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STATE OF CAUFORNIA

STATE LANDS COMMISSION: ggm g;fn“ct:e

l&Oﬁ&k&MﬁH&Lkmwmemmmx Sscramento, CA 85814°

GRAY DAVIS, Corcroller . 3
THOMAS W. HAYES, Lireitor of Finance CHARLES WARREN

April 11, %991
File Ref.: W 24249
EIR ND: %3¢

NOTICE OF PUBLIC REVIEW OF A WEGATIVE DECLARATION
(BECTION 15073 CFR)

A Negative Declaration has been prepared pursuznt to the
regquirements of the Ccalifornia Environmental Quality Act (Section
21000 et seq., Public Resources Code), the State CEQA guidelines
(Section 15000 et seq., Title 14, California Code Regulations), and
the State Lands Commission Regulations (Section 2301 et seq., Title

2, Califcrnia Code Regulations) for a project currently being
processed by the staff of the State Lands Commissiori.

The document is attached for your review. Comments
should be addressed to the State Lands Commission, office shown
above with attention to the undersigned. All coaments must be
received by May 15, 1991.

Should you have any questions or need additional
information, please call the undersigned at {916) 323-7209.

P 457

7 @O ¢ 7
//// “ o
/' /INCQUES GRABER
// ‘Division of Envirsnmental
Planning and Managenment

-

Attachment
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STATE OF CAUFORNIA PETE WILSQN, Governor

EXECUTIVE OFFICE
STATE LANDS COMPMISSION 180;:. L ig-iive

LED T. McCARTHY, Licutensnt Governor Sacramento, CA 85814

GRAY DAV1S, Controller .
JOMAS W. HAYES, Director of Finsnca cagnuzs WARREN
Exscutive Cificer

ND: 53¢
W 24249

90021155

Project Title: chadock Recreational Deck/Boat Dock
Prcponent: Randy and panielle Chadock

project Leocation: APN 142-001-002, Sutter Slough, near
courtland, Sacramentc County.

Project Descripticn: authorize construction of a 10 foot by 20
foot deck and 8 foot by 65 foot floating
dock connected by a moveable gangway.

contact Person: Jacques Graper Telephone: 916/323-7209

This document is prepared pursuant to the regquirements of the
california Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et seq., Public
Resources Code), the State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15000 et seq.,

Title 14, california Cocde Regulations), and ‘the State Lands

Commission regulations {Section 2901 et seqg., Title 2, california
Code Regulations).

Based upon the attached Initial Study, it has been found that:

L X ] this project will not have a significant effect on the
environment.

[ ] mitigation measures included in the project will avoid
potentially significant effects.




STATL LANDS COMMISSION

ENVIROMMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMERT CHECKLIST —PART I
Fotm 13.20 {7732} File Ret.: W 24240

. BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A Apphcant _ Randy and Danielle Chadock
P.0. Box 485

Courtland, CA ‘95615

Checkiist Date: _10 /24 /90
Contact Persen ___Jacques A, Graber
Telephooe: ( 916 ) 323 209
Purpose _Construct a platform and fioating dock,

decking. An 8§ ft. mde by 65 foot long floating dock will be cm;,gt.rugtgd mtemard of
m«nmxmm._me fixed deck, attached by a gangway.

1. SMVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explain all “yes™ and “maybe’’ answers)
A, Larth, Wili the proposz! result in:

1. Unstable earth conditions or changes in geologicsubstructures? . . . . . .. .. ........

. Disruptions, displacements, compaction, or overcoveringofthesoid?. . .. ..........

. Change in topograghy or ground surfice relief festures? . . .. .. ..

L N N A R

Any increase in wind or water erosion of sosls, esther onor off thesite?. . . .. ......

Changes in deposition or erosion of bezch sands, or changes in siltation, deposition or erosion which may
modify the channel of a niver or stream or the bed of the ocean or any bay, inlet, or lakgPrerrorrT )

7. Exposure of 2l people or property 0 gaologic hazards such as rarthquakes, landshd %&‘W
failure. crsmiler hazards?. . . ... ... it i e e EMINUTE PAGE

2
3
4
5
6.
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8. .lir. Will the proposal result in:

-

¥ Substantial air emmissions or detenoration of ambient air quality? ..... ..... Ve se s nennceann

2.Thecreationolobicctionableodor;?. ce f e e e e i caee e et ane e aane e

?ﬂ L,

3. Alteraticn of air movement, moisture or temperature. or any change in chmate, either locally or regionatly?.

e

leter. Will the progosal result in:

1. Changes in the currents, or the course or ditection of water muvements, in either.marnne or fresh waters?

e
><

»d

o

2 Changes in absorption rates, dramnage patterns, or the rate and amount of surface water runoff?. . . ...

3. Alrerztions 1o the course or flow of Hood waters? . . . . . .

L
&l

1
J

4. Change in the 2mount of surface water in any water body? . .

5. Discharge into surface waters, or in any alteration of surface water quality. includin but not limited to
temperature, dissclved ¢ xygen or turbidity?. . ... ... ..0uring construction.... .. ...,

LT T

6. Alteration of the direct on or rate of flow of ground waters?. . .. ..............

7. Change ‘n the quantity of ground waters. either through direct additions or withdrawals, or through.inter
Ceprion of an squrfer by cuts or excavations? .. . . fr e aeaaaas s seceesaeecenen

&

e,
>

8. Substanuial reducticn in the amount of water otherw:se available for public water supplies? . ... ... ...

->.<..

9. Exposure of people o1 property to water-related hazards such as flooding or ucal waves? . . . ... .

TS 0O 3

3

10. Sigmificant changes in the temparature, flow or chemical content of surface thermaisprings?, . ... ......
D. Ploni Lifr. ‘Wil the proposal re<ult in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or number of any species of plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
andaquatcplants)?, ... .. ...... ... e,

<M

Ty

2. Reduction of the numberk of 2ny unique, rare or endangered species of plants?. . . ... ... .... e reaae

3. Inpaduztion of new species of plants into an area, or in a barsier 10 the normal réplenishment of existing.

H

s rewa

4. aeductsenmacxugéolanyagficultura!crép?..............,

ETRE ]

$nimal Life Will the proposal result in:

). Change 1n the diversity of species. or numbers of any species of animals {birds, land animals rcluding
reptiles, fish and shellfish, benthiic orgamsms, or insects)? . ... ... .o0 s n .. .. et m e ee s

. Reduction of the numbes of any unigue, rara or endangered speciesofammals?. . .. .. ... .. ... ..

Introduction of new spacies of animals into an area, or result in a barner 1o the migration or movement of

T 2 3

4. Deterioration to existing fish or » “dhfa habitat?,

Monse, Vil the proposal resuit
1 Increase in existing noise devels?. . ... .......
2: Exposure of peopie 10 severe notse levels? | . |
G. Efeht emt Glore. Will the proposat result in:
1. The prcduction of new light or glare? |
H. Land e, Wl the proposal result in;
1. A substantal diteration of the oresent or plannett fand use of an ares?,
Netural Resourees, Wil the proposal resuit in.
1. Incr2ase in the rate of use of any naturat resources? . . . ... .. e

2. Substanuai depietion of any nonrenewable resources? | . e




2

Kok of Upwes, 4
BA of Upses. Dovs the pioposal result in Yes Maybe No

1. A tsk of an explosion o the release of hazardous substances (including, but not limited %0, oil, pesticides,

chemicals, or radiation) in the event of 2n accident or upset conditions? . . ... .......... Checenee D D m
2. Possible interference with emergency response plan cr an emergency evacuation plan? . .. “ D D E]
Populanos. Wil the prc'posal resultin:
1 The alteration, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human population of the area?
Housing, Wl the roposal result in:
1 Atfecting existing housing, or create a demand for additional housing? . ., ,
TransportationfCirculation, ‘Will the proposal result.in®
1. Genersation of substantial additional vehicular movement?. . .. ..... ..
2. Affecting existing parking facilities, or create a demand for new parking?,
3. Substantial impact upon existing transportation systems? . . .. ... h e et erseen

4. Aiterations to prescat patteins of circulation or movement of peogle and/or goods?

5. Alterations to waterborne, rail, or air waftic? ... L. .

O&E000
DJ0co

6 Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists, or pedestrians? . . . . . v et trecrceeenaeany

N. Public Services, Will the proposal have an effect upon, or result in a need for new or altered governmenta)
services in any of the {ollowing areas:

1. Fire protection? . . .

2. Police protection? . ., . ... .......

3. Schools? . ..., ... ...

4. Patks and other recreational facilities? . . .

5. Maintenance of pubfic tacilities, incloding soads?,

o0000o

€ Otker governmantal services?. ... ... ......

Energy Wil the proposal result in:

1. Useotsubstamialamoumsoffuelorenergy?.....‘...................................
2. Sobstantial increass in démand upon existing souices of energy, or require the devalopment of new souices?
Utilities. Wit the praposal result in 3 need for new systems, Or substantial 2iteratioas to the following utilitias
1. Power or nawral as2. . ., e

2. Communication systems?".

3.Water?. ... . ........

4. Sewer or sepuic tanks? . . .

5. Stotm water drainage? . . .

6. Sohd waste and disposal? .. .... ...

fuman Health. Wil the proposai result in:

1. Cieation of any health hazard or potential health hazard {excluding mental haalth)?

LJ
]
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O
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O

00 000000 Oog

2 Exposure of people 1o potential health Fazaras? ... .. ... .
Aesthietics. Wit the proposal resaly in:

1. The obstruction of any scenic visis or view open to the public, or will the proposal result in the creation of
an 2esthetically offensive site open 10 public view? . . . C e mear e s e S r e et r e e aaaae

&)
]

Recreation. W'l the proposal result in:

rad
14

1 An impact upon the quality or quantity of existing recreational opportunities?. Hat W&Bﬁﬁ ﬂeﬂ . ﬁ :! I,. E 31 '

boa

T @dgegavy
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Culsural Resonrces. Yez Maybe No

1. Wll the proposa! result in the alteration of or the destruction of 3 prehistoricior historic archeolegical site? . D U &]

2. Will the proposal result in adverse physical or assthetic effects to. #-prehistoric or historic building, -
SHUCIUPe, Or ObRELY. . . o e T [ il (X}

3. Does she proposal have the potentia to cause 2 physical changs which would affect unique ethnic cuityras U l ] [ ]
K¢

valves?2 .. ... L. L. T T T T T

4. Will the preposal sestrict existing re” jious or sacred uses within the potential impacs area? . ... ....... D L l LX,
Sloidatury Findings of Significonce.

1. Does the project have the patential.ro degrade the quahty of the environment, reduce the habitat of 3 fish or
wildlife spectes. cause a fish or wildlife pcpulation to drop beiow seif-sustaining levels, thréaten 10 eliminate
3 plant or znimai community, reduce the number Or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or R
animal or eliminate importznt examples of the major persods af Calitorma history or prehistory?. . . . . . LJ { ] [x]

Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term, environmental

Does the project have impacts which are individually hmited, but cumulauvely considerable? . . . . . e E] E] [X]

Ooes the project have environmental effects which will cause substanusal adverse effects on human beings, .
erther directly or wndirectly? I T T S S l ! l l ixl,

1. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (Sce Comments Attached)

4V, PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
On the basis of this witeat evaluation:

'..i I find the proposed project COULD NOTY have 3 significant effszc.on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION wall
be prepared.

!_} | f:nd that although the proposed project could Rizve.a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant effect
in ths case because the mitigatioh measures described on an Wttached sheet have been added to the propct A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

| ] I hnd the proposed projec’ MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL (MPACT REPORT
\

1§ requied, .
XsDetermination to be made upon receipt of comments. %
x 7 F)
Date: 11, 02 ; 90 2 % % @’W )

MINUTE ¥AGE __=




DISCUSBICH OF ENVIROMMENTAL EVALUATION

Disruptions

The project involves the driving of six wood pilings
zlong the bank of Sutter Slough with installation of a steel
supported deck and attached gangway and a floating dock.

A bench is excavated and jevelled from the waterward gide
of the levee approximately 10 ft. in width and approximately
25 It. in length. An access road is cleared and cut into the
waterwaré side of the levee to furnish access to the dock.
Additionally, three large concrete blocks approximately 3 ft.
on a side are installed on the vench. Soil removal is
required for these activities.

construction activity wiil cause partial compaction_ of
soil in the project area, due to vehicle activities and worker
movements. The structure covers the soil .at the shoreward end
on the levee. The excavations and compactions of the soil are
small and should not have a significant iwmpact on the site.

Topography

The preoject requires the removal of a portion of the
levee slope for construction of an acce.r road and excavation

for a bench upon which are situated taree large concrete
blocks serving as footings foi the deck.

This excavation will permanently alter the slope profile
of the waterward side of the levee. The road creates a 30
foot 1- - - ~“ from the deck to the crown of the levee. With
the road bea approximately eight feet in width.

A twenty-five by eight foot pench has been cut in the
bank of the levee. This feature alters the slope profile. It
is above MHHW of the channel and should not have an impact on
the levee's performance during normal water heights. It might
impact levee strength during excess flooding.

Erosicn

The cutting into the levee slopes creates several small
extrieme slopes along the access road and the bench cut. These
faces, if not revegetated could prom e some minor erosion of
the slopes. The access road, if not surfaced properly to

inhibit runoff could cause some erosion during heavy rains.

The levee slope appears to be more oOr less in its
original state of construction and profile.

The lower slope of the levee, under the deck, shows signs
of erosion and evidencz of riprap but this appears to be

. ns-;- .25
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unrelated to the Project,
B.z, Emissiorig
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the iy Pilings to Support the deck anq dock. -
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Construction. The pr of
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Shrubs including wild blackberry and poison oak to either
cide of the prcject will nct be affected. The project will
keep plants from growing into the open area which could eccur
in a no project situation.

E.1. Diversity

Animal life may be jmpacted by the presence of this
project. The construction activity could disturb local
resident animal life threough excessive noise, human activity,
and vibrations created by pile driving.

The completed project itself may create an impact on
snimal 1ife in the inmediate vicinity. Use of the dock by the
owniers night keep less tolerant wildlife from inhabiting the
ares. The presence of the structure might effectively remove
that area of the levee and pank fro= habitation by wildlife.

The structure will prohibit growth 'of bank vegetation
which could afford cover and habitat rfor future animal
populations on shore, thus reducing variety of resident
species.

The structure could serve as a substitute for overhanging
streambank vegetation which is frequently used by fish. as
cover. This project would not sexve effectively for bird
popbulaticns which would prefer strean bank vegetation for
covar andl food sourxrce.

Habitat

Tie project requires the removal and continued absence of
streambank type vegetation and overstory trees. The structure
also removes sone grassland envircnment for the footings on
shore. %his removal of these vegetation communities causes a
deterioration in the local riparian environment. Vegetation
includes oak, cottonwoxd, poison oak. and wild blackberry.

Removal or prevention of riparian vegetation growth will
cause a locai impact on animal diversity in the area. The
structure creates a gap in the continuity of the streambank
vegetation which interrupts the free movement of riparian
anipal populations using the protective cover on that bank:

Removal of riparian vegetation may influence shorezone
shelter for small fish that occupy shorezone waters. Lack of
cover for shade, protection, and accompanying food may
influence certain fish populations there. The new dock might
afford a substitute shelter for +hese fish or it might afford

RS

shelter for a different fish in tradeoff for ancthelr species.

The project site is identified in the Delta Master Plan
25 a “natural area®, 1ixiving development activities.

CALER
MINUTE PAGE




Increased Noise

The project could impact the area with an increase in
acise levels. Installation of the pilings and subsequent
construction will require use of a powered pile driver ang
construction equipment. Noise levels will increase during the
construction phase. This noise wiil cease upon compl~ation of
the project.

The pier is intended for use by the owners for
sunbathing, recreation and mooraae of boats. With its
increased use, the noise levels could rise if the boats are
occasionally worked on and during arrivals and departures,
engine noise would occur. Noise from play activities would be
present where there was none before. This noise would be
restricted to the imrediate site.

Extreme Noise

The project phase would create lcud episodes of noise;
the pile driving and construction phases particularly.

Except for occasional engine noise of arriving or
departing boats, noise levels are not expectel to reach
'excessive levels. The channel is open to water skiing so some
periods of excessive noise are possible along the channel.

Light

The project could involve night time use for recreational
purposes. Lighting at the deck, dock or from boats could
impact the area. These impacts could be viewed from the
cpposite bank and for several Yards adjacent to the project
site. Impacts will be liocal.

Land Use

The project will create a minor impact in land use, going
from ncn-use to a recreatijbnal private use. The presence of
the dock will create a relatively marked impact on the site
compared to the area's natur.l condition before.

Traffic

The project may create an impact on -water traffic
movemeants within that part of Sutter Slough. The channel at
this peint is approximately 200 feet wide. The project is
located on the east bank. N

The east half of the channeil (Sacramento County) is
regulated by county boating ordinance which restricts it to
"no waterskiing”. There are no speed or wake restrictions in
this waterway. Tho west part of the channel is under Yelo
County jurisdiction which does not have a skiing restriction

e
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on this channel; hcwever, state law requires that boats
passing within 200 feet of a pier must slow to 5 M.P.H. which
precludes waterskiing at this site. This will force @
watarskiers to stop within 200 feet of the pier and ride in

the boat until thay are past the pier. Passing boats must

also obey the 5 M.P.H. speed limit.

The mooring of a large boat at the dock will create a
navigational impact ‘on passing boat traffic in general,

requiring a possibl » reducad speed for safety.

Vistas

The presence of the structure and moored boats will
create a noticeable impact upon the view within the immediate
vicinity of the pier. :

The platform and dock are placed on the waterward side of
the east levee of Sutter Slough. It is highly visible from
Raukeena Road located on the west bank of sutter Slough. this
will create an impact on viewing by boating pubiic in Sutter
Slough and traffic on Waukeena Road which is accessible to the
public. If the structure is furnished with lighting this
impact will be significant tc both land traffic on Waukeena
Road and passing boating traffic in Sutter Slough.

Recreation

The project will have wn impact upon recreation in this
part of Sutter Slough. The site is located on a narrow
channel which allows limited movement for boating traffic.
The project will impact waterskiing by prohibiting legally
skiing past the platform and pier within 200 feet. Boating
speed must be reduced to 5 M.P.H. which impacts the ‘boating
speed in general. When bresent, the larger 45 foot moored
boat may affect navigational visibility at that 1leccation
further requiring reduced speeds by boating traffic. The
Deita Master Plan designates the slough as a "natural®, being

"limited use" area.

— — |
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COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
AND ASSESSMENT

s

e

Decentber 3, 1990

State lands Cammissiott

Division of Fnvironmental Planning and Management
c/o Jaogues Graber

1807 -~ 13th Strest

Sacramentc, CA 95814

SUBJECT: INTTIAL ST®Y FOR RADY AD DANTELIE CHADOCK FOCREATIOGNAL
DRECK/BOAT DCTK ON APN: 142-001-002 (FILE: W24249) .

Dear Mr. Graber:

Thank your for the opportunity to review the above referenced Initial Stwly
authorizing construction of a 10-foot by 20-foot deck and an 8-foot by 65-foot
floating dock on Sutter Slough, Sacramento County Assessor's Parcel Number
342~-001-002.

lLocal land use for this parcel is regulated by the .Szcranentc County Zoning
Code. This parcel is located in the AG-20 Permanent Agricultural and (DW)
Delta Viaterways Land Use 2opes. In all likelihood, a private boat dock in
these ztmes would require specific land use entitlements fram Sacramento
County. Based on the information provided in the Initial Study aid preliminary
review uf the project oy Planning Departnent staff, a Conditional Use Permit,
Variance and/or site plan approvai would be required for the floating boat dock
pursuant to Sections 235-145 and 147 of the Zoning Code. For further
infornation, the applicant should contact Don Terrell of the Sacramento County

Planning Department at (916}  440-5952 concerning County developrant
requirements for this parcel.

Until such time as an application is filed with Sacramento Coanty, or there is
a better definition of the project and its use this office is not in a position
to determdne what constitutes appropriate envirommental docuentation for our
needs.
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this matter,

concerning
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questions

undersigned at (916) 440-7914.

180XS

1y,

Board of Superv

If wyour have any

Sincere
cc:
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i EXRIBIT "D-2"
Stat California

Memorandum

To : Dote  :
Hr. Jacques Graber May 16, 1981 IEN
State Lands Commission S
Division of Environmental Planning ¥ S
and Managenment ¥
i807 13th Street )
Sacramento, California 9©95814-9990

From : UDeportment of Fish and Gome

Subjecs: Chadock Recreational Deck/Boat Dock, Sutter Slough Near ’f
Courtiand, Sacramento County, SCH 90021155 i

We have reviewed the prcposed Negative Decliaration fer
subject project. The project consists of authorizing the
construction of a 10 foot x 20 foot deck and an 8 foot X &5 foot
fleatiny deck connected by a movable gangway.

Based on ocur field investigation, we noted that a partially N
constructed deck,'dock now exists on the east bank of Sutter .
Slough approximaiely 0.7 mile downstream from the confluence of
Elk Slough with Sutter Slough. This existing structure, which R
you have confirmed as the subject project, was constructed. and -

located illegally. @

As correctly ncted in yocur discussion of. environmental =
evaluation, the project area is in a reach of-Sutter Slough which -
aas been identified as "Natural Area” in the Delta Master '
hecreation Plan (DMRP) (California 1976) (reference attached).
The DMRP further noted that "These areas should be preserved to
perpetuate the public trust; to protect wildlife habitat,
existing vegetation, and remnants of the waterways history; to
retain areas having solitude and wilderness-like features: and
may be used for nonintencive recreation®.

Sutter Slough, according to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife !
Service (Dehaven 1989) (reference attached), contains a unique i
and particularly valuable natural habitat known as Shaded i
Riverine Aquatic Cover (SRAC). This habitat is composed of .
naturai materials includinyg vegetation, both living and dead, ‘"

which provide requisites including shade, escape cover,
substrate, and food for a large number of aquatic and terrestrial
animals. Sutter Slough is one of four main distributary channels
of the Sacramento River and, as such, is important as both
rearing habitat and migratory route for chinook salmon, including
the State-listed endangered, and Federally-listed threatened
winter-run chinook salmon. SRAC habitat plays an important role
in the survival of juvenile chinook salmon. ‘The U.S. Fist and
Wildlife Service estimates that, since 1972, 431 percent of the
SRAC habitat within Sutter Slough has been lost. QEE
3
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Mr. Jacques Graber
May 16, 1991
Page Two

Except for one irrigation pump a short distance downstreanm
from the deck/dock, no other structure is now present in Sutter
Slough from Elk Slough to Miner Slough. The area is much the

Same as in 1976, when the DMRP was published by the Resources
Agency.

We believe that any new structure, such as this proposail,
compatible with existing natuvral values and public
trust values which would include, but not be limited to,
racreational fishing and boating. 1In additicn, we beliave this
project, which is harmful in itself, would be pPrecedent setting
whereby future Projects of any scale would be difficult to deny

The portion of the
has al \ i i ‘ This
i 4 including scarce
vegetation that was jpresent on the site. Should the deck/boaz
dock be complieted, the vegetution will not reestablish itself and
damage will be permanent. We, therefore, recommern.! that
completion of this project not be permitted and that the existing
components be removed by or at the expense of the proponent.
With respect to pPreparation of a Negative Declaration, we do aot
consider this type of document to be appropriate for this
project. Thus, we recommend that an Environmental Impact Report
be prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality acet.

In addition, please note that the Department believes
Project is subject to a filing fee pursuant to Fish and Came Code
Sectisn 711.4 (AB 3158). If a Negative Declaration is filed by

‘ lic Resources Code Section 21080¢(

' Yable to the County Clerk when the

ation is filed. If an Envircnmental Impac:c
Report is filed the fee will be $850.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this document. if
you have any questicns, please contact Mr. Maury Fjelstad,
Fishery Biologist, or Mr. Patrick O'Brien, Fisheries Management
Supervisor, Department of Fish and Game, 1701 Nimbus Road,
Suite A, Rancho Cordova, California 95670, telephone
(916) 355-7090.

LTL DT [) b VM"-'L hod /,;rv"
Pete Bontadelli
Director
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