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 Defense Re: Board Member’s Growing Deficit Alarm 

State Appeals Panel, Like Federal Court, Against AMR Keeping Ambulance Franchise

The largest employer 
in the northwesternmost 
tip of San Bernardino 
County is cutting the 
number of its employees 
by more than half.

In recent months and 
years, Trona-based Sear-
les Valley Minerals has 
been beset on all sides 
by financial challenges, 
including steeply ris-
ing operational costs 
including water prices, 
government regulation, 
competition in the form 
of foreign-government 
subsidized underpric-
ing of one of its primary 
products by its major in-
ternational competitors 
and California’s rising 
energy prices.

Searles Valley Miner-
als Inc. is a raw materials 
mining and production 
operating out of three 
distinct locations in and 
around Trona within 
Searles Valley and over-
seen by a corporate of-
fice in Overland Park, 
Kansas. Since 2008, it 
has been owned by the 
Indian company Nirma. 
The operations at Trona 
pertain at this time al-
most entirely to the min-
ing of natural soda ash 
and extraction of boric 
acid, salt cake, sodium 
carbonate, sodium car-
bonate and specialty 
forms of borax and salt 
from Searles Dry Lake. 
The mining/extraction 
process consists of uti-
lizing purified water to 
soak the earth in the lake 
to create brine, thereaf-
ter liberating the miner-
als from the solution.

Gold and silver pros-
pector John Wemple 
Searles came across the 
borax in the dry lake lat-
er named for him in the 
1860s and by the 1870s 

In a last-ditch effort, 
San Bernardino Mayor 
Helen Tran stemmed yet 
further erosion in the 
erosion of the power and 
prestige she holds as the 
34th municipal leader of 
the county seat.

Tran, the city’s one-
time human resources 
director who left the city 
when she had a run-in 
with her predecessor as 
mayor and then gave up 
a lucrative career as a 

municipal administrator 
to return as a vanquish-
ing heroine and occupy 
a position that many 
thought might prove a 
major step on her way 
to eventual occupancy 
of the Governor’s Man-
sion in Sacramento, 
has learned just as lit-
erally a dozen of what 
were seemingly upward 
bound politicians before 
her came to know: the 
gavel she wields seems 

to be cursed.
The power that was 

once vested in the San 
Bernardino mayor and 
what remains of it is of 
a highly nuanced nature, 
requiring deliberate, del-
icate and carefully cali-
brated maneuvering.

 For 111 years, the 
mayor’s influence was 
more, or was potentially 
more, administrative 
than it was political. 
Nevertheless, during 

that era, the post was, if 
held by a skillful politi-
cal operator, a powerful 
political position. Eleven 
years ago, the mayor’s 
administrative authority 
was taken away, neces-
sitating that the mayor’s 
political instincts and 
skills needed to be honed 
to perfection if he or she 
was to be an effective 
leader.

The City of San Ber-
nardino came into be-

ing, more or less, in 1853 
with the Mormon migra-
tion to California and 
the establishment of a 
settlement – at that time 
a fort – in San Bernardi-
no. It had two mayors in 
the early days but when 
Brigham Young called 
the Mormon faithful 
back to Salt Lake City 
in the winter of 1857/58, 
civic organization was 
put on hold until the city 
officially incor-

A three-judge panel 
in the Fourth Appel-
late District in Califor-
nia’s Court of Appeal 
has ruled in favor of 
San Bernardino County 
in American Medical 
Response’s contesting 
of the board of super-
visors’ 2023 decision 
to end what was that 
ambulance company’s 
three-decade-long vir-
tual monopoly on emer-
gency transportation in 
the 20,105-square mile 
county.

The question has now 
become whether Ameri-
can Medical Response, 
known by its acronym 
and logo AMR, will roll 
the dice on a further ap-
peal to the California Su-
preme Court.  

Throughout the first 
six decades and well 
into the seventh decade 
of the 20th Century, 
competition among am-
bulance companies was 
wide open, with different 
providers of emergency 
medical transport ser-

vice operating whenever 
and wherever they could. 
By the 1940s, ambulance 
company owners were 
utilizing their access to 
police and fire dispatch 
frequencies to send their 
vehicles to the scenes of 
accidents, mayhem or 
medical emergencies, 
alerted by the communi-
cations between fire sta-
tions and firefighters or 
police and sheriff’s sta-
tions and officers patrol-
ling in the field. Gener-
ally speaking, those who 

arrived first gathered the 
prize of delivering the 
injured party to the hos-
pital, collecting a fee for 
doing so.

The owners and op-
erators of the ambulance 
companies sought to lo-
cate their stations and 
garages or to position 
their ambulances dur-
ing the day and night 
at positions that would 
give them an advantage 
at arriving first at those 
places where they were 
most needed, beating the 

competition. Through-
out the 1950s, 1960s 
and into the 1970s, there 
were thousands of inci-
dents where one ambu-
lance crew working of 
one company or another 
would be traveling full 
tilt in one direction to get 
to an accident or medical 
emergency and would 
pass another ambulance 
owned by another com-
pany going in the oppo-
site direction to get to a 
different person in need 
of medical as-

A controversy has 
developed over what of-
ficials with the Apple 
Valley Unified School 
District and the San Ber-
nardino County Superin-
tendent of Schools’ divi-
sion of business advisory 
services has acknowl-
edged was the repeated 
transfer of substantial 
amounts of money in 
what are otherwise the 

Apple Valley district’s 
sequestered accounts 
for funds earmarked for 
specific purposes. 

In a recent opinion 
piece by a member of 
the Apple Valley Unified 
School District’s Board 
of Trustees, Renee Long-
shore, published by the 
Victorville-based Vic-
tor Valley Daily Press, 
note was made that the 

district in some of its fi-
nancial documentation 
provided to her, other 
members of the board 
and the public, there was 
a discrepancy between 
what shown as deficit 
spending and decreases 
in the district’s reserves.

Additionally, in the 
opinion piece, which 
appeared in the paper 
on January 22, 

The musicians of the 
Ontario Chaffey Com-
munity Show Band and 
the Keith Family are 
proud to present a pro-
gram entitled "Love Is 
In The Air" on Monday, 
February 23, 2026 at 
7:30 p.m.

  The concert will 
be held in Gardiner W. 
Spring Auditorium, lo-
cated on the campus of 
Chaffey High School at 
1245 N. Euclid Avenue 

in Ontario.
  The Woodwind Cel-

ebration Ensemble will 
present a pre-concert 
recital in the auditorium 
lobby at 7:00 p.m.  Com-
plimentary coffee and 
cookies will be served 
in the lobby prior to the 
concert.  The perfor-
mance is free to the pub-
lic.

The February concert 
will feature many selec-
tions related to Valen-

tine's Day and the spirit 
of love.  The show will 
be highlighted by spe-
cial guest artists vocalist 
Skip Cain and jazz saxo-
phonist and vocalist Jeff 
Waldon.  Show Band so-
loists will include trum-
peters Steve Collins and 
David Grasmick and a 
vocal by Show Band Di-
rector Pat Arnold.

Skip Cain a becom-
ing a regular with the 
Chaffey Community 

Show Band.  His vocal 
repertoire includes songs 
of joy, romance, and love 
from yesteryear and to-
day.  Skip's repertoire 
ranges from Frank Sina-
tra, Dean Martin, Sam-
my Davis Jr., Tom Jones, 
Lionel Richie, Tony Ben-
nett, James Brown, Wil-
son Pickett, and Teddy 
Pendergrass.  Skip will 
perform "I've Got You 
Under My Skin," "The 
Way You Look Tonight," 

and the Tom Jones mega-
hit "It's Not Unusual."

Jeff Waldon will be 
making his first ap-
pearance with the Show 
Band.  Walden  has been 
performing at local ven-
ues throughout Southern 
California for more than 
ten years as a solo artist 
and as a guest performer 
with many bands.  He 
will be playing the Burt 
Bacharach ballad "Here 
I Am" and the 

With the February 9 
deadline to make a final 
decision approaching, 
the U.S. Supreme Court 
on Wednesday cleared 
the way for California to 
use the gerrymandered 
congressional map Gov-
ernor Gavin Newsom 
and his Democrat co-
horts were able to get the 
state’s voters to appove 
in  November which 

was drafted to result in 
five of the 12 California 
Congressional seats  now 
held by Republicans be-
ing filled by Democrats 
follwoing the November 
2026 election.

The only change in 
the state’s electoral map 
that is likely to impact 
San Bernardino County 
consists of the possibil-
ity  that Repub-
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porated in 1869.  
San Bernardino had 

no mayor from 1869 to 
1905 because it was in-
corporated as a town 
rather than a city during 
that period, governed by 
a board of trustees rather 
than a mayor. The mu-
nicipality fluctuated be-
tween being unincorpo-
rated and incorporated 
as a town or city, formal-
ly becoming a city again 
in 1886 and later, with 
the adoption of a new 
charter 1905, returned to 
a mayoral system. 

That 1905 charter, 
which called for mu-
nicipal elections in odd-
numbered years and pro-
vided for a mayor, city 
attorney, city clerk and 
city treasurer elected 
at large and council-
men elected to represent 
wards, created what in 
municipal parlance is 
referred to as a strong 
mayor form of gover-
nance. While the mayor 
had no voting power as 

the presiding member 
of the city council under 
normal circumstances, 
as the presiding officer 
he wielded the gavel and 
officiated over the meet-
ing, controlling the ebb 
and flow of debate, with 
unfettered freedom to 
place items for action 
or discussion before the 
council. He had the pow-
er to break a tie-vote, and 
veto power on any votes 
that ended either 4-to-3 
or 3-to-2, which in prac-
tical terms meant that on 
any issue where the vote 
was going against the 
position the mayor held, 
he in fact had two votes. 
More significantly still 
under the 1905 charter, 
the mayor had admin-
istrative power equal to 
or indeed greater than 
his political power. The 
1905 charter endowed 
the mayor with the pow-
er to hire and fire city 
employees. This made 
the mayor, in a sense, a 
co-regent of the city with 
the city manager. And if 
the mayor had differenc-
es with the city manager, 
the mayor could fire him.

On one level, the 
mayor had attenuated 
political power in that he 
did not, on most routine 
items, vote. Yet, on items 
that went his way, he did 

not need to vote. And un-
less the items that did not 
go in accordance with 
his preference passed by 
what in those days was 
a 4-to-1 or 5-to-0 vote 
and later, when the city 
went to seven instead of 
five wards, by a 5-to-2 or 
6-to-1 or a 7-to-0 vote, 
he could use his veto 
to change the outcome. 
Moreover, if he were 
skilled and persuasive, 
he might be able to pull 
or push, cajole or whee-
dle, influence or maybe 
even intimidate a major-
ity of the city council to 
see things his way.

That level of power 
was inherent in the posi-
tion. Some of those who 
wielded the gavel chose 
to exercise that power. 
Some did not.

In 2013, a year after 
San Bernardino had de-
clared bankruptcy and 
during the last full year 
of Patrick Morris’s term 
as mayor, discussion 
began over the revision 
of the 1905 charter. A 
committee of citizen 
volunteers was formed 
to adjust city operations, 
which led to a proposal 
to eliminate the elected 
city attorney, city clerk 
and city treasurer posi-
tions and the mayor’s 
administrative author-

ity and move elections 
to even numbered years. 
That change was put on 
the 2016 ballot as a mea-
sure to be voted upon by 
all city residents, where-
upon it passed, 27,478 or 
60.57 percent in favor 
and 17,890 or 39.43 per-
cent in opposition. As a 
result, San Bernardino 
was transformed from a 
city with a strong may-
or form of government 
to a council/city man-
ager model in which the 
council as a panel set 
city policy which the 
city manager carried out, 
such that the adminis-
trative and managerial 
authority once infused 
in the mayor was attenu-
ated and his or her power 
of hiring and firing was 
discontinued, remaining 
only insofar as having 
one of eight such votes 
on hirings of the city 
manager, city attorney, 
city clerk and city trea-
surer/finance director.

In 2018, John Valdiv-
ia, who had been the 
Third Ward council-
man, defeated Carey Da-
vis, who had succeeded 
Mayor Morris, in Da-
vis’s reelection effort, 
becoming the city’s 33rd 
mayor. Valdivia, who 
was consumed by over-
leaping ambition, had 

aspired to the mayoral 
post of San Bernardino 
County’s largest city be-
cause he believed it to 
be a municipal apex of 
sorts, a platform from 
which he could launch a 
successful campaign for 
yet higher office, such as 
county supervisor, the 
state legislature or U.S. 
Congress. He recognized 
before becoming mayor 
the need to cultivate 
political reach, which 
translated into being able 
to influence or control at 
least four votes on the 
seven- member council 
in order to push his agen-
da as mayor through. For 
a time, a relatively short 
one in late 2018 and into 

the summer and early 
fall of 2019, he had four 
and even five members 
of the council whose 
votes he could count on. 
One by one, those votes 
began to slip away as his 
administration was beset 
with political miscalcu-
lations or elements of 
his overbearing person-
ality clashed with one, 
then two and then three 
of the members of the 
council who had been 
his allies. Even as his 
ruling council coalition 
dissolved, the reality of 
what the 2016 Char-
ter had obliterated the 
administrative author-
ity that had resided with 

sistance. 
The closest thing to 

an industry leader in 
San Bernardino County 
at that time was Cole 
Schaefer Ambulance, 
the dominant ambu-
lance service provider 
in neighboring and far 
more heavily populated 
Los Angeles County. 
Cole Schaefer had ap-
proaching 200 ambu-
lances in its fleet, but 
more than 90 percent 
of them were devoted 
to the area west of San 
Bernardino County and 
its coverage was limited 
largely to Chino, Mont-
clair, Upland and Ontar-
io and their surrounding 
unincorporated county 
areas. 

In the early 1970s, 

in what was then the 
most heavily populated 
area of San Bernardino 
County, the east and 
west San Bernardino 
Valleys stretching from 
Redlands and Mentone 
in the east to Chino and 
Montclair in the west, 
four relatively young 
men in their late 20s and 
early 30s – Terry Russ, 
Homer Aerts, Don Reed 
and Steve Dickmeyer 
– each owned and op-
erated his own ambu-
lance company. All four 
had been granted ac-
cess to local emergency 
dispatch centers’ radio 
transmissions, and when 
a call for an ambulance 
went out, depending on 
where their vehicles hap-
pened to be at the time, 
they or the other drivers 
they employed would 
rush to the scene.  In the 
late 1970s, the four got 
together and resolved to 
stop their blind compe-
tition and instead coor-
dinate their responses 
by apportioning the 
shared geography they 

were serving into op-
erating zones. The next 
step was to merge their 
separate companies into 
one – which was called 
Mercy Ambulance. 
Fortified by the in-
creased profits that re-
sulted from their merg-
er, the four directors of 
Mercy Ambulance were 
able to make political 
donations to members 
of the board of super-
visors, to the various 
city council members in 
the communities where 
Mercy was entrenched 
and to the county sher-
iff. Within three years 
of its formation, Mercy 
Ambulance became a 
major political donor and 
player, rivaling develop-
ers and other holders of 
the county’s various ser-
vice franchises. Using 
that influence, it began 
to squeeze smaller am-
bulance companies out 
of the San Bernardino 
County picture entirely, 
buying them out, forc-
ing them into bank-
ruptcy or driving them 

out of the area. With or 
without being granted 
exclusive operating ar-
eas, Mercy claimed a 
virtual monopoly in 
San Bernardino County, 
such that its only com-
petitors were the ones 
willing to run just one 
or two ambulances in 
remote locations where 
it was not profitable 
for Mercy to operate. 
Mercy’s advantage and 
profitability had become 
so overwhelming that it 
was able to create an air 
division, consisting of 
helicopter ambulances 
which could fly to remote 
areas of the desert and 
mountains to retrieve 
and transport the injured 
in a fraction of the time it 
would take to reach them 
by traditional ground-
based ambulances. This 
put Mercy Ambulance 
on the cutting edge of 
the ambulance industry, 
which over the course 
of a decade-and-a-half 
made Russ, Aerts, Reed 
and Dickmeyer fabu-
lously wealthy. By the 

late 1990s, the four were 
in their 50s and 60s and 
had grown weary of the 
bustle and intensity of 
providing a service with 
life-or-death implica-
tions 24 hours a day and 
365 days per year. They 
sold Mercy Air Ambu-
lance to a Japanese com-
pany and headed into 
comfortable retirement. 
That left a vacuum, 
which a few companies, 
including some start-ups 
and a few with existing 
operations just outside 
the county’s periphery, 
sought to fill. Gradu-
ally at first and then with 
greater ruthlessness as it 
succeeded, Greenwood 
Village, Colorado-based 
American Medical Re-
sponse, Inc. – AMR – 
took over from Mercy 
as the county’s preemi-
nent emergency medical 
transport provider. The 
company took a leaf out 
of Mercy’s playbook and 
began making substan-
tial political contribu-
tions, primarily to in-

cumbent politicians, in 
an effort to ingratiate the 
company with the pow-
ers that be, in essence 
solidifying its hold on 
the exclusive operating 
zones that had by that 
point become an intrin-
sic part of the ambulance 
industry in California 
and in San Bernardino 
County. The smaller am-
bulance companies com-
peting for a piece of the 
San Bernardino County 
pie, like those that two 
and three decades previ-
ously had tried to stay in 
place while Mercy was 
taking over, could not 
afford to buy such influ-
ence through political 
donations. Soon, those 
companies dried up and 
blew away, at least in 
San Bernardino County.

Simultaneous with 
granting first Mercy 
and then later American 
Medical Response the 
virtual monopolies those 
companies held, a ratio-
nale for doing so evolved 

Mercy Ambulance 
Established A Near 
Monopoly In San 
Bernardino County 
In The 1970s, Which 
AMR Eventually 
Inherited   from front 
page
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was mining borax under 
the name of the San Ber-
nardino Borax Mining 
Company, conveying the 
product to San Pedro by 
mule team-pulled wag-
ons. Searles sold his op-
eration to Francis Smith, 

who owned the Pacific 
Coast Borax Company.

The dry lake and its 
surrounding area are 
rich in trona and a host 
of minerals.

In 1914, a joint Brit-
ish/South African com-
pany, Consolidated Gold 
Fields, anticipating the 
need for potash during 
what was then called the 
Great War and now re-
ferred to as World War 
I completed the Trona 
Railway line from Sear-

les Station to a junction 
with the Southern Pacific 
Railroad. Simultaneous-
ly, the American Trona 
Corporation established 
the company-owned 
town of Trona adjacent 
to Searles Dry Lake, and 
the production of potash 
began in 1915. In 1926, 
after becoming the Tro-
na Corporation became 
the American Potash & 
Chemical Corporation, it 
began producing borax, 
soda ash, and sodium 

sulfate.
The town of Trona 

during the 1940s during 
peak production as part 
of the U.S. war effort, at 
one point had a popula-
tion of nearly 7,000, mak-
ing it the 11th largest city/
town in San Bernardino 
County. Most of its resi-
dents were employees of 
the mining company and 
those employees were 
paid in company scrip 
rather than US currency, 
which was used to pur-

chase goods at company-
owned stores, meals at 
company-run restaurants 
or secure entertainment 
or diversion at company-
owned movie theaters, 
bowling alleys or pool-
halls.

In the post World War 
II-era to the present, 
there were several inno-
vations in the mining and 
refining operations with 
regard to liberating the 
differing minerals from 
the dry lake brine includ-

ing the use of a lime kiln 
and massive industrial 
boilers, some of which 
were fired by coal, gas 
or cleaner-burning coal 
fired up on a fluid bed. A 
steam-carrying pipeline 
was installed.  At vari-
ous times, emphases on 
the final product or prod-
ucts being derived shift-
ed among potash, borax 
and sodium sulfate.

In 1956, the Stauffer 
Chemical Company ac-

Longshore noted that 
district revenue had 
grown by 57 percent be-
tween fiscal year 2018/19 
and 2024/25 but that the 
district had also seen a 
39 percent increase in 
teacher and pupil sup-
port staff salaries and a 
45 percent increase in 
what the district pays for 
books and supplies. She 
expressed concern that 
over the same six year 
period, the district had 

sustained a 90 percent 
increase in the cost of 
employing supervisors 
and administrators.

Reserves are the ac-
cumulative amount of 
money an entity such 
as a school district ac-
crues as a consequence 
of spending less money 
in a budget cycle than it 
receives in revenue dur-
ing the same budget cy-
cle. While those reserves 
can be built up over the 

years as an entity such as 
a school district receives 
revenue in excess of 
its costs, in those years 
where the revenue di-
minishes or remains the 
same while operational 
costs increase above the 
amount of money com-
ing in, deficit spending 
occurs. Deficit spending 
eats into a district’s re-
serves.

Longshore, in the 
piece appearing in the 
Daily Press, said the 
documentation provid-
ed to her and the other 
board members showed 
“reserves have decreased 
at a higher rate than the 

reported deficit spend-
ing: $2,474,673.34 in 
the 18/19 calendar year, 
$1,308,535.72 in 19/20, 
$2,633,546.27 in 20/21, 
$3,524,903.99 in 21/22, 
$2,467,852.44 in 22/23,  
$3,049,644.15 in 23/24, 
and $98,500.18 in 24/25. 
In fact, over the past sev-
en years, funds were off 
$15,459,155.91.”

According to Long-
shore, who came into 
office in December 2024 
after first being elected 
in November 2024, there 
is a mystery as to “where 
this money went.” She 
asked, [W]hat happened 
to $15,459,155.91, and 

how long has this gone 
on?”

Longshore indicated 
her belief and/or percep-
tion that the quality of 
education in the district 
was being diminished 
while district employees, 
in particular those who 
are higher up, are mak-
ing more money. With-
out saying so directly, 
she implied that the dis-
trict’s priorities were 
askew.

Despite past salary 
increases, Longshore 
said, teachers are asking 
for more money, even as 
revenue to the district is 
flattening out.

“As AVUSD navigates 
impasse with certificated 
staff, school sites have 
been asked to consider 
cuts,” she wrote in the 
piece that the Daily Press 
published. “Unfortunate-
ly, classroom spending 
these past few years has 
already gone down. The 
AVUSD School Board 
has not been clearly in-
formed, according to the 
Fiscal Crisis & Manage-
ment Assistance Team’s 
(FCMAT, an outside au-
ditor) report presented 
at a Special Meeting/
Workshop of the board 
of trustees on October 

Duke Ellington song "In 
a Sentimental Mood."

Also featured will be 
songs about the perils 
of love, including "Love 
Potion Number Nine" 
sung by Pat Arnold, 
and Jeff Waldon sing-
ing "Ain't No Sunshine 
When You're Gone."

  Show Band trumpet-
ers Steve Collins will 
perform "Misty" and 

David Grasmick will 
provide a rendition of  
"We've Only Just Be-
gun." 

 The musicians of the 
Show Band will be fea-
tured on the songs "Love 
Is Sweeping the Coun-
try" and the beautiful 
"Come Rain, or Come 
Shine."

Concertgoers will 
alos hear "Love Is In The 

Air." 
Those near and far 

should feel free to  invite 
family and friends.

Those who want to 
support the Show Band 
can do so by visiting and 
feeding our Hungry Tuba 
located in the lobby. 

 The concert will be 
broadcast on local On-
tario cable Channel 3.  
Check your cable listings 
for the date and time.

The Ontario Chaffey 
Community Show Band 
was founded in 1985 by 
R. Jack Mercer and is 
now under the direction 

of Mr. Patrick Arnold 
and assistant directors 
David Schaafsma and 
David Grasmick.  Band 
members represent at 
least two dozen com-
munities throughout 
Southern California.  
Adult musicians and 
students are invited to 
participate.  Rehears-
als are held on Monday 
evenings from 7 to 9:00 
p.m. at the Chaffey High 
School Jack Mercer 
Band Room.  The band 
performs monthly con-
certs on the campus of 
Chaffey High School as 

well as at other venues 
throughout the commu-
nity.  All performances 
are free to the public.

For more information 
about the concert visit 
the Show Band web-
site at www.showband.
net or contact Pat Ar-
nold at pat@showband.
net.  The "Friends of the 
Ontario Chaffey Com-
munity Show Band" is a 
registered charity under 
Internal Revenue Code 
Section 501 (c)(3); EIN # 
46-1422958.  Donations 
are welcomed.  Checks 

may be made out to:  
Friends of the OCCSB, 
P.O. Box 1512, Ontario, 
CA 91762.  Concert go-
ers interested in being 
included on the Show 
Band mailing list are 
encouraged to fill out an 
information card at our 
events.  Be sure to fol-
low the Show Band on 
Facebook, X, Instagram, 
YouTube, and our web-
site at www.showband.
net.

lican Congressman Ken 
Calvert, whose current 
41st District  in Riverside 
County was eliminated 
in a bid by the Democrats 
to end his political vi-
ability entirely, will now 
challenge 40th District 
Congreswoman Young 
Kim, who reprsents the 
southwesternmost por-
tion of San Bernardino 
County. 

At present, forty of 

California’s 52 Congres-
sional seats are held by 
Democrats. From the 
outset of the gerryman-
der effort which began 
last summer, the Demo-
crats’ intent was to thin 
the ranks of California’s 
Republican Congressio-
nal delegation even fur-
ther. 

That move required 
voter approval, which 
Newsom and the Demo-
cratic state legislature 
obtained by placing an 
initiative on the ballot in 
a specially-called elec-
tion, at a cost of $282.6 
million, in November.

 A coalition of Re-
publicans challenged the 
unusual maneuver and 
the elections outcome, 
but in a terse, one-sen-
tence order, the justices 
turned down that request 
to have the state utilized 
the electoral map that 
was drawn in 2021 by a 
nonpartisan commission  
using data from the 2020 
U.S. Census anwhich 
which was used in the 
last two federal election 
in California. 

The court’s order 
came two months to the 
day after the justices, 
over a dissent by the 

court’s three Democratic 
appointees, granted a re-
quest from Texas to al-
low it to use a new map 
intended to allow Re-
publicans to pick up five 
additional House seats in 
that state. 

It was that action by 
the Texas legislature last 
July which triggered the 
events leading to the 
California map change.

Texas’s gerrymander 
favoring Republicans 
did not go unchallenged 
by Democrats in that 
state. 

After that map change 
was made, a suit was 

filed alleging the redraft-
ing of the congressional 
districts would hamper 
fair representation of 
Latinos in certain ar-
eas of Texas. A court 
injunction  blocked the 
map but in Governor 
Greg Abbott, a Repub-
lican who had invited 
the Texas legislature to 
make the map change to 
prevent the Democrats 
from obtaining a major-
ity in the House of Rep-
resentatives in the 2026 
mid-term election and 
hamstringing President 
Donald Trump and his 
administration in the last 

two years of his current 
term as president, sued 
to force the Texas redis-
tricting to go forward. 

 In Abbott v. League 
of United Latin Ameri-
can Citizens, the lower 
court agreed with those 
challenging the new map  
that the “legislature’s 
motive was predomi-
nantly racial.” 

The court majority on 
December 4 issued an 
order putting that rulling 
on hold.   Justice Samuel 
Alito’s opinion, joined 
by Justices Clarence 
Thomas and Neil Gor-
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Tran Materialized 
Out Of The Chaos, 
Dysfunction And 
Corruption Of The 
Valdivia Regime    
from page 2

the mayor in the origi-
nal 1905 Charter fully 
dawned on Valdivia. He 
found himself in a role 
that was nowhere near as 
dynamic, consequential 
and impactful as what 
he had envisioned and he 
was soon flailing about, 
trying to assert power 
he did not have, lashing 
out at members of the 
council when they failed 
to coalesce into the rul-
ing majority he needed 
to build the record of ac-
complishment as mayor 
he needed to propel his 
political career forward. 
The best he could do was 
to engage with elements 
of the business com-
munity, promising them 
the council’s support for 
their projects, licensing 
applications, franchise 
bids or service provision/
supply vendor contracts 
he could not truly deliver 
on in exchange for dona-
tions to his electioneer-
ing fund which led to the 
perception that mayoral 
regime was steeped in a 
pay-to-play ethos. In his 
effort to reassume the 
administrative author-
ity that had been taken 
from the mayor with the 
[adopting] of the 2016 
Charter, early on in his 
tenure he orchestrated 
the forced departure of 
City Manager Andrea 
Travis Muller and then 
sought to broker with 
her two successors – 
Teri LeDoux and Robert 
Field – a deal by which 
they would retain the 
title, pay and benefits of 
being city manager but 
surrender or defer to him 
the administrative, min-
isterial and managerial 
authority of the city man-
ager’s post, in essence 
undoing the reform in 
the charter change that 
had done away with the 
city’s strong mayor form 
of government. Valdiv-
ia’s attempt to obtain 
LeDoux’s connivance to 
remake himself into co-
city manager ultimately 
failed and was only 
slightly more success-
ful while Field was city 
manager.

Valdivia’s tenure 

as mayor was further 
marred by his efforts to 
manipulate, order in-
timidate or otherwise or-
chestrate city employees, 
in particular members of 
city staff working in the 
mayor’s office to engage 
activity that several of 
them considered to be 
harassment, improper or 
politically motivated. No 
fewer than five of those 
employees lodged civil 
suits against Valdivia 
and the city over their 
treatment. Three of those 
five suits have since end-
ed in settlements favor-
able to the employees. 
Caught up in the fallout 
from the charges brought 
forth in those claims and 
lawsuits filed against 
Valdivia by those em-
ployees was the city’s 
human resources direc-
tor, Helen Tran. As one 
of the city’s top seven 
administrators/depart-
ment heads whose duty 
included ensuring that 
city employees not be ex-
posed to a hostile work-
ing environment, Tran 
found herself caught 
between Valdivia, osten-
sibly the highest ranking 
and most powerful po-
litical figure in the city 
and at City Hall to whom 
she was, through the city 
manager, answerable and 
the employees, three of 
whom were women who 
claimed that Valdivia 
among other things had 
been pressuring them to 
have sex with them. The 
women – one-time may-
oral assistant Karen Cer-
vantes, one-time senior 
customer service repre-
sentative Mirna Cisneros 
and mayoral office field 
reperesentative Jackie 
Aboud – maintained that 
the city administration, 
most pointedly Tran be-
cause she was the head of 
the human resources di-
vision, had failed to pro-
tect them from Valdivia. 
The record shows that 
Tran, while she was 
San Bernardino human 
resources director, ex-
pressed concern that 
Valdivia was insisting 
upon Cisneros accom-
pany him to after-hours 
functions that were not 
part of her job assign-
ment. Tran said she was 
not informed while she 
was still a department 
head with San Bernardi-
no of any sexual harass-
ment on Valdivia’s part. 

Nevertheless, she was 
convinced that remain-
ing in San Bernardino 
in the role of human re-
sources director might 
prove problematic pro-
fessionally for her, given 
the way in which city 
employees were being 
put upon by Valdivia and 
the risk she had to run in 
offending him and po-
tentially put her job into 
jeopardy by continu-
ally writing him memos 
about it. Toward the end 
of 2019, after reaching 
an understanding with 
David Carmony, then the 
city manager of West Co-
vina, that he would hire 
her as human resources 
director there, she re-
signed from her position 
as human resources di-
rector in San Bernardi-
no, where she was being 
provided with an annual 
salary of $150,824.47, 
perquisites and pay add-
ons of 17,151.41 benefits 
of  56,089.73  for a total 
annual compensation of 
$224,065.60.

Except for making 
the daily 86-mile round-
trip commute from San 
Bernardino, where she 
lived, to West Covina, 
the transition was rela-
tively painless for Tran, 
as West Covina paid her  
$144,805 in salary, an-
other $13,762 in perqui-
sites and pay add-ons, 
$109,273.07 in benefits 
for a total annual com-
pensation $267,840.07.

Her final year in San 
Bernardino, where she 
had begun in 2006 as 
an executive assistant 
to the human resources 
director, stuck in Tran’s 
craw. In many ways, the 
job in San Bernardino, 
where she was making 
very good money and 
she had to drive just a 
few miles to get to work, 
was a dream assignment. 
She greatly resented 
that Valdivia had ruined 
things for her and her 
family. Moreover, Tran 
was not without some 
degree of political ambi-
tion herself.

As Valdivia’s term 
as mayor was winding 
down, a member of the 
city council, Fourth Ward 
Councilman Fred Sho-
rett, who had long been 
at odds with Valdivia, 
floated a proposal to alter 
the charter and do away 
with the elected mayor’s 
post, instead instituting 

a policy of rotating the 
mayoral function among 
the seven members of 
the council. Valdivia 
and others both affiliated 
with him and his rivals 
opposed the concept and 
the Shorett’s proposal 
died quietly, while those 
displeased with Valdivia 
redoubled their efforts 
toward having him re-
moved through the tradi-
tional electoral process.

Tran, along with 
five others, challenged 
Valdivia in the 2022 
mayoral race. Despite 
the consideration that 
Valdivia had a campaign 
war chest that was twice 
that of all six other can-
didates combined, he 
finished third in that 
year’s June Primary. 
Tran found herself in a 
run-off against the city’s 
former elected city attor-
ney, Jim Penman. Tran’s 
association with the 
Democratic Party served 
her well. Since she was a 
freshman in high school, 
she had volunteered on 
the campaigns of Demo-
crat candidates, includ-
ing that of a career poli-
tician Joe Baca, Sr., who 
spent 13 years in Con-
gress and seven years in 
the California Legisla-
ture. At present, Baca is 
the mayor in neighbor-
ing Rialto. Throughout 
high school and into col-
lege and beyond, Tran 
remained politically in-
volved in working for 
Democrats seeking elec-
tion or reelection. In the 
2022 contest, she had 
the solid support of the 
local Democratic Party. 
She also had the advan-
tage of the city’s experi-
ence with Valdivia being 
the backdrop to the race. 
Valdivia had achieved 
his early political suc-
cess as a Penman pro-
tege, but Penman had 
grown alarmed as the 
younger man had in-
volved himself in scan-
dal upon scandal when 
he was mayor. Penman 
tried to redefine himself 
as someone who rejected 
the values Valdivia had 
gravitated to and reju-
venate his legacy by dis-
placing him as mayor. 
For much of the elector-
ate, however, Penman 
was too closely tied 
into Valdivia, and Tran 
soundly defeated him 
16,869 votes or 62.78 
percent to 10,002 votes 

or 37.22 percent.
Tran came into of-

fice in December 2022. 
Virtually the entire 
city council welcomed 
her into the mayor’s 
office, with the pos-
sible exception of Third 
Ward Councilman Juan 
Figueroa, who had been 
selected with Valdivia’s 
backing by the Third 
Ward’s voters during a 
special election in 2019 
to fill out the remaining 
two years of Valdivia’s 
term on the council fol-
lowing his 2018 election 
as mayor.

Tran featured a multi-
plicity of advantages and 
positive traits. She was 
a relatively young, at-
tractive, well-educated, 
well-dressed and articu-
late Asian woman, in-
deed the first Vietnam-
ese-American woman 
to be elected mayor of 
an American city. Those 
advantages fed upon 
themselves and imme-
diately upon her victory 
over Penman, she was 
widely perceived among 
Democrats in San Ber-
nardino County, Los An-
geles, Southern Califor-
nia and the entire state 
as heralding the wave of 
the future, Instantly, she 
was being discussed as 
the Democrats’ standard 
bearer in future races for 
county supervisor, state 
Assembly, state Senate 
and potentially the gov-
ernorship.

In short order after 
actually taking on the 
mayoral role, however, 
difficulties for and with 
Tran arose.

Just as had been the 
case with Valdivia, Tran 
did not appreciate before 
she was mayor the degree 
to which the mayor’s ac-
tual power under the 
2016 Charter had been 
attenuated. The San Ber-
nardino mayor’s position 
was completely devoid 
of administrative author-
ity and its political pow-
er was entirely depen-
dent upon the personal 
dynamism of the mayor. 
A mayor who was ready, 
willing, able and deter-
mined to engage in back-
room political horsetrad-
ing could, conceivably 
and realistically, come 
to dominate governance 
in San Bernardino. This 
would require that the 
mayor study each mem-
ber of the city council, 

or at least a majority of 
the members of the city 
council, learn what that 
council member’s hier-
archy/priority of needs 
and goals are, engage in 
multiple and involved di-
alogues with those coun-
cil members and broker 
deals among them for 
each of them to realize 
their goals by agreeing 
to support each other in 
what they are looking to 
accomplish and simul-
taneously steer the col-
lective into a consensus 
to simultaneously sup-
port the mayor’s agenda. 
Reaching such a consen-
sus is a time-consuming, 
drawn-out, painstaking 
process. It soon became 
apparent that Tran did 
not have the combination 
of time, patience, pres-
ence, perseverance or 
commitment to assemble 
a ruling coalition on the 
council.

An illustration of how 
Tran’s attitude, approach 
and personality were in-
compatible with the ideal 
qualities of someone in 
an elected leadership role 
were her appearances at 
the meetings of the   sev-
eral joint powers authori-
ties or regional planning 
entities in which she 
was enrolled as mayor. 
Such meetings are ideal 
forums for elected and 
appointed officials that 
take part in them to 
meet, greet, trade notes, 
form alliances and bonds 
and network with their 
counterparts from other 
cities and governmental 
agencies. Tran would be 
present at the meetings, 
but, other observed, not 
there. While government 
officials from various 
jurisdictions were inter-
acting with one another 
or listening intently to a 
speaker’s presentation, 
she would be engaged 
with her cellphone.  Not 
only do such meetings 
feature decision-mak-
ing sessions and votes 
on those entities’ agen-
dized action items, but 
in-depth discussions or 
exchanges that would go 
on for many minutes or 
even hours among some 
of the participants after 
the meetings were con-
cluded. Tran never took 
part in these. By the time 
the meetings adjourned, 
Tran was long gone.

She very early on 
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Inclusively Benefit-
ting For A Genera-
tion Of Exclusive 
Operating Zones, In 
2023, AMR Found 
Itself Excluded  from  
page 2

among the politicians 
who were accepting 
their political donations. 
The de facto restric-
tions on other companies 
competing with them 
were not referred to as 
monopolies but rather 
as franchises and then 
later exclusive operating 
zones. 

 The ostensible rea-
son for granting first 
Mercy and then AMR 
the freedom from hav-
ing to compete was that 
operating ambulances 
is an expensive proposi-
tion, not to mention one 
that is crucial to public 
health and safety. Com-
petition between am-
bulance companies has 
the potential, so the rea-
soning went, of driving 
down the prices those 
companies charge to the 
point that their opera-
tions would not be prof-
itable enough for them 
to remain in business. If 
these ambulance com-
panies were to go out of 
business, there would be 
insufficient emergency 
medical transportation 
service available to en-
sure public safety. It was 
for this reason that those 
monopolistic arrange-
ments – the exclusive 
operating zones – were 
established and perpetu-
ated. 

Criticism of both the 
concept of and actuality 
of exclusive operating 
zones did surface from 
time to time. In one no-
table case, in 2014, the 
San Bernardino Coun-
ty’s firefighters’ union, 
known as Local 935, 
suggested the exclu-
sive operating approach 
had on occasion created 
critical shortages in the 
High Desert’s ambu-
lance transport system, 
as AMR had prepo-
sitioned none or very 
few ambulances in cer-
tain remote areas of the 
county, and there were 
no companies compet-
ing with it to provide 
service in their absence.  
For years, the county’s 
decision-makers ig-

nored warnings issued 
by firefighters and oth-
ers, allowing the AMR 
contract to be “rolled 
over” in what the county 
referred to as “a grandfa-
thered process.”  Grand-
fathering is defined as 
llowing something or 
someone to continue 
under old rules or con-
ditions even after new, 
stricter rules or laws 
have been established, 
providing exemptions 
from the new regulations 
due to pre-existing sta-
tus, often to ease transi-
tions or avoid penalizing 
established practices.

The 2017–2018 San 
Bernardino County Civil 
Grand Jury in its final re-
port issued in June 2018 
recommended that the 
county solicit bids for the 
provision of emergency 
ambulance support in a 
wide range of so-called 
“exclusive service ar-
eas” for the first time in 
37 years. Obliquely and 
politely, indeed without 
directly referencing the 
degree to which hefty 
campaign contributions 
from AMR have bought 
influence on the board 
of supervisors, the grand 
jury report raises the is-
sue of the favoritism 
shown toward AMR over 
the years and the way in 
which the company has 
been allowed to adhere 
to older and lower stan-
dards that were in place 
when it obtained the 
ambulance service fran-
chise while the county is 
insisting that the compa-
nies that would compete 
with AMR hew to higher 
and more expensive stan-
dards. This phenomenon 
in which the government 
shows such favoritism to 
a preexisting entity that 
is not shown to a newer 
entity is referred to as 
“grandfathering.” 

In 2022, in what some 
called a long-overdue 
move and others said 
was a sweeping over-
reaction, the county 
initiated a competitive 
process to improve its 
emergency medical sys-
tem, issuing a request 
for proposals, seeking 
bids from companies or 
entities offering ambu-
lance service interested 
in obtaining a revamped 
exclusive contract to pro-
vided emergency medi-
cal service. The request 
for proposals set forth 

three overarching goals 
for its procurement pro-
cess, extending to im-
proving service delivery 
to customers and local 
public safety agencies, to 
establish a more efficient 
emergency medical ser-
vice system and to make 
investments back into 
the system. There were 
two responses to the re-
quest for proposals, one 
from American Medical 
Response and another 
from Consolidated Fire 
Services, a joint powers 
authority that provides 
communications, dis-
patch, computer infor-
mation systems support 
and geographic location 
information to its nine 
founding member agen-
cies – the Apple Valley 
Fire Protection District, 
Chino Valley Indepen-
dent Fire District, the 
Colton Fire Department, 
the Loma Linda Fire De-
partment, the Rancho 
Cucamonga Fire Depart-
ment, the Redlands Fire 
Department, the Rialto 
Fire Department, the 
San Bernardino County 
Fire District and the Vic-
torville Fire Department 
– and four later-joining 
contract agencies – the 
Big Bear Fire Depart-
ment, the Montclair Fire 
Department, the Run-
ning Springs Fire Dis-
trict and the San Manuel 
Fire Department. 

In its response to the 
request for proposals, 
AMR stated it could 
commit 12,889 weekly 
unit hours to respond to 
calls and that it had 111 
ambulances stationed 
throughout the service 
area available during 
times of peak system 
demand, with 39 addi-
tional ambulances avail-
able to meet surges. It 
emphasized that it was 
the current provider of 
the service with vehicle 
infrastructure in place 
and that it employed 10 
managers and 18 field 
supervisors and a medi-
cal director familiar with 
the needs of the service 
area. The company of-
fered rates of $3,958 for 
both basic life support 
and advanced life sup-
port, $2,834 to carry out 
an inter-facility trans-
port, and $4,392 for 
critical care transport. 
In its proposal, Con-
Fire said it would sub-
contract with Priority 

Ambulance, which also 
serves Maricopa County 
in Arizona and could 
devote 10,371 weekly 
unit hours to respond to 
calls, that it would have 
93 ambulances available 
at peak demand, with 
45 additional ambu-
lances available to meet 
surges throughout the 
service area, and that it 
would establish ambu-
lance staging locations, 
put on-board person-
nel in place and acquire 
vehicles upon receiving 
the contract. It offered 
an assurance it had suf-
ficient leadership and 
management personnel 
to meet the demands of 
providing the service, 
including nine manag-
ers and 18 operations 
supervisors, as well as a 
medical director, noting 
it currently controlled 
the regional emergency 
services communica-
tion system. Its proposed 
rates for its advanced 
life support service were 
$3,547 for non-emer-
gency and inter-facility 
transfer, $4,053 for emer-
gency transport, $2,533 
for non-emergency ba-
sic life transport, $3,167 
for emergency basic life 
transport and $5,067 for 
critical care transport. 

The county impaneled 
a proposal review com-
mittee, the four members 
of which the county stat-
ed would remain anony-
mous but who were, 
the county maintained, 
thoroughly knowledge-
able and experienced in 
emergency medical re-
sponse and capable of 
making a fair examina-
tion of the proposals. 

The four evaluators 
scored both proposals, 
utilizing 14 guideposts 
that included  response 
time, equipment, vehi-
cles, personnel, disaster 
preparedness, deploy-
ment plans, financial and 
administrative qualifica-
tions and the quality, mo-
dernity and location of 
each competitor’s emer-
gency dispatch center. 
AMR overall was given 
a marginally higher cu-
mulative score than Con-
Fire, scoring 1,519 points 
to 1,515. One of the eval-
uators had given a far 
higher score to Ameri-
can Medical Response 
than to ConFire which 
was not in keeping with 
the other evaluations, as 

three of the four judges 
ranked ConFire higher 
than AMR. ConFire re-
ceived individual scores 
of 383, 384, 363 and 385. 
American Medical Re-
sponse scored 373, 419, 
346, 381. After consid-
ering the competition 
results, the county in 
June 2023 sent letters to 
both AMR and ConFire 
stating that because the 
scores for both propos-
ers were “substantially 
equivalent” it intended 
to “move forward with 
negotiations” with both 
entities.

Over the course of 
those negotiations, a 
primary factor influenc-
ing the members of the 
board of supervisors was 
that Assembly Bill 1705, 
passed in 2019, allows an 
ambulance service pro-
vider operated by a gov-
ernmental entity such as 
the state, a county, a city 
or fire protection district 
to receive a supplemen-
tal Medi-Cal reimburse-
ment when the patient 
being transported is a 
Medi-Cal recipient, in 
addition to the payment 
the provider would oth-
erwise receive for that 
service. By contracting 
with a government-oper-
ated provider like Con-
Fire, the county would 
be able to capture those 
supplemental Medi-Cal 
payments, whereas if the 
county contracted with 
a private sector provider 
such as AMR, it would 
not be eligible for such 
reimbursements. Thus, 
the added “value” of 
the arrangement involv-
ing ConFire dictated 
that the county con-
tract with it rather than 
AMR, despite AMR’s 
“marginal” overall su-
perior score by the com-
bined four evaluators.   
At the conclusion of 
those negotiations in 
late October of 2023, 
the board of supervi-
sors decided to offer 
ConFire the contract to 
provide ambulance ser-
vice for San Bernardino 
County from October 
2024 through September 
2029. AMR was granted 
a six-month extension of 
its then-current contract 
to give ConFire time to 
prepare to assume its 
new responsibility in 
San Bernardino County, 
but the existing fran-
chise holder nevertheless 

lost its bid for the new 
contract, despite hav-
ing submitted a proposal 
that received a margin-
ally superior score from 
the county’s evaluators. 
AMR lodged a protest, 
alleging the county had 
failed to follow the se-
lection procedures, had 
not adhered to require-
ments specified in the 
request for proposal, had 
awarded the contract to 
the entity that had lost in 
the competition, and had 
otherwise violated state 
and/or federal law. At its 
December 5, 2023 meet-
ing, the board of supervi-
sors unanimously passed 
a motion to deny AMR’s 
appeal and voted to en-
ter into the contract with 
ConFire and its subcon-
tractor, Priority Ambu-
lance until 2019. Present 
at the meeting were an 
AMR spokesman who 
did not identify himself 
and Mike Rice, the com-
pany’s vice president of 
operations, who made 
no comments. After the 
meeting concluded, Rice 
grew vocal, charging 
that the board’s decision 
was going to put “29 
fewer ambulances a day 
on the road than what” 
his company proposed. 
He said AMR was going 
to sue the county. 

 On April 30, 2024, 
American Medical Re-
sponse made good on 
that threat, filing civil 
suits in both federal court 
and San Bernardino 
County Superior Court. 
In the federal suit, 
AMR’s legal team al-
leged the county’s action 
ran afoul of the Sherman 
Antitrust Act, passed 
by the U.S. Congress in 
1890 to prohibit trusts, 
monopolies and cartels, 
promote economic fair-
ness and competition, to 
regulate interstate com-
merce and “preserve free 
and unfettered competi-
tion as the rule of trade 
for the benefit of con-
sumers.”

The Federal District 
Court for the Central 
District of California dis-
missed AMR’s federal 
antitrust claim, without 
leave to amend, based on 
a precedent arrived at in  
the Parker v. Brown case 
which was ruled on by 
the U. S. Supreme Court 
in 1943. In that decision, 
the Supreme Court held 
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earned a reputation as a 
show horse rather than 
a workhorse. At such 
joint powers or regional 
governmental authority 
meetings, groundbreak-
ings, ribbon cuttings 
and the like, Tran would 
show up, be prominently 
visible when the cameras 
were present, effectively 
getting photos of herself 
with other movers and 
shakers or elected offi-
cials into newspapers or 
on television, web pages 
or into social media. 
Nevertheless, in terms 
of assembly a voting co-
alition consisting of, at 
a minimum, four votes 
on the council to obtain 
passage of the items on 
her agenda, she consis-
tently fell short. There 
were recurrent accounts, 
pertaining to both the 
first two or three weeks 
after the 2022 election 
and then the two or three 
weeks after the 2024 
election where Tran had 
meetings with one or 
two of the members of 
the city council. Those 
accounts were remark-
ably similar. Tran was 
cordial, hopeful and 
confident, expressing the 
need for a new beginning 
in San Bernardino. Her 
expressed expectation 
was that her leadership 
was to be acknowledged 
and that it was in the best 
interest of the council 
members for them to fol-
low her lead. What was 
presented, essentially, 
was Tran’s presumption 
that she already in politi-
cal control, could count 
on the votes of the other 
members of the council 
who were not present and 
that she was extending 
an invitation or an op-
portunity for the coun-
cil member or council 
members she was meet-
ing with to join her team, 
which was represented 
as intact and in charge. 
In 2022, every one of 
the council members 
she met with following 
her election, all seven of 
whom had been in office 
for at least two years at 
that point, knew and ful-
ly appreciated what Tran 
did not know or fully ap-
preciate: that the mayor 

had no administrative 
authority, the mayor had 
no vote on routine mat-
ters and the only politi-
cal authority or power 
that a mayor in San Ber-
nardino possessed was 
what he or she earned 
through hard work and 
coordination with the 
members of the council. 
So, while Tran had in 
essence given the seven 
members of the council 
an ultimatum of sorts - 
“Join my team or else” 
– each council member 
knew the “or else” was 
merely a bluff and that 
Tran had no leverage to 
speak of. Virtually from 
the outset, Tran was off 
on the wrong foot with 
the members of the city 
council.

In the aftermath of her 
2022 election and before 
she was sworn in to of-
fice, Robert Field, who 
had been the city man-
ager hired by Valdivia in 
2020 and who had facili-
tated, with only sporadic 
success, Valdivia’s effort 
to recapture as mayor 
the administrative au-
thority that had been re-
moved from the mayor 
in the 2016 Charter, ten-
dered his resignation. 
Field, perhaps correctly, 
perhaps inaccurately, 
believed that he would 
be unable to work with 
Tran as mayor, given 
that she had just deposed 
the mayor he had shown 
such allegiance to. In this 
way, Tran found herself 
in a fix from the moment 
she became mayor. The 
City of San Bernardino’s 
ship of state at that point 
was rudderless, adrift 
without a captain to steer 
the ship. There began 
immediately an effort 
to find and hire a city 
manager. Early in Tran’s 
tenure, the city turned to 
Charles McNeely, who 
had been the city man-
ager from 2009 to 2012, 
having come to San 
Bernardino from Reno, 
Nevada. Even before 
McNeely had arrived the 
first time, San Bernardi-
no was hampered by a 
structural/institutional 
fiscal deficit that had ex-
isted for nearly a decade. 
Over the course of three 

years, McNeely had 
been unable to cure San 
Bernardino’s penchant 
for spending more than 
it earned, and a mere 
three months before the 
city filed for Chapter 9 
bankruptcy protection, 
McNeely had resigned 
the city manager’s post, 
not wanting to be the city 
manager of record when 
that historic event took 
place. The city had ex-
ited bankruptcy in 2017, 
and in January of 2023 
McNeely, who was by 
that point retired, availed 
himself of the opportu-
nity to come back for 
a short time to the city 
under less dire circum-
stances than when he 
had left it, and the city 
was hoping that it would 
benefit by having an ex-
perienced and competent 
municipal manager guid-
ing it while the city made 
conducted a recruitment 
of candidates to serve as 
city manager and then 
evaluated them to select 
one with the suitable ex-
perience, skills and tem-
perament to competently 
plan, organize, direct 
and control municipal 
operations over an ex-
tended number of years 
to provide San Ber-
nardino with the consis-
tency and stability it had 
lacked going back to the 
time when Fred Wilson, 
the city manager prior to 
McNeely, was in charge 
of the city.

McNeely had been 
brought in as the interim 
city manager with the 
understanding by all that 
he was to be there only 
for the period while the 
search for a permanent 
city manager was on-
going and that he was 
not to be considered 
as a candidate for the 
permanent job. Two or 
three months into that 
temporary assignment, 
McNeely began to warm 
to the idea of return-
ing to San Bernardino 
as the full-fledged city 
manager. Some on the 
council thought that idea 
had merit. Others, con-
scious that McNeely had 
already eclipsed retire-
ment age and was not 
likely to remain in the 
post for more than two 
or three years, did not 
want to rehire him as 
city manager, given that 
there was no prospect of 
his longevity in the role. 

The recruitment effort 
turned up the prospect 
that the city might be 
able to lure Stockton City 
Manager Harry Black, 
who had previously been 
the city manager of Cin-
cinnati, Ohio, to accept 
the San Bernardino city 
manager assignment. For 
a short time in the sum-
mer of 2023, it appeared 
that would take place 
but when word leaked 
out, Black withdrew his 
name to prevent the city 
council in Stockton from 
becoming upset and fir-
ing him. A few weeks to 
a month later, the city set 
its sights on Salinas City 
Manager Steve Carrigan. 
Tran and at least four of 
the city council members 
were convinced that Car-
rigan would make a good 
fit for San Bernardino. A 
further confidential dia-
logue with Carrigan en-
sued, involving city offi-
cials, the Berkeley-based 
executive recruitment 
firm the city had hired to 
assist it in the city man-
ager search, Koff & As-
sociates, and Koff & As-
sociates employee Frank 
Rojas. Tran and four city 
council members were 
convinced that the city 
would not be likely to 
find someone better than 
Carrigan to fill the city 
manager’s post, given 
that he had been success-
fully wresting with chal-
lenging issues in Salinas 
such as homelessness 
and dwindling finances 
that were dogging San 
Bernardino. Soon, a fifth 
council member and then 
a sixth council member 
was sold on Carrigan, 
at which point what was 
for the time being sup-
posed to be a confiden-
tial agreement that he 
was to leave Salinas and 
come to San Bernardino 
was reached in August 
2025. Instead of moving 
at once to close that deal 
and ratify the hiring con-
tract with Carrigan at its 
first meeting in Septem-
ber 2025, however, the 
council postponed doing 
so and then cancelled its 
next regularly scheduled 
meeting for that month 
so the council members 
could attend an out-of-
town conference. The 
mayor and council were 
scheduled to vote on the 
contract with Carrigan at 
its October 4, 2023 coun-
cil meeting, but as a con-

sequence of the delay, 
Carrigan was subjected 
to criticism in Salinas 
over what was seen there 
as his intention to leave 
the city in the lurch. On 
September 28, Carrigan 
informed Rojas that he 
was no longer interested 
in the San Bernardino job 
and wrote a memo to the 
Salinas City Council and 
Salinas staff informing 
them that he was no lon-
ger contemplating work-
ing in San Bernardino 
and was committed to 
remaining in Salinas as 
city manager. On Oc-
tober 3, 2025, however, 
the Salinas City Coun-
cil, in a specially-called 
meeting, voted 6-to-0 
to terminate Carrigan. 
Subsequently, Carrigan, 
citing what he and his 
lawyers claimed were 
leaks emanating from 
San Bernardino, fired a 
claim against the City of 
San Bernardino over his 
firing by the City of Sali-
nas, intimating in doing 
so that he was going to 
sue over the matter. Ulti-
mately, to settle the mat-
ter with Carrigan, the 
City of San Bernardino 
agreed to pay Carrigan 
$800,000, despite his not 
having served in the ca-
pacity of city manager at 
all.

Some three weeks af-
ter the Carrigan debacle, 
which had come about 
because of imprudent de-
lay, on October 18, 2023, 
Tran and the city council 
rushed into a vote, which 
passed by a margin of 
5-to-3, to approve a con-
tract with Charles Mon-
toya, who had previously 
been the city manager of 
Watsonville in Califor-
nia and the town man-
ager of Florence, Ari-
zona and city manager 
of Avondale, Arizona, to 
serve as San Bernardino 
city manager. Among 
the three votes in opposi-
tion to Montoya’s hiring 
was that of Sixth Ward 
Councilwoman Kim-
berly Calvin. From the 
beginning of Montoya’s 
tenure as city manager, 
Calvin pursued ques-
tions about his qualifica-
tions and what she cited 
as his outside entangle-
ments, particularly with 
entities doing business 
with or to potentially do 
business with the city. 
Tran and the majority of 
the city council initially 

dismissed Calvin’s con-
cerns. As 2023 gave way 
to 2024, Calvin pursued 
those issues, in particu-
lar Montoya’s unilat-
eral signing of a letter 
of intent with the San 
Francisco-based bond 
underwriting firm Stifel 
Financial Services in 
preparation of the issu-
ance of some $120 mil-
lion in municipal bonds 
to be utilized for various 
improvement and in-
frastructure projects in 
the city, action that was 
taken without explicit 
approval by the entire 
city council. Calvin as-
serted that Montoya had 
past dealings with Stifel 
in his previous capaci-
ties with other cities that 
had not been disclosed 
to Tran and the council. 
In May 2024, the coun-
cil and Tran, in a closed 
session outside the pres-
ence of the public, voted 
unanimously to termi-
nate Montoya. In do-
ing so, the city council 
agreed to provide him 
with a severance payout 
equal to 12 months’ sal-
ary – $325,000, which 
came in addition to the 
$182,812.50 in salary 
and $40,832.43 in per-
quisites and benefits 
that had been paid to 
Montoya from Octo-
ber 2023 through May 
2024. In this way, it cost 
San Bernardino taxpay-
ers $548,644.93 for the 
roughly 6.75 months 
that Montoya worked for 
them as their city man-
ager.

At the same meeting 
when Montoya was let 
go, the city council voted 
to elevate Rochelle Clay-
ton, who had been hired 
the previous month by 
Montoya to serve as dep-
uty city manager, to fill 
in for him as the interim/
acting city manager.

At that point, 18 
months after Tran had 
been elected mayor and 
17 months after she had 
acceded to the post, the 
city had been languish-
ing, day after day, week 
after week and month 
after month in a constant 
state of discontinuity, in-
stability and uncertainty 
as to direction and man-
agement. Moreover, the 
best that had been ac-
complished during that 
time was simple day-to-
day operations without 
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quired the West End 
Chemical Company 
plant, located on the 
south side of Searles 
Lake in Trona.

In 1974 American 
Potash and Chemical 
was acquired by Kerr-
McGee. In October of 
that year, Stauffer sold its 
West End facility in Tro-
na to the Kerr-McGee 
Chemical Corporation in 
October 1974. In 1982, 
Kerr-McGee reduced 
production drastically 
and instituted massive 
layoffs.  

In 1990, Kerr-McGee 
sold the Searles Val-
ley production facilities 
to capital investors D. 
George Harris and Asso-
ciates, which formed the 
North American Chemi-
cal Company. In 1996 
the production of potash 
in Trona was discontin-
ued.

Ownership changed 
hands in 1998 when IMC 
Global Corporation ac-
quired North American 
Chemical Company. In 
2004, Sun Capital, LLC 
purchased IMC Global 
Corporation and the 
North American Chemi-
cal Company facilities at 
Trona and Westend were 
renamed Searles Valley 
Minerals, Inc. In No-
vember 2007, Karnavati 
Holdings, a subsidiary 
of the Ahmedabad-In-
dia-based Indian corpo-
ration Nirma Limited 

purchased Searles Val-
ley Minerals from Sun 
Capital Partners for $200 
million.

At present, Nirma’s 
operation in Trona spe-
cializes in chemical 
excavation catering to 
industrial, agricultural, 
automobile and other 
sectors, entailing the ex-
traction and processing 
of boric acid, soda ash, 
salt cake, sodium car-
bonate, sodium sulfate 
and several specialty 
forms of borax and salt 
from Searles Lake.

In 2015, the Indian 
Wells Valley Ground-
water Authority, a joint 
powers authority in-
volving the counties of 
San Bernardino, Kern 
and Inyo, the City of 
Ridgecrest, The Indian 
Wells Valley Water Dis-
trict was formed, taking 
as its charter a commit-
ment to ensure a sustain-
able water supply for 
the region by overcom-
ing the depletion of the 
groundwater basin and 
its aquifer which under-
lies 597 square miles and 
includes the northwest 
tip of San Bernardino 
County, the southwest 
tip of Inyo County and 
the northeast corner of 
Kern County. It under-
took to put water use 
limitations on well own-
ers and the major water 
users throughout the re-
gion. Those included im-
posing water use charges 
on entities throughout 
Indian Wells Valley that 
went beyond the amount 
allotted to them by the 
authority.

In September 2020, 

Searles Valley Minerals, 
represented by Eric Gar-
ner, Jeffrey Dunn and 
Maya Mouawad with the 
law firm of Best Best & 
Krieger, filed a lawsuit 
in Kern County Superior 
Court against the Indian 
Wells Valley Groundwa-
ter Authority in an effort 
to protect what Garner, 
Dunn and Mouwad as-
serted are the company’s 
groundwater rights with-
in the Indian Wells Val-
ley Groundwater Basin, 
and to stop the collection 
of what they character-
ized as an illegal and un-
fair groundwater replen-
ishment fee and a tax 
disguised, they assert, as 
an “extraction fee.”

According to Gar-
ner, Dunn and Mou-
wad, “The authority’s 
‘sustainable’ groundwa-
ter management plan is 
anything but sustainable 
– it’s a significant new 
burden on a select few 
groundwater users that 
will push many entirely 
out of operation without 
any regard to existing 
water rights.” The law-
yers said the ground-
water replenishment fee 
was unprecedented and 
exorbitant, and was in-
creasing the company’s 
water costs by 7,000 
percent or $6 million per 
year – pushing Searles 
Valley Minerals out of 
business.

Over the five years 
between 2020 and 2025, 
in large measure because 
of the increase in water 
costs, the number of em-
ployees at Searles Valley 
Minerals dropped from 
700 to 545 employees. 

According to the com-
pany, it is now letting an-
other 300 go.

The company’s presi-
dent and chief executive 
officer, Dennis Cruise, 
said, “This is a painful 
and deeply personal mo-
ment for our employees, 
their families and our 
community. We do not 
want to make these re-
ductions, but we must 
take responsible action 
to ensure the long-term 
viability of the compa-
ny.”

Equally challenging 
for the company is col-
lusion between three 
of its major worldwide 
competitors – Shandong 
Haihua Company, Lim-
ited, Berun Group, and 
Tangshan Sanyou Chem-
ical Company Limited 
– and the communist 
Chinese government. 
Shandong, Berun and 
Tangshan engage in so-
called dumping. Dump-
ing is a trading practice 
which takes place in the 
context of an interna-
tional marketplace used 
to give a company a leg 
up or several legs up 
on its competitors that 
involves a company or 
country exporting prod-
ucts to a foreign market 
at a price lower than 
their domestic price or 
below the cost of produc-
tion, with the intention 
of gaining market share. 
While dumping itself is 
a company-level action, 
it is frequently supported 
by government-backed 
subsidies—such as di-
rect cash payments, tax 
credits, or low-interest 
loans—which allow the 

exporting firm to sustain 
losses while underpric-
ing competitors in the 
target market. That is 
what is taking place with 
regard to Shandong’s, 
Berun’s and Tangshan’s 
sale of soda ash and bo-
ric acid.

Nirma is being bat-
tered to a pulp by the 
Chinese companies’ 
strategy of undercutting 
Searles Valley Minerals’ 
prices, the company said 
in a February 4 press re-
lease announcing the lay-
offs. The Chinese com-
panies are selling their 
product, Nirma said, “at 
prices that California-
based producers cannot 
reasonably match.”

Moreover the com-
pany is being eaten alive 
by California’s operating 
restrictions as pertain 
to the environment and 
energy purchases, such 
that energy purchases at 
present account for near-
ly half of the facility’s 
expenses, putting the 
company at a disadvan-
tage to producers outside 
of California.

“Ongoing regulatory 
compliance costs, fees 
and taxes have further 
increased the cost of do-
ing business, making 
it increasingly difficult 
for soda ash operations 
in California to remain 
economically viable,” 
according to the press 
release.

The company intends 
to up its borax mining 
efforts, it indicated. The 
U.S. Geological Survey 
in 2025 added borax to 
the nation’s list of criti-
cal minerals.

The company’s most 
valuable asset is one it 
has yet to tap into and 
which is being held in re-
serve. An element that is 
plentiful in Searles Dry 
Lake is lithium. Lithium 
is not currently being 
produced on a commer-
cial scale from Searles 
Dry Lake for strategic 
reasons.

Searles Valley Min-
erals is continuing its 
mining of borax, soda 
ash, and salt cake from 
the dry lake but has at 
present deprioritized the 
extraction of lithium and 
potash due to a combina-
tion of economic, logis-
tical, and technical fac-
tors. 

The company is fo-
cusing waiting on har-
vesting borax, soda ash, 
and sodium sulfate, us-
ing a complex solution 
mining and evaporation 
process involving ponds 
which is optimized for 
those products. The 
extraction of lithium, 
which is present in lesser 
quantities than borax, 
soda ash and sodium 
sulfate, requires a sepa-
rate, specialized chemi-
cal process. Lithium 
was identified as being 
present in the dry lake 
in the 19th century, but 
extracting it has not his-
torically been economi-
cally viable. With the re-
cent, rapid rise in lithium 
demand and prices, the 
company is yet waiting 
from a further escalation 
in its value before begin-
ning a lithium extraction 
effort in earnest.

 

30, 2025. This has not 
changed.” 

The Fiscal Crisis & 
Management Assistance 
Team is an independent 
state agency in Califor-
nia that has been in ex-
istence for 35 years that 
provides fiscal advice 
and management assis-
tance to school districts.

Longshore wrote, 
“Even now, we continue 
to approve an over-pro-
jection of expenditures, 
while allowing the shuf-
fle of excess funds, un-

bridled, into accounts, 
unspent.”

In one way or an-
other, Longshore’s opin-
ion piece hit a nerve. 
It appears that district 
officials contacted the 
office of Ted Alejan-
dre, the San Bernardino 
County Superintendent 
of Schools to see if he or 
someone from his office 
could offer an explana-
tion that might assuage 
those who assigned cred-
ibility to what Longshore 
had written.

Alejandre handed the 
request off to his offices 
chief business officer, 
Richard De Nava, who 
in turn brought in his 
underling, Thomas Cas-
sida, the county superin-
tendent of schools direc-
tor of business advisor 
services.

Casssida generated a 
letter dated February 3, 
2026 to Trenae Nelson, 
the pple Valley Unified 
School District superin-
tendent. The letter gve a 
rather dry review of the 
budget review process 
that the county superin-
tendent of schools office 
does of school district 
budgets and their bud-
getary process. Included 
with the letter was an 

attachment, the prov-
enance of which was 
somewhat inexact.

The attachment refer-
enced several transfers 
out to the district’s “spe-
cial reserve fund, also 
referred to as “Fund 40.”

These consisted of   
$2,474,673.34 in total 
transfers out   to the “Caf-
eteria Fund,” also re-
ferred to as Fund 13, fol-
lowed by $2,474,673.34 
in transfers in to the 
“Cafeteria Fund; anoth-
er $1,308,536.32 trans-
ferred out to the “Caf-
eteria Fund and another 
$1,308,536.32 transferred 
in to  the Cafeteria Fund; 
$2,633,546.27 trans-
ferred out of the Caf-
eteria Fund and then 

$2,633,546.27 trans-
ferred into the Cafete-
ria Fund; $3,508,094.54 
transferred from the 
district’s Deferred 
Maintenance (Fund 14), 
which was replaced by 
$3,508,094.54 trans-
ferred back into the  
Deferred Maintenance 
Fund; $600,000 trans-
ferred out of the  De-
ferred Maintenance 
Fund and then $600,000 
transferred into the De-
ferred Maintenance 
Fund; $149,133.34 trans-
ferred out of the district’s 
Adult Ed Fund (Fund 11), 
followed by $149,133.34 
transferred into the 
Adult Ed Fund; anoth-
er $352,319.84 trans-
ferred out of the Adult 

Ed Fund, only to have 
$352,319.84 transferred 
back into the Adult Ed 
Fund; $2,101,659.18 
transferred out of the 
Special Reserve Fund 
and then $2,101,659.18 
transferred in to the Spe-
cial Reserve Fund; and 
$5,495.00 transferred 
out of the Cafeteria Fund 
and $5,495.00 in to the 
Cafeteria Fund. The doc-
umenttionaalso shows 
$2,000,000 of what is la-
beled “Other Authorized 
Transfers” in to Fund 01 
and $2,000,000 in trans-
fers out from Fund 14 to 
Fund 01.

The document offers 
this “Conclusion,” stat-
ing, “The $15.4 million 

District Admits Moving Money Out Of 
& Into Cafeteria, Deferred Maintenance 
Adult Education & Special Reserve Ac-
counts   from page 3
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any concentration on 
long-term or even me-
dium term planning. In 
the morning, the lights 
would get turned on and 
at night the lights would 
be turned out, but that 
was about it. Tran had 
no accomplishments as 
mayor to speak of, which 
might be as expected af-
ter only 17 months in of-
fice, but there was noth-
ing on the way toward 
being accomplished. The 
city, under her watch, 
had not even been able 
to settle on hiring a city 
manager. That was par-
ticularly problematic be-
cause to the extent that 
Tran had any municipal 
expertise, it was in the 
area of human resources, 
i.e., finding competent 
potential employees, vet-
ting them and making 
sure they are qualified, 
capable and hardworking 
and then putting them 
into place and monitor-
ing their performance 
and production, incen-
tivizing them to achieve 
the organization’s or mu-
nicipality’s objectives. 
She had not been able to 
do that.

Over the next several 
months, Tran was en-
couraged with what she 
was seeing in Clayton. 
Not only that, the mem-
bers of the city council, 
all of them it seemed, 
were in concurrence 
with her. Given the city’s 
previous inability to 
fully hook and reel in 
Black, follow through 
with the hiring of Car-
rigan and its experience 
with Montoya, the coun-
cil and existing staff 
were cautious and delib-
erate in making arrange-
ment to extend an offer 
of the city manager’s po-
sition to Clayton, even as 
Tran was continuously 
pushing to expedite the 
process. At its October 
2, 2024 meeting, after a 
closed executive session 
at which a unanimous 
determination among the 
council was reached as 
to Clayton’s suitability, 
the city council unani-
mously indicated it was 
amenable to hiring Clay-
ton as the full-fledged 
city manager.

That led to the formu-
lation of an employment 
contract with Clayton 
by which she would be-
gin at an annual salary 
of $325,000, subject to 
an annual cost of liv-
ing increase tied to the 
consumer price index 
and capped at 5 percent, 
another $11,619.95 in 
perks and pay add-ons 
and $115,693.41 in ben-
efits, for an initial total 
annual compensation of 
$452,313.36.

The city council 
would have voted to of-
ficially promote Clayton 
into the city manager’s 
post and ratify the con-
tract at its regularly 
scheduled October 16, 
2024 city council meet-
ing, but because the city 
council on that day was 
engaged in a League of 
California Cities conven-
tion, that meeting was 
cancelled. The council 
action to formally com-
mit itself to hiring Clay-
ton was to take place at 
its first regularly sched-
uled meeting in Novem-
ber, on November 6, 
2024. In the meantime, 
an additional provision 
to the contract was add-
ed whereby the city was 
to provide Clayton with 
a one-time relocation 
benefit of $10,000, if she 
were to move to a resi-
dence within the bound-
aries of the City of San 
Bernardino within two 
years. 

In a déjà vu scenario, 
just as the city council’s 
cancellation of its sec-
ond regularly scheduled 
meeting in September 
2023 delayed and ulti-
mately untracked the 
hiring of Carrigan, the 
cancellation, 13 months 
later of the October 16, 
2024 council meeting 
resulted in the city be-
ing failing to close a deal 
with Clayton. At the end 
of October, Second Ward 
Councilman Ted San-
chez, through inquiries 
using the California Pub-
lic Records Act, learned 
that in July 2024, Clay-
ton had been informed 
by the California De-
partment of Housing and 
Community Develop-
ment in correspondence 

that came directly to 
the city manager’s office 
that San Bernardino had 
been selected to receive 
a $17 million Homekey 
grant to pay for a size-
able percentage of a $24 
million homeless shelter 
the city intends to build 
on Sixth Street. Clayton 
had not informed the city 
council about the state’s 
offer of the money. In 
his follow-up inquiries, 
Sanchez learned that 
Clayton had declined 
the money on the city’s 
behalf over her concerns 
that the money had come 
with “strings attached,” 
and the city was not pre-
pared to meet the state’s 
requirements to accept 
the money. Again with-
out informing the coun-
cil, Clayton notified 
Sacramento that the city 
was declining the mon-
ey. Sanchez would also 
learn that the city had 
under Clayton’s watch 
failed to lay claim to an-
other $3 million grant 
from San Bernardino 
County to pay for home-
less service efforts be-
cause the city had not 
made three adjustments 
to its planned homeless 
assistance strategy that 
would have qualified it 
to receive the money. 
When this was brought 
up for discussion during 
the closed session prior 
to the public session at 
the November 6, 2024 
council meeting in which 
Clayton’s hiring was to 
take place, the council 
elected at that point to 
pull the ratification of the 
city manager’s contract 
from the public portion 
of the meeting agenda, 
placing her hiring, or at 
that point possible hir-
ing, into indefinite abey-
ance.

There ensued a redou-
bled effort on the part of 
Mayor Tran to recapture 
the council consensus to 
elevate Clayton into full-
fledged city manager 
status. Joining her in this 
endeavor was then-Sixth 
Ward Councilwoman 
Kimberly Calvin, whose 
bid for reelection during 
the city’s March 2024 
municipal election had 
come up short. Calvin 
therefore saw installing 
Clayton as the city’s per-
manent city manager as a 
possible enduring legacy 
that would live beyond 
her time on the council, 

which was set to end 
in December. Joining 
with Tran and Calvin in 
their belief that install-
ing Clayton as city man-
ager would be a sound 
move was then-Fifth 
Ward Councilman Ben 
Reynoso. Reynoso, like 
Calvin and then-Sev-
enth Ward Councilman 
Damon Alexander, had 
failed in his March 2024 
reelection attempt, and 
was due to leave office 
before the end of 2024. 
He was ready to join 
with Calvin and Tran in 
designating Clayton as 
the city’s top administra-
tor, a development which 
yet needed the support 
of two further members 
of the council. Those 
votes, however, proved 
elusive. Alexander was 
troubled over the city’s 
rejection of the state and 
county money that could 
have been put to use in 
homeless relief efforts 
and the contretemps 
that followed. Based on 
how Sanchez and some 
of the other members of 
the council were react-
ing to what Clayton had 
done with respect to the 
grant money that could 
have been used to get the 
homeless off the streets, 
he had become con-
vinced it would be best 
if no decision on who 
should be lodged in the 
city manager’s office was 
made until the three new 
council members who 
were to replace Reynoso, 
Calvin and him – Kim 
Knaus, Mario Flores and 
Treasure Ortiz, respec-
tively – were in office 
so they could weigh in 
on whom they wanted to 
work with as the city’s 
top staff member.

Clayton’s hiring was 
put off again and again in 
November and Decem-
ber and early January 
2025. In February 2025, 
the City of Barstow of-
fered the city manager’s 
position there to Clayton 
and she agreed to accept, 
officially moving into the 
Barstow city manager’s 
post in March 2025.

The episode with 
Clayton was for Tran’s 
critics anther indication 
of the mayor’s inability to 
assemble a working ma-
jority council coalition. 
San Bernardino has an 
acute and growing prob-
lem with homelessness, 
such that it has more un-

housed people – 1,535 by 
the latest count –  living 
within its 62.3-square 
mile confines than are 
subsisting in the five cit-
ies in the county with 
the next highest num-
ber of destitute. Of the 
city’s list of intractable 
problems, dealing with 
its homeless population 
was one of the few is-
sues about which there 
was no meaningful divi-
sion on the council and a 
ready-made consensus. 
Yet, by her die-hard ad-
vocacy of hiring Clayton 
as city manager, even 
after the way in which 
Clayton had looked the 
state’s gift horse of fi-
nancing   more than 70 
percent of the cost of a 
comprehensive housing 
facility to assist in get-
ting a large number of 
the dispossessed off of 
San Bernardino’s streets, 
Tran succeeded in forc-
ing more of a wedge be-
tween her and the at least 
four of the members of 
the council.

Another factor in 
Tran’s inability to 
achieve traction as mayor 
and command the politi-
cal reach she needed to 
succeed in taking charge 
of the city direction 
consisted of her moves 
against the grain of the 
current political estab-
lishment. In the summer 
of 2024, a collection of 
city residents undertook 
a recall effort against 
Councilman Sanchez 
and Councilman Sho-
rett. Both efforts bogged 
down as the proponents 
were unable to obtain 
the signatures of 2,517 
Ward One voters needed 
to qualify the recall mea-
sure against Sanchez for 
the ballot or the signa-
tures of 3,576 Ward Four 
voters to qualify the 
recall measure against 
Shorett for the ballot. 
Tran was working, quiet-
ly she had hoped, behind 
the scenes to assist the 
recall proponents. Her 
assistance, however, be-
came known, distancing 
her further from San-
chez and Shorett.

By the numbers, San 
Bernardino is an over-
whelmingly Democratic 
city. Of its 108,902 reg-
istered voters, 48,788 or 
44.8 percent are affiliat-
ed with the Democratic 
Party, while 24,809, or 
22.8 percent are regis-

tered Republicans. The 
city’s Republicans are 
outnumbered by the 
25,457 residents or 23.4 
percent who are regis-
tered to vote but profess 
no party preference. The 
remaining 9 percent 
of the city’s voters are 
members of the Ameri-
can Independent, Green, 
Libertarian, Peace & 
Freedom or other more 
obscure parties. Shorett 
and Sanchez were Re-
publicans. Shorett is yet 
affiliated with the GOP 
but Sanchez has rereg-
istered as a Democrat. 
Second Ward Council-
man Juan Figueroa has 
declared no political af-
filiation. Second Ward 
Councilwoman Sandra, 
Fifth Ward Council-
woman Knaus, Sixth 
Ward Councilman Mario 
Flores and Seventh Ward 
Councilwoman Treasure 
Ortiz are Democrats.

Despite their common 
Democratic partisan-
ship with Tran, Sanchez, 
Ibarra, Knaus and Ortiz 
find themselves at odds 
with Tran. Flores, alone, 
registers his votes on the 
council dais faithfully in 
line with Tran.

While the council 
on the vast majority of 
routine and noncon-
troversial and typical 
municipal operational 
matters vote in unison, 
on the vast majority of 
items of controversy, the 
vote generally breaks 
along a predictable line-
up of Sanchez, Ibarra, 
Figueroa, Shorett and 
Knaus forming the coun-
cil controlling major-
ity, Flores falling in line 
with Tran and Ortiz un-
aligned with either side.

In June 2025, the Tran 
and six of the city coun-
cil’s members reached a 
consensus to hire Ful-
lerton City Manager 
Eric Levitt, who had 
previously served as 
the top administrator in 
Alameda, Simi Valley, 
Janesville, Wisconsin, 
and Sedona, Arizona as 
city manager, effective in 
August 2025. Ortiz alone 
dissented in that vote.

 With Levitt in place, 
Tran in the intervening 
months has endeavored 
to undertake efforts to 
make up for the munici-
pal malaise that gripped 
the city through the fist-
two-and-a-half years of 
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FBN20260000145
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

ARROW DOG AND CAT 
HOSPITAL [and] ARROW DOG 
& CAT HOSPITAL [and] AR-
ROW DOG & CAT VETERI-
NARY HOSPITAL [and] GEN-
ERAL DOG & CAT HOSPITAL 
[and] ADVANCED PET CARE 
OF MONTCLAIR 5405 ARROW 
HWY SUITE 108 MONTCLAIR, 
CA 91763: GENERAL DOG & 
CAT VETERINARY HOSPITAL, 
INC. 215 CAMPBELL AVE RED-
LANDS, CA 92373

Business Mailing Address: 
5405 ARROW HWY SUITE 108 
MONTCLAIR, CA 91763

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

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the fic-
titious business name or names 
listed above on: January 5, 2026.

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/ MARIAN M. HABIB, 
CEO

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
01/12/2026

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 Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on Janu-
ary 16, 23 & 30 and February 6, 
2026.

FBN20250011678
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

DESTINY RENTAL 15370 
CHOLAME RD #3 VICTOR-
VILLE, CA 92391: ROSINA 
MENDIOLA

Business Mailing Address: 
15370 CHOLAME RD #3 VIC-
TORVILLE, CA 92391

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL.

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names list-
ed above on: December 15, 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/ ROSINA MENDIOLA, 
Owner

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
12/15/2025

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 K1587 Hesperia

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 Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on Janu-
ary 16, 23 & 30 and February 6, 
2026.

FBN20260000210
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

THAT SOUL COACH 435 
N 12th STREET UPLAND, CA 
91786: SOUL LIFE COACHING 
LLC 435 N 12th STREET UP-
LAND, CA 91786

Business Mailing Address: 
435 N 12th STREET UPLAND, 
CA 91786

The business is conducted by: 
A LIMITED LIABILITY COM-

PANY registered with the State 
of California under the number 
B20250352580

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

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

/s/ LAURIE JENKINS, CEO
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
01/14/2026

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 Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on Janu-
ary 16, 23 & 30 and February 6, 
2026.

FBN20260000153
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

TRUE CARE CHIROPRAC-
TIC CENTER 1525 N D STREET 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92405: 
BARRIGA CHIROPRACTIC, 
PROFESSIONAL CORPORA-
TION 1525 N D STREET SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92405

Business Mailing Address: PO 
Box 1752 RIALTO, CA 92377

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION registered 
with the State of California under 
the number B20250304400

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

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

/s/ GEORGINA BARRIGA 
ORTIZ, President

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
01/12/2026

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 Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on Janu-
ary 16, 23 & 30 and February 6, 
2026.

FBN20250012108
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

FOOTHILL MEDIA 7035 
MENDOCINO PLACE RAN-
CHO CUCAMONGA, CA 90701: 
BRADLEY D BAKER

Business Mailing Address: 
7035 MENDOCINO PLACE 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
90701

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL

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

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

/s/ BRADLEY D BAKER, 
Owner

Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
12/30/2025

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 J6733

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 Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on Janu-
ary 16, 23 & 30 and February 6, 
2026.

FBN20260000332
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

GLOBAL BEAUTE 11799 
SEBASTIAN WAY STE 103 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91730: PATRICIA R TSAI [and] 
PATRICK W. TSAI

Business Mailing Address: 
11799 SEBASTIAN WAY STE 
103 RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730

The business is conducted by: 
A MARRIED COUPLE

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names list-
ed above on: JANUARY 10, 2026.

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/ PATRICIA R TSAI, Co-
owner

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
01/16/2026

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 J6733

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 Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on Janu-
ary 16, 23 & 30 and February 6, 
2026.

FBN20250011867
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

SALSAS MAMA ESTELA 
14043 YORKTOWN CT FON-
TANA, CA 92336: ANGELICA 
GUTIERREZ

Business Mailing Address: 
14043 YORKTOWN CT FON-
TANA, CA 92336

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL

The registrant commenced 
to transact business under the fic-
titious business name or names 
listed above on: DECEMBER 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/ ANGELICA GUTIER-
REZ, Individual

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
12/19/2025

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 Ber-
nardino County Sentinel on Janu-
ary 16, 23 & 30 and February 6 , 
2026.

FBN20250011804
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

AVS DESIGN STUDIO   192 
DORSET  AVENUE  UPLAND, 
CA 91786:  ANDREA SA-
MANIEGO 

Business Mailing Address:        
192 DORSET  AVENUE  UP-
LAND, 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: January 27, 2021

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/  ANDREA SAMANIEGO 
, Owner    

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
12/18/2025 

I hereby certify that this copy 
is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office San 
Bernardino County Clerk By:/
Deputy K3379 

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on January 23 
& 30 and February 6 & 13, 2026.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF:

Brent Lynn Scott Case 
NO. PROVA2501001

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of Brent Lynn 
Scott A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by Chris-
topher Scott in the Superior 
Court of California, County of 
San Bernardino.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that The 
petition requests authority to 
administer the estate under the 
Independent Administration 
of Estates Act. (This authority 
will allow the personal repre-
sentative to take many actions 
without obtaining court ap-
proval. Before taking certain 
very important actions, how-
ever, the personal representa-
tive will be required to give 
notice to interested persons 
unless they have waived notice 
or consented to the proposed 
action.) The independent ad-
ministration authority will be 
granted unless an interested 
person files an objection to the 
petition and shows good cause 
why the court should not grant 
the authority., Christopher 
Scott be appointed as personal 
representative to administer 
the estate of the decedent.

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

A hearing on the petition 

will be held in Dept. F2 at 
09:00 AM on 02/24/2026 at 
Superior Court of California, 
County of Superior Court of 
California, County of San 
Bernardino Probate Division, 
, San Bernardino, 247 West 
Third Street, San Bernardino, 
CA 92415, Probate Division

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.

pro per:
311 E Avenue L Calimesa 

Ca 92320
Telephone No: (909)731-

0946
Published in the SBCS On-

tario on:
01/23/2026, 01/30/2026 , 

02/06/2026

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: MARIA C. 
COREA

CASE NO. PRO-
VA2600032

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

A PETITION FOR PRO-
BATE has been filed by REGI-
NALDO TORRES HERNAN-
DEZ in the Superior Court of 
California, County of SAN 
BERNARDINO.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that 
REGINALDO TORRES 
HERNANDEZ be appointed 
as personal representatives to 
administer the estate of the 
decedent.

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

A hearing on the petition 
will be held in Dept. F-2 at 
9:00 a.m. on March 9, 2026.

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 Reginaldo 
Torres Hernandez:

ANTONIETTE JAU-
REGUI (SBN 192624)

1894 COMMERCENTER 
WEST, SUITE 108

SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92408

Telephone No: (909) 890-
2350

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

nardino County Sentinel on 
January 23 & 30 and February 
6, 2026.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME

CASE NUMBER 
CIVSB2600258

TO ALL INTEREST-
ED PERSONS: Petitioner 
MELANIA APONTE 
LAUREANO filed with 
this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

MELANIA APONTE 
LAUREANO to MELA-
NIE ALONSO

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: March 4, 2026, 

Time: 09:00 AM, Department: 
S29

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: January 21, 2026
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
By Sylvia Guajardo, Depu-

ty Court Clerk
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
January 23 & 30 and February 
6 & 13, 2026.

FBN20250011942
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

ALEXA’S BABY STORE 999 
N WATERMAN AVE #B12 SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92410: BER-
THA ALVARADO

Business Mailing Address: 
999 N WATERMAN AVE #B12 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92410

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL.

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

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

/s/ BERTHA ALVARADO, 
Owner

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
12/23/2025

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 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 January 23 
& 30 and February 6 & 13, 2026.

FBN20260000004
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

TRUE PEST CONTROL 9350 
THE RESORT PKWY, UNIT 1638 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91730: MATTHEW A PAGE

Business Mailing Address: 
9350 THE RESORT PKWY, UNIT 
1638 RANCHO CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL.

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

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

/s/ MATTHEW A PAGE, 
Owner

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
1/02/2026

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 K9277

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 January 23 
& 30 and February 6 & 13, 2026.

FBN20260000407
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

REALTY NEST GROUP 
10788 CIVIC CENTER DRIVE 
SUITE 250/260 RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91730: SEN-
TRY HOME LOANS INC. 10788 
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CIVIC CENTER DRIVE SUITE 
250/260 RANCH CUCAMONGA, 
CA 91730

Business Mailing Address: 
7056 ARCHIBALD AVE SUITE 
102-318 CORONA, CA 92880

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

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

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

/s/ ALVARO CRUZ BARA-
JAS MALDONADO, President

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
1/21/2026

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 January 23 
& 30 and February 6 & 13, 2026.

FBN20260000261
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

SUGAR CLOUD COFFEE 
CO. 432 N AZALEA AVE ON-
TARIO, CA 91762: JOHANNA A 
SANCHEZ MORENO

Business Mailing Address: 
432 N AZALEA AVE ONTARIO, 
CA 91762

The business is conducted by: 
AN INDIVIDUAL

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

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

/s/ JOHANNA A SANCHEZ 
MORENO

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
1/15/2026

I hereby certify that this copy 
is a correct copy of the original 
statement on file in my office San 
Bernardino County Clerk By:/
Deputy J9535

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

Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on January 23 
& 30 and February 6 & 13, 2026.

FBN20260000146
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

TERRA VISTA DENTAL 
CARE 7211 HAVEN AVE SUITE 
D RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91701: RAJURKAR DENTAL 
INC 7211 HAVEN AVE SUITE 
D RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 
91701

Business Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 9224 ALTA LOMA, CA 
91701

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION registered 
with the State of California under 
the number B20250426072

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

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

Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices
Record upon filing.

/s/ SEJAL RAJURKAR, 
President

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
1/12/2026

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 J6733

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 January 23 
& 30 and February 6 & 13, 2026.

FBN20250011867
The following entity is doing 

business primarily in San Ber-
nardino County as

SALSAS MAMA ESTELA 
14043 YORKTOWN CT FON-
TANA, CA 92336: ANGELICA 
GUTIERREZ

Business Mailing Address: 
14043 YORKTOWN CT 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 list-
ed above on: DECEMBER 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/ ANGELICA GUTIERREZ, 
Individual

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
12/19/2025

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 January 23 
& 30 and February 6 & 13, 2026.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINIS-
TER ESTATE OF: GARY 
FRED HARVEY 

CASE NO. PRO-
VA2600040   

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of GARY 
FRED HARVEY: a petition 
for probate has been filed by 
NORAH ELIZABETH HAR-
VEY  in the Superior Court 
of California, County of SAN 
BERNARDINO.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that 
NORAH ELIZABETH HAR-
VEY be appointed as personal 
representative to administer 
the estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
the decedents 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 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 March 2, 2026 at 
9:00 a.m. at

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court Fontana Dis-
trict

Department F1 - Fontana
17780 Arrow Boulevard
Fontana, CA 92335
IF YOU OBJECT to the 

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

IF YOU ARE A 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 Norah Eliza-
beth Harvey:

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 
January 30 and February 5 & 
13, 2026.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: ABEL CE-
SAR DOMINGUEZ 

CASE NO. PRO-
VA2600038   

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of ABEL CE-
SAR DOMINGUEZ: a petition 
for probate has been filed by 
MARY CARMEN CALDE-
RON   in the Superior Court 
of California, County of SAN 
BERNARDINO.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that 
MARY CARMEN CALDE-
RON be appointed as personal 
representative to administer 
the estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The indepen-
dent administration authority 
will be granted unless an 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 March 2, 2026 at 
9:00 a.m. at

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court Fontana Dis-
trict

Department F1 - Fontana
17780 Arrow Boulevard
Fontana, CA 92335
IF YOU OBJECT to the 

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

IF YOU ARE A 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 Mary Carmen 
Calderon: 

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 
January 30 and February 5 & 
13, 2026.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF:  ROBERT 
LAWRENCE PORTER

CASE NO. PRO-
VA2600072    

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of ROBERT 
LAWRENCE PORTER: a peti-
tion for probate has been filed 
by ELNORA DELORES POR-
TER    in the Superior Court 
of California, County of SAN 
BERNARDINO.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that EL-
NORA DELORES PORTER 
be appointed as personal rep-
resentative to administer the 
estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The 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 March 17 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 Elnora Delo-
res Porter: 

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 
January 30 and February 5 & 
13, 2026.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF:  NANCY 
LYNN ROOTLAND 

CASE NO. PRO-
VA2600066    

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of NANCY 
LYNN ROOTLAND: a peti-
tion for probate has been filed 
by MATTHEW ANTHONY 
ROOTLAND in the Superior 
Court of California, County of 
SAN BERNARDINO.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that MAT-
THEW ANTHONY ROOT-
LAND be appointed as person-
al representative to administer 
the estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The indepen-
dent administration authority 
will be granted unless an 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 March 12, 2026 at 
9:00 a.m. at

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court Fontana Dis-
trict

Department F3 - Fontana
17780 Arrow Boulevard
Fontana, CA 92335
IF YOU OBJECT to the 

granting of the petition, you 

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

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

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

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

Attorney for Matthew An-
thony Rootland: 

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 
January 30 and February 5 & 
13, 2026.

SUMMONS – (CITA-
CION JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER 
(NUMERO DEL CASO)  
CIVSB2427251 

NOTICE TO:
(AVISO DEMANDA-

DO):
WESTERN APPLI-

ANCES, LLC, a California 
Limited Liability Compa-
ny, FRONTIER INVEST-
MENT GROUP LLC, a 
California limited liability 
company; QG A4L, INC., 
a Nevada Corporation, AP-
PLIANCE 4 LESS, SONG-
TAO MA an Individual; 
WEIJUN JIANG an Indi-
vidual; and ROES 1-20 

YOU ARE BEING 
SUED BY CROSS-COM-
PLAINANT: 

(LO ESTÁ DEMAN-
DANDO EL CONTRADE-
MANDANTE):

ORIENTAL APPLI-
ANCE LLC, a Utah Limit-
ed Liability Company; and 
DI ZHENG, an individual

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

You have 30 CALENDAR 
DAYS after this summons is 
served on you to file a written 
response at this court and have 
a copy served on the plaintiff. 
A letter or phone call will not 
protect you. Your written re-
sponse must be in proper legal 
form if you want the court to 
hear your case. There may be 
a court form that you can use 
for your response. You can find 
these court forms and more 
information at the California 
Courts Online Self-Help Cen-
ter (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/
selfhelp), your county law li-
brary, or the courthouse near-
est you. If you cannot pay the 
filing fee, ask the court clerk 

for a fee waiver form. If you do 
not file your response on time, 
you may lose the case by de-
fault, and your wages, money, 
and property may be taken 
without further warning from 
the court.

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

¡AVISO! Lo han deman-
dado. Si no responde dentro de 
30 dias, la corte puede decidir 
en su contra sin escuchar su 
version. Lea la informacion a 
continuacion

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

Hay otros requisitos le-
gales. Es recomendable que 
llame a un abogado inme-
diatamente. Si no conace a un 
abogado, puede llamar a un 
servicio de referencia a abo-
gados. Si no peude pagar a un 
a un abogado, es posible que 
cumpia con los requisitos para 
obtener servicios legales gratu 
de un programa de servicios 
legales sin fines de lucro. Pu-
ede encontrar estos grupos sin 
fines de lucro en el sitio web 
de California Legal Services, 
(www.lawhelpcalifornia.org), 
en el Centro de Ayuda de las 
Cortes de California, (www.
sucorte.ca.gov), o poniendoso 
en contacto con la corte o el 
colegio de abogados locales. 
AVISO: Por ley, la corte tiene 
derecho a reclamar las cuotas 
y los costos exentos gravamen 
sobre cualquier recuperación 
da $10,000 o mas de vaior re-
cibida mediante un aceurdo o 
una concesión de arbitraje en 
un caso de derecho civil. Tiene 
que pagar el gravamen de la 
corta antes de que la corta pu-
eda desechar el caso.

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

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court

8303 Haven Avenue
Rancho Cucamonga, CA  

91730
SHORT NAME OF CASE 

(from Complaint): (Nombre de 
Caso):  Western Appliances 
LLC -v - Di Zheng et al 

CASE NUMBER: (Núme-
ro del Caso):  CIVSB2427251 

The name, address and 
telephone number of plaintiff’s 
attorney, or plaintiff without an 



Public NoticesPersonals Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices Public Notices

attorney, is: (El nombre, la di-
reccion y el numero de telefono 
del abogado del demandante, o 
del demendante que no tiene 
abogado, es):

Elizabeth Yang, YLO,P.C.
 199W.GarveyAve.,#201
 Monterey Park, CA 91754.
 T:877-492-645 
e-mail: daniel@yangla-

woffices.com 
DATE (Fecha): October 

10, 2025 
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
January 30, 2026 and February 
6, 13 & 20, 2026. 

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME

 CASE NUMBER 
CIVSB2600522

TO  ALL INTER-
ESTED PERSONS: Pe-
titioner SALMA AISHA 
BELTRAN filed with this 
court for a decree changing 
names as follows:

 SALMA AISHA BEL-
TRAN    to    SALMA AI-
SHA GUZMAN

 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: March 6, 2026    

Time: 09:00 AM, Department: 
S23

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: 1/23/2026
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
By Nuna Rivera, Deputy 

Court Clerk
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on  
January 30 and February 6, 13 
& 20, 2026.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE 
OF NAME CASE

NUMBER CIVBA 
2600034,

TO ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner Corinne 

Madison Reinhardt-Veldman, 
filed with this court for a de-
cree changing names as fol-
lows: Corinne Madison Re-
inhardt-Veldman to Corinne 
Madison Veldman; Madison 
Taylor Veldman-Reinhardt 
to Madison Taylor Veldman;  
THE COURT ORDERS that 
all persons interested in this 
matter appear before this court 
at the hearing indicated below 
to show cause, if any, why the 
petition for change of name 
should not be granted. Any 
person objecting to the name 
changes described above must 
file a written objection that in-
cludes the reasons for the ob-
jection at least two court days 
before the matter is scheduled 
to be heard and must appear 
at the hearing to show cause 
why the petition should not be 
granted. If no written objec-
tion is timely filed, the court 
may grant the petition without 
a hearing.

Notice of Hearing:
Date: 02/27/2026, Time: 

08:30 AM, Department: B1The 
address of the court is Superior 
Court of California, County of 
San Bernardino, Barstow Dis-
trict, 235 E Mt. View Barstow, 
CA 92311, IT IS FURTHER 
ORDERED that a copy of 
this order be published in the 
SBCS Upland in San Bernardi-
no County California, once 
a week for four successive 
weeks prior to the date set for 
hearing of the petition.

Dated: 01/16/2026
Judge of the Superior 

Court: James R. Baxter
Published in the SBCS 

Upland on 01/30/2026, 
02/06/2026, 02/13/2026, 
02/20/2026

FBN20250012108
The following entity 

is doing business primar-
ily in San Bernardino County as 
WEAR, TEAR, OR REPAIR [and] 
PI MAISON  14148   CALLE DO-
MINGO  VICTORVILLE, CA 
92392:  PERFECTLY IMPER-
FECT MINISTRIES   14148   CAL-
LE DOMINGO  VICTORVILLE, 
CA 92392 

Business Mailing Address: 
14148   CALLE DOMINGO  VIC-
TORVILLE, CA 92392

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION regis-
tered with the State of California 
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: December 15, 2025. 
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/ CHIDIMMA RUTH EZE, Owner 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: 12/19/2025 
I hereby certify that this copy 
is a correct copy of the origi-
nal statement on file in my of-
fice San Bernardino County 
Clerk By:/Deputy K4616 
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 on January 30 and 
February 6, 13 & 20, 2026.

FBN20260000359
The following entity 

is doing business primar-
ily in San Bernardino County as 
BURGER KING  #2893   9710  
CENTRAL AVENUE  MONT-
CLAIR, CA 91763:  LAOC BURG-
ERS LLC    2551 WOODLAND DR  
ANAHEIM, CA   92801 

Business Mailing Address: 
2551 WOODLAND DR  ANA-
HEIM, CA   92801

The business is conduct-
ed by: A LIMITED LIABIL-
ITY COMPANY  registered with 
the State of California under 
the number 202461817048 

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: JULY 9, 2025. 
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/ JACOB BRUM-
MEL, Managing Member 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: 1/16/2026 
I hereby certify that this copy 
is a correct copy of the origi-
nal statement on file in my of-
fice San Bernardino County 
Clerk By:/Deputy K4616 
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 on January 30 and 
February 6, 13 & 20, 2026.

FBN20260000180
The following entity 

is doing business primar-
ily in San Bernardino County as 
VIBEHIVE FOTONOOK  [and] 
ASHSKY  [and]  REMIR [and]  
FRIER AND ICE    16490  
BREEZY STREET   FONTANA, 
CA 92336: IMPERIALBOBIS LLC  
16490  BREEZY STREET   FON-
TANA, CA 92336

Business Mailing Address: 
16490  BREEZY STREET   FON-
TANA, CA 92336

The business is conduct-
ed by: A LIMITED LIABIL-
ITY COMPANY  registered with 
the State of California under 
the number 202463216208 
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: JANUARY 13, 2026. 
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/ SEPTEMBER IMPE-
RIALBOBIS, President 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: 1/13/2026 
I hereby certify that this copy 
is a correct copy of the origi-
nal statement on file in my of-
fice San Bernardino County 
Clerk By:/Deputy L6733 
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 on January 30 and 
February 6, 13 & 20, 2026.

FBN20260000599
The following entity 

is doing business primar-
ily in San Bernardino County as 
BEAMCLICKS PHOTO BOOTH 
COMPANY  [and] BEAMCLICKS   
[and]  BEAMCLICKS PHOTO 
BOOTH CO    16490  BREEZY 
STREET   FONTANA, CA 92336: 
IMPERIALBOBIS LLC  16490  
BREEZY STREET   FONTANA, 
CA 92336

Business Mailing Address: 
16490  BREEZY STREET   FON-
TANA, CA 92336The business 
is conducted by: A LIMITED 
LIABILITY COMPANY  regis-
tered with the State of California 
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/ SEPTEMBER IMPE-
RIALBOBIS, President 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: 1/26/2026 
I hereby certify that this copy 
is a correct copy of the origi-
nal statement on file in my of-
fice San Bernardino County 
Clerk By:/Deputy K7326 
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 on January 30 and 
February 6, 13 & 20, 2026.

FBN20260000510
The following entity 

is doing business primar-
ily in San Bernardino County as 
PURLEND   4195 CHINO HILLS 
PKWY,  SUITE 537    CHINO 
HILLS, CA   91709:  PURPOSE 
TECHNOLOGY, INC   4195 CHI-
NO HILLS PKWY,  SUITE 537    
CHINO HILLS, CA   91709

Business Mailing Address: 
4195 CHINO HILLS PKWY,  
SUITE 537    CHINO HILLS, CA   
91709 

The business is conducted 
by: A CORPORATION  regis-
tered with the State of Delaware 
under the number B20260017437 
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/ DAVID KAWATA, 
Chief Executive Officer  
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: 1/23/2026 
I hereby certify that this copy 
is a correct copy of the origi-
nal statement on file in my of-
fice San Bernardino County 
Clerk By:/Deputy K2885 
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 on January 30 and 
February 6, 13 & 20, 2026.

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINISTER 
ESTATE OF: NANCY 
MARIE ALVAREZ

CASE NO.  PRO-
VA2600088

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent credi-
tors, and persons who may 
otherwise be interested in the 
will or estate, or both NANCY 
MARIE ALVAREZ: a petition 
for probate has been filed by 
MARIA M. ALVAREZ in the 
Superior Court of California, 
County of SAN BERNARDI-
NO.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that MA-
RIA M. ALVAREZ be ap-
pointed as personal represen-
tative to administer the estate 
of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without 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 March 17, 2026 at 
9:00 a.m. at

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court Fontana Dis-
trict

Department F1 - Fontana
17780 Arrow Boulevard
Fontana, CA 92335
IF YOU OBJECT to the 

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

IF YOU ARE A 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 Maria M. Al-
varez:

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 
February 5, 13 & 20, 2026.

 

 

NOTICE OF PETI-
TION TO ADMINIS-
TER ESTATE OF C.M. 
HUGHES aka CLARA 
MAE HUGHES

CASE NO  PRO-
VA2600089

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will or 
estate, or both C.M. HUGHES 
aka CLARA MAE HUGHES: 
a petition for probate has been 
filed by JENNIFER BLISTAN 
in the Superior Court of Cali-
fornia, County of SAN BER-
NARDINO.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that JEN-
NIFER BLISTAN be appoint-
ed as personal representative 
to administer the estate of the 
decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The indepen-
dent administration authority 
will be granted unless an 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 March 11, 2026 at 
9:00 a.m. at

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court Fontana Dis-
trict

Department F1 - Fontana
17780 Arrow Boulevard
Fontana, CA 92335
IF YOU OBJECT to the 

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

IF YOU ARE A 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 Jennifer 
Blistan:

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 
February 5, 13 & 20, 2026.

ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE FOR CHANGE OF 
NAME

CASE NUMBER CIVS-
B2600XXX

TO ALL INTERESTED 
PERSONS: Petitioner KAR-
INA SILVA VAZQUEZ filed 
with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:

DESTINY ILENE BON-
NY HERRERA  to DESTINY 
HERRERA SILVA

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: March ??, 2026, 

Time: 09:00 AM, Department: 
S??

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: February 6, 2026
Judge of the Superior 

Court: Gilbert G. Ochoa
By Sylvia Guajardo, Depu-

ty Court Clerk
Published in the San Ber-

nardino County Sentinel on 
February 6 13, 20 & 27, 2026.

F B N 2 0 2 6 0 0 0 0 8 1 7 
The following entity is do-
ing business primarily in 
San Bernardino County as 
MARISCOS DEL PACIFICO    
17500 FOOTHILL BLVD. 
STE A6A, A6B, A6C FON-
TANA, CA 92335: BRISA 
DEL PACIFICO CORP  17500 
FOOTHILL BLVD. STE A6A, 
A6B, A6C FONTANA, CA 
92335

Mailing Address:  17500 
FOOTHILL BLVD. STE A6A, 
A6B, A6C FONTANA, CA 
92335

The business is con-
ducted by: A CORPO-
RATION registered with 
the State of California. 
The registrant commenced 
to transact business un-
der the fictitious busi-
ness name or names listed 
above on: October 15, 2025. 
By signing, I declare that all 
information in this statement 
is true and correct. A reg-
istrant who declares as true 
information which he or she 
knows to be false is guilty of 
a crime (B&P Code 179130). I 
am also aware that all informa-
tion on this statement becomes 
Public Record upon filing. 
/s/ MA DE LUZ HER-
NANDEZ,  President 
Statement filed with the 
County Clerk of San Ber-
nardino on: 2/02/2026 
I hereby certify that this copy 
is a correct copy of the origi-
nal statement on file in my 
office San Bernardino County 
Clerk By:/Deputy K2885 
Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years 
from the date it was filed 
in the office of the county 
clerk. A new fictitious busi-
ness name statement must be 
filed before that time. The fil-
ing of this statement does not 
of itself authorize the use in 
this state of a fictitious busi-
ness name in violation of the 
rights of another under fed-
eral, state, or common law (see 
Section 14400 et seq., Busi-
ness and Professions Code). 
Published in the San Bernardi-
no County Sentinel on January 
30 and February 6, 13 & 20, 
2026.

FBN20260000662
The following entity 

is doing business primar-
ily in San Bernardino County as 
REDLANDS GOLDEN GROVES  
10710 KING STREET RED-
LANDS, CA 92374: JOYCE JA-
COBS  

Business Mailing Address: 
10710 KING STREET RED-
LANDS, CA 92374 

The business is conducted by: 
A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP 
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: JANUARY 26, 2016

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 be-
comes Public Record upon filing. 
/s/ EDWARD JACOBS, Partner 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 1/28/2026 
I hereby certify that this copy is a cor-
rect copy of the original statement 
on file in my office San Bernardino 
County Clerk By:/Deputy K9232 
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 

$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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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 on January 30 and 
February 6, 13 & 20, 2026.

FBN20260000663
The following entity 

is doing business primar-
ily in San Bernardino County as 
PARK PROFESSIONAL PROP-
ERTIES   10710 KING STREET 
REDLANDS, CA 92374: JOYCE 
JACOBS  

Business Mailing Address: 
10710 KING STREET RED-
LANDS, CA 92374 

The business is conducted by: 
A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP 
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: JANUARY 26, 2016

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 be-
comes Public Record upon filing. 
/s/ EDWARD JACOBS, Partner 
Statement filed with the County Clerk 
of San Bernardino on: 1/28/2026 
I hereby certify that this copy is a cor-
rect copy of the original statement 
on file in my office San Bernardino 
County Clerk By:/Deputy K9232 
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 on January 30 and 
February 6, 13 & 20, 2026.

OTICE OF PETITION 
TO ADMINISTER ES-
TATE OF: ABEL CESAR 
DOMINGUEZ 

CASE NO. PRO-
VA2600038   

To all heirs, beneficiaries, 
creditors, contingent creditors, 
and persons who may other-
wise be interested in the will 
or estate, or both of ABEL CE-
SAR DOMINGUEZ: a petition 
for probate has been filed by 
MARY CARMEN CALDE-
RON   in the Superior Court 
of California, County of SAN 
BERNARDINO.

THE PETITION FOR 
PROBATE requests that 
MARY CARMEN CALDE-
RON be appointed as personal 
representative to administer 
the estate of the decedent.

THE PETITION requests 
authority to administer the 
estate under the Independent 
Administration of Estates Act. 
(This authority will allow the 
personal representative to take 
many actions without obtain-
ing court approval. Before 
taking certain very important 
actions, however, the personal 
representative will be required 
to give notice to interested per-
sons unless they have waived 
notice or consented to the pro-
posed action.) The indepen-
dent administration authority 
will be granted unless an 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 March 2, 2026 at 
9:00 a.m. at

San Bernardino County 
Superior Court Fontana Dis-
trict

Department F1 - Fontana
17780 Arrow Boulevard
Fontana, CA 92335
IF YOU OBJECT to the 

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

IF YOU ARE A 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 Mary Carmen 
Calderon: 

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 
January 30 and February 6 & 
13, 2026.

FBN 20250012036     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: D/B/A MK TRADING. 
1459 S EUCLID AVE APT #24 
ONTARIO, CA 91762;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 1459 S EUCLID AVE 
APT #24 ONTARIO, CA 91762]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
MARCELO ZAMORANO LARA  
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/ MARCELO ZAMO-
RANO LARA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: DECEMBER 29, 2025 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the 
date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name statement must be 
filed before that time. The filing 
of this statement does not of 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 01/16/2026, 
01/23/2026, 01/30/2026, 
02/06/2026          CNBB3202601MT 

FBN 20260000015     
The following person is doing 
business as: SPECTRUM CRANE 
SERVICE. 322 FELISA COURT 
REDLANDS, CA 92373;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 322 FELISA 
COURT REDLANDS, CA 92473]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
CHRISTOPHER W ST 
JEAN; CYNTHIA J ST JEAN  
The business is conducted 
by: A MARRIED COUPLE.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 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/ CYNTHIA J ST JEAN 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: JANUARY 02, 2026 
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 01/16/2026, 
01/23/2026, 01/30/2026, 
02/06/2026          CNBB3202602MT 

FBN 20260000012     
The following person is doing busi-
ness as: RICARDO V CHAUF-
FEUR. 12367 4TH ST SPC 28 
YUCAIPA, CA 92399;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 12367 4TH ST 
SPC 28 YUCAIPA, CA 92399]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
RICARDO VERGARA  
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/ RICARDO VERGARA, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: JANUARY 02, 2026 
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 01/16/2026, 
01/23/2026, 01/30/2026, 
02/06/2026          CNBB3202603MT 

FBN 20250011577     
The following person is do-
ing business as: HIGHLAND 
GENERAL CONTRACTOR. 
1238 TURQUOISE AVE MEN-
TONE, CA 92359;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 1238 TURQUOISE 
AVE MENTONE, CA 92359]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
HIGHLAND GENERAL CON-
TRACTOR LLC 1238 TURQUOISE 
AVE MENTONE CA 92359 
STATE OF ORGANIZATION CA 
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/ FRANKSHUA MERLOS, CEO 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: DECEMBER 11, 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 01/16/2026, 
01/23/2026, 01/30/2026, 
02/06/2026          CNBB3202604MT 

FBN 20260000068     
The following person is doing 
business as: WOLFPACK CON-
STRUCTION MANAGEMENT. 
255 OAK DR LAKE ARROW-
HEAD, CA 92352;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS PO BOX 90614 SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92427]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JASEN E MATTINGLY  
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 

transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: JAN 04, 2026 
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/ JASEN E MATTINGLY, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: JANUARY 07, 2026 
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 01/16/2026, 
01/23/2026, 01/30/2026, 
02/06/2026          CNBB3202605MT 

FBN 20260000072     
The following person is doing 
business as: SEA MOSS GUM-
MIES. 9668 MILLIKEN AVE 
STE 104-253 RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91730;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 9668 MILLIKEN 
AVE STE 104-253 RANCHO 
CUCAMONGA, CA 91730]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
AYAD J AL-OMRAN  
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/ AYAD J. AL-OMRAN 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: JANUARY 07, 2026 
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 01/16/2026, 
01/23/2026, 01/30/2026, 
02/06/2026          CNBB3202606MT 

FBN 20250011296     
The following person is doing 
business as: 1123 GLENWOOD. 
1123 GLENWOOD COUTY SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92407;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 1123 
GLENWOOD COURT SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92407]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
1123 GLENWOOD, INC. 
1123 GLENWOOD COUTY 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92407STATE OF INCORPORA-
TION CA ARTICLES OF IN-
CORPORATION B20250364492 
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/ MIRIAM GONZA-
LEZ, SECRETARY 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: DECEMBER 04, 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 12/12/2025, 
12/19/2025, 12/26/2025, 01/02/2026          
CNBB50202507MT COR-
RECTION DATES 01/16/2026, 
01/23/2026, 01/30/2026, 02/06/2026         

 
FBN 20250010218     

The following person is doing 
business as: EL RINCONCITO 
MICHOACANO. 26235 9TH ST 
#39 HIGHLAND, CA 92346;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 26235 9TH 
ST #39 HIGHLAND, CA 92346]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JOSE SALCIDO RODRIGUEZ; 
MA CRISTINA SALCIDO  
The business is conducted 
by: A MARRIED COUPLE.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 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/ JOSE SALCIDO RO-
DRIGUEZ, CO-OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 27, 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 10/31/2025, 
11/07/2025, 11/14/2025, 11/21/2025          
CNBB44202514MT COR-
RECTION DATES 12/12/2025, 
12/19/2025, 12/26/2025, 
01/02/2026 CORRECTION 
DATES 01/16/2026, 01/23/2026, 
01/30/2026, 02/06/2026

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          
CNBB49202502MT COR-
RECTION DATES 12/12/2025, 
12/19/2025, 12/26/2025, 
01/02/2026 CORRECTION 
DATES 01/16/2026, 01/23/2026, 
01/30/2026, 02/06/2026

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 
CUCAMONGA CA 91730 
STATE OF INCORPORA-
TION CA ARTICLES OF IN-
CORPORATION 6367975 
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          
CNBB49202512MT COR-
RECTION DATES 12/12/2025, 
12/19/2025, 12/26/2025, 
01/02/2026 CORRECTION 
DATES 01/16/2026, 01/23/2026, 
01/30/2026, 02/06/2026

FBN 20250010227     
The following person is doing 
business as: C&C PLOW. 1513 
SHERIDAN RD SAN BER-
NARDINO, CA 92407;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 1513 SHERIDAN RD 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92407]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
NEXT LEVEL LEGACY INC 1513 
SHERIDAN RD SAN BERNARDI-
NO CA 92407 STATE OF INCOR-
PORATION CA ARTICLES OF 
INCORPORATION B20250177085 
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/ CHAD E. RATLIFF, CEO 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 27, 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 10/31/2025, 
11/07/2025, 11/14/2025, 11/21/2025          
CNBB44202512MT COR-
RECTION DATES 12/12/2025, 
12/19/2025, 12/26/2025, 
01/02/2026 CORRECTION 
DATES 01/16/2026, 01/23/2026, 
01/30/2026, 02/06/2026

FBN 20250008565     
The following person is do-
ing business as: CHINA FOOT 
MASSAGE & WELLNESS 
CENTER. 1150 BROOKSIDE 
AVE, STE H REDLANDS, CA 
92373;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
1150 BROOKSIDE AVE, STE 
H REDLANDS, CA 92373 
COUNTY OF SAN 
B E R N A R D I N O ] ; 
CHINA FOOT MASSAGE & 
WELLNESS CENTER 1150 
BROOKSIDE AVE STE H RED-
LANDS CA 92373 STATE 
OF INCORPORATION CA 
ARTICLES OF INCORPO-
RATION B20250263141. 
The business is conducted 
by: A CO-PARTNERSHIP.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: SEP 11, 2025 
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/ MINGYANG WAN, CEO 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: SEPTEMBER 11, 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 09/12/2025, 
09/19/2025, 09/26/2025, 10/03/2025          
CNBB37202502MT COR-
RECTION DATES 10/31/2025, 
11/07/2025, 11/14/2025 & 
11/21/2025 CORRECTION 
DATES 12/12/2025, 12/19/2025, 
12/26/2025, 01/02/2026 COR-
RECTION DATES 01/16/2026, 
01/23/2026, 01/30/2026, 02/06/2026

FBN 20250010283     
The following person is doing 
business as: STRAINS; STRAINS 
ADELANTO. 11420 RANCHO RD 
ADELANTO, CA 92301;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 11420 RANCHO 
RD ADELANTO, CA 92301]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
STRAINS ADELANTO, LLC 
11420 RANCHO RD ADELANTO 
CA 92301 STATE OF ORGA-
NIZATION CA ARTICLES OF 
ORGANIZATION B20250113027 
The business is conducted by: A 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the 
fictitious business name or 
names listed above on: N/A 
By signing, I declare that all 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/ FATIMA ABDULLA, 
MANAGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: OCTOBER 29, 2025 
I hereby certify that this copy is a 
correct copy of the original state-
ment on file in my office San Ber-
nardino County Clerk By:/Deputy 
Notice-This fictitious name state-
ment expires five years from the 
date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name statement must be 
filed before that time. The filing 
of this statement does not of 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          
CNBB48202502MT COR-
RECTION DATES 01/16/2026, 
01/23/2026, 01/30/2026, 02/06/2026

FBN 20260000148
The following person is do-

ing business as: BAYEAS. 9520 
7TH ST UNIT E RANCHO CU-
CAMONGA, CA 91730;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS 537 VERMONT 
ST ALTADENA, CA 91001];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

ONESO INC 9520 7TH ST 
UNIT E RANCHO CUCAMONGA 
CA 91730 STATE OF INCORPO-
RATION CA ARTICLES OF IN-
CORPORATION 5107724

The business is conducted by: 
A CORPORATION.

The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names listed 
above on: JUL 03, 2022

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

s/ NANCY TYAU, CFO
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
JANUARY 12, 2026

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

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
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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 01/23/2026, 
01/30/2026, 02/06/2026, 
02/13/2026 CNBB4202601MT

FBN 20250012118
The following person is doing 

business as: SAVINA’S CARGO 
& EXPRESS. 14384 IVY AVE 
FONTANA, CA 92335;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 14384 IVY AVE FON-
TANA, CA 92335];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

EMMA W CABRERA
The business is conducted by: 

AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced to 

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

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

s/ EMMA W CABRERA, 
OWNER

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: DE-
CEMBER 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

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 01/23/2026, 
01/30/2026, 02/06/2026, 
02/13/2026 CNBB4202602MT

FBN 20260000188
The following person is doing 

business as: SAVAGE CONSUL-
TANT. 1486 N. MILLARD AVE #1 
RIALTO, CA 92376;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 1486 N. MILLARD 
AVE #1 RIALTO, CA 92376];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

EDDIE J SAVAGE
The business is conducted by: 

AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced to 

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

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

s/ EDDIE J SAVAGE, OWNER
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
JANUARY 14, 2026

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

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name 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 01/23/2026, 
01/30/2026, 02/06/2026, 
02/13/2026 CNBB4202603MT

FBN 20260000406
The following person is do-

ing business as: JANKY J’S CAR 
WASH & TOW. 721 N WATER-
MAN AVE SAN BERNARDINO, 
CA 92410;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
721 N WATERMAN AVE SAN 
BERNARDINO, CA 92410];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

JALALE J LOVE
The business is conducted by: 

AN INDIVIDUAL.
The registrant commenced to 

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

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

s/ JALALE J LOVE, OWNER
Statement filed with the Coun-

ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
JANUARY 21, 2026

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

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name 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 01/23/2026, 
01/30/2026, 02/06/2026, 
02/13/2026 CNBB4202604MT

FBN 20260000307
The following person is do-

ing business as: L & R CLEAN-
ING SERVICES. 816 W HILL DR 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92407;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 816 W HILL 
DR SAN BERNARDINO, CA 
92407];

COUNTY OF SAN BER-
NARDINO

LETTY & ROSALBA 
CLEANING SERVICE LLC. 816 
W HILL DR SAN BERNARDINO 
CA 92407 STATE OF ORGANI-
ZATION CA ARTICLES OF OR-
GANIZATION B20250349409

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 Re-
cord upon filing.

s/ ROSALBA CONCEPCION 
LOPEZ, MANAGING MEMBER

Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino on: 
JANUARY 16, 2026

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

Notice-This fictitious name 
statement expires five years from 
the date it was filed in the office of 
the county clerk. A new fictitious 
business name 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 01/23/2026, 
01/30/2026, 02/06/2026, 
02/13/2026 CNBB4202605MT

FBN 20260000537     
The following person is doing 
business as: NASH MOBILE. 
540 N SAN GABRIEL AVE 
AZUSA, CA 91702;[ MAILING 
ADDRESS 540 N SAN GA-
BRIEL AVE AZUSA, CA 91702]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
JOSE I LOPEZ DELFIN  
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/ JOSE I LOPEZ DELFIN, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardi-
no on: JANUARY 23, 2026 
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 01/30/2026, 
02/06/2026, 02/13/2026, 
02/20/2026          CNBB5202601MT 

FBN 20250011913     
The following person is doing 
business as: GALICIA’S ICE 
CREAM & MORE. 1819 N E ST 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92405;[ 
MAILING ADDRESS 1819 N E ST 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92405]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
MAROS O RUIZ GONZALEZ  
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/ MAROS O RUIZ GON-
ZALEZ, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: DECEMBER 22, 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 01/01/2026, 
01/08/2026, 01/15/2026, 01/22/2026          
CNBB1202504MT CORRECTION 
DATES 01/30/2026 ,02/06/2026, 
02/13/2026 & 02/20/2026

FBN 20250011853     
The following person is doing 
business as: IT WORKS “ YOUR 
SMALL BUSINESS BUDDY “! 
& HANDYMAN SERVICES. 
56202 TAOS TRAIL YUCCA 
VALLEY , CA 92284;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS P.O BOX 168 
YUCCA VALLEY CA 92286]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
LARRY C CATALDO  
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/ LARRY C CATALDO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: DECEMBER 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 01/01/2026, 
01/08/2026, 01/15/2026, 01/22/2026  
CNBB1202503MT CORRECTION 
DATES 01/30/2026 ,02/06/2026, 
02/13/2026 & 02/20/2026

FBN 20250011580     
The following person is doing 
business as: COLONIAL GAR-
DENS. 88 W 9TH ST UNIT #31 
UPLAND, CA 91786;[ MAIL-
ING ADDRESS P.O BOX 
2193 ROSEMEAD, CA 91770]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
LE VOS 88 LLC 8111 NEW-
MARK AVE 2193 ROSEMEAD 
CA 91770 STATE OF ORGA-
NIZATION CA ARTICLES OF 
ORGANIZATION 200501310174 
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/ LISA D. CHAN, MAN-
AGING MEMBER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: DECEMBER 11, 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 12/19/2025, 
12/26/2025, 01/02/2026, 01/09/2026          
CNBB51202505MT COR-
RECTION DATES 01/30/2026 
,02/06/2026, 02/13/2026 & 
02/20/2026

FBN 20250011620     
The following person is doing 
business as: MARIA VICTORIA 
HOME CARE-A. 11523 PEM-
BROKE STREET LOMA LINDA, 
CA 92354;[ MAILING ADDRESS 
11523 PEMBROKE STREET 
LOMA LINDA, CA 92354]; 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
MELITA D CACHAPERO  
The business is conduct-
ed by: AN INDIVIDUAL.  
The registrant commenced to 
transact business under the ficti-
tious business name or names 
listed above on: NOV. 05, 1996 
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/ MELITA D 
CACHAPERO, OWNER 
Statement filed with the Coun-
ty Clerk of San Bernardino 
on: DECEMBER 12, 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 12/19/2025, 
12/26/2025, 01/02/2026, 01/09/2026          
CNBB51202508MT COR-
RECTION DATES 01/30/2026 
,02/06/2026, 02/13/2026 & 
02/20/2026
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It Looked Like Curtains For Tran, As 6 Of 
7 Council Members Appeared Ready To 
Get Rid Of SB’s Elected Mayoral Post  from 
front page 8
her tenure, when it was 
functioning without any 
clearly defined or un-
contested managerial au-
thority.

She, as well as her 
supporters, have as-
signed the blame for the 
manner in which the city 
had been adrift to the 
lack of clear adminis-
trative leadership. That 
tentativeness could not 
be laid at her feet, her 
supporters insist, but is 
rather a product of divi-
siveness on the council.

Tran has sought, at 
east publicly, to remain 
upbeat and above the 
fray, avoiding mudsling-
ing and pointed criticism 
of the politicians she 
must work with.

“I’m here to push the 
positive,” Tran has stated 
publicly. “I am probably 
the most positive person 
you’ve ever met.”

When invited to focus 
on how her agenda has 
been blocked, primarily 
by Sanchez and Shorett 
with the assistance in 
most cases by Ibarra, 
Figueroa and Knaus, 
the mayor has refused to 
take the bait. “I’m trying 
to build an image that is 
no longer negative.”

Shorett, who dur-
ing the last two years 
of Valdivia’s reign had 
sought to eliminate the 
elected mayoral posi-
tion, and Sanchez, are 
among those who have 
observed that the strong 
mayor model of gover-
nance represents good 
government if the people 
elect a good mayor and 
disastrous government 
if they put a bad mayor 
into office. Shorett and 
Sanchez have observed 
that administrative au-
thority was taken from 
the mayor with the vot-
ers’ approval of the 2016 
Charter. The two mayors 
voted into office follow-
ing that reform, both 
further observed, went 
to extraordinarily dam-
aging lengths to bypass 
or overcome that lack of 
administrative authority. 
And both of the may-
ors elected in the after-
math of the 2016 Charter 
change, they opine, have 
been bad mayors. Their 
solution? Follow through 

with Shorett’s proposal 
from four and five years 
ago that faltered, the one 
to simply get rid of the 
mayor.

In this go-round, it 
is Sanchez who led the 
charge, with the sup-
port of Shorett. They 
believed, at least some-
what reasonably, that the 
atmosphere for doing so 
had changed somewhat 
from what it was in 2021 
and 2022, when the pre-
vious effort to get rid of 
the elected mayor failed. 
It appeared they had, at 
the very least, the sup-
port of Ibarra, Figueroa, 
Knaus and Ortiz. In 
2021, when Shorett had 
floated the concept, Or-
tiz, who was not yet in 
office, said she was in 
support of jettisoning 
the elected mayor. In 
2022, when she had run, 
albeit unsuccessfully for 
mayor, during her cam-
paign she said she was 
running so she could 
be the city’s last elected 
mayor and that during 
her mayoral tenure, the 
mayor’s post, as one in-
dependently elected at-
large by the city’s voters, 
would be eliminated, to 
be replaced by a rota-
tional system that would 
give the seven members 
of the city council inter-
mittent responsibility of 
presiding over the coun-
cil meetings.

The council was 
scheduled to take up the 
proposal, sponsored by 
Sanchez, at a specially-
scheduled meeting on 
Monday February 1.

At no point during 
Tran’s 1,137 days up to 
that point as mayor of 
San Bernardino were her 
skills as a politician on 
display as they were that 
evening. It became abso-
lutely clear as the meet-
ing progressed, with 
the vast majority of the 
meeting time taken up by 
comments from the pub-
lic, that she had expend-
ed a great deal of effort 
to make sure that those 
in her camp marshalled 
arguments against mak-
ing any change to the 
city’s mayoral arrange-
ment. It was as if it took 
the existential threat to 
her existence as mayor to 

trigger her fight or flight 
response. Tran did not 
run. Instead, she fought, 
fought with every gram 
of her slight corporal 
105-pound pound being, 
which was transformed 
into a display – more 
like a tour de force – of 
parliamentary maneu-
vering.

What was needed for 
Sanchez and Shorett to 
lop off Tran’s pretty lit-
tle political head was to 
publicly preview during 
the course of the meeting 
the idea of changing the 
charter to get rid of the 
elected mayor and add-
ing to the function of the 
seven council members 
the rotating responsibil-
ity of wielding the may-
oral gavel to preside over 
the panel’s meetings, and 
posit the rationale for do-
ing so. That was to be 
followed by giving the 
public the opportunity to 
weigh in on the matter, 
after which the council 
would dialogue on the 
issue and vote, presum-
ably, as to whether the 
voters would be given 
the opportunity to vote 
in June or perhaps in No-
vember to alter the city’s 
charter accordingly.

The first indication 
that Sanchez and Shorett 
were in for some rough 
sledding that night was 
that the 286-seating ca-
pacity Bing Wong Audi-
torium within the Nor-
man Feldheym Library, 
where the city council 
holds its meetings was 
flooded with more than 
286 people. Arrange-
ments were made for 
adjusting the accommo-
dations, but the number 
of those present went 
beyond the maximum 
number of people al-
lowed in the room under 
the city’s fire code.

Normally, during 
public hearings held by 
the San Bernardino City 
Council, as with most 
other city councils in 
San Bernardino County 
and Southern California, 
members of the public 
are provided with three 
minutes to address the 
council with their indi-
vidual concerns, per-
spective or what they be-
lieve should be relevant 
to the decision-making 
process. Those mem-
bers of the public fill out 
speaker cards so the city 
clerk can make an accu-

rate record of who spoke 
and the mayor or mayor 
pro tem conducting the 
meeting can make an 
orderly call of those 
who want to address the 
council to come forward. 
If the number of those 
seeking to speak reach 
or exceed 20, in order to 
expedite the proceedings 
and speed things along, 
the speaking limit will 
be reduced to two min-
utes or if the number of 
those speaking exceeds 
two dozen, the speak-
ing time will be halved 
to a minute-and-a half. 
If three dozen speakers 
show up, the time each 
is allowed to address the 
council will be reduced 
to a minute. In some cas-
es, the public as a whole 
will have the time for 
comments reduced to an 
hour or an hour-and-a-
half, such that when that 
time elapses, no further 
input from the public is 
heard.

Tran made the most 
out of her mayoral au-
thority that evening. The 
mayoral gavel put her in 
control of the meeting, 
how it was conducted 
and how the discussion 
and debate was to flow. 
Recognizing that the vast 
majority of those pres-
ent were intent on rail-
ing against the mayoral 
elimination, she adroitly 
made a command deci-
sion that in order to en-
sure that the public was 
given as full of an op-
portunity to provide the 
city’s decisionmakers 
with their perception and 
pieces of their minds, 
there would be no reduc-
tion of the three-minute 
speaker limitation. Nor 
was there to be, she de-
cided, a limitation on the 
overall time for the pub-
lic to make its collective 
feelings known.

 Throughout the 
course of the evening, 
124 members of the pub-
lic addressed the coun-
cil over the course of 
more than four hours. 
Of those, 122 made clear 
they believed the peo-
ple of San Bernardino 
should be able to elect 
their mayor and that the 
council should not be en-
trusted to make that de-
cision for them.

Some of those speak-
ing were respectful. 
Some were not. In sur-
veying that content, the 

individual most respect-
ed was the mayor. The 
person least respected 
was Sanchez, followed 
by Shorett. Commonly 
what was heard were ha-
rangues, shouts, denun-
ciations and heckling. 
There were some occa-
sional efforts at reason-
ing.

Despite the momen-
tum in the room run-
ning against taking any 
action that would de-
prive the electorate of 
its elected mayor, San-
chez and Shorett and to 
a lesser extent Figueroa 
and Knaus angled the 
discussion toward the  
2016 charter revision 
having transformed the 
mayor into a primar-
ily ceremonial post with 
little voting power, that it 
was the seven members 
of the city council set-
ting policy and charting 
the city’s direction with 
the city manager assist-
ed by department heads 
having city staff execute 
carrying out that policy. 
Tran, it was pointed out, 
was continuously an-
gling for greater power 
than provided for in the 
charter. Her department 
had been provided with 
a 5 percent budget in-
crease yearly while she 
has been office, it was 
noted and in the current 
year, the mayor’s office 
has a $328,273 annual 
budget, which includes 
salaries for herself and 
her secretary, insurance, 
travel, car allowance, of-
fice supplies and $3,600 
per year for social media 
communications.

Many of those who 
had been present to ar-
gue against Sanchez’s 
revival of Shorett’s pro-
posal were gone by the 
time the council voted 
on the motion to place a 
measure on the June bal-
lot that would ask voters 
whether a further change 
in the city charter is in 
order that would involve 
city residents no lon-
ger directly electing the 
mayor and rotating the 
mayoral duties among 
council members.

Nevertheless, Tran 
had managed over the 
course of the meeting 
to make inroads against 
what had previously 
seemed an ineluctable 
elimination of the posi-
tion she holds. Up for 
election this year, in ad-

dition to Tran, are San-
chez, Ibarra and Shorett. 
While Sanchez and Sho-
rett are prepared to with-
stand, or at least try to 
withstand, anything their 
critics, opponents and 
Tran are going to throw 
against them, Ibarra is 
not as well-braced. She 
was first elected in 2018. 
In 2022, she was nar-
rowly reelected after the 
San Bernardino Police 
Officers Association fi-
nanced her opponent 
because she had been 
critical of the way in 
which the police depart-
ment had stood down 
in the face of looting 
that occurred during the 
George Floyd Riots of 
May 31/June 1 2020. The 
intensity of expression 
against the council over 
the proposal to deprive 
the community of an 
elected mayor appeared 
to unnerve her. She did 
not vote with Sanchez, 
Figueroa, Shorett and 
Knaus to place the pro-
posed measure on the 
June ballot.

Ortiz is not up for 
election this year. She is 
isolated on the council, 
however, from virtually 
all of its members, and 
is hardly on better terms 
with the mayor. Her in-
tense support of Shorett’s 
proposal to eliminate the 
directly elected mayor 
when Valdivia held the 
post five years ago and 
the way in which she em-
braced the concept when 
she herself ran for mayor 
in 2022 when she openly 
campaigned on eliminat-
ing the position she was 
vying for logically would 
have indicated that she 
was going to get behind 
Sanchez’s proposal on 
February 1. Significantly 
and crucially, however, 
she did not.   

Tran, who was not 
eligible to vote on San-
chez’s motion, seconded 
by Shorett, stood by idly 
as the vote was record-
ed. The motion passed, 
4-to-3, with Sanchez, 
Figueroa, Shorett and 
Knaus in favor of put-
ting the matter before 
the city’s voters in June, 
and Ibarra, Flores and 
Ortiz dissenting. Had 
either Ibarra or Ortiz 
voted in accordance 
with previous expecta-
tions, the motion would 
have passed 5-to-2. 
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that while the Sherman 
Act clearly forbids anti-
competitive conduct by 
private market players, 
the law “did not apply 
to anticompetitive re-
straints imposed by the 
states.” The federal court 
declined to exercise ju-
risdiction over AMR’s 
state law claims.  Ameri-
can Medical Response 
appealed the district 
court’s decision. 

In the case filed in 
San Bernardino County 
Superior Court, Ameri-
can Medical Response 
filed a petition for a writ 
of mandate and brought 
a motion for a prelimi-
nary injunction seeking 
to enjoin the county and 
ConFire from proceed-
ing with their contract. 
Superior Court Judge 
Jay H. Robinson in Feb-
ruary 2025 ruled that the 
board by awarding the 
contract through 2029 to 
CALFIRE disregarded 
the public bidding pro-
cess and had prejudi-
ciously awarded the am-
bulance service contract 
to its favored vendor. 
Judge Robinson granted 
AMR’s motion and en-
joined the county and 
ConFire “from perform-
ing, proceeding under, or 
implementing services 
pursuant to the contract 
for advanced life support 
and basic life support 
ground ambulance ser-
vices, interfacility and 
critical care transport 
services for the exclusive 
operating areas” while 
the suit remains pending. 

The county and ConFire 
appeal the preliminary 
injunction order, assert-
ing Judge Robinson im-
properly determined the 
county had a ministe-
rial duty to advance only 
American Medical Re-
sponse’s proposal to the 
county board of supervi-
sors because it was the 
“highest-scoring” pro-
posal. Further, the coun-
ty and ConFire asserted 
the county did not abuse 
its discretion by advanc-
ing both ConFire’s and 
and AMR’s proposals to 
the board and ultimately 
selecting CONEFIRE as 
the provider. American 
Medical Response, as-
serted Judge Robinson 
did not err in his find-
ings and, therefore, his 
decision granting the 
preliminary injunction 
should be affirmed.

That appeal went to 
the California’s Court 
of Appeal’s Fourth Ap-
pellate District, where it 
was taken up by a panel 
consisting of Justice Ju-
dith McConnell and As-
sociiate Judges Joan K. 
Irion and David M. Ru-
bin. In a 31-page opinion 
authored by Justice Mc-
Connell and concurred 
in by Judges Irion and 
Rubin, the troika ruled 
Judge Robinson erred.

“By ruling that AMR 
was likely to prevail on 
its claim because the 
county abused its dis-
cretion, the trial court 
improperly ‘substitute[d] 
its  judgment for that of 
the agency,’”  according 

to McConnell, Irion and 
Rubin, quoting a prec-
edent case. “As ConFire 
asserts, the trial court 
afforded the  county ‘no 
deference, failed to hon-
or the presumptions in 
their favor, unjustifiably 
questioned their under-
standing of their own 
solicitation, substituted 
its  judgment for that of 
[the county], questioned 
the wisdom of their ac-
tions, and accused [the 
county] of improper 
motivations without any 
direct evidence.’  This 
was reversible error.”

McConnell, Irion and 
Rubin held that “After 
advancing both propos-
als, the board heard  de-
tailed presentations from 
AMR and ConFire at 
a public hearing, fol-
lowed by many public 
comments in support  of 
both proposals, before 
selecting ConFire. AMR 
has not shown that this 
decision was irrational 
or disconnected from 
the overarching goals 
of the RFP process to 
improve service deliv-
ery to customers and 
partners, to establish a 
more efficient EMS sys-
tem, and to make invest-
ments back into the sys-
tem.  Rather, before  the 
board selected ConFire, 
each supervisor outlined 
the reasons he or she be-
lieved ConFire provided 
the  best value,  includ-
ing that: (1) ConFire was 
eligible for supplemental 
state funding that could 
support the system and 
lower the county’s costs; 
(2) ConFire would im-
prove public safety by 
closer ‘integration or co-
ordination of services,’ 
particularly during di-
sasters, by consolidating 
EMS and fire response; 

(3) ConFire promised 
better service with faster 
response times, and (4) 
representatives from cit-
ies, towns, and fire agen-
cies affected by the deci-
sion preferred ConFire.”

It was McConnell’s, 
Irion’s and Rubin’s de-
termination that “Under 
the discretion granted to 
the local agency by the 
EMS Act and in light 
of the vagueness in the 
RFP’s definition of high-
est score, we cannot hold 
the county’s action was 
‘arbitrary, capricious, 
entirely lacking in evi-
dentiary support, or  un-
lawfully or procedurally 
unfair.’ Rather, after the 
scoring, the county  rea-
sonably found that no 
clear winner emerged 
from the RFP  pro-
cess.  The county’s deci-
sion to advance both pro-
posers to negotiate with 
the board was consistent 
with the RFP, which 
stated in subsection 2.13 
that more than one pro-
poser could advance, 
and with the county’s 
procurement manual, 
which contains addition-
al guidelines for contract 
procurement and states 
the county may issue 
invitations to negoti-
ate ‘with a short list of 
proposers to obtain best 
value during a RFP pro-
cess.’”

The three-judge panel 
disagreed with Judge 
Robinson and American 
Medical Response in the 
assessment that the com-
pany was on a trajectory 
to win the case, indicat-
ing such a projection was 
wishful and therefore did 
not justify the imposition 
of a preliminary injunc-
tion preventing ConFire 
from moving into place 
as the county’s ambu-

lance service provider. 
“Under this highly 

deferential standard, we 
cannot conclude that 
AMR is likely to pre-
vail on its claim that the 
county abused its dis-
cretion by awarding the 
contract to ConFire,” 
Judge McConnell wrote. 
“The trial court  found 
that AMR was ‘equally 
likely to prevail under 
the abuse of discre-
tion standard’ because 
the Notice of Intent to 
Award letter issued to 
AMR on October 27, 
2023, ‘created ex nihilo 
a new procurement pro-
cedure that bore not even 
a passing resemblance 
to the procedure estab-
lished by the RFP.’  The 
trial court then substitut-
ed its own judgment  for 
that of the county. With-
out any basis, the court 
asserted that it appeared 
the county ‘desire[d] a 
specific outcome for the 
RFP’ and ‘embrace[d] 
a desire for performa-
tive acts in public con-
tracting in arguing 
against  AMR’s likely 
success  on the mer-
its.’  AMR repeats these 
unfounded accusations 
in its briefing before 
this court but provides 
no citation to the record 
in support. Although it 
is not this court’s role 
to  search the record for 
citations, we see no in-
dication in  the record to 
suggest such wrongdo-
ing.  Rather, the record 
before this court shows 
the county was transpar-
ent in its decisions and 
did not stray outside the 
process set forth in the 
RFP.  As discussed, the 
RFP did not preclude 
the county from advanc-
ing both proposals to the 
board for consideration 

and  negotiation.  While 
the RFP stated the high-
est scoring proposer 
would be recommended 
to the board, the RFP 
did not define the term 
‘highest scorer’ and 
three of the four evalu-
ators on the proposal re-
view committee scored 
ConFire higher than 
AMR.”

“In short, the RFP’s 
plain language provides 
that the county may ne-
gotiate with more than 
one proposer and that 
the final determination 
is left to the discretion 
of the board based on the 
scoring, and the board’s 
determination of the pro-
poser’s ability to meet 
the needs of the county 
and provide the best val-
ue,” according to McCo-
nnell, Irion and Rubin. 

At this point, Ameri-
can Medical Response 
can roll the dice and ap-
peal the appellate ruling 
to the California Su-
preme Court.

The California Su-
preme Court is not re-
quired to hear all cases 
that are filed with it. 
Rather, the California 
Supreme Court has dis-
cretion about which cas-
es to review and hears 
about 3 percent of cases 
that are petitioned for 
review. Of the three per-
cent reviewed, roughly 
50 percent are upheld 
and 50 percent are re-
versed, according to a 
review by the California 
Constitution Center and 
the University of Cali-
fornia Law Journal.

usch, stated “it is indis-
putable … that the im-
petus for the adoption of 
the Texas map was par-
tisan advantage pure and 
simple.” This discounted 
any racial or racist ele-
ment to the motivation 
for the redistricting. This 
presaged the reasoning 
that would be used in 
the ruling relating to the 
California redistricting. 

Of note is that in Tex-
as, the argument made 
against the new map was 
the intent benind it was 
to limit Hispanic voting 
power and in California 
the argument against the 
new map there would be 
that it was aimed at in-
creasing Latino voting 
power.    

California’s map re-
drafting was more in-
volved, difficult and 
expensive than the re-
drawing of the Texas 
electoral map. Texas 
law allowed the legisla-
ture to on its own initia-

tive or request from the 
governor to undertake 
reapportionment. In 
California, a initiative 
put in place by a vote 
of the people required 
that maps be drawnby a 
nonpartisan commission 
and that they can only 
be altered by a vote of 
the electorate. Thus, in 
August, the California 
legislature, at Governor 
Newsom’s instigation, 
consented to the cre-
ation of a map drawn up 
by a political cartologist 
working at the behest of 
the Democratic Party.  

The legislature did not 
approve the map but 
voted to place an initia-
tive  – which became 
Proposition 50  – before 
the state’s voters in No-
vember. Proposition 50 
called for  amending 
the California Constitu-
tion to allow the use of 
the new map from 2026 
through 2030. 

California’s voters 
on November 4. 2025 
passed Proposition 50 
with 5,291,908 votes or 
roughly 63.9 percent 
in favor and 2,989,022 
votes or roughly 36.1 

percent opposed.  
On November 7, a 

coalition of Republicans  
went to court in an effort 
to  block the use of the 
map. They argued that 
the map violated the U.S. 
Constitution by relying  
on race in drawing 16 
congressional districts 
that impermissibly fa-
vored Latino voters.

A divided three-judge 
district court – which 
Congress assigned to 
hear congressional redis-
tricting cases – rejected 
the  request, leaving the 
new map in place. Writ-

ing for the majority, U.S. 
District Judge Josephine 
Staton concluded “that 
the evidence of any ra-
cial motivation driving 
redistricting is excep-
tionally weak, while the 
evidence of partisan mo-
tivations is overwhelm-
ing.” 

Staton further dis-
missed  the plaintiffs’ 
contention that even if 
the voters had partisan 
motives when they ap-
proved Proposition 50, 
“they were simply dupes 
of a racially-motivated 

California Has A 
Districting Com-
mission That Was 
Bypassed  from front 
page 3

Trial Court Judge Erred By Discounting 
Board Of Supervisors’ Authority To Deter-
mine Its Own Franchise Standards & As-
suming Improper County Intent Without 
Supporting Evidence, Appeals Court Panel 
Rules  from front page 6

Continued on Page 16
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Using Her Skill At Community Outreach 
And Her Veto Power, Tran This Week Kept 
Herself Alive And In A Position To Contin-
uee To Electioneer  from page 14

Supreme Court 
Balances Texas 
Republican Gerry-
mander With Cali-
fornia’s Democratic 
Gerrymander  from 
page 15

Such an outcome would 
have been beyond Tran’s 
reach, and the next ma-
jor battle in her war for 
political survival would 
have become convincing 
at least 50 percent plus 
one of the city’s voters in 
June to keep their elect-
ed mayor in place. That, 
however, has proved out 
to be a battle she will 
not need fight. With the 
vote having been logged 
as 4-to-3, she immedi-
ately exercised her veto 
power, which erased the 
vote’s outcome.

  The mayoralty in 
many cities often serves 
as a stepping stone to 
higher political office. 
Though that has occa-
sionally been the case in 
San Bernardino, as with 
James Cunningham, 

who was San Berna-
dino’s 19th mayor, serv-
ing from May 1947 until 
December 1950, before 
going on to become a 
California State Sena-
tor from 1951 to 1957, 
in far more cases, what 
looked like what might 
prove to be a promising 
career in elected office 
ended problematically, 
with the holder going 
no further or history re-
cording some undesir-
able element that ruined 
his reputation.

William Carpenter 
Seccombe was a pharma-
cist who was a member 
of the San Bernardino 
Board of Education be-
fore he was elected San 
Bernardino Mayor, a po-
sition he held from 1941 
to 1947. When the Mexi-

can American Defense 
Committee challenged 
the city's policies on seg-
regation, which included 
disallowing Mexican 
Americans to use the 
Perris Hill Plunge, the 
city council, including 
Seccombe, rejected the 
calls for integration. A 
class action lawsuit was 
filed against Seccombe 
and the city council by 
Ignacio Lopez, leading 
to a landmark decision in 
which a judge ruled that 
the San Bernardino may-
or and city council were 
acting illegally. The case 
Lopez v. Seccombe im-
mortalized Seccombe in 
a way that darkened his 
name.

Mayor Al Ballard, 
whose hard-nosed flam-
boyance played a art 
in getting him elected, 
brought him into con-
troversy when he in-
sisted on an aggressive 
response to 1960s riots, 

which included autho-
rizing shotguns for fire-
fighters and supporting a 
controversial figure with 
alleged Mafia connec-
tions.

William Robert 
“Bob” Holcomb was 
San Bernardino longest 
serving mayor, having 
been in office from 1971 
to 1985 and again from 
1989 to 1993. The great-
grandson of legendary 
prospector and discover-
er William F. Holcomb, 
he was a World War II 
B-17 pilot who flew mul-
tiple missions over Nazi 
Germany, an attorney 
and newspaper founder 
and publisher who led 
the successful effort to 
prevent the Metropolitan 
Water District of South-
ern California from 
subsuming the San Ber-
nardino Valley Munici-
pal Water District, thus 
preserving local control 
of the San Bernadino 

Valley’s water supply.
Holcomb, however, 

was mayor and leader 
of the city council that 
ignored stricter seismic 
standards enacted after 
the 1971 Sylmar earth-
quake and rushed the 
construction of the San 
Bernardino City Hall 
and prevented it from in-
corporating engineering 
improvements as a result 
of its 1972 completion. 
A 2016 study confirmed 
that as a result of the 
use of the outdated stan-
dards, the building was 
unsafe and likely to fail 
in a 6.0 or greater mag-
nitude quake, leading to 
its being vacated in 2017 
and standing unused 
ever since.

Patrick Morris, who 
grew up in Needles, be-
came an attorney and a 
distinguished prosecutor 
with the San Bernardino 
County District Attor-
ney’s Office, in which ca-

pacity one of his earlier 
cases was that against 
the infamous husband 
murderer, Lucille Miller. 
Later, he practiced law 
in a firm he formed with 
his brother, Phillip. Both 
he and Phillip became 
San Bernardino County 
judges and Patrick ac-
ceded to the position of 
presiding judge. One of 
his accomplishments in 
that role was the creation 
of the county’s drug 
court. It was upon his re-
tirement from the bench 
that Morris successfully 
ran for San Bernardino 
mayor. It was his mis-
fortune that as he was 
nearing the close of his 
second term, the city’s 
structural deficit left city 
officials no choice but to 
file for Chapter 9 bank-
ruptcy protection, mar-
ring Morris’s otherwise 
impressive record of ac-
complishment.

 

identified as ‘missing’ is 
actually the total of doc-
umented funds moved 
appropriately between 
various district funds 
over seven years. While 
these amounts decrease 
the general fund in the 
listed amounts, they in-
crease the balances of 
other funds, including 
Fund 11-Adult Educa-
tion, Fund 13-Cafeteria 
Fund, Fund 14-Deferred 
Maintenance, and Fund 
40-Special Reserve 
Fund. When the financial 
statements are viewed in 
their entirety—including 
interfund transfers and 
audit adjustments—ev-
ery dollar cited is fully 
accounted for and recon-
ciled to zero.”

Left unexplained by 

the document is the dates 
when the transfers were 
made and why the funds 
were transferred.

The district and the 
superintendent of coun-
ty schools office also 
acknowledge that the 
state’s Fiscal Crisis and 
Management Assistance 
Team was involved in 
examining the transfers 
and the activity around 
the transfers.

The Fiscal Crisis and 
Management Assistance 
Team does involve itself 
in districts where and 
when there is no active 
fiscal crisis on occasion. 
The team is most of-
ten availed of to handle 
emergency interven-
tions, but does also pro-
vide proactive manage-

ment assistance, studies, 
and training to help dis-
tricts improve financial 
practices, operational 
efficiency, and prevent 
future distress. Those 
proactive services ex-
tend to school districts, 
county offices of educa-
tion, and charter schools, 
which can request Fiscal 
Crisis and Management 
Assistance Team take 
part in studies or techni-
cal assistance to improve 
management practices, 
policies, or organiza-
tional structure before a 
crisis occurs. The Fiscal 
Crisis and Management 
Assistance Team offers 
professional develop-
ment for districts’ and 
county superintendents’ 
chief business officials 
and other staff. It also 
provides free, voluntary 
tools for prevention like 
its so-called Special Ed-
ucation Efficiency Tool 

and Projection-Pro soft-
ware to help districts 
monitor their financial 
health. District can also 
invite the team to review 
departments or process-
es to avoid potential fu-
ture issues.

Nevertheless, that  
the Fiscal Crisis and 
Management Assis-
tance Team was asked 
to intervene at the Apple 
Valley Unified School 
District is an indication 
that things had evolved 
or deteriorated to a point 
where some level of as-
sistance was needed. 

Both Cassida’s let-
ter and its attachment, 
which appeared to have 
been generated by some 
unspecified individual 
or individuals with the 
Apple Valley Unified 
School District, revealed 
the sensitive nature of 
what Longshore was al-
luding to in her opinion 

piece published by the 
Daily Press. Longshore 
made no references to 
embezzlement or misap-
propriation of funds but 
rather to prioritizations 
in district spending that 
gave short shrift to edu-
cation programs while 
administrative salaries 
advanced. 

The district state-
ment document asserted 
that documents distrib-
uted by some person 
unknown at the school 
board’s meetings that 
laid out the quantified 
district deficits was not 
providing the totality of 
information available.

“It appears that 
throughout the years in 
question, the author of 
these documents was 
omitting and/or incor-
rectly accounting for 
portions of the financial 
statements regarding in-
terfundtransfers in and 

out, audit adjustments, 
and other restatements,” 
the unattributed dis-
trict statement says. “It 
is important to account 
for these items as they 
directly impact the fund 
balance (reserves) and 
are accounted for sepa-
rately on the financial 
statements from revenue 
and expenditures. It can 
be compared tomoving 
funds from one bank ac-
count to another within 
a household. The money 
has not disappeared, but 
rather it has moved into 
another account or, in 
our case, fund.” 

Cassida’s letter con-
cludes, “The county’s 
fiscal oversight process, 
supported by the dis-
trict’s FCMAT Report 
and the last three annual 
audit reports, have not 
exposed any instances of 
misappropriation of dis-
trict funds.”

legislature.”
The challengers took 

the matter to the U.S.  
Supreme Court on Janu-
ary 20, seeking interven-
tion. They maintained  
the state’s goal was “off-
setting a perceived racial 
gerrymander in Texas.” 

Additionally, they ar-
gued, the lower court 
should have given more 
weight to the testimony 
by the private consultant, 
Paul Mitchell, who drew 
the new map – and who 
“boasted publicly and on 
social media,” they said, 
that the new map “would 
maintain, if not expand, 
Latino voting power in 
California.” They asked 
the court to act by Feb-
ruary 9,  the day that the 
filing period for elec-
tive office in California 

starts. 
The State of  Califor-

nia.in its response assert-
ed that the lower court 
considered statements by 
Mictchell and state legis-
lators, but  had concluded 
the new map was not ra-
cially influenced.  More 
broadly, it contended, the 
challengers were “ask-
ing the Court to treat 
California’s map differ-
ently from how it treated 
Texas’s map, thereby al-
lowing a Republican-led 
State to engage in par-

tisan gerrymandering 
while forbidding a Dem-
ocratic-led State from re-
sponding in kind.”

On Wednesday, Feb-
ruary 4, with five days 
remaining before the 
February 9 deadline 
requested by the chal-
lengers, the court turned 
down the challengers’ re-
quest to intervene.

The Proposition 50 
Congressional district 
map redraft dilutes the 
number of GOP voters in 
California Congressional 

District 1, where Con-
gressman Doug La Malfa 
was the representative in  
before his January death; 
Congressional District 3  
where Kevin Kiley is the 
incumbent; California 
Congressional District 
22, where David Valadao 
serves; and California 
Congressional District 
48, where Darrell Issa 
is the incumbent. The 
map further extinguishes 
the 41st Congressional 
District from Riverside 
County, where Ken Cal-

vert is serving, reestab-
lishing the 41st District 
elsewhere. 

What the Democrats 
might have accomplished 
with the gerryman-
der is to ignite hostil-
ity between Republicans 
where previously it did 
not exist. It appears that 
Calvert, who has been in 
Congress since 1993, is 
contemplating challeng-
ing Young Kim, another 
Republican, in the 40th 
Congressional District 
primary in June.  

No Misappropriation Going On In The 
Apple Valley Unified School District, 
County Schools Official Says from page 7


