-
time. As kids filed back 
into their classrooms, 
a teacher noticed me. 
Her expression was one 
of concern. She started 
walking toward me.

Panic gripped me. I 
didn’t want to try ex-
plaining anything—
I wasn’t even sure I 
could—so I bolted.

I ran out of the school 
yard and across the street 
to the orange grove. I 
found a loose section of 
chain-link fence, pushed 
it open, and slipped in-
side. The scent of orange 
blossoms filled my nos-
trils. That was another 
smell that reminded me 
of home. 

I sat beneath a tree, 
my back pressed against 
the rough bark, and I 
cried. The sobs that came 
from me were small, 
high-pitched—childlike. 
It was so strange, yet so 
familiar.

I stayed there for what 
felt like forever, try-
ing to figure out what 
to do next. Should I go 
“home”? What would 
I even say? Hey, Mom, 
I’m actually a 42-year-

old man trapped in my 
childhood body! Yeah, 
that would go over well.

The final school bell 
rang, and I peeked out 
from the grove. Kids 
were streaming out of 
the school. How was that 
possible? It was still only 
mid-morning. Maybe it 
was a short school day.

I spotted Danny and 
Ray and left the orange 
grove to meet them.

“Hey, Mike!” Danny 
called. “You weren’t in 
class. Did you go to the 
nurse’s office?”

“No.”
“Then where were 

you?”
“I, uh… I just hung 

out in the orange grove.”
“You played hooky?” 

Danny’s eyes widened.
“Yeah, I just didn’t 

feel like going back to 
class.”

A school bus rumbled 
past.

“There goes your bus 
home,” Ray pointed out. 
“How are you gonna get 
back?”

I remembered that 
Mom worked afternoons 
at this time when I was 
a kid. She wouldn’t be 
home anyway. Even if 

she was, I had no idea 
what I’d say to her.

“Danny, can I walk 
with you to your house?” 
I asked.

“Sure!”
We started walking. 

The silence stretched 
awkwardly.

After a while, Ray 
asked, “So what did you 
do in the orange grove 
all by yourself?”

I hesitated, then no-
ticed Kyle’s house as 
we passed. Kyle was 
the “bad kid.” His par-
ents did drugs. He once 
told me he’d stolen some 
Playboy magazines from 
his dad and hidden them 
in the grove.

“I, uh, looked at Play-
boys,” I blurted.

Both boys stopped 
dead in their tracks.

“You what?!”
“Playboys?!” Ray’s 

voice cracked.
“Yeah,” I said quickly. 

“Kyle hid them in the 
grove. I found them and 
started looking at them.”

Ray’s eyes lit up. 
“Let’s go back and find 
them again!”

Danny hesitated. “I 
can’t. My mom or step-
dad will kill me if I’m 
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With Controversy Over The Intensification 
Of Density In Etiwanda Heights Accompa-
nying Her Ascension To City Manager, Cox 
Headed For The Tall Grass  from page 2

the city’s planning divi-
sion but rather on a strict 
need-to-know basis, 
meaning only among the 
city manager, i.e., Cox; 
the deputy city manager/
director of community 
development, the city 
planner and no more 
than two of the city’s as-
sociate planners. 

When residents asked 
specifically how the 
duplexes, quadplexes, 
12-plexes, walkups, 
cottage courts, and the 
high-density small-lot 
units squared with the 
city’s commitment to 
construct single-family 
homes on the residen-
tially-zoned property in 
Etiwanda Heights, they 
were met with silence. 
Similarly, inquiries 
with regard to who was 
making the request and 
whether it originated ex-
ternally with Previti or 
other landowners within 
the district or if the pro-
posal was generated in-
ternally by the mayor or 
members of the council, 
the planning commis-
sion or city staff went 
unanswered. In at least 
one case, a resident who 
pushed to obtain a great-
er explication of what 
the amendment was to 
entail and how many 
single-family units were 
to be converted to du-
plexes, quadplexes and 
12 plexes as well as 
whether the term walk-
up was a euphemism for 
an apartment building, 
he encountered hostility 
from city staff. 

Redfin defines walk-
up as “a type of apart-
ment that doesn't have 
elevators [in which] 
stairs are the primary 
way to navigate through-
out the building.” 

After being told that 
the action to be taken at 
the December 10 plan-
ning commission meet-
ing had been personally 
planned by Cox as the 
“signature” kick-off to 
her era as city manager, 
the Sentinel initiated, or 
attempted to initiate, its 
own inquiries with Cox. 
Those included seven at-
tempts to reach her by 
phone and a 2,748-word 

email delving into the 
particulars of the evolu-
tion of the terms memo-
rialized in the Etiwanda 
Heights Neighborhood 
and Conservation Plan, 
the city’s representations 
with regard to it during 
its 2019 adoption, the 
city’s commitment to its 
terms in the successful 
2020 annexation drive 
and what had transpired 
since that necessitated 
the rescission of those 
terms. 

Prior to the Sentinel’s 
attempted communica-
tion via email, Cox’s 
executive staff diverted 
the inquiry to the city’s 
planning division, where 
an associate planner 
said a senior department 
member knowledge-
able about the proposal 
would reach back with 
an explanation of what 
the proposed changes 
entail, why they are be-
ing proposed and what 
the city’s motivation in 
pursuing them is, who 
requested and who for-
mulated them and their 
timing. No one from the 
city’s planning division 
has followed through 
with that promised con-
tact as of press time. 

In the meantime, sev-
eral of those most con-
cerned about what was 
happening swung into 
action and began circu-
lating a petition calling 
upon the city officials 
to protect the Etiwanda 
Heights Neighborhood 
and Conservation Plan.

Word emanating 
from City Hall was that 
Previti was referencing 
recent state law intend-
ed to cure California’s 
housing shortage by lib-
eralizing development 
standards to demand 
that the city increase by 
a factor of two the den-
sity permitted within the 
residential component 
of the Etiwanda Heights 
Neighborhood, that he 
was requesting the mini-
mum lot sizes on the 
single family residential 
units be reduced to 8,000 
square feet, proposing 
multifamily housing 
across a good portion of 
the land previously in-

tended for single family 
units and that he wanted 
some of the property 
zoned for rural/conser-
vation preservation ad-
jacent to the residential 
land to be converted to 
be redesignated for com-
mercial use such that he 
would be able to place 
apartments next to the 
commercial site.

Cox, it was said, did 
not have the stomach to 
oppose Previti’s request 
or the patience to negoti-
ate a compromise. As a 
consequence, city sourc-
es said, Cox had ordered 
the withholding of in-
formation pertaining to 
the upcoming action to 
the bare minimum 72 
business hours required 
under the law to reduce 
the time window dur-
ing which city residents 
would have precise 
enough information to 
effectively oppose the 
specific plan alteration 
and zone change.

Despite her lack of 
experience with regard 
to land use issues, ac-
cording to a city staff 
member, Cox had in-
structed the planning 
division to generate a 
report for the Decem-
ber 10 meeting bear-
ing a recommendation 
that the city go forward 
with the developer’s pro-
posal to construct 2,600 
multifamily units in 
the neighborhood area. 
Cox thereafter intends, 
as early as the February 
4 Rancho Cucamonga 
City Council meeting 
but more likely at the 
February 18 meeting and 
no later than one of the 
meetings in March, to 
present the anticipated 
planning commission 
recommendation to the 
city council. This will al-
low, Cox has calculated, 
the city council to justify 
abrogating the commit-
ments made in the 2019 
version of the Etiwanda 
Heights Neighborhood 
and Conservation Plan 
by referencing the plan-
ning commission’s call 
on December 10. In the 
face of any procedural 
or legal challenge by 
city residents that ensue, 
Cox is prepared to have 
the city council kick the 
issue to the California 
Department of Housing 
and Community De-
velopment, which she 

is confident will utilize 
the State Housing Crisis 
Act of 2019, enacted by 
the California legisla-
ture’s passage of Senate 
Bill 330, as well as other 
provisions of state law 
which prioritize expand-
ing the state’s housing 
stock above enforcing 
local land use regula-
tion to to ratify the zon-
ing change and untrack 
any effort to contest the 
city’s action.

The Sentinel this 
week contacted Previti, 
seeking from him con-
firmation that it was his 
request for zone chang-
es and the alteration of 
the specific plan that 
had prompted the city’s 
scheduling of the plan-
ning commission dis-
cussion and vote relating 
to the Etiwanda Heights 
Neighborhood and Con-
servation Plan on De-
cember 10.  In addition 
to asking him whether 
he had initiated the ef-
fort to alter the Etiwanda 
Heights Neighborhood 
and Conservation Plan 
by requesting the city 
to amend it, the Sentinel 
inquired as to how, in his 
view, the proposed spe-
cific plan amendment, 
improved the Etiwanda 
Heights Neighborhood 
and Conservation Plan 
and why the prohibition 
of multifamily units in 
Etiwanda Heights, as is 
contained in the original 
plan, is a bad idea. The 
Sentinel offered Previti 
the opportunity to ex-
plain how, again in his 
view, Rancho Cucamon-
ga and its residents are 
to be benefited by elimi-
nating the ban on multi-
family units in Etiwanda 
Heights.

Previti did not re-
spond by press time. 

As those city em-
ployees who spoke out 
of school had predicted, 
the city did not post the 
agenda for the Decem-
ber 10 planning commis-
sion meeting until 5:56 
p.m. on December 4, 
four minutes prior to the 
statutory three business 
day minimum disclo-
sure deadline for public 
meetings required under 
California law. Three 
minutes later, at 5:59 
p.m., the city emailed 
an umbrella response to 
those residents who had 
been making inquiries 
since the November 18 

notice of the December 
10 meeting. 

In that email, the 
city confirmed that “the 
amendments” to be con-
sidered by the planning 
commission were “pro-
posed by the landowner 
and master developer for 
the Etiwanda Heights 
Neighborhood and Con-
servation Plan.”

The email disclosed 
that the changes to 
the Etiwanda Heights 
Neighborhood and Con-
servation Plan” which 
were given a vague out-
line on November 18, 
had been under discus-
sion at City Hall for ap-
proaching a full year be-
fore that announcement 
was made.

“The amendment re-
quest was initiated by 
the private developer 
after purchasing surplus 
county land,” the ge-
neric email sent to city 
residents stated. “The 
purpose of the proposed 
amendment is to bring 
the density of the Eti-
wanda Heights Neigh-
borhood and Conserva-
tion Plan into alignment 
with the city’s 2021 gen-
eral plan in accordance 
with state housing laws. 
In the plan proposed by 
the landowner/develop-
er, the 3,603-acre Con-
servation Area remains 
protected in accordance 
with the existing plan 
for the area, and the plan 
continues to exclude 
apartment buildings. 
The proposed amend-
ment is accompanied by 
maps for phases 1 and 2, 
which are south of Ban-
yan Avenue and the Deer 
Creek Channel, respec-
tively. These phases also 
do not include apart-
ments or condos; they 
only offer attached and 
detached single-family 
homes.”

The email asked re-
cipients to “Please un-
derstand that proposed 
amendments to the Eti-
wanda Heights Neigh-
borhood and Conserva-
tion Plan have not been 
considered by the city 
council. Before amend-
ments of this sort go to 
the city council, they 
are first objectively re-
viewed by staff for com-
pliance with state law 
and the general plan. 
They are then reviewed 
by the planning com-

mission, which serves as 
the advisory body to the 
city council on land use 
and community devel-
opment. The planning 
commission’s role in the 
review of the proposed 
amended Etiwanda 
Heights Neighborhood 
and Conservation Plan 
is to balance community 
input with state law and 
the city’s adopted plans 
and policies to guide the 
community’s long-term 
growth. Upon receiving 
and considering all the 
information provided, 
the planning commis-
sion then provides a rec-
ommendation to the city 
council on how to move 
forward.”

According to the 
email, members of the 
planning commission 
were kept equally in the 
dark about what they 
will consider on De-
cember 10 as the rest of 
the Rancho Cucamonga 
community. community 
not made privy with re-
gard to what they are to 
consider on December 
10. 

“The planning com-
mission received the 
proposed plan and the 
details on the proposed 
amendments today, 
Thursday, December 4,” 
email stated. 

The email then of-
fered an attempted ex-
oneration of the secrecy 
city officials have main-
tained relating to the al-
teration of the six-year 
standing policy. 

“Before the city coun-
cil can act on the pro-
posed amendments, they 
[sic] must conduct their 
own public hearing,” the 
email stated. “Until this 
point, council members 
must remain neutral and 
limit their comments. 
During the city council’s 
public hearing they will 
consider the planning 
commission’s recom-
mendation, receive input 
from the landowner/de-
veloper and the residents 
on the planning commis-
sion’s recommendation.”

According to Jus-
tin Nottingham, who is 
among those residents 
who had initiated the in-
quiries into the proposed 
specific plan amend-
ment, by early this  week, 
more than 580 residents 
had affixed their signa-
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historically were left to 
the people who lived in 
the places that were to 
be impacted by the deci-
sions.

 Developers, as a con-
sequence of wanting to 
make a profit, wanted 
to build as intensely as 
possible. By building on 
ever smaller lots, it could 
put twice or three times 
or four times or six times 
or eight times as many 
houses on an acre as was 
the case in the 1940s or 
1950s or 1960s, so they 
could sell more houses 
and make more money. 
Some elected officials 
– mayors and city coun-
cil members – saw no 
problem with that. They 
supported the idea of 
developers being able to 
maximize their profits. 
Other elected officials, 
however, looked at the 
consequences of stuffing 
more and more people 
into houses with ever 
smaller yards, packing 
them in like sardines into 
a can, and saw the social 
harm that fostered, the 
rapid deterioration of the 
property that had been 
developed, the way in 
which those who lived in 
apartment or tenements 
took less pride in renting 
or in ownership than did 
those who lived in, if not 
an estate, then a semi-es-
tate in which they could 
enjoy some personal 
space, not be cramped 
and create an aesthetic 
about themselves that 
was good for them psy-
chologically, socially 
and financially in terms 
of owning something of 
value.

In this way, each com-
munity took on, or had 
an opportunity to take 
on, a different character, 
ones that were slightly 
different or immensely 
different, depending 
upon the approach of the 
politicians running those 
cities.

There was a more 
sinister differentiation 
among cities in that in 
some, the application of 
money by those in the 
development community 
and building industry 
would influence the land 

use process. Through 
campaign donations or 
both direct and indirect 
bribes, project applicants 
were able to influence 
the standards enforced 
by city councils, plan-
ning commissions and 
city officials with regard 
to the quality of develop-
ment, its density and the 
accompanying need to 
provide adequate infra-
structure to moderate the 
impact of that develop-
ment. Thus, in some cit-
ies, there was a greater 
emphasis on the quality 
of life of residents and 
the quality of neighbor-
hoods than in other cit-
ies. 

In many places in San 
Bernardino County, this 
came into much greater 
play as the region begin-
ning in the late 1960s 
and early 1970s and then 
even more rapidly in 
the 1980s transitioned 
out of being a semi-ag-
ricultural and partially 
rural environment to 
a topography that was 
to be more citified and 
dominated by urban ele-
ments. In rezoning prop-
erty from agricultural 
land to other uses, lo-
cal elected political and 
hired municipal officials 
had virtually unlimited 
autonomy in the choices 
they made and how ag-
gressively that transition 
was to be effectuated. 
For the speculators who 
purchased former farm 
acreage with the intent 
of converting it to other 
purposes and the devel-
opment companies they 
worked hand in glove 
with, upping the permit-
ted intensity of use on 
that property was the 
primary factor in how 
great of a profit could 
be achieved in their ef-
forts. Whereas in previ-
ous years – the 1920s, 
the 1930s, the 1940s, 
the 1950s and the early 
1960s – an unspoken 
concept and standard of 
building single family 
homes on lots of a quar-
ter acre or more predom-
inated locally, as devel-
opers took control of the 
hundreds of acres upon 
hundreds of acres and 

square mile upon square 
mile of orange groves, 
lemon groves, grapefruit 
groves, walnut groves, 
poultry farms, vineyards 
and grazing land, they 
requested, importuned 
and pushed those in po-
litical control to allow 
them to deviate upward 
from that four houses-
to-an-acre standard. The 
region’s municipal lead-
ership had the option of 
simply resisting, insist-
ing that the intensity of 
use in the neighborhoods 
replacing the trees, rows 
of grape vines and pas-
tures match what already 
existed. Only initially 
and then rarely thereaf-
ter did they show that re-
solve. By the mid-1970s, 
many development com-
panies, strengthened 
by the role their owners 
and corporate executives 
were playing in becom-
ing major donors to the 
political war chests of 
the regions mayors and 
council members, had 
established a new stan-
dard that commonly al-
lowed them to construct 
six units to the acre, 
followed by neighbor-
hoods and subdvisions 
in which the yards grew 
progressively smaller 
and seven or eight homes 
were typically config-
ured onto an acre. As 
had previously been the 
case, apartment com-
plexes were being built, 
and during the last half 
of the 1970s and into the 
early 1980s, condomini-
ums began cropping up. 
Throughout the 1980s 
and into the 1990s, the 
distance between homes 
diminished to the point 
where 12 houses were 
packed into a single acre. 
Yards in many places no 
longer existed except in 
the form of minimalist 
landscaping in front of 
a residence. The devel-
opers of such residential 
projects became fabu-
lously wealthy, whereup-
on they plowed some of 
the money they were re-
alizing back into politi-
cal donations and payoffs 
to the politicians giving 
their projects go-ahead, 
clearing the way for ever 
denser development. By 
the early 2000s, there 
were entire neighbor-
hoods in many cities in 
San Bernardino County 
that consisted entirely 
of duplexes, triplexes, 

quadplexes, townhouses 
and rowhouses adjacent 
to apartment complexes.

Of note is that the 
politicians in the Chino 
Valley had resisted the 
development frenzy to 
a greater degree than 
did their counterparts in 
the vast majority of the 
rest of San Bernardino 
County. One factor con-
tributing to this was that 
the Chino Valley has 
been since the 1800s a 
heavy agricultural area 
in which a rural aes-
thetic predominated over 
an urban one. Chino in-
corporated in 1910, the 
fifth of San Bernardino 
County’s current 24 
municipalities to do so. 
Chino Hills is the last of 
San Bernardino Coun-
ty’s municpalities to in-
corporate, having done 
so in December 1991, 
a month after the Town 
of Yucca Valley did so. 
Despite their position-
ing at the west end of 
San Bernardino County, 
giving them closer prox-
imity to the Greater Los 
Angeles urban and sub-
urban center than much 
of the rest of the region’s 
cities, their longstand-
ing and persistent status 
as agricultural commu-
nities to some degree 
isolated both Chino and 
Chino Hills from the de-
velopmental frenzy that 
subsumed other local ju-
risdictions and the politi-
cians who headed them. 
The degree to which 
this is the case can be 
glimpsed in an examina-
tion of the current popu-
lation densities of San 
Bernardino County cit-
ies. 

In San Bernardino, 
the first of San Bernardi-
no County’s cities to in-
corporate and thereby 
the most mature mu-
nicipality in the region 
where the vast majority 
of its development took 
place prior to the mid-
dle of the 20th Century, 
prior to the mad rush to-
ward ever more intensive 
and denser development, 
the average density of re-
idential neighborhoods is 
approximately 3, 312.12 
people per square mile. 
This reflects the popula-
tion distribution across 
both long established 
and more recently built 
neighborhoods within 
the 62.5-square mile city. 

In 42.4-square mile 

Fontana, where the most 
explosive population 
growth in the county 
over the last three de-
cades has taken place 
making that munici-
pality the second most 
populous in the county 
behind San Bernardino, 
the average population 
density for the entire city 
of Fontana is approxi-
mately 4,838 to 4,920 
people per square mile. 

46.5-square mile Ran-
cho Cucamonga, which 
in 1970 was unincorpo-
rated with a population 
well under 30,000 and 
a reported population 
of 44,600 at the time of 
its 1977 incorporation, 
underwent tremendous 
growth in the years af-
ter it became a city by 
combining the commu-
nities of Alta Loma, Cu-
camonga and Etiwanda. 
Having now reached a 
population of 177,825, 
Rancho Cucamonga has 
an average  residential 
neighborhood density 
of 3,939.5 people per 
square mile. 

In 29.7-square mile 
Chino, the average resi-
dential density of its 
neighborhoods is ap-
proximately 3,099.97 
people per square mile, 
slightly more than three-
fourths that of Rancho 
Cucamonga. 

The average denisty 
of residential neighbor-
hoods in  44.8-square 
mile Chino Hills is ap-
proximately 1,744.9 peo-
ple per square mile, well 
under half of what it is in 
Rancho Ccuamonga.

Simultaneous to, and 
partially consequent of, 
the unprecedented pop-
ulation growth in San 
Bernardino County and 
Southern California, the 
entire State of Califor-
nia was experiencing a 
massive expansion in the 
number of people within 
its confines. Paralleling 
this was a housing crisis 
and a jump in homeless-
ness. Among the reac-
tions to this by the state’s 
leaders in Sacramento 
were strategies to in-
crease the state’s housing 
stock and its affordabil-
ity. This took multiple 
forms.

One part of governors 
Jerry Brown’s and Gavin 
Newsom’s approach was 
to reduce the ability of 
local officials to limit de-
velopment, such that de-

velopers would have not 
only an even freer hand 
to build homes than they 
did before but an incen-
tive for doing so. Even 
though many local gov-
ernmental officials had 
already practically sus-
pended or surrendered 
their land use author-
ity to the point that they 
were allowing land own-
ers, real estate specula-
tors and developers to 
build high density resi-
dential projects at will, 
the state through legisla-
tion and executive action 
undercut any local juris-
dictions that had hung 
onto the land use author-
ity that had traditionally 
been their perogative to 
exercise. 

One such manifes-
tation of Sacramen-
to dictating land use 
policy throughout the 
163,696-square mile 
state consisted of trans-
forming the the Regional 
Housing Needs Survey 
first created as an assess-
ment and suggestive tool 
in 1969 into a cudgel by 
which cities were forced 
by mandate to clear the 
way for massive num-
bers of residential units 
to be allowed into their 
cities if, in fact, devel-
opers were prepared to 
build them. Another was 
the drafting a passage of 
the State Housing Cri-
sis Act of 2019, which 
sought to overcome the 
imbalance of available 
housing to the need for 
more homes by stream-
lining housing devel-
opment processes and 
enhancing tenant   pro-
tections. A third measure 
was Governor Newsom’s 
signing in September 
2024 of three legisla-
tive bills into law – As-
sembly Bill 2533, Senate 
Bill 1211 and Senate Bill 
1077 – which took ef-
fect on January 1, 2025, 
which in one swoop gave 
homeowners the power 
to double the density of 
their residential property 
by constructing on it an-
other home or “granny 
flat.”

Using the housing and 
homeless crises as pre-
texts and California Gov-
ernment Code §65580 as 
a legal basis, the Califor-
nia Department of Hous-
ing and Community De-
velopment began using 
the Regional Housing 

When The State Usurped Cities’ Land Use 
Authority In An Effort To Address Cali-
fornia’s Housing Shortage, Some Munici-
palities, Including Chino Hills and Chino, 
Resisted, At Least Initially  from front page
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Schol, who was most 
previously an F-35A 
Lightning II instruc-
tor pilot with the 60th 
Fighter Squadron, is 
now a member of the 
2025 Thunderbirds 
Team, the only female in 
the squadron, assigned 
to what is referred to as 
the #6 Opposing Solo 
slot. Thunderbird 5 and 
Thunderbird 6 perform 
an intricate set of aerial 
maneuvers as part of the 
Thunderbirds exhibition 
of the flying capabilities 
of the F-16 aircraft for 
air shows throughout the 
country, meant to pro-
mote the U.S. Air Force 
and serve as a recruit-
ment draw. The Thun-
derbird Squadron, which 
has been in existence 
for 75 years, is the Air 
Force’s premier aerial 
demonstration team and 
performs some of the 
service’s most demand-
ing precision maneuvers, 
executed in tightly cho-
reographed formations 
that involve constant 
training and extensive 
flight hours. 

As Schol is currently 
the only female mem-
ber of the Thunderbird 
Team, it appears that she 
was the pilot in the air-
craft that was downed 
by a factor or factors un-

known on December 3. 
In a monitored com-

munication involving 
either or both Air Force 
personnel and the air 
control towers at Nellis 
and China Lake and/or 
the emergency response 
team, it was reported 

even fewer – under three 
percent – of pilots in the 
Air Force are women. 
Schol is the seventh 
woman to be welcomed 
into the Thunderbirds, 
that trail having been 
blazed by Major Lau-
ren Schlichting, Major 
Michelle Curran, Major 
Caroline Jensen, Captain 
Kristin Hubbard, Cap-
tain Samantha Weeks 
and Captain Nicole 
Malachowski.

Air Force fighter pi-
lots invited into the 
Thunderbird Squadron 
are given a two-year tour 
on the demonstration 
team, after which they 
are returned to active 
fighter assignments.

With luck, grace, 
providence, skill or some 
combination thereof, 
Schol avoided the some-
what sadder, though no 
less noble fate of a fe-
male U.S. Military pilot, 
Marie Michell Robinson, 
who met her end in the 
East Mojave Desert in 
1945.

Born on May 23, 
1924, in Detroit, Michi-
gan, Marie Michell 
joined the WASPs in 
late 1943 when she was 
19. She already had her 
private pilots license 
when she reported for 
duty. The WASPs were 
Women Airforce Service 
Pilots (WASPs), also 
known as the Women’s 
Flying Training De-
tachment (WFTD) and 
the Women’s Auxil-

iary Ferrying Squadron 
(WAFS), pioneering or-
ganizations of civilian 
female pilots first orga-
nized in September 1942 
employed to fly military 
aircraft under the direc-
tion of the United States 
Army Air Forces, the 
predecessor of the U.S. 
Air Force, during World 
War II. One of the ma-
jor contributions of the 
WASPs was the ferry-
ing of planes – 12,650 
aircraft of 78 different 
types between Septem-
ber 1942 and December 
1944 – to Greenland. 
There, the planes were 
handed off to American, 
British, Canadian and 
Russian pilots who em-
ployed them in the fight 
against the Germans and 
the Italians. 

On October 2, 1944, 
Michell Robinson re-
ported to replace another 
WASP pilot on what was 
in official log books de-
scribed as a “day transi-
tion” training mission 
in a B-25D Mitchell 
bomber. With her were 
First Lieutenant George 
Danilo Rosado and 
Staff Sergeant Gordon 
L. Walker. Rosado was 
the pilot; Michell Rob-
inson was the copilot; 
Walker was acting as the 
crew chief, whose task 
would be to lower the 
landing gear in the case 
of a hydraulic failure. 
The plane took to the 
air in clear weather 
from Victorville Army 

Air Force Station, later 
known as George Air 
Force Base and today 
known as the civilian-
run Southern Califor-
nia Logistics Airport, 
at 1:15 p.m. local time 
with Rosado, who had 
1,521.5 flight hours to his 

assumed at that point to 
have been Rosado, had 
permitted the B-25D, se-
rial number #41-30114, 
to stall and enter a spin 
from which there was 
insufficient altitude to 
recover. Who was actu-
ally flying the craft at the 
time of the fatal plunge 
could not be conclusively 
determined. The North 
American Aviation Cor-
poration flight manual 
for the B-25 gravely 
warned pilots that the 
aircraft should not be in-
tentionally entered into a 
spin under any circum-
stance. 

Things were different 
then.

Unlike Army Air 
Corps pilots, WASPs 
were considered civil 
service employees and 
did not receive military 
benefits. Because they 
were not considered 
military under the exist-
ing guidelines, a fallen 
WASP was sent home at 
family expense without 
traditional military hon-
ors or note of heroism. 
The army would not al-
low the U.S. flag to be 
placed on the coffin of 
the fallen WASP. Ma-
jor Robinson, however, 
was granted leave to ac-
company his wife’s body 
home to Flint, Michigan, 
where her remains were 
interred. 

-Mark Gutglueck

that “She made it out.” 
Others on the ground 
said that the parachuting 
pilot was a woman. 

Major Laney Schol, 
known by her handle 
“Rogue,”  was born in 
Denton, Texas and is a 
fourth-generation mili-
tary service member. She 
enlisted in the Air Force 
while attending the Uni-
versity of North Texas. 
She was accepted into 
the service’s pilot train-
ing program and upon 
getting her wings was 
deployed for four years 
as a fighter pilot flying 
the A-10C Thunderbolt 
II at Moody Air Force 
Base in Georgia before 
transitioning to the F-35 
at Eglin Air Force Base 
in Florida. 

Fewer than 11 percent 
of pilots in the United 
States are women and 

credit, at the controls. 
Two other aircraft, Bell-
P-39s, were in the air 
during that approximate 
time. One of the P-39 pi-
lots, Second Lieutenant 
Lawrence A. Beishel, 
reported that he saw the 
B-25D stall and then 
enter a spin from which 
there was insufficient 
altitude to recover. The 
centrifugal force from 
the spin would have pre-
vented any of the crew 
from ejecting. Lieuten-
ant Beishel reported he 
could see no parachutes 
emerge from the plane, 
which crashed into the 
desert floor roughly 25 
miles west of Victorville 
Army Air Force Station 
at 1:30 p.m., and burst 
into flames. 

The army board look-
ing into the crash made 
a finding that the pilot, 

Laney “Rogue” Schol Marie Michell Robinson

tures to the petition call-
ing upon the city to leave 
the Etiwanda Heights 
Neighborhood and Con-
servation Plan as it was 
formulated and passed 
in 2019 intact.

 According to Not-
tingham, the city’s 
representation that the 
proposed revamped Eti-
wanda Heights Neigh-
borhood and Conserva-
tion Plan will yet bar 
apartments is mislead-
ing. 

“The city may not be 
using the word ‘multi-
family,’ but the building 

types make it unmistak-
ably clear,” Nottingham 
said. “This is the oppo-
site of what they prom-
ised during the annexa-
tion.”

Homeowner Chris 
Little concurred. “Any 
increase in density af-
fects fire evacuation, 
traffic, schools, and 
wildlife corridors,” he 
said. “The City can’t 
just slip in apartments 
and pretend nothing has 
changed.”

Cox is Rancho Cu-
camonga’s fourth city 
manager in the city’s 
48-year history. Hav-
ing top administrators 
whose tenures averaged 
out at 16 years makes 
Rancho Cucamonga 
the most managerially 
stable of the county’s 
24 municipalities. Three 
of the county’s cities – 
San Bernardino, Rialto 

and Barstow – have had 
five city managers, more 
than Rancho Cucamon-
ga has had in its entire 
duration as an incorpo-
rated governmental en-
tity, since 2020.  Four 
other cities – Upland, 
Grand Terrace, Yucaipa 
and Adelanto – have 
had as many or more 
city managers or acting 
city managers over the 
last ten years than Ran-
cho Cucamonga did the 
more than four decades 
of its existence.

Ironically, with her 
entanglement in a con-
troversy relating to land 
use policy and a lack of 
transparency related to 
it just as she is moving 
into the city manager’s 
post, Cox is repeating 
an historic pattern that 
plagued two of her pre-
decessors, resulting in 
the firing of one of them 

and a cloud over the rep-
utation of the other. 

Lauren Wasserman 
was hired as Rancho 
Cucamonga’s first city 
manager after its in-
corporation in 1977 in 
large measure based on 
his previous success as 
Montclair’s city man-
ager. Wasserman in 
1978 hired Jack Lam, a 
Berkeley graduate who 
had experience with  
the cities of  Oakland, 
El Cerrito, Antioch and 
Lompoc along with Al-
ameda County, to serve 
as Rancho Cucamonga’s 
director of community 
development. Wasser-
man, upon getting per-
mission and funding 
from the city council to 
do so, moved Lam into 
the position of deputy 
city manager, later pro-
moting him to assistant 
city manager.

 In 1988, it was 
learned that both Was-
serman and Lam had 
investments in Rancon 
III. Rancon III was in-
volved with Jim Bar-
ton and the Barton De-
velopment Company 
in the construction of 
Barton Plaza, which 
was to eventually con-
sist of two four-story, 
80,000-square-foot of-
fice buildings at the 
southeast corner of Ha-
ven and Foothill Bou-
levard in Rancho Cu-
camonga, located within 
the city’s redevelopment 
area.

 A scandal ensued over 
the conflict-of-interest 
implications relating to 
the city’s two senior ad-
ministrators having a fi-
nancial interest in a land 
development project that 
was subject to city-con-
trolled redevelopment 

agency subsidization. 
Wasserman, whose in-
vestment in Rancon III 
was in an amount ex-
ceeding $10,000 but less 
than $100,000 according 
to financial disclosure 
documents filed with 
the State of California, 
was terminated in 1989 
on  a 3-to-2 vote of the 
city council. The coun-
cil, which ascertained 
that Lam’s investment 
in Rancon was less than 
$10,000 though in excess 
of $1,000, in a controver-
sial move promoted him 
to city manager to suc-
ceed Wasserman.

Lam remained as 
Rancho Cucamonga city 
manager for more than 
two decades, until 20ll, 
at which point he retired 
and was succeeded by 
Gillison. 
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Needs Allocation pro-
cess, originally intended 
to reveal how the state’s 
population was most log-
ically to be distributed 
into the thousands of cit-
ies and unincorporated 
communities throughout 
the state proportionally, 
imposed on all jurisdic-
tions in the state, mean-
ing counties and cities, 
a mandate that those 
entities include in their 
general plans and zoning 
codes an accommodation 
of the number of dwell-
ing units specified in the 
assessment, meaning 
each city must allow the 
construction of at least 
the number of homes the 
state says is its share of 
the burden to meet hous-
ing demand statewide. 
By this daring social 
experiment, the State of 
California required each 
municipality in the state 
to assist in alleviating the 
homelessness crisis by 
complying with what the 
California Department 
of Housing and Com-
munity Development 
deems to be each city’s 
housing responsibility. 
Under this so-called Re-
gional Housing Needs 
Allocation process, the 
Department of Housing 
and Community Devel-
opment came up with the 
number of people pro-
jected to be in need of 
housing within Califor-
nia by certain specified 
dates and then entrusted 
to a regional planning 
agency in the state’s sev-
eral regions the assign-
ment of determing where 
within those regions that 
influx of population was 
to be housed. In this way, 
the Southern California 
Association of Govern-
ments – a joint powers 
authority consisting of 
Imperial, Riverside, San 
Bernardino County, Or-
ange, Los Angeles and 
Ventura counties – was 
responsible for crunch-
ing the Regional Hous-
ing Needs Allocation 
effort numbers in all of 
Southern California ex-
cept San Diego County.  
The Southern California 
Association of Govern-

ments, also know by 
its acronym SCAG, de-
termined that San Ber-
nardino County must 
accommodate the con-
struction of 138,110 new 
homes between October 
2021 and October 2028, 
including 35,667 intend-
ed for very-low-income 
homebuyers; 21,903 for 
low-income homebuy-
ers; 24,140 for moderate-
income homebuyers and 
56,400 for above moder-
ate-income homebuyers.

Though the vast ma-
jority of municipal of-
ficials in California ac-
cept the state’s asserted 
authority in this area, up 
and down the state there 
has been protest of, and 
in some cases resistance 
to, these mandates.

The City of Hunting-
ton Beach, in the case 
of  City of Huntington 
Beach v. Newsom, chal-
lenged California’s Re-
gional Housing Needs 
Allocation law on con-
stitutional grounds. An-
other 51 cities in the 
state joined in, filing 
amicus briefs in support 
of Huntington Beach or 
otherwise giving indica-
tion that they considered 
the state’s usurpation of 
local land use authority 
to be an overreach. 

In San Bernardino 
County, 20 of the 24 
municipalities docilely 
adhered to to the state 
mandate. Four county 
cities, most vociferously 
Chino Hills, gave indi-
cation that their officials 
believed the state was 
making demands that 
went beyond what was 
appropriate, not lonely 
intruding into the arena 
of land use authority 
more properly reserved 
for local authorities but 
mandating that their 
cities accommodate a 
number of homes that 
would be damaging 
to their communities.  
In the case of Chino 
Hills, the state’s expec-
tation was that the city 
welcome 3,720 more 
dwelling units from Oc-
tober 2021 to October 
2029. Almost immedi-
ately, Chino Hills stood 
up to Sacramento, coun-
ter-proposing that in-
stead of the 3,720 homes, 
it allow 1,797 units, a 52 
percent reduction.

Three other city coun-
cils in San Bernardino 
County – those in Fon-

tana Chino and Barstow 
– were brave enough 
to challenge the state. 
Barstow asked the state 
to cut its 1,516 house-
building mandate by 58 
percent to 635; Chino 
wanted a 49 percent cut 
from 6,961 to 3,564; and 
Fontana insisted that the 
17,477 units it was being 
asked to accommodate 
was 30 percent too op-
timistic, requesting that 
its mandate be reduced 
to 10,563.

The state refused to 
talk turkey with any of 
those entities, and the 
California Department 
of Housing and Com-
munity Development 
did not budge in its de-
mands, conveying that 
the government does not 
negotiate with scofflaws, 
renegades, terrorists or 
any entity or anybody 
that does not respect the 
rule of law. Lest anyone 
forget, California Gov-
ernment Code §65580 
is the law, those city of-
ficials were warned.

In January 2022, a 
still-determined Chino 
Hills City Council, bol-
stered by an outpouring 
of resident sentiment, 
ventured even further 
down the path of resist-
ing having to surrender 
land use authority within 
that city’s confines by 
adopting a local hous-
ing initiative referred 
to as “Neighborhood 
Voices” that asserted 
local land use and zon-
ing laws trumped any 
conflicting state laws. 
Over the next six months, 
however, developmen-
tal interests looking to 
construct housing sub-
divisions in Chino Hills, 
chaffing at the limita-
tions on density, i.e., the 
number of units per acre 
to be permitted on prop-
erty they had purchased 
or had tied up within the 
city, made it known that 
they were considering 
legal action against the 
city in which they were 
prepared to allege the 
city was denying them 
the right to develop that 
land to an intensity they 
were entitled to under 
the newfangled state law.

Guided by the advice 
of Planning Manager 
Michael Hofflinger, the 
city council relented and 
adopted the Chino Hills 
Sixth Cycle Housing El-
ement and sent it to the 

California Department 
of Housing and Com-
munity Development. In 
that plan, the city essen-
tially accepted, at least 
conceptually, the call for 
the construction of the 
3,720 units within the 
city by 2029. That April, 
officials with the Califor-
nia Department of Hous-
ing and Community 
Development, conscious 
that Chino was among 
the 52 cities in the state 
who were not show-
ing enthusiasm about 
the Regional Housing 
Needs Assessment pro-
gram, let the city know 
that while the housing 
element addressed most 
of the state’s housing 
requirement, it was defi-
cient in certain respects, 
those being that it fell 
down with regard to “af-
firmatively furthering 
fair housing,” specifi-
cally lacking detail on 
segregation/integration, 
concentrated areas of 
affluence, access to op-
portunity, dispropor-
tionate housing needs, 
and displacement risk; 
demonstrating how the 
Regional Housing Needs 
Allocation supports fair 
housing; and identify-
ing and prioritizing fac-
tors that significantly 
contribute to segrega-
tion, racially or ethni-
cally concentrated areas 
of poverty, disparities 
in access to opportu-
nity, and disproportion-
ate housing needs. Ac-
cording to the California 
Department of Housing 
and Community Devel-
opment, revisions were 
needed to respond to the 
requested fair housing 
analyses. State officials 
were rubbing it in, it 
seemed, not only dictat-
ing to the city how many 
homes to build, it was 
seeking to control the 
character and placement 
of those homes, as well.

In so many ways, cit-
ies are dependent on the 
state for pass-through 
funding, including taxes, 
subventions and other 
forms of revenue. Chino 
Hills officials were faced 
with the reality that they 
could stand on principle 
and, like Huntington 
Beach, roll the dice and 
see if they could prove 
that they could defy the 
state by trying to retain 
their land use authority 
by legal or procedural 

challenges. Yet, even if 
Chino Hill managed to 
win, it could lose, the 
state seemed to be tell-
ing its decision-makers. 
There were plenty of 
other ways Sacramento 
could outright deny or 
withhold funding from 
Chino Hills, or drag its 
feet in providing it, cre-
ating financial crises the 
city was ill-equipped to 
deal with. 

Indeed, in May of 
this year, in adopting its 
new general plan, Chino 
Hills officials baked into 
that document, which it 
had been working on for 
nearly five years, hard 
indication it was go-
ing to comply with the 
state housing allocation 
process, and accommo-
date 3,729 housing units 
throughout the eight-
year period that began 
was to elapse in 2029. In 
the same document, Chi-
no Hills, which has the 
highest median income 
of any municipality in 
San Bernardino County 
at $127,000 annually, ac-
knowledged that of those 
3,729 housing units, 
59 percent or 2,209 of 
them, must be “afford-
able housing” in which 
the density could reach a 
saturation of 30 housing 
units per acre.

One of the few other 
jurisdictions in San Ber-
nardino County that had 
shown any level of resis-
tance to the State of Cali-
fornia and the California 
Department of Housing 
and Community Devel-
opment with regard to 
the housing and housing 
density issue was Chino. 

In addition to going 
on record in 2021 that 
its officials considered 
the mandate that their 
city accommodate 6,961 
new dwelling units by 
October 2028 to be un-
realistic, Chino has 
proven forthright on 
several occasions since 
then in expressing the 
view that Sacramento is 
being much too authori-
tarian and inflexible in 
its demands that cities 
in general – and Chino 
in particular – suspend 
their officials’ judgment 
about what type of and 
how much development 
will be of benefit to their 
communities. 

Nevertheless, like 
Chino Hills, Chino 
abandoned protesting or 

resisting the state’s man-
date that it be prepared 
to accept another 6,978 
housing units within its 
city limits by October 
2029, recognizing that 
the state government 
possessed too many ap-
ples to reward the city if 
it simply fell in line with 
what it was being told to 
do and that the state gov-
ernment also possessed a 
whip with which it could 
lash the city unmerciful-
ly if it did not do what it 
was ordered to do. 

Earlier this year, Chi-
no officials began once 
more to feel their oats. In 
April, in a letter signed 
by Mayor Eunice Ulloa, 
city fathers expressed to 
Governor Newsom the 
view that state govern-
ment was becoming too 
bossy in its approach 
toward the housing and 
development issues.

“On behalf of the 
residents, businesses, 
and stakeholders of the 
City of Chino, I write to 
firmly oppose the relent-
less proliferation of state 
housing laws that have 
overridden local control 
without regard for State-
certified housing plans, 
effectively sidelining the 
voices of our community 
and undermining years 
of responsible local 
planning,” Ulloa wrote. 
Noting that the city has 
reached a population 
of 95,000, Ulloa wrote, 
“Our progress has been 
shaped by our philoso-
phy of “smart growth,” 
which has allowed us 
to retain the small-town 
feel that has defined our 
community for genera-
tions. It’s the reason why 
more young families are 
choosing our community 
to grow and thrive, and 
the decades of dutiful 
planning that has crafted 
our community into one 
of the most desirable cit-
ies in the Inland Empire. 
Since the elimination of 
redevelopment agencies 
in 2012, our City’s abil-
ity to retain local control 
over development has 
been chipped away year 
after year by a litany of 
housing bills designed to 
increase ministerial or 
by-right housing approv-
al processes. While the 
City of Chino respects 
the pursuit of housing 
production amid a state-
wide crisis, the way for-
ward is to work with cit-



Friday, December 5, 2025 Page 8San Bernardino County Sentinel

ies to allow for growth 
in ways that make sense 
for their communities. 
Instead, cities have been 
virtually shut out of the 
process, and these new 
laws have diminished 
general plans, stripped 
away authority over lo-
cal development, and 
left community mem-
bers demanding answers 
from their local elected 
officials.” 

Ulloa’s letter con-
tinued, “The Regional 
Housing Needs Alloca-
tion (RHNA), a distri-
bution of housing units 
assigned to every Cali-
fornia city, is an impos-
sible number to attain 
that will not lead to the 
level of increased hous-
ing growth that it in-
tends. The rigorous pro-
cess of getting a housing 
element approved by the 
Department of Housing 
and Community Devel-
opment (HCD) has left 
cities vulnerable to dra-
conian penalties. Most 
importantly, the laws are 
not providing affordable 
housing as intended.”

Ulloa told Newsom, 
“Local control contin-
ues to be undermined by 
a slew of new bills each 
year. These bills override 
general plans, ignore lo-
cal zoning and land use 
plans, and steadily erode 
the ability of residents 
and their local repre-
sentatives to shape the 
future of their communi-
ties. Despite Chino’s op-
position—as well as that 
of the League of Califor-
nia Cities and other mu-
nicipalities statewide—
we have been inundated 
with legislation that fur-
ther limits our ability to 
plan for growth respon-
sibly.”

In the letter, Ulloa ref-
erenced by inference a 
complex of bills passed 
in 2020 which allowed 
homeowners to build 
on their residential land 
an accessory dwelling 
unit and she referenced 
explicitly 2021’s Senate 
Bill 9, which allows ho-
meowners to subdivide 
their lots and add up to 
two duplexes in most 

single-family neighbor-
hoods. Accessory dwell-
ing units, traditionally 
referred to as granny 
flats, were secondary 
residential units in which 
a family member or fam-
ily members of the house 
on the property – usu-
ally a parent or the par-
ents of the homeowner 
– would live. One of the 
2020 bills – Senate Bill 
13 – prohibited  a local 
agency from imposing 
an owner-occupant re-
quirement on the granny 
flats, meaning they could 
be occupied by non-fam-
ily members, renters or a 
purchaser. This has the 
potential, essentially, of 
doubling the density in 
every city in California.  

“This year, many 
onerous bills have been 
introduced that will im-
pose additional state 
housing dictates on is-
sues of critical local sig-
nificance,” Ulloa’s letter 
stated. “And yet, housing 
prices are still spiraling 
out of control. It is im-
perative that we raise the 
question of how the state 
plans to evaluate these 
housing policies when 
the intended outcomes 
are currently not be-
ing achieved. As Mayor 
of Chino, I have heard 
from my constituents, as 
well as local officials in 
neighboring cities, about 
the effects of these new 
housing laws. Our com-
munities are suffering, 
and Sacramento has re-
grettably turned a blind 
eye to the effects these 
laws have had on cities 
across California.”

Ulloa requested a 
meeting with Newsom, 
“so we can work to-
gether on a sustainable, 
reasonable process that 
addresses this decades-
in-the-making housing 
crisis while keeping cit-
ies in the conversation 
and allowing us to grow 
in ways that include lo-
cal discretion and public 
engagement.” 

It does not appear that 
Newsom made any sort 
of substantive response 
to Ulloa’s request for en-
gagement.

By September, Chino 
officials, or a majority of 
them on the city council, 
grew hyperconscious 
once more that the state 
held all, or at least most, 
of the cards in the high 
stakes game both were 

engaged in across the 
table from one another. 
City officials, anxious 
to avoid a showdown 
with the state, signaled  
Sacramento that they 
supported the state’s 
strategy of allowing the 
energetic construction 
of secondary dwelling 
units as a means of cur-
ing the housing crisis.

At a Chino City Coun-
cil study session on Sep-
tember 9, municipal offi-
cials and the city council 
gave indication that the 
city was dropping any 
pretense of resisting the 
state government’s effort 
to straitjacket cities into 
accepting more intensive 
and denser development 
within residential zones. 

Deputy Develop-
ment Services Di-
rector Chris Corbin. 
According to Corbin, 
the city is already sup-
porting the construction 
of granny flats by waiv-
ing some development 
fees has and facilitating 
such projects that con-
fine themselves to less 
than 1,000 square feet 
under roof and fewer 
than three bedrooms. 
The city has three sets 
of pre-approved design/
construction plans that 
can be utilized by prop-
erty owners or develop-
ers at no cost. at no cost 
to builders.

City officials gave in-
dication that they now 
accept that there are 
growing numbers of 
existing homeowners 
who are contemplating 
constructing accessory 
dwelling units on their 
property. 

One of the council 
members, Marc Lucio, 
went so far as to sug-
gest that the city should 
sign on to a program to 
assist homeowners in fi-
nancing the construction 
of granny flats if they 
were willing to adopt the 
city’s higher develop-
ment standards for ac-
cessory dwelling units 
than those that now ex-
ist under state standards. 
The incentives to do this, 
under the plan Lucio 
proposed, are to consist 
of financial assistance 
with such construction 
efforts to be provided 
by the city. A further 
requirement, under the 
program, would be that 
the units be leased or 
rented at an affordable 

to tenants with very low, 
low or moderate income. 
The incentives would 
come in the form of ze-
ro-interest or no-interest 
loans.

While Lucio was en-
thusiastic about the ap-
proach, and Mayor Ulloa 
was skeptical about the 
financing incentive idea, 
it appeared at that time 
that the city was going 
to accede to letting resi-
dents, if they so wished, 
construct secondary 
dwelling units on their 
property.

Recent developments 
with regard to the cre-
ative gyrations by cit-
ies, including Chino, to 
satisfy the State of Cali-
fornia with regard to the 
Regional Housing Needs 
Assessment mandates, 
have now complicated 
even further than was 
the case previously the 
entire issue relating to 
permitting residential 
projects city officials are 
at heart against but which 
they are accommodating 
in an effort to stay on the 
state’s good side.  

One of the work-
arounds that Chino of-
ficials had engaged in 
to satisfy the California 
Department of Housing 
and Community Devel-
opment with regard to 
it meeting the Regional 
Housing Needs Assess-
ment requirement im-
posed on their city was 
to use a so-called overlay 
strategy. 

 Since the state’s Re-
gional Housing Needs 
Assessment law does not 
require that the number 
of houses specified in 
the assessment be built 
but merely that the city’s 
be prepared, through its 
zoning and land use poli-
cies to let those home be 
built if a developer un-
dertakes such projects, 
cities hit upon the use 
of overlay zones to meet 
the mandate. In this way, 
cities would approve a 
residential overlay zone 
that would be applicable 
to land zoned for non-
residential use – such as 
property zoned commer-
cially or industrially – if 
the property owner and/
or developer or applicant 
applied to develop the 
property residentially. 
The property could yet 
be developed into stores 
or warehouses or facto-
ries, but the city being 

prepared for the conver-
sion of the land use to 
residential made it so 
that it was credited with 
having met the require-
ment to allow the de-
velopment of however 
many residential units 
demarked in the overlay 
district.

That is what the City 
of Chino did in the 
planning commission’s 
approval of the subdi-
vision of 10.3 acres at 
the northwest corner of 
Euclid and Schaefer av-
enues into a 267-apart-
ment residential complex 
on 5.1 acres, a 1.4-acre 
fast food restaurant site, 
a 1.5-acre fast food res-
taurant site, a 1.5-acre 
storage facility and a 
0.7-acre 18,600-square 
foot retail complex with 
an accompanying park-
ing lot. In processing 
Newport Beach-based 
Orbis Schaefer’s applica-
tion for the project, the 
city cited the “mixed-use 
overlay” zoning that had 
been bestowed on the 
property. Consequent to 
the approval of the Orbis 
Schaefer project, Chino 
was credited with 267 of 
the 6,978 housing units it 
is mandated to permit to 
be constructed within its 
city limits. 

The approval of the 
Orbis Schaefer proj-
ect was an unpopular 
one that was roundly 
criticized by dozens of 
residents living in prox-
imity to Euclid Avenue 
and Schaefer Avenue. 
Some of those residents 
charged that the city was 
pandering to the state 
at the expense of their 
quality of life and the 
livability of their neigh-
borhood.

In the case of New 
Commune v. City of 
Redondo Beach, New 
Commune, a Beverly 
Hills-based development 
company, alleged Redon-
do Beach’s specifications 
for housing in its general 
plan violated California 
law by improperly us-
ing “residential overlay 
zones” superimposed 
on commercial/indus-
trial land to meet hous-
ing goals. New Com-
mune maintained that 
the underlying zoning 
prevented housing units 
in sufficient quantity to 
be built to meet hous-
ing needs, thus violating 
mandatory density and 

residential-use require-
ments the California 
Department of Housing 
and Community Devel-
opment was calling for. 
This means, according 
to New Commune, that 
Redondo Beach was 
failing to provide an ad-
equate number of realis-
tic sites for lower-income 
housing.

The Second District 
Court of Appeal on Oc-
tober 10 sided with New 
Commune, holding that 
a residential overlay zone 
cannot be used by a city, 
as was the case in Re-
dondo Beach, to meet its 
Regional Housing Needs 
Assessment requirement 
when the underlying 
zoning does not include 
residential development.

The Chino City Coun-
cil, having accrued the 
enmity and hostility of 
the existing residents 
of the Euclid/Schaefer 
neighborhood by ap-
proving the Orbis Schae-
fer project by virtue 
of its fitting within the 
city’s mixed use over-
lay and now in danger 
of seeing a substantial 
number of the arrange-
ments made to meet the 
state’s Regional Housing 
Needs Assessment man-
date rendered invalid, at 
its Tuesday December 
2 meeting voted to have 
the city file an amicus 
curiae brief in support 
of the City of Redondo 
Beach in its appeal to 
the California Supreme 
Court seeking to reverse 
Second District Court of 
Appeal decision pertain-
ing to residential zoning 
overlays. 

The amicus curiae 
or “friend of the court” 
brief is to be made in 
conjunction with the 
California League of 
Cities, the cities of Car-
son, Glendora, and Ran-
cho Palos Verdes and 
any of the other 261 ju-
risdictions in California 
that made use of over-
lays in trying to meet the 
California Department 
of Housing and Commu-
nity Development man-
dates imposed on them 
when they prepared the 
housing elements of 
their general plans that 
join in. The amicus cur-
iae brief is to ask that 
the Supreme Court hear 
Redondo Beach’s appeal 
and decide the matter in 
a way that allows cities 
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ORDER TO SHOW 

CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE

NUMBER CIVSB 
2532077 

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

CAROLINA MOLINA   
to BRYANNA CAROLI-
NA MOLINA 

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: January 13, 2026    

Time: 8:30 AM      Depart-
ment: S 32

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: 11/13/2025
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 
November 14, 21 & 28 and De-
cember 5, 2025.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE

NUMBER CIVSB 
2531365 

TO ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner 
MARK ANTONIO RO-
MARO   filed with this 
court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

MARK ANTONIO 
ROMARO   to MARK 
ANTHONY ROMERO-
VALDES 

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 17, 2025     

Time: 8:30 AM      Depart-
ment: S 30

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: 11/05/2025
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
Leslie Zepeda, Deputy 

Clerk of the Court
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
November 14, 21 & 28 and De-
cember 5, 2025.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE

NUMBER CIVBA 
2500823 

TO ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner 
JOSELYNE MARILI 
DUARTE   filed with this 
court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

JOSELYNE MARILI 
DUARTE     to JOSELYN 
MERCY YDUATO   

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: January 9, 2026    

Time: 8:30 AM      Depart-
ment: B1

The address of the court is 
Superior Court of California, 
County of San Bernardino, 
Barstow District-Civil Divi-
sion, 235 East Mountain View  
Barstow, CA 92311

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: 11/13/2025
Judge of the Superior 

Court: James R. Baxter
Angelica Cunningham-

Meier, Deputy Clerk of the 
Court

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on 
November 14, 21 & 28 and De-
cember 5, 2025.

FBN 20250010185
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

KINGS OF TUTOR COL-
LECTIBLES  17405 TULLOCK 
STREET  BLOOMINGTON, CA  
92316: KINGS OF TUTOR COL-
LECTIBLES LLC  17405 TULL-
OCK STREET  BLOOMINGTON, 
CA 92316

Business Mailing Address:  
17405 TULLOCK STREET  
BLOOMINGTON, CA   92316

The business is conducted by: 
A LIMITED LIABILITY COM-
PANY

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/ JOSEPH ANDREW 
MORENO, Managing Member

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
10/23/2025

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 K7325

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 November 
14, 21 & 28 and December 5, 2025.

FBN 20250009738
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

RIGHTEOUS BLUEPRINT  
8780 19th  STREET #207   ALTA 
LOMA, CA     91730: ASHLEY 
SCOTT

Business Mailing Address: 
8780 19th  STREET #207  ALTA 
LOMA, CA  91730

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/ ASHLEY SCOTT, 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 K8168

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 November 
14, 21 & 28 and December 5, 2025.

FBN 20250010627
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

KNA WAREHOUSE SOLU-
TIONS  12027 PONDEROSA CT  
FONTANA, CA 92337: ANTHO-
NY LIZARRAGA 

Business Mailing Address:  
12027 PONDEROSA CT  FON-
TANA, CA 92337

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/ ANTHONY LIZARRAGA, 
Owner

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
11/12/2025

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 K7326

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 November 
14, 21 & 28 and December 5, 2025

FBN20250008747
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Bernardi-
no County as

HOLISTIC PSYCHOTHER-
APY 114 SINCLAIR AVE #1  UP-
LAND, CA  91786:  HOURIG KA-
LAJIAN  

Business Mailing Address:  114 
SINCLAIR AVE #1  UPLAND, CA  
91786

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 11, 2025.

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

/s/ HOURIG KALAJIAN
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
9/15/2025

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 
J3256

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on October 24 & 
31 and November 7 & 14, 2025.

FBN20250010791
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Bernardi-
no County as

GRANITE & CABINET DE-
POT  14101 LOS ROBLES COURT   
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA  
91739: PREFAB GRANITE & TILE 
DEPOT, INC.  14101 LOS ROBLES 
COURT   RANCHO CUCAMON-
GA, CA  91739 

Business Mailing Address: 
4155 INLAND EMPIRE BLVD 
ONTARIO, CA 91764 

The business is conducted by: 
A CORPORATION registered with 
the State of California under the 
number 2763989. 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: June 2, 2005.

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

/s/ ZABI KADER, President
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
11/18/2025

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 
K8168

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on November 21 
& 28 and December 5 & 12, 2025.

FBN20250010470
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Bernardi-
no County as

NEW CENTURY HEAD-
STONES   590 MAPLE CT  UNIT 
C   COLTON, CA   92324:  NEW 
CENTURY PRODUCTS & SER-
VICES   590 MAPLE CT  UNIT C   
COLTON, CA   92324

Business Mailing Address: 590 
MAPLE CT  UNIT C   COLTON, 
CA   92324

The business is conducted by: 
A CORPORATION registered with 
the State of California under the 
number 4000956. 

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

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

/s/ CHRISTIAN SEPULVEDA, 
President

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
11/6/2025

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 
K7326

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on November 21 
& 28 and December 5 & 12, 2025.

FBN20250010878
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

IEPERFECT HOME  501 W 
FOOTHILL BLVD. SUITE A  RI-
ALTO, CA   92376: SALVADOR 
TORRES PEREZ

Business Mailing Address:  
501 W FOOTHILL BLVD. SUITE 
A  RIALTO, CA   92376

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL. 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: November 18, 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/ SALVADOR TORRES 
PEREZ, Owner

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
11/20/2025

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 November 
21 & 28 and December 5 & 12, 
2025.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME CASE

NUMBER CIV SB 
2532254

TO ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner 
NICOLETTE LEE STOLO  
filed with this court for a 
decree changing names as 
follows:

 NICOLETTE LEE 
STOLO     to      NICO-
LETTE LEE CAUSEY

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

Notice of Hearing:
Date: January 5, 2026, 

Time: 08:30 AM, Department: 
S 29

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

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

Dated: 11/4/2025
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa

Andrea Enriquez, Deputy 
Clerk of the Court

Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on 
November 21 & 28 and Decem-
ber 5 &12, 2025.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: DONNA 
KAY HECK  

CASE NO. PRO-
VA2500921   

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of DONNA 
KAY HECK: a petition for pro-
bate has been filed by DANIEL 
HECK  in the Superior Court 
of California, County of SAN 
BERNARDINO.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that DAN-
IEL HECK  be appointed as 
personal representative to ad-
minister the estate of the de-
cedent.

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 
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 February 3, 2026 
at 9:00 a.m. at

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court Fontana Dis-
trict

Department F2 - Fontana
17780 Arrow Boulevard
Fontana, CA 92335
IF YOU OBJECT to the 

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

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

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

YOU MAY EXAMINE 
the file kept by the court. If 
you are a person interested in 
the estate, you may file with 
the court a Request for Spe-
cial Notice (form DE-154) of 
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 Daniel Heck
R. SAM PRICE SB 208603
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 
November 28 and December 5 
& 12, 2025.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINIS-
TER ESTATE OF: DA-
RYL JANE WATSON  
CASE NO. PROVA2500903 
To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in 
the will or estate, or both of 
DARYL JANE WATSON: a 
petition for probate has been 
filed by JASON ELLIOT 
WATSON in the Superior 
Court of California, County 
of SAN BERNARDINO. 
THE PETITION for Probate 
requests that JASON ELLIOT 
WATSON be appointed as per-
sonal representative to admin-
ister the estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
the decedent’s will and codi-
cils, if any, be admitted to pro-
bate. The will and any codicils 
are available for examination 
in the file kept by the court. 

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The 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 December 31, 2025 at 
9:00 a.m. at

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court Fontana Dis-
trict

Department F2 - Fontana
17780 Arrow Boulevard
Fontana, CA 92335 

IF YOU OBJECT to the 
granting of the petition, you 
should appear at the hearing 
and state your objections or 
file written objections with 
the court before the hearing. 
Your appearance may be in 
person or by your attorney. 
IF YOU ARE A 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 Ja-
son Elliot Watson: 
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-
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no County Sentinel on Novem-
ber 28 and December 5 & 12, 
2025. 

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE

NUMBER CIV SB 
2532982   

TO  ALL INTER-
ESTED PERSONS: Pe-
titioner AYDEN DIEGO 
ZATARAIN filed with this 
court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

 AYDEN DIEGO ZA-
TARAIN to   AYDEN 
STONE HERNANDEZ 

 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: January 6, 2026, 

Time: 08:30 AM, Department: 
S35

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 in 
San Bernardino County Cali-
fornia, once a week for four 
successive weeks prior to the 
date set for hearing of the pe-
tition.

Dated: 11/24/2025
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
By Matthew Stutte, Depu-

ty Court Clerk
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
November 28 and December 5, 
12 & 19, 2025.

FBN20250010335
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

TAKAMA CONSTRUC-
TION  7894 PALMETTO AVE 
FONTANA, CA 92336: RABI EN-
RIQUEZ DIAZ 

Business Mailing Address:  
7894 PALMETTO AVE 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: July 12, 2019.

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/  RABI ENRIQUEZ DIAZ, 
Owner

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
10/30/2025

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 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 November 
28 and December 5, 12 & 19, 2025.

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices

FBN20250009770
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

JOSEPH W. BRADY, INC. 
[and] THE BRADCO COM-

PANIES
[and] BRADCO DEVELOP-

MENT
[and] BRADCO DIVERSI-

FIED
[and] BRADCO HIGH DES-

ERT REPORT
[and] MOJAVE RIVER VAL-

LEY COMMERCIAL REAL ES-
TATE GROUP

12402 INDUSTRIAL BLVD.  
SUITE B-6  VICTORVILLE, CA 
92395:  JOSEPH W. BRADY, INC.   
12402 INDUSTRIAL BLVD.  
SUITE B-6  VICTORVILLE, CA 
92395

Business Mailing Address:  
P.O. BOX 2710  VICTORVILLE, 
CA 92393

The business is conducted by: 
A CORPORATION registered with 
the State of California under the 
number 1564782 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: December 4, 1989.

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/   JOSEPH W. BRADY,  
President

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
10/15/2025

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 K4866

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  24 
& 31 and November 7 & 14, 2025. 
Corrected on November 28 and De-
cember 5, 12 & 19, 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:     
8922 BEECH AVE UNIT H FON-
TANA, 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 MUBARAK, 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. 
Corrected on November 28 and De-
cember 5, 12 & 19, 2025

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE

NUMBER CIV SB 

2533622
TO ALL INTEREST-

ED PERSONS: Petitioner 
JENEVAR ALCHADAY-
DA  filed with this court for 
a decree changing names 
as follows:

JENEVAR ALCHA-
DAYDA     to     JENEVAR 
JANESSA ALCHADAY-
DA 

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: January 20, 2026, 

Time: 9:00 AM, Department: 
S 23

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: 12/3/2025
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
Gilberto Villegas, Deputy 

Clerk of the Court
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
December 5, 12, 19 & 26, 2025.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE

NUMBER CIV SB 
2533915

TO ALL INTER-
ESTED PERSONS: Peti-
tioner FUYANG MAO and 
SHUN CUI  filed with this 
court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

CALEB CUI MAO     to     
CALEB MAO CUI 

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: January 16, 2026, 

Time: 8:30 AM, Department: 
S 22

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: 12/5/2025
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
Leslie Zepeda, Deputy 

Clerk of the Court
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 

December 5, 12, 19 & 26, 2025.

FBN20250011077
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

CALIFORNIA AUTO REG-
ISTRATION SERVICE 555 W 
1st STREET RIALTO, CA 92376: 
LOW BUDGET AUTO SALES, 
INC. 555 W FIRST STREET   RI-
ALTO, CA 92376  

Business Mailing Address:  
555 W 1st STREET RIALTO, CA 
92376

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: 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/  BRIAN JOHNSON, Sec-
retary 

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
11/26/2025

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 K7325

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 December 5, 
12, 19 & 26, 2025.

FBN20250011210
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

RESTORED PATH   7124 
VINE ST  HIGHLAND, CA 92346: 
STEVEN J RIVAS  

Business Mailing Address:   
7124 VINE ST  HIGHLAND, CA 
92346

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/  STEVEN J RIVAS 
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
12/2/2025

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 December 5, 
12, 19 & 26, 2025.

FBN20250011142
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

LA MAS HERMOSA BEAU-
TY STUDIO  365 S MOUNTAIN 
SUITE 22 UPLAND, CA 91786: 
ANGELICA GALVAN DIAZ   

Business Mailing Address:   
1344 SPRINGFIELD ST APT A  
UPLAND, CA 91786

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/  ANGELICA GALVAN 
DIAZ, Owner 

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
12/1/2025

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 K7326

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 December 5, 
12, 19 & 26, 2025.

FBN20250010165
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

CODE RED STEAM CLEAN-
ING  7868 MILLIKEN AVE   APT 
506    RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730:  SHAWNTELLE N. 
WEST   

Business Mailing Address:   
1810 WEST ARROW RT   APT  6    
UPLAND, CA 91786

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL. 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: October 9, 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/  SHAWNTELLE N. WEST 
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
10/23/2025

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 December 5, 
12, 19 & 26, 2025.

FBN20250011111
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

LEE TAX AND REALTY AS-
SOCIATES   6109  VINEYARD 
AVE     RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91701:  SAMUEL H. LEE   

Business Mailing Address:    
6109  VINEYARD AVE     RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91701

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/  SAMUEL H. LEE, Own-
er 	  

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
12/01/2025

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 December 5, 
12, 19 & 26, 2025.

FBN20250011073
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

MTHRSHIP   16917 ADEL-
ANTO ROAD  ADELANTO, CA 
92301:   HIGH SKY LLC  16917 
ADELANTO ROAD  ADEL-
ANTO, CA 92301 Business Mail-
ing Address:   16917 ADELANTO 
ROAD  ADELANTO, CA 9230

The business is conducted by: 
A LIMITED LIABILITY COM-
PANY registered with the State 
of California under the number 
202359614632

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/  TRENTON HARPER,  
Manager 	  

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
11/26/2025

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 K8167

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 December 5, 
12, 19 & 26, 2025.

FBN 20250010857     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: SAN ANTONIO BAK-
ERY. 11623 CHERRY AVE B7 
FONTANA, CA 92337;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 11623 CHERRY 
AVE B7 FONTANA, CA 92337]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
HIPOLITO R PEREZ VENTU-
RA; SOLEDAD BARRAGAN  
The business is conducted 
by: A MARRIED COUPLE.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: DEC 20, 2006 
By signing, I declare that all in-
formation in this statement is 
true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false 
is guilty of a crime (B&P Code 
179130. I am also aware that all 
information on this statement be-
comes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ HIPOLITO R PEREZ VENTURA 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: NOVEMBER 19, 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 it-
self authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common 
law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 11/21/2025, 
11/28/2025, 12/05/2025, 
12/12/2025          CNBB47202507MT 

FBN 20250010850     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: CAPELLA RESIDEN-
TIAL CARE. 5558 CAPELLA PL 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91739;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
5558 CAPELLA PL RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91739]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
MAKING LIFE WONDER-
FUL (MLW) 5558 CAPELLA 
PL RANCHO CUCAMONGA 
CA 91739 STATE OF INCOR-
PORATION CA ARTICLES OF 
INCORPORATION 4327201; 
5558 CAPELLA PL RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91739 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all in-
formation in this statement is 
true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false 
is guilty of a crime (B&P Code 
179130. I am also aware that all 
information on this statement be-
comes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ BRUCE M. WHITE, CEO 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: NOVEMBER 19, 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 it-
self authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common 
law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Senti-
nel 11/21/2025, 11/28/2025, 
12/05/2025, 12/12/2025          CN-
BB47202506MT 

FBN 20250010712     
The following person is do-
ing business as: COOKING 
WITH ADRIAN. 3350 SHELBY 
STREET SUITE 200 ONTARIO, 
CA 91764;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
3350 SHELBY STREET SUITE 
200 ONTARIO, CA 91764]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
ADRIAN’S WORLD 3350 SHEL-
BY STREET SUITE 200 ON-
TARIO CA 91764 STATE OF IN-
CORPORATION CA ARTICLES 
OF INCORPORATION 4211756 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all in-
formation in this statement is 
true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false 
is guilty of a crime (B&P Code 
179130. I am also aware that all 
information on this statement be-
comes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ FELICIA GUZMAN, CEO 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: NOVEMBER 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 it-
self authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common 
law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 11/21/2025, 
11/28/2025, 12/05/2025, 
12/12/2025          CNBB47202505MT 

FBN 20250010695     
The following person is doing 
business as: THE GLAM BY 
MARCE’S NAIL STUDIO. 17216 
SLOVER AVE #L101 SUITE 
#115 FONTANA, CA 92337;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 17216 
SLOVER AVE #L101 SUITE 
#115 FONTANA, CA 92337]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
DIANA M PINZON ARJONA 
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 in-
formation in this statement is 
true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false 
is guilty of a crime (B&P Code 
179130. I am also aware that all 
information on this statement be-
comes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ DIANA M PINZON 
ARJONA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: NOVEMBER 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 it-
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self authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common 
law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 11/21/2025, 
11/28/2025, 12/05/2025, 
12/12/2025          CNBB47202504MT 

FBN 20250010701     
The following person is doing 
business as: ROOTER FLUSH-
ERS PLUMBING & DRAINS; 
ROOTER FLUSHERS DRAINS 
& HYDRO JETTING; ROOTER 
FLUSHERS 8162 FRANKLIN ST 
BUENA PARK, CA 90621;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 8162 FRANKLIN 
ST BUENA PARK, CA 90621]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
ROOTER FLUSHER INC 
8162 FRANKLIN ST BUENA 
PARK CA 90621 STATE OF 
INCORPORTATION CA AR-
TICLES OF INCORPORATION 
4823909 The business is con-
ducted by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all in-
formation in this statement is 
true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false 
is guilty of a crime (B&P Code 
179130. I am also aware that all 
information on this statement be-
comes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ IGNAIN PEREZ, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: NOVEMBER 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 it-
self authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common 
law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 11/21/2025, 
11/28/2025, 12/05/2025, 
12/12/2025          CNBB47202503CV

 
FBN 20250010489     

The following person is doing 
business as: TECOLOS PAINT-
ING HANDYMAN SERVICE. 
1897 BROADMOOR BLVD SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92404;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 1897 
BROADMOOR BLVD SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92404]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
CESARIO MARTINEZ LOMELI  
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 in-
formation in this statement is 
true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false 
is guilty of a crime (B&P Code 
179130. I am also aware that all 
information on this statement be-
comes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ CESARIO MARTI-
NEZ LOMELI, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: NOVEMBER 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 it-
self authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common 
law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 11/14/2025, 
11/21/2025, 11/28/2025, 12/05/2025          
CNBB46202501MT 

FBN 20250010516     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: FIVE STAR TRUCKING. 
346 N 4TH ST BANNING, CA 
92220;[ MAILING ADDRESS 346 
N 4TH ST BANNING, CA 92220]; 
COUNTY OF RIVERISDE 
PATRICIA ARMEN-
TA OLABARRIA  
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 in-
formation in this statement is 
true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false 
is guilty of a crime (B&P Code 
179130. I am also aware that all 
information on this statement be-
comes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ PATRICIA ARMENTA 
OLABARRIA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: NOVEMBER 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 it-
self authorize the use in this state 

of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common 
law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 11/14/2025, 
11/21/2025, 11/28/2025, 12/05/2025          
CNBB46202502MT 

FBN 20250009550     
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 UNIVER-
ITY PKWY STE #101 SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92047 
STATE ORGANIZATION 
CA ARTICLES OFORGA-
NIZATION 202462611320 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A LIMITED LI-
ABILITY COMPANY.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all in-
formation in this statement is 
true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false 
is guilty of a crime (B&P Code 
179130. I am also aware that all 
information on this statement be-
comes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ FAHED G MOHANNA, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
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 it-
self authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common 
law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Ber-
nardino County Senti-
nel 10/17/2025, 10/24/2025, 
10/31/2025, 11/07/2025          CN-
BB42202503MT CORRECTION 
DATES 11/21/2025, 11/28/2025, 
12/05/2025, 12/12/2025

FBN 20250010832     
The following person is doing 
business as: JUNIOR’S CARPET 
FLOORING & COVER. 1405 W 
VESTA ST ONTARIO, CA 91762;[  
MAILING ADDRESS 1405 W 
VESTA ST ONTARIO, CA 91762]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JUNIOR’S CARPET CARE 
FLOORING & COVER INC 1405 
W VESTA ST ONTARIO CA 
91762 STATE OF INCORPORA-
TION CA ARTICLES OF IN-
CORPORATION B20250117528 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all in-
formation in this statement is 
true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true information 

which he or she knows to be false 
is guilty of a crime (B&P Code 
179130. I am also aware that all 
information on this statement be-
comes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ ROBERTO CORONA 
TORREZ, SECRETARY 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: NOVEMBER 18, 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 it-
self authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common 
law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 11/28/2025, 
12/05/2025, 12/12/2025, 12/19/2025          
CNBB48202501MT 

FBN 20250011054     
The following person is do-
ing business as: MONTEREY 
MORTGAGE. 8608 UTICA 
AVE STE 220MM RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS PO BOX 
7614 REDLANDS, CA 92373]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
CALIFORNIA HARD MONEY 
LENDER INC 8608 UTICA AVE 
STE 220MM RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA CA 91730 STATE 
OF INCORPORATION CA 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all in-
formation in this statement is 
true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false 
is guilty of a crime (B&P Code 
179130. I am also aware that all 
information on this statement be-
comes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ SUSAN E. FUEN-
TES, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: NOVEMBER 26, 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 it-
self authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common 
law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 12/05/2025, 
12/12/2025, 12/19/2025, 12/26/2025          
CNBB49202503MT 

FBN 20250011056     
The following person is do-
ing business as: CALIFORNIA 
HARD MONEY LENDER. 8608 
UTICA AVE STE 220MM RAN-

CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91730;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS P.O BOX 
7614 REDLANDS, CA 92373]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
CALIFORNIA HARD MONEY 
LENDER INC 8608 UTICA AVE 
STE 220MM RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA CA 91730 STATE 
OF INCORPORATION CA 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all in-
formation in this statement is 
true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false 
is guilty of a crime (B&P Code 
179130. I am also aware that all 
information on this statement be-
comes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ SUSAN E FUEN-
TES, PRESIDENT 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: NOVEMBER 26, 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 it-
self authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common 
law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 12/05/2025, 
12/12/2025, 12/19/2025, 12/26/2025          
CNBB49202502MT 

FBN 20250011202     
The following person is do-
ing business as: GCO GEN-
ERAL CONTRACTORS. 2078 
BELLE ST SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92404;[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 2078 BELLE ST SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92404]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
RUBEN H GUERRERO-LLANES  
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 in-
formation in this statement is 
true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false 
is guilty of a crime (B&P Code 
179130. I am also aware that all 
information on this statement be-
comes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ RUBEN H GUERRE-
RO-LLANES, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: DECEMBER 02, 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 it-
self authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 

violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common 
law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 12/05/2025, 
12/12/2025, 12/19/2025, 12/26/2025          
CNBB49202504MT 

FBN 20250010417     
The following person is do-
ing business as: DAILY HOPE. 
11155 FARGO CT VICTOR-
VILLE, CA 92392;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 11155 FARGO CT 
VICTORVILLE, CA 92392]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
VIRGINYA JOHNSON  
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 in-
formation in this statement is 
true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false 
is guilty of a crime (B&P Code 
179130. I am also aware that all 
information on this statement be-
comes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ VIRGINYA JOHNSON, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: NOVEMBER 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 it-
self authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common 
law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 12/05/2025, 
12/12/2025, 12/19/2025, 12/26/2025          
CNBB49202505MT 

FBN 20250011093     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: SOUTHERN CALIFOR-
NIA AG SUPPLY COMPANY. 
25612 BARTON RD #199 LOMA 
LINDA, CA 92354;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 25612 BARTON RD 
#199 LOMA LINDA, CA 92354]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
LUCKY STAR MARKET-
ING INC 1194 E BRIER DR 
SAN BERNARDINO CA 
92408 STATE OF INCORPO-
RATION CA ARTICLES OF 
INCORPORATION 4701172 
The business is conduct-
ed by: A CORPORATION.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all in-
formation in this statement is 
true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false 
is guilty of a crime (B&P Code 
179130. I am also aware that all 
information on this statement be-
comes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ GARY LIAOU, SECRETARY 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: NOVEMBER 26, 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 it-
self authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common 
law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 12/05/2025, 
12/12/2025, 12/19/2025, 12/26/2025          
CNBB49202504MT 

FBN 20250009189    STATE-
MENT OF ABANDONMENT 
OF USE OF FICTICIOUS BUSI-
NESS NAME STATEMENT 
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: THE IMMIGRATION 
AND LAW CORPORATION. 
2130 N ARROWHEAD AVENUE 
SUITE 201A SAN BERNARDI-
NO, CA 92405;[ MAILING AD-
DRESS 2130 N ARROWHEAD 
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 conducted by: 
A CORPORATION. The ficti-
tious business name referred to 
above was filed on 04/29/2021. 
Original File #FBN20210004501. 
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 in-
formation in this statement is 
true and correct. A registrant 
who declares as true information 
which he or she knows to be false 
is guilty of a crime (B&P Code 
179130. I am also aware that all 
information on this statement be-
comes Public Record upon filing. 
s/ 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 it-
self authorize the use in this state 
of a fictitious business name in 
violation of the rights of another 
under federal, state, or common 
law (see Section 14400 et seq., 
Business and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardino 
County Sentinel 10/03/2025, 
10/10/2025, 10/17/2025, 10/24/2025          
CNBB40202503MT COR-
RECTION DATES 10/31/2025, 
11/07/2025, 11/14/2025 & 
11/21/2025 CORRECTION 
DATES 12/05/2025, 12/12/2025, 
12/19/2025, 12/26/2025          

$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.
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Victorville Homi-
cide Victim Identi-
fied  from page 3
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the option and flexibility 
of using overlays to plan 
toward meeting the re-
quirement to build more 
housing. 

Chino City Attor-
ney Gred Galante, who 
previously was in the 
position of representing 
Chino when it was in the 
now-forsaken position of 
opposing the California 
Department of Hous-
ing and Community 

Development’s land use 
dictates, noted in pass-
ing that in the decision 
rendered in in favor of 
New Commune “is very 
much a hit to HCD [the 
California Department 
of Housing and Com-
munity Development 
because it basically dis-
credits their ability, their 
authority in approving 
all of these housing ele-
ments.”

Insofar as the City of 
Chino has come to an 
accommodation with the 
state and the California 
Department of Housing 
and Community Devel-
opment, he did not map 
out or even mention any 

strategy to use the ruling 
to renew the resistance 
to the state’s usurpation 
of local land use author-
ity.

“The request before 

you today is to join that 
amicus curiae brief,” 
Galante said. “To that 
end, the California 
League of Cities has 
decided to take the lead 

nine  misdemeansors in 
San Bernardino County 
over the last 18 years, in 
2007, 2016, 2016, 2019, 

2020, 2020 and 2025, on 
charges such as driving 
withut a license, driving 
while intoxicated, tres-
passing, stalking, public 
intoxication, possession 
of a controlled substance   
and relieving himself 

in authoring the brief.” 
Galante said the city 
would not accrue signifi-
cant costs in having his 
law firm review the brief 
before the city joins in 

the brief.  
Accordingly, the city 

council voted unani-
mously to become a co-
signatory to the brief.

in public. He was also 
charged with two felo-
nies stemming from the 
same incident in 2010, 
raping a drugged vic-
tim and raping a person   
unconscious of the act,. 
Both of those charges 

were dismissed. 
This week, the coro-

ner’s office had yet to 
reach a conclusion as to 
why Beatty had died. 
The department released 
her name.   
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